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1. Introduction and preliminaries

Ifp>1Q1/p)+(1/q) =1, f(x),g(x) 20, f € LP(0,), and g € L9(0,0), such that 0 <
(fgofp(x)dx)l/p <ooand 0 < (f((;ogq(y)dy)l/"J < oo, then we have

f fJJCC)-l-gy sm(,r 7p) (f f’”(x)dx>1/P(J;wgq(y)dy>1/p, (1.1)

where the constant factor or/(sin(sr/p)) is the best possible. Equation (1.1) is the famous
Hardy-Hilbert inequality proved by Hardy et al. [1].

Let K(x,y) = 1/(x +y), (Tf)(y) := [ K(x,y) f(x)dx, and | fll, = ([;°|f (x)[Pdx}/? (or
(Tg)(x) = ["K(x,y)g(y)dy and |4 = { f§°|g<y>|qdy}“q>. Yang [2] rewrote (1.1) as

(Tf,8) < c——=Ifllpliglg (1.2)

sin .ﬂ'/P)

where T : L"(0,00) —L"(0,00) (r = p,q) is an integral operator, (Tf,g) = [, (J; K(x,
Y f(0)dx)g(y)dy = [[°K(x,y)f(x)g(y)dxdy = (Tg, f) is the formal inner product of T f
and g, || fll, (or [gll;) is the norm of function f in LF(0, o0) (or function g in L9(0, c0)).
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If K(x,y) is a real measurable function and satisfies K (ux, uy) = uK(x,y) (A > 0, u >
0) for (x,y) € (0,00) x (0, ), then K(x,y) is called a homogeneous function of —\A-degree.
Hence, K(x,y) = 1/(x + y) in (1.2) is called a homogeneous kernel function of the integral
operator T and inequality (1.1) is called an inequality with the homogeneous kernel of —1-
degree also.

Recently, inequality (1.1) has been extended by introducing some parameters [3-6]. A
reverse Hilbert-Pachpatte inequality was first proved by Zhao and Debnath [7]. Zhong and
Yang [8, 9] gave some reverse inequalities concerning some extensions of (1.1). About the
Hilbert-type integral inequalities with a symmetric homogeneous kernel, Krni¢ and Pecari¢
have researched [10]. Zhong and Yang found the conditions for the multiple Hilbert-type
integral inequalities with a symmetric kernel [11]. Xie got a Hilbert-type integral inequality
with an unsymmetrical homogeneous kernel of —3-degree [12]. Xie’s work, as we will see in
Remark 3.3, is a special situation of our results for A =3 and s =r = 2.

By introducing an integral operator T, a norm | f||,. with a weight function and
two pairs of conjugate exponents (p,q), (r,s) in this paper, we find some conditions under
which the Hilbert-type integral inequalities with a homogeneous kernel of —\A-degree and
their reverse forms and equivalent forms hold, here the homogeneous kernels K(x,y) can be
unsymmetrical. We also prove that the constant factors in these inequalities are all the best
possible. As applications of the theorems, some new inequalities with a homogeneous kernel
and their other two forms are given.

For these purposes, we introduce some notations as follows.

Ifp>1(1/p)+(1/q) =1landr > 1, (1/r) + (1/s5) = 1, a norm of f with the weight
function w(x) is defined by

1l = {jww<x>|f<x>|de}l/P, (1.3)

0

where f(x), w(x) > 0 are measurable in (0, o). If || f||» < oo, then it is marked by f € L (R,)
(for 0 < p < 1or g <0, we still use the formal mark (1.3) in the following).

Supposing that K(x,y) > 0 is a measurable function in (0, o0) x (0, o0) and defining an
integral operator T, for f,g >0,

0

(Tf)(w) :=j K(x,y)f(0)dx (€ (0,00)), (1.4)

0

(Tg)(x) := J;) K(x,y)g(y)dy (x€(0,00)), (1.5)
then we have the formal inner as follows:
(Tf,8)= Mg, f) = [| Ko fgdy. (16)

Lemma 1.1 (cf. [13]). Assume thatp >0, (1/p)+(1/q) =1, F,G>0,and F € LP(E), G € L1(E).
Ome has the following Holder inequalities:

F()G(tydt < (| FP(t)dt W GI(t)dt 1/,7, (1.7)
). (J;rom) ([ eomn)

(1) ifp>1, then
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(2)if0<p <1, then

LF(t)G(t)dt > <JEFP(t)dt>1/p <LG‘7(t)dt>1/p, (1.8)

where the equalities hold if and only if there exist real numbers A and B (A% + B> # 0), such
that AFP(t) = BG9(t)a.e. in E.

