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‘Abstract. - If P-is the Hardy averaging operator—or some of ‘its generalizations, then
weighted modular inequalities of the form

[uwetpn ¢ [vetr)
are ‘established. for a general class of functions p.” Modular inequalities for-the two- and
higher dimensional Hardy averaging operator are also given.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Let P denote the Hardy averaging operator
1y
@ =2 [ 1 2>07130
xJo
then the classical Hardy inequality asserts that for 1 < p < 0o, the inequality
o0 N
1.1 / Pfz)Pde € [—— / f(z)Pdx
1y | epEras(CE) [ r@

holds.
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Here and in the sequel, functions are assumed to be measurable, weight functions,
denoted by u,v and w, are locally integrable, and the left sides of inequalities-exist
if the right sides ‘do. Also, constants are.positive and denoted (sometimes. with
subscripts) by C.

Extensive generalizations and applications of (1.1)-exist and we refer to [9] and
the bibliography cited there.

The generalizations considered here are the modular forms of (1.1}, obtained by
replacing the power function ¢(z) = 2?, p-> 1 by a general function.y. To explain
some results in this direction, the notion of N-function is required.

A function @: Ry — Ry is an N-function if it has the form

o(z) = /Om p(t) dt, >0,

where p is non-decreasing, right continuous-on Ry with p(0+) =0, p(oo) = o0,
p(t) >0if t >0, and

The complementary function & of  is given by @(y) = sup{xy o(r)}:

Recall also that a function ¢: R4 — R satisfies the A2 (‘ondmon (p € Ag), if
there is a ‘constant C.> 1, such that ©(2z) < Ce(z) for-all > 0.

Let v be a weight function, V(z) = [ v, such that V(c0) = oo, then (see [6]) for
any N-function ¢

12) Felvw [ fv}v(x) as< [ dic @i e

holds, if and only if & € A. (For other weighted generalizations of this type see [7]).
If v is not an _N-function, then modular inequalities of the form (1.2) (with v = 1)
still hold. For example, if ¢: Ry .~ Ry and ¢(0+) = 0 then (see [1])

13) [ eden@ie<e [~ oaree
is ‘satisfied, if and only if, for all ¢ > 0

t /0 29) 4y < 26,0026:1)
holds.

In this and the previous result the functions ¢ areincreasing and satisfy ©(0+) = 0.
However, it is well known that (1.1) holds also for the negative index p. In fact, the
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function p(z) = %, o < 0 is neither an N-function, nor does it satisfy the condition
of the previous result, yet (1.3) holds for this function. This follows from a general
result of Levinson ([8]), who-proved in 1964 that if ¢: Ry - R, satisfies

(14) Pl @ > (1= Y @P z>0

for:some p > 1, then modular inequalities of the form (1:3) with Cy = (p/(p — 1))
and Cy =1 hold.

The object of this paper is to extend Levinson's results to modular inequalities
involving weights and to consider operators more general than the averaging operator.
Specifically we prove (1.2) where ¢ is not necessarily ‘an -N-function but satisfies a
condition similar, but more general than (1.4).

Recall that the limiting case p —-co in (1.1} yields the inequality

w9) / T en((Po@)dz<e / " exp(o(a) de

due to Knopp ([4, Thm. 2.50]) (actually the inequality is in the form exp g(z) = f(z)),
and various weighted generalizations of (1.5). are known (cf. [5], [10]).  Here we shall
show via a simple adaptation of the method in [8] that the function ¢(z) = exp z in
the weighted analogue of (1.5) can be replaced by any convex function y satisfying
(1.4) with p = oo.

If 0 < p <1 then it is known that (1.1) fails unless the LP-spaces on the right are
replaced by the Hardy spaces. H,. If however the range of integration is finite, then
such inequalities hold, where the constant depends on the length of the interval.

