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Abstract

In recent years, several authors have studied the problem of determining optimal
constants in the LP-norm for Hardy-type inequalities (see, for instance, [9, 16, 24,
34, 44] and the references therein). In this thesis, we continue this line of research
by focusing on operators of fundamental importance in Analysis, such as the Hardy
operator H, the adjoint of Hardy operator H*, the Cesaro operator C', the Copson
operator C*, the left-shift operator S, and the right-shift operator S*.

More specifically, we study the sharp lower and upper bounds for the p-norm of
the difference between the Cesaro operator and the identity, C'— I, when acting on
various cones like /7(N) itself, the cone of nonnegative sequences (% (N), and the cone
of nonnegative and nonincreasing sequences 4 (N), for the whole range 1 < p < 0.
The same study is conducted for the difference between the Cesaro operator and the
left-shift operator, C'— .S, as well as for the difference between the Copson operator
minus the identity, C* — I, and the difference between the Copson operator minus
the right-shift operator, C* — S*. As an application, we identify norms on ¢?(N)
that are equivalent to their standard p-norms, and we provide the exact optimal

constants for these equivalences.

A similar analysis is carried out in the continuous setting (see, for example,
[18, 34, 44, 46] and the references therein), where we investigate the sharp lower and
upper bounds in the L?(R™)-norm for the Hardy operator minus the identity, H — I,
and its adjoint, H*—1, on cones analogous to those considered in the discrete setting,
now within the Lebesgue space LP(RT), for 1 < p < oo. Again, as an application,
we identify norms on LP(R™) that are equivalent to their standard p-norms, and we
provide the exact optimal constants for these equivalences.

Finally, we extend some classical results of G. H. Hardy, J. Littlewood, and
G. Pdlya related to the operator p-norm of a polynomial in H and H*, and we
provide several applications of this extension. Additionally, we study new norms
that are equivalent to the standard norms of the classical Cesaro spaces, Ces,(R™),
for 1 < p < oo, and the classical Copson spaces, Cop,(R"), for 1 < p < oo, providing
the sharp constants in these equivalences.

Keywords: Hardy-type inequalities, Hardy operator, Cesaro operator, Copson
operator, Shift operator, Cesaro function spaces, Copson function spaces, sharp
bounds, optimal constants.






Resumen

En los ultimos anos, se ha prestado considerable atencién al problema de determinar
constantes éptimas en la norma LP para desigualdades de tipo Hardy (véase, por
ejemplo, [9, 16, 24, 34, 44] y las referencias alli citadas). En esta tesis, continuamos
esta linea de investigacion centrandonos en operadores de importancia fundamental
en Analisis, tales como el operador de Hardy H, el adjunto del operador de Hardy
H*, el operador de Cesaro C', el operador de Copson C*, el operador de desplaza-
miento a la izquierda S y el operador de desplazamiento a la derecha S*.

Mas especificamente, estudiamos los limites inferiores y superiores exactos para
la norma p de la diferencia entre el operador de Cesaro y la identidad, C'—1I, actuando
sobre distintos conos como ¢?(N), el cono de sucesiones no negativas ¢* (N), y el cono
de sucesiones no negativas y no crecientes ¢4 (N), para todo el rango 1 < p < co. El
mismo estudio se realiza para la diferencia entre el operador de Cesaro y el operador
de desplazamiento a la izquierda, C'—.S, asi como para la diferencia entre el operador
de Copson menos la identidad, C* — I, y la diferencia entre el operador de Copson
menos el operador de desplazamiento a la derecha, C* — S*. Como aplicacion,
identificamos normas en ¢?(N) que son equivalentes a sus normas p estdndar, y

proporcionamos las constantes 6ptimas exactas para estas equivalencias.

Un andlisis similar se realiza en el contexto continuo (véase, por ejemplo, [18,
34, 44, 46] y las referencias alli citadas), donde investigamos los limites inferiores
y superiores exactos en la norma estdndar de LP(R) para el operador H — I, y su
adjunto, H* — I, sobre conos andlogos a los considerados en el caso discreto, ahora
dentro del espacio de Lebesgue LP(RT), para 1 < p < oco. Nuevamente, como
aplicacion, identificamos normas en LP(R™) equivalentes a sus normas p estandar, y
proporcionamos las constantes éptimas exactas para estas equivalencias.

Finalmente, extendemos algunos resultados clasicos de G. H. Hardy, J. Little-
wood y G. Pélya relacionados con la norma p de un polinomio en H y H*, y pre-
sentamos varias aplicaciones de esta extensién. Adicionalmente, estudiamos nuevas
normas que son equivalentes a las normas estandar de los espacios clasicos de Cesaro,
Ces,(R*), para 1 < p < oo, y de los espacios clasicos de Copson, Cop,(R*), para
1 < p < o0, proporcionando las constantes exactas en estas equivalencias.

vil






Chapter 1

Introduction

Inequalities have always played a crucial role in the development of many branches
of mathematics (e.g., functional analysis, the theory of differential and integral equa-
tions, interpolation theory, homogenization theory, etc.) and other sciences (e.g.,
signal processing, composite engineering, mechanics, physics, etc.). In particular,
in recent years, several authors have investigated Hardy-type inequalities and the
problem of determining optimal constants in the LP-norm for this class of prob-
lems (see, for instance, [9, 16, 24, 34, 44] and the references therein). These results
take the form of LP-norm estimates involving the Cesaro operator or its adjoint in
the discrete setting, or the classical Hardy operator or its adjoint in the continuous
setting.

For a sequence {x(n)},>1 C R, the Cesaro operator C, the left-shift operator S,
and their transposes are defined by

Cﬂmzigyﬂm wﬂmZEZ%?,

Sz(n) =xz(n+1), and S*x(n) =x(n —1),

with the convention S*x(1) = 0. The operator C* is also referred to as the Copson
operator, while S* is called the right-shift operator.

The continuous counterparts of C' and C* are the classical Hardy averaging op-
erator H and its adjoint H*. These are defined by

Hﬂﬂz%éﬂ@m,aMWﬂﬂ:[m%?@,

whenever the integrals are well defined for a function f on (0, c0).

These mappings play a fundamental role in Analysis. For instance, H has a deep
connection with one of the most important objects in Harmonic Analysis, namely
the classical Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator, defined by

1
— sup — d
M f(x) Zgg |Q|/Q|f(y)| Y,

1



2 Chapter 1. Introduction

where the supremum is taken over all cubes @) C R" containing z, and |@| denotes
the Lebesgue measure of (). This link arises from the fact that

(Mf)"~Hf", (1.1)

where f* denotes the classical decreasing rearrangement with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. The relationship in (1.1) implies that the problem of determining the
boundedness of the rather complex operator M on rearrangement-invariant spaces
is equivalent to studying the boundedness of the much simpler operator H on the
cone of nonnegative, nonincreasing functions in some Lebesgue space (see [7] for
standard notations and results).

The boundedness of H on LP(R"), for 1 < p < oo, follows from Hardy’s inequal-
ity (cf. [24, p. 240]):

IH fllo@sy < 0 ([ fllLege), (1.2)
where p/ = 1% if 1 <p<oo,and p/ =1if p =o00. Moreover, p’ is the best possible
constant in (1.2). This inequality has been widely generalized in many different
ways; for instance, in [17, 19], the authors provide sharp estimates for the norm of
H in the context of weighted Lebesgue spaces. More specifically, they studied the
sharp constant in the inequality

/OOO(Hf(x))Pw(:c) dr < C, /OOO (@) w(z) de,

where w is a weight, as well as related questions.

One important property of H is that it is not invertible on LP(R™) (see [40]), so
no constant ¢(p) depending only on p exists for which the reverse inequality

| H fll oy > c(p) | fll o) (1.3)

holds in general, even for nonnegative functions. Nevertheless, if f is positive and
nonincreasing on R*, inequality (1.3) holds with c(p) = (p')'/?, where p’ is defined
as above. Furthermore, this constant is sharp (cf. [8], [42]).

An analogous result is obtained in [48] when the LP-norm is replaced with the
BMO-norm. Specifically, the author proved that if

1
1 lsMo@s) = sup — / (@) — il de,
ICR* |I| I

where the supremum is taken over all subintervals I of R™, and f; denotes the mean
value of f on I,

1
fi=m /I f(x) dr,

with |I| being the length of I, then H is bounded on BMO(R™), which consists of
all functions f with || f||smo®+) < 0o. Moreover, the author showed that

1
1_7||f||BMO(R+) < ||H fllBmo(r+),
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for all nonnegative, nonincreasing functions f € L{ (R™).

A similar situation occurs with the Cesaro operator C'. In general, there is no
constant k(p) depending only on p such that

|Cz|lervy > k(p) |2 er )

holds for all sequences x € ¢?(N). However, when z is positive and nonincreasing,
the inequality holds with k(p) = ((p)'/? for 1 < p < oo, and k(p) = 1 when p = oo,
where ((p) denotes the Riemann zeta function evaluated at p. Moreover, k(p) is also
optimal (cf. [8], [39], [42]).

It is worth noting that these constants differ between the discrete and continuous
settings, whereas in the classical inequalities they coincide: ||H||zrr+) = p" (cf. [24,
p. 240]) and ||C||eway = p' (see [37]).

The questions addressed in this thesis are closely related to the examples above,
focusing on the computation of optimal constants in LP-norm inequalities involving
the operators C, S, H, and their adjoints. The investigation is organized into two
main parts: the first addresses problems in the discrete setting (Chapters 3 and 4),
and the second deals with the continuous setting (Chapters 5, 6, and 7).

Chapters 3, 4, and 6 are each divided into several sections. The first three address
the main problem within a specific cone of X = LP(R") or ¢P(N). The first section
treats the question in the full space X, the second considers Xge., and the third
focuses on X . Although Xg4.. C X, C X, the study of X, is presented last, since
many results follow directly from the previous two cases. The interest in studying
the behavior of the norm on X, lies in the fact that estimates in this setting are
related, for instance, to renorming certain spaces, as we shall see in Chapter 7.
The reason for analysis of the norm on X is related, for example, to the classical
nonincreasing rearrangement function f* of a given function f. By definition, f*
is nonnegative and nonincreasing (see [7]). Surprisingly, as we will see, the norm
of the operators studied in this work changes significantly when evaluated on these
different cones.

Chapters 3 and 5 do not include a section devoted to the study of the main
question in the cone Xge.. The reason is that, in the discrete case X = ¢4 _(N), the
analysis is essentially complete, and the main results are already presented in the
introduction of the corresponding chapter. In the continuous case, X = LP(R™),
the problem is fully solved, and the principal results in this direction are likewise
summarized in the introduction.

Furthermore, each of Chapters 3-6 contains a section entitled Tables, in which
all known constants associated with the operator studied in that chapter are col-
lected. The results obtained in this dissertation are highlighted, and estimates for
the remaining unknown quantities are also provided.
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The main results of this thesis have been published in the following articles:

(a) A. Ben Said, S. Boza, and J. Soria, The norm of Hardy-type oscillation op-
erators in the discrete and continuous setting. To appear in Analysis and
Applications.

(b) A.Ben Said, S. Boza, and J. Soria, On sharp reverse Hardy-type inequalities for
oscillation operators in the discrete and continuous settings. Preprint. Avail-
able at: https://www.ucm.es/garf/file/bensaid-boza-soria-reverse.

(¢) A. Ben Said and G. Sinnamon, Best bounds for the dual Hardy operator minus
identity on decreasing functions, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 205 (2026), 313-325.

(d) A. Ben Said, S. Boza, and J. Soria, Sharp bounds for equivalent norms in the
classical Cesaro and Copson function spaces. Preprint. Available at: https:
//www.ucm.es/garf/file/CesCop.

(e) A. Ben Said, Optimal constants for certain Hardy-type integral operators.
Preprint. Available at: https://www.ucm.es/garf/file/polynomialhardy.

Let p > 1. The classical Cesaro sequence spaces, ces,(N), and the classical
Copson sequence spaces, COpp(N), are defined respectively by

ces,(N) = {z : |Cz|, < oo},
and

cop,(N) = {z : [|C*z|, < oo}.
In [9], G. Bennett proved that

cesp(N) = cop,(N)

for all 1 < p < o0, and he was interested in the norms, a(p) and S(p), of the

inclusions

ces,(N) Og) cop,(N) and cop,(N) éﬁ’)) ces,(N).

To address this question, he observed that the operators C' and C* are closely related
in the sense that

C=(C-S8C* and C=(C"-1)SC,

from which it follows that a(p) < ||C'— S|, and 5(p) < [|[C*—1||, for all 1 < p < oo.
He then asked what the norm of the operator C' — I is, or equivalently, using the
duality principle, what the norm of the operator C* — I is. Closely related problems
are investigated in Chapters 3 and 4, which form the first part of this thesis.

In Chapter 3, we focus on establishing some of the exact values of the optimal
constants A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p), all nonnegative, such that

ApIC = Dall, < [lzll, < B@IC = Dz, (1.4)


https://www.ucm.es/garf/file/bensaid-boza-soria-reverse
https://www.ucm.es/garf/file/CesCop
https://www.ucm.es/garf/file/CesCop
https://www.ucm.es/garf/file/polynomialhardy
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and

UII(C = S)xlly < [lzll, < VR)I(C = S)zllp, (1.5)
for all z € (*(N), (% (N), or £ (N), and for all 1 < p < oco.

Starting from (1.4) for a general x € ¢?(N), as mentioned earlier, G. Bennett for-
mulated in [9] the problem of determining the exact value of A(p) in that inequality.
Using Hilbert space methods, it was previously shown that A(2) = 1 in the case
of #(N) [21]. G. J. O. Jameson [28] conjectured that A(p) = p — 1 for p € (1,2]
and proved the result for p = 4/3. More recently, G. Sinnamon extended Jameson’s
method to prove the conjecture and completely resolved Bennett’s question for the
full range p € (1, 00|, with a different value of A(p) for p € (2,00] (see [44]). The
exact constant B(p) in (1.4) for p € (1,2] is established in Theorem 3.10. The
endpoint estimates A(cc), B(1), and B(00) are provided in Theorem 3.19.

Continuing the study of the inequalities in (1.4), we now consider ¢ (N) the
cone of nonnegative sequences in ¢?(N). The optimal constant A(p) for x € ¢% (N) is
established in Theorem 3.15 for p € (1,2] and in Theorem 3.18 for p € [2,00). The
endpoint values A(1), A(c0), B(1), and B(co) are provided in Theorem 3.19.

Regarding the inequalities (1.4) for € ¢ (N), the optimal estimate A(p) for
p € (1,00) is given in [20, Theorem 2.2]. The sharp constant A(co) is provided in
[20, Proposition 2.4]. The remaining endpoint values A(1), B(1), and B(oco) are
established in Theorem 3.19.

