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NEW WEIGHT CHARACTERIZATIONS FOR THE
DISCRETE HARDY INEQUALITY WITH KERNEL

KoMIL KULIEV* AND TOHIRBEK TURAKULOV

(Communicated by R. Oinarov)

Abstract. In this work, we present new pairs of equivalent conditions for the validity of discrete
weighted Hardy inequality with kernel satisfying Oinarov’s conditions for the parameters 1 <
p < g < eo. In addition, we give lower and upper estimates for the best constant of the inequality.

1. Introduction

=3

Let 1 < p,g <eo and u = {u,};_;, v={va}n_, be positive sequences of real
numbers, which we in the sequel call weighted sequences. [,, denote the space of
all sequence f = {f,},_, of real numbers whose norm ||| by = i |vaful? )l/ Pis
finite. Let us consider the following discrete weighted Hardy inequality for nonnegative
sequence f = {f,},_, in the form

o 9N a o P

> ul zn:an,kfk <cl Y v, (1)
k=1

n=1 n=1

where {a,} is a nonnegative triangular matrix (i.e., @, =0, n >k > 1 and a,; =0,
k >n > 1) is called kernel of the inequality, and C is a constant independent of f.

Various expressions related to the kernel and the weight sequences occur as a re-
sult of the estimation process for the best constant C of inequality (1). When we obtain
the desired forms from these expressions, there are certain losses. The estimation of
the best constant is adversely affected by this. At the expense of minor losses, it is
required to analyze the expressions themselves and derive estimations from them. Con-
sequently, new equivalent conditions are created. The Hardy inequalities’ theory has
already identified instances of this type.

If a,x =1, then (1) takes the form

1 1
NN - 5
Youll Y fi <c[ S . )
k=1

n=1 n=1

=
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G. Bennet [ 1, 2] proved that, if 1 < p < g < o then inequality (2) holds for all nonneg-
ative sequence f = {f,},_, if and only if either

1 1
3 q n A\ 7
Ap = sup(Z uZ) (2 vk_p> < oo 3)
neN \ r=pn k=1

or

or

Moreover, the best constant is estimated as
max {q‘l/qu, (p’)_l/”'As} <A; <C<min{p'A;,qA3} <min {p’q”",q(p’)l/”/}Al-

This finding implies that any new equivalent condition can be useful in estimating the
best constant. L.-E. Persson, A. Wedestig and Ch. A. Okpoti [15] provided another
equivalent conditions depending on a parameter, where were shown that estimates for
the best constant could be significantly improved due to a convenient choice of the
parameter. In general, the equivalent conditions ensuring the validity of inequality (2)
and the various estimates for the best constant are sufficiently well investigated for the
values of the parameters 0 < p,q < e=. For more information, see [5]. Let us present
the following estimates
Ar <C<CAy, )
1
which will be used in the proofs of the main results of this work, where C= (1 + §> !

1
(1+2)7 see 21
If the kernel {a,} of inequality (1) is different from constant sequence, then
the process becomes a little more complicated. In this case, inequality (1) with kernel
satisfying certain conditions has also been investigated. One such kernels is the kernel
ay i, which is increasing in n and decreasing in k, and satisfies the condition that there
exists a constant 4 > 1 such that

ang <h(ans+agy) forall nzs>k>1, ®)

which is referred to as Oinarov’s kernel. In the early 21st century, R. Oinarov and S. Kh.
Shalginbayeva were among the first to establish necessary and sufficient conditions for
the validity of inequality (1) for a class of kernels broader than the Oinarov kernel; see
[10, 11, 12] for details. However, estimates for the sharp (i.e., best possible) constant in
inequality (1) for such kernels had remained scarce until 2024, when A. Kalybay and
S. Kh. Shalginbayeva [4] addressed this issue and established the following theorem:
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THEOREM A. Let 1 < p < g < 0 and a matrix {anﬁk} be Oinarov’s kernel. Then

for any nonnegative f € 1, the inequality (1) holds if and only ifA= max{gl ,Az} <
oo, where

1

1 —=
_ o a ([ s AN
Ay =sup () af ul PR
seN \n=g n=1

Moreover, 1
A<C< 2+ 1)1+ (h+1)%(1+hC7))7 A
and C is the best constant in (1).

L.-E. Persson, A. Wedestig and Ch. A. Okpoti have also made contributions to es-
tablishing parameter dependent conditions that ensure the validity of inequality (1) for
separable kernels, as well as parameter-dependent sufficient conditions for its validity
in the case of general kernels; see [13, 14, 15] for details. New equivalent conditions
for the integral form of (1) and estimates for its best constant were obtained; for further
information, see [6, 7, 8, 9]. In [3] were also given parameter dependent sufficient con-
dition for satisfying of integral inequality with rather general kernel and upper estimate
for its best constant.