In the next section, we begin with a characterization of functions for-which such
“finite” Hardy inequalities hold. This result is an adaptation of Kolmolgorov’s prin-
ciple ([2]) and seems to be new.. Following this, weighted extension of Levinson’s
modular inequalities are given. The final section contains weighted modular inequal-
ities for the two-dimensional and n-dimensional case.

2." A MODULAR CHARACTERIZATION: AND WEIGHTED EXTENSIONS OF
LEVINSON’S MODULAR. INEQUALITY

The first result is a characterization for the averaging operator over finite intervals
(0,£) £>.0, via an adaptation of Kolmolgorov’s principle ([2]).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose ¢: Ry - Ry is increasing, differentiable, and satisfies
2(0+) =0, Ilix}x; ﬂ:—) =0. Then

£
0

@1) [sa(Pf(x»dz < cew(%/ 0. 120
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is satisfied for all € € (0,00),if and only if, for each t >0

(2.2) t/lw %(—Z-)dy < CYlt).

Here the constants in (2.1) and (2.2) are the same.
Proof. I x(, denotes the characteristic function of the interval (0, ¢) then
the distribution function of x(o,e Pf is

Aoors) = {z € (0,00); @ffﬂ/:f > y}! < min (6 %ﬂi)

where |E| denotes Lebesgue measure of E and [[flli = fot .- Applying Fubini’s
theorem, then for any.s >0
£ oo :
[ e@n@nas= [~ e narswd
st warim [T a
0 s Yy

But as a function of s, the minimum of the right side occurs at s = || fll1/£, so that

[ etnienaz < eo( M) 4y [0 ot :W 2 o)

Zo il 7 el RIS
=t /IUM i dy{é'é’w( 4 )

Here (2.2) was applied with £ = || fll1 /. Therefore (2.2) implies (2.1).
Conversely, let f(y) = £x(0,(y)s t > 0 fixed, in (2.1) then (Pf)}(2) = £min(s, 1),
so that for ¢ <.

/OL o(O)dz + /fw(%) dz < Cryt)

or via the change of variable i¢/z =y
Y] ) ¢
tolt) +2t %;’l dy= te[f%l + [ %yldy} < o).
13 t P

But since (2.1) holds for all £ > 0, then the condition ‘P_g‘l — 0 as £ = oo, shows
that this implies (2.2). 0
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Note that o(t) ‘= t*, 0 < a <1, satisfies the conditions of the theorem with
(1) =t* and C'= 1/(1 — @), so-that (2.1) holds in this case.

Another example is obtained by taking ¢(t) =log(1 -+ t), £ > 0, then (2.1) holds
with C = 1 and 9(t) = log(1 + 1) + tlog (1),

To give the weighted extensions of Levinson’s modular inequality we require the
following:

Definition 2.1, A function ¢: (a,b) = Ry, 0 € a <:b € 00, belongs to:the
class @,,p > 1,if

w@)e"(z) = (1=1/p)l¢ ()]
holds for all > 0. If p = o0 -we write $o0 =@.

Clearly @ C ®,, and since p(z) = %, ¢ 2 pis in &, but not in @, the inclusion is
strict.

Note that o(t) =172, a >0, p(t) = e7*,0 <a <1, p(t) =¢'’, b > 1 are'in the
class ® and hence in @, for any p > 1. However, if in the last two examples a > 1,
respectively, 0 < b < 1'then neither of these functions is in @, for any p > 1.

Lemma 2.1.
(i) Ifp € ®,, p>1, then ¥ = ©M/P is convex.
(i) If p €:®, then ¢ =log p-is convex.
Proof. We only need to show that 4" > 0. Since for (i) p(p.— 1)y?2(y")2 +
PO = g 3 (L~ 1 D)oy (0)? and for (i), ¥ = 2EEY i o€ O, it
follows in each case that 1" > 0. 0

In what follows, we shall always assume that domain of ¢ is so chosen that it
contains the range of f 2 0.
The weighted extension of Levinson’s result [8] is the following:

Theorem 2.2.
1/p ; 1/p
(i) Ifp.€ &, p>1, andsup (f°° gl dt) (o7 dt) < oo, then
>0

N

2.3 / T up(Pf) <0 /0 velf).

