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FINITE SECTIONS OF WEIGHTED HARDY’S INEQUALITY

PENG GAO
ABSTRACT. We study finite sections of weighted Hardy’s inequality following the approach of De

Bruijn. Similar to the unweighted case, we obtain an asymptotic expression for the optimal constant.

1. INTRODUCTION

Suppose throughout that p # 0, % + % = 1. Let [P be the Banach space of all complex sequences

] = (i\anyp)”p < .
n=1

The celebrated Hardy’s inequality ([10, Theorem 326]) asserts that for p > 1,

" S Sl < (1) S

a = (ap)n>1 with norm

Hardy’s inequality can be regarded as a special case of the following inequality:

o o p o
Z ‘ ch,kak‘ < UZ |lak|?,
j=1 k=1 k=1
in which C' = (¢; ) and the parameter p are assumed fixed (p > 1), and the estimate is to hold for
all complex sequences a. The [P operator norm of C' is then defined as the p-th root of the smallest
value of the constant U: .
ICllpp =U?.

Hardy’s inequality thus asserts that the Cesdro matrix operator C, given by ¢, = 1/j,k < j
and 0 otherwise, is bounded on [P and has norm < p/(p — 1). (The norm is in fact p/(p — 1).)

We say a matrix A is a summability matrix if its entries satisfy: a;; > 0, a;; = 0 for £ > j and
Z{C:l a;r = 1. We say a summability matrix A is a weighted mean matrix if its entries satisfy:

J
ajp=M/Aj, T<E< G0 = XA > 0,0 > 0.
i=1

Hardy’s inequality (1) motivates one to determine the [P operator norm of an arbitrary summa-
bility matrix A. We refer the readers to the articles [7], [9] and the references therein for recent
progress in this direction.

From now on we will assume a,, > 0 for n > 1 and any infinite sum converges. We note here by
a change of variables a — a,lg/ P in (1)), we obtain the following well-known Carleman’s inequality
as the limiting case of Hardy’s inequality on letting p — +oc:

o n 1 o
Z <Hak)n < ezany
n=1 k=1 n=1
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with the constant e best possible.

There is a rich literature on many different proofs of Hardy’s and Carleman’s inequality as well
as their generalizations and extensions. We shall refer the readers to the survey articles [12], [6]
and [I1] as well as the references therein for an account of Hardy’s and Carleman’s inequality.

In [4], De Bruijn studied finite sections of Carleman’s inequality:

N n
> ([Tw)* < 3oon
where N > 1 is any integer. He showed that the best constant satisfies

_E_Lzew(;)
N Tog N2 T \(log N)P /-

De Bruijn’s result was generalized by Ackermans for the case of finite sections of Hardy’s in-
equality:

n N

N
Z‘%Zak‘p <pn Yy laxl,

n=1 k=1 k=1

where N > 1 is any integer and by an abuse of notation, we use the same symbol uy here to
denote the best constant that makes the above inequality hold. Ackermans [I] showed that the
best constant satisfies (p > 1)

yp _ 2w p 1
Ay =a— (log N)? ((logN)?’)

We point out here that in the case of p = 2, one can also treat finite sections of Hardy’s inequality
on relating it to eigenvalues of certain symmetric matrices. More generally, using results of Widom
[13], [14], Wilf [15, 16] obtained similar results when such matrices are generalized by a function
K(z,y), with K(z,y) being symmetric, non-negative for non-negative x and y, homogeneous of
degree —1, and decreasing. We note here special cases of Wilf’s result include the Hilbert matrix,
given by K(x,y) = 1/(z + y), which was first studied by De Bruijn and Wilf in [5]. Another case
is the matrix corresponding to Hardy’s inequality, as one can show that it is similar to the matrix
given by K (z,y) = 1/ max(z,y) (see [I5]). We remark here this approach only gives a weaker result
compared to the result of Ackermans above. Bolmarcich [2] further extended Wilf’s result to the
case p > 1 but his result is less precise.

