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CONES OF MONOTONE FUNCTIONS GENERATED BY A GENERALIZED

FRACTIONAL MAXIMAL FUNCTION

N.A. BOKAYEV1, A.GOGATISHVILI2, A.N. ABEK1,∗

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the generalized fractional maximal function and use

it to introduce the space of generalized fractional maximal functions and the various cones of

monotone functions generated by generalized fractional maximal functions MΦf . We introduced

three function classes. We give equivalent descriptions of such cones when the function Φ belongs

to some function classes. The conditions for their mutual covering are given. Then, these cones

are used to construct a criterion for embedding the space of generalized fractional maximal

functions into the rearrangement invariant spaces (RIS). The optimal RIS for such embedding

is also described.

Keywords: : rearrangement function, invariant spaces, maximal function, function spaces, cones,

mutual covering, embedding.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we consider the characteristics of function cones exhibiting monotonicity, which

are specifically designed for the generalized fractional maximal functions MΦf . These functions

are defined for f ∈ E(Rn) ∩ Lloc
1 (Rn) by

(MΦf)(x) = sup
r>0

Φ(r)

∫

B(x,r)

|f(y)|dy,

under certain assumptions on the function Φ : (0,∞) → (0,∞), where B(x, r) is a ball with the

center at the point x ∈ Rn and radius r, E = E(Rn) is the rearrangement-invariant space.

In the case Φ(r) = rα−n, α ∈ (0;n) we obtain the classical fractional maximal function Mαf :

(Mαf)(x) = sup
r>0

1

rn−α

∫

B(x,r)

|f(y)|dy.

In this paper, we develop some of the results of [4, 5]. We introduce the space of generalized

fractional maximal functions constructed by a generalized fractional maximal operator. The

base space is a rearrangement-invariant space more general than the Lebesgue space Lp.

We introduce four types of cones consisting of non-increasing rearrangements of a generalized

fractional-maximal function. The conditions for their mutual covering are determined.

We employ the axioms of Banach function spaces and rearrangement-invariant spaces as

outlined in reference [3], and leverage findings from papers [15-16], which introduce the notions

of cone embedding and coverings.
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Classical fractional maximal functions and the Riesz potential plays an important role In

the theory of functions and in the theory of operators in function spaces, in harmonic analysis,

potential theory, and PDE [20, 27, 30] and have important applications to the Navier-Stokes

equations (see [31]) and to the Shrödinger equations (see [19]).

These operators can be used in the theory of mathematical modeling and in various issues of

optimization problems [1-2, 10-11, 24-25, 28-29, 34].

It’s important to recognize that understanding the characterization of decreasing rearrange-

ments of potentials and generalized fractional-maximal functions is fundamental in obtaining

additional insights into their integral properties. The theory of the maximal functions and the

theory of Riesz potentials in classical Lebesgue spaces are described in detail in the books [3],

[18], [31-32], [35]. Note that the questions of the boundedness of the classical fractional-maximal

operator on general Morrey-type spaces were considered in [8], [9].

The different versions of the generalized fractional-maximal function were previously explored

in [21], [23], [26-27]. In those studies, the focus was on investigating the boundedness of the

generalized fractional-maximal operators across different function spaces.

The cones generated by non-increasing rearrangements of the generalized Riesz and Bessel

potential were considered by M.L. Goldman [14-16] and by others [6], [7], [17]. In these papers

the questions of their mutual covering and the questions of embedding the space of the gen-

eralized Riesz and Bessel potentials in rearrangement-invariant spaces were considered. Here

we prove that the cones generated by the generalized fractional-maximal function are estimated

by the corresponding cones from the generalized Riesz potentials, i.e. the cone of monotone

functions generated by generalized fractional functions is covered by the corresponding cone of

monotone functions generated by generalized Riesz potentials. The estimates for non-increasing

rearrangements of a generalized fractional-maximal function are given.

During this estimate, we are obtaining nonlinear so-called supremal operators. We can’t use

dual operators and we need to develop a new approach for investigating such situations. We

are using new results developed for supremal operators to obtain a description of the optimal

rearrangements-invariant space for the embedding of the cone of monotone functions generated

by generalized fractional functions into rearrangements-invariant spaces.

