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BOUNDEDNESS OF HARDY-TYPE OPERATORS WITH A KERNEL:
INTEGRAL WEIGHTED CONDITIONS FOR THE CASE 0<¢<1<p<oo

MARTIN KREPELA

ABSTRACT. Let U : [0,00)2 — [0,00) be a measurable kernel satisfying:
(i) U(zx,y) is nonincreasing in « and nondecreasing in y;
(ii) there exists a constant ¥ > 0 such that

U(z,z) <9 U(z,y) +U(y, 2))

forall0 <z <y < z < oo;
(iii) U(0,y) > 0 for all y > 0.
Let 0 < ¢ <1 < p < oo. We prove that the weighted inequality

(/O"" (/ot f@)U (1) dw)q w(t) dt) é <c (/Ooo FP(yu(t) dt) Z

holds for all nonnegative measurable functions f on (0, co) if and only if

</Ooo (/too v dm) % w(®) (/Ot U’ (z,t)ylfp’ (2) dZ) v dt> % < oo

T T

</Ooo (/too v dx) ' v -e(0.0 Utz 1) (/Oz v (s) dS) & dt> % < oo,

where p’ := 1% and r := ﬁ. Analogous conditions for the case p = 1 and for the dual version

and

of the inequality are also presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

/f Ul(z,y)dy,

where U is a kernel, play an indispensable role in various areas of analysis. The means of their
investigation, naturally, greatly depend on additional properties of the kernel U.
In the present article, we study the so-called Hardy-type operators

(1) / fly z)dy,  and / fWU(z,y)dy,

where the kernel U : [0, 00)? — [0, 00) is a measurable function which has the following properties:

Operators of the general form

(i) U(xz,y) is nonincreasing in = and nondecreasing in y;
(ii) there exists a constant ¥ > 0 such that for all 0 < z < y < z < oo it holds

Uz, 2) <9 (U(z,y) + Uy, 2));
(iii) U(0,y) > 0 for all y > 0.
If 9 > 0 and U is a function satisfying the conditions above with the given parameter ¥ in point
(ii), then we, for the sake of simplicity, call U a ¥-regular kernel.
The simplest case of a ¥-regular kernel U is the constant U = 1, with which H and H* become

the ordinary Hardy and Copson (“dual Hardy”) operators, respectively. Other examples of -
regular kernels include the Riemann-Liouville kernel

Ur,y) = (y—2)% a>0,
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the logarithmic kernel

U(z,y) = log® (%) , a>0,

and the kernels ’
U(z,y) = / u(t)dt and U(z,y) = esssup u(t),
T te(z,y)
where u is a given nonnegative measurable function. These operators find applications, for in-
stance, in the theory of differentiability of functions, interpolation theory and more topics involving
function spaces. The two last-named examples of 9- regular kernels prove to be particularly useful
in a study of the so-called iterated Hardy operators [2,[3], for example.

The particular aspect we investigate in this paper is boundedness of the operators H and H*
with a ¥-regular kernel U between weighted Lebesgue spaces. In order to define these spaces, we
need to introduce several auxiliary terms first.

Throughout the text, by a measurable function we always mean a Lebesgue measurable function
(on an appropriate subset of R). The symbol .#Z, denotes the cone of all nonnegative measurable
functions on (0,00). A weight is a function w € .#4 on (0,00) such that

t
0</w(s)ds<oo for all ¢ > 0.
0

Finally, if v is a weight and p € (0, 0], then the weighted Lebesgue space LP(v) = LP(v)(0,00) is
defined as the set of all real-valued measurable functions f on (0, 00) such that

o0 v
ey = ([ 1@ 0)ar) <0 itp <o,
0
1l = esssup |F(lo(t) < o0 if p = o,
t€(0,00)
Note that if p € (0,1), then (LP(v),|| - ||Lr(v)) is in general not a normed linear space because

of the absence of the Minkowski inequality in this case. However, as we deal only with the case
1 < p < oo anyway, this detail is not of our concern here.

Throughout the text, if p € (0,1) U (1, 00), then p’ is defined by p’ = ﬁ. Analogous notation
is used for ¢’.

In the following, assume that ¥ € (0,00), U is a d-regular kernel, H is the corresponding
operator from () and v, w are weights. Boundedness of the operator H between LP(v) and L?(w)
was completely characterized for p,q € [1,00]. The authors credited for this work are Bloom and
Kerman [I], Oinarov [12] and Stepanov [17]. The results of [12], for instance, have the following
form.

Theorem ([I2, Theorem 1.1]). Let 1 < p < q < co. Then H : LP(v) — L(w) is bounded if and

only if )
00 7 t ra
Ei:= sup (/ Ul(t, z)w(z) dx) ’ (/ ’Ul_p/(.’ﬂ) dx) < 00
t€(0,00) t 0

1
o) 7 t , ,
E5 := sup </ w(x) dx> (/ UP (x,t)’ul_p (x) dx) < 0.
t€(0,00) t 0

Moreover, the least constant C' such that the inequality

(2) 1 H fllaqw) < Clfllew)
holds for all f € M5 satisfies C ~ Fy + Es.

Theorem ([12, Theorem 1.2]). Let 1 < ¢ <p < oo and r := -FL. Then H : LP(v) — L%(w) 1s
bounded if and only if

Ej = (/OOO (/too U, z)w(z) dx)g (/Otvl—ﬂ (z) d:v) v 0P (1) dt)é < o0

N e

and

%
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Ey:= (/Ooo </t°° w(z) da:> ’ w(t) </Ot UY (2, )07 (2) dx) 7 dt>% < oo0.

Moreover, the least constant C such that @) holds for all f € LP(v) satisfies C = E3 + Ej.

and

]

The conditions obtained in [IL[I7] have a slightly different form, a more detailed comparison
between them is found in [17].

As for the “limit cases”, conditions for the case p = oo and ¢ € (0, 0c] are obtained very easily,
the same applies to the case ¢ = 1 and p € [1,00) in which one simply uses the Fubini theorem.
Yet another possible choice of parameters is p = 1 and ¢ € (1,00]. It was (at least for ¢ < 00)
included in [I2] Theorem 1.2] and the conditions may be recovered from that article by correctly
interpreting the expressions involving the symbol p’ in there. Another option is to follow the more
general theorem [6] Chapter XI, Theorem 4].

If 0 < p < 1, then the operator H can never be bounded (provided that U, v, w are nontrivial,
which is always assumed here). The problem in here lies in the fact that for each ¢ > 0 there exists
ft € LP(v) which is not locally integrable at the point ¢. For more details, see e.g. [10].

No such difficulty arises if 0 < ¢ < 1 < p < co. In this case, H may indeed be bounded between
LP(v) and L9(w) and it is perfectly justified to ask for the conditions under which this occurs.
As for the known answers to this question, the situation is however much worse than in the other
cases.

When assumed U = 1, i.e. for the ordinary Hardy operator, the boundedness characterization
was found by Sinnamon [I4] and it corresponds to the condition E3 < oo (with U = 1, of course).
In the general case, in [I7] it was shown that the condition E5 < oo is sufficient but not necessary
for H : LP(v) — L9(w) to be bounded, while the condition

P p’

By i— /OOO (/too Ut 2)w(z) d:v) "o dt| <o

is necessary but not sufficient. For related counterexamples, see [I6]. The fact that the two
conditions do not meet is a significant drawback. An equivalent description of the optimal constant
C in (2) is usually substantial for the result to be applicable in any way.

Lai [9] found equivalent conditions by proving that, with 0 < ¢ < 1 < p < oo, the operator H
is bounded from LP(v) to L(w) if and only if

r

_ t 0ot a tk , , v’
D; = supz (/ w(t) dt) / UP (x,tk)vlfp ({E) dz < 0
{te} 7% 12 Loy

r
7

tr , P
/ P (x) dz < 0.
Loy

The suprema in here are taken over all covering sequences, i.e. partitions of (0, 00) (see [9] or Section
2 for the definitions), and r := %, as usual. Moreover, these conditions satisfy Di+ Dy~ C"
with the least C' such that (2 holds for all f € .#,. Corresponding variants for p = 1 are also
provided in [9]. The earlier use of similar partitioning techniques in the paper [I1] of Martin-Reyes
and Sawyer should be also credited.

Unfortunately, even though the D-conditions are both sufficient and necessary, they are only
hardly verifiable due to their discrete form involving all possible covering sequences. This fact has
hindered their use in various applications (see e.g. [2]). In contrast, in the case 1 < ¢ < p < o it
is known (see [9[16]) that Dy + Doy~ A% + A). This does not apply when 0 < ¢ <1 <p < o0, as
shown by the results of [17] mentioned earlier.

as well as

3

Dy:=supy </t(k+1) w(t) U (ty, t) dt)

{te} 7% ty
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Rather recently, Prokhorov [13] found conditions for 0 < ¢ < 1 < p < oo which have an integral
form but involve a function ¢ defined by

¢(z) = sup {y & (0, 00); / T wydt > @1+ 1) /

The conditions presented in [I3] even involve this function iterated three times. The presence of
such an implicit expression involving the weight w virtually prevents any use of these conditions in
applications which require further manipulation w (see Section 4 for an example). Finding explicit
integral conditions for the case 0 < ¢ < 1 < p < oo, which would have a form comparable e.g. to
FE5 and E4, hence remained an open problem.

oo

w(t) dt} , x>0

In this paper, we solve this problem and provide the missing integral conditions. No additional
assumptions on the weights v, w and the ¥-regular kernel U are required here, neither are any
implicit expressions. The results are presented in Theorems[7, Bl and Corollaries[@, [0l The proofs
are based on the well-known method of dyadic discretization (or blocking technique, see [5] for
a basic introduction into this method). The particular variant of the technique employed here is
essentially the same as the one used in [§].

Concerning the structure of this paper, this introduction is followed by Section 2 where ad-
ditional definitions and various auxiliary results are presented. Section 3 consists of the main
results, their proofs and some related remarks. In the final Section 4 we present certain examples
of applications of the results.

2. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Let us first introduce the remaining notation and terminology used in the paper. We say that
I C Zis an index set if there exist kmin, kmax € Z such that knin < kmax and

I={k € Z, kmin <k < kmax}-
Moreover, we denote
HO = H\ {kmina kmax}-
Let I be an index set containing at least three indices. Then a sequence of points {tj }rer is called
a covering sequence if ty . =0, ty, = 00 and tg <ty whenever k € I\ {kmax}-
Next, let z € N U {0} and n,k € N are such that 0 < k < n. We write 2 modn = k if there

exists j € N U {0} such that z = jn + k. In other words, k is the remainder after division of the
number z by the number n.

In the next part, we present various auxiliary results which will be needed later. The first two
propositions are simple consequences of the Holder inequality (for functions and sequences) and
of the characterizations of the dual spaces to the spaces LP and [P. For more details see e.g. [8].