In this paper, we present new equivalent conditions for the validity of inequality (1)
with Oinarov’s kernel and, as a key advantage of these conditions, we derive convenient
estimates for the sharp constant. The paper is organized as follows: the first section is
Introduction. In the second section we give our main results, proof of which will be
given in the next section.

2. Main part

Let us denote:
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THEOREM 1. Let 1 < p < g < oo and a matrix {anﬁk} be Oinarov’s kernel. Then
for any nonnegative f € 1, inequality (1) holds if and only if

By =supBj (s) <eoo, By =supB;(s) <oo. (6)
seN seN

Moreover, the best constant of the inequality (1) satisfies

€L ’ / L/
max{sup [A’fq(s)—l—BIfq(s)} 7 sup [Ag (s)+BS (s)] r } <C<LX, ()
seN seN

where X is a positive solution of the corresponding nonlinear equation

g—1

e S|
X1 —hi'gBx 1 =0t g 7 (¢)) 7B if 1<q<2,

Pl 1

x9 _ h(qu)quX = hg?'@-1 (q’) 73‘11/ if  q=2. (8)

THEOREM 2. Let 1 < p < g < oo and a matrix {anﬁk} be Oinarov’s kernel. Then
for any nonnegative f €, inequality (1) holds if and only if

B3 =supBs(s) <eo, By=supBy(s) < eo. 9
seN seN

Moreover, the best constant of the inequality (1) satisfies

1

~ 1 -l / o
max{sup[A‘f(s—!—l)—!—Bg(s)]q,sup[qu(s—Fl)—l-Bffq(s)}”} <C<X, (10)
seN seN

where X is a positive solution of the corresponding nonlinear equation

g+l p'—1

XV = Bax ! = (p) Tt By i 1<y <2,

q+1

XP—h(p'B3)" "' X = hpa (p) /D B if p=2. (11)

EXAMPLE 1. (i) If 1 < p < g =2 then equation (8) and its positive solution take
the forms

X2 —2nBoX =2W+/Pp and X = (th + \/ h2B3 + 2(17'+2)/1"th> ,
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respectively. Therefore, the following upper estimate holds

c< <h32+ h235+z<p'+2>/p’h3§>.

(ii) If 2 = p < g < o= then equation (11) and its positive solution take the forms

X% —2hB3X =29*D/4pB}  and X = (th + \/ h2B% + 2<4+2>/f1h33) ,

respectively. Therefore, the following upper estimate holds

c< <h33 /2B + 2(q+2>/qh33) .

EXAMPLE 2. Let p =g =2, {ay,i} = {n—k} (i.e., h=1) and the weight se-
quences u, = v, = 273 then we have

(1) according to A. Kalybay and S. Shalginbayeva’s estimates: 3.46 < C < 32.49,
d =129.026;

(i1) according to Theorem 2.1: 4 < C < 8.76, d =4.756;
(iii) according to Theorem 2.2: 5.18 < C < 12, d = 6.82;

(iv) according to Theorems 2.1 and 2.2: 5.18 < C < 8.76, d = 3.58,

where d is the difference between the upper and the lower estimates.

3. Proofs

First we deal with the duality principle, which will be used in the proofs of the
main results.

Duality principle. When it comes to creating new conditions and working with
conjugate inequality, the concept of duality is critical.

LEMMA 1. Let 1 < p,q <o and 0 < C < oo. Then the inequality (1) holds if and
only if “dual” inequality
1

ql

< c(Z u;q'gz'> (12)
n=1

3 =

/

0 o P
> Vn_pl (Z ak,ngk>
n=1 k=n

holds for all nonnegative g = {gn} € ly 1.
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Proof. Suppose that the inequality (1) holds. Then using succevely the definition
of the norm, Fubini’s theorem and Holder’s inequality we have

1
- - P\ o [ oo
Yo Y arngk = sup Y akngi | f
n=1 k=n A1l =1 \n=1 \k=n
( <2aknfn>gk>
Hfl\z,,] k=1
N
Hfl\z,,] k k=1
! é > rot %
> u gl
k=1
1

1 1

) P ) , , q/

<C sup <2v£|fk”> (2”k_qu>
1]z, =1 \k=1 k=1

1

o d

=C Z“kqu )
k=1

which implies (12). The converse inequality is shown analogously. Lemma is proved. []

M

Mg

Y.