Motivated by the above results of De Bruijn and Ackerman, it is our goal in this paper to study
finite sections of weighted Hardy’s inequality:

N )\kak »
(1.2) ) ‘ ‘ _MNE |an|P.
n=1 k=1

We note here in [8], the author has obtained asymptotic expressions for uy for the weighted
Carleman’s inequality under certain conditions, following De Bruijn’s approach in [4]. This maybe
regarded as the limiting case p — 400 of weighed Hardy’s inequality, following our discussions
above. The structure of the paper is similar to that of [§] and we point out here that what we have
in mind are the cases when A\ = £ and for this reason we shall prove the following
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Theorem 1.1. Let p > 2 be fized and {\;}72, be a non-decreasing positive sequence satisfying

An—l—l An
(1.3) L sup <)\n+1 /\n> <1,
(1.4) sup Akt 1 < 400,
ko Ak
A 1/L—1 1
1. SO il
A 1 1
(1.6) A, Ik + O(ﬁ%
e (Mep1 Ay
1. f - =
(17) & (AkH Ak> >0,
Ay, A N5 Ak 3
1. 1—-L/p>—(1-— — .
(18) /pz >\k< <Ak+1> <>\k+l) >

Then as N — +oo, inequality (I2)) holds with the best constant satisfying:

_p 2L*7*(1—L/p)—*7? 0( 1 )

q(log N)? (log N)3

We note here that the case k& = 1 of (L7) implies L > 0, which we shall use without further
mentioning throughout the paper. Note also that this makes (LI]) and (L.0) meaningful. We may
also assume N > 2 from now on.

pn = (1= L/p)

2. PRELIMINARY TREATMENT

In this section, we summarize some of the proof in [9] that gives an upper bound for the number
un appearing in (L2) assuming (L3), a result first obtained by Cartlidge [3]. We refer the reader
to [9] for more details on our discussions below. Let

"\ \rag

An: An )

k=1

our goal is to determine the maximum value py of 25:1 Al subject to the constraint Zivzl ah =1
here. It is shown in [9] that it suffices to consider the case a,, > 0 for all 1 < n < N when the
maximum is reached. We now define

N N

Flajp) =Y Ab —u(d ah —1),

n=1 n=1
where a = (ap)1<n<n. By the Lagrange method, we need to solve VF = 0, which turns out to
yield a recurrence relation starting with Q4 () = 1/u and

= A Qx(p) T Ay 1\
07 1 1) = k P - )
i1 (1) Ak+1(>\/k\_4];1(Ak/Ak_Qk(M))> Ak+1<,u)

It is then shown in [9] that if (3] is satisfied and p > (1 — L/p)~P, then for 1 <n < N,
A /1N 51 L p—IN\NY®P=1) L/p—L\V/e-1 /),
. 2n (2t < < (== 2 (== ),
(21) An(,u> <@ ('u)_( D > p( P ) (An)
On the other hand, it is also shown that Qn(un) = Ax /AN, and this forces uy < (1 —L/p)~P. To
facilitate our approach in what follows, we now write ¥ = 1/ and define a new sequence h(v) by

p%l )\k _1_
hp(v) =Q7 " (1/v) — A—kupfl.
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It follows that hy(v) = 0 and

(2.2) by (v) = al ( aL: >p 1(h (v )—l—i—w’ ><1—2—]Z(hk( )—l—j{—iyﬁ)p_l)_”l,

Ap1 N1 k
We note that it follows from (2.1]) that for 1 <n < N (with Ag = 0 here)
p— L\P A1 /p— LN/ (-1
. < < .
@ e (P5E)) A (5

3. THE BREAKDOWN INDEX

As in [4], we now try to evaluate hy(1/u) consecutively from ([2.2]) for any p > 0, starting with
h1 = 0. Certainly we are only interested in the real values of hy and hence we say that the procedure
breaks down at the first k where

() 2 o
Or equivalently,

1) m(3)z (8)7 - (1)

We define the breakdown index N, as the smallest k for which inequality (B.I)) holds if there is
such a k and we put N, = +oo otherwise. Thus for all ¢ > 0 we can say that hi(1/p) is defined
for all kK < N,.