Now we turn to (1.5) and begin by considering the best constants U(p) and V (p)
in these inequalities for z € ¢?(N), with p € (1,00). The optimal constant U(p)
for p € [2,00) is established in Theorem 3.24. The sharp estimate V(p) is given in
Theorem 3.12 for all p € (1, 00). The endpoint values U(1), U(o0), V (1), and V(o0)
are provided in Theorem 3.19.

Concerning the inequalities (1.5) for nonnegative and nonincreasing sequences
z € 0 (N), the exact value of U(p) for p € [2,00) is provided in [20, Corollary 2.3].

dec

For p € (1,2), the authors of [20] obtained the following estimates:

(p— 1"
C(p)t/

Determining the exact value of U(p) for p € (1,2) remains a major open problem
and has been unsolved since 1996, when G. Bennett posed an equivalent question
in [9]. The exact value of V(p) is established in [9, Corollary 10.13] for p € (1,2],
while for p € [2,00) it follows as a direct consequence of [33, Theorem 3.1]. The
endpoint value U(00) is given in [20, Proposition 2.4}, while U(1), V' (1), and V (c0)
are established in Theorem 3.19.

<U(p)<p—1

All known constants related to the operators C' — I and C' — S are collected in
Section 3.4, where the estimates established in this thesis are highlighted.

In Chapter 4, we study inequalities related to the adjoints of the operators C'— I
and C' — S considered in the previous chapter; that is, inequalities involving C* — I

and C* — S*.
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We focus on determining the exact values of the optimal constants A(p), B(p),

U(p),V(p) > 0 such that
A)ICT = Dell, < [lz]l, < B)IC™ = Dz, (1.6)

and
Up)I(C* = S")zll, < flzll, < V(R)I(C™ =5z, (1.7)

for all z € (*(N), (% (N), or £ (N), and for all 1 < p < oco.

For a general sequence z € ¢?(N), the sharp constant A(p) in inequalities (1.6)
for p € [1, 00) follows as a consequence of the results in [44], while the exact value of
B(p) in (1.6) for p € [1, 00] is given in (4.5). The endpoint value A(oc0) is established
in Theorem 4.11.

Continuing the study of the inequalities in (1.6), we now consider ¢ (N) the
cone of nonnegative sequences in ¢?(N). The optimal constant A(p) for x € ¢ (N) is
established in Theorem 4.7 for p € (1, 00), and the sharp estimate B(p) in (1.6) for
p € [1,00] is given in (4.5). The endpoint value A(1) is provided in Theorem 4.8,
while A(oco) is established in Theorem 4.11.

Regarding the inequalities (1.6) for z € ¢ (N), the best constant A(p) for
p € [2,00) is given in Theorem 4.6. The estimate of B(p) in (1.6) for p € [1, o0] is
given in (4.5). The endpoint quantity A(1) is provided in Theorem 4.10, and A(oo)

is established in Theorem 4.11.

Now we turn to (1.7) and begin by considering the exact values of U(p) and
V(p) in these inequalities for x € (P(N), with p € (1,00). The optimal constant
U(p) for p € [1,2] is established in Proposition 3.9. The optimal constant V'(p) is
given in Theorem 4.4 for all p € (1,00). The endpoint value U(co) is established
in Theorem 4.11, while V(1) and V' (oc0) are provided in Theorems 4.12 and 4.13,
respectively.

For the inequalities (1.7) in the case where x € (% (N) is a nonnegative sequence,
the best estimate U(p) for p € [1,2] is established in Proposition 3.9. The optimal
constant V' (p) is given in Theorem 4.7 for all p € (1, 00). The endpoint value U(c0) is
established in Theorem 4.11. Finally, V(1) and V' (c0) are provided in Theorems 4.12
and 4.13, respectively.

In the setting of the inequalities (1.7), for z € ¢4_(N) being a nonnegative and
nonincreasing sequence, the sharp constant U(p) for p € [1,2] is established in
Proposition 3.9. The optimal estimate V' (p) is given in Theorem 4.6 for p € (1,2].
The endpoint value U(c0) is established in Theorem 4.11, while V(1) and V' (o0) are

provided in Theorems 4.12 and 4.13, respectively.

All known constants related to the operators C* — I and C* — S§* are collected
in Section 4.5, where the estimates established in this thesis are highlighted.

We now turn to the second part of this thesis, which focuses on questions similar
to those addressed in the previous part, but in the continuous setting, studying
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estimates for H — I and its adjoint. It is a well-known fact that operator norms
often behave more smoothly in the continuous case than in the discrete case. Many
results obtained here are very similar to those in the previous part, but the proofs are
generally much simpler than in the discrete setting. One reason for this simplicity
is the following identity:

HH*=H*"H=H+H, (1.8)

(see [30]). This property does not hold in the discrete setting; indeed (see [9, 20]),

CC*"=C+SC"=C5"+C"#£C+C".

The operator H — I controls the oscillation of a function with respect to its av-
erage. It arises naturally in various contexts; for instance, the well-known Iwaniec’s
conjecture regarding the norm of the complex Beurling-Ahlfors transform B on
L?(C), since its norm for radial functions F(z) = f(]z|?) is equivalent to the norm
of H—1 for general functions f (see [3, 26, 46]). When p = 2, H—1 is a Hilbert space
isomorphism that is unitarily equivalent to the unilateral shift (see [21]). It has also
been linked to Laguerre polynomials in [36]. In the theory of interpolation of oper-
ators, it acts on rearrangements of functions (nonnegative, nonincreasing functions)
to produce equivalent norms in Lorentz spaces (see [7, p. 384]).

Chapter 5 is dedicated to the study of inequalities in the LP-norm involving
the operator H — I. Recent work on this operator can be found, for instance, in
[20, 18, 34, 44, 46, 47] and the references therein.

In this chapter, we investigate the best constants A(p), B(p) > 0 in the inequal-
ities

A(p) I(H = D fll, < fllp < Bp) I(H = 1) flp, (1.9)
for all f € LP(RY), LA (RT), or L (RT), with 1 < p < cc.

When f € LP(R") is a general function, the authors in [44, 46, 47] independently
computed the best constant A(p) in (1.9) for p € (1,00]. In Theorem 5.4, we
calculate B(p) in (1.9) for all p € (1, 00). The endpoint cases A(1), B(1), and B(c0)
are given in Theorem 5.9.

For nonnegative functions f € L% (R*), the authors in [18] determined the best
constant A(p) for p € [2,00]. The value of A(p) for p € (1, 2] is given in Theorem 5.8.
The sharp estimate B(p) is provided in Theorem 5.7 for p € (1, 2] and in Theorem 5.8
for p € [2,00). The optimal quantities A(1), B(1), and B(co) are provided in
Theorem 5.9.

Concerning the case of nonnegative, nonincreasing functions f € Lf (R™),
V. Kolyada in [34] completed the work of [36] by determining A(p) and B(p) in
(1.9) for all p € (1,00). The number A(co) is given in [18]. The endpoint estimates

A(1), B(1), and B(co) are provided in Theorem 5.9.

We emphasize that in this chapter we complete the investigation related to H — I
by providing all remaining optimal constants. All known estimates associated with
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the operator H — I are collected in Section 5.4, where the results established in this
thesis are highlighted.

In Chapter 6, we conduct a study similar to that in Chapter 5, but we replace
the operator H — I with its adjoint H* — I. We investigate the best constants
A(p), B(p) > 0 in the inequalities

A [(H* = D fllp < 1 Fllp < B) [(H™ = D) [y, (1.10)

for all f € LP(RT), LE(R™), or L (RT), with 1 < p < oo. Many of the results
obtained in this chapter are a direct consequence of the duality principle, while
others follow from the identities in (1.8).

For a general function f € LP(R™), the sharp constant A(p) in (1.10) for the
range p € [1,00) follows from the results in [44, 46, 47], while the best estimate
B(p) for p € (1,00) is given in Theorem 6.2. The endpoint quantities A(co), B(1),
and B(oo) are provided in Theorem 6.10.

Regarding the case of nonnegative functions f € LE (R*), the exact values of
A(p) and B(p) in (1.10) for p € (1, 00) are established in Theorem 6.7. The optimal
constant A(1) is given in Theorem 6.8, while A(cc), B(1), and B(oo) are provided
in Theorem 6.10.

In the case of nonnegative, nonincreasing functions f € L% (R¥), the precise
values of A(p) and B(p) for p € (1,00) are established in Theorems 6.4 and 6.5.
The sharp constant A(1) is obtained in Theorem 6.9, while A(c0), B(1), and B(c0)

appear in Theorem 6.10.

We emphasize again that in this chapter we complete the investigation related to
H*—1 by providing all remaining optimal constants. All known estimates associated
with the operator H* — I are collected in Section 6.5, where the results established
in this thesis are highlighted.

In the first part of Chapter 7, we generalize the classical results of G. H. Hardy,
J. Littlewood, and G. Pdlya (see [23, 24]):

||H||LP(R+) = p/, for 1 < p < o0,
1 H" || oty = P for 1 < p < oo,
1 H + H"|| L) =p+p, for 1 < p < o0.

This generalization is presented in Theorem 7.3, where we prove that

|QUH, H")|[rx

dec

®+) = QUL H")|| 12 m+y = [|Q(H, H)|| Lo r+)
= Q(H| ey, 1 H || rr)) = QP p),
for 1 < p < oo and any real polynomial @ € R[X,Y] with nonnegative coeffi-

cients. Several applications of Theorem 7.3 are presented, including Corollary 7.5
and Theorem 7.10.
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In the second part of Chapter 7, we investigate various norms on the classical
Cesaro function spaces Ces,(R*) and the classical Copson function spaces Cop,(R*),
defined respectively by

Cesp(RT) = {f : [|fllces, ) = |1H|f[lp < 00}, 1<p<oo

and
Cop,(RT) = {f : [ fllcop,r) = [H*|flll, < o0},  1<p<oo.

In [9, Theorem 21.1], G. Bennett showed that Ces,(R*) and Cop,(R*) coincide
for 1 < p < oo. Note that (1.2) together with (1.3) implies the strict inclusion

LP(R*) C Ces,(R"),

forall 1 < p < o0.
K. Lesnika and L. Maligranda [38] established the inequalities

/

p
; Hf”Cesp(]R"") S ||Hf||Cesp(]R+) S pl ||f||Cesp(R+)7 (111>

which hold for any nonnegative measurable function f and 1 < p < oco. Our
first contribution is Theorem 7.14, where we improve the lower bound in (1.11) by
determining the sharp constant on the left-hand side for 1 < p < oo.

We also introduce two alternative norms for Cop,(R™), which Theorems 7.12
and 7.15 show to be equivalent to the standard norm, with the optimal constants in
the relations between the norms also provided.






Chapter 2

(General notations and
preliminaries

This chapter is devoted to establishing several propositions that are essential for
the development of the results presented later. We begin by introducing the nota-
tions and conventions that will be used consistently throughout the text, followed
by a summary of the preliminary concepts and results required in the subsequent
chapters. Any additional, more specialized background will be introduced at the

appropriate points in the exposition.
Our study will be carried out in the spaces X = LP(RT") or X = (?(N), with
1 < p < oo. For such space X we consider the following cones:

X; ={z € X : zis nonnegative },

and
Xaee = {7 € X, : x is nonincreasing }.

Let T: X — X be a bounded operator. We introduce the following notation:

17| == sup {[[ Tl x : [le]lx =1},
1T ||, == sup{|Tz|x : 2 € Xy, [leflx =1},

|7 Xgee := suP{T2]|x : 7 € Xaee, [|l2[lx =1}

When T : X — X is unbounded, there exists a sequence {z,},>1 with ||z,||x =1

for all n > 1, such that
lim ||Tz,||x = occ.
n—oo

In this situation, we define
1T x = oo.

If, in addition, the sequence {x, },>1 belongs to Xge. or X, we denote

||THXdec = OO’ or HT”X+ = OO7

11
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respectively.
Clearly, for every operator T': X — X the following inequalities hold:

0 < Tl xaee < ITxy <[ T]lx < 00 (2.1)

We recall the well known definition of what it means for an operator 7' : X — Y
between two normed spaces to be bounded below.

Definition 2.1. An operator 7" : X — Y between normed spaces is said to be
bounded below if there exists a constant o > 0 such that

[Tzlly = aflz]x

for each x € X. Equivalently, T is bounded below if there exists some a > 0
satisfying ||Tz|ly > « for all x € X with ||z||x = 1.

The negation of the preceding definition can be formulated in terms of sequences
as follows.

Lemma 2.2. [1, Lemma 2.2]. An operator T : X —'Y between two normed spaces
fails to be bounded below if and only if there exists a sequence of unit vectors {xy, }n>1
in X such that || Tx,|ly — 0.

Let T': X — X be a bounded below operator. We define

1
T)x = Sup{— Clxllx = 1},
| Tz x

1
T)x, = sup{ rx e Xy, ||x||X:1},

[T]Xdec = Sup{m X e Xdem H{EHX = 1} .

In the case where T' is not bounded below, by Lemma 2.2 there exists a sequence
{Tn}n>1 C X with ||z,||x =1 for all n > 1 such that

lim || Tx,|x =0.
n—oo

In this case, we simply set
[T]X = OQ.

If, additionally, the sequence {z,},>1 lies in Xge. or in X, we write, respectively,
Tl =00 or [Thx, = o,
If Te ¢ X for all x € Xgee \ {0}, x € X1 \ {0}, or x € X \ {0}, we denote
TXgee =0, [Tlx, =0, or  [T]x =0,

respectively.
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It is clear that for every operator T': X — X, the following inequalities hold:

0 < [Tx,. < [Tx, < [T)x < ox. (2:2)

4 — —

In several of the arguments below, it is important that the power functions
involved be defined on all of R. For this purpose, we let

21
F= 1,7 1,2
[P isenna,

and

21
E = ti,7 € NP M(2 .
{2j+1 i,j € } (2,00)
The sets F and E are dense in (1,2] and [2,00) respectively. The set E was first
introduced by G. Sinnamon in his work [44]. If p € FUE, it is easy to see that the

function t — t? is well defined on R since for a < 0 we have that a? = |a|’ = (—a)?.
Note that if a = 0, then a?~! = 0, whereas if a # 0, then

apfl _ a — W_

a a

We have also that t — t? is continuously differentiable on R. Its derivative is strictly
increasing, and we have the following inequality (see [44]):

pap_l(b —a) < —a’ < pbp_l(b —a), (2.3)

which holds for all a,b € R.
Let 1 <p < oo and f,:[0,1/2] — R be the function given by

L) =ptP + (1 —t)P — . (2.4)

Note that when p € FULE, the function f, extends to the entire real line R.