Mz
DM s

2 g nfr

I/L

\

1

< sup
171, , =1

HMS

(3o

3.1. Proof of theorem 1

Proof. Necessity and lower estimate. Assume that the inequality (1) holds, where
C is the best constant. Then by lemma 1 we have that the inequality (12) is also hold
with the same constant C. Let ky € N be a fixed. Then choosing test sequence

1
Snky = nkouq n=12,...

we get for the right hand side of (12)

1
oo , AY
q —-q
Z gn,k() I/ln
n=1

and for the left hand side of (12)

- "\ 7 - - P\ 7
/ /
_ _ — q—1 4q
v’ 2 k,n8k ko = 2 Vi” 2 Aen @y o Uge
n=1 k=n n=1 k=n

ko—1 - r o P\ 7
/ /
- 4 q—1 4q —p q-1 q
= Vi 2 A g U |+ 2 Vi 2 Dhen o Ui

n=1 k=ko

13)

\I
Il
S
Il 8
=t
S
S
g
<
ERN
~
_Q =

DM s
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[using the monotonicity of a, in the first sum as ag , > ay, for 1 <n < ko and in the
second sum as ay, = ai, for kg <nj

1

ko—1 o r o AN

—p q 4 —p q 4

2 PR Y oalul )] + X vl | Xl : (14)
n=1 k=ko n=ko k=n

Taking into account (13) and (14) in (12) we obtain

Pl

r P P
ko—1 , =3 g g oo , =3 ¢ , oo g q
—P -P P q
Yol )| Do)+ Xt | D) <O\ X digut)
n=1 k=k0 }’1=k0 k=n n=k0

_y 191
Multiplying both sides of the estimate by [2],?:1 v, ¥ } we have

_ /
k=1 ko A\ 4 L, . P
—p —p
2 Vn 2 Vi A ko Ui
n=1 n=1 k=ko

" o v ko q-1
/ /
—p qa q -p
IR I P
n=ko k=n n=1

Pl

. 7 [ k a-1
/ q —
<o [ 3 aut] (X
n=k0 n=1
and then

/ /
=1 \?/ o P w = P [N
—p q q —p' q .4 w4
PR Yoal ] X | Xl 2V
n=1 k=ko n—ko f=n n=1

/
/ i 7 ko / !
P 4q q N4
SO Xagun) | X :
n=ko n=1

~ / )—p —1
A (ko) + BY (ko) < AT (ko).

Q

ie.,

Using the lower estimate in theorem A, i.e., A; <C,we get
~ ! /! /
qu (k()) +Bifq (k()) < CP1,
This proves the necessity of the condition B; < oo in (6) and the first part of the lower

estimate in (7).
To prove the rest part of the necessity we choose the test sequence in (12) as

8nky = uZx[kO’w) (n) , n= 1,2, .
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where ko € N is a fixed and [y, ) () is characteristic sequence.

Then we get
- 7 (= \7
;o
—q 4 — q
2 Uy gn,ko - 2 uy
n=1 n=k0
and
WL
o o P\ v
_
2 v, ? Z Ak n8k kg
n=1 k=n
1
oo o "\ ¥
/
_ — q
= 2" | 2 acntii X ) (k)
n=1 k=n
1
k-1 [ e r e P\ 7
_ - q - q
= 2 Vi’ 2 Agnty |+ 2 v’ Z%nuk
n=1 k=k0 n=k0 k=n
From these and (12) we obtain
!
/ / f’i
ko—l , oo p oo , oo p , ) q/
- q - q
Z v, P Z agauty |+ Z v, ? Zakﬁnuk <CP 2 ul ,
n=1 k:k() n:k() k=n n:k()
ie.,
/
/ P
ko—1 = P IS -7
- q
2 v, P 2 Qg 2 ul
n=1 k=k0 n=k0
/
- - Py -5
/ /
- q
+ 2 v, P 2 Qg nlly, 2 ul <CP.
n=ko k=n n=ko

Using monotonicity of the kernel as ay,, > ag,, for k > ko in the first sum we obtain

1
(A8 (ko) + B (k) }” <.

This proves the necessity of the condition By < o and the second part of the lower
estimate in (7).

Sufficiency and upper estimate. Let us denote
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then consequently using Lagrange’s mean value theorem, Fubini’s theorem and Holder’s
inequality we get (here we suppose that 22:1 anifr =0)

s=3u (2 [<2ankfk>q‘ (%"@D

oo n m—1 a-1
=q 2 MZ 2 an,mfm ( Z an,kfk + gman,mfm>
k=1

o n m 91
<q 2 I/LZ 2 annfm (Z amkfk)
k=1

n—=

g—1
=4 Z Sm 2 anmuq<2ankfk>

8

o3 p) 5 (8 (3 nkfk)q‘l” p

n=m

Z Vm.f;n Zanmu (2 ankfk)

— L
= q”f”lptS 7

where &, € (0,1), m=1,...,n and

/

oo oo -1 r
S = 2 2 an,mUy (2 ankfk) . (15)
m=1

So, we get the following estimate

1
s<qlfl, 57 (16)
Further, we estimate S. We divide the proof into two cases.