Note that (2.I)) implies N, = 400 when ¢ > (1 — L/p)™”. So from now on we may assume
0 <pu<(1—L/p)~P and it is convenient to have some monotonicity properties available in this
case. We have hy(1/pu) = 0 for 0 < p < (1 — L/p)™P and we let py be the largest p for which
inequality (3] holds for & = 1, this implies g1 = 1. Now hg(1/u) is defined for p > pp, and

ha(1/p) is given by ([22) as
Ay Ao L
ma(1/w) = (55)" =177,

which is a decreasing function of p for p > pu1. Note also that the right-hand side expression of
inequality ([B.I)) is an increasing function of y for any fixed k. It follows from (2.3]) that

Jim, ha(1/p0) = +oo: h%(%)”) t = pL>1/<p b _ (%)11 _2_220%);)1‘

Thus there is exactly one value of u; < p < (1 — L/p)™P for which inequality (31 holds with
equality for £ = 2 and we define this value of y to be ps. This procedure can be continued. At
each step we argue that hy(1/p) is defined and decreasing for p > pg_1, that

i = (50 < B0 < QR

We then infer that pj is uniquely determined by

1 1
m() = ()7 -G

Moreover, hi11(1/p) is again defined and decreasing for p > uy as both terms on the right of (2.2])
involving v = 1/ are non-negative decreasing functions of .
Thus by induction we obtain that

(3.2) l=m<pp<ps<...<(1—-L/p)7P,
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and that hgy1(1/p) is defined and decreasing for p > py. Moreover,

(i) > () -G

if g1 < p < p,
1

1
w(i) = G -G

1

(i) < () -6
if > pg.

It follows that the breakdown index N, equals 1 if p < pq, 2 if g < p < pg, etc. We remark
here that for fixed pu < (1—L/p)~P, the hi(1/p)’s are non-negative and increase as k increases from
1 to Ng. This follows from (22)) by noting that

and

(3.3) hi1(v) — hi(v)
I VAP~ Ap L Ak Ak L \PTIN T
= A <—)\k+1) <hk(V) + A—kup 1) (1 A <hk(u) + A—kw’ 1) ) — hi(v).

It thus suffices to show the right-hand side expression above is non-negative. Equivalently, this is
1
0 < fe(he(v) + \gr?=1 /Ay), where

1

= e po1\ 5T Agrp-t
fk(m)_/\k+1<>\k+1> x(l A ) v Ap

It is easy to see that fi(z) is minimized at x = xo which satisfies

1 __DP_
% (%) - ﬁ;ﬁ’*) o

It follows that

Thus it suffices to check fi(zp) > 0 or equivalently,

e =R ()7 (22)1)

Note that v > (1 — L/p)P and it follows from (L)) that the above inequality holds, which implies
that fi(xg) > 0 so that the hx(1/u)’s increase as k increases from 1 to Ny.

The breakdown condition (B.I)) is slightly awkward. We now replace it by a simpler one in the
case of p > 2, for example, hy > Cj (to be determined in what follows), by virtue of the following
argument. Let 0 < u < (1—L/p)~P and assume that Ny is the smallest integer such that hy, > Cp.
Note that (I.G) implies that limg_, o Ax/Ap = +00 so that the right-hand side expression of (B3.1)
approaches +oo as k tends to +oo. Hence we may assume N, > Ny without loss of generality.
Then we have

log N,, — log Ny = O(1).
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For, if Ny < k < N, the right-hand side of ([3.3]) equals (with hjy = hy(v) here)

1

B () (e 20m) (1 2 ) )

A1 N\ kg1 k Ay, Ay,
=1 —
) 2 ()T (e o) (1 g (e o))

1 1
S i;fAkH <)\Z\i1> (e + %ﬁ”*)p " (Aj:j-l ()\Z\j—l) ) (e i_iwll)

It follows from this and (LI) and (L6) that there exists a constant Cy > 1, independent of k& but
may depend on p and an integer N; independent of p such that when hyg(v) > Co, for k > Ny, we
have

Ci g
P (1/ 1) — hie(1/ ) = hi(1/ 1),
k+1
for some positive constant C; > 0. We may assume Ny > N; from now on without loss of generality
and we now simplify the above relations by defining dn,, dn,+1, - - ., starting with dy, = hx,, and
Ci )\
(3.5) 1 = dy = == dy.
k+1