The following two lemmas related to the function f, are of importance.

Lemma 2.3. [44, Lemma 7] If2 < p < oo, then the function f, has a unique critical
point t, in (0,3), my = f,(t,) and m, is a continuous function of p. If, in addition,
p € E, then t, is the unique critical point of f, on all of R and f,(t) > m, for all
t eR.

Lemma 2.4. If 1 < p < 2, then the function f, has a unique critical point t, in
(0, %), M, = f,(t,) and M, is a continuous function of p. If, in addition, p € F,
then t, is the unique critical point of f, on all of R and f,(t) < M, for allt € R.

Proof. On (0,3), f3(t) = p((p — 1)tP2 — (1 — t)»~" — t*="), which can be extended
to be continuous on (0, 3], with f}(3) = p(p — 2)2*>* < 0. Since

lim f)(t) = o0,

t—0t
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there is some € > 0 such that,

fy(t) >0, forevery t € (0,¢).

We compute the second derivative of f,

1"

L) =pp—1)(p—2)" 7+ (1 -t)"7 ="7), t€(0,1/2).
Let t € (0,1/2). On the one hand, we have

1 1

O<t<l—t = < .
1—t)2r 2

1
<- =
t

1
(1-1)
On the other hand, we get

0<2—p = 0<T — 1<T+1:t_1((2—p)+t),

and thus . )
T <wat (@-P )=t e,

Equivalently,
1

#2((p—2) — 1) +m

<0,

which means,

I ) <0,

and that is true for all £ € (0,1/2). Therefore f) is strictly decreasing on (0,1/2],
f» has a unique critical point ¢, in (0,1/2), and f,(t,) = M, is the maximum value
of f,. For every p, < 2, the function (p,t) — f,(¢) is uniformly continuous on
[po, 2] x [0, 2]. It follows that p — M,, is continuous on (1, 2].

If p € F, then f, is defined on R, (1 —¢)? = (¢t — 1)?, and

L) =p(lp—DF 2+t =1 =71 = p(p— 1) /tl(lt”‘2 — 577 %)ds.

Ift <0,t—1<s<tthen [t| <|s|, so s»2 < t*7% and we get f)(t) > 0. Thus f,
is strictly increasing on (—oo, 0]. If ¢ > 1/2 then we get t — 1 < s <t so tP72 < P72
and f;(t) < 0. Thus f, is strictly decreasing on [1/2,00). It follows that #, is the
unique critical point of f, on R and f,(t) < M, for all t € R.

We are now going to show that the map p — M, is continuous on (1,2). First
observe that the function

F(p,t):= fp(t) = pt' + (1= t)P =¥

is continuous on (1,2) x [0,1/2]: for fixed ¢, each term is continuous in p, and for
fixed p the function is continuous in t. Hence F' is jointly continuous.
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Fix py € (1,2) and let p,, — po. For each n, choose t,, € [0,1/2] such that

Mpn = F<pn7 tn)

Since [0,1/2] is compact, the sequence ¢, has a convergent subsequence ¢,,. Let
t* € [0,1/2] be such that t,,, — t* € [0,1/2]. By the joint continuity of F, we obtain

lim M,

k—o00 Pny,

- lfli—{(r)loF(pnmtnk) = F(po,t*) < Mpoa

so limsup,,_, . M, < M,,.

Next, let to € [0,1/2] be such that M,, = F(po,ty) (which exists by compact-
ness). Then for every n,
Mpn > F(pn,to),

and by continuity of F
F(pnato) - F(p07t0> - MPO'

Hence liminf,_,., M, > M,,. Combining the two inequalities gives

lim M, = M,,.
T'LLI{.lO Pn Po
Since p, — po was arbitrary, the function p — M, is continuous on (1,2). O

Let m, and M, be the constants defined by

= mi t d M,= t). 2.5
"= i) M= B 29
An important property of the constants m, p , which we will use later, is that
—1/p" _ —1/p _ Up _ prl/e
P = (t = t)P =M P 2.6
m, hax for (1) hax fo(t) » (2.6)

where 1 < p < 2, p/ denotes the conjugate exponent of p, and f, is defined as in
(2.4). The proof of the identity (2.6) is nontrivial and is given in Remark 4.3.

The following result is due to G. Sinnamon.

Lemma 2.5. [44, Lemma 1|. Let p € E. For allt € R,
(p = DpP 27 + (¢ + 1) —p(t + 1Pt > pP 2 (p —1)17P
Let p e FUE and let F, : [0,00) — R be the function defined by
FE,(t)=(p— 1)t —ptP ' — (t —1)" + 1.

The next result gives us some important inequalities that involve F,.
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Lemma 2.6. Let p e FUE. Then
Fyt) >0, tel0,00),

ifp € E, and

ifpel.

Proof. Let p € E. We have that,

Fy(t) =plp — D' = p(p — D"~ = p(t — )P~

=p((p—DE =772 = (¢t = 1)),
for all t > 1. Let t > 1. Since p — 2 > 0 we obtain that
(p—DP 2>t 2> (t—1)P2 >0,

which means

1
— )2 t—1)P2 = (t—1)P!
- DP > (=1t = (- g
Therefore
(=D =72 = (p— D2t — 1) > (t — 1!

so we have

(p— 1)t =772 — (t— 1)1 > 0.
Then

p

for all ¢ > 1. Thus F), is strictly increasing in the interval (1, 00).

F,(t) > F,(1) =0, for all t > 1.

Fy(t) =p((p— D =) = (t = 1)"71) >0,

So, we have

Now let us analyze the case where 0 < ¢ < 1. Since p € E, we have that

(t—1)?=(1—-1t)?. Then
Fp(t) = (p— 1P —pt'™" — (1 = )P + L.
Computing the derivative of F}, yields

Fy(t)

(p—DE " =t + (1=t )
(=Dt = 1)+ (1 =ty

(—(p— 1t 2(1 —t)+ (1=t 1)
(( 1 H((1 =) = (p—1tP?))

()()

p
p

I
@@@@@

plp = VPt —p(p — )P+ p(1 — )~



Chapter 2. General notations and preliminaries 17

where G,(t) = (1 —t)?"? — (p — 1)t"=%. Let us see that F} has only one zero in the
interval (0, 1). For that we need to check that G, has only one zero in (0, 1). Indeed,

Gy(t) = (p—2)A =) (=1) = (p— D(p - 2)#"* <0,

for all t € (0,1). Then G, is strictly decreasing in (0,1). We have G,(0) =1 > 0 and
also G,(1) = —(p—1) < 0. So G, has only one zero in (0,1). Hence F), has only one
local extremum in (0, 1). Since F,(1/2) = (2P —p—2)/2P > 0 and F,(0) = F,(1) = 0,
we can conclude that F), has a local maximum in (0, 1) and

F,(t) >0, for every t € [0, 1].

In the case where p € F, the proof is analogous, except now G, is strictly
increasing on (0, 1), we have

lim Gp(t) = —oco and lim G,(t) = +o0.

t—0t+ t—1-

It follows that G, has just one zero in (0,1), and hence F, has exactly one critical
point there. Moreover,

2P —p—2
) =222 0 R0 = K1) -0,

and by continuity this critical point is a local minimum. Therefore, for all ¢ € [0, 1]
we have
»(t) <0.

This concludes the proof. O

We use the differentiation formula £ |z|7 = g|z|7"2z in the proof. It is valid for all
nonzero z and all real g. Note that if ¢ > 1, the right-hand side extends continuously
to 2z = 0.

Lemma 2.7. Letu >0 and 0 <t < 1. Forr >0, set

-

h(r) = eT/ 11+ InzPde.
0
If1 <p<2, then

h(t/Pu) < (1 — t)h(0) + th(u). (2.7)

If p > 2, then
h(t/Pu) > (1 — t)h(0) + th(u). (2.8)

Proof. We will prove only the inequality (2.7), since (2.8) admits an analogous proof.
We will use h(r) in a different form. Substitute z = e to obtain

h(r) = 67"/ ly — 1|PeY dy.
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Now fix u > 0 and let r(t) = t'/Pu. We will write r, /, and r” instead of r(t),
r'(t), and r”(t). Observe that rr = (1 — p)(r').
Since

d _ _ _ _
d—y(ly—lV’6 Y =ply— 1y —1e ¥ — |y — 1|Pe?

is continuous, we may integrate both sides and simplify to get
per/ ly — P2 (y — e dy = h(r) — [r — 1|". (2.9)

Also, since |y — 1|[P72(y — 1)e™¥ extends to be continuous at y = 1 and its derivative,

oy =12y = De)

=(p-2)y— 1" y—1) eV +ly—1P eV — |y — 1P (y— 1)e?
=p-1Dly—12e? —|y— 1" *(y—1)e?,

is continuous except at y = 1 we may integrate both sides and simplify to get
(p—l)e’"/ ly—1P2e v dy = 6’"/ ly—1"2(y—1)e™" dy—[r—1[""*(r—1). (2.10)

Next, we compute two derivatives of h(r) with respect to t. By (2.9),

Chir) = (h(r) — r 11" = (pe’ / Ty -1 - e dy)

By (2.10), and the observation r"r = (1 — p)(r')?,
d2 ] ) ) )
G0 =p(e [ =10 = Dy — =1 = 1)) ()
(o [ -1 - e vay)
P . = o - > _ -
= p=1)e (7“’)2<7“/ [y —1[P 2V dy —/ ly = 1Py — e ydy)-
Now let
g(s) = s/ ly — 1P ¥ dy — / ly — 1P 2(y — e dy.
Taking » = 0 in (2.9) shows
9(0) = —/ ly — 1P (y — e ¥ dy = %(1 — h(0)).
0

But Hoélder’s inequality and a bit of calculus shows that

1 1/ 1 1/2
h(0)Y/P = </ |1+lnx|pdx> pg(/ |1+1n:v|2d:r) =1,
0 0
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so 0 <g(0). In particular, if p = 2, then g(0) = 0.
Clearly,

o

lim ly — 1P72(y — 1)e ¥ dy = 0.

§—00

Also, by L’Hopital’s rule

fo =P etdy s — 1%
lim = lim

§—00 51 5§—00 —52

S

=0.

Thus, g(s) — 0 as s — oc.
Ifs#1,

g'(s) =/ ly =172 ¥ dy —|s—1[P"%e™* and ¢"(s) = (p—2)(1—s)[s = 1"t

Ifp=2 ¢(s)=0and g(s) =¢g(0) =0. If 1 <p < 2, gis concave on (0,1)
and convex on (1,00). It follows that g decreases to zero on (1,00), that g(1) > 0,
that g has no local minimum in (0, 1) and that ¢ > 0 on (0,1). If p > 2, g is convex
on (0,1) and concave on (1,00). It follows that g increases to zero on (1,00), that
g(1) <0, that g has no local maximum on (0, 1) and that g <0 on (0,1). We have
shown that 0 <g(s) for 0 < s < 0o and, taking s = r, that 0 < %h(r}.

We conclude that h(r) is a convex function of ¢ on [0,1] when 1 < p < 2 and
h(r) is a concave function of ¢ on [0,1] when p > 2. When ¢ = 0, »r = 0 and when
t =1, r = u. Thus, for any ¢ € [0,1] we have h(t'/Pu) = h(r) <(1 — t)h(0) + th(u)
as required. O






Chapter 3

Sharp bounds for the Cesaro

operator

Given a sequence x = {z(n)},>1, the Cesdaro operator C is defined by

and the left shift operator is given by

Sa(n) = z(n+1),

n > 1.

G. Bennett formulated in [9] the question of determining the exact norm of C'— I
as a map acting in /?(N). This operator controls the oscillation of a sequence with
respect to its average. By means of Hilbert space methods, that operator norm was
previously shown to be 1 in the case of (?(N) (see [21]). G. J. O. Jameson [28]

conjectured that |[C —I|, = 1/(p —

1), for 1 < p < 2 and he obtained the result

for p = 4/3. Very recently, G. Sinnamon [44] used Jameson’s method to prove the
conjecture and, in fact, he was able to answer Bennett’s question in the full range
1 < p < oo (with a different value of the norm for 2 < p < 00). More specifically,

he proved that

(

|C = Iy =

where m,, is defined in (2.5).

m,fl/p, if 2<p<oo, (3.1)
2, if  p=o0,

S. Boza and J. Soria [20] also contributed to this line of research and proved the

following result.

21
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Theorem 3.1. [20, Theorem 2.2]. Let 1 < p < 0o and let x € (P(N) be a nonnega-
tive, nonincreasing sequence. Then the following inequalities are sharp:

(= DIC = Dallp <,

if 1 <p<2, and
(0= D'7II(C = D]l < ||y,

if 2 < p < oo.

With regard to sharp reverse inequalities for the operator C' — I, we have the
following result due to G. J. O. Jameson:

Theorem 3.2. [29, Corollary 5] Let x € (*(N). Then the following inequality is
sharp:
Izl < V2I(C = Dal..

On the norm of the operator C — S on *(N), the author in [29] proved the
following result:

Theorem 3.3. [29, Theorem 6] Let © € (*(N). Then the following inequality is
sharp:
1(C = S)zlls < V2 ||zl2.

Concerning the norm of the operator C' — S acting on the cone of nonnegative,
nonincreasing sequences in (?(N), S. Boza and J. Soria proved the following result.
Here ¢ denotes the Riemann zeta function, defined for p > 1 by

((p) = Z%
k=1

Theorem 3.4. [20, Corollary 2.3] Let 2 < p < oo and z € (P(N) be a nonnegative
and nonincreasing sequence. Then the following inequality is sharp:

Cp) P I(C = S)zllp < Nally. (3:2)

Regarding the case 1 < p < 2 in inequality (3.2), the authors of [20] provided
estimates for the best constant, namely the norm of the operator C'— S on ¢_ (N):

dec
C(p)"/?

1
o1 = 1C=Sle.ov =

Determining the exact value of ||C' — S||g§eC(N) for 1 < p < 2 is a major open
problem in this area and has been unsolved since 1996, when G. Bennett posed an
equivalent question in [9].

In [9], the author established the following reverse inequality relating the opera-
tors C' — S and [ on the cone of nonincreasing, nonnegative sequences in (*(N), for
1l<p<2
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Theorem 3.5. [9, Corollary 10.13]. Let 1 < p <2 and let = € (P(N) be a nonnega-
tive, nonincreasing sequence. Then the following inequality is sharp:

lzll, < (p = DYPI(C — S)all,. (3:3)

The case 2 < p < oo of the inequality (3.3) was completed by V. Kolyada. More
precisely, he proved that if C* denotes the dual operator of the Cesaro operator,

defined by
— z(k)
Z %7 n 2 17
k=n

then the following result holds.