Proposition 1. Let v be a weight, p € (1,00) and 0 < x < y < co. Let [ and ¢ be nonnegative
measurable functions on (x,y). Then the Holder inequality gives

“poewas< ([ e as) ([ e was)
/ (f ) (/ )

Moreover, if fj cpp,(s)vl’p/ (s)ds < oo, then there exists a nonnegative measurable function g
supported in [z, y] and such that [’ gP(s)v(s)ds =1 and

</my wp/(S)vlip,(S) d8> ﬁ S 2 /myg(s)@(s) ds < o0.

If fwy P (s)0P (s) ds = 0o, then for every M € N there exists a nonnegative measurable function
h supported in [x,y] and such that [ h?(s)v(s)ds =1 and

/y h(s)p(s)ds > M.
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Proposition 2. Let I be an index set. Let {ax}rer and {bi}rer be two nonnegative sequences.
Assume that 0 < ¢ < p < 0o. Then the Hélder inequality gives

1 1 p—gq
(Zom) =(z4) (57)
kel kel kel
p

Moreover, if 3, bF < 00, then there exists a nonnegative sequence {ck}rer such that

DkerCh =1 and

3=

P—4q

(Zbﬁ) " <2 <Zcibk> q < 00.

kel kel
Proposition [0l has also a variant for p = 1, giving

/y f(s)p(s)ds < /y f(s)v(s)ds esssup o(s)v ' (s)ds.

s€(z,y)

The remaining part of Proposition[lis then also true, provided that the expressions are modified
accordingly.

The next proposition was proved in [4, Proposition 2.1], more comments may be found e.g.
in [§]. It is a fundamental part of the discretization method.

Proposition 3. Let 0 < a < o0 and 1 < D < co. Then there exists a constant Cy p € (0,00)
such that for any index set 1 and any two nonnegative sequences {by}rer and {ci trer, satisfying

b(k-l—l) > Dby fO’I’ all k € ]I\ {kmax}v

it holds
knlax kmax @ knlax
E tm | b <Cup g i by
k=Kkmin \m=k k=kKmin
and

Kmax @ kmax
Z ( sup cm) b < Ca.p Z cibg.

<
k=Kkmin ksmShkmax k=kmin

The following result is an analogy to the previous proposition. We present a simple proof,
although the result is also well known.

Proposition 4. Let 0 < a < o0 and 1 < D < co. Then there exists a constant Cy p € (0,00)
such that for any index set 1 and any two nonnegative sequences {by}rer and {citrer, satisfying

b(k-l—l) > Dby fO’f’ all k € ]I\ {kmax}v

it holds

kmin <k<kmax _ kmin <k<kmax
m=k

knlax «
sup <Z cm> b < Cu,p sup cpbg.
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Proof. 1t holds

max @ Emax @
sup <Z cm> = sup (Z Cmbm® bm> b
k

kminSkSkmax nlln<k<kmax

max 1
< sup b sup  ci'b;
Emin <kE<Emax —k k<i§kmax
[0}
, Fomax— b .
< sup b, > E « | by sup b
kmin <k<kmax m=0 k<i<kmax
(e
< E D™ sup by
Emin <i<Emax
D
_ apo
=— sup c;by

(Da - 1)04 kmin <i<kmax
]
Applying Proposition[3] one obtains the next result. It is useful to handle inequalities involving
a ¥-regular kernel.
Proposition 5. Let 0 < a < oo and ¥ € [1,00). Let U be a O-regular kernel. Then there exists

a constant Co 9 € (0,00) such that, for any index set I, any increasing sequence {t}re1 of points
from (0, 00] and any nonnegative sequence {ar}rem (ko) S0tisfying

(3) agery > 29%y for all k € T\ {kmax, Fmax — 1},
it holds
Kmax—1 Kmax—1
> arU (b thyn) < Caw Y arU (ts o)
k=Fkmin k=Fkmin

Proof. Naturally, we may assume that I contains at least three indices. Let k € I\ {kmax}- By
iterating the inequality

(4) Uz, z) <9U(z,y) +9U(z,y) (x<y<z)
from the definition of the ¥-regular kernel, we get

Utrs thmae) < QU (trs L) + U (Egopr)s thman)
S OU (tr, tpryy) + 92U (Eerys tor2)) + 97U (Eer2)s B )

Kmax—1
< 0m_k+lU(tmut(m+1))

?T'

kmax—

=9k Z 19m+1U(tm,t(m+1)).

m=k
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Set by := 9" %aqy, for k € T\ {kmax}. Then, by @), for all & € I\ {kmax, kmax — 1} it holds
bierr) > 2b;. We obtain

Kmax —1 Kmax —1 Kumax —1 ¢
Z akUa(tk,tkmax) < Z ﬁiakak ( Z Q9m+1U(tm,t(m+1)>
k=kmin k=Fkmin m=k

kmax—1 Kmax—1 «
= Z bk < Z ’l9m+1U(tmat(m+l))>

k=Kkmin m=k
Kkmax—1
(5) < Cy Z bkﬁa(HI)Ua(tk,t(kJrl))
k=FEmin
Kmax—1
= Oa’ﬂa Z aka‘(tk,t(k_H).
k=kmin

To get the inequality (B), we used Proposition 3] setting D := 2 and ¢y, := Ul(t,, t(m+1)) for the
relevant indices m. This proves the statement. ([l

Notice that, by the definitions at the beginning of this section, we consider only finite index
sets (and therefore also finite covering sequences later on). However, all the results of this section
hold for infinite sequences as well. This may be easily shown by using a limit argument. We will
nevertheless continue working with finite index sets and covering sequences only. The notion of
supremum is used regularly even where it relates to a finite set and where it therefore could be
replaced by a maximum. For further remarks see the last part of Section 3.

The final basic result concerns ¥-regular kernels and reads as follows.

Proposition 6. Let 0 <a<b<c<oo,0<a<ooandl <9 <oo. Let U be a ¥-regular kernel
and v be a nonincreasing nonnegative function defined on (0,00). Then

sup U%(a,2)¢(z) < (1+9) < sup U%(a, 2)1(z) + sup U“(b,z)w(z)> .

z€la,c) z€la,b] z€[b,c)

If ¢ < oo, the result is unchanged if the intervals [a,c¢) and [b,c) in the suprema are replaced by
[a, ] and [b, c], respectively.

Proof. The result is a consequence to the following simple observation.
sup U%(a,2)9(2) < sup U%(a,2)(2) + sup U%(a, 2)9(z)

z€[a,c) z€|a,b] z€[b,c)

< sup U(a,2)(z) + 90 (a,b) sup (z) +9 sup U° (b, 2)(2)
z€[a,b] z€[b,c) z€[b,c)

= sup U%(a,2)¢(z) + 90U (a,b)¢(b) + 0 sup U(b, 2)¥(z)
z€[a,b] z€[b,c)

IN

(1+9) ( sup U%(a, 2)¥(z) + sup Uo‘(b,z)d)(z)) .

z€|a,b) z€[b,c)

3. MAIN RESULTS

This section contains the main theorems and their proofs. Remarks to the results and proof
techniques can be found at the end of the section.

The notation A < B means that A < CB, where the constant C' may depend only on the
exponents p, ¢ and the parameter ¥. In particular, this C' is always independent on the weights
w, v, on certain indices (such as k, n, j, K, N, J, u,...), on the number of summands involved
in sums etc. We write A =~ B if both A < B and B < A.
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Theorem 7. Let 0 < g<1<p<oo, r:= % and 0 < ¥ < oco. Let v, w be weights. Let U be

a V-reqular kernel. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) There exists a constant C € (0,00) such that the inequality

(6) (/OOO (/too F@U(t ) dx)qw(t) dt)é <c (/OOO FP)o(t) dt) ’

holds for all functions f € A, .
(ii) Both the conditions

t Tt )
D;:= sup Z / w(t)dt (/ UP (ty, )P (2) dx) < 00
{tetrer per, \7te 12

covering
sequence

E\‘ﬁ

and

r T

e q € (ot , P’
Dy := sup Z / w(t)U(t, t) dt </ P (2) dx> < o0
{teIrer g, t go—1) Ly

covering
sequence

are satisfied.
(iii) Both the conditions

A = /OOO (/(th(ac) dx) ‘ w(t) (/too U (t,2)v" P (2) dz) dt < oo

s

and

s

Ay = /OOO (/Otw(:v)Uq(x,t) dx>;w(t)z$go) Uit 2) (/OO o7 (s) ds) dt < 0o

are satisfied.

Moreover, if C is the least constant such that [@) holds for all functions f € M, then

CTAN.«Dl—FDQ%Al—FAQ.



HARDY-TYPE OPERATORS WITH A KERNEL 9

The variant of the previous theorem for p = 1 reads as follows.

Theorem 8. Let0 < g<1=pand0 <Y < oco. Let v, w be weights. Let U be a 9-regular kernel.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(i) There exists a constant C € (0,00) such that the inequality (6 holds for all functions
fet.
(ii) Both the conditions

’

1—q
tk ’ /
Ds:= sup E / w(t) dt esssup U9 (tg,x)v?(z)dr < oo

{tetrer per, \7te TE (ke stern))

covering

sequence

and

1-q
tr ,
Dy:= sup E / w(t)U(t, 1) dt esssup v?(z)dz < oo

{tr}rer kel 1) TE(tr,tgety))

covering

sequence

are satisfied.
(iii) Both the conditions

’

As = /O h < /O tw(:z:) dx) ' w(t) esssup U9 (¢, 2)v%(z) dt < oo

z€(t,00)

and

Ay m /O h < /O (@)U 2. ) dx> N w(t) esssup UI(t, =) v7(2) dt < oo

z€E(t,00)
are satisfied.
Moreover, if C is the least constant such that [6) holds for all functions f € M, then
C_q/ ~ D3+ Dy~ Az + Ay.

By performing a simple change of variables ¢ — %, one gets the two corollaries below. They

are formulated without the discrete conditions, those corresponding to Corollary @ were presented
in Section 1. An interested reader may also derive all the discrete conditions easily from their
respective counterparts in Theorems [7] and B

Corollary 9. Let0 < ¢g<1l<p< oo, r:= ﬁ and 0 < ¥ < 0o. Let v, w be weights. Let U be
a ¥-reqular kernel. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) There exists a constant C' € (0,00) such that the inequality

. ( [ ([ o) w ) co([" romnar)’

holds for all functions f € A .
(ii) Both the conditions

At = /OOO (/too w(z) d:c) " w(t) (/Ot v (z,t)vl_p/(z)dz> ¥ <00
and

Al ::/ (/ w(z)U(t, x) d:zc) ’ w(t) sup Ud(z,t) (/ o (s) ds) Tt < 0o
0 t 2€(0,t] 0

are satisfied.
Moreover, if C is the least constant such that () holds for all functions f € M, then

Cr ~ A%+ Al
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Corollary 10. Let 0 < g <1 =p and 0 < ¥ < co. Let v, w be weights. Let U be a J-reqular
kernel. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) There exists a constant C € (0,00) such that the inequality ([0) holds for all functions
fet.
(ii) Both the conditions

Af = /Ooo </t°° w(z) da:> ' w(t) esssup U9 (z,t)v9(2) dt < oo

z€(0,t)

and

Al = /OOO </t°o w(z)UI(t, x) dx) ' w(t) esssup Ud(z,t)v9(z) dt < oo

z€(0,t)
are satisfied.
Moreover, if C is the least constant such that () holds for all functions f € M, then

C~7 ~ A} + AL

The next part contains the proofs. The core components of the discretization method used in
this article are summarized in Theorem [IT] below. It is presented separately for the purpose of
possible future reference since this particular variant of discretization may be used even in other
problems (cf. [8]).