Obviously we have

s ()72 <an

for No <k < Ny. It follows from (B.5]) that
dg1 — dp < Crdy.
The above implies that we have dj11 < (Cy + 1)dj, for Ng <k < N, and [B.5) further implies that

Ci Ak

3.6 dir1 —dp > ——————dpdpy1.
(3.6) k+1 k_(C1+1)Ak+1kk+1

We now apply (L6) to obtain via (3.0) that there exists a constant Co > 0 and an integer Nj
independent of p such that for k£ > N,

_ _ C’2
dk dk—l—l = k—i— 1°

Certainly we may assume Ny > N3 as well. Summing the above for Ng < k < N, — 1 yields:

1 Cy
— >dyl > .
Co d - Z k+1

No<k<N,-1
It follows from this that
k 1
(3.7) log N, —logNo =~ ) _ log(k+1) < Y k—+1+0( ) = O(1).
No<k<N,-1 No<k<N,—1

We shall see in what follows that the relation (B.7)) implies that there is no harm studying
log Ng instead of log NV,,. So from now on we shall concentrate on finding the smallest k such that
hi(1/p) > Co.
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4. HEURISTIC TREATMENT

Our problem is, roughly, to determine how many steps we have to take in our recurrence (2.2)
in order to push hy beyond the value of Cp, assuming that p is fixed, 0 < p < (1 — L/p)™P and u
close to (1— L/p)~P. Now assume we are able to neglect all the higher terms of the right-hand side
expression in ([B3]), then we have a recurrence which can be written as

Ak )\k ﬁ )\k 1 )\k )\k _1 \p—1
Ah = h —vr 1) (14 ———(h —vp-l — hi(v).
Ar (Ak+1> (tw) + A )(1+ = DAr ((w) + A" ) ) )
In view of (L) and (L6]), we may further simplify the above recurrence to be the following;:
hY -
A — 1/L ( k(u)_p L
k+1\p—1 p-—1

Next we consider k as a continuous variable, and we replace the above by the corresponding
differential equation, that is, we replace Ah by dh/dk. Then we get

dlog(k + 1) _ L(hi(u) p—L

dh p—1 p-—1

This suggests that if Ny is the number of steps necessary to increase h from 0 to about Cp, then
log Ny is roughly equal to

Co
(1) L / dh
o AP

hi(v) + uril)

—1
hio(v) +uﬁ) .

L £
o1~ prrh TV
The integrand has its maximum at h?~! = (1 — L/p). In the neighborhood of this maximum it can
be approximated by

1

P~ Lfp)5 (h= (1= Lfp)7T) 4wt — (1 Lfp)7".

Therefore the value of (L) can be compared with

Foo dh
L
/—°° 81— /) (= (1= Lfp)77) 4 07T — (1 - L/p)7*T

= oe(P0 - B (vt - - )

From this we see that for u < (1 —L/p) P, u — (1 — L/p)~P, we expect to have

(4.2) log N :Lﬂ(g(l—L/p)%«l/u)Til —(1—L/p)ﬁ))

From this we see that if y — (1 — L/p)~P, then log N, tends to infinity. This also implies that for
the sequence {ux} defined as in ([B2]), one must have limy_, 1o pux = (1 — L/p)~P. For otherwise,
the sequence {u} is bounded above by a constant < (1— L/p)~P and on taking any u greater than
this constant (and less than (1 — L/p)~P), then the left-hand side of (£2)) becomes infinity (by our
definition of N,) but the right-hand side of ([#2]) stays bounded, a contradiction.
Note that if 4 = puy, then N, = N, it follows from (@.2) that

2.2

()7 = (- Ljpystt + 22T
HN

It is easy to see that the above leads to the following asymptotic expression for py:

_, 2L*7*(1—L/p)*P 1
B q(log N)? O((log N)3)'

—1/2
+O0(1).

-2

(1= 1/p) 51 (log N +0(1))

pn = (1= L/p)
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There are various doubtful steps in our argument above, but the only one that presents a serious
difficulty is the omitting of all the other terms of the right-hand side expression of ([3.3]). Certainly
those terms can be expected to give only a small contribution if k£ is large but the question is

whether this contribution is small compared to h?/(p — 1) — (p — L)h/(p — 1) + =1, The latter
expression can be small if both h”?~1 — (1 — L/p) and p— (1 — L/p)~P are small, and it is especially
in that region that the integrand of (4.I) produces its maximal effect.

