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Abstract

t
In this paper, the L (R)-boundedness of the Dunkl-Hausdorff operator H, o f (z) = / |1|;|#;E1J)r|2 I (%) dt
R
has been characterized and for a certain type of weight v, the precise value of the norm
| Ha,ll L2 (R)— L7 (®) has been obtained. This covers several of the existing results. Analogous

results in two dimensions have also been proved.
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1 Introduction

Let v be a weight function, i.e., a function which is measurable, positive and finite almost everywhere
on the specified domain. By LI(R), 1 < p < oo, we denote the weighted Lebesgue space and a
norm of a function f € LY (R) is given by

sz o= ([ 17@Poteis) "

Occasionally, we shall be referring to the specific weight v(z) = |z|?**!. The corresponding weighted

Lebesgue space will be denoted by L5 (R). The non-weighted Lebesgue space, i.e., when v = 1, will
be denoted by LP(R).
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Let ¢ € L'(R). In the present paper, we are concerned with the Dunkl-Hausdorff operator

e 6(t)]
wa(x):/R |t|2a+2f(?) dt.

When o = —1/2, The operator H, 4 is the famous Hausdorff operator

Hyf (x) = R%f (5) .

from which several well known operators can be deduced for suitable choices of ¢, e.g., for ¢(t) =
% X(1,00)(t), the operator Hy reduces to the standard Hardy averaging operator

i@ = [ s

X

while for ¢(t) = x[o,1)(t), it reduces to the adjoint of Hardy averaging operator

H* f(x) :/m@dt.

Similarly, other operators like Calderon operator, Cesaro operator and fractional Riemann Liouville
operator can also be deduced from Hy, see [3, [10] for details. For more updates on the Hausdorff
operator, its extensions and in the framework of other function spaces one may refer to [I 2] [1T],
14), 15] and the survey [13].

By the replacement ¢(s) = %¢ (%), s > 0, the operator Hy (considered on RT) becomes

equivalent to
1 [ t
Guata) =3 [ () ato) .
T Jo

X

It was proved by Golberg (8], Theorem 1) that if 1/ > 0 on R is such that / ﬂ?dt =: K < o0,
R
then the operator Gy (and consequently Hg) is a bounded operator on L*(R") and ||Gy| < K.
The LP-boundedness of Gy is derived in ([9], Theorem 319) and for many other extensions with
sharp constants one may refer to ([I2], Theorem 6.4 and bibliographic notes to Chapter 2 therein).
In [10], the authors reestablished the LP(R™)-boundedness of Gy and via a new proof of the lower
bound, obtained the precise value of |Gy || r(r+)—r(r+) 8
oo
|Gyl ®+)— Lr@+) = ; % dt =: K,, 1<p<oo.

Recently, in [3], a two weight characterization of the boundedness of Hy between LY(RT) and
L5, (RT) has been given. Moreover, in the same paper, the corresponding boundedness has been
studied in the framework of other function spaces as well, namely, grand Lebesgue spaces and
variable exponent Lebesgue spaces.

Coming back to the Dunkl-Hausdorff operator H, 4, its L} (R) boundedness has been proved
in [4] whereas L% (R) boundedness is obtained in [6] and in each case, a sufficient condition has
been provided. We, in this paper, generalize these results by providing a characterization for the
LY(R) boundedness of H, 4 and for a certain type of weight v, we provide the precise value of the
norm ||Hy || 12(r)— 7). Moreover, a sufficient condition has been proved for two weights and two
indices boundedness, i.e., Hy 4 : LI, (R) — L{(R) boundedness. These results have also been proved
in the two dimensional framework.



2 One dimensional case

We begin by proving the following;:

Theorem 2.1. Let 1 < p < oo, v be weight function and ¢ € L*(R) be such that

1/p
/ 2] - | sup v(ty) dt =: Agyp < 00.
R [t[2*T27 5 \yeRr v(y)

Then the operator H, 4 is a bounded operator on LY (R) and

[Ha,ofll Lz @) < Asupll fll 2 (r)

Proof. If f € LY(R) then by using generalised Minkowski inequality, change of variables and
Hoélder’s inequality, we have

ooz = ( [ VS0Pt dx)zﬁ
-(/ erm‘zf ()¢ dx)
: </R (/R (P2 1 (3) dt) dx)
< [ st (1w dy) u
:/R‘tﬁw—— (/ F@IP vl ) (yf)dy>pdt o)
) |t|‘2(i(f2)‘é (Z‘éﬁ %)) g (f rf<y>rpv<y>dy)%

= AsuprHLﬁ(R)

and the assertion follows. O

The following theorem provides a converse of Theorem 2.1l Here and throughout p’ denotes the
conjugate index to p, i.e., % + 1% =1.