Theorem 3.6. [33, Theorem 3.1]. Let 2 < p < oo and let x be a nonnegative
sequence. Then

1€zl < (p = D C]p.
The constant is optimal.
Now, by using the following identity (see [9, 20])
CoC*=C+ 5C, (3.4)
and taking into account that, for a positive sequence z, the sequence C*x is positive
and nonincreasing, it follows that Theorem 3.6 is equivalent to the following result.

Theorem 3.7. Let 2 < p < oo and let x = {x(n)}n,>1 € (P(N) be a nonnegative,
nonincreasing sequence. Then

lzllp < (p = DIC = S)zll,. (3.5)
The constant is the best possible.
The case p = 2 in (3.5) was obtained independently by G. J. O. Jameson in [29].

Regarding sharp estimates at the endpoints for the operators C' — I and C' — S
acting on the cone of nonnegative, nonincreasing sequences in ¢>°(R"), the following
inequalities have been established in [20, Proposition 2.4]:

[(C = Dzllo < (7], (3.6)
and
1(C = S)2[oo < |20, (3.7)

for all nonnegative, nonincreasing sequences in ¢>°(R*). Moreover, both inequalities

(3.6) and (3.7) are sharp.

Motivated by these works, the goal of this chapter is to determine some of the
constants A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) in the inequalities

Ap) (C = Dzl < lell, < Bp) (C = Dalp, (3:8)

and

Up) (€ =)zl < lzll, < V(p) (C = Sz, (3.9)

on the three cones *(N), ¢ (N), and ¢ (N), for the whole range 1 < p < 0.
The main results of this chapter have been published in [11, 12].
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Chapter Overview

This chapter is divided into three sections. The first two focus on the study of
inequalities (3.8) and (3.9) on ¢?(N) and ¢% (N) for the full range 1 < p < co. The
study of inequalities (3.8) and (3.9) on £, _(N) for 1 < p < oo is essentially complete
and the main results are given in Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.4, and Theorem 3.7. The
third section is devoted to the analysis of (3.8) and (3.9) on various cones of ¢?(N)
at the endpoints p € {1,00}. In the final section, we present in tables all optimal
constants related to the operators C'— I and C' — S, indicating which constants were
established in this chapter.

e 3.1 Inequalities in /P(N) for 1 <p <00 .oiviiiiiiiiiiiii i 24
e 3.2 Inequalities in 4 (N) for 1 < p < 00.....coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii . 29
e 3.3 Endpoint inequalities ............. .. . . 35
o 3.4 Tables ..o 40

3.1 Inequalities in /’(N) for 1 < p < 0o

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

Ap) (€ = Dz, < [lzll, < Bp) [(C = Dzl,, (3.10)

and
Ulp) [(C =Szl < llzll, < V(p) [(C = S)zll,, (3.11)

hold for all z € ¢?(N) and for the full range 1 < p < 0.
Regarding the first inequality in (3.10), we have seen in (3.1), that

p—1, if 1<p<2,

my?, if 2<p< oo,

where m,, is defined in (2.5).

Although the exact value of B(p) in (3.10) is known only for p = 2, Theorem 3.2
implies that
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Our next goal is to determine the exact value of B(p) in (3.10) for 1 < p < 2.
Let S* be the operator defined by

S*x(n) = x(n —1),
where we set S*z(1) = 0. The following lemma will be needed.
Lemma 3.8. The following identities holds:
(C*=1)S*(C—-29) =1, (3.12)

and

(C—-I)(C—-8) =S5 (3.13)
Proof. The operator C* can be expressed as (see [9])
C*=(C*—=1)S*C. (3.14)
Let e; = (1,0,0,...). Since (C* — I)e; = 0, we have
(C*—=1)S*S = (C* —1I). (3.15)
Combining (3.14) and (3.15), we obtain
(C*—=DNS*(C—-8S)=(C"—-NHsSC—-(C*—-DNSS=C"—(C"—1) =1,

which proves (3.12).
As for (3.13), it follows from CC* = C'S* + C* (see [9]), that

(€= D(C~8) = (C~D)(C" ~ ) =CC"~CF" —C" + 5 = 5",
This completes the proof. n

The following result will be needed.

Proposition 3.9. Let 1 < p <2, and let x € (P(N). Then
I(C = 8) all, < 27|z, (3.16)
Moreover, the constant is the best possible.

Proof. Let 1 < p < 2. First of all, observe that by considering the sequence e;, we
have
(C—9)e =(1,-1,0,0,...).

It follows that .
[(C = S)ell,

llexly

This establishes the optimality of the constant in (3.16).

=2!/7,
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Now, on the one hand, it is well known (see [24]) that ||[C*||; = 1. On the other
hand, we trivially have ||S*||; = 1. Therefore, for all z € ¢*(N),

(C = 5) x|y = [|[C7x = S7xlly < [|C7x[|y + (|57,
< (1€l + 15" 1) Ml = 2 [l2]]s. (3.17)
For the case p = 2, it was shown in [29] that
I(C = 8)alls < V2zles @ € A(N). (3.18)
Now, let 1 < p < 2. We have, by taking § = 2(1 — 1/p), that

1—60 0 ( 1) ( 1) ( 1) 1
=121 )+ (1) =1 (1-=) ==
1 2 p p p) p

By applying the Riesz-Thorin theorem [7, Chapter 4, Corollary 2.3] and taking into
account (3.17) and (3.18), we obtain that

IC = 8)*[lp < II(C = S)*IIF°II(C = S)*|lg = 2'02%2 = 2177
O

The next theorem gives us the exact value of B(p) in (3.10) for 1 < p < 2. In
particular, it extends Theorem 3.2.

Theorem 3.10. Let 1 < p < 2, and let x be an arbitrary sequence. Then the
following inequality is sharp:

lz]l, < 2Y71(C — Dl (3.19)
Proof. Recall the equality (3.12):

(C*=10S*(C—-29)=1.
Taking the transpose of this identity yields

(C—-=8)ySs(C—-1)=1. (3.20)

Now, let = be an arbitrary sequence. If (C'— I)x ¢ ¢?(N), then (3.19) holds
trivially. Otherwise, assuming that the sequence (C' — Iz € ¢P(N), it follows that
S(C — Iz € P(N). Using (3.20), together with (3.16) and the fact that ||.S]|, = 1,
we obtain

Izl = (C = 8)*S(C = Dl < [(C =8I, 1S, 1(C = Dall, = 27 | (C — D ]l,.

It remains to show that the constant 2'/7 in (3.19) is optimal. To this end, consider
the sequence x = (1,—1,0,0,...). Then

(C — D)z =(1,0,0,...),

and hence
lzll, 1

(C — Dall,
This completes the proof. O
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Remark 3.11. From (3.1) and (3.19), it follows that
(0 = DIIC = Dallp < ||z, <27 |(C = Da,

for all z € /P(N), 1 < p < 2. It is now easy to see that ||(C' — I)z]|, is an equivalent
norm in (P(N).

Now, we pass to the second inequality in (3.11). Let M, be as defined in (2.5).
We will need the norm of the operator C* — I acting on (?(N) for 1 < p < co. By
applying duality to (3.1) we obtain

2, if p=1,
|0* = 1ll, = IC = Ily = {m) ", if1<p<2,

1%71, if 2 <p< oo,

2, ifp=1,
L ifl<p<?, (3.21)

p—1, if2<p< o0,

where we have used the fact that 27 = p —1 and the identity m;/ P = M}" from
(2.6).

The following theorem provides the best constant V(p) in the inequality (3.11),
forall 1 < p < o0.

Theorem 3.12. Let 1 < p < oo and let x be an arbitrary sequence. If 1 < p < 2,
then

lzll, < MPI(C = S)all,, (3.22)

and if 2 < p < 00, then
[z]l, < (p = DIC = S)z|,. (3.23)

Furthermore, the constants M,}/p and (p — 1) are optimal in (3.22) and (3.23),
respectively.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo. We are going to prove only (3.22), since the proof of
(3.23) is analogous. Assume that 1 < p < 2, and let = be an arbitrary sequence. If
(C—38)x ¢ (*(N), then (3.22) holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming that the sequence
(C — S)x € (P(N), it follows that S*(C' — S)x € ¢P(N). Using (3.12), together with
(3.21) and the fact that ||S*||, = 1, we obtain

lzll, = I(C* = 1)S*(C = S)all, < 1C* =1l 15*l, 1(C = S)all, = My [(C = S)z]|,-
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What remains is to verify the optimality of the constants in (3.22) and (3.23).

We start with Mpl/p in (3.22). To show that (3.22) is sharp, we can simply use the
exactness of the value from [44]. Let 0 < € < 1 and let y such that

IC* = Dyl > (1= )My,

This y can be chosen to be finitely non-zero, since such sequences are dense in ¢(N),
where m > 1 is a natural number. Note that we can also assume that y(1) = 0,
since (C* —1I)e; = 0. If we can find x such that S*(C' — S)z =y, then z = (C* — 1)y
and [lyll, = [(C — S)allp, so

lz]l, > (L = )MyP||(C = S)z]|,-

This will follow if for each m > 1, there exists x,, such that (C' — S)x,, = e,,, hence
S*(C'— S)xy, = eyy1. This is achieved by

(

mLH, if 1<n<m,
T () = —ig E n=m+1,
0, if n>m+1.

\

Regarding the sharpness of the constant (p — 1) in (3.23), observe that since
(p—1) is optimal in (3.5), there exists a sequence {z, }m>1 C P(N) of nonnegative,
nonincreasing sequences such that

moo [[(C = S)zmlly
for all 2 < p < o0. O

The following result provides the exact value of U(p) in (3.11) for 2 < p < oo.
In particular, it extends Theorem 3.3, which asserts that U(2) = 1/v/2.

Theorem 3.13. Let 2 < p < oo and let x € P(N). Then the following inequality is
sharp:
1-p
27 (C = S)allp < [l (3.24)

Proof. Let 2 < p < co. By duality, we have
IC =S|I, = (C = 8)|ly = 27,
where we have used the fact that
1(C = S)*||l, =27 forall 1 <p<2,

as established in Proposition 3.9. ]
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Remark 3.14. From (3.23) and (3.24), it follows that
1-p
27 (€ = S)zll, < [lzll, < (p = DIC = Szl

for all z € P(N), 2 < p < co. It is now easy to see that ||(C' —S)z||, is an equivalent
norm in /?(N).

3.2 Imequalities in ¢ (N) for 1 < p < c©

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

Ap) (€ = Dz, < [lzll, < B(p) [(C = D], (3.25)

Up)I(C = S)zll, < [lzll, < VDIC = ), (3.26)
hold for all z € /% (N) and for the entire range 1 < p < c0.

We begin with a result that yields the exact value of A(p) in (3.25) for 1 < p <2
and the exact value of V(p) in (3.26) for 2 < p < 0.

Theorem 3.15. Let 1 < p < oo and let x € (P(N) be a nonnegative sequence. Then
(P =D IC =Dzl < =], (3.27)

if 1 <p<2, and
z]l, < (p =D [[(C = S)zl|,, (3.28)

if 2 < p < oo. Moreover, the constant (p — 1) is optimal in both inequalities (3.27)
and (3.28).

Proof. We start with the case 1 < p < 2. By (3.1), the following inequality is sharp
for this range of p:

(p = DIC = Dzl < ll]lp,
for all x € (?(N). In [20], S. Boza and J. Soria showed that the same inequality
holds for all nonnegative, nonincreasing sequences = € ¢?(N), and that (p— 1) is the
best possible constant in this cone. Combining these results and applying (2.1), we
conclude that the inequality (3.27) holds and that the constant p — 1 is optimal in
the cone of nonnegative sequences in /#(N).

For the case 2 < p < oo, we have already seen in (3.23) that the following

inequality is sharp:

lelly < (0= DIC = S)all,

for all x € P(N). Additionally, (3.5) shows that the same inequality is sharp:
zlly < (p = DIC = S)xll,,

for all nonnegative, nonincreasing = € (?(N). By combining the results from (3.5)
and (3.23) and taking into account (2.2), we obtain that the inequality (3.28) holds
and is sharp. O
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Before proceeding with the proofs of the remaining inequalities, we first state
two useful lemmas.

Lemma 3.16. Let 1 < p < oo and z = {z(n)},>1 € P(N). Then

lim n|Cx(n)|? = 0.

n—oo

Proof. Let u = {u(n)}n>1 € ¢?(N) with finite support. Then there exists M € N
such that
u(n) =0,

for all n > M. Thus, for all n > M, we have
nCu(n) = u(l) +u(2) + - - - + u(M).
Therefore
n|Cu(n)| < |u(1)|+ [u(2)]+ -+ [u(M)| = K, VYn > M.

Hence

n|Cu(n)|P < — 0, asn — oc.

np—1

Now, let x = {z(n)},>1 € ?(N) be an arbitrary real sequence and € > 0. We aim
to show that there exists N > 1 such that

n|Cxz(n)|P <e Vn > N.

Since finite sequences are dense in ¢?(N), there exists a sequence u € (P(N) with
finite support such that
1/p

m. (3.29)

Iz = ull, <

Using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

IN

Equivalently,
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So,

€
202’
where we have used (3.29) in the last inequality. Since u has finite support, there
exists Ny > 1 such that

n|C(x —u)(n)|P < |lz —ullp < Vn > 1, (3.30)

€

C P <
nlCu(m)P < 5z

Vn > No. (3.31)

Now, for n > 1, we have

|Cx(n)| = |Cu(n) + C(z —u)(n)| < |Culn)| +|C(x — u)(n)]
< 2max{[Cu(n)], |C(x — u)(n)]},

which implies
|Cz(n)]” < 2°max{|Cu(n)], |C(z — u)(n)|}" < 2°(|Cu(n)|’ + |C(z — u)(n)]).

Thus
n|Cz(n)|P < 2Pn|Cu(n)|? + 2Pn|C(x — u)(n)|?, Vn > 1.
Letting N = Ny and applying (3.30) and (3.31) for all n > Ny, we obtain

p<op. & Lo, & _
n|Cx(n)P <2 2p2+2 5o = ©

which completes the proof. 0
Lemma 3.17. Let p e FUE and let x € (P(N) be a nonnegative sequence. Then
]l < [I(C" = S)zllp, (3.32)

ifp e, and
1(C = Dzllp < [z, (3.33)

if p € E.