5. LEMMAS

Lemma 5.1. For any given number n > 0,0 < e < (1 —L/p)l/(p_l), one can find an integer kg > n
and a number 5, (1 —L/p) ™ —1 < B < (1 — L/p)~P such that for < pu < (1—L/p)7P,

(5.1) (%)1“”‘” e < (Up) < (1%)1/@—1) B %%(%)1/@—1)'

Proof. Note first that by (23]) (with Ag = 0) that

Ap_q <p - L)l/(p—l).

Ay,

0< h((1—L/p)7") < -

Let k1 be an integer so that for all £ > kq,
Ap_1 /p— LNV (-1 p— L\1/(p-1)
w5 (50
We may assume that & > k; from now on and note that not all hg((1 — L/p)™P) are < (1 —
L/p)Y/®P=1) — ¢, Otherwise, it follows from (33), (34), (L5) and (L) that
hia (1= L/p)™") — hi((1 = L/p)™")
L (B L/p)") pL y Ly

> (T S (= L)) 4 (1= L/p) ) + Ol

Note that if hy(1 — L/p)~?) < (1 — L/p)Y/®=1) — ¢ then

hp(A—-L/p)*) p-1L

— €.

hi((1 = L/p) ™) + (1 - L/p)-1

p—1 p—1
(a-zpien—e) .
_ /-1 ey
> o p_1<(1 L/p) e) + (1= L/p)7T >0,

As Y02, (b + 1)~! = 400, this leads to a contradiction since h;((1 — L/p)~P) is bounded above
by [23) for any k. Thus there is an integer ko > 7 for which

p— LN\1/(p-1) _ Ago—1 (p — L\ 1/ (=1)
() o<t < = ()
- <]);L)1/(P—1) B 1&(&)1/@—1)'
p 2Ak N P
Having fixed ko this way, we remark that hg,(1/u) is continuous at p = (1 — L/p)~P and the lemma
follows. O

Lemma 5.2. There exist numbers 8, (1 —L/p) P —1<f<(1—-L/p)P, andec>0,0<d§<1
such that for all p satisfying B < pu < (1 — L/p)"®=Y and for all k satisfying 1 < k < N, (N, is
the breakdown index) we have

hp(1/m)  p

(5.2 L) P S 1fi) + ()7 > o(5E)
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Proof. We apply Lemma [5.1] with n large enough so that the following inequality holds for any
integer k >nand (1—L/p) P —-1<pu<(1—-L/p)~P:

(5.3) (1= L) 4 217 T < 1.

We shall also choose € small enough so that we obtain values of kg and 5. Without loss of generality,
we may assume i < (1 — L/p)™P and for the time being we keep u fixed (8 < u < (1 — L/p)7P)
and we write hy, instead of hg ().

As we remarked in Section [3] the sequence hy,, hiy+1, ... is increasing, possibly until breakdown.
We shall now first consider those integers k > ko for which hy, < (1 — L/p)/®=1). For those k, it

follows from (B3], (LH) and (6] that

A R,  p—1L 1 A2
N A _ 1 —1
s — e = 1 (p_ P o he+ (1) ) +O(53E)
A _ 2 1 _ A
(5.4) < S (B =B/ k) (1/p)e = (1= Lfpp 7D 4 Gy ),
1 Ay,

for some constant C3 > 0, where

D (p—2)/(p—1)
B=1 (1 - L/p> .
We have by Lemma 5.1} 0 < (1 — L/p)Y/®=Y — h;, < ¢, and therefore we can replace (5.4) by the

linear recurrence relation

(5.5)  hpg1—hi < Ak (eB ((1 — L/p)/ =1 hk) + (1/N)”%1 —(1—=1L/pP/ 1) 4 03&).
Apy1 Ay,