Throughout the text, parentheses are used in expressions that involve indices, producing sym-
bols such as tgy1), k. etc. The parentheses do not have a special meaning, i.e. {¢) simply
means t with the index £ + 1. They are used to make it easier to distinguish between objects
as g, and t(, 41), which, in general, are different and both of them appear frequently in the
formulas.

Theorem 11. Let 0 < ¢ < oo and 1 <9 < oo. Define

O =299,
Let U be a U-reqular kernel. Let K € Z and p € Z be such that p < K — 2. Define the index set
(8) 2y, :={keZ; p<k<K-1}

Let w be a weight such that fooo w=0K. Let {t,}.__ C (0,00] be a sequence of points such that

tr
(9) / w(z)dr = 6F
0
for allk € Z such that k < K and tg = co. For all k € Z such that k < K — 1, denote

Ap = [tes L)
and
U(Ak) == U (tr tg) -
Then there exist a number N € N and an index set {k,})_, C Z,, with the following properties.

(i) It holds ko = p and kg = K. Whenever n € {0,...,N}, then k, +1 < kgpqy and
therefore also

(10) t(kn+1) < tk(n+1)'
If we define
(11) A={neN;, n<N, ky +1<kppt
then
(12) Z,u:{k(n-i-l)_l; HGNU{O}, nSN}U{k, keZ, neA, kngkgk(n+1)—2}
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(i1) For every n € N such that n < N — 1 it holds

k=1 kn—1
(13) Y eturAy) =6 ) erfUYA)
k=kn k=k¢ 1)
and
kn—1 kp—1
k k
(14) > eFUlAy) < 51 > efui(Ay).
k=p k:k(nfl)
(iii) For every n € A it holds
kgn—2 kn—1
(15) > eturay) <o > e UlAy).
k=kn k=k 1)

(iv) For everyn € N, k € Z,, and t € (0,00] such that n < N, k < kg — 1 and t € (tg, t g

it holds
+ kn—1 ‘
(16) /w(x)m(x,t)dxg > OIUYUA ) + O Uty ).
tu J=k@—1

If the same conditions hold and it is even satisfied that k < kg — 2, then

t kn—1
(17) /w(m)Uq(x,t)d:vS > eui(a)).
tu J=km-1)

(v) Define k(_qy := p—1. Then for every n € N such that n < N it holds

kn_l . tkn
(18) PRCUEIONIBS / w(t)U4(t, by, ) dt.
J=kn-1 kg

Proof. At first, observe that it is indeed possible to choose the sequence {tx} with the required
properties because the weight w is locally integrable. Since w may take zero values, the sequence
{tx} need not be unique. In that case, we choose one fixed {t;} satisfying the requirements. From
@) we deduce that
L K 1 S
(19) oF = / w(s)ds = —— w(s)ds = —— w(s)ds
0 ©—1Ja, 0-1 Aoy

for all £ € Z such that k < K — 1.

We proceed with the construction of the index subset {k,}. Define kg := p and k1 := p+ 1
and continue inductively as follows.
() Let ko, ..., k, be already defined. Then

(a) If k, = K, define N :=n — 1 and stop the procedure.
(b) If k,, < K and there exists an index j such that k, < j < K and

j—1 kn—1
(20) PRCAAIVNS =X C I N Cl /LI VNS )
k=k, k=kg1

then define K¢,y as the smallest index j for which (20) holds. Then proceed again with
step () with n + 1 in place of n.

(¢) If k, < K and and (20) holds for no index j such that k,, < j < K, then define N := n,
k@) := K and stop the procedure.

In this manner, one obtains a finite sequence of indices {ko,...,kn} C Z, and the final index
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We will call each interval Ay the k-th segment, and each interval [ty ,t(x,+1)) the n-th block.
If n € N is such that n < N, then the n-th block either consists of the single k,-th segment, in
which case it holds

kg = kn + 1,
or the n-th segment contains more than one segment and then
k(n+1) > ky+ 1,

If the n-th block is of the second type, then n € A, according to the definition (II]). Hence, ([I2])
is satisfied, even though the set A may be empty. The relation ([I2)) in plain words says that each
segment is either the last one (i.e., with the highest index k) in a block, or it belongs to a block
consisting of more than one segment and the investigated segment is not the last one of those. We
have now proved (i).

The property ([[3)) follows directly from the construction. If n € N is such that n < N, then by
iterating (I3]) one gets

kn—1 n—1kay—1 n—1 kn—1 kn—1
(C]
k _ k i—n—+1 k
E (S Uq(Ak) = E E © Uq(Ak) < E (S E orU4 Ak S @— E eFyu Ak
k=p =0 keks =0 k=kgr1) Koy

Hence, (I)) holds and (ii) is then proved.

Property (iii) is again a direct consequence of the way the blocks were constructed. We proceed
with proving (iv). Let n € N, k € Z, and t € (0,00] be such that n < N, k < kgyq— 1 and
t € (tr, L@y Then the following sequence of inequalities is valid:

/ttw(x)Uq(x’t)dxz/ttk w<w>U"<fv=t)dw+/tw(x)Uq(:c,t)dx

I3 I3 ty

S/tk w(z)U9(x, tk)da:—l—/tkw(:z:)dx Uq(tk,t)+/tw(3:)Uq(3:,t)d3:

© ty
[N
<Z/ x)da UY( tJ,tk)—l—/ w(z)dx U(t,t)
tu
k—1 ‘
(21) SOt ) + OFU(t, 1)
j—u
(22) < Z QIUI(A;) + OFU (1, t).

In here, step (2I)) follows by ([I9), and step ([22) by Proposition Bl If k& < k,,, then

k—1 kn—1 kn—1
D_OUA) < Y OUA) S D U4y,
J=p J=np J=kauy

The second inequality here follows by ([[). If k > k,,, then n € A, k, +1 < k < Ky — 1 and it
holds

k=1 E =2 kpn—1 k=2 ‘ kn—1 ‘
SN < DD OIUNA) =Y OUNA)+ Y, OUNA) S D U4
j=n j=n j=n j=kn =k

The last inequality is granted by ([[4) and (IE). We have proved that

kn—1
Zeam < 3 ewa

J=km-1
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Applying this in the inequality obtained at ([22]), we get the estimate (I6l). If we now add the
assumption k < kg,q)— 2, then ([I6) still holds and, in addition to that, we get

kgn—2 kn—1
OF U (ty, 1) < OFUI(AR) < Z OUNA) S D UA

Jj=k (n—1)

In here, the last inequality follows from (I4)) and (IH). Applying this result to (I6), we obtain (I7)
and (iv) is thus proved.
To prove (v), let n € N be such that n < N and observe the following:

kn—1 kn—1 kn—1

PRCAUMEND Y w(t)dt UY(A) < > / wt)U4(t, by, ) dt
=k =k 7B =k I
tkn —1) 229
- / WUt b, ) dE < / W)Ut b, ) L.
t(k(nfl)*l) tk(n72)
In the first step, ([[9) was used. In the last one, we used the inequality bk sy < tlopy—1) which
follows from (I0I). O

of Theorem[7. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢ € [1,00). Indeed, if the kernel U
is ¥-regular with ¢ € (0, 1), then U is obviously also 1-regular.

“(ii)=-(i)”. Assume that D; < oo and Dy < oo. Let us prove that (6) holds for all f € .Z,
with the least constant C' satisfying C" < Dy + Da.

At first, let us assume that there exists K € Z such that fooo w = 2K, Let u € Z be such that
p < K —2 and define Z,, by ®). Let {tx}5___ C (0,0] be a sequence of points such that ¢ = oo
and (I9) holds for all k € Z such that k < K. Let {k,})_, C Z, be the subsequence of indices
granted by Theorem [T1l Related notation from Theorem [IT] will be used in what follows as well.
Suppose that f € .#; N LP(v). Then

/(/f t;”dx) df—Z/ (/ fla twdx)qw(t)dt

kEZ,
q
(23) <S> @k< (2)U (tr, )d:z:>
kEZ,
N Fpm—1 q
<Xy o ([ vt
n=0 k=ky,
N—1FE@y—1 I q
+Y Y eF (/ f(x)U(tk,x)dx>
n=0 k=ky bk o)
N kpp—1 q
<Xy o ([ vt
n=0 k=k,
N—1Fk@—1
+Z Z ety (ts thgupny) (/ fla )
n=0 k=k, k(n+l)
N-1k@—1 q
+ Z > ek </ f(x tk(nﬂ),x)dx)
=0 k=k, k(n+1)

~ fy+ oy g
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Inequality ([23) follows from (I9]). Furthermore, we have

N kein—1 o q
a-Y Y o ([ s i)
n=0 k=k,
Fean 2 ) 1
5 Z@k(wrl)fl (/ f( )U(t(k(wrl) 1 CE> + Z Z ('-')k (/ f(,’E)U(tk,JI) dx)
n=0 A(k(n«H) D neA k=k,
N k=2 q
<Y bt ( | f@Uk00) ) X e ( L >U<tk,x>dx>
n=0 A(k(n«H) 1 neA k=k, A(k )~
k=2 - q
+> > ek (/ f(;v)U(tk,:v)dx)
ned k=k, tk
N kin—2 q
< Z@k(nﬂ)—l (/ F@U (-1 ) x) + Z Z ok (/ F@)U (-1 ) d:c)
n=0 A= neA k=kn A=
k=2 E =2 =D q
+Y D O Ut tg) (/ () x) +y, > e (/ fx )U(tk,:c)dw)
neA k=k, (k( )~ D neA k=k,

Emn—2 X q
)
§Z@k(n+1) ( / F@)U (- 33) +3° > O U (th, by y-1) ( / f(2) dx>
n=0 A= neA k=k,
~: By+ g

For the role of the symbol A, see ([I). In the next step, for formal reasons define Ekgyiay—1) 1= OO
Then we get