Case 1. Let ¢ > 2. Using (5) and Minkowski’s inequality we estimate for the
inner sum of S as

1

g—1\ q—1
Zanmu (Z%ﬁkfk)
n=m =
1

g—1\ q—1
m
<h 2 an,muz (an,m 2 m 2 am7kfk>
k k

8
3

n=m =1 =1
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1 1

qg—1\ ¢-1 g—1\ q-1
) + Zanmu <2amkfk>

n=m

gh Z I’Zﬂ’l I’Z(

(g (£0)- () (50)]

Therefore (15) and Minkowski’s inequality imply

pla=1p' i v;P' [( i al muZ) (Z fk>
m=1 n=m
A (¢=1)p'
(Z An,mly, ) <2amkfk>‘|
(gl 3
m=1 n=m k=1
o A (a=Dp'\ 77 @0y
+ Zanmu ) <2amkfk>‘| ) ‘|
n=m k=1

I Y m (¢=1)p (q*ll)p’
< pla=p' S, (2 al, ,ﬂ) (2 fk)
m=1 k=1

EMs

n=m
N 1 (a=1p
- e A (a=Dp"\ @
+ Z Vi (Z an,muZ) 2 am i fx
m=1 = k=1
1 11
— h(qfl)p/ |:S q-1)p +S l)p :| 7
ie.,
_ ) L (- (g=1)p'
S< h(qfl)p {Sl(ql)P +S2(q71)17 } , (17)
where

oo o V4 m (g=1)p
Sl Z v;p, ( 2 az,muZ) (Z fk) )

AY)

Il
™M
<
.B\
N
Nk
8
3
=
S~
.B\
N
M=
5
=
S
=
~
&
L
<
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From (16) and (17) we have

L —L ——
S < T TUAh (ST 4T,

1119

(18)

Further, we estimate S| and S, separately. To estimate S;, we use discrete Hardy

inequality (2) with the exponents p:= p, g := (g— 1) p’ and weight sequences

- P :
Vmp (Zn maz muZ) s Vm += Vm, 1.C.,

1 [ m 9
[ Y fe <
m=1 k=1

since the condition (3) is satisfied, i.e.,
1
) F/

w-m(Sa) (2

95
-
L
1
Il
M
Q=
5
aQl
N
Nk
<
S
R3S
~_
<l

[

1 1
nd , P\ @0 [ & AV ,
— - - _ np4
~ up zvmp< zazmuq) Yo | =B <
keN \ m=k n=m m=1

By (4) we get the upper estimate for the best constant C5 7 in (19)

1
Cpa <a”™ 7 (q) 7 BY.
Therefore,

N 1 1 ,
. 1 €1
Sl(q 1)p < q”/(‘rl) (q/) o B111 Hlep‘];

ul =

19)

(20)

Now we estimate S, . Consequently using Fubini’s theorem and Minkowski’s inequality

we obtain
- - P (g=1)p'
/
_ —-p
2= Y v | Xanwul | | X axmf
k=1 n=k m—1

/

Il
EM@

=1 m=1 m=1

Il
M8

N
Il
—_

k=l

/

! (g=1)
! (g=1)p' -1 (q—l)p’: o 7
(2 lmfm) _<2 al—Lmﬁn) (2”2) BIZ7 (l)
m=1

k=l

I
M8

-
Il
—_

P . (g=1)p' -1 (g—-1)p'
Vk (2 An kuq> 2 <Z al,mfm) - <z all,mfm)

-1 (a0 [ o - p
_

2 al—Lmﬁn 2 Vi P 2 amkuz

m=1 n=k

/
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1120
P

l (g-1)p' -1 (g—1)p oo 7
( 7mfm) - <2 all,mfm) (2“2)
m=1 k=l

ﬁ\

/

1—1 (’171)17
- < 2 all,mfm)
m=1

k=1 I=1 | \m=1
o
oo k A /
=By | Y ul( Y awmfm =By S7
L k=1 m=1
From this we get
1 1y

Sz(qfl)p’ < qu—lSE. 1)

Taking into account the above estimates in (18) we get
1 L T Nt q AT ol

S L g T ||f||lqy h(glr (q),, B HfH,p‘erBg Sd

,[)/Jrl J =t 1
= ng?a 7 ()7 BYIF1E, +h(aBalfl,, ) T SE. (22)

Now applying Young’s inequality to the second term on the right hand side of (22) as

L

q/
20 h(aBalfly,,)" st
+

/

n(aB2lfl,,) " ST <
' q q
we obtain that
1
p+1 Sfr_l
STT < hq? @D (g )quHqu +hig?'BY IIfHI, —
D,V q
and then
ST <hg7a 0 (¢/) 7 B I£1E +hoq? BLIFIL
ie.,
1
1 L/ q
st < (7T ()7 40) " Bl

where B = max{Bj,B,}. This means that the conditions B; < e and B, < oo are
sufficient for the inequality (1) to hold. We also get the upper estimate for the best

|~

constant C
1 1
Cc< (hql’ =1 () ’+h‘1>q B.
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1
Using S7 < C||f||lp ,» we rewrite (22) in the form

—Q

1 1 7 R T
STT < hgT | £IIf | a7 (q') 7B +BTTC),
ie,

Sé ! L %1 Nt q+l
W <hqq* qp(qf)(q)p Bl +B2 C|.
Py

From the arbitrary of f in the last estimate we have
/ 1
CT < hqoT (qp I (q )” BY +BY C)

ie.,
!