We now let ¢, = €B and put
1
(5.6) €1 <(1 - L/p)l/(p—l) _ hk) + (/)T — (1 — L/p)p/(p—l) — 1,

so that it follows from (B.5]) that

61)\k ) 61C3)\i
ApApr
We may assume our € is so chosen so that 0 < € < 1/(2p) and that 0 < ¢; < 1/3 and note that we

have L < 1 by (L3) so that when p > 2, we have (1 — L/p)/®=1 > ¢ so that by Lemma 5.1 that
hi, > 0. Now it follows from 1 —ex > (1 — 2)%,0 < x < 1 that

€1C3A7 1 ﬂ)el(Ak-l—l)—el B 6103)\%‘
ApApir Ak Ak ApAgt1
It follows from (7)) that the sequence {A/A;}72, is increasing and we deduce that

2
Ako Ak+1 —e 61C3)\k

tho (2) -
tgtr1 > kO()\k?O) ( " Arhps

Note that hg, is bounded below by Lemma[5.J] and it follows from (5] and (.6]) that we may take
7n large enough so that we have

te+1 > Uk <1 —
" A

thp1 > te(Ag) (Agg1) ™ —

oy (Bt

Ao Ak

for some positive constant ez. As ti, > 0, the above implies ¢;, > 0 for all k£ under consideration. We
want the above to hold for all k under consideration, i.e. for all k for which hy < (1 — L/p)"/®=1),

(5.7) st > b
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This is certainly satisfied if ¢, > (1/ u)ﬁ T —(1—L/pyr/=1) and (50) guarantees that this is true
as long as the right-hand side expression of (&.7)) is > (1/ ,u)P T — (1— L/p)P/®=1. Therefore

Ay, Ap _
. > 0 €2
(5 8) tk tko( )\ko ) ()\k—l
for all k > kg satisfying
Ak Akg €1/€2 1/52 I p/(p—1) —1/e
(5.9) < <Ak0> (/w7 = (1= Lypyp/o=0)

As hy < (1 — L/p)"/P=1) | we are sure that no breakdown occurs in this range by (&1)) and (5.3).
Now we return to the discussion on (5.2). When 0 < h < (1 — L/p)"/®=1) we note that it is
easy to see that there exists a constant ¢; = B/(p — 1) > 0 such that for 0 < z < (1 — L/p)"/®=1),

@ _p-L Vo1 _ ) /(p-1)
_ > _ p—1) _ _(1— p/(p
ez a0 L) 2) (1 L/,
Note also that 0 < (1//1)?11 — (1= L/p)?/®=1) < 1,and that
h? —L
P h (1)

2

> (1/p)m1 — (1 — L/pyP/@- 1)+cl((1—L/p)1/p D _ h>

p—
¢
> (W = = ) e (- L)V < )

> (/7 = = L0+ ym (- 1) 0 - )

where the last inequality above follows from u? + c1v? = u? + (,/c1v)? > (u+ /c1v)?/2 for u,v > 0.
Apply this with h = hj, and note that \/c; > €B since 0 < € < 1/(2p), so that it follows from (5.6])

and (0.8) that
1/(p-1) /(p-1) Akover o Ak e
Var (L= Lfp) 07 < by ) (1) — (1= LD > by > (P07 (),
Ao " Ak—1
This implies that the left-hand side of (5.2]) is at least
o Ao o Ai
2 " Ak Ak—1

This holds for k& when (5.9]) is satisfied. It follows from (L4 that Ag/Ax_1 is bounded above for
any k > 2. Let co denote such an upper bound and we conclude that the left-hand side of (5.2)) is
at least

—2¢€9

tzo Ako 2€1 Ak —2e2 Ak —2¢9
202 (—)‘ko ()\_k) = 3(>\_k) .
Other k’s do not cause much trouble. First, for the values 1 < k < kg, we have
p—L\/@=-1) 1N /p— L\1/(-1)
< L _ ko (£ 7
T () < P (1) <( p ) 2Ak0< p )

by Lemma [5.1] and the fact that hj increases as k increases. It follows that

cl)\io (p;L) 2/(p—1)

h _p—L - Vo g )
_p_lhk—i-(l/lu)p1>cl((1—L/p) —hk) w5

Ay

2€9
Ak )