Proof. We start with the case p € F. Let x = {z(n)},>1 € ?(N) and let {y(n)},>1
be defined by y(n) = Cz(n), for all n > 1. Clearly,

Sa(n) = a(n+1) = (n+ Ly(n+ 1) - ny(n), ¥n > 1,

and,
z(n) =y(n) = Sz(n) = (n+ L)(y(n) —y(n + 1)), Vn=1

Let n € N, by applying (2.3) we get that,

(n+1)(y(n)? —y(n+1)P) < (n+ )py(n)’~(y(n) — y(n +1)).
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Thus,

ny(n)? — (n+ y(n+ 1) < (n+ 1)py(n)p‘1(y(n) —yn+1)) —y(n)y
= py(n)"*(y(n) — Sx(n)) — y(n)?
= py(n)? — py(n)P~ Sx(n) — y(n)?
= (p— 1)y(n)” — py(n)*~'Sx(n).

If Sxz(n) # 0 we may let t = y(n)/Sxz(n) and apply the Lemma 2.6 in the form,
(p— Dt —ptr= < (t = 1P — 1,
to get,

(p = Dy(n)’ = py(n)’~'Sz(n) = Sz(n)((p — I — pt'™")
(n)"((t = 1)" = 1)
= (y(n) = Sz(n))? = Sx(n)".

If Sz(n) = 0, the same inequality holds as (p — 1)y(n)? < y(n)P. Therefore,
(b — Dy(n)” — py(n)~1S2(n) < (y(n) — Sx(n))? — Sa(n)P, ¥n > 1

Summing over n, we have,

S

y(1)? = (N + Dy(N +1)7 = ny(n)” — (n+ L)y(n + 1)

<> (y(n) = Sz(n))? = Sa(n)”.

Letting N — oo and using the Lemma 3.16, we have,

0<y(1) <> (y(n) = Sz(n)? = > Sx(n)?
Equivalently,

> z(n)? <Y (Cx(n) — Sz(n))".

Now, we turn to the case when p € E. We have that
z(n) =ny(n) — (n—1)y(n —1), for every n > 1,

and
z(n) =y(n) —x(n) = (n—1)(y(n —1) —y(n)), foralln=>1.
Let n € N. By applying (2.3) we get that,

(n— D (y(n)? —y(n— 1)) < (n— Dpy(n)"(y(n) — y(n — 1)).
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Thus
ny(n)’ — (n—1)y(n — 1) < y(n) + (n — py(n)’~ (y(n) —y(n — 1))
= y(n)? — py(n)’~'z(n)
=y(n)’ —py(n)'~ (y(n) — z(n))
=y(n)’ —py(n)” + py(n)’ "z (n)
= py(n)’~'a(n) — (p - Ly(n)?
If x(n) # 0 we may let t = y(n)/xz(n) and apply the Lemma 2.6 in the form
ptrl = (p— D < 1—(t 1),
to get
py(n)'~ z(n) — (p — Dy(n)” = z(n)(pt"" — (p — ")
< a(n)’(1—(t=1)")
= xz(n)” — (y(n) — z(n))".
If z(n) = 0, the same inequality holds. Therefore
ny(n)? — (n — Dy(n —1)? < z(n)? — (y(n) —x(n))?, for every n > 1.
Summing over n, we get
N N N
Ny(NP = ny(n)’ — (n = Ly(n — 1) <> a(n)” =D (y(n) — z(n))".
n=1 n=1 n=1
Letting N — oo and by taking into account Lemma 3.16, we obtain
D ) —am) <Y x(n).
n=1 n=1
O

Next, we extend Lemma 3.17 from p € FUE to all p € (1, 00).

Theorem 3.18. Let 1 < p < oo, and let x € (P(N) be a nonnegative sequence. Then

lzllp < I(C = S)xll,, (3.34)

if1<p<2, and

IC = Dally <y, (3.35)

if 2 < p < 0o. Moreover, the constant 1 is optimal in both inequalities (3.34) and

(3.35).
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Proof. Let p > 2. By a density argument, we can restrict ourselves to prove the
inequality for nonnegative sequences with finite support in ¢#(N). Let = be such a
sequence. We have that x € (¢(N), for all 2 < ¢ < oo and |||y is a continuous
function in the interval (2,00) with respect to ¢. Let y be the sequence given by
y(n) = Cx(n) — z(n), for all n € N. Since C' — I is a bounded operator from ¢?(N)
to (*(N), we have that

19llg < llylla = [Cz = 2ll; < [lz]l2 < o0,

for all 2 < ¢ < co. Thus the map ¢ — ||yl|, is well defined and continuous in (2, 00).
Let {p(n)},>1 C E be a sequence such that lim,,,. p(n) = p. Then, by using (3.33),
we get

e o
ICz — ally = lim [[Cx — 2llyy < limm [zl = [

To prove (3.34), we proceed as we did in (3.35) by using (3.32) instead of (3.33).
It remains to verify that the constant in both (3.34) and (3.35) is optimal. To
this end, consider the sequence defined by

1, if n=m,

0, if n# m.

x™(n) =

It is easy to see that ||z™||, = 1 for all m > 1. A straightforward computation yields

0, if n <m,
Ca™(n) = ™) = { (1= 1), ifn—m,
=, if n>m.
Hence .
Cx™ —a™|P 1\” 1
lor =2\ 1y, 5 1
[l [ m ne
n=m+1
Taking the limit as m — oo gives
Cz™ — x™||P 1\? =1
hmM:lim 1-—) + > —=1
m—00 ||(L’m”p m—o00 m St np

which shows that the constant 1 in (3.35) is indeed sharp.
Similarly, we compute

0, ifn<m-—1,
[Ca™(n) = Sz™ ()] =41, ifn=m—1,

1 .
=5, if n>m,



Chapter 3. Sharp bounds for the Cesaro operator 35

which leads to
|z (|5 B 1

[Cam — Sam|lp — 1+ 3% L

Taking the limit as m — oo, we obtain

™ |(|P
lim | Hp =1.

mosoe [0z — Sam

This confirms that the constant 1 in (3.34) is also optimal, completing the proof. [

3.3 Endpoint inequalities

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

Alp) IC = Dl < [lzfl, < B(p) (C = D)zl

U (€ - S)ally < lell, < V) (C = Szl

hold for all z € ¢?(N), ¢%(N), or ¢4

hee(N) when p =1 or p = 0.
By (3.1), we have ||C — I||g~(n) = 2. However, on the cone of positive, decreasing
sequences we have seen in (3.6) and in (3.7) that
1€ = Tllege,

dec

= [|C = Slleze vy = 1.

For the reader’s convenience, all the estimates for ||C' — Iy, [[C' = S|lee ),
and [|C' — Il[¢ vy mentioned above are included in the following theorem, which

forms the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.19. The following equalities hold:

[C = Sleze. ) = [C = Slezeyy = [C' = Slesew) =
[C - S]géeC(N) — [C - S]EL(N) - 0, [C - S]gl(N) = 2

1C = Il ) = IC = lleey = 1, [|[C = Ilgr) = 2, (3.36)
1C =1l ) = 1C = Il @ =IC = Illng = oo (3.37)
[C—1]p m=I[C—Ilpw=0,[C—Iow =2, (3.38)
[C = Ilee vy = [C = ]ezev) = [C = I]eooryy = (3.39)
1€ — SHzgleC =€ =Sl m=1C— SHel(N) = 00 (3.40)
1C = Sllee. ) = [IC = Slleewy = 1, |C = Slemey = 2, (3.41)
(3.42)

(3.43)

Proof. Proof of (3.36). Let x = {z(n)},>1 € (>°(N) be a nonnegative sequence
with ||z]|o = 1. It is easy to see that for every a,b > 0 we have that

la — b| < max{a,b}.
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Hence,

|Cx(n) —2(n)| < max{|Cz(n)], |z(n)[},

for all n > 1. Thus
ICo = ol < mas{[Callew, allew} < llallew = 1,
since ||C|lec =1 (see [24]). This implies that
|Cx — x| < 1. (3.44)

In order to see that (3.44) is sharp, let m € N and consider the nonnegative sequence
y™ ={y™(n)}n>1 given by

1, if n<m,
y™(n) =
0, if n>m.
So,
- 1, if n<m,
Cy™(n) =
oot o n>m.
Therefore
0, if n<m,
[Cy™(n) —y™(n)| =
moif o n>m.
Finally,
Cu™ — ™| oo
ey =y lle= _ m
[y [ e m+1
as m — 0o.

Proof of (3.37). Consider the sequence e; which is nonnegative, nonincreasing,
and satisfies ||e1]|; = 1. A straightforward computation shows

0, if n=1,
[(C = Dex(n)] =

%, if n>1.
Note that (C'— S)e, ¢ ¢!(N). This shows that |[|C'— I ) = oo and, using (2.1),
we obtain (3.37).

Proof of (3.38). The proofs of [C' = I] ) = [C' = I]p qv) = 0 have analogous
arguments to those of [C'— S]p ) = [C' = S]p vy = 0 in (3.43), while the proof of
[C' — I]p vy = 2 is similar to that of the inequality (3.19).
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Proof of (3.39). Consider the same sequence z. from (3.46). As observed in
(3.47), we have ||z¢|]|c = 1 for all 0 < € < 1, and from (3.48), applying the Cesaro
operator to z, gives Cz.(n) = n~¢, for all n > 1.

Hence, we can write

(C—Dzn)=n"—n""“+(n-D" =n-1(n-1)°—n"°),
for all n > 1. Define the function h. : [1,00) — R by

he(t)=(t—=1)((t—1)"=t°).

(
Note that h. is nonnegative, satisfies h(1) = 0, and limy;_, h.(t) = 0. Therefore,
there exists ¢y > 1 such that h.(t) < he(to) for all t > 1. In particular, this gives
0 < (C=1Dzloo < he(to) = (to — 1)((to — 1) — ;) — 0 as € — 07. Thus,
lim. o+ |[(C' = I)z¢||oc = 0. By Lemma 2.2, this shows that (C' — I) is not bounded
below on ¢*(N). Since each z. is nonnegative and nonincreasing, it follows that
[C' = I} vy = 0o. Finally, combining this with (2.2) yields (3.39).

Proof of (3.40). Consider the sequence e; which is nonnegative, nonincreasing,
and satisfies ||e;]|; = 1. A straightforward computation shows

(€= S)e(w] = -

for all n > 1. Note that (C'— S)z ¢ ¢'(N). This shows that [|[C'— S|a m = o0
and, using (2.1), we obtain (3 40).

Proof of (3.41). The equality ||C' — Sl[¢em) = 2 follows from the fact that
1(C' = S)*|lervy = 2 in (3.16), together with a standard duality argument.

The corresponding inequality for ||C'—S|[geav) = 1 can be established analogously
to the proof of (3.44), and the optimality of the constant 1 follows from the fact
that [[(C' — S)e1]|w = 1.

Proof of (3.42). We start with the equality

[C — S]ggzc(N) = OQ. (345)
Let 0 < € < 1, and define the sequence z. = {z.(n)},>1 by
z(n) =n'"— (n - 1)~ (3.46)

Consider the function
[ty =t = (t—-1)""

Its derivative is
fty=0—-¢e(t = (t—-1)"°) <0, forallt>1,

since 0 < € < 1. Moreover, using L’Hopital’s rule, we compute

1—e . it 1—e
lim f(t) = lim ¢~ (1 - (1 — %) ) ~ Jim gl/tl_g) = lim(t— 1)~ =0.

t—o00 t—o00 t—o00 t—o00
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Hence the function f is strictly decreasing on [1,00), with
0= lim /(1) < /(1) < f(1) = 1.
This shows that the sequence z is nonnegative, nonincreasing, and satisfies
[Zelloo = 1. (3.47)
Now consider the Cesaro operator C' applied to z:

Cou(n) = %Z (W = (k= 1)) = n. (3.48)

Also, observe that
Sz(n) =z(n+1)=(n+ 1) —n'"c
so that
(C=8)z(n)=n"" = [(n+ 1) =n""] = (™" = (n+1)7) (n+1).

Define
git) = (= (t+1)") (t+1).

Clearly, g(t) > 0 for all £ > 0. Moreover, its derivative is
gt)=—et N t+ 1)+ (e—1)(t+ 1)+t "

Alternatively, using an integral representation:
t+1
g(t)=—et™" —e(e 1) / Wl du < —et T — (e — 1)t =~ < 0,
t

for all ¢ > 1. Thus g is strictly decreasing on (1,00) and its maximum is attained
at t = 1:
1(C' = 9 ze|loo = (C = 9)z(1) =2(1 —27°) — 0,

as € — 07. By Lemma 2.2, this implies that (C' — S) is not bounded below on
¢>°(N). Since z is nonnegative and nonincreasing, we get (3.45). Now, by taking
into account (2.2), we obtain (3.42).

Proof of (3.43). We start with the equality
[C = Slow) = 2. (3.49)
Equivalently, we have to show that the following inequality is sharp
lz][y < 2[[(C' = S)z|, (3.50)

for all x € ¢}(N). Let = be an arbitrary sequence. If (C' — S)z ¢ ¢*(N), then (3.50)
holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming that the sequence (C' — S)z € ¢}(N), it follows
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that S*(C' — S)z € ¢*(N). Note that there exist nonzero elements z € ¢*(N such
that (C'— S)x # 0; for instance, the sequences z,, defined below have this property.
Now, by using (3.12), together with (3.21) and the fact that ||S*||; = 1, we obtain

[zl = [(C™ = 1)S™(C = S)ally < [ = T[] [| 5™ [(C' = S)|x
= [1C7 = L (€ = S)z[[y = 2[(C = S)z]h-

This proves the inequality (3.50). To establish the sharpness of the constant 2 in
(3.50), we consider the sequence

1, if 1<n<m,
T (n) = —m, if n=m+1,
0, if n>m+1,
where m > 1 is a natural number. Then
1, if 1<n<m,
Sxp(n) = —m, if n=nm,

0, if n>m+1,

and
it (n) = 1, if 1<n<m,
0, if n>m+1.
Thus
0, it 1<n<m,
(C' = S)zm(n) = 1+m, if n=m,
0, if n > m.
Hence
lonls  _ 2m

1(C = Szmli m+1

as m — oo. This ends the proof of (3.49).
Now, let x € (% (N) be a nonnegative sequence with |z[; = 1. We argue by
contradiction and assume that (C'— S)x € ¢*(N). Then

|Cx]ly = [[(C' = S)x + Szly < [(C = Szl + 1Szl < [[(C = S)ally + [lz]ly < oo

Hence Cz € (*(N). By [5, Proposition 2.1], this implies that = 0, which contradicts
the assumption ||z|; = 1. Hence (C' — S)z ¢ ¢*(N) for all nonnegative sequence
x € £} (N)\ {0}. This proves that
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In particular, by taking into account (2.2), we have

0<[C=Sln o <[C—=Slaw=0.

Thus

[C = Slp ) =0.
This completes the proof. O
3.4 Tables

In this section, we present in tables all known constants related to the operators
C' — I and C' — S acting on different cones of /?(N), for 1 < p < co. The constants
displayed in bold have been proved in this chapter.