N q
By = Z ke (/ f(x)U(t(k(nﬂ)_l), x) dx)
n=0

At~
N i +
(24) < Z OFety </ ur (t(k(nﬁ)_l)’x)v ) (/ Yo(z) d:c)
n=0 A(k(nﬂrl) A(k(n+1) 1)
N L/ »
(25) < Z O ke (/ Ur (t(k(nﬂ)_l),x) fP(x)v(x) da:)
n=0 Aty 0 A<’€(n+1)
N 7
< Z Q4 ke (/ ur (t(k(n+1)—1)a I)Ulip () dx) HfHLp(U)
n=0 A #gin—D
N i 7\ "
o) <[ ( [ d:c> ( [ 0 ) dw> T
n=0 A(k(nﬂ)*?) A(k(nﬂ)*l)
N ¢ * )~ D % t * n+2) -1 ’ ’ ﬁ )
CONEEEDS ( [ w@ar) ([T 0ty @) | 181,
n=0 \Ytkn-D AT

aq
< D} 1%,

The Holder inequality for functions was used in (24]), and its discrete version (see Proposition[2) was
used in (25). Step (20)) follows from ([9). In (27) we used the inequalities ¢(, 1) < t(x,,, —2) and
thoy < (kgusy—1) Which hold for all n € {0,..., N} and both follow from (I0) or the additional

formal definition in the case n = N. Step (IZH) ensures that the sequence {tx,_1)}h—o can be
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extended into a covering sequence (formally, {t(kn_l)}ﬁ’:O itself is not a covering sequence since

tho—1) = L) > 0).
Regarding the term Bg), one has

k=2

kmt) K
By=>_ > ©FU(tr tg.,-1) ( / f(x)dx)
neA k=ky,
b2 bk !
<D0 O Uty tgeyy-1) (/ f(x) da:)
neA k=k, n
keiy—2 iy a
5 <Y Y eruan ( / f(x)dx>
n€A k=kn 228
P -2 o / v oy ’
(29) <> > erfuiar) / 07 (2) da / fP(z)v(z)d
neA k=kny, thn thn
q
kpin—2 q T / o\ T z
(30) < Z Z erU(Ay) </ v (2) da:) <Z/ P (z)v(z) da:)
neA k=kn 27 neA Y ten
q
trn K ki) / AW
ey < (X[ worteaa) ([ @ ) ) 10
neA tk(n72) thn
q
< D3| fl7»

Inequality (28)]) follows from Proposition[Bl In steps (29) and (B0) we used the appropriate versions
of the Holder inequality, cf. Propositions [[l and 21 Inequalities (I5) and (I8)) give the estimate
@1). We proved

By < By+ By S (Dy+ D2)* [ fll40 )
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We continue with the term ﬂz

N—1Fk@ty—1 oo q
By = Z Z @kUq(tk,tkM) </t f(z) d;v)
n=0 k=k

=kn LICEEN
N—1Fk@ty—1 oo q
32) <Y Y @’“U%A@( f(:v)dw>
n=0 k=kny k)
N—1 k=1 k <1+1) a
=3 Z@’“U‘?Ak<2/ )
n=0 k=k, i=n-+1
N—1 k=1 th a
(83) < OFU(A) ( / @) dx)
n=0 k=kn ko)
N—-1k@m—1 t 7 t B
(34) < O U(A) < / () dx) ( / P e (2)o(@) d:z:)
n=0 k=kn bk gy bk gy
N-1 [k@n—1 “ thg i 7\ /N-1 , 3
35 < 3 etu(ay) ( / ("“Ul—p'(x)dx> (Z / ("“fp(w)v(w)d:v>
n=0 k=kn, tk(n+1) n=0 tk(n+1)
N-1 th q th o\
(36) 5( ( / w(t)U‘I(t,tk(ylﬂ))dt) ( / <>d> 1710y
n=0 tr (n—1) b (1)
< DI [£1%0)

Step ([B2) follows from Proposition[Bl PropositionBlsupplied with [I3]) gives (33). In ([B4]) and (B5)
we used the Hélder inequality (see Propositions[Iland [2)). To get (B6]), one uses ([I8). We obtained

ﬁz D2 ”f”Lp(v

In what follows, without loss of generality we will assume that N > 2. If N = 1, then the terms
. . N—2 o . . .
involving > =0 (or similar) are simply not present in the calculations below.

The term Bgis treated as follows.

N-—1 k(n+1) 1 00 q
HE = oF < f(I>U(tk(n+1) ,T) dx)

n=0 k=kn ko)
N1 - q
< OFwm </ f(g;)U(tk(n+1),a:) da:)
n=0 tk(n+1)
N1 N by !
= OFem ( Z / f(x)U(tk(nﬂ) , ) d:v)
n=0 i=n+l Lk,
N-1 N th ) TN k) !
< Okt ( Z / f(@)U(tg,;, x) dx) + Z OF et ( Z U( tk(n+1)a / f(x) dx)
n=0 i=n+l Y th; n=0 i=nt2
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Furthermore, it holds

Byg=3_ Ok (Z; / @)U by, 2) da )

n=0
gy k(nt) /
CED DL R TR
n=0 Lk gy
N-1 tkn , 5 tkn %
(38) §29k<n+1>< (+2)U(tk(n+l),:v)vl_p(:v)d:v> ( / (”)f”(:v)v(:v)d:v>
n=0 bh i) bk gy
No1o T / 7\ /N-1 ks +
(39) < Z@Ek(nﬂ) / U(tk(nﬂ),x)vlfp(ac)d:v Z fP(x)v(z) dz
n=0 by n=0 "tk
= b gty T e uto) , 7\
w s (X ( [ w@an) ([0 @ da) ) 16,
= Eein=D * )
q
il Lk gy “ ko) , AW
ay <[> ( [ w@ar) ([ e @) ) 1,
n=0 \"tkn bty
< DAL,

Step 7)) follows by PropositionBl As usual, in (B8)) and [39) we used the Holder inequality. The

inequality (40) is granted by ([I9), and I is a consequence of ([I0I).
Next, for the term By we have

N-—-2 th q
@+1)
aﬂ: § (__)k}(n+1) ( E U tk(n+l)7 / f(.’L‘) dx)
n=0

i=n+42
N=2 k(i) !
1) <3 e S Ut h) / /(@) da
n=0 i=n42 e,

- k trgy !
> @ (bt | [ @) o
n=0 t’%‘

by !
OF U (b 1) / (@) da
tki

a b !
13) <33 etuiay) ( [ @) dx)
=2 i

i

—~
N
ot

S~—
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Inequality ([@2) follows from concavity of the ¢-th power for ¢ < 1. In ([43]) one uses Proposition 5l
The Holder inequality gives (@) and ({@3]). Estimate (@8] follows from (I4)) and ([I8]). We proved

By < B+ B < (D1 + Do) 7%,
Combined with the other estimates of Byjand By, this yields

I (/ (@)Ut ) dw) w(t)dt S (D1 + DA/,
t

M
Observe that the constant related to the symbol “<” in here does not depend on the choice of
. The reader may nevertheless notice that the construction of the n-blocks in fact depends on
1. However, the constants in the “<”-estimates proved with help of that construction are indeed
independent of p. Hence, we may perform the limit pass y — —oo. Since t, — 0 as y — —o0, the
monotone convergence theorem (and taking the g-th root) yields

(/ (/ f(@)U(t, ) dx>qw(t)dt); S (D14 D)7 || fll Lo

for the fixed function f € .#, NLP(v). Since the function f was chosen arbitrarily and the constant
represented in “<” does not depend on f, the inequality (@) holds with C' = (Dy + Dg) for all
functions f € .#y. Clearly, if C is the least constant such that (@) holds for all f € .#,, then

(47) C" < Dy + Ds.
At this point, recall that so far we have assumed that fo r)dr = OK for a K € Z. Let us now
complete the proof of this part for a general weight w.

At first, if fo x) dzx is finite but not equal to any integer power of ©, the result is simply

obtained by multlplylng w by a constant ¢ € (1,2) such that fo cw(z)dz = K for a K € Z,
and then using homogeneity of the expressions [~ ([,"f(2)U(t, ) dz)” w(t) dt, Dl% and DQ% with
respect to w.

Finally, let us suppose that fo x)dx = oo. Choose an arbitrary function f € .#; N LP(v).
For each m € N define w,, := wX[O,m] and denote by D; ., the expression D; with w replaced by
Wy,. Similarly we define Dy ,,. Since the weight w is locally integrable, for each m € N it holds
fooo wp (x) de < oco. Hence, by the previous part of the proof we get

(/ (/ F@)U (2 d;v) wm(t)dt)q < (Dim + Do) 1 2o

Obviously, for all m € N it holds w,, < w pointwise, hence D1 ,,, < D1 and D3, < Do. Thus, we

get
q H )
(/ (/ f(@)U(t,x) d:zc) Wiy (1) dt) S (D1 + Do) 7 || fll o)

The constant in “<” does not depend on m or f and the latter was arbitrarily chosen. Since
wyy, T w pointwise as m — oo, the monotone convergence theorem (for m — o) yields that (6l)
holds for all functions f € .#4 and the best constant C' in (@) satisfies (T). The proof of this
part is now complete.

“(i)=(ii)”. Suppose that (@) holds for all f € .#Z; and C € (0,00) is the least constant such
that this is true. We need to show that Dy + Dy < C.

Let {t;}rer be a covering sequence indexed by a set I = {kmin, - - -, kmax} C Z. At first, let us
show that

Loty ,
(48) / UP (tg, x)v* P (x)de < oo for all k € Tp.
ty

Suppose, for a contradiction, that k& € Iy and ftt:““) U (tg, )P (2) dt = co. Then, by Propo-
sition [ for every M € N there exists a function gas supported in [tg,tg4y] and such that



HARDY-TYPE OPERATORS WITH A KERNEL 19

tt:““) gh(t)v(t)dt =1 and fti(’“*” gm(x)U (tg, z)dz > M. Since t; > 0, by definition of a weight it

holds Ot’“ w(t)dt > 0. Thus, for every M € N one gets

([ ([ swwitaran) win dt); > ([ w) dt)é [ o, ac

)
(| "t at) ol

~
e

Q=

v
=

dt

which contradicts (6). Hence, [{@8]) must be satisfied. Since {t;} was chosen arbitrarily, (8]
together with local integrability of w is in fact sufficient to prove that D; < co. However, we aim
to prove a stronger assertion, namely that D1 < C". To do so, we proceed as follows.

Having verified [{8]), for each k € Iy we may use Proposition [I] to find a measurable function
gr. supported in [tg, tgy] and such that ||gxl|Lrm) = 1 as well as

(49) (/tw L (tr, x)vl—P' (7) dx) 8 < 2/%1) 9k (2)U (t, x) dz.

Furthermore, it holds

> (/[ o)

kely

Q
VR
;\H
i
-
’ﬁ\
amnS
~
T
8
~—
.
=
]
N—
o
g8
N———
ﬁ\
A

since w is locally integrable, [8]) holds and Iy consists of a finite number of indices. Hence, by
Proposition 2] we can find a nonnegative sequence {c, }xer, such that 3, ., ¢} =1 and

3=

z T
7

(50) ;; < /t (:D w(t) dt) q < /tk(w UP (b, )07 () dx) ’

1
tr by , W\
<2 Z CZ/ w(t)dt (/ UP (t, z)v* 7 (x) d:zc) :
kelo b tr

Define a function g := }, ; ckgr and recall that each gy is supported in [tg, @] Hence,

-
-

(51) 9]l e @) = (Z C§||9k||’£p(v)> = (Z C£> =1

kelp kelp
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Finally, we get the following estimate.

t T orten , »
Z / w(t) dt (/ UP (ty, x)v*™P (;v)d:t)
kely \7 e K
toty ”
St e ([0 i)
ty

=
N
A

kel tge)

(2 /f; o ([ v i)
<k e tydt (/t:m Ultr, 2)g(z) dx>q> !
(-
Cr|
C.