7 = (G
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Now, for the remaining case ky < k < N, (which is empty if 4 = (1 — L/p)~P) such that

Ay Ao/ 1/ 1 o\ /e
> (Zro 2 =T (1 — p/(p—1)
S (B (-1 i)
we note that as the sequence {A;}72, is non-decreasing and the sequence {Ay /A }72 is increasing
by (L), if the above inequality holds for some &’ then it holds for all £ > £’ and in this case we
use that

ST o (/) > (1) = (= LY

for all h to see that the left-hand side of (5.2]) is at least
A Nert, A A
<ﬂ> ﬂ(_]f)—%Q — 05(_k)—262_

Ao/ €5 Ak Ak
In all three cases the constants are independent of y and k, so on letting ¢ = min(cs, ¢4, c5) and
& = 2e9 completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.3. There exist numbers 3, (1 — L/p)™ —1 < 8 < (1 — L/p)~P such that for all u
satisfying 8 < p < (1 — L/p)~P there exists an index N < N,, with hy > Cy with Cy defined as in
Section [3.

Proof. We apply Lemma [B.1] with n large enough and some 0 < e < 1, so that the following
estimation holds for any integer k > n and p > (1 — L/p)™? — 1:

(5.10) (2) -2 >

Moreover, we can also take 1 large enough so that for any integer k > n and p > (1 — L/p)™P — 1,
if hi(1/p) < Cp+ 1, then

)\k < hi _ p— L )\%

Appr\p—1 p-1 ApAjp1
Note that it follows from B3.3]), (LE) and (L6) and our assumption on hy that the above requirement
can be satisfied. Lemma [5.1l now provides us with kg > 7 and § such that (5.I) holds. We now

consider the numbers hy,, hyo41,. .. as far as they are < Co + 1. If k > ko, by, < Cp + 1, we have
k < N, by (510) and by our definition of the breakdown index (see ([B.1)). It also follows from

B3), (L3) and (I6]) that

(5.11) hepr — i = b+ (1/) 71 ) + O )< 1.

Mk p-L .. Ak

Mo —he = (52— o=t (1/m)7) +0( )
)\k _1 _ )\2

> 1/0)p—1 — (1 — L/p)?®D) L0 kY

> 15 (/w7 = (= L/ 4 O A

The lower bound above shows that not for all k¥ > kg we have hy < Cj, since Z—]:Ooo(hk_i_l — hg)
would diverge in view of (L.6]).

It follows from (5.I1) that if we let hy, be the last one below Cp, then hy, 41 is still below Cp+ 1
so that we can take N = k; + 1 here and this completes the proof. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

As suggested by the discussion in Section [l we shall study 6(hy), where 6 is defined by

o) = [ d“

.
0 2 - ke k(T
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We first simplify the recurrence formula ([B.3]). Assuming

where Cj is defined as in Section Bl We may also assume k is large enough so that (B]) is not
satisfied. We have, by (8.3) and Taylor expansions,
Ak

hi p—L 1
hk+1_hk—Ak+1< 1—p_1hk+(1/ﬂ)” 1+7k),

where
Ak
|/7k| < 02A 5
for some constant Cy > 0. It follows from this that there exists a constant C'3 > 0 such that

A
‘hk—l—l _hk‘ SC?,A k.
k1

We then deduce easily from above that for hy <z < hgq,

e  p—1L Y p—L
_ h (< <
=1 p—1"" (p— 1 p_1 ’“) C4Ak+1 CA‘Ak

where Cy > 0 is a constant not dependlng on p or k (still assuming (6.1])).
We now apply the mean value theorem to get:

O(hiy1) — 0(hy) = (P — )0’ (2)

with some z in between hy and hy41. Hence it follows from our discussion above that

)\k H—I—’yk
0(h —0(h
(hgy1) — O(hy) = Mo H4 L
where
hi p—L _1_ )\ )\k
= — - < <

We now apply Lemma to conclude that there exists a 51 with (1 —=L/p)™? —-1< 5 <
(1—-L/p)Pand ac>0,0 << 1such that for all u satisfying 8 < u < (1 — L/p)~P, and for all
k satisfying 1 < k < N, we have

A
H > c( k)