1€ — Il (V) o) ()
p=1 o0 o0 oo
1<p<2 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
2<p<oo my /7 1 1/(p— 1)\
p =00 2 1 1
C— I r(N) o) )
p=1 2 0 0
l1<p<2 21/p ? ?
2<p<oo ? ? ?

p =00 00 00 00
1€ = Slx (N) tL(N) liee(N)
p= 00 00 00

1<p<? ? ? ?
2<p< > 21/¢ ? C(p)'/>
p = 00 2 1 1
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€ - S)x #(N) . (N) e (N)
p= 2 0 0
1 1
l<p<2 M}/P 1 (p—1)\/»
2<p< @ p—1 p—1 p—1
p =00 oo oo oo

Remark 3.20. Regarding the unknown constants ||C — S”fﬁec(N)’ |C — SHZi(N)» and

|C = Sy for 1 < p <2, we use the fact that |Cllz ) =p' (see [24, p. 239]).
It follows that

P=1<|Clle

dec

w — ISl o0 < 1C = Sle, 0v-

dec

Consequently, we obtain the estimates

1
— < jC-5
—<lc-s

P
Edcc

™ < €= Slle vy
<|NC = Slleay < NIClery + 1Sllew vy = " + 1,

for 1 < p < 2. A better upper estimate for ||C' — S||ggeC(N) for 1 < p < 2 is given in
[20], where the authors proved the following bounds:

[P

1 ((p)/
— < ||C=5 < 1
p—1- “ | dec(N) = (p— 1)1/p/

On the other hand, consider the sequence

m
A E e,
k=1

where m > 1 is a natural number. A straightforward calculation shows that

ey .
(GRS A
" W
k=m+1
Taking into account [20, Lemma 2.1], we obtain
=17 [l 1
sup = = < [C’ _ ]} » ' (351)
SR MC =D}~ TC— Dl C) — 1 £

Concerning the estimate of [C' — I]gw(n), Theorem 3.10 shows

[C — N =2"7, 1<p<2 (3.52)
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For 2 < p < 0o, we seek the best constant C'(p) > 0 in
lzll, < C) I(C = Dzlly, =€ (N).

If (C —I)x ¢ (°(N), the inequality holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming that the
sequence (C' —I)x € (P(N), it follows that S(C' — I)z € ¢?(N). Now, by using (4.24)
we have

I =5) My < €%l + (157, =2 + 1. (3.53)
Combining (3.20), (3.53), and ||S]|, = 1 gives
lzllp = 1[(C'=5)*S(C =D, < [(C=S)p [ISp (C'=Dll, < (p+1) [(C—D)x],,

so that
[C — ]]gp(N) <p+1, 2<p<oo. (3.54)
Now, (3.51) together with (3.52) imply
1 <
(C(p) —D)Mr =

while (3.51) combined with (3.54) yields

¢ - ]]dec(N) <|[C- I]éi(N) <[C—=Ipmw < 21/p, 1<p<2,

1

W S [C— []ggcc(N) S [C—I]gi(N) S [C— []ZP(N) Sp—i— 1, 2 <p < Q.

Regarding the unknown constant [|C' — S| o v for 2 < p < oo, by combining
(2.1) with the bounds presented in the third table, we deduce

()" =|C ~ 9|

o a0 < 1€ = Sl gy < 1€ = Sllany = 27

dec



Chapter 4

Sharp bounds for the Copson
operator

Let x = {z(n)}n,>1 be a sequence. The adjoint of the Cesaro operator, called the
Copson operator, is defined by

k=n

whenever the above series is well defined for the sequence x. The right shift operator
is given by
S*z(n) = x(n—1), n>1,

with the convention that S*z(1) = 0.
The operators C' and C* are closely related. Indeed, recalling the identity (3.4),

cCr=C+85C,
we observe that this equality is equivalent to
S=(C-85)C"—-1). (4.1)
Taking the transpose of (4.1), we obtain
S*=(C-DH(IC-=-9)"=([C-1)C"—=85"). (4.2)

The identity (4.2) plays a crucial role in the development of this chapter. Expanding
the right-hand side of (4.2) gives

S*T=0C"-05" -C"+ 57,

and therefore
cor =085+ C. (4.3)

In particular, this implies that

Cr=C(C* — 8.

43
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We have seen in (3.14) that the operator C* also can be expressed as

C* = (C* —I)S*C.

By applying duality to (3.1), we obtain the operator p-norm of C* — I on ?(N)
for 1 <p < oc:

2, if p=1,

1C" = ooy = 1C = Ty = § m 7, it 1<p<2, (4.4)

P )

p—1, if2<p< o

Note that, in contrast to the operator C'— I, the operator C* — I is not bounded
below. That is, there is no constant B(p) > 0, with 1 < p < oo, such that

lzllp < Bp) [[(C™ = Dxll,

for all z € ¢?(N). In fact, no such constant exists even when z is restricted to the
cone of nonnegative, nonincreasing sequences in ¢?(N). This lack of a lower bound
is a consequence of the non-injectivity of the operator C* — I. Indeed, if such a
constant B(p) > 0 existed, then evaluating at e; would yield

1= led][, < B(p)[[(C* = T)esl, = 0,
which is a contradiction. Therefore

[C* — 1]

fec() — [C" - I]ﬂi(N) = [C" — ]y = 00, (4.5)
for all 1 <p < o0.

However, instead of the operator C* — I, we consider the transpose of C' — S,
introduced in Chapter 3, and obtain lower bounds.

Motivated by the work done in Chapter 3, the main goal of this chapter is to
determine some of the remaining optimal constants A(p), B(p), U(p) and V(p) in
the inequalities

Alp) (€ = Dally < lzll, < Bp) [(C = 1)"[],, (4.6)
Ulp) (" = S)zlly < lzll, < V(p) [(C = S)"=[l, (4.7)

on the three cones (?(N), ¢ (N), and ¢;_(N), for the whole range 1 < p < cc.

The results of this chapter have appeared in [11, 12].
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Chapter Overview

This chapter is divided into four sections. The first three focus on the study of
inequalities (4.6) and (4.7) on a specific cone of ¢P(N) for the range 1 < p < oo. The
fourth section is dedicated to the analysis of the same inequalities on various cones
of /P(N) at the endpoints p € {1,00}. In the final section, we present in tables all
optimal constants related to the operators C* — I and C* — S*, indicating which
constants were established in this chapter.

e 4.1 Inequalities in /P(N) for 1 <p <00 .ooiiiiiiiiiiiii i 45
e 4.2 Inequalities in ¢ _(N) for 1 <p <00 .oovviiiiiiiiiiiiiii, 57
e 4.3 Inequalities in 4 (N) for 1 < p < o00......cooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, 61
e 4.4 Endpoint inequalities ............. .. . . 87
o 4.5 Tables ... . 77

4.1 Inequalities in ?(N) for 1 < p < o

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

Alp) [(C* = Delly < lzll, < Bp) [(C* = Dz, (4.8)

U)II(C = 5)xll, < |zll, <V (p)I(C =), (4.9)
hold for all z € ¢?(N) and for the entire range 1 < p < 0.
Let 1 < p < co. As shown in (4.4), the optimal constant A(p) in (4.8) is given
by

my?, if1<p<2,

Alp) = 1
—, f2<p<oo.
p—1

On the other hand, by (4.5), the best constant B(p) in (4.8) is not finite.
Concerning the sharp constant U(p) in (4.9), it follows from Proposition 3.9 that

U(p) =277, 1<p<2.

The first result in this direction is Theorem 4.2, which provides an alternative
representation of the best constant A(p) in (4.8) for the range 1 < p < 2. The mo-
tivation for introducing this new expression is that it involves a constant depending
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on p, rather than on p’ (as in m,, 4 ). Moreover, this formulation will later allow us

to determine the exact value of ||C* — |4 (v) in Theorem 4.7.
The following lemma we will required.

Lemma 4.1. Let p € F, let x = {x(n)},>1 € P(N) be a real sequence, and set
y(n) =10, % Then,

> (k) — (k) < M,y (k).

k=

H
i
I

Proof. By Holder’s inequality, we get that

On the other hand, if N > 2, we have

R
kp N 7 vt (= DIV =P T (= DN

An analogous argument shows that

1 1/p’
NP
(p/ 1)l/p < (Z kp) ’

Combining the last two inequalities, we obtain that

o 21/p

;Nfl/p < Z 1 o < __ =  N-Ur
(= T\ G YR '

Therefore

3=

NY?ly(N <ix )

k=

which means,

Z ny(n+ 1)» — (n — 1)y(n)?) = Ny(N + 1)? — 0, (4.10)

when N — oo. Now, if n > 1, by applying (2.3), we obtain,

ny(n+ 1) — (n — Dy(n)? = n(y(n + 1)’ —y(n)?) + y(n)?
> npy(n)" " (y(n + 1) —y(n)) + y(n)”
= —py(n)’~'z(n) + y(n)?.



Chapter 4. Sharp bounds for the Copson operator A7

If x(n) # 0, we may let t = y(n)/x(n) and apply Lemma 2.4 in the form,
tr—pttt > (t —1)P — M,
to get

y(n)’ —py(n)’~'z(n) = z(n)" (" — pt'~)
> w(n)P((t = 1)" = M)
= (y(n) —x(n))" — Mpx(n)".

If x(n) = 0, as before, the same inequality holds trivially. Therefore,
y(n)? — py(n)?'z(n) > (y(n) — x(n))? — Myx(n)?, for every n > 1.

Summing over n we get

D () —x(n)P = MY a(n)? <D ny(n+ 1) = (n—1)y(n)’ = Ny(N + 1).
Since Ny(N +1)» — 0 as N — oo by (4.10), we obtain
> (y(n) —z(n))? < M, Y x(n),

Now, we pass from p € F to all 1 < p < 2 using the Riesz-Thorin theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 < p < 2. Then, for any real sequence x € (P(N), the following
inequality holds:
1(C* = Dall, < M|, (4.11)

Furthermore, the constant M;/p in (4.11) is the best possible.

Proof. Let 1 < p < 2. Lemma 4.1 shows that ||C* —I||mm) < M,'" for all p € F. By
taking into account the Riesz-Thorin theorem [7, Chapter 4, Corollary 2.3] we have
that if 1 < pg < p < p; < 2, with pg,p; € F, then for some 6 € (0,1), depending on
po, p and py,

1C* = Iy < NC™ = Tl 1C* = o1 gy < max{M,/P, M/?}.

Letting py and p; approach p through F, the continuity of p — M, (see Lemma 2.4)
implies
1C* — Ileroy < M,'P.
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It remains to show that the constant in (4.11) is optimal. Let r = 1/t,, where
t, is the critical point from the Lemma 2.4, and fix an integer m > 1. Note that
r > 2. Let us define

m~", if n =1,
z(n) = 0, if 1<n<m,
n((n—1)"=n""), if n>m.

Then, with y(n) = 33", “% and z(n) = |y(n) — x(n)],

and

Now, if n > m + 1 we get

mn—1)"—-n"= 7‘/ Mt < r(n—1)"""1
(

n—1)
Thus
_ _ e n _ (m+1) _
—_ 1 T _ T < _ 1 r—1 — - 1 r < _ 1 r
n((n—1) n~ ") <rn(n-—1) rn_l(n )T <r — (n—1)
As a consequence,
- (m+1P & 1 (m+1P = 1
p D — P
> wp <ot S Lo s L
n=m+1 n=m+1 n=m
P [ 1 ne [~ 1
Srp—(m+ ) Z/ da::rp—(m+ ) / —dx
mpP = (n—l) P mpP (m—l) TP
P 1
— P (m + ) (m . 1)1—rp'

mP  rp—1
So

(m+1)P 1
mP  rp—1

1—r -rp p
:(m—l) P m rp—1+rp m+ 1 '
p— 1 m—1 m—1 m

lzllgr < m™™ + 1P (m—1)""
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On the other hand, we have that if n > m + 1, then

n

zn)=m—-)""—n""=(r — 1)/ t7"dt > (r—1)n”

(n—1)

Hence
oo oo 1
D A== Y —
n=m+1 n= m+1 n
& 1
> (r—1) / )p/ —5dr
nzmjﬂ n (m+1) TP
(r—1)P -
= 1)"P,
rp—1 (m+1)
Therefore

— 1)
el = mt= 4 =y gyt
rp —

L () (22) )

We conclude that

[e'e) m \1—7 m 1—p
D e |2(0)]P > () Clp—=1+(r—1) J(r—) P o rp—1+(r—1)P

> ()l ()P (2= ) +rp (L LyP P

Y

as m — o0o. Since r = 1/t,, Lemma 2.4 shows that this last expression is M,. This
completes the proof. O

Remark 4.3. Let 1 <p <2and p'=p/(p—1). From (4.4), we know that
IC™ = Iy = my'"",

where m,, is defined in (2.5). On the other hand, Theorem 4.2 shows that
IC* = ) = M7,

where M, is also defined in (2.5). Consequently, we deduce that

-1/ _ —-1/p" _ 1/p _ arl/p
m, P = m (t - m t =M 4.12
D te[o,ai}/(m fo (1) te[o%)/cz] fo(t) p ( )

where f, is defined as in (2.4) and p’ is the conjugate exponent of p. An illustration
of (4.12) is provided in Figure 4.1.
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Figure 4.1 The plots of f,’” (in blue) and fp_,l/p/ (in red) for p = 1.2.

We are now ready to present one of the main results of this section, which
provides the exact value of V' (p) in (4.9) for a general sequence x and p € (1, 00).

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 < p < oo and let x be an arbitrary sequence. If 1 < p < 2,
then
(P =Dzl < [(C =)zl (4.13)

and if 2 < p < oo, then
my/Plzll, < (C = S) . (4.14)

Furthermore, all the constants in (4.13) and (4.14) are the best possible.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo. We are going to prove only (4.13), since the proof of
(4.14) is analogous. Assume 1 < p < 2, and let x be an arbitrary sequence. If
the sequence (C' — S)*z ¢ (P(N), then (4.13) holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming
(C — S)*z € ¢P(N), by taking into account (3.13) and applying (3.1) yields

lzllp = 152l = I(C' = D)(C = S)"zll, < (p— 1) |(C = 5)"zll,.