The article is structured as follows. Section 2 contains some preliminary definitions. In

Section 3 we introduce four types of cones consisting of non-increasing rearrangements of a

generalized fractional-maximal function. The conditions for their mutual covering are deter-

mined. Section 4 explores the embedding of the generalized fractional-maximal function space

into rearrangement-invariant spaces. This involves embedding a set of decreasing rearrange-

ments into the corresponding rearrangement-invariant space. We provide a detailed account of

the most suitable rearrangement-invariant space for such embedding. Additionally, we establish

some notation conventions. Throughout this work, we use the letters C, C1, C2 for a positive

constant, independent of appropriate parameters and not necessarily the same at each occur-

rence. The notation f(x) ∼= g(x) means that there are constants C1 > 0, C2 > 0 such that

C1f(t) ≤ g(t) ≤ C2f(t), t ∈ R+.

2. Preliminary information

Consider a space (S,Σ, µ) equipped with a measure. Here, Σ represents a σ-algebra of subsets

of the set S, over which a non-negative, σ-finite and σ-additive measure µ. Let L0 = L0(S,Σ, µ)

denote the collection of µ-measurable real-valued functions f : S → R. Additionally, let L+
0 be
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a subset of L0 comprising non-negative functions:

L+
0 = {f ∈ L0 : f ≥ 0}.

By L+
0 (0,∞; ↓) we denote the set of all non-increasing functions from L+

0 (0,∞).

In this work, we will use the concepts of a Banach-functional space (briefly: BFS), introduced

by C.Bennett, R.Sharpley [3], as well as the concepts of an ideal space (briefly: IS) considered

in the book by S.G.Krein, Yu.I.Petunin and E.M.Semenov [22].

Definition 2.1. [3] A functional norm, denoted as ρ : L+
0 → [0,∞], satisfies the following

conditions for all f, g, fn ∈ L+
0 , n ∈ N:

(P1) ρ(f) = 0 ⇔ f = 0, µ-almost everywhere (briefly: µ-a.e.);

ρ(αf) = αρ(f), α ≥ 0; ρ(f + g) ≤ ρ(f) + ρ(g) (properties of the norm);

(P2) f ≤ g, (µ− a.e.) ⇒ ρ(f) ≤ ρ(g) (monotony of the norm);

(P3) fn ↑ f ⇒ ρ(fn) → ρ(f)(n → ∞) (the Fatou property);

(P4) 0 < µ(σ) < ∞ ⇒
∫
σ
fdµ ≤ cσρ(f), f ∈ L+

0 . (Local integrability);

(P5) 0 < µ(σ) < ∞ ⇒ ρ(χσ) < ∞ (finiteness of the FN for characteristic functions (χσ) of

sets of finite measure).

Here fn ↑ f means that fn ≤ fn+1, lim
n→∞

fn = f (µ-a.e.).

Definition 2.2. Let ρ represent a functional norm. A Banach function space (abbreviated as

BFS), denoted as X = X(ρ), consists of functions from L0 such that ρ(|f |) < ∞. For any

f ∈ X, we define the norm

‖f‖X = ρ(|f |).

Let R+ := (0,+∞) and L0 = L0(Rn) be the set of all Lebesgue measurable functions f :

Rn → C. The non-increasing rearrangement f∗ of a measurable function f on Rn is defined as

f∗(t) = inf {y > 0 : λf (y) ≤ t}, t ∈ R+,

where

λf (y) = µn {x ∈ Rn : |f(x)| > y} , y ∈ R+

is the Lebesgue distribution function, µn is Lebesgue measure in Rn [3]. It is known that

0 ≤ f∗ ↓; f∗(t+ 0) = f∗(t), t ∈ R+; f
∗ is equimeasurable with f , i.e.

µ1 {t ∈ R+ : f∗(t) > y} = µn {x ∈ Rn : |f(x)| > y} ,

here µ is the Lebesgue measure in Rn or R+, respectively.

The function f∗∗ is defined as

f∗∗(t) =
1

t

t∫

0

f∗(τ)dτ ; t ∈ R+.