Lemma 1.2. If s > 1, (1/r) + (1/s) = 1,p > 0, p#1, (1/p) + (1/q) = 1, A > 0, setting that
K(x,y) (= 0) is a homogeneous kernel function of —\-degree, and defining that

oo x)L/r
w50 KGy) gy (1.9)

o y)L/s
wr(\,1,y) = L K(x,y)mdx, (1.10)
Cy(s) :=j K1, u)u“9 du, (1.11)

0
then one has

wi(A, 8,x) = wa(L,7,y) = Ca(s). (1.12)

Proof. By the —\ homogeneity of the kernel K(x, y), for x > 0, and setting u = y/x, we have

sz = YNy (7 /914y =
1(L,s,x)=| K(xx 079 =| K1, u)u u=_Cy(s), (1.13)
0 X (x(y/x)) x

and for y > 0, letting x = y/u, by dx = —(y/u?)du, it is easy to find that

© A/s 2 o)
_ Yy vy (y/uw?) _ (A/s)-1
(Uz(./\, T',y) = J;) K<;,y> W&iu = S K(l,u)u du, (114)
equation (1.12) is valid. The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 1.3. If s > 1, (1/r)+(1/s) = 1,p > 0,p#1, (1/p) + (1/q) = 1, A > 0, suppose that
K(x,y)(> 0) is a measurable homogeneous kernel function of —\-degree. Defining that, for n € N,

“ am| (7 xW/1+1/ng)
In:J1 X U; K(L}/)mdy] dx, (1.15)

one has

1 oY)
I,=n U K(1, u)u/ 91+ 1/mp) gy +f K1, u)u/9-1-0/ "q)du]. (1.16)
0 1



4 Journal of Inequalities and Applications

Proof. By the —A homogeneity of the kernel K(x, y), for x > 1 and setting u = y/x, we have

x4/ /m) ' (4/3)-1-(1/nq) ” (1/9)-1-(1/ng)
_ s)-1-(1/nq s)-1-(1/nq
f K(x,y) EEIYARn —————dy = 1/xK(l,u)u du + J‘1 K, u)u du.
(1.17)
It follows that
o o 1
I, = nJ‘ K1, u)u/o-1-1/na) gy, +J‘ x Mgyl K@, u)uWO1-0m gy (1.18)
1 1 1/x
By the nonnegative measurability of K(x, ) and using Tonelli theorem [14], we have
®© 1
f x—l—(l/n)dx K(l, u)u(/\/s)—l—(l/nq)du
1 (1/x)
(1.19)
1 o 1
_ I K1, u)u/9-1-0/ma) gy, J' -0/ gy — J’ K (1, u)u/9-140/m0) gy,
0 (1/u) 0
In view of (1.18) and (1.19), we have (1.16). The lemma is proved. O

2. Main results

Theorem 2.1. Supposingp >1,(1/p) +(1/q) =1,s>1,(1/r)+(1/s) =1, A >0, f,g >0, letting
w(x) = PV () = yaA-WD=1 p(y) = y PVl and setting T is a integral operator
defined by (1.4) (or (1.5)), if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) K(x,y) > 0is a measurable homogeneous kernel function of —\-degree,

(2) the weight coefficient Cy(s) = [;"K(1,u)u"Y*)" du is a positive number depending only on
the parameters A, s, then one has

I f e LR, g € L (R.), and [[fler gl > O, e
(Tf,g) = ﬂo K(x,y) f(0g()dx dy < o) floligllosm (2.1)
if fe LY (R,) and | fllpw >0, then Tf € L’Z(]RJ,) and

T fllpn = { L RS < J; “Ky) f(x)dx)pdy}l/p < CL®)Ifllpeor 2.2)

where the same constant factor Cy(s) in (2.1) and (2.2) is the best possible. Inequalities (2.1)
and (2.2)are equivalent.
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Proof. (1) By p > 1 and the nonnegative measurability of K(x,y), we can use Holder’s
inequality (1.10) and Tonelli theorem in the following:

“xam x (/@ i=Q/m)y (1/p)(1-(1/5))

xP-D(A=(1/1)) 1/p
{f K(x,y) =07 —f? (x)dydx}
(q 1) (1-(A/s)) 1/q
A[[ K sy}
1/q

1/p ©
— {J;J w1()L,S,x)xp(l (A/7)- 1fp(x)dx} {J‘O wz(/\,r,y)yq(l‘()‘/s))"lgq(y)dy} ,
(2.3)

where wi(\, s,x), wa(A,r,y) are defined by (1.9) and (1.10), respectively. Using (1.12) and
condition (2), we have

(Tf,g) < C)L(S)“f”p,w”g”q,w‘ (24)

If (2.3) takes the form of equality, then by Lemma 1.1, there exist real numbers A and B
(A% + B2 #0), such that

(p-1)(1-(X/1)) (g-1)(1-(\/s))
X
7(x) = BY

Sy w8 W), ae in (0,%0) x (0,00). (2.5)

It follows that there exists a constant D, such that

AxPA=/0) £p(x) = Byd-WsDgd(y) = D, a.e. in (0,00) x (0, 0). (2.6)

Assume, without lose of generality, that A #0, then we have
A=/ £ (50) = o aein (0,0), (2.7)

which contradicts with the facts that f € L (R,) and | fllpw > 0. Hence, (2.3) takes the form of
strict inequality. So does (2.4). Then, we obtain (2.1).

Supposing there exists a number 0 < C < C,(s), such that (2.1) is still valid when C,(s)
is replaced by C, then for n € N, we have

(T fn, gn) < C{f L P(=(/r)- 1fp(x)dx}1/P{j . q(y)dy}l/q
(2.8)

[eo)
= CJ‘ x UM gy = nC,
1
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where

- {x—(l—u/r»—(l/np), x € (1,00),
(x) =

0, x € (0,1],
(2.9)
y~=/)=(/mp) -y e (1, 00),
8n (y) =
0, y€(0,1].
But by (1.15) and (1.16), we have
(Tfors) = [[ Koo £ dx dy
: (2.10)
=I,=n U K1, u)u/971+1/mp) gy, +J‘ K1, u)u/971-0/ma) g3
0 1
In view of (2.8), we have
1 &)
f K1, u)u®9)-1+0/mp) gy 4 f K1, u)u®91-0/n9) gy < C. (2.11)
0 1
Then by Fatou lemma [14], we have
Cy(s) = f K@, u)u9 dy
0
1 o
= f lim K (1, 2)u /9100 gy 4 f lim K (1, 1) u™/9)=1=0/m) g, (2.12)
0 n—oo 1 n—oo

n—oo

1 o0
< lim U K1, u)u®9-1+0/mp) gy, +I K1, u)u)1-0/ma) gyl < C.
0 1

Hence, the constant factor C = C)(s) is the best possible.
(2) Setting g(y) = y(m/s)—l(ﬁ”K(x,y)f(x)dx)p*1 (y € (0,00)), then we have g(y) > 0.
Using the notation (1.3), by Holder’s inequality (1.10) (as in (2.3)), we have

I, = gl = 500 gty
2.13)

- [Ty ([ ke fax ) dy = 11,9) < QUGN pulglom
which is equivalent to
ITAIS, = NGz < CRIfllpw- (2.14)
In view of f € L(R,), Il fllpw > 0, and condition (2), it follows that T f € LZ (Ry), g€ LIL(R,),

and ||g|l4= > 0. Using (2.1), we can find that inequality (2.13) takes the form of strict inequality.
So does (2.14). Hence, we obtain (2.2).
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On the other hand, if inequality (2.2) holds, then by using Holder’s inequality (1.10)

again, we find

(Tf ) = f fmx, Y)f(x)g(y)dx dy

= Lw [y(“ P fK xy)f (x)dx] [y‘” P S)g(y)] dy (2.15)

VARV b PP (7 aamassp- Ha
([ ([ o ons)