C‘I
1 1
gt (q"’w” (q')r

Now we consider the function

< h.

1

BY +BI" c)

!

x4

_prl 1
q" @ (q )"Bq +(gB2) 7" x

corresponding to the left-hand side of the estimate. It is easy to see that this function
is monotone increasing and continuous in (0,%0), f(0) =0 and f(e0) = e, which
implies that the equation f (x) = & has exactly one positive solution in (0,e0). If X is
a solution of the equation, which means that

, ,,,’+l /L, q, 1
X7 =h{q"«V(q)"B] +(qB2) X |,

then, C < X . This proves the upper estimate (8) in the case g > 2.
Case 2. Let 1 < g < 2. Using (4) we have that

q—1
Zanku <2anmfm>
g—1
<hi” IZanku (ank Y fot Zakmfm>

n=k m=1
-1

k q-1 k !
< K™ 1 2 a, ku (amk 2 fm) + (2 algmfm)
m=1

n=k
g—1

oo k q-1 oo k
—1
=nd 2 aZ,k”Z ( 2 fm) + 2 ] ( 2 ak7mfm>
n=k m=1 n=k m=1
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Putting this expression in (15) and using Minkowski’s inequality we obtain

p/

o o k gqg—1
S = 2 vk_P' 2 an,kuz < 2 ammfm)
k=1 n=k m=1

p

oo = k 11*1 N k q71
< h(q—l)p 2 vk_P 2 aZ7kuz ( 2 fm) + 2 amkuz ( 2 al@mfm)
n=k n=k m=1

m=1

1

- [ Yoo (a-1)p" ¥
<o zv;p(zazkuz) ( fm)
k=1 n=k 1

m=

/ / %

- e Py (a=1p"] »
+1 Y v.? (Z an,kuZ> (Z ak,mfm)
n=k m=1

k=1
TN
= pla=1p' (Sll” +S{/> 7

i.e,
/

. A
S < hla=bp (Sf + 87 ) :
From (20) and (21) and we have, respectively, the following

% l/ / t# q —1
Sy <qr (61) P Ble”Z,v

and
. 1
Sy < BySY.
According to (16) we get the following estimate:

1 g—1 1
— - — —1 7
s<alrl, 1o (o7 (@) B 4 8aS7 )

i.e.,
1
7

< pa! L Ny ena pa—1
S<hgr (@) T B 41 gl ST

(23)

Applying Young’s inequality to the last term of the above sum, we get the following

estimate
q
g e (v tamalirl,, )" s
S<h'g 7 (q) 7 B‘{Hf\\lqp‘]gr ; 4 +?’
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i.e,
2[)/+l g—1

7 (q/) ra + h(ql)qqq) Bq”fH;Ip]’

S < (hqlq

where B = max{Bj,B,}. From this we obtain

1
1 q—

1 N2 | (-1) q
S7 < (hq g (4)7 +h "qq) BHle,,ﬁv 24)

and

g—1

1
20/ 41 q
c< (hqlq )T +h(‘11)‘1q‘1) ',

This means that the conditions B; < e and B; < oo are sufficient for the inequality (1)

1
to hold. Using Sv < C||f|| 1, We rewrite (23) in the following form

o -1 -1
s<alrl, o (o7 @) 7 B aa(cly,) ")

i.e,

which implies the estimate for the best constant
RN 1
CT < 1™ (q 7 (q') 7" Bl +qB,CT” ) .
Consequently, we obtain

« <hi L

P+l

pEl g1
q 7 (q') 7" Bi+qBxC!
Let us now consider the function

xq

f) = s
q P’ (6]/) 4 Btll+qB2xq—1

according to the left side of the estimate. It is to see that this function is monotone
increasing and continuous in (0,c) and the equation f(x) = k9! has one positive
solution in (0,e0). If X is a solution of the equation, which means that

I

4;1 /Q q -1
7 (¢q") 7 Bl +qByX1

X9 =pi! (q

then C < X . The proof is complete. [J
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3.2. Proof of theorem 2

Proof. Necessity and lower estimate. Let the Hardy-type inequality (1) hold and
C be its best constant. Then choosing the test sequence f, x, in (1) as

fn,ko = V;p,X[l,ko] (n) )