Let f# : Rn → Rn represent a symmetrical rearrangement of f , which means it is a radially

symmetric, non-negative, decreasing, right-continuous function (with respect to r = |x|, where

x ∈ Rn) that has the same measure as f . That is

f#(r) = f∗(vnr
n); f∗(t) = f#

((
t

vn

) 1

n

)
, r, t ∈ R+.

Here vn is the volume a unit ball in Rn.
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Definition 2.3. A functional norm ρ is considered rearrangement-invariant if the inequality

f∗ ≤ g∗ implies ρ(f) ≤ ρ(g). A Banach function space X = X(ρ), formed by a rearrangement-

invariant functional norm ρ, is termed a rearrangement-invariant space, abbreviated as RIS.

The Lebesgue spaces Lp(Rn), as well as the Lorentz and Orlich spaces are examples of

rearrangement-invariant spaces.

Everywhere in this work, we denote by E = E(Rn) the rearrangement-invariant space and by

E
′

= E
′

(Rn) we denote the associated rearrangement invariant space. That is

‖f‖E′(Rn) = sup





∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

Rn

f gdµ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
: f ∈ E(Rn), ‖f‖E(Rn) ≤ 1



 < ∞.

By Ẽ = Ẽ(R+) we denote the Luxemburg representation of E(Rn), i.e. rearrangement-

invariant space such that

‖f‖E = ‖f∗‖Ẽ . (1)

Definition 2.4. A function f : R+ → R+ is called quasi-decreasing (quasi-increasing) if there

exists a positive constant number C > 1, such that

f(t2) < Cf(t1) if t1 < t2 (f(t1) < Cf(t2) if t1 < t2).

3. Main results. Equivalent descriptions for the cones of rearrangements of

generalized fractional maximal function

We define the following three function classes.

Definition 3.1. [5] Let n ∈ N and R ∈ (0;∞]. We say that a function Φ : (0;R) → R+ belongs

to the class An(R) if:

(1) Φ is decreases and continuous on (0;R);

(2) the function Φ(r)rn is quasi-increasing on (0, R).

For example, Φ(t) = t−α ∈ An(∞), 0 < α < n.

Definition 3.2. [5] Let n ∈ N and let R ∈ (0;∞]. A function Φ : (0;R) → R+ belongs to the

class Bn(R) if the following conditions hold:

(1) Φ is decreases and continuous on (0;R);

(2) There exists a constant C = C(Φ) > 0 such that

r∫

0

Φ(ρ)ρn−1dρ ≤ CΦ(r)rn, r ∈ (0, R). (2)

For example,

Φ(ρ) = ρα−n ∈ Bn(∞) (0 < α < n); Φ(ρ) = ln
eR

ρ
∈ Bn(R), R ∈ R+.

For Φ ∈ Bn(R) the following estimate also holds:

r∫

0

Φ(ρ)ρn−1dρ ≥ n−1Φ(r)rn, r ∈ (0, R). (3)
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Therefore,
r∫

0

Φ(ρ)ρn−1dρ ∼= Φ(r)rn, r ∈ (0, R), (4)

Φ ∈ Bn(R) ⇒ {0 ≤ Φ ↓; Φ(r)rn ↑, r ∈ (0, R)}.

For each α ∈ [1;∞) there exists β = β(α, c, n) ∈ [1;∞) (c is a constant from (2)) such that
{
ρ, r ∈ (0;R);α−1 ≤

ρ

r
≤ α

}
⇒ β−1 ≤

Φ(ρ)

Φ(r)
≤ β,

(2) ⇒ ∃γ ∈ (0;n) such that Φ(r)rγ ↑ on (0;R).

Definition 3.3. [4] Let R ∈ (0;∞]. We say that a function Φ : (0;R) → R+ belongs to the

class D(R) if for some C = C(Φ) > 0

rn∫

0

ds

Φ(s1/n)s
≤

C

Φ(r)
, r ∈ (0;R). (5)

For example,

Φ(t) = t−nln(1 + t)α ∈ D(∞) (α > 0),

Φ(t) = tα−n ∈ D(∞) (0 < α < n).