Theorem 2.2. Let 1 < p < 00, v be a weight function and ¢ € LY(R). If the operator H, 4 is a
bounded operator on LY (R), then

1/
| Hal 2/M <inf @> pdt A

R |f22H2 5 \weR v(y)

Proof. Let us consider 0 < f € LY(R) and 0 < g € Lf/lfp, (R). On using Fubini’s Theorem and
Holder’s inequality, We have

J = A "t(’éii)rg (/Rf (%) g(m)daz) dt (2.2)
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|6()]

’t’2a+2

- foor (et (7))o

/w ) |(Haof) ()] da
:/R‘g(x)]vﬂ(w)v;(DU)’(Ha,zﬁf)(x)’dx

: (/R |(Hagf) (:c)|pv(;c)dx> e </R |9($)|p/val(x)dx> %

< WHaolllflzmllslly sy
wl=p

For any interval I = (a,b), I
so that I] =

will denote the interval (—b, —a). Now, for u € (
(—=1/u, —u). Define the test functions

v VP ()

1/p
fu(l') = WXIIUI{('%.)’ v (1')

gu(@) = e Xnuh ().

Then it can be calculated that

/
= lgul”,

vl—p

Hquﬁg(R) = 4log(1/u).

/ (R)

Also, we have

u

0= [ 5.(3)

= [t|/P /R P Xnun @hxnor () v P ()P (ty)dy

1
= Itll/p/ — X (Y)V
R |y|

P ()l /P (ty)dy

. U(ﬁ/)) HL/ /
> inf P X1;.(y)dy
pt (Se7) e L
where
Lo (Lhuy)N(IUI), ift>0
Tl UD) N (U, ift<0
J(hink)u(I1 N, ift>0
(LhNnI)uIinIs), ift<0
with I = (%, 1) and Iy = (£, %). We divide R as
R= Llu(=2 c1l Ut = U (=, 0 U 0,02 U (w1 U (1, | U
- _Ooa_u25 _U2,_ (_ ,—U] (_ua ] ( ,U] (U, ] au2
Ift e (—oo,—u%,] U [—u?,u?] U [%,oo) U{-1,1}, then I, = 0, so that in this case

ha(t) = 0.

0, 1), let Il =

1

u?’

(2.3)

(u,1/u)

(2.4)

(2.5)

x).

(2.6)



If t € (=1/u?,—1), then I, = (u, —i) U (%, —u) and
1 1
/ —XI,..dy = —2log |t| + 4log —. (2.7)
R |Y] u
Ift e (—1, —u2), then I; , = (—%, %) U (—%, %) and we have
1 1
—X1I,..dy = 2log |t| + 4log —. (2.8)
R |yl u
If t € (u? 1), then I, = (%, 1)U (-1, -%) and

1 1
/ —XI,..dy = 2log |t| + 4log —. (2.9)
R Y] u

Ift e ( %) then I; , = (u L) U (—i —u) and we have

? tu tu’
1 1
—XI,..dy = —2log |t| + 4log —. (2.10)
R [Y] u

On taking f and g as f, and g, in ([Z.2]) and then using (2.3)-(210]), we obtain

([ o T L o )
> o, [/_w 561%( (<ltz)y>))l rtr’;z(*;’% (1 %) ’

Ve Co(ty)\ e () £(t)
+/u2 ;Ielgk < v(y) > MQOH—Z—% <1 o 410g%> dt] ’ (2.11)

£(t) = 2log [t|, ift e (=1 /u?, —1)uU(1,1/u?)
| —2logt], ifte (=1,—u?) U (u21).

Now, using (2I1]) and (24)) in 23] for f = f, and g = g,, we get
—u? 1
_1/u? ¥ER \ V() ‘t‘2a+2—5 4log L

v Colty)\ e () {03
+/u2 ;2{@(”(3/)) ‘t‘%”r?—% 1= 4log dt < || Hagll-

By the Monotone Convergence Theorem, the LHS 1 Aj,r as w — 0 and we are done. U

where

In view of Theorems 2.1] and [22] a characterization for the boundedness of H, , : LY(R) —
LE(R) can be derived. In fact, the following is immediate:

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 < p < 0o, v be weight function and ¢ € L*(R). Let the following be satisfied
for some constant ¢ > 0:

sup v(ty) < cinf v(ty)‘
yer V(Y) verR v(y)