=
&
A

< keﬂo (k D < /t . U(t,x)g(a:)dx)th>g
< < U(t,:z:)g(:z:)d:z:)th>§

(54) < C"|gl 7o)

(53) _

In steps (B2), (B3), G4) and BI) we used GO, (@9), @) and (EI)), respectively. Since the covering

sequence {tx }rer was chosen arbitrarily, by taking supremum over all covering sequences we obtain
D, SC".

In what follows, we are going to prove a similar estimate for Dy. Again, let {¢}rer be a covering
sequence indexed by a set I = {kmin, - - -, kmax} C Z. Then it holds

ty
(56) / w(t)U(t,t)dt < oo for all k € I,

()
and

Eetn) ,

(57) / P (2)dax < oo for all k € I,

tr
Let us prove these claims. At first, suppose that there exists k& € I such that ft w(t)U(t, t) dt =

00. By definition, the weight v is locally integrable, thus the function X[tkﬁtkﬂ] belongs to LP(v).

Then
ty
00 = / w(t)U(t, ty) dt
)

tr [e'e] q
= / U}(t)Uq(t,tk) dt (/ X[tkatk‘i’l] (CE) dx)
t 1) tr
tr [e'e] q
_ / w(t) < / U (t, 2)X (0011111 () da:> dt
t 1) ty

géwww([wU@wmm%+mw¢Qqa,

whereas [|X¢, t,+1)llLr(v) < 00. This contradicts (), hence (B6) holds. Next, assume that there
exists k € Iy such that ft(k“) v P’ (z) dz = oo. Then, by Proposition [} for every M € N there
exists a function gps such that ||gas|pr,) = 1 and ft(’“l) m(z)dz > M. By the definition of
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a weight and a v¥-regular kernel, the term f;’;n w(t)U(t,ty) dt is strictly positive. We get

/Ooo w(t) </too Ul(t,z)gn () dx)q dt > /t:fl) w(t) (/t:ocﬂ) U(t, 2)gu () dx>q dt
> /t,c w(t)U9 (¢, t)) dt (/t(kﬂ) gu () d:v)q
L) 23

tr
> Mq/ w(t)Uq(t,tk)dt
(—1)

23
= Mq/ wt)U(¢, t,) dt [|gael| o)
(—1)

for all M € N. This is a contradiction with (@). Hence, (57]) must be true.
Thanks to (B6), Proposition [l yields that for every k € Iy we can find a function hy, supported

in [ty, tg] and such that ft(’““) B (z)v(z)dz =1 and

bt , g st
(/ P (z) dx) < 2/ hi(x) da.
tr ty

T

([ o) ([ i) <

kely

Furthermore, it holds

since the sum involves a finite number of terms and each of them is finite due to (B6l) and (&T).
By Proposition 2, we may find a nonnegative sequence {dj }rer, such that Y-, ., d; =1 and

2 </t;: w(t)U q(t,tk)dt>g ( /t :(k“) o (2) dx> o

kely
a
tr ot o o7
g2<2d§/ w(t)Uq(t,tk)dt</ V1P ()da:) )
kelo Yo b

Define the function h := >, . dihx. Then it is easy to verify that ||k rr) = 1. Moreover, we
get the following estimate.

" S e,
> / w(t)UI(t, ty) dt </ =P(g) da:
kely L) tk

1
q

oty 7\ 7
dq HU(t, ty) dt </ v P(z) da:>
ty

kel t(k 1)

Lt 4
qu HU(t, ty) dt (/ By () d:v)
1) ty

kel

-
p’

N

IN

kelo VY tey

kelp

Ihllm(v

(e
|
<,@0
(2!
Bl
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The covering sequence {¢x}rer was arbitrarily chosen in the beginning, hence we may take the
supremum over all covering sequences, obtaining the relation

Dy, SC7.
The proof of the implication “(i)=-(ii)” and of the related estimates is then finished.

“(iii)=(i1)”. Assume that A; < oo and Ay < co. We will prove the inequality Dy + Da <
A1 + As. Let {tx}rer be an arbitrary covering sequence indexed by a set I. Then it holds

z

tr TE tget) , , 'Y
> / w(z) dzx ( / UP (tg, o7 (t) dt>
kelo \” 60 b

tr T v t ot , , ﬁ
~ Z / / w(s)ds | w(x)dz (/ UP (ty, o' 7 (1) dt)

kelp Ve \Y e tr
b

<> /t :D < /0 xw(s)ds) w(z) dz ( / T (z, )07 () dt>ﬁ

kely
=A;.

Taking the supremum over all covering sequences, we obtain D7 < A;. Similarly, for any fixed
covering sequence {tg}rer we get

(£ o) ([
~ Z /t(t:l) </t(:1) w(fv)Uq(:c,tk)dx> w(t)UA(t, ) dt (/t:(kﬂ) ’Ul_p/(s)ds) x,

S1k

kelp
tk t v Loty , ¥
< Z/ </ w(z)U9(z,t) da:) w(t)U9(t, ) dt </ VP (s)ds>
kel Yt 1) tk
b t v tet) , >
+ Z/ (/ w(z) dx) w(t)U™ (t, ty) dt </ 0P (s) ds>
kel, Y te-D 1) ty
te t 5 00 =
< Z/ </ w(z) U (x,t) da:> w(t)U(t, ty) dt </ 0P () ds>
kelo ¥ -y N0 K
tk t % 0o , ﬁ
+ Z / (/ w(zx) d:zc) w(t)U" (t,t)dt (/ VP (s) ds)
kel /ey A0 b
te t 5 00 , o
< Z/ (/ w(x)U(x,t) d:v) w(t) sup Ui(t, z) (/ VP (s) ds) de
kely t 1) 0 z€[t,00) z
te t 5 S , =
+ Z/ (/ w(zx) dx> w(t) </ UP (t,8)0"P (s) ds> de
kelp  ten N0 t
= Ay + A

Once again, taking the supremum over all covering sequences, we get Dy < Ay + A;. Hence, we
have shown that Dy + Dy < Ay + As and the implication “(iii)=-(ii)” is proved.
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“(il) = (iil)”. Suppose that D; < co and Dy < oo and let us show that A1 + Ay < Dy + Do
then.
Similarly as in the proof of “(ii) = (i)”, let us first assume that [;* w = 2% for some K € Z .

Let p € Z be such that 4 < K — 2 and define Z,, by ®). Let {t;}5___ C (0,00] be the sequence
of points from Theorem [l and {k,}Y_, C Z,, be the subsequence of indices granted by the same
theorem. Then

r

([ wioras) o) ([Torwaprew) @
= /Ak (/Otw(:v)dwyw(t) (/too U”'(t,z)vlp'(z)dz) d&t

)

kEZ,
Lot t v S , >
<Y / < / w(a:)dx) w(t) dt < / UP (g, 2)0"P (z)dz>
kez, V0 0 b
(58) <> ev < / U (ty, 2)0" " (2) dz> ’
kEZ, tk
N k=1 tr o
<3 Y oF ([0t as )
n=0 k=Fk, 2
N-1keo=1 oo W
+ Z Z O« U" (thy thpyny) (/ v (2) dz)
n=0 k=kn k)
N-1kei=l 0 v
I S L
n=0 k=k, th
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In step (B8)) we used ([I9). We continue by estimating each of the separate terms.

N ket—1

m-Y y o ([ Up’<tk,z>v1p’<z>dz>”

n=0 k=ky,

_ Z@(k(n+l)_1)§ <
n=0

< Z@k<n+1>q (/A

Emin—2

+3 3 ef

nehA k=k,

< Z@k<n+1>q (/A

Emin—2

+3 Y e¥

neA k=ky

kmin—2

+3 Y e¥

neA k=ky

N
< Z@’Wnﬂ)% (/ U
n=0

neA k=k,

N
SDICARH ( v
n=0

= Hr+ A2
For ﬁm we have

N

EIDZE ket g
n=0

(59)

<Z(
<2

kEZ,
< D.

A

/ U (-1 20" )

E =D

T

Aty

P(t gy 2)V'

Ent=D

-
7

r
1Y

k=2
™D neA k=k,

keiy—2

neA k=ky,

r

(/ UY (t, 2)v'~ p/(z)dz>p
At gy—D

(D)™

r

Emin—2

(t(k (n+1)71) ? Z)
neA k=k,

r

t(k(n+1)7 D / »’
T U (ks Elguny-1) (/ 0P (2) dz)

<~/ v (t(k(nﬂ)* D> Z)Ul_p/ (2) dZ>
(k(n+1)* i)

Epin—2

n€A k=ky,

r

I

</ Up/
A=

(t@(nﬂ)_l), 2)0' 7P (2) d2>

neA k=k,

/

/ w) diU) </ vr (t(kmﬂrl)’ Z)Ulipl =) dZ)
Aty A=

w(x) dz % Upl(t(k,l),z)vl_p,(z)dz
(L) (L )

(/ U (tep-1y 20 (2) d2>
Aty

dz) +Z Z@ Uy egiy1) (/ Ul_p/(z)dz>
Ay

) ;—Z Z@ T U (s ) (/ - p(z)dz>

Kpin—2
k(n+1)
>+Z > 07Ut ([0 a:)

%)

r

7

X 3ot ([ )
’ P kr t * (n+1) = ’ ’ p—T/
Pt oy, 200 P (2)d2 |+ Y 07 ( / U (tg, 2)v* P (2) dz)
23

Ety=H

<

<)

<
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In step (B9) we used ([[9). Let us formally define k(_1y := p— 1 and proceed with estimating By

s

neA k=knp 2%

kin—2 th
kr . (1) L
A= 3 0% Uik tyn) ( [ <z>dz)

r

k(n+1)72 q tk
(n+1) 7
(60) <1 DD e Utk tggyn) < / vt p(z)dz)

neA \ k=kn, thy

)

z

Etn—2 % tr ) , p’
(61) < S 0tUi(ay) < / V1P (z)dz)

neA \ k=ky, 2

s

kn—1 2 thy, ,
(62) < S etuay) ( / o () dz)
neA \k=kg 2%

-
7

(63) <> < /t " w(;v)Uq(;v,tkn)dx> q < /t e v (2) dz) :

neA kEmn—2)
N thy g tk(n+1) , ﬁ
< Z / w(z)U(x, tg, ) do / P (2) dz
n=1 tk(nfz) thy

—~
(@)}
g
S—
I
-
VR
r\
2
Eal
3
S
—~
8
N~—
d
=}
8
~
ko
N
(o}
8
~—
£l
R
\
=
i
-,
|
'U\
—~
N
N~—
(oW
N
~—
s

Since 7 > 1, the estimate (©0) follows by convexity of the c-th power. Step (GI) is due to

Proposition Bl Step (62) then follows by (IT), and step (G3) by (I8)). Finally, in (64) we split the
even and odd indices n, so that the intervals (t, ,,tx,) involved in each n-indexed sum do not
overlap. This standard step will be also used in other estimates further on.