Note that relation (5) is equivalent to the inequality (which can be obtained via a variable

transformation):

r∫

0

dt

Φ(t)t
≤

Cn

Φ(r)
. (6)

where Cn = C
n .

Lemma 3.1. [4]. Let n ∈ N, R ∈ (0,∞]. Then Bn(R) & An(R).

The function Φ(t) = t−n ln(1 + t)α, with α > 0, belongs to An(R) and Φ 6∈ Bn(R)(see[4]).

We define the space of generalized fractional maximal functions MΦ
E ≡ MΦ

E (R
n) as the col-

lection of functions u such that there exists a function f ∈ E(Rn) satisfying

u(x) = (MΦf)(x),

‖u‖MΦ
E
= inf{‖f‖E : f ∈ E(Rn), MΦf = u}.

Note that the generalized Riesz potential was considered in [14-16], [6], [7], [17] using the

convolution operator:

(IG)f(x) = (G ∗ f)(x) = 2π−n/2

∫

Rn

G(x− y)f(y)dy,

where the kernel G(x) satisfies the conditions:

G(x) ∼= Φ(|ρ|), ρ = |x| ∈ R+,Φ ∈ Bn(∞). (7)

The classical Riesz potential’s kernel takes the shape of

G(x) = |x|α−n, α ∈ (0, n).

The following lemma shows that the generalized fractional-maximal function MΦf(x) is esti-

mated by the generalized Riesz potential IΦf(x). This result is somehow in the proof of Theorem
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2 in the paper [4]. As it is not formulated in such a way and it will used many times, we present

it as a separate Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. [4]. Let Φ ∈ Bn(0,∞) and G(x) = Φ(|x|), x ∈ Rn. Then

(MΦf)(x) ≤ (IG|f |)(x), x ∈ Rn

for all f ∈ E(Rn).

The following three theorems were proved in [4]. We will need them to prove of Theorems

3.5; 3.6; 4.1 and Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 3.1. [4] Let Φ ∈ An(∞). Then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on

Φ and n, such that

(MΦf)
∗(t) ≤ C sup

t<s<∞

sΦ(s1/n)f∗∗(s), t ∈ (0,∞),

for every f ∈ L1
loc(R

n). This inequality is sharp in the sense that for every ϕ ∈ L+
0 (0,∞; ↓)

there exists a function f ∈ L+(Rn) such that f∗ = ϕ a.e. on (0,∞) and

(MΦf)
∗(t) ≥ C1 sup

t<s<∞

sΦ(s1/n)f∗∗(s), t ∈ (0,∞),

where C1 is a positive constant which depends only on Φ and n.

For the case of classical fractional maximal function, such theorem was proved in [12].

Theorem 3.2. [4] Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Then there exists a positive constant C, depending only on

Φ and n, such that

(MΦf)
∗∗(t) ≤ C sup

t<s<∞

sΦ(s1/n)f∗∗(s), t ∈ (0,∞),

for every f ∈ L1
loc(R

n).

Theorem 3.3. [4] Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞) ∩D(∞), then for every f ∈ L1
loc(R

n) there exists a positive

constant C, depending only on Φ and n, such that

(MΦf)
∗(t) ≤ C

(
tΦ(t1/n)f∗∗(t) + sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)f∗(τ)

)
, t ∈ (0,∞).

Definition 3.4. Let ℑT = K(T ) for T ∈ (0,∞] be defined as the collection of cones con-

taining measurable non-negative functions defined on (0, T ), together with positive homogeneous

functionals ρK(T ) : K(T ) → [0,∞) satisfying the following properties:

(1) h ∈ K(T ), α ≥ 0 ⇒ αh ∈ K(T ), ρK(T )(αh) = αρK(T )(h);

(2) ρK(T )(h) = 0 ⇒ h = 0 almost everywhere on (0, T ).

Definition 3.5. [15] Let K(T ),M(T ) ∈ ℑT . The cone K(T ) covers the cone M(T ) (notation:

M(T ) ≺ K(T )) if there exist C0 = C0(T ) ∈ R+, and C1 = C1(T ) ∈ [0,∞) with C1(∞) = 0 such

that for each h1 ∈ M(T ) there is h2 ∈ K(T ) satisfying

ρK(T )(h2) ≤ C0ρM(T )(h1), h1(t) ≤ h2(t) + C1ρM(T )(h1), t ∈ (0, T ).