By (2.2), we have (2.1). It follows that (2.2) is equivalent to (2.1). If the constant factor C, (s) in
(2.2) is not the best possible, then by (2.15), we can get a contradiction that the constant factor
Cy(s) in (2.1) is not the best possible. The theorem is proved. O

Theorem 2.2. Let0<p <1 (q<0), (1/p)+(1/q) =1,r>1,(1/r)+(1/s) =1, A > 0. Assume
that f,g >0, w(x), w(y), h(y), and the integral operator T are all defined as in Theorem 2.1. Setting
P(x) = x@/n-1if
(1) K(x,y) is a nonnegative measurable homogeneous kernel function of —A-degree,
(2) the weight coefficient Cy(s) = [;"K (1, u)uY)" du is a positive number depending only on
the parameters A, s, then one has the following cases:

FfeIh®.), g€ L R,), and ||fllpor gl > O, ten
(Tf,g) = ”0 K, y)f(0g)dx dy > Cus) floligllom (2.16)

if f € L}, (R,) and | fllpw > O, then

T fllpn = { L °°y<m/s>-1< L "k y) f(x)dx)pdy}l/p > Co() llpor (2.17)

ifge LI(R,) and gllgw >0, then Tg € LI (R+), and

I8l = [ [Tk pgdy) dx < IO gl 218)

where the constant factors C(s) and CZ(S) in (2.16) (or in (2.17)) and in (2.18), respectively,
are both the best possible. Inequalities (2.17) and (2.18) are both equivalent to inequality
(2.16).

Proof. (1) Since 0 < p < 1, we can use the reverse Holder inequality (1.11). Using the
combination as in (2.3) and using the notations (1.9) and (1.10), we have

“[ Sk | (A/p)(1-(1/9)
(Tf.8) Z,[J; [K xy)f () (/P (=(/5) HK xy)gy) (1/q)<1—<x/r>>]dxdy

0 1/p 1/q
2{ f wl()t,s,x)x”(l"()‘/r))_lfp(x)dx} { J‘ wZ(J\,r,y)yq(l—ws»—lgq(y)dy}
0 0

(2.19)
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By (1.12), condition (2), and notation (1.3), we have

(Tf,8) 2 Ca(S)I flipwllgllgm- (2.20)

If (2.19) takes the form of equality. Then by using the conclusions of (2.5)-(2.7), we still can
get a result which contradicts the conditions of f € LY (R,) and || fllpw >0 (or g€ LI(R,) and
Igllgw > 0). It means that (2.19) takes the form of strict inequality. So does (2.20). The form
(2.16) is valid.
If there exists a positive number C > C,(s), such that (2.16) is still valid when C,(s) is
replaced by C, then for n € N, setting f,(x) and g,(y) as (2.9), we have
(Tfor80) > Clflpllgallass = C [ 31-0/0dx = nC. 221)

But by (1.16), we have

(Tfur ) = jfk<x,y> FuX)ga(y)dx dy

) (2.22)
=I,=n U K1, u)uWo)1+1/ma) gy 4 J‘wK(l,u)u()‘/s)’l’(l/"q)du .
0 1
In view of (2.21), we have
1 ©
C< f K (1, u)u®9-1+0/mp) gy +f K1, u)u®91-0/n9) gy (2.23)
0 1
Also by the nonnegative measurability of K(x, y), we can use Fatou lemma and obtain
1 ©
C < lim U K1, u)u®9-1+0/mp) gy 4 f K1, u)u®9-1-0/n9) gy
n—oo 0 1
(2.24)

1 o
= j lim K (1, 2) /9715070 gy f lim K (1, 2)uW/ 9710/ gy = €, (s).
1

0 n—oo n—oo

Hence, the constant factor C = C)(s) is the best possible.
(2) Setting g(y) = y(P)‘/SH(J;J"°I<(Jc,y)f(x)dx)’g*1 (y € (0,0)), we have g(y) > 0. By the
notation (1.3) and in view of (2.19), we have

A1, = sl = [ 700 g1y
(2.25)

©9) [*9) 14
- [Ty ([T K f@ax) dy = 1£,9) 2 QU alglo
0 0
IS = gl 2 L)1 226)

If ||Tf ||z n= g”g,w = oo, then by f € L},(R,), (2.25) takes the form of strict inequality, so does
(2.26). That is what (2.17) holds. If T f € LZ(R+) (g€ LI(R,)), it tells us that the conditions of
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(2.16) are satisfied. Then by using (2.16), it follows that both (2.25) and (2.26) keep the forms
of strict inequality and (2.17) holds.