Then the operator Hy 4 : LY(R) — LE(R) is bounded if and only if Agypy < 0o and moreover the

following estimates hold:
1
“Asup < [Haoo | p@)— Lo @) < Asup-

Corollary 2.4. Let 1 < p < 0o, v be weight function and ¢ € L'(R). If there exists a function h
such that v(zy) = v(z)h(y), then Asyp = Aint and

o) 1
Hy ollr» — / L _RpP(4) dt.
[ Hall 2 (®R)— L2 (R) e (t)

For a = —1/2 and ¢(t) = %X(l,oo) (t), as pointed out earlier, the operator H, 4 becomes the
Hardy averaging operator

i@ = [ o
b

Further, if we take v(t) = t%, 8 < p — 1, then Agp, = d

75_1)_1 an

p
H =
1 22, )12, ) I

The above discussion leads to the following corollary which, in fact, is the classical Hardy inequality
(see e.g. [9, Theorem 330], [16, (3.6) p. 23] or [I7, Theorem 6 p. 726]):

Corollary 2.5. Let 1 <p < oo and < p—1 be a the weight function. Then the inequality

p
HHfHLZﬁ(R) < <m> ||f||LZB(R)

holds and the constant (#) s sharp.

Remark 2.6. (i) When p =1 and v(x) = |z|>***!, Theorem 21 reduces to ([4], Theorem 3.1).
(i) When v(z) = |z|?>**!, Theorem Bl reduces to ([6], Theorem 1)
(iii) When a = —1/2, Theorems 2.1}, 2.2] 23] and Corollary 2.4 reduce to (]3], Theorems 1(i), 1(ii),

Corollaries 1 and 2, respectively for w = v). Moreover, the functions here are defined on R
unlike in [3] where the domain is R™.

3 Two dimensional case

In this section, we derive the two dimensional analogues of the results proved in Section 2.

Definition 3.1. For ¢ € L'(R?), the two dimensional Dunkl-Hausdorff operator is defined by

J'Ca,¢(f(.%'1,1'2)) :/ M]ﬂ (ﬂ Q) dt1dts.

R2 ‘t1t2‘2a+2 t ’ to

Now, we prove the boundedness of }(, 4. By using generalised Minkowski inequality, change of
variables and Hélder’s inequality in two dimensions, the following theorem can be proved along the
same lines as in Theorem 2.1



Theorem 3.2. Let 1 < p < oo, v be weight function and ¢ € L*(R?) be such that

1/p
t. 1 t t
/ etut)l [ o ety ) g < s
R (y1,y2)ER?

2 (41202 v(y1, y2)

Then the operator He s+ LH(R?) — L (R?) is bounded and

[Heao f L2y < Asupll fll Lz (r2)-
Towards the converse of Theorem [B.2] we prove the following:
Theorem 3.3. Let 1 < p < oo, v be weight function and ¢ € L'(R?). If the operator Hey 4 :
LY (R?) — LH(R?) is bounded, then

1/p

ti,t t t

[Hagll = / M ( w) dtidty =: Ajps.
R? ]t1t2\2a+2_5 (iy2)eR? V(Y1 y2)

pl

Proof. Let 0 < f € LH(R?) and 0 < g € LZ)’L (R%). On using Fubini’s Theorem and Hoélder’s
inequality, We have

|p(t1,t2)] T, To
=) Tt 2are o dydwydtdt .
7= f o foo g0 gy ) 9o ma)dmadradhdty (3.1)

|p(t1,t2)| , (71 22
= ———f [ —,—= ) dt1dty | dz1d
\/R2 g(-’El,fEQ) </]R? ’t1t2’2a+2f tl, t2 1662 T1aT2

< /2 lg(x1, 22)[ [(Hagf) (21, 22)| dridas
R

1/p ) L 1/p
S (/2 |(J‘Ca7¢f) ($1,$2)|p’0($1,$2)d$1d$2> </ |g($1,£€2)|p U(ml,x2)5d$1d$2>
R R

< ”j{a,th”f”Lﬁ(RQ)”gHLP;_p/ (82)" (3.2)
Now, for u € (0,1), we define the test functions
v YP (2, o)
fu(z1,22) = ————"Xnurxnur (71, 72),
w1227
1/p
v T1,T2
Gu(T1,72) = (7L)X11UI{><11UI{ (21, 22),
|w122]7
where I1 = (u,1/u) and as before I1 = (—1/u, —u). Then it can be calculated that
1 full7p 2y = llgull”, = (4log(1/u))*. (3-3)

v ()