It remains to show that the constants in (4.13) and in (4.14) are optimal.We
start with the optimality of (p —1)~! in (4.13). Let m > 1 be a natural number and
s=s(e) =1/p' — ¢, where p’ = p/(p—1) and 0 < € < 1/p’. Consider the sequence
Tem = {Tem(N) bnen given by

(m+ 1)1 if 1<n<m,
Zem(n) =2(n) =
nns!—(n+1)*h, if n>m



Chapter 4. Sharp bounds for the Copson operator

ol

Let us now estimate the p-norm of = from below. Let n > m. We have that

= (n4+1)1=(1-5) /”+1 t572dt > (1 —s)(n+1)"2

n

So,
n(n* ™ = (1) > (1 — 8)——(n+ 1) > (1 — 8§)———(n + 1)*".
- n+1 - m+1
Therefore,
z(n)? > (1 — s)p<—)
2 1) 2 e
P o0
1w m 1
= (1-3) (m—i— 1) Z np(1=s)
n=m-+2
p n+1
Cowfm dx
> (1—s) (m T 1) > / p(1=5)
n=m+2 7"
p 00 d
=(1—-s9)? mn *
m+ 1 s gjp(l s)
_(1—s) m P 1 1
m+1) p(1—s)—1(m+ 2)p(-s)-1
Hence,
P 1 1
P> DPE-D 4 (1 — g2 .
lzlly 2 m(m +1) (1= (m +1) p(1—3s)—1(m+ 2)p(-s)-1

Now, let n > m. We have that,

Cx(n) =Y # => (' = (k+ 1)) =n"t

k=n

So, if n > m + 1, we get
(C—S)Yz(n)=n"'—nm—-1+n—-1Dn"t=n°—(n—1)".

For n = 1 we obtain that

(- 5ya(1) = ca) = 3 1) g 2th)
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and

for all 2 < n < m. Finally,

C*x(m + 1) - S*Jj(m + 1) = (m + 1)5_1 — x(m) — (m + 1)8—1 _ (m + 1)3—1 —0.

Thus,
(m+1)" (1+Zk 1%) if n =1,
+1 hen & f2<n<
(C' = 8)x(n)| = (m+ 1) (i #) 1 n<m
0, if n=m+1
L n*—(n—1) i n>ma1

Let n > m+ 1. Then,

So,
_ Q) P < P - _ P -
Z [(C = S)x(n)|P <s Z (n— 1)p(178) s Z np(1—s)
n=m-+2 n= m+2 n=m+1
> dx
p J—
= Sp 1
p(1— s) — 1mp(=s)-1°
Therefore,
(s—1) - (s—1) _
lc = 8yl < (17 (14301 4 (mt 1 Z(Zk)
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Hence, if we define

m 1\p
= m 72155
(m,s) = (m+1) 1+Zk :
k=1
J(m,s m + 1)Pe=Y ( —) ,
(m, s) = ( ) ; kZ; k
1 1
p
K(m,s) =s o1 —s) = Tmro 1
we have
[(C = S5) |y
(p—1) < ————>
(i
< I(m,s)+ J(m,s) + K(m,s)
= m(m o+ 1D 4 (1= 5P (55)! s s

(m_+2)p(1—8)p(1—s)4

m+1

m+2

()" e -

(o)™

+ m+1

s) = 1)+ (1= sP(;8)"

S, (0, L)P g (2P

i () W0 ) = )+ (1= ()

o A(m, s) + B(m, s),

for all m > 1 and 0 < e < 1/p’. Note that

0< 1+2m:1 ' +Z ! 2+ij/k dey)’
“m+2 k m+2 m—|—2 =k T
dx In®(e%m)

- 2+1In(m))’ = ——= 4.16

m+2( +Z/ ) (2 n(m)’ =, (4.16)

for all m > 1. Now, since
P2
lim )

we have by an application of the squeeze theorem in (4.16) that

(-

lim ——

Therefore,

(me2)P e (14 3o 1)

A(oo,s) = lim A(m,s) = lim

m—00 m—00 m

m+2
(p(1—=s)=1)-0
p(l—s)—1+(1—s)P

(

m—+2

m+1

Y

)p(lfS)(p(l —s)—1)+ (1 - 8)p(mL—H)p
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for all s = 1/p’ — €, where 0 < ¢ < 1/p’. On the other hand, if 2 < n < m are
natural numbers, then

m 1 m k m
Liex L)
k:nk: — @ o1 & n—1

and

B
Il
3
=
Il
3

So,

for all natural numbers 2 < n < m. Thus,

Pm+1< mlp<P m
ln< - < gk’ <In —1)

for all natural numbers 2 < n < m. Therefore,

1 & m+1 I e /(= 1)? 1 & m
a;m”( . >§EZ(ZE) Sa;m”(n_l)’

for all m > 2. Equivalently,

for all m > 2. Hence,

I’(m+1) m+1 1 T~  (m+1 1 on (1)
_ In? < = -
m + m 7714—122n n _mz Zk

n=1 n=2 k=n
1 & m
< — In? | — 4.17
s (h) e

for all m > 2. Identifying these terms as suitable Riemann sums,

1 m 1 m—+1 1 1 1
lim —Zlnp<m> = lim —— 1nf“<mJr ) —/ 1np(—> dt
m—>oomn:1 n m—)oom—l—ln n 0 t

=1

= / uPe du =T(p + 1), (4.18)
0
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where we have used the change of variable u = —In(¢) to arrive at the I" function.
Then, applying the squeeze theorem to (4.17) together with (4.18), we conclude that

Then, using the above limit, we obtain
B(oo,s) = lim B(m,s)

m—00
= lim (ﬁ—ﬁ)p(l—sﬂ’(z_j);l ZTZQ (Z;n:n %)p 4 Sp(mT_‘_Q)p(l—s)_l

m—00 mlm(z_ﬁ)p(l_S)(p(l . 3) . 1) + (1 . S)p(ml—‘,-l)p
(p(1—=s)—DI'(p+1)+sP

p(l—s)—1+(1—s)p ’

for all 0 < e < 1/p/, where s = 1/p’ — e. Therefore, it follows that

. L . (I =s)=DI(p+1)+ 5P
€E%<A(m, 8) * B(OO7 S>) B 61—1>I(I)¥r B(OO7 S) N el—lg}f p(l - S) -1+ (]_ — S)p

— lim (p(1/p+e)—DI'(p+1)+ (1/p —€)P
-0+ p(1/p+e)—1+ (1/p+e)p
= /)y =m-1r (4.19)

By taking into account (4.19) and using the squeeze theorem in (4.15), we conclude
that

I(C = S)"z|[7
~1)P < lim lim —————2 < lim lim (A B =(p-1)
(p— 1)< lim lim =< lim lim (A(m,s)+ B(m, s)) = (p = 1)",
which means that I(C - Szl
- X
lim lim —————" = (p—1)""
ovtmooo ||zl

This proves that the constant (p — 1) is sharp in (4.13).
Now, let us see the optimality of the constant mgl/p in (4.14). By taking into

account Lemma 2.3, we set r = 1/t,, where ¢, € (0,1/2) is such that f,(¢,) = m,
and f, is defined as in (2.4). Note that r > 2. Fix an integer m > 1. Let us define

0, if 1<n<m,

nn™—(m+1)7"), if n>m.
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Tk
. m+1)", if 1<n<m+1,
C*y(n) =
n-", if n>m-+1,

and

(m+1)"", if n<m+1,

(n—1)"—=n=" if n>m+1.

Now, if n > m + 1 we get

n+1
n"—(n+1)" = 7’/ 7t > r(n+ 1)

n

Thus,
-r 1 —r > 1 —r—1 — 1 _r > 1 77,.
n(n™" = (n+1)7") = rn(n +1) et )T 2 ()
As a consequence,
00 mP [e's) 1 mP 00 1
lylly = ly(n)|P > rP———— S S L
-2 2, G i,
P 00 n+1 1 p ) 1
st Y[ =ty [
(m+1)p Wy P (m+1)P ), oam
mP 1
= 2)! 7" 4.20
T(m—i—l)prp—l(m—i_ ) ( )

On the other hand, we have that if n > m + 1, then

n

zn)=m—-)""—n"" = (r — 1)/ t7dt < (r—1)(n—1)"".

n—1
Hence,

oo o0 1

Yoz < (r—1p Y — 1y

n=m-+2 n=m-+2
9

“r-r Y

n=m+1

e n 1 0 1
< (r—1)? Z /1xrpdx:(r—1)p/ :Brpdx

n=m-+1
— 1)
Gl (4.21)
rp—1
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Therefore,

(r—1)P
rp—1

21} < (m+ 1)+ o,

By using (4.20) and (4.21), we conclude that

mP 1 —r
P 1 A = sk i
P C =Syl T (m 1)t 4 e
m \P
()
o m 1—r m \1-T
= D(ED) - ()
— rp -1
=m
rp—14(r—1)P P
as m — oo. This completes the proof. O]

4.2 Inequalities in /£ (N) for 1 < p < oo

dec

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

Alp) (C™ = Dzfl, < lzll, < B(p) [[(CT = Dz|,, (4.22)
Up)I(C = 9)xlly < =]l < V(R)I(C = S5) x|, (4.23)
hold for all nonnegative, nonincreasing x € ¢4 (N) and for the range 1 < p < 0.

By (4.5), the best constant B(p) in (4.22) is not finite.

Concerning the sharp constant U(p) in (4.23), it follows from Proposition 3.9
that
Ulp) =277, l<p<2

Our next goal is to determine the exact value of the best constant A(p) in (4.22)
for 2 < p < oo, and the exact value of the optimal constant V (p) in (4.23) for all
l<p<L2

In [37], Landau proved that
IC* vy = p, (4.24)

forall 1 < p < oo. The following lemma shows that (4.24) holds when C* is restricted
to the cone of nonnegative, nonincreasing sequences in ¢4 (N), with 1 < p < oo.

Lemma 4.5. Let 1 < p < oco. Then,

17

¢ (N) = D- (4.25)
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Proof. Let 1 < p < co. We have, by (4.24), that

17

e < NC @ < p.

Now, let € > 0 and z¢ = {z(n)},>1 be the sequence given by

1

T

Observe that ¢ is a nonnegative, nonincreasing sequence that belongs to ¢*(N).
Now, if n > 1 then

o [e.e]

o0 k+1 1
C*af(n) = > > / —————dt
Zl~::(l~::+1 ,; k+1)ptet! ; B (L1t

n

I S S I
— e T T g LT (l+e)x (n),
no (L4 1)7 P (n+1)7 P
which means that,
1
C*zf(n) > o )aze(n), for all n > 1.
“te
p

Taking the p-norm, we have that

* € 1 €
1C" |, > m”x -
p

Finally, we conclude that

[Crafy 1

Izl (5 +e)

— D

as e — 0. O
We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.6. Let 1 < p < oo, and let x € 0, (N) be a nonnegative, nonincreasing
sequence. Then the following inequalities are sharp: if 1 < p < 2, then

Izll, < (0 = D7HIC = ) llp,
and if 2 < p < oo, then
(p=D7HIC" = Dzl < [l
Proof. We start with the case 1 < p < 2. We have seen in (4.13)

lzll, < (p = 1)HI(C = S) =],
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for all € ¢?(N). In particular, the previous inequality holds when z € (?(N) is
nonnegative and nonincreasing. In order to prove the optimality of the constant
(p—1)~" in (4.13) we choose the sequence

(m+1)%71 if 1<n<m,
z(n) =

nn*t —(n+1)*Y, if n>m,

where m > 1 is a natural number and s = s(e) = [% —€ with 0 < e < # It is

obvious that z is nonnegative. Let us see that x is nonincreasing sequence. We start
with the case n = m. So, we have to prove that z(m) > x(m + 1).

x(m) >z(m+1) <= (m+1

for all m > 1. Equivalently,

m2

> ( 0 m \° m 178>m—1
m_ —_— ﬁ —_— —_—
m+1- m+1 m+1 - m

for all m > 2. But since, for all 0 < a < b < 1 and 0 < r < 1, we have that
0<a<a" <b <1, then

m ' m—1\""_m-1
0 > (2= >
m+1 - m - m
for all m > 2, which means that (m) > x(m+ 1), for all m > 1. Now, consider the
function f: (1,00) — RT defined by

fO) =t —(t+1)" ) =t —t(t+ 1)1
Its derivative is given by

f/(t) = Sts_l — (t + 1)8_1 — (3 — 1)t<t + 1)5—2

s—1
! !
- ] —(s—1)——
S(t+1) =V

= (1+ 1) h(t),

= (t41)"!

where h : (1,00) — R is defined by

h(t) = s (HLJH 1 (s— 1)15%1'
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To show that f'(t) <0 for all ¢ > 1, it suffices to prove that

glt)=st*t—1—(s—1)t <0, forallte[1/2,1],

_T_

++7- Now, observe that the second derivative of g is

where ¢t =

g'(t) = % (%g(t)) = % (s(s = )2 — (s — 1)) = s(s — 1) (s — 2)t°~* > 0,

for all t € (1/2,1), since s —1=1/p’ — e —1 < 0. Therefore, g is strictly convex on
(1/2,1). Note that
gl)=s—1—-(s—1)=0.

If we prove that g(1/2) < 0, then by convexity we would have

g(t) < max{g(1), 9(1/2)} = 0,

for all ¢ € [1/2,1]. We now show that g(1/2) < 0. Consider the function u defined
on [0,1/2] by
u(z) = 222" -1 — 2.
We compute
d? d (d d
@u(:p) =0 (%u(x)) =0 (2**(1—2In2) — 1) = —2°""In2(2 —2In2) <0,
for all x € (0,1/2). This means that v’ is strictly decreasing. Since
u'(1/2) = 2°2(1 —Inv/2) — 1 ~ 0.8482 > 0,
we obtain
u'(z) > 0,

for all x € (0,1/2). Hence, u is strictly increasing on [0, 1/2]. Since

u(1/2) = V2 —3/2 <0,
we get

u(z) <u(1/2) <0,
for all x € [0,1/2]. But
1

(227" —1—3s) = suls) <0,
since 0 <s=1/p —e<1/p < % for all 0 < € < 1/p’. Thus f is nonnegative and

nonincreasing on (1, 00). Therefore x is nonnegative and nonincreasing.
Now, we turn to the case 2 < p < co. By using (4.4) and (4.25), we get that
p=1=Ce

dec

9(1/2)= 5

™ — e < NC* = 1|

dec dec

™ ZNC* = Iy = p — 1,

from which it follows
1C" = 1len vy =p— L.
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4.3 Inequalities in ¢ (N) for 1 < p < 0o

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

Alp) (€7 = Dallp < llzll, < Bp) (C* = Dy, (4.26)

Up)I(C = S5) |, < lzll, < V(R)I(C = 5)xl, (4.27)
hold for all nonnegative z € ¢ (N) and for the range 1 < p < 0.
By (4.5), the best constant B(p) in (4.26) is not finite.

Concerning the sharp constant U(p) in (4.27), it follows from Proposition 3.9
that
U(p) =277, l<p<2.

The following result gives the best constant A(p) in (4.26) and the optimal
constant V' (p) in (4.27) for all 1 < p < occ.