On the other hand, if (2.17) is valid, then by using the reverse Holder inequality (1.11)
again, we have

(Tf,g) = J:oyws)—(l/p) [fK(x,y)f(x)dx] [ya/p)—u/s)g(y)] dy

> { f °°y<m/s>-1 [ J:”K(x, v) f(x)dx] pdy}l/p{ f qu(l—u/s))—l gq(y)dy}l/q.

0 0

(2.27)

By (2.17), we have (2.16). It means that (2.17) is equivalent to (2.16).
(3) Firstly, setting f(x) = x(’?)‘/r)’l(foooK(x,~1/)g(y)al]/)qf1 (x € (0,00)), then we have
f(x) > 0. Using the notation (1.3) and in view of (2.19), (2.20), we have

||Tg||Z,¢ = ||f||;’§,w = J; xp(l—u/r»—lfp(x)dx
(2.28)

%) o) q
=j xW”-l(j K(x,y)g(y)dy> dy = (Tg, f) 2 Co&) flpellgllom-
0 0

It follows that

) 1/q
ITgllg = I FI0L = {L x"“*Wf”*lfP(x)dx} > C1(5)lgllyers (2.29)

and by g < 0 (because of 0 < p < 1), we have
[*e] 0 q
0 <ITglly = Il = [ 5/ ([ Ker gy ) dy < CUo) gl <o 230)
0 0

It follows that Tg € LZ(RJ,), fe L} (R,). Also by (2.16), we find that (2.28) and (2.30) are strict
inequalities. Thus, inequality (2.18) holds.

Secondly, if (2.18) is valid, then by using the reverse Holder inequality (1.11) again, in
view of

(Tf,g) = ffmx,y)f(x)g(y)dx dy

_ fo ” [x(l/q)—(A/r) f(x)] [xu/n—(l/q) J‘O "k y) g(y)dy] dx (2.31)

> {wap(l()L/r))1fp(x)dx}l/p{J‘wx(q)l/r)l [LwK(x, y)g(y)dy] qu}l/q,

0 0

by (2.18) and g < 0, we can easily find that (2.16) holds, and (2.18) is equivalent to (2.16).

If the constant factor C,(s) (or CZ(S)) in (2.17) (or in (2.18)) is not the best possible, then
by (2.27) (or (2.31)), we can get a contradiction that the constant factor C,(s) in (2.16) is not
the best possible. The theorem is proved. O
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3. Some particular cases

Corollary 3.1. Let p > 0, (1/p) + (1/q) = L, vr > 1,(1/r) + (1/s) = 1, A > 0, w(x) =
PV (y) = yIOV91 gnd f,¢ > 0, then one has the following cases: if p > 1, f €
Lio(R.), g € Ly (Ry), and || fllp.w, I1gllgw > O, then

)L
H : DY) gy < o)l flbllgloms (3.1)

xt + yM)max{xt, yt}

ifp>1, f € LY (R,), and | fllpw >0, then

= ol x* f(x) p , ,
J:) v Uo (x)‘+yi\)max{x)~,y)t}dx> dy < C () f I, (3.2)

f0<p<1, feLi(R.), g€ Lb(R), and |fllpw Iglm > O, then

A
I Ty TCBW gy > o)l (33)

Ymax{xt, yt}

if0<p<1, feL(R,), and | fllpw >0, then

F v x'f (%) P s
J'pr <,[) (x* +y dx) dy > C(5)I|fllpo- (3.4)

Hmax{xt, vt

if0<p<1,geLl(R,), and Igllgw > O, then

e’} ~ o) xA ( ) q
f X0/7) 1(f 8y dy> dx < C1(s) gl o (3.5)
0

o (' +yY)max{xt, y'}

where the constant factors Cy(s) = (Z/A)Z,;“;O((—l)k(k+ D)/ ((k+(1/r)+1)(k+(1/s))), Ci(s) and
CZ(S) are all the best possible. Inequality (3.2) is equivalent to (3.1), and inequalities (3.4) and (3.5)
are both equivalent to (3.3).