Also, on taking x;/t; = y; for i = 1,2, we have
t1 ta

X X
hy(t1,t2) ;:/ fu <—1 —2> Gu (21, x2)dx1dXo

1 1 1 1
= [tita|? /R2 Mxhuqxhuq(th)@ ”(yhy2)?”’(tlyl,t2y2)X11u1;x11u11(t1y1,t2y2)dy1dy2



1
. vr(tiyg,t 1 1
> inf w\tltﬂp/ T XI1, 1,0 (Y15 Y2)dy1dya,
(y1,y2)€R Up(yl’yQ) R2 |y Y2 |
where
(Il U Il) N (IQ U Ié) X (Il U Il) N (Ig U 13) , ifty,t9 >0
I (LUuI)N(LUI)) x (LUI)N(IsUIE), ifty,ta <0
TN (LU N (LU x (LU N (IsULL), ifty >0t <0
(LUu)NLull) x (Liu)nN{Isulf), ift; <0t >0.
(LNL)U(ILNT) x (LN UL NT), ifty,ts>0
) (Iin)u(InIy) x (NI U (I N I5), ifty,ta <0
(hNL)YUIND) x (LHhNIE)u(Iinls), ift;>0,t2<0
(hNIHUIINI) x (LHNnI)U(IinIg), iftp <0,ty >0,
with . .
L= (= — 2 L= (— ).
tl ut1 tg th ut1 tl th t2
It is observed that if ¢t; € (—o00,—2] U [~u?,u?] U [,00) U{—1,1} and ¢, € (—00,00), then
It o, = 0 and therefore, in this case h,, (tl, 2) = 0. The same is the situation if t9 € (—o0, u—12] U
[—u?,u?] U [ 00) U{—1,1} and t; € (—00,00), then hy(t1,t2) = 0. We deal with the remaining
cases as follows.

Case 1 : t1,t3 € (u?,1). In this case, it can be worked out that

1
Ity =Is UIL x I; UL, where Ig = (tﬁ —> ,
1 u

and therefore,

J

2:t1 € (1,%), t2 € (u%,1). In this case

1
2 [y1y2]

log|t

1 2
T Xy e, u(yly yz)dy1dy2 <4 log E) (1 — STos

Case

1
Lty o = IsU T x I7 U I, where Ig = (u T)
1
so that
1 1 2 10g|t1| IOg‘t ’
,y2)dy1d 4log — 1-— 1-—
/RQ Tyl e o (Y15 y2)dyrdyz = ( gu> ( 2log 1 Tlog 1

Case 3 : t; € (u?,1), tz € (1,23). In this case

1)(

u 1

- (3)

tg’u

log ||

1
1 .
u

n

2log

1
Itl,tg,u = Ig U Ié x Ig U Ié, where Ig = (u T)
2
so that
1 1\? log]ti\ log |t2]
,Y2)dy1d 4log — 1-— ! 1-— )
/R2 Tgrgal oz 1 p2) Aty = ( gu> ( 2log 1 2log 1

8



Case 4 : t1,t2 € (1, #) In this case

Itl,tg,u = -[8 U Ié X Ig @] I{)

1 1\ log [t log \t2’
, Y2 )dyrd 4log — 1—— 1-—
/R2 ‘y1y2’X1t1 tQu(yl yo)dy1dys = ( gu> ( QIOg% 210g

Case 5 : t] € (—#, —1),t2 € (u?,1). In this case, it can be worked out that

so that

1
Ithtg,u = IIO U I{O X I7 U Ir/77 where 110 = (u, —T>
Ut

and therefore,

1 12 log [#1] log ||
,y2)dy1d 4log =) [1- 1— 2]
/RQ Tl e, o (Y15 y2)dyrdyz = ( gu> ( 2log 1 7log 1

Case 6 : t; € (—1,—u?), ta € (u?,1). In this case

u 1
Ity tou = 111 U I{l x Iz U Ié, where [1] = <_t_’ —>
1 Uu

so that

1 1\? log || log ||
,y2)dyrd dlog— | [1-—t ) [1-—=>t .
/R2 Tgrgal oz 1 p2) Aty = ( gu> ( 2log 1 2log 1

Case 7: t; € (—25,—1), t2 € (1, ). In this case

It1,t2,u = -[10 U I{O X _[9 J Ié

1 1\ log [t log [ts|
,y2)dy1d 4log — 1— 1— )
/R2 \y1y ’Xhl tQu(yl yo)dy1dys = ( gu> ( QIOg% 21Ogl