Theorem 4.7. Let 1 < p < oo and x € ¢£.(N) be a nonnegative sequence. Then the
following inequalities are sharp: if 1 < p < 2, then

M, PG = Dall, < lzll, < (0= D 7HI(C = 8) ]y,
and if 2 < p < oo, then
(p = 1)7HI(C* = Dzlly < [l2ll, < m, YPI(C = S) .

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo and let € (P(N) be a nonnegative sequence. By applying
Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.4, we obtain

MY (C = Dally < Jlall, f1<p<2

and
], < m, ' [(C* =S )x|l, if2<p<oc.

Regarding the optimality of the constants M, YP and m, 1 the sequences used to
establish their sharpness in Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.4, respectively, are in fact
nonnegative. Now, from (4.4) we have

|C* = I||epqyy =p—1, for 2 <p < oo,
and from Theorem 4.6 we have

IC* =TIl oy =p—1, for2<p<c.
Taking into account (2.1), we then obtain

||C*—I”eﬂ(N) =p—1, for2<p< 0.
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In Theorem 4.4 we have seen that

1
[(C = 5) ey = T for 1 <p <2,

and from Theorem 4.6 we have

1
[(C=5) e ) = 1 for 1 <p<2.

By using (2.2), we obtain that
1

[(C=5) ey = PR for1<p<2.

4.4 Endpoint inequalities

Let A(p), B(p), U(p), and V(p) denote the optimal constants for which the inequal-
ities

A) IC* = Dzllp < lzll, < B(p) I(C* = D], (4.28)
Up) I(C = S5)zlp, < llzllp, < V(p) [(C = 5) ], (4.29)
hold for all =z € ¢?(N), £ (N), or ¢4 .(N) when p =1 or p = 0.

As established in (4.4), we have

1C* = I|lnqw) = 2

Turning to reverse inequalities for the operator C* — I on ¢?(N), at the endpoint
cases p = 1 and p = o0, it follows from (4.5) that

[C* — I

dec

m = [C" = I]p vy = [C" = Iy = o0,
and likewise,

[C* — I]geo

dec

) = [C" = Iz = [C" = ]y = 00.

Concerning the value of the operator p—norm of (C'— S)* on the various cones
of £1(N), it follows from Proposition 3.9 that

[(C = S) e ) = (C = S)*Heﬁr(N) = [(C = 9) e = 2.
The following result gives us the exact value of ||C* — I|[n ).

Theorem 4.8. Let x € (1 (N) be a nonnegative sequence. Then the following in-
equality is sharp:
1(C" = Dzlly < 2|l
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Proof. By (4.4) we have that
(C* = Dy < 2],

for all € ¢*(N). In particular, the inequality holds for all nonnegative = € ¢% (N).
Let us now see that the above inequality is sharp. Consider the sequence
{€m}m>1. We have that

X, if n<m,
[(C" = Dem(n)| = —%, if n=m,
0, if n>m.
Hence o1 ] . 1
IC™ = Dewlly _ m — +(1—_): (1——>—>2,
[emll1 m m m
as m — oo. ]

Now, we study the exact value of [|[C* — I ). But before that, we need to
prove the following technical but useful result related to harmonic numbers (see
[32]).

Lemma 4.9. If n,m € N. Then

n—+m 1
> CAL
k=n

Proof. We are going to proceed by contradiction. So, we assume that there are
n,m € N such that

KaxiCy I | 1 1
Z_:_+ NI =1. (4.30)
k:nkz n n+1 n—+m

Let D(n,m) = {n,n+1,--- ;n 4+ m} be the set of the denominators that appear
in ZZ;T % and let 2% be the largest power of 2 dividing one of the denominators
k € D(n,m). The set D(n, m) cannot have an even multiple of 2%, which means that
if & = 2%, then r must be odd, and k is the unique element in D(n,m) with this
property, because if there exists another [ = 2%s, with s being an odd number, and
assuming without loss of generality that £ < [, we would have that » < s being both
odd numbers. Thus, there is an even number ¢ such r < t < s and 2%t € D(n,m)

which is a contradiction. So, multiplying by 2®~! on both sides of (4.30) we obtain

1 1 1 1 1 1
2a—1_2a—1<_+ + it — -4 —— .+ )

n n+1 k—1 k k+1 n—+m

20(71 Qafl 20471 20471 20471 2a71

T n+1 k—1 k k:—|—1+. n+m
2a—1 2(1—1 2a—1 1 2a—1 a—1

T n+1+. +k—1+§+k+1 n+m
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Let 32 be the irreducible fraction of E , where ¢ € {n,n+1,--- n—i—m}\{k} Hence,
we get that every 7% 5. has an odd denomlnator for g € {n,n+1,--- ;n+m}\ {k}.
Therefore, we obtain that

Qp An+1 a1 Qg1 Antm a
— + oo _|_ _|_ e + = -,
bn bn+1 bk—l bk+1 bn+m b

where b is an odd number (being the product of odd numbers). Hence,

— Qn Ant1 ag—1 Ak41 An+m 1
20‘1:<_+ +_|_..._|_ + 4+ >_|__
bn bn+1 bk—l bk—l—l bn+m 2r

_a N L 2ar+b

b 2r 2

and then Sar -+ b
ar
=221 ¢ N,
2rb

which is a contradiction because %;errb is a fraction of an odd number over an even

number. O

The following result is one of main results of this section and it provides the
exact value of [|C* — Il ()

Theorem 4.10. Let x € (5 . (N) be a nonnegative, nonincreasing sequence. Then
the following inequality is sharp:

(0" — Iyl < (supii SL IE

JEN n=1"'k=n
Moreover,
1 2
jEN ] k €

Proof. An useful fact that we are going to use is the following

lyllr = IC"ylh, (4.31)

for all y € 1 (N). Indeed, if y € £ (N) is a nonnegative sequence then

oyl =33 U s sy

n=1 k=n k=1 n=1 k=1

WE

y(k) = llyllx-

Now, let z = {z(n)},>1 € £*(N) be a nonnegative, nonincreasing sequence. Observe
that there is y = {y(n)},>1 such that C*y = z. Indeed, it suffices to take

y(n) =n(z(n) —x(n+1)) >0, neN.
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So, if n > 1 is a natural number,

22% LR SECBED SECE

k=n k=n k=n

WE
B
=

I

S
=

k=n-+1

Now, we have that if n € N, then

(C*)y(n) =

M

wl»—k

555y
k=n k=n j=k j=n k=

SO
(C*y(n) — Cyln) = 3 &(Z -1,
j=n J k=n k
for all n € N. Therefore

[e.9]

|Ca —ally = I(C7)*y — Cy|l, = Z 3 )

J

S
VR
ol
<.
?vl»—
—
~__

j=n =n
X ()| 1 X y(j) | < L
SZZ_ Z%—l‘zz—, ZE—l‘
n=1 j=n J k=n j=1 J n=1"k=n
1 J J 1 o0 J J 1
< (sups 30| = 1)) Sout) = allsups 35| Y5 -1
jeNT T 1S, j=1 J n=1"'k=n
1 J J 1 J J 1
— st 32 3 1~ 1| = elhsups 3| 304 1|
']nzl k:nk Je n=1 k:nk

where we have used the equality (4.31). This means that

Zg—l'

k=n

1C* = 1Ila_ )<sup Z

n=1

Now let us see that the constant

B(1) = sup—
jeNJ

>DOLEN

is optimal. For this purpose, we are going to take the sequence of sequences {z7},>1
given by

. it n<y,
x’(n)=<¢ 7 =

0, if n>y.
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. 1<
Observe that ||2/||p = = Z 1 =1, for all j € N. Thus, we have that
J

n=1
11 <1
EZE—]_, lf TZS],
. ) k=n
|C*2 (n) — 2/ (n)| =
\ 0, if n>j,

and therefore

. . 1<
ERPINEES

n=1"k=n
Then
1NN 1 C'r—x
sup= |- 1' 2 €7 = Il o = sup H leoo
jeNT] = k:nk o zer, (N)\{0} HSUHel(N)
CHad — od 1< 7
> Sup|| 4 le@y _ sup= 331 -1,
ieN @7 ]ley jeng S ik
and hence

1 J
sup— Z

jEN] n=1

' 1
> & -1 =16 = g o

k=n

Now, let A = {A(j)}32, be the sequence given by

1|1
A =13 zg_l‘.
Jn:l k=n

We begin by seeing that A is increasing. Observe that A(1) = 0 and for each natural
number j > 2, there is 1 < n; < j such that

1 .1 1 7
Zr1’22r1 and ZE—l‘zl— L
k:nj k‘:nj k:nj+1 k:nj—i-l

Observe that, for each j > 2, we have that n;; verifies that
( i+l i+
it Z——l‘zl— v L

k=n;+1 k=n;+1
Mj+1 =
i+ R

n4 1, if ZE_1’: > oo

L k=n;+1 k=n;+1
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and the number n;; is well defined thanks to Lemma 4.9. Now, let j > 2 be a
natural number. By changing the order of summation and separating the sums, we
get

n=1"'k=n n=1 " k=n n:nj+1 k=n
J I 1
—Z(Z-*) > (2
n= n=n;+1 k=n
J 1 J J 1
( Homruem 33
n=1 k=n n=n;+1 k=n
1 N
= k+ZZE—nJ—I—] n;) — ZE21
n=1 k=n n=1 k= nj+1 k=n;+1 n=n;+1
1 J k—n]
=n; +n; Z E—n] (7 —ny) Z
k=n;+1 k=n;+1
7 71 7
—n; Y U —ng) =G —ny) 0y >, Z =2 > T
k=n;+1 k=n;+1 k=n;+1

Then, for all natural numbers j > 2, we have that

k:nj+1

where n; is defined above. Now let j > 2 be a natural number. If n;;; = n; = n,
then
j+1

G+
5 (AU +1) = _]Z——]+1 Z—
k=n+1 k=n+1
j+1 j+1 1
:1+(j—(j+1))ZE:1— > 2 >0
k=n+1 k=njy1+1
If njy1 =n; +1=n, then
1
G+, . Al 1
U (A +1) = AG) =1 3 E— (-1 +D I+
k=n+1 k=n
j+11
=n—1—j+ou—0w—nu+1»§jz
k=n

Jj+1

k=n;i1
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Thus A is increasing. Since C* — I is a bounded operator from ¢!(N) on itself, we
have that
' 1

k- 1‘ =1C" = Il S N1C7 = o < oo,

for all j € N. Thus, A is an increasing and bounded sequence in R which implies
that A converges. Let H,, = 2?21% be the m-th harmonic number. It is well
known (for example, see [31]) that

1
H,=Inm+y+— —é€n, (4.32)
2m

where 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and 0 < ¢, < #, which approaches 0 as

m goes to infinity. Let 1 < n < j be natural numbers. Then

J ,
1 J 1 1
- —ln(Z)—-14+—4+—+e¢, —¢
Z/{; ' ‘ n(n) +2]+2njLE “

)= (ea) -

)

SO

n

< €n — €],
for all natural numbers 1 < n < j. Thus, by (4.32), we have
lzj: L,y (4.34)
je=\2j 2n)  2j ’ '
as j — oo, and
1< 1< 1< 1 141
0< - €n — €| < = €n + = €< =+ = —
‘7; ! ‘]nzl jn:l ’ 8']2 8']71 1n2
1 11 1 7 0
T 852 84—~ n* 82 48j ’
as j — 0o, which means that
1 j
5 D len—€| =0, (4.35)
n=1

as 7 — oo. On the other hand, identifying these terms as suitable Riemann sums,

we obtain that
. 1
(@)= [
n 0 T

J

.1
Jim 52

n=1

2
dz =

e

(4.36)
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Now, by taking the limit as 7 — oo in the inequality (4.33), and using the values of
the limits in (4.34), (4.35), and (4.36), we obtain

sSup-— - — 1= lm — ——1|=-,
jeNJ T 1T, k At Rl k e
and this concludes the proof. O

We now turn to the study of the first inequality in (4.28) and (4.29) in the case
p = 00.
Theorem 4.11. The following equalities hold:
|C* =1

. = 1€ = Il = [[C" = I| gy = 00,

dec
and

(C = 5)"[lege

dec

® = [(C = 5) |l = [[(C = S)"leze vy = 00

Proof. We are going to consider the sequence {z;},>1 given by

(

1, if n<j,

z;(n) = = (4.37)
\ 0, if n>jy.

Observe that ||z;]|o = 1, for all natural number j > 1. Thus, we have that

, if n <y,

(C" = D)z;(n)| =

and therefore

;
* * 1
(C" = Djlloe = (C* = Da;(1)] = ZE — 00,
k=2
as j — oo. This shows that the operator C* — I is not bounded on ¢*(N), even
when restricted to the cone of nonnegative and nonincreasing sequences in ¢*°(N).
Hence

1C* = Il vy = [IC* = Ilee ) = IO — I[eoe vy = 00
By taking the same x; as in (4.37), we obtain that
(
1
E, if n= ]_,
k=1
1
. - i <
(C=Syam) = q | &g~ Hhsnsd
1, ifn=j+1,
0, itn>j +1.
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Hence

1(C = 8) a5l > [(C = 8) (1) = 3 % = oo,

as j — 0o. This shows that the operator (C' — S)* is not bounded on ¢*°(N), even
when restricted to the cone of nonnegative and nonincreasing sequences in ¢*°(N).
Hence

(C = 5) lleze. ) = I(C = S llezoqwy = I(C = )" [leoe vy = 00
O
Now, let us see what happens with the second inequality in (4.29) in case p = 1.
Theorem 4.12. The following equalities hold:
[(C - S)*]eglcc(N) = [(O - S)*]Z}F(N) = [(C - S)*]el(N) = 0.

Proof. Let m > 2 be a natural number and consider the sequence x,, given by

1, if n=1

Y

T (n) = ﬁ, if 1<n<m,

@)

, it  n>m.

Note that x,, is a nonnegative, nonincreasing sequence, and

-1

3

| =

1
[E=e :1+Zm =1+
k=2

i
I

Now, on the one hand, we have

L if 2<n<m+1,

0, it n>m+1,
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and, for 2 < n < m, we get that

k=1 k=n
Thus )
2—%, ifn=1,
1-1, if n =2,
C*z™(n) =
ﬁ—%, if 2<n<m,
L0, if n > m.
So
.
-2, ifn=1,
%, ifn=2,
(C=S)zmn)=q |5 -5 -], if2<n<m,
ﬁ, ifn=m+1,
W ifn>m+1,
.
-3, ifn=1,
%, if n =2,
_ 1 1 1
- m—m—i—%, 1f2<n§m,
ﬁ, ifn=m+1,
kO, ifn>m+1.
Therefore
1 1 