1 1 1
oo » ko NNz ko N7
I’) _ - _ —
Suifl | = (X)) = (X
n=1 n=1 n=1

o n AN e n ’ N\
(2 (2 nkfk,ko> ) = (2 “Z(Zamk";px[hko] (k>> )
n=1 k=1 n=1 k=1
ko n / 1 ‘li
= (Zuﬂ(Zanﬁkvkp> + 2 uq<zankvk ) ) :
n=1  \k=1 n—kot1  \d=

Using these in (1) we obtain

Sl | (2]

we get

and

T

> kO / q kO / a %
+ 2 uld Z aniv” 2 v, P <,
n=ko+1  \dk=1 n=1
i.e.,
oo ko , q ko , - %
BY(ko)+ | X ui{ X aniv” D’ <.
n=ko+1  \k=1 =1

Using the monotonicity of a, ; — a, x = anx, for k < ko — we have

q
ko N 7
C? > Bl (ko) + ( 2 ankouq> <2vn1’>
n= k0+1 n=1

sup (BY (ko) + Al (ko+1)) < C7.

ko>1

which implies

Necessity of B3 < oo and the first part of (10) have been proved.
Now we prove the rest part. By choosing the test sequence f, s, in (1) as

T a’ v (n)
n.ko ko Vo X[Lkol 1)



DISCRETE HARDY INEQUALITY WITH KERNEL 1125

we get
1
o » ko N7
P _ P
Yovifie | = Xak v’ (25)
n=1 n=1
and
o n a\ q
RAD T
n=1 k=1
- 0 'NK
/ /
_ p—1 —p
= | Xul Zan,kako,k Vi Aiiko] (K)
n=1 k=1
1
ko 1l /1 ’ 1 > ko /1 / 7\ 4
_ =1 —p p—1 —p
= Z”Z Zamkakmk Vi + 2 i Za’hkakmk Vi
n—1 k=1 n=ko+1 k=1

[using the monotonicity of a,; in the first sum as ay, ; > a, for kg > n and in the
g y , 0, :
second sum as a, = ay, x for n > ko we get]

1
ko no, A\ ¢ o ko, ARAN
po-p P =D
> Z ul 2 @y Vi + Z ul Z Ao kVk . (26)
n=1 k=1 n=ko+1 k=1
Taking into account (25) and (26) in (1) we obtain
q
ko n pl pl 4q oo ko pl p’ q ko pl AR
q - q - q 4
Z Un 2 Ay i Vi + Z Uy Z Ao kVk <C Z AonVn
n=1 k=1 n=ko+1 k=1 n=1

=

p-1
Multiplaying both sides of the estimate by <Zn:k0 uZ) we have

ko 0 q - p'-1
! /
q PP q
2 Uy 2 A kVk 2 Uy
n=1 k=1 n=ko
o o =1k q
! /
q q P =D
+ 2 Uy 2 Uy 2 Ao &V
n=ko+1 n=ko k=1
q I
ko 7 oo r-l
q P q
<C Qo n¥n 2 u;l ,
n=1 n=k0
and then
/1 ’
ko n , , q oo p oo P ko , q
q PP q q PP
Z Uy 2 Uk Vi Z Un + Z Uy 2 Ao Vi
n=1 k=1 n=k n=ko+1 k=1
q I
kg N7 [ = Pl
q p-p q
<C Qo nVn Z u) ,
n=1 n:k()
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i.e.,
AV (ko+ 1)+ BL'Y (ko) < CIAY (k).

Using the estimate A < C, which was proved in [4] we get
B (ko) + ALY (ko + 1) < €V

and then ) ,
sup (AL (ko -+ 1)+ B} (ko)) <7,
koeN

which proves the second part of (10).

Sufficiency and upper estimate. Let us denote

/

- oo P
—_
S = 2 Vi P Z akJ,fk 5
n=1 k=n

then consequently using Lagrange’s mean value theorem, Fubini’s theorem and Holder’s
inequality we get

- - - 17/ - 17/
s= vt D (Z ak,nfk> - ( D ak,nfk)
n=1 m=n k=m k=m+1

/

= o =

p—1
o
= p/ 2 Vn r 2 Ampnfm 2 ak,nfk + 51nam7nfm‘|
n=1 m=n

L k=m+1

/

- - 17 71
am,nﬁn Z ak,nfk
| k=m

=

<p v’

3
vl

/

m [ p-1
= Pl 2 Jm 2 am,nvn’l’/ 2 akmfk]
n=1 Lk=m

oo m oo p'-1
= p/ Z (”Zlfm) Um 2 a;mnv;p, [2 ak7,,fk‘|
n=1 k=m

1 RS

o 7| e m o -l
—d rd !
< P/ l Z umq rgl‘| Z M;In Z Am,nVy P ( Z ak,nfk)
7 n=1 k=m

m=1

- m - =1\ 4 %
o
= P'lIfl; ;1 2 Uy 2 amnvy” 2 e fi
gt m=1 n=1 k=m

1

= p/Hf”l , ,1§q7
q
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where &, € (0,1), k=1,...,n and

-1\ 19
b m oo
S= D ufy | X amavi” | X aknfe : 27)
m=1 n=1 k=m
So we get the following estimate
, 1
S<PIfly,, 57 (28)

Now we estimate S. For this aim we divide proof into two cases.