So far we have proved

By < Bry+ By S D1+ Da.
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The term ﬁg is estimated as follows.

N-1ke—1 0o o
O T U (tk, iy ) </ )d2>
n=0 k=kn tk<n+1>
N—1 (ka1 »
(65) < Z O U (th, th.y) (2) dz)
n=0 tk('n:H)
N—-1 k(n+1)71 ; 00 ﬁ
(66) < S 0tUi(Ay) ( / )dz)
n=0 \ k=kn, tk(n+1)
N-—1 k(n+1)7 1 % tk ﬁ
G ,
= Z OrUY(AL) otp (2)dz
n=0 k=k, Jj= n+1
Nl (Rea % tk(n+2) ’ ﬁ
(67) < > etu(ay) / o7 (2) dz>
n=0 \ k=kn, LT
N—1 / .4, a t 4
) ) ,
(68) < </ w(x)U? (x,tk(nﬂ))dx> (/ v (2) dz)
n=0 bh gy thy)
1 tr 2 tr ﬁ
D T
= Z </ w(a:)U‘I(x,tk(n+1))dx> </ 0P (2) dZ)
i=0 1<n<N bk k)
n mod 2=1
< Ds.

We used convexity of the Z-th power to get (G5). Step (G6) follows by Proposition 5l Inequality
([©7) is granted by Proposition Bl equipped with ([I3]). Step (€8) follows by ([I&). We proved

By < Do.
The term By is first handled in the following way.

r
7

N 1k(n+1)*1 . %) P
By = Z Z Cka (/ Ur (tk(nﬁ),z)vl*p (2) dz)

n=0 k=kn ki)
r
%) , , p’
k. P 1-p
S g @ g / UP (thys 2)07 7 (2) d2
gy
T
»’
k
_ K Uﬂ) 1—p
E 9 g E / tk(nﬂ), 2P (2)dz
St ’
T
i
(7+1) 1— /
5 2 6k(71+1)q E U tk(nJrl)’ / p dZ
Jj=n+2

Y

N p

N-1 th
+ Z QFemy Z / e (tk 2P (2)dz
n=0 Jj=n+1 j
= B3+ A
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Then, for Byg we have

N2 - R ,
=3 00 (52 0t [
n=0 kj

Jj=n+2
N-2 N

tk" 1 ’
(69) < Z OFetn g Z U (trginy s th;) </ G 1p (z)dz)

n=0 j=n+2
N j—2

- Z Z Chsk U( tk(nﬂ)’

7=2n=0

N t’“o+1) / P
(70) < Z OF e Uty v (2)dz

j=2 \n=0
N o F ) / o
< Z Z kU (ty, tr,) / v (2) dz
7=2 \ k=pup tr;
AN ‘ Bgry ”
(71) DN DALV < / P (2) dz)
J=2 \ k=p br;
N [ki—1 v thin , 4
< Z Z OFU1(Ay) (/ v (2) dz>
J=2 \ k=p b
N Rl : thg , o
(72) <[ Y ervuay / 7' (3) d2
Jj=2 k:k@,l) tkj
N the. % tr,. , ﬁ
(73) <y / " w(@) Uz, 1) d / o (2) dz
j=2 \"tkGy b

J

-
I

;J Z ( /ttk" w(x)Uq(x,tkj)dx>€< /t:'f“*l) vl—p'(z)dz>

2<j<N ) J
j mod 2=

< D,.

Inequality (@9) follows from concavity of the ﬁ-th power since - < 1. Similarly, convexity of the
o-th power yields (). Step (TI)) is due to Proposition [, step (Z2) follows by (Id), and in step
([@3) we used ([I8). We continue as follows.

k 1 ,
Z@k<n+1>q z / U (g, 20 () d

Jj=n+1
R T tk(n+2) ’ ’ ﬁ
(74) < Z OFen / U (1, 2)0" (=) dz
n=0 tk(n+1)
’“(n+1) ‘ tory - v
(75) < Z (z)dz UP (tg;,z)v P (2)dz
tk" tk(n+1)

< Dl.
To get (7)), we used Proposition 3 and in (75) we applied [I3). We have proved

Brg < Brg+ Bra S D + De.
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Combining all the estimates we have obtained so far, we get

s

(76) /too </Otw(:1:) daz) ‘ w(t) (/too UP (t, 2)0" " (2) dz) dt < Dy + Ds.

b
In the following part, we are going to perform estimates related to the term A;. We have

r

) (/t: w(x)U(x,t) dx) ' w(t) zes[?,go) Ui(t, z) (/:0 vl_p,(s) ds) i dt

oo
~/t
N

> /A ( / tw@m(x,t)dx);w(t) s U(t,2) ([ e as)” a
ktp=? z€[t,00 z

n=0 I3

t(k('n:#l)*l) t % [e%e} ., ﬁ
+ Z/t (/t w(x)U9(x,t) dx) ’IU(t)ZGS[ltlgo) U(t, z) (/Z V7P (s) ds) dt

neA kn ®

= Ay + A

r

)

By (I8), the term Bygis further estimated as follows.

N

e "ZIO y </t: @U@0 dx) % w(?) o Ui(t, z) (/:o VP (s) ds) o »

SXN: kil e/U(4A;) p/A(k w(t) sup UYL, z) </:ov1p,(s)ds)ﬁdt

n=1 j:k(nfl) (”7'+1)71) Ze[t7oo)

A gy

s

N [e'S)
£ [ e R e s U ([0 e as)

n—0 A(k(n+1),1) z€[t,00)

= Hrp+ Hr

Notice that that, in By, the term corresponding to n = 0 is indeed omitted, since for any t € A,
it holds fti w(z)U(z,t)de < ©+UI(t,,t) and the right-hand side is thus already represented by
the 0-th term in Byg

Let us note that in what follows, expressions such as sup,e(y o ©(x) appear even where
the argument o(z) is undefined for z = oo. To fix this formal detail, suppose that, in such
cases, SUPye(y o0 P(¥) is simply redefined as sup,e(y o0y ¢(z). This will make expressions such

as 25:1 SUDge(ty,, ti,y ] ¢(x) formally correct without need of treating the (N +1)-st summand

separately. Besides this, the standard notation Ay is used to denote the closure of Ay, i.e. the
interval [, t(khl—l)]-
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We then estimate ﬂm

DY

n=1

] =

() =

n=1

WE

(78) S
1

3
Il

N—-1

>

n=1

N
=93

n=1

(79)

N—-1

>

kn—1
Y. eUiA)

J=K(n-1

kn—1

DRCIAIVANY

J=kK(n-1

kn—1

> eiuia))

J=K(n-1

kn—1

> eluia))

J=k(n-1

kn—1

> eiuia))

J=K(n-1)

K (ngn) =1

PRCHAINNY

J=kn

= Hrm -+

Inequality (T7) holds by ([I9), and (T8) is due to Proposition G

have

N
n=1
N

Brg

N

>

n=1

N—-1

_|_

2

n=1

N
(80)

n=1

N-1

2
n=1

kn—1
S ewnay)

J=k(n-1

kn—1 )
> U4y
Jj= k(nfl)

kn—1

>

J=K(n-1

kn—1
eITI(A
J=k(n-1

E(ngny =1

> eia
j=kn

= Hyp+ Az

Step (B0O) is based on ([I3). For each n € {1,...,

t
Iy 2) (/

that

(81) sup U

ZGZ(}C (n+1)71)

@qu(Aj)) ®k<n+1)’1U‘1(A(k(n+l)_1)) (/ vlfp,(s) ds>
¢

Foty I

sl
s

w(t) sup U%(t,z) ( / mulp’(s)ds> dt

=D z€[t,00)
Q(t(k(nﬁ),l), Z) (/ Ul—p/ (S) dS)

o)
k oy~ 1) ) < /

P o
/

o0
OFen=1 sup U trg s 2) (/ p )

Ze[tk(n+1) ,00)
T
P .

A(k

r
P

't!\‘ S

OF @1
zE [t (&

sup U

(7&1)71)700)

]
OFen~=1 gup Ui

ZGA(}C(”+1) 1)

oo p/
OF w1 sup UY( k(nﬂ)—l)v < / S)
ZGA(}C(”+1) 1)
P oo / ﬁ
OFern=l sup U? (thgupy» 2 )</ v (s) ds)
z

Ze[tk(n+1) ,00)

P

s

OFen=l qup UM
ZEZ(]C

(t(k(n+l)71)7 Z) (/ Ul_p/ (S) ds)
Py o’
(-1 2) (/ v 7P (s) ds)

()~ Y

18
[+

OFen=1l qup UY

ZGA()C("+1) 1)

k@t

tk(nﬂ) ., -
(-1 2) (/ v (s) ds)

-
7

< /t h 0P (s) ds> '

k mt)

]

OFern=l qup UM

ZEA(k(n+1)

Qs

T
7

"< oy O H )
< (t(k&ﬁl)fl)uz(nﬂrl)) v P(s)ds

Z (1)

ool as)

3 s

29

In (M) we used ([I3)). Next, we

N} there exists a point Zmt1) € Z(k(n D) such
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Define also z(_1) := 0 and z(y9) = 00. One then gets

N kn—1 ) % tkn , ﬁ
=Y | X o] et s Uit ([0 0)as)
n=1 \j=Fknp- 2€8 gD z
N kel G T o
(82) < Z Z QU (A)) @kmﬂrqu(t(k(nﬂ)_l),z(n+1)) </ P (S)ds>
n=1 \ j=k_1 Zn+1)
N ol ’ b gty , o
®3) <O D evia)) w(t) dt Ut -1 Zo) (/ VP (s)ds>
n=1 \j=kp_y A2 Z(nt1)
N kn— 1 . ’ Z (1) ki) , o
<> [ Y evuay / W)U (t, 24y dt / v (s)ds
n=1 \j=kg_y e )= 2 ()

r

tkn » Z(n+1) tk(n+1) ,
U (t,ty, ) dt / w(t)U(t, 2g)) dt / v (s)ds
)

t k (n—2) t (e (n+1)~ 2)

s

IA
Mz

3
Il
-

.
7

Z(n+1) a Z(n+2) , P
U(t, 2gp)) dt / v'P (s) ds
Z(n —2) Z (1)
Z (1) % Z(n42) , ﬁ
/ w(t)U(t, 2ppa)) dt / v (s5) ds
i=0 5 g Z@n—2) Z(nt1)
mod 4

n

I
w HMZ

~

N
S

2.

We used [I) in (82), and (I9) in [B3). Estimate [®4) follows from ([I8). To get (BHl), we used

the relation zg, 1) < tg,_, < Uk guin—2) which holds for all relevant indices n. The second inequality

sy < tgu—2 follows from (I0).
Concerning Bgg], we obtain

N—1 k(n+1) -1 ] a oo ﬁ
Bm=Y | 3 evuay) ( [ e ds>
Jj=kn ¢
e A . ! Nl th , i
Z ©'UI(A;) ( Z / VP (s) ds)

n=1 \ j=k, i=ng1 Ytk

r

N1 [k = . ! ko) , v
(86) < > U4y ( / VP (s)ds)

t

n=1 j=kn bt
N-1 iy 3 thiura , >
(87) < < / " w(t)Uq(t,tkn)dt> < / P () ds
n=1 \" kg 1 bk gy
2 t 2 tr ﬁ
(1) n+2) ’
- Z Z </ " w(t)Uq(t,tkn)dt> </ e (s)ds>
i=0 1<n<N—1 \Y kg th
n mod 3=1
< Ds.

Proposition Bl together with (I3) yields (86). Estimate (87) follows from (I8]). We have proved

B9 < Bzm+ By < D2
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We proceed with the term By

r
Emyp—1 P

N—1 -
_ JTTA(A . Epn—1 q = 1-p’ ?
Bog = Z@ Ul(A;) | ©Few sup U (tk(nﬂ),z) v P (s)ds
n=1 \ j=k €[tk 400 z
N—1 k(n#»l)fl ) % 00 ﬁ
< Z Q'UY(A;) | ©Few  sup sup U (tg,»2) </ v (s) ds>
el J=len i€{nH,...,N} z€[ty,, tk(iﬂ)] z
N-1 (k@1 b oo Y
Y[ Yovian] e s s vl ([0 o)
ne1 =l i€{nH,...,N} z€[ty,, tk(m)] z

z

—2 k(n+1)71 P [e'e) ﬁ
Z QiUY(A,;) | O sup Utk s th:) </ v (s) ds)
j=k ¢

2

+
(]

ot ie{nt2,...,.N}

= + ﬁﬂ

For ﬁzﬂ we have

N-1 [k@pin—1 b IS 5
=Y | Sewn@an) et s s U ([ o)
=1 \ j—k i€{ntl, N} 2€[t; by ] z
N-1 (k@1 ’ oo o
(88) < Z oUA;) | ©Fem  sup Uty > ) ( / o7 (s) ds)
n=1 i=kn ze[tk(wrl) ’tk(n+2)] z
Nl k e+ - . % th n+2) ’ ﬁ
< Z@JU‘J(Aj) Qe sup Utk %) (/ 0P (s) dS)
n=1 \ j=k, 2€[tk gy thiuyn) Z
N—2 (k@1 v 00 P
+ Z Z@JUG(Aj) OF@ty Uq(t,%ﬂ) , tsz)) </ P (s) ds)
n=1 j=kn tk("+2)

= By + Ao

In step (88) we used Proposition 3] considering also (I3]). For each n € {0,..., N—1} there exists
a point Y1) € [tk s thgy ) SUCh that

<)

q g ' » q gy =’
(89) sup  U(tky,,,, 2) v P(s)ds | < 22Utk Yern) v P (s)ds | .

z€ [tk(n+1) e gio) Ynt1)
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Define also y(_1) := 0 and yvig 1= 00.

phi g i o - % tk n+2) ’ ﬁ
Borg = Z Z@J Ul(A;) | Fen sup Utk 2) (/ v (s) ds>

n=1 \ j=kn 2€ [tk hgurg ) #

N-L k ) - . % th n+2) / ;/
(90) < Z@J Ul(A;) | eFen Uty » Yort1)) ( / VP (s) ds)

n=1 j=k Ymt1)

N1 k D - . ’ tk n+2) / ﬁ
(91) < Z@JUq(Aj) / w(t) dt U (trg, > Yorn) </ o7 () ds)

n=1 \ j=kn Az Yty

N1 et ’ Yty by v
o = | Yo [uouitu)de | [0 as

n=1 j=kn Yin—2 Yt

N-1 Ym+1) 2 Ynt2) , ﬁ
(93) < / w(t)U(t, Ygupy) dt / v (s)ds

n=1 Y2 Yoty

3 Yt a Ynt2) T ﬁ
= Z Z / w(t) U (L, Yup)) dt / v P(s)ds
i=0 1<n<N—1 Yn—2 Yty

In @0) we used [B9). Inequality ([@I) follows from ([I9). To get ([@2)), we used the inequality
Y- < thpy <ty (cf ([0)) satisfied for all relevant indices n. This inequality, together with

(1Y), also yields ([@3).

Next, the term Bog is treated as follows.

T

N—2 k(n+1)71 P %) ﬁ
. k — /
Bog = Z U A;) | O U bk L) </ v (s) dS)
n=1 j=kn tk(n+2)
N—2 k(n+2)71 % %) ﬁ
(94) < ST 0Ny | e Ut tr.) < V7P (s) ds>
n=1 \ j=kg.1 o)
N-2 [ k@1 b ki~ 50 ﬁ
X[ X oway] ¥ vt ([T o)
n=1 \j=k J=kmt R
N-2 [ k@1 ‘ I~ >
(95) < PRCUIAIANY ( 0P (s) ds)
n=1 \ j=kg.1 bt
< By
S D2

Inequality ([@4)) is obtained by using ([I3]), and inequality (@5) by Proposition[Hl The final estimate
Bog) S D2 was already proved before. We have obtained

B3 < Bgr+ Bgg) < D2
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Let us now return to the term ﬁﬂ It holds

=
b

’

k=1 v o >
Bog = Y 0iUia) | OFen  sup Uty tr,) ( / V1P (s) ds>
t

frel i€{nt2,...,N} k

3
Il
-

B3

N-2 (k@1 ki1

< Z@qu(Aj) sup Z QU (t;,ty,) (/ 0P (s) ds)
tr

n=1 j=kn ie{n+27“.)N} J=H

N—=2 [k@i—1 _ » kirl oo o7
(96) < Z ©'UI(A;) sup Z e'UI(A;) (/ v P (s) ds)
t

n=1 j=kn ie{n+2 7777 N} J=H ki
N=2 [kl v kil o o
(97) < > eiUi(A)) sup > eiui(A)) ( / VP (s) ds>
n—1 =k ie{nt2,....,N} =k 2%
N—2 [k@pin—1 ‘ % ki—1 ‘ N + E t1) ﬁ
= Z@JUQ(Aj) sup Z@JU‘](Aj) <Z/ V7P (s) ds)
n=1 \ j=kn {2, N gy m=i? thm
N-2 (ka1 v kil B 7
(98) < > eiui(a;) sup Y OIUI(A)) ( / 0P (s) ds>
=\ i=n ie{n2,. N} 5 t
N—=2 (k@1 _ » Ko—1 _ th sy . r
(99) < deiura;) | > eui(a)) ( / 0P (s) ds>
n=1 j=k J :k(n+1) tk("+2)

T
q z
7

N2 [ ’ R , ?
(100) Z e'UI(A)) (/ VP (s) ds)

n=1 \j=knp o)

= b @ oy v
(101) / W)U by, 0 ) dE / 7 (s) ds

tky, t (n+2)

N

N

T

th,, q ti,, ,
/t <+2)w(t)Uq(t,tk(n+2))dt> </t 49 Ul—p(s)d8>
kn

ko)

x
o7

|
(]

Inequality ([@6]) follows from Proposition B, and inequality (@7)) from ([[4). To get (@]), one uses
Proposition[d considering also (I3]). Proposition[3 again with ([I3)), yields @3)). Step (I00) follows
from ([[3). In (I0I) we applied (I8). Having proved Bgg < D2, we may now complete several
more estimates, namely

Bon < By + Bga S Do

which, combined with the earlier results, gives

Br7 < Brg+ Bag < D2
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The next untreated expression is Byg. It is estimated in the following way.

N [e%s) o7
A=) / O30 (4, ) sy (e ([T o)as) " a

A(k(n+1) z€|[t,00)

N ) ﬁ
(102) <Y erten D [ UT (g, oy ) w(t) sup Ut 2) ( / vlp’(s)ds) dt
n—0 A(,C(nﬂ),l) z€ [t,tk(nH) ] z

N—1 00
r o rq — P
+ Z@E(kwn L) s P (b1, ) w(t) At sup Ud(ty,,,,2) (/ vl p(s)dS)

n=0 Ag )~ D z€ [tk(nﬂ) 10

N th o

T T (n+1) ’ p

< S eiten D Uty Hw(t) sup UYL, 2) ( / " vlp(s)ds) dt
n=0 A(’C )~ 2€ [t’tk(wrl) ] z

r

N . W7
+ Z@ﬂ’%ﬂ)—lyA U (g1 1) WUt gy < / P (s)ds> dt
&

n=0 )~ 2 (n+1)

N-1
+ Z@i(kmﬂ)*l) U?q(t(k(n+1),1),t) w(t)dt sup Utk » 2) (/ vP(s) ds)

n=0 Ag n+)—D z€ [tk(nﬂ) 10

=: By + Bog + Boyl

Inequality ([I02) follows from Proposition [l Define Lleusn —1) = 00. Then we have

)

N T tk; U /
= Z 6;(’%&1)*1?/ Us (tEpy-n- D w(t) sup U(t,2) (/ o (s) ds) dt
n=0 z

A )~ D z€ [t’tk('n:H) ]
N te P
r _ (n+1) . P
< E 07 kem=D wt)dt  sup U (-1, 2) (/ V7P (s) ds)
n=0 A(k(n+1)— 1) ZEA(’%@H)* 1 z

tkn , ﬁ
(103) < ZGq(k(n+1) V' osup UT (t g1 2) (/ " per (s) ds)

n=0 ZEA(’C(+1) 1)
N o

< Z Gg(k("ﬂ)il) (/ U? (t(k(nﬂ)*l)a S)’Ul_p (8) dS)
n=0 A=
N D AT iy

(n+1) n+2) / ]
101y <Y ( At dt) ( [0 e

n=0 \YlEn- Py yy—D

< Ds.

Step ([[03) follows from (19). In (I04) we used (I9) and the inequalities g, 1) < tg,,, 9 and

gy < Llkn—1) Which hold for all n € {0,..., N} thanks to (I0) and the definition of tg, (kan D)
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We continue with the term Bgg, for which we get

N e’} P
Bog=>_ @%(k(nﬂ)—l)/ U (Lo ) WUt iy sy)) </ 1P (s)d5> dt

n=0 Al F et
N-1 oo o7
< Z @%(’%ﬂ)—l)/ w(t)dt U (A1) (/ vlpl(s)ds>
n=0 A= T )
N-1 oo o7
(105) <0t U (Ag, ) </ v (s) ds)
n=0 ko)
N1 [kein—1 a 0o r
< Z e'UY(A;) (/ 0P (s) ds)
n=0 \ j=kn bk gy

-
7

(106) = (0"UI(A,))" ( /t b 0P (s) ds> Ty By

-
7

(o)

-
Iy

< (/Otw w(t)UQ(t,twl))dt); (/: vl_p/(S)dS> + B

(108) < Ds.

Q3

wny 5(/ "ty i v

To get (I0H), we made use of [I9)). In (I06) we used the fact

ki1—1
(109) > eUIA;) = 0MU(A,)

j=ko
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(recall that kg = p and k; = p+ 1). Inequality (I07) is a consequence of (I9). The final estimate

(I08) follows from the relation Bgg S D2 which was proved earlier.
Concerning Bggl, we may write

rq

N—1 oo
T _ rq o P
Byg = E o7 Fem 1)/ U? (tppy-1,t) w(t)dt sup Utk . 2) (/ VP (s) ds>
n=0 z

A= €[tk 4700
N—1 00 ﬁ
£ (krin—D 752 e =y
(110) /S Z @p( rtn )U P (A(k(n+1)—1)) s sup Uq(tk(n+1)7z) </ v (S) d5>
n—0 zG[tk(nﬂ),oo z
N—1 [ k@1 P 00 o
< Z@JU‘](Aj) QFen=1  gup U (thgp» 2) (/ VP (s) ds)
n=0 j=kn ze[tk(n+1))oo) z

r

(111) = G%U%(AM) sup Ud(ty,,z) (/:O vl_p/(s)ds) . + Boy
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Step ([II0) follows from ([I3)), step (III)) from ([I09), and step (I12) from (I9). To obtain (II3)),

we used the estimate By < D5 which was proved earlier. We have proved

B1g < Bog+ Bog + Bog < D1 + Do

Together with the estimate of By7 we obtained earlier, this also yields

BIR < B+ Ay < D2

In the next part, we return to the expression Byg. It holds

t(k(n+1)71) t % [e%e] , I
Big = Z/ / w(@) Uz, t)dz | w(t) sup Uit z) (/ v P (s) ds) dt
neh v ten tu z€[t,00) z

r

kn—1 _ P by - l ,
(114) < Z Z eIUI(A;) / ) w(t) sup U9t 2) (/ e (S)ds) 7
nehA \ j=kp_y Uiy z€[t,00) P

T

ol " [ty o W
(115) < Z Z e'UI(A;) / A w(t) sup Ui(t,z) (/ VP (s) ds) de
] z

nEA \ j=kg1 229 2€[ttn g,
kn—1 ‘ P t(k(n+1) — ool , ﬁ
+ Z Z e'UI(A;) / w(t)dt  sup U?(tg,,,,?) (/ v P (s) ds)
ned \j=kg_y thp ze[tk(n+1),oo) z
kn—1 _ % t(k(n+l) _1) ) Ly ﬁ
(116) < > eiua)) / w(t) U (t, oy yy-1)) dt / 0P (s) ds
neA \ j=kg thn, 2%

- v o
+ Z Z Q'UY(A;) | ©Fen~! sup Utk 2) (/ VP (s) ds)

Ze{tk(nﬂ),oo)

r
7

N q (o) P
1 <Y D eiviay) </ vl—P’(s)ds>

N—1 kn—1 ) P I ﬁ
+ Z ©'UI(A;) OFen=1  gup Uq(tk(wl) ,2) (/ v P (s) ds)
n=1 \j=kp- €[tk g, :0) z

r

(118) = (OUU(A,)F ( / mvlpks)ds) "+ B+

w5 (| " () dr U‘«Au))g ( T

/too 0P (s) ds> . + Byy+ Bay
< ( /0 UL ) dt) ' < / °° o7 (s) ds) "+ B A
(120) < Do. 1

Estimate (II4]) is granted by (IT), and estimate (II5]) by Proposition [l Step (II6]) is based on
([@I9). In (II7) we again applied [IT7). To get the relations (II8) and (I19)), we used (I09) and ([19)),

respectively. The final inequality (I20) follows from the already known relations By, < Dy and
Bop < D2. We have shown

Brg < Do,
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and thus also

00 t % 00 o7

/ </ w(z)U9(z,t) dx) w(t) sup UI(t,z) </ 0P (s) ds) T < B+ Brg S D1+ Do
tu tu z€[t,00) z

If we combine this inequality with (7€), we reach

/too </Ot w(z) dx) ’ w(t) (/too U (t, 2)v"7 (2) dz) _ dt

m

+/too </t:w(x)m(x,t)dx>;w(t)zes,i;o)o) Ud(t, z) </°° vlp’(s)ds) dt

< Dy + Ds.

%)

The constant related to the symbol “<” in here does not depend on the choice of p, thus passing
@ — —oo (notice t, — 0 as 4t — —oo) and applying the monotone convergence theorem yields

Ay + Ay S Dy + Do.

We have so far assumed that fooo w(z)dzr = OF for a K € Z. The result is extended to general
weights w by the same procedure as the one used at the end of the proof of the implication
“(ii)=(i)”. The proof of the whole theorem is now complete. O

of Theorem[8. Theorem [§is proved in almost exactly the same way as Theorem [l The difference
is just in the use of appropriate “limit variants” of certain expressions for p = 1. Namely,

1
7

</ UY (y, z)v"" (z) dx) T replaced by esssup U(y, z)v ' (x)
y z€(y,2)

and
4

z
(/ v (1) dx) T replaced by  esssup v~ ! (),
Yy z€(y,2)
whenever these expressions appear with some 0 < y < z < co. To clarify the correspondence
between A; and A4, let us note that
sup UY(t, z)esssup v (s) = esssup v? (s) sup U9(t, z) = esssup U%(t, s)v? (s)
z€[t,00) s€(z,00) s€(t,00) z€[t,s) s€(t,00)
is true for all ¢ > 0. Naturally, the limit variant of Proposition [l for p = 1 is used in the proof

as well. All the estimates are then analogous to their counterparts in the proof of Theorem [7
Therefore, we do not repeat them in here. (|

Remark 12. (i) Theorem [ which relates to the inequality (@), i.e. to the operator H*, is the
one proved here, while the result for H (i.e. for () is presented as Corollary [@ Of course, the
opposite order could have been chosen, since the version with H instead of H* can be proved
in an exactly analogous way. As mentioned before, the variants for H and H* are equivalent by
a change of variables in the integrals. The reason why the proof of the “dual” version is shown
here is that the discretization-related notation is then the same as in [g].

(ii) Discretization based on finite covering sequences is used here, although the double-infinite
(indexed by Z) variant is far more usual in the literature (cf. [2[9[I6]). The advantage of the finite
version is that the proof works for L'-weights w and then it is easily extrapolated for the non-L*
weights by the final approximation argument. In order to work with infinite partitions, one needs
to assume w ¢ L*. The pass to the L'-weights then cannot be done in such an easy way as in the
opposite order. The authors usually omit the case w € L' (see e.g. [2]). Besides that, there is no
essential difference between in the techniques based on finite and infinite partitions.

(iii) In Theorems [l and B, the equivalence “(i)<>(ii)” was known before [9] and it is reproved
here using another method than in [9]. The main achievement is the equivalence “(i)<>(iii)” which
can also be proved directly, by the same technique and without need for the discrete D-conditions
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(cf. [8]). Doing so would however require constructing more different special functions (such as g

and h in the “(i)=-(ii)” part of Theorem [7]) and therefore also introducing additional notation.
(iv) The kernel U is not assumed to be continuous. However, for every ¢ > 0 the function

U(t,-) is nondecreasing, hence continuous almost everywhere on (0,00). Thus, so is the func-

tion U(t,-) ( [~ v (s) ds v Therefore, the value of the expression Ay remains unchanged if

“SUp.cit,00) In there is replaced by “esssup .c[; ooy - Although the latter variant may seem to be
the “proper” one, both are correct in this case. Besides that, the range z € [t, 00) in the supremum
or essential supremum may obviously be replaced by z € (¢, 00) without changing the value of A,.

4. APPLICATIONS

The integral conditions for the boundedness H : LP(v) — L(w) with 0 < ¢ < 1 < p < 0o may
be used to complete |2 Theorem 5.1] with two missing cases. (These cases are in fact included
in [2] but covered there only by discrete conditions.)

Denote by .#* the cone of all nonnegative nonincreasing functions on (0, 00). The result then
reads as follows.

Theorem 13. Let u, v, w be weights, 0 < g <p<oo, ¢ <1 andr = LL.

p—q
(i) Let 0 < p < 1. Then the inequality

21) ([ ([ st as) wio dtf <o ([ oty dt)%

holds for all f € 4" if and only if

e ([ ([ o) wr s ([ weras) ([ ) ") <

and

T

o ([ (o (fura ) s s ([ ([ra) .

Moreover, the least constant C such that (IZ1)) holds for all f € .4+ satisfies C ~ As+ Ag.
(i) Let p > 1. Then (IZ1) holds for all f € .4+ if and only if Ag < oo,

r L
= T

wr= [T [wtorar) ” ot ( [7([ e ds)‘”’ ([ra) p;@)dz) 0 <o

and Ag < oo, where

Ay e </Ooow(t) (/Otu(s)ds>q dt)é (/Ooov(y) dy>%< o if /Ooov(y) dy < oo,
! if /Ooov(y) dy = oc.

Moreover, the least constant C' such that (IZI)) holds for all f € .#* satisfies C ~ Ag+
A7+ Ag.

Proof. (i) By [2, Theorem 4.1], (IZI)) holds for all f € .#Z* if and only if

(122) </0°° (/too (/txu(s)ds>ph(x) dx)zw(t) dt>% <cv /Ooo hs) /Osv(y) dyds

holds for all h € .#4. In fact, [2, Theorem 4.1] is stated with the assumption [;* v(y)dy = oo
which is, however, not used in the proof in [2]. Validity of (I22)) for all h € .#, is equivalent
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to the condition A5 + Ag < oo by Theorem Bl since U (z,y) (fy ds) is a ¥-regular kernel
(with ¢ = 2P).
(ii) By [2, Theorem 2.1], (IZI)) holds for all f € .Z* if and only if As < co and

(/ </ / 5)ds h( )dx>qw<t>dt>%gc(/o°°hp(s)( /Osv@)dy)pvw(s)ds)%

holds for all h € .#,. The latter is, by Theorem [, equivalent to the condition A§ + A7 < oo,
where

r L
L T

o ([ [t (futorae) o ZQ:& () ([ ([ ) woyac)

Since

[ ([rwa) o) ds ([ dy)lpé (o) dy)

is satisfied for all z > 0, it is easy to verify that Af < A and Ag < Af + As.
In both cases (i) and (ii), the estimates on the optimal constant C' also follow from [2, Theorem
2.1, Theorem 4.1] and Theorems [7l and O

In the case 0 < ¢ < p < 1, in [2, Theorem 4.1] it was shown that (IZI)) holds for all f € .#* if
and only if

/OOO mes[ltlgo)f(z) /tm u(s)ds qw(t> dt % <C (/OOO FP(t)v(t) dt)i

holds for all f € .#*. Theorem [[3 hence applies to this supremal operator inequality as well.
Theorem [[3] may be further applied to prove certain weighted Young-type convolution inequali-
ties (cf. [7]) in parameter settings which could not be reached so far. For this particular application,
it is important that the weight w is not involved in any implicit conditions. For more details see [7].
As shown e.g. in [I5], Theorem 4.4], certain weighted inequalities restricted to convex functions
are equivalently represented by weighted inequalities involving a Hardy-type operator with the
1-regular Riemann-Liouville kernel U(z, y) = (y — ). Hence, the results of this paper also provide
characterizations of validity of those convex-function inequalities in the case 0 < ¢ < 1 < p < o0.
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