The equivalence of the cones means mutual covering:

M(T ) ≈ K(T ) ⇔ M(T ) ≺ K(T ) ≺ M(T ).
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Let E be a rearrangement-invariant space. We examine the following four cones generated by

the non-increasing rearrangements of the generalized fractional maximal function, each equipped

with homogeneous functionals:

K1 ≡ KΦ
E := {h ∈ L+(R+) : h(t) = u∗(t), t ∈ R+, u ∈ MΦ

E}, (8)

ρK1
(h) = inf{‖u‖MΦ

E
: u ∈ MΦ

E ; u∗(t) = h(t), t ∈ R+};

K2 ≡ K̂Φ
E := {h : h(t) = u∗∗(t), t ∈ R+, u ∈ MΦ

E}, (9)

ρK2
(h) = inf{‖u‖MΦ

E
: u ∈ MΦ

E ; u
∗∗(t) = h(t), t ∈ R+};

K3 ≡ K̃Φ
E :=

{
h ∈ L+(R+) : h(t) = sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗(τ), t ∈ R+, u ∈ E(Rn)
}
, (10)

ρK3
(h) = inf

{
‖u‖E(Rn), u ∈ E(Rn) : sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗(τ) = h(t), t ∈ R+

}
; (11)

K4 ≡
˜̃
KΦ

E :=
{
h ∈ L+(R+) : h(t) = tΦ(t1/n)u∗∗(t) + sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗(τ), t ∈ R+, u ∈ E(Rn)
}
,

(12)

ρK4
(h) = inf

{
‖u‖E(Rn), u ∈ E(Rn) : tΦ(t1/n)u∗∗(t) + sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗(τ) = h(t), t ∈ R+

}
.

(13)

Aware that Goldman M.L. [14-16] (as well as references [6]-[7], [17]) delve into the examination

of cones generated by generalized potentials. They investigate the realm of generalized Riesz

potentials denoted as HG
E (Rn) within n-dimensional Euclidean space:

HG
E (Rn) = {u = G ∗ f : f ∈ E(Rn)},

‖u‖HG
E
= inf{‖f‖E : f ∈ E(Rn);G ∗ f = u},

where E(Rn) is an rearrangement invariant space. In that work, the following cones of rear-

rangements for generalized Riesz potential equipped with a positive homogeneous functional

were considered:

M ≡ ME,G(R+) = {h(t) = u∗(t), t ∈ (0;∞), u ∈ HG
E },

ρM (h) = inf{‖u‖HG
E
: u ∈ HG

E ;u∗(t) = h(t), t ∈ (0;∞)};

M̃ ≡ M̃E,G(R+) = {h(t) = u∗∗(t), t ∈ (0;∞) : u ∈ HG
E },

ρ
M̃
(h) = inf{‖u‖HG

E
: u ∈ HG

E ;u∗∗(t) = h(t), t ∈ (0;∞)}.

For τ, t ∈ R+ denote

ϕ(τ) = Φ
(( τ

vn

) 1

n

)
∈ B1(∞), fΦ(t; τ) = min{ϕ(t), ϕ(τ)}.

In [15] was also considered the cone

K = KE,Φ(∞) =

{
h(g; t) = h(t) =

∞∫

0

fΦ(t; τ)g(τ)dτ, t ∈ R+ : g ∈ Ẽ0(R+)

}

equipped with a functional

ρK(h) = inf
{
‖g‖Ẽ(R+) : h(g; t) = h(t), t ∈ R+

}
,
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where

Ẽ0(0,∞) =
{
g ∈ Ẽ(R+) : 0 ≤ g ↓; g(t + 0) = g(t), t ∈ (R+)

}
. (14)

In [15] was given the equivalent characterization for these cones of decreasing rearrangements

of potentials.

The following theorem proves that the cone M generated by the generalized Riesz potential

covers the cone generated by the generalized maximal function.