Case 1. Let p’ > 2. Using Oinarov’s condition (5) and Minkowski’s inequality
we obtain the following estimate for the inner sum of (28)

m o p=1\ 71
Y amavi P Y axnfi
n=1

k=m

k=m k=m

m w o P=1\ 7T
o
<h Z AmnVy I (am,n 2 fi+ Z ak,mfk>
n=1

1

/1 /

m oo plfl p—1 m oo p=1] pr—1
—_ _
< h 2 AmnVy p Am,n 2 fk + Z AmnVy I 2 ak,mfk
n=1 k=m n=1 k=m

1 1
m , , =1 o m , =1 oo
=h{ | Xahan” | XSt | Xaman” | X aimfy
n=1 k=m n=1 k=m

Using these in (27) and then Minkowski’s inequality we have

i a(p'-1)

1 oo
2 ak,mfk
k=m

7

m=1

1
5 < palV 1) § & o) S mo N\
S<h Soud [ Y ahav” 3 fit Y dnary?
= n=1 k=m n=1
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- a /. q(p'—1)7 a0'-1)
Zu%<2arnnn ) <2fk> ‘|
m=1 k=m
a(p’ 7

N B R
Eghq(z’—l){s;’“‘) +S§(”"} : (29)

where

Il
N
s
I
N
M=
Q
ST
=
=<|
hg\
N~
ES)
N
M
=
N~
=
..:\

Nl
m=1 n=1 k=m
- . 9/ o (r'-1)
$ = Zuzq<zamnvn ) (Zakmfk>
m=1 n=1 k=m
From (27) and (29) we have
1 1 p'-1
s<p 37 < (s s 30
<P, ST <p ”le, o S : (30)

Further, we estimate S; and S, separately. To estimate Sj, we used discrete
Hardy inequality (2) of the exponents p := ¢/, G := q(p’'—1) and weights %}, :=

/ N\ 9
q P -P = . ,,—1
um( n=14mnVn ) y Vm = Uy, 1.6,

Q=

<l

| o - q o
SIFY = 2%(&&) <Cm<2viz ”) 31)

m=1 k=m m=1

since the equivalent condition (3) is satisfied, i.e.,

1

1
m N -1 [ o q
q —p —-q __nP
= sup Uk Zakn 2 U =By <ce.
meN \ =1 n=1 k=m

Moreover, using (4) we get the following upper estimate for the best constant Gz in
(31):

M

1
Cpg < (P) V"1 puBY.
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Therefore,

1
/—

1
{7 < ()0 paBE| £, - ¢y
q u

Now we estimate S;. Using consequently Fubini’s theorem and Minkowski’s inequal-
ity, we obtain

_ g a(p'—1) , a(p'-1)
. zluzn<zamnv ) 5 (zaksfk) —(2 f)

s=m k=s+1

q(p'-1) - q(p'-1) s m q
aksfk) —< D ak,s+lfk> (Z M%(Z am,nv;p> )
k=s+1 =1 n=1

p'=1) - a(P'-1)7 / 5
aksfk) —< D ak7s+lfk> (2‘%”/) Bi(s)

Il
Mg
TM%
S

Mg

2
(

s=1 k=s k=s+1 1
N
. . a(p'-1) - a(p'-1) s 1\
<BI Y D arsfi —| Y aifi Ny v?
s=1 k=s k=s+1 m=1
P q
- - a(r'-1) - a-0)7\ 7\"
<BI Y v, v D zaksfk —| Y asife
m=1 s=m k=s+1
N
o oo P\ r
—p q
(S (Sann) | -mst
m=1 k=m
From this we have 1
P = 1
sgv ) < BTS (33)
Taking into account (32) and (33) in (30) we get
. s L L
$77 < (7] 0 ()T B, 48T S,
q'u
i.e,
1
-1 1 4 71 - 1
STT < h(p')e (p qu Hf||l/ 71_|_h(p)p IHle/ 713 Sp (34)

Applying Young’s inequality to the second term on the right side as

1 ;1 11 Vi
AN A - =
/ 4 1 P/ll L/ (h(p )p IHfHZq/A’MilBS ) Sﬁ
n(p) 711, 57 < .\

o ® 3 b P p
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we obtain from (34) the following estimate