(ii) Ifo € &, and v(z) = 2 [ 2 dt, a > 0 then (2.3) holds with C.= e*.
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Proof. (i) By Lemma 2.1 (i), ¥ = (!/7 is. convex, hence by Jensen’s inequality
and the well known weight conditions of Muckenhoupt (cf.-[9]) we obtain

[ e [ Nae< [Tu@]; [ vveya)
<cf T v@ur @) de
0
=c [ vwpten e

which proves the first part.
For the second part we apply Lemma 2.1 (i), Jensen’s inequality and the fact that

1
~a:/ logy® dy, a>0,
0

Interchanging the order of integration twice (Fubini) and making obvious changes of
variables yields

/ow(Pf) /Ou(z)exp[ (/ 1) de

< [Cuwen[: [Couma] e

= /m u@en [1 [ togelr)ar as

- [Tu@en 1/0 log p(/(sy)) dy] do

=e /0 Tew [ /O logly“p(f(2v))] dy] dz

<e [T [ el dys
/ / u(@)e(f(zy) dz dy

= [ [T )so(f(t))dtdy
/0 g;(j(t)/ vy dydt

=e [Touy@le e ;(fl as] at

from which the result follows. o
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If u = v = 1 in the first part of the theorem, then the constant in (2.1) is [p/(p—1)]*
and we obtain the result in [8]. If u(z) = 1 then v(z) = 1, and since mina~'e® =,
then with ¢(z) = e¥ we obtain from the second part of the theorem a result of Knopp
[4,:Thm. 2,50].

Note that if ¢ is monotone, so that ¢~ exists, then we obtained

[ uee( / ep)dr<en [ v e

Such inequalities when ¢(z) = e* were studied in [5] and [10] where weight charac-
terizations were also given,

It is clear that the argument of Theorem 2.2 carries over to more general positive
integral operators of the form

®n@ = [ rHewrway  f20
where the kernel satisfies certain natural conditions.

Corollary: 2.1, Suppose € ®,,p > 1 and the kernel k is homogeneous of
degree -1, If

oo o
/ k(z,y)dy =1  and f k(1,7 YPdE = C < oo,
o 0

then o oo
[ dxn@ne<er [ otrenas.

Proof. 'Since ¢ = @MP is convex by Lemma 2.1, then Jensen’s inequality yields
% o
PIE ()] < /D k(z,y)(f(y) dy = /0 B(LO%(f(xt)) dt.
Integrating and applying Minkowski’s inequality shows that

[ n@ian = [Cwnera < [T [T s ovue i s

<{[Tran( [ wseora)” w)
={[Teman( [T sawra)” af
=cf /:0 @(fy))dy.

If @ > 0, then the kernel k(z,y) = az™%(z~y)*~? X(0,) () satisfies the conditions
of the Corollary, and hence the result holds in this case.
‘A modification of the conditions on the kernel provides also results for p €®.. O
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It is reasonable to assume that Levinson’s method carries over-to other than L?-
mappings of operators,. This is indeed possible if one generalizes the @, classes of
Definition 2.1.-To do this, note that if P is an N-function, then P is convex and hence
P"> 0 exists 'a.e.”We require however that for an N-function P’ exists everywhere.

Definition 2.2. - Let P be an N-function, ‘such-that P"(z) 2 0, z € Ry, and
that P € A,."We say that the function

@:(a,b) = Ry 0ga<bsgoo,
belongs to &2 if
(2.4) (@) 2 1l (@)

" o o P ) Py
is satisfied, where y = gxig TT’(’TTM&"

If v = 1-we write p. € ¥,
Note that if P(z) =a?/p, p> 1, then P(z) = a* /p' € Az and

P!(x)Pa)/[P'(2)) =1-1,

so this generalized class contains the class of Definition 2.1." Also the N-function
given by