Case 8 : t; € (—1,—u?), tz € (1, 3). In this case

so that

Ity tyw = 111 U Iil X Ig U Ié

/ 1 (1, u2)dund <41 1>2 . g || | log|ta]
og — — — .
2 |y1y2|XIt1 ty,u\Y1, Y2)0Y10Y2 = gu 210?;5 210g%

Case 9 : t) € (—%, —1), ta € (=1, —u?). In this case

so that

u 1
Ity o = D10 U Ijg X T12 U Iy, where [15 = <—g, a)

9



so that

1 1)\? log |t1] log ||
L yo)dy1d 4log — 1— 1— 2|
/R2 Torgal e, (Y1, y2)dy1dys = ( g u) ( 2log 1 7log 1

Case 10 : t1,t € (—%, —1). In this case, it can be worked out that

1
It tou = 110 U I{O x 13U 113, where [13 = <u, _T>
uto

and therefore,

1 1) log [t1] log [ts|
,y2)dy1d dlog— ) [1- 220 ) (1- 2220,
/RQ Tl e o (Y1, Y2)dy1dys = ( gu> ( 2log L 21og 1

u
Case 11 : t1,ts € (—1,—u?). In this case

Ity tyw = T11 U Iil x I19 U I{Q

1 1\? log || log ||
dyrd 4log — 1-— 1 1——=].
/R2 |y1y2|XIt1 tzu(ybyQ) y1ay2 = < og u) ( 210g 210gl

u

so that

Case 12 : t1 € (—1,—u?), t2 € (— 7z, —1). In this case

Ity oy = 111 U Iil x iz U 113

1 1\? log |7+ log |t
,yo)dy1d 4log — 1— 1 1— .
/R2 gl Ttz (Y1, y2)dy1dys = ( gu> ( 2log 1 2log 1

Case 13 : t1 € (u?,1), ta € (—1,—u?). In this case, it can be worked out that

so that

Itl,tz,u = -[6 @] Ié X 112 U 112

and therefore,

1 1) 2 log || log | +|
,Yo2)dyrd 4 log — 1— L 1-— 2.
\/RQ ‘y1y2’X1t1 to,u (yl y2) y1ay2 = ( g ’LL> ( QIOg% QIOg%

Case 14 : t; € (1, %), to € (=1, —u?). In this case

Itl,tg,u =1IguU Ié x I19 U 112

1 1 2 log |7f1| 10g |t |
dy1d 4log — 1-— 1-— 2
/éQ |y1y2| XItl to, u(y17 y2) y1ay2 = < og u> ( 210g % 210g

10

so that




Case 15 : t1 € (u?,1), t3 € (—75,—1). In this case

Itl,tz,u = -[6 @] Ié X 113 U Iig

1 1\2 log |+ log [t
,y2)dy1d dlog—) [1- L) (1~ :
/RQ Tl e, W (Y15 y2)dy1dyz = ( 8 u) ( 2log 1 2log 1

Case 16 : t; € (1, %), ty € (—%,—1). In this case

so that

Itl,tg,u =1IguU Ié x 13U 113

1 1\ log [t log |ts|
,y2)dyrd 4log — 1— 1-— .
/R2 ‘y1y2’X1t1 to, (Y1, y2)dy1dys = ( g u> ( QIOg% 210g%

Combining the above information and taking f and g as f, and g, respectively in (3.1]), we obtain
that

’¢ tl,tg
7= /R2 /RQ |tito|20H27 hu(t1, t2)dt dts

1
th,t , ty, v 1
. / St ta)l ( M) / Lty (s o)y dyadt
R R

so that

2 |tito |2a+2*% (y1,y2)€R? (y1,2) 2 |y1y2|
) (L )( s
—w Ik B Jom e
X inf <7”(t1y1’t2y2)>; TGOS Y SR LG P (3.4)
(y1,y2)ER? v(y1,92) 2log % 2 log

where for i = 1,2
£(t) = log| ¢, ifti € (u?, 1] U (=1, —u?]
Y log lt], ifts € (1,1/u] U (=1/u2, —1).