Theorem 3.4. [5] Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞) and kernel G(x) satisfies the condition (7). Then the

cone generated by the generalized potential covers the cone generated by the generalized maximal

function, i.e. K1 ≺ M .

The following theorem gives an equivalent description of the cones K1,K2,K3.

Theorem 3.5. Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Then cones (8), (9), (10) are equivalent:

K1 ≈ K2 ≈ K3.

Proof.

1) It is easy to check that K1 ≺ K2 (see [5]).

2) Prove that K2 ≺ K3. Let h3 ∈ K2, then there is u2 ∈ MΦ
E such that

u∗∗2 = h3, ‖u‖MΦ
E
≤ 2ρK2

(h3).

For u2 ∈ MΦ
E we find f2 ∈ E(Rn) satisfying the condition

u2(x) = (MΦf2)(x) = sup
r>0

Φ(r)

∫

B(x,r)

|f(ξ)|dξ,

‖f2‖E(Rn) ≤ 2‖u2‖MΦ
E
.

Hence

h3(t) = (MΦf2)
∗∗(t), ‖f2‖E(Rn) = ‖f∗

2 ‖Ẽ(R+) ≤ 4ρK2
(h3). (15)

According to Theorem 3.2,

(MΦf2)
∗∗(t) ≤ C sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)f∗∗
2 (τ). (16)

We denote

h4 = C sup
t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)f∗∗
2 (τ).

Hence, by (15), (16) we have h3(t) < h4(t) and

ρK3
(h4) = inf

{
‖u‖E(Rn) : sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗(τ) = h4(t)
}
≤ ‖f2‖E(Rn) = ‖f∗

2 ‖Ẽ(R+)
≤ 4ρK2

(h3).

Covering K2 ≺ K3 is proved.

3) Now we prove that the embedding K3 ≺ K1 takes place when Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Let h5 ∈ K3.

Then there is u3 ∈ E(Rn) such that

h5(t) = sup
t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗3 (τ), t ∈ R+,

‖u3‖E(Rn) ≤ 2ρK3
(h5).
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According to Theorem 3.1 for u3 ∈ L+
0 (0,∞; ↓) there exist the function f3 on Rn such that

f∗
3 = u∗3 a.e. on (0,∞) and

(MΦf3)
∗(t) ≥ C sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)f∗∗
3 (τ), t ∈ R+.

We denote

h6(t) = (MΦf3)
∗(t) ∈ K1.

Therefore,

h5(t) ≤
1

C
h6(t)

ρK1
(h6) ≤ ‖u3‖MΦ

E
≤ ‖f∗

3 ‖Ẽ(R+) = ‖u3‖E(Rn) ≤ 2ρK3
(h5).

So we proved K3 ≺ K1.

Theorem 3.5 is proved.

Theorem 3.6. 1) Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Then for cones (10), (12)

K4 ≺ K3

2)Let Φ ∈ D(∞). Then for cones (10), (12)

K3 ≺ K4.

3) Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞) ∩D(∞). Then for cones (10), (12)

K3 ≈ K4.

Proof. 1) Let h1 ∈ K4. Then there is a function u1 ∈ E(Rn) such that

h1(t) = tΦ(t1/n)u∗∗1 (t) + sup
t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗1(τ) (17)

and (see (1), (13))

‖u1‖E(Rn) = ‖u∗1‖Ẽ0(R+)
≤ 2ρK4

(h1). (18)

By inequality

u∗1(τ) ≤ u∗∗1 (τ), τ ∈ R+,

from (17) we have

h1(t) ≤ tΦ(t1/n)u∗∗1 (t) + sup
t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗1 (τ) = sup
t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗1 (τ).

We denote

h2(t) = sup
t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗1 (τ) ∈ K3.

Then

h1(t) ≤ h2(t), t ∈ R+.

Moreover, (see (18), (11))

ρK3
(h2) ≤ ‖u1‖E(Rn) ≤ 2ρK4

(h1).

Item 1 is proved.

2) Let h3 ∈ K3. Then there is a function u2 ∈ E(Rn) such that

h3(t) = sup
t≤τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗2 (τ)

and (see (1), (13))

‖u2‖E(Rn) ≤ 2ρK3
(h3). (19)
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According to Theorem 3.3

h3(t) = sup
t≤τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗∗2 (τ) ≤ C1

(
tΦ(t1/n)u∗∗2 (t) + sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗2(τ)

)
.