Pla) = /Oz(e* Z1yae

satisfies Definition 2.2, In fact a straightforward calculation shows that the comple-
mentary function P of P is

Ple) = /:m<y+1)dy= @+ )z +1)—z,

L : . P'(@)P(x) 4 N
which is. clearly.in A;. Moreover, since i\;}g —rf,(%ﬂﬁ;l =1-it follows that P-.€ -

‘A generalization of Theorem 2.2 (i) is the following:

Theorem 2.3. Suppose ¢ € &Y and v a weight function and V(z) = [; v where
V(00) = 00. Then

/ow w[V_zz_). /OaE fv]v(a:} dz € /:Q P(Cf(z))v(z)dz.
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Proof. First we show that ¢ = P~1(y) is convex. Since v = P(¥), @' =
Py @ = PU () ()24 P () (¥, so (2.4) is satisfied if and only if

P) [P (@) + P/()e"] > 7 [Pl
is satisfied.. But this is equivalent to

Pl s ZORWPL POIPG)

P(@) PR

But since the right side is non-negative it follows that ¢ > 0.
Now since #is convex, Jensen’s.inequality yields

/Ooga[ ! ‘/va]v(z)dt /wP{z/)( 1 /va>] (z)dz
=T 3 T = rroed ma
0 Viz)-Jo o Vix) Jo
< [ Pl [ uveroa]ws [T piov@pe)
o Viz) Jo o
%0 oo
< [7 PuctE@ma) dn = [ oo b
0 o
Since C > 17(w.l.g.) -the last inequality follows from the convexity of % and the
second to last inequality is (1.2) of [6]. (Note that the characterization of (1.2)
requires V(co) = oo only in the necessity part.) 0
3. HIGHER DIMENSIONAL CASES
Higher dimensional ‘analogues of the previous results can be given. Here we con-

sider first the two dimensional case, where the two dimensional averaging operator
is defined by

(Paf)(y) = »j@;/ﬂ /Oyf(s,t)dtds 5y>0, f20.

Before proving the analogue of Theorem 2.2, the following special case of a theorem
of Sawyer {11] is required.

Theorem 3.1. Let u and v be weight functions:on R2 = (0,00) x (0,00). Let
1< p< o0, then

(3.1) /R PP < CAQ of?
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is satisfied, if-and only if, forall.a> 0,6 >0

(32) </w/b “(Z)’;’))d d )m’(/ /v(z ke ”dydr)lp <A<
(3.3) /0., fﬂb(/or /Dyu ) ”((I’;)’i)d dz<A/ /

and
(34)

/ /(/ /%f[)?dm) v(wy)“dedKA/ / t;(zzyy)

are satisfied.

The corresponding modular inequality is now the following:

Theorem 3.2.
() If o €@, p>1,and (3.2), (3.3), (3.4) hold, then

(55) | wn<e [ win

is satisfied.
(ii). If ¢ € ®, then (3.5) holds with C = e, .o >0, 8 > 0 and

u(s,t)dtd
v(e,y) = yﬁ/ / £a+1)tp+1s'

Proof. The proof of (i) follows as in Theorem 2.2 (i) only now Theorem 3.1 is
applied. 'We omit the details.
The proof of (ii) is also as in the proof of Theorem 2.2 (ii) and is given here for

completeness.
By Lemma 2.1, ¢ = log is convex. Hence by Jensen’s inequality and changes of

variables

/@; , vl = /0 2 /0 " ule, ) expl(Pef) (@) dy da

S/Dw /Omu(x,’y)exp[%/: /Oy(wf)(s;t)dtds] dydz
=/Dm /Omu(zty)exx)[/ol /;1(¢f)(xa,g7)d7du] dy da.