Now, by using the test functions fy, ¢, in (3.2 and using (B.3)), (3:4]), we get

1

L L ) (st ()
(-5 (1 L ) <

By the Monotone Convergence Theorem and on taking u — 0 we have

1
t1,t t t P
[ (M) s, < 50,
R

2 (4112225 w)eR? \ (Y1, v2)

and we are done. O

11



On the lines of Theorem 23] a characterization of the boundedness of H, 4 : LL(R?) — LE(R?)
can be obtained. Precisely, we have the following

Theorem 3.4. Let 1 < p < oo, v be weight function and ¢ € L*(R?). Let the following be satisfied
for some constant ¢ > 0:

sup <v(t1y1,t2y2)>§0( inf <U(t1y1at2y2)>‘

(y1,y2)€R? v(y1,y2) y1,y2)ER? v(y1,y2)
Then the operator Hy g : LH(R?) — LY(R?) is bounded if and only if Asyp < o0 and moreover the
following estimates hold:
1
_Asup = [Hapll 222y L2 (R2) < Asup-

Corollary 3.5. Let 1 < p < 00, v be weight function and ¢ € L*(R?). If there exists a function h
such that v(z1y1, x2y2) = v(x1, z2)h(y1, y2), then Asyp = Aing and
|¢(t1,t2)| hl/p

[HeollL2®2y— 12 (R2) = /R (t1,t2) dt1dts.

|t1t2|2a+2—%
Remark 3.6. For a = —1/2, H, 4 reduces to the two dimensional Hausdorff operator
t1,t
Hef(w1,29) = / 19(t1, t2)] (ﬂ, ﬁ) dtydts
r2  |tita] t1 to
which on replacement ¢(s1,s2) = 51182¢ (é, é) becomes equivalent to

t1 t
(0 <—17 —2> g(t1,t2) dt1dts.

Ty T2

Gyg(z1,22) = /

R2
The LP(RT x R')-boundedness of Gy (consequently of H,) was proved in [I0]. Moreover, if we
take

1
EX(I,OO) (tl)X(l,oo) (t2)

then 3y f becomes the two-dimensional Hardy operator [1§]

¢(t17 t2) -

1 T 2
Hgf(.%'l,m'g) = —/ / f(tl,tg) dtldtg.
0 0

122

4 Some generalizations

In this section, we shall prove generalizations of some of the theorems proved in the previous section.
To begin with, the following theorem is a two-weight generalization of Theorem 2.1

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 < p < oo, v,w be weight functions and ¢ € L*(R) be such that

1/p
lp(t)] v(ty)
sup dt =: Bgyp < 00.
/R #2275\ yer w(y) P

Then the operator Hy, 4 : LY, (R) — LY(R) is bounded and

1Hoof gy < Boull Fllz, e

12



Proof. Tt follows on the similar lines as that of the proof of Theorem 1] by replacing vo~! by ww™!

in (21)). O

Theorem [4.1] has the following version for two indices p, ¢:

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < ¢ < p < oo, v,w be weight functions and ¢ € L*(R) be such that

N =
J Ui </ w7 dy) P e

Then the operator Hy, s : Lh,(R) — LE(R) is bounded and

[HaofllLa®) < Dsupllf |l 22, )

Proof. Let f € LI(R) then by using generalised Minkowski inequality, change of variables, Holder’s
inequality for p/q > 1 and , we have

ool = ( [ VoS @ta)dz )
:< R|t|2a+2f() qv(m)dm>%
< (L (Ll Gl (“”)‘“>qu>;
< [

‘t‘2a+2| t7 </ |f(y)|qv(yt)dy>%dt

N /R |t|2a+2 . (/ |f(y q(y)v(yt)dy> "t
() _> ([

Dsupl| fll £z, (m)

and the assertion follows.

]
Two dimensional versions of Theorems[4.Tland 4.2l can also be proved. We only state the results.

Theorem 4.3. Let 1 < p < oo, v,w be weight functions and ¢ € L*(R?) be such that

1/p
t1,t t1y1,t
/ M sup w dtldt2 =: Bsup < OQ.
P (ro)er2 WY1, Y2)

Then the operator He 4 : LE,(R?) — LE(R?) is bounded and

Hf}ca,tﬁfHL%j(R?) < BsuprHLfU(R?)-

13



Theorem 4.4. Let 1 < ¢ < p < oo, v,w be weight functions and ¢ € L*(R?) be such that

p pP—g
t,t vty taye)| 77 |
/R ngaé)_\l </}R2 [v(tiy1 2y2)]q ) dtydty =: Dgyp < 00.
P

2 |t1to] [w(y1,y2)] P~

Then the operator Hy g : L, (R?) — LI(R?) is bounded and

|Heao 3@y < Dsupll £l 1r, m2)-
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