Let’s put

h4(t) = C1

(
tΦ(t1/n)u∗∗2 (t) + sup

t<τ<∞

τΦ(τ1/n)u∗2(τ)

)
∈ K4.

So

h3(t) ≤ h4(t), t ∈ R+.

Moreover (see (13), (19))

ρK4
(h4) ≤ ‖u2‖E(Rn) ≤ 2ρK3

(h3).

Item 2 is proved.

3) Item 3 follows from items 1 and 2.

Theorem 3.6 is proved.

Corollary 3.1. Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞) ∩D(∞). Then

K1 ≈ K2 ≈ K3 ≈ K4.

The Corollary 3.1 follows from Lemma 3.1, Theorem 3.5, and Theorem 3.6.

4. On embedding of spaces of generalized fractional maximal functions in

rearrangement invariant spaces

Let T ∈ (0,∞], ℑT = {M(T )} the set of cones consisting measurable function on (0, T )

equipped with a positive homogeneous functionals ρM(T ) (see Definition 3.5). Let X(Rn) is the

rearrangement invariant space, X̃(R+) is their Luxemburg representation (1).

Definition 4.1. [14] Let M(T ) ∈ ℑT . The embedding M(T ) 7→ X̃(0, T ) means that M(T ) ⊂

X̃(0, T ) and there exists a constant CM(T )(T ) ∈ R+ such that

‖h‖
X̃(0,T )

≤ CM(T )ρM(T )(h), h ∈ M(T ).

Allow M(T ) to belong to ℑT . The mapping M(T ) 7→ X̃(0, T ) implies that M(T ) is contained

within X̃(0, T ), and there exists a positive constant CM(T )(T ) ∈ R+ such that for any h ∈ M(T ),

we have

Lemma 4.1. (see [14]) Let K(T ),M(T ) ∈ ℑT . For every Banach function space X̃(0, T ) if

M(T ) ≺ K(T ) then K(T ) 7→ X̃(0, T ) ⇒ M(T ) 7→ X̃(0, T ).

Corollary 4.1. Let K(T ),M(T ) ∈ ℑT . If M(T ) ≈ K(T ) then K(T ) 7→ X̃(0, T ) ⇔ M(T ) 7→

X̃(0, T ).

Let us formulate criteria for embedding of the space of generalized fractional maximal func-

tions in rearrangement invariant spaces X(Rn):

MΦ
E (R

n) →֒ X(Rn). (20)

Definition 4.2. Let E - RIS. By an optimal RIS for embedding (20) we mean an RIS X0 =

X0(R
n) such that MΦ

E (R
n) 7→ X0(Rn) and if (20) is valid for another RIS X, then X0 ⊂ X. Such

an optimal RIS is called a rearrangement-invariant envelope of the space of fractional-maximal

functions.
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Let E be a rearrangement-invariant space (RIS). An optimal RIS for embedding (20) is defined

as an RIS X0 = X0(Rn) such that the embedding operator MΦ
E (R

n) → X0(Rn) and if (20) holds

for another RIS X, then X0 is a subset of X. This optimal RIS is referred to as a rearrangement-

invariant envelope of the space of fractional-maximal functions.

Theorem 4.1. [5] Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Then the embedding (20) is equivalence to the following

embedding

K1 7→ X̃(R+).

The next corollary follows from Theorem 3.5, Theorem 4.1, and Corollary 4.1.

Corollary 4.2. 1) Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Then

MΦ
E (R

n) ⊂ X(Rn) ⇔ Ki 7→ X̃(R+), i = 1; 2; 3.

2) Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞) ∩D(∞). Then

MΦ
E (R

n) ⊂ X(Rn) ⇔ Ki 7→ X̃(R+), i = 1; 2; 3; 4.

We denote

(TΦf)(x) = sup
x<t<∞

Φ(t1/n)tf∗∗(t),

operator TΦ : Ẽ0(R+) → X0(R+), where Ẽ0(R+) defined by (14).