Proof. Let K(x,y) = x*/((x* + y")max{x",y"}), then K(x,v) is a nonnegative measurable
homogeneous kernel function of —\-degree in (0, 0) x (0, c0). In view of Theorems 2.1 and
2.2, we only need to show that

Cy(s) = f k(1,u)u™ 9 dy (3.6)
0
is a positive number depending only on the parameters A, s.

Setting t = u', we have

u()t/s)_l

Cuis) = [ k(L wut/o 14 =J‘°o d
1(6) J;) (L uju " o (1+ut)max{1,u'} !

101 (Le1/9)-1 @ 4(1/s)-1 1
- RE— ———dt| = —(H1 + H»).
)tUo T+t +£ (1+t)td] 3 (Fh+ )

(3.7)
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By a = (1/s) > 0, we find that H; = fol(t(l/s)‘1 /(1 +t))dt is a Eulerian integral [15] and we have

2 (-
PN eriyat 38)
Also letting v = 1/t in Hy, we also have
1._(1/r) © (_1)1(
v
Hz—J:)—1+Udv—kz:—k+(1/r)+1. (39)

In view of (3.8) and (3.9), we have Cy(s) = (2/M) X2, (1) (k+1))/ ((k+(1/7) + 1) (k+(1/s))).
It shows that C, (s) is a positive number. By Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, Corollary 3.1 is proved. [J

Corollary 3.2. Suppose that p > 0, (1/p) + (1/9) =1, r>1, (1/r)+(1/s) =1, A > 0, w(x) =
PV (1) = y10-VD=1 gpd f, ¢ > 0. One has the following cases:ifp > 1, f € L},(R,), g €
Ly (Ry), and || fllpw, 18llgm > O, then

” xf(x)g(y)
”O Gt 2 + |2 - 2| dx dy < Cy(s)|| fllpwllgllgw: (3.10)
ifp>1, f € LI (R.), and | f||p. > O, then
Aot * /() d ) dy < Cl(s . 211
J;) 4 (_[) (_9(‘2)L + yZJ\) + |x2/\ _ y2)L| X y< ”f”pw/ ( . )

if0<p<1, feLl,(R.)), g€ LL(R,), and || fllpw, lIgllgz > O, then

N = f; 2{;’??33 e dy> Ol flhlgly (.12)
if0<p<l, fe LY (R,), and | fllpw >0, then
R (e e T R (I RS
if0<p<1,geLl(R,), and lgllgw >0, then
I av/n- 1<J‘ x'g(y) dy>qu <)l (3.14)
(2 2 + [ -2 A q

where the constant factor C,(s) = (sr)/(AM(r+1)), Ci(s) and CZ(S) are all the best possible. Inequality
(3.11) is equivalent to (3.10) and inequalities (3.13) and (3.14) are both equivalent to (3.12).



12 Journal of Inequalities and Applications

Proof. Setting K (x,y) = x*/((x* + y*') + |x*' — y*!|), then K(x, y) is a nonnegative measurable
homogeneous kernel function of —A-degree in (0, o) x (0, o0). As in Corollary 3.1, we only need
to show that C) (s) is a positive number depending only on the parameters .\, s.

Setting t = u?t for p>0,p#1, wehave

I~ o Ly W/s)-1
Ci(s) = | K@, wu"*"d =f
1(6) = [ K = | T E eIl
(3.15)
1/25) 1 1 o St

£(1/29)-1 f (1/25)-2 t] _ )

2)LJ‘ 1+t+|1—t|dt 4AU dt+ | B = 5T
It shows that C,(s) = sr/(A(r + 1)) is a positive number. Corollary 3.2 is proved. O

Remark 3.3. (1) The homogeneous kernel functions K (x, y) appearing in Corollaries 3.1 and 3.2
are just two especial examples. We can give more other examples.

(2) We can extend Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 to higher-dimensional space R x R easily.

(3) Letting A = 3, r = s = 2 in the forms (2.1), (2.2), (2.16), and (2.17), and setting
K(x,y) = 1/((x + a®y)(x + b?y) (x + c*y)), then we can get Xie's results [12] at once. So Xie’s
work is a special case of our Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.
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