Ak
This implies that
Ca ( A\ 19 p_ Caf Ap\179
< 2 (ZE .
<2 (T0) H bl (E) H
Note it follows from (L.6]) that
Ab M Ak _0 i)
Api1 Ag ApAgiq k2
It follows from this and (L6 that we can find an integer m, independent of p such that for
k > m, hy < Cpy, we have

O(hgt1) — 0(hy) =

A H +

1 1 1 1
P +0G5) = 75 + 0+ )

We recast the above as

B(hysr) — O(hy) — log(1 + 1//<;)/L‘ - 0(% + %)
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Now assuming p < (1—L/p)~P, we take the sum over the values m < k < Ny, where Ny is the first
index with Ay, > Cp (see Lemma [5.3)). This gives us

‘H(hNO) ~log NO/L‘ = O(1) +logm/L + O(hy).
By Lemma 5.1 for any n > M, there exists 82,51 < B2 < (1 — L/p)~P and ko > n so that

p—IN\NV®-1) 1\, /p— L\1/(-1)
h =2) G .
We now further take the integer m to be equal to this ky. Thus, the maximum of the integrand in
0(hy,) is attained at x = h,, and that by Taylor expansion again,

Wn p—1L 1
_—hm 1 —1
o + (1/p)7

ety
()T s () ) ra -t

It follows that

We deduce from this that
(6.2) 6(hny) — log No/L| = O(1).
It is not difficult to find the asymptotic behavior of #(c0). If p < (1—L/p)™P, p — (1—L/p)7?,
then routine methods (cf. Sec. M) lead to
o dz p—2 1 p \\~1/2
N A — =r(Sa—Lmri(@/mr - -1 T +oq).
o ke (1)

It is also easy to see that 8(oc0) — 0(Cpy) = O(1). As hn, > Cp, we have 0(Cp) < 0(hy,) < 0(c0). It
follows from (G.2]) that

p=2 1 2 _\\~1/2
log No = L (51 = L/p)7 (/w77 = (1= L/p)7 7)) +0(1).
According to ([B7) and our discussion in Section @] this completes the proof of ([£2) and it was
already shown there that (£2]) leads to our assertion for Theorem [[T1

7. AN APPLICATION OF THEOREM [ 1]

As we mentioned as the beginning of the paper that the main cases we are interested in are the
cases A\ = k“ and here we may assume a > 1. Of all the conditions in the statement of Theorem
1] it is easy to check (L3)-(L7) are satisfied with L = 1/(a + 1) for our cases here (for example,
see [8, Section 7]). It is easy to see that (L8] follows from gi(1/p) > 0 where (with Ao = 0)

Ay <Ak+1/)\k+1)x Ak Ap_1

_ LY -
Appr Vo Ap/ Ay Ay

9k ()
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It follows from (7)) and (3] that for 0 < z <1,

Ay Ap1 /M1 (D1 /M1 \% Ak
() = ] _ kg
9k (@) Aert °g< A/ )( Ao/ ) Ay
Ak Apg1 /N1 — M/ Ak Ak
< lo +1)——L
Akt1 g( Ag/ ) Ay
Ak L Ak
< M _ k<,
- Ak+1<Ak/Ak) Ay~

where the last inequality above follows as {\;}72, is a non-decreasing positive sequence.
We then deduce that for 0 < z <1,

A A Aj—
k kp_ De1

> gi(1) = _Zk
9(z) 2 9:(1) Aot Ag Ay
Note that gx(1) = 0 when A\, = k, so that (L.8)) is satisfied and we deduce the following

Corollary 7.1. Let A\, = k for k > 1. Then for p > 2, inequality (L2 holds with the best constant
satisfying:

S el VA 7)) 0( 1 >
2q(log N)? (log N)3
Things are more complicated for other a’s in general. For example, one can see that g(1) < 0
when a = 3 but gx(1/2) > 0 for £ > 2 and as we have assumed p > 2, this implies Theorem [I.T] for
Ax = k3. In fact, a close look at the proof of Theorem [[I] shows that one only needs (L8] to hold
asymptotically, namely, for all large k’s. We shall leave the more general discussions to the reader.

pn = (1—-1/(2p))
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