Theorem 4.2. Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Then the embedding

K3 7→ X̃(R+)

is equivalent to the boundedness of the operator TΦ from Ẽ(R+) to X̃(R+).

Proof. Indeed, this embedding means that

h(t) = TΦf(t) = sup
t<s<∞

Φ(s1/n)sf∗∗(t) ∈ X̃(R+), f
∗ ∈ Ẽ(R+),

‖h‖X̃(R+) ≤ C0ρK3
(h) ≤ C0‖f

∗‖Ẽ(R+),

‖TΦf‖X̃(R+) ≤ C0‖f
∗‖Ẽ(R+),

which is equivalent to the boundedness of the operator TΦ.

By Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.1 we have

K3(R+) 7→ X̃(R+) ⇔ K1(R+) 7→ X̃(R+) ⇔ MΦ
E (Rn) →֒ X(Rn).

Next, we need the following result.

Theorem 4.3. [30] Suppose f,w ∈ L+
0 . Then

sup
g:
∫ x

0
g≤

∫ x

0
f

∫ ∞

0
g(x)w(x)dx =

∫ ∞

0
f(x)

(
sup

t∈[x,∞)
w(t)

)
dx.

Theorem 4.4. Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). The optimal RIS X0 = X0(Rn) for embedding

MΦ
E (Rn) →֒ X(Rn)

possesses an equivalent norm, as expressed in the Luxemburg representation (1):

‖f‖
X̃0(0,∞)

= sup
g∗

{ ∞∫

0

f∗(τ)g∗(τ)dτ : g ∈ L0(0,∞), sup
t∫
0

h(s)ds≤
t∫
0

g∗(s)ds

∥∥
∞∫

t

Φ(s1/n)sh(s)ds
∥∥
E′

≤ 1

}
.



N.A. BOKAYEV ET AL.: CONES OF MONOTONE FUNCTIONS 11

Proof. According to Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.3, the embedding (20) is equivalent to the

boundedness of the operator TΦ from Ẽ0(R+) to X̃(R+), i.e. let us prove the inequality:

‖TΦf‖X0
≤ C‖f‖E .

Using the associated space X ′
0 for the space X0 and using the Theorem 4.3, we have

sup
f

‖TΦf‖X0

‖f‖E
= sup

f
sup
g

∞∫
0

(TΦf)(τ)g
∗(τ)dτ

‖f‖E‖g‖X′

0

= sup
f

sup
g

∞∫
0

g∗(τ) sup
τ<t<∞

Φ(t1/n)tf∗∗(t)dτ

‖f‖E‖g‖X′

0

= sup
g

1

‖g‖X′

0

sup
f

∞∫
0

g∗(τ)supτ<t<∞Φ(t1/n)tf∗∗(t)dτ

‖f‖E

= sup
g

1

‖g‖X′

0

sup
f

sup
t∫
0

h(s)ds≤
t∫
0

g∗(s)ds

∫∞

0 f∗(t)
∫∞

t Φ(s1/n)sh

‖f‖E

= sup
g

1

‖g‖X′

0

sup
t∫
0

h(s)ds≤
t∫
0

g∗(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∫

t

Φ(s1/n)sh(s)ds

∥∥∥∥∥∥
E′

.

Using the definition of the associate norm we obtain the proof of the Theorem 4.4.

Note that the proof of Theorem 4.4 contains the formula for associate norms of optimal

embedding (20). We have the following Corollary.

Corollary 4.1. Let Φ ∈ Bn(∞). Let X0 = X0(Rn) be an optimal RIS space for the

embedding (20). Then we have the following formula for the associate space X ′
0 :

‖g‖X′

0
= sup

f

∞∫
0

g∗(τ) sup
τ<t<∞

Φ(t1/n)tf∗∗(t)dτ

‖f‖E
.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we considered the space of generalized fractional maximal functions and inves-

tigated the various cones generated by the nonincreasing rearrangement of generalized fractional

maximal functions. The equivalent descriptions of such cones and the conditions for their mutual

covering are given. Then these cones are used to construct a criterion for embedding the space

of generalized fractional maximal functions into the rearrangement invariant spaces (RIS). The

optimal RIS for such embedding is also described.
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