1 1

vy oy teo 4 '
STT < h(p") =0 TpaBi|fIl  +RP (p/)pBguf“Z/u—l’

Lyt

and then

1
1 4 ’
. (h(p')w“)*ppé oy (p/)”>’B||f||zq,vu1’

where B = max{B3,B4}.
This means that the conditions Bz < e and B4 < < are sufficient for the inequality
(1) to hold. We also get upper estimate for the best constant

1
1 , )
o< ()T o (1))
i
Using S7 <C||f||;, . we rewrite (34) in the following form
qu

1 1 _1 .
Sp-1 < h(p/) P HfHZ’u*I ((p/) q(p’l)pﬁBg‘FB:{;lC) )

i.e,

Sr N , 1 1 %1

) <nty () b g ).
Ly .—1

qu

Then from the arbitrary of f we have

1

— 1

1
Cr < h(p) 7T <(p’) W peBy+ B C) :

i.e.,
CP

/ ,,/l,l / q(p/lfl) é P I’%l
(r') (') piBy+B; C

Let us consider the function

< h.

xp
1

—_— 1

fx)= . .
@77 ()0 ph 8+ 5 )

corresponding to the left-hand side of the estimate. It is easy to see that this function
is monotone increasing and continuous in (0,e0), f(0) =0 and f(e0) = e, which
implies that the equation f (x) = & has exactly one positive solution in (0,e0). If X is
a solution of the equation, i.e.,

1

X =h(p)"" <(P’) T B +B§_1X>
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then C < X.

Case 2. Let 1 < p’ < 2. Using Oinarov’s condition (5) and the inequality (X +
Y)* < X*4YY% for 0 < o < 1 we estimate the inner sum of (27) as

/

p—1
m - oo
Y amavy” | Y, axnfi
n=1 k=m

/

p—1
I o d d
< hp ! 2 AmnVy P <am,n 2 fk+ 2 ak,mfk>

n=1 k=m k=m
/

p—1

/

p—1
m oo m oo
/1 A —
<P 2 V" 2 Ji + 2 AmnVy " 2 et
n=1 k=m n=1 k=m

Using this estimate in (27), and then applying Minkowski’s inequality we get

q
m

. - -1
S = 2 I/L;In 2 am7nv;p, ( 2 akﬂanfk>
m=1 n k=m

=1

- m - p-1
<Yy, ( (Z af;’,nv;”’> ( D fk>
m=1 n=1 k=m

m o -1\ g
+ (2 am,nv;p,> ( 2 ak,mfk) )
n=1 k=m

1
m = polyq q
n=1

k=m

- m ¢/ Nalr-D7
= pa' D) D u%( af;/,,vn_pl> (Z fk)
m=1 n=1

i.e,
, q
§<h’1(1’1>{S{’+S§} : (35)
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From (32) and (33) we obtain

1
Sy <(p) P B‘”Hfllp_1

and
1

1 1
Sy < B3Sr.
According to (28) and (35) we get the following estimate:

S <Pl 0 ()00 B st ).

ie.,
;- l+l p/fl / / /_ 1
S < h? 1(17/) 9 "pa BZ ||f||§; i +hp lp/Bf"“leq,AM,lSp'

Applying Young’s inequality to the second term of the right hand side, we get

hﬂil 'B r
p'Bfl;, | S
q u
/ +-
p

/o l+1 p-1 / /
S<hP=Hp ) p T BYAFIY,
qul p

and then

< (hl”l(p’)"+ p T - )(p’)”'> BP'HfIIZ,W

where B = max {B3, Bs4}. From this we have

1
1 Y

57 < (W) w0 ) ) Bl
which implies the following estimate for the best constant

/1

Cé(h”,_l(p/)%ﬂppq +h”,(”,_1)(p/)p,> B.

N

(36)

This means that the conditions B3 < o= and B4 < oo are sufficient for the inequality (1)

1
to hold. Now using S7" < C||f[[;, | we obtain from (36) the following estimate
q'u

/I —1 /— /1
S<PIfly, A" 1((!)) PTBIA BC )

i.e,
S /1 N /
<k () TP B 4 p'BC?
A1z, -

From the arbitrary of f we have

g+l pl-1
cr <! ((p) 7 p" BY 4 p'BsC?! )
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which implies

Ccr

p-1
s R - , Sh ’
(p)) ¢ p 9 By +p'BCP!
Let us consider the function

/

_xp

[ =—73

p—1

(p')Tpa

BZ, + p'B3x?' 1

It is easy to see that this function is monotone increasing and continuous in (0,e) and
the equation f (x) = h” ~! has one positive solution in (0,e). If X is a solution of the

equation, i.e.,
g+l pl—1

x? = pr'1 ((p/) TpTBgl + p'Bsx? ! )
then C < X. The proofis complete. [
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