240




But since =4 =

fol logt® dy, 6> 0, then with § = a and § = 8 the last integral is
equal to

o0 00 1 1
e /0 /0 u(,y)exp { L ]0 loglor? (0f) (z0, yr)] dr dal dyde
o0 00 1 1
<et? /0 /0 u(z,y) [ /; /0 o f)(za,yr) dr do] dydz
1 1 5] o0
e _/0 /0 aorf [ / / u(x,y)(wf)(mo,yf) dy dz] drdo

s /‘ /‘ gavxTB»l{ é)(wf)(s,mdm] drdo
:eaw/ [ @hH(s U; 10"‘ (2 )drda] dtds
. ea«t—ﬁ/o /0 (ef)(s:t) {s“tﬁ ,w l:}f;%lx dy dl] dids,

and the result follows. )

Observe that if ¢ is monotone then ™" exists and writing () = g the inequality
may be written as

/0°° /0°° ”(z’y)‘f’{;% f: /oy(ﬁp"g)(b't) dtds] <ot /Ow f:’ o, )9l 9) dyde.

Specifically, if @(t) = ¢, this generalizes a result of [5] and if ¥ = v =1 one obtains
the two dimensional analogue of [4, Thm. 250],

If n > 2, a corresponding ‘weighted inequality as in Theorem 3.1'is not available
However, if one defines in the n-dimensional setting the averaging operator P by

1 " i3
(PH® = Bz /D LW e i3

where B(|z|) is the n-ball in R™,. centred at zero with radius |z} and |B(jz])] its
volume, then modular inequalities are possible. Note that

B(al = [ 4 _ Sl

llgle] s

where ¥,,1 is the surface of the unit ball in R” and |Zn-1} its area.
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Theorem 3.3.
(1) If v € ®,, p>1 and the weight functions U, V.in R™ satisfy

Ufz)dw 1/‘”{ L })/r'
BOzNP V(x)' 77 dz
i‘ig{/m;u B [ vea) <o

then

(36) /R vePp<C [R Velf)

holds.
() If o € @ and V(z) = [21° o1 YWty o > 0, then (3.6) holds with C =

o lny

el

Proof. - Since part (i) follows as in-the proof of Theorem 2.2(i), (but now
applying {3, Theorem 2.1]) we only prove part (ii).
By Lemma 2.1 % =log @ is convex, so by Jensen’s inequality

/R (P = /R U@ epwP(P@)]de
1
< - U(w)exp[‘—*‘B(!xm B“ﬂ)(wf)(y)dy] dz.

Let U(t) = fzn,‘ U(tr)dr, then; siuce ¥ = log ¢ a change to polar coordinates shows
that the last integral is

- .
Y n n—1 N
[ o e""[*‘“mznm |s /En_xlogwn(w)daas] o

00, r1
:/D T(yn? exP[TEj:ﬁ/o ot fxudl%(wf)(wa)dadv} dt - (s=1tv).

But if o >:0, then

1

—afn n / n-1/ «

e =eXp| o7 v 1 »
P{En—l‘ 0 Suls ogv”do du



so-that the previous integral is equal to

OO0, 1
eu/n/ Ut CXP[IE: 1|/ vn—l/ IOg[UQ(Wf)(tva)dzrdv] dt
a/ 7 -1 11
IeEn :‘/ o / x/ v*(¢f)(tve) do dv dt

e/np, e 177
Bl Chiea 1/ ¢ IUW/ (¢f)(tvo) do dt dv
a1 ) Buly

e/np

|2"“1[/ 1’"—'1/ s IU /E,H(Wf)(vﬂa)dadsdv (tv=s)
~gal e (‘/E,L-,“”f)‘”)“‘”) ([ oz) o)
=|";:_:’i[ :’ st ( /L 'H(spf)(sa)do) / i%( /}, A U(tT)dT) dtds

ex/mn
sk p(f@)V(2)de.

Here we applied Jensen’s inequality again and interchanged the order of integration
twice, with obvious changes of variables. 0

Again; if -is monotone, so that ¢! exist; then with ©(f) = g the inequality
takes the form

iy 7
/ U@e(Ple~)(@) ds < Via)g(z) dz
an TZustl Juw

which was obtained in [3, Thm. 4.1] in the case p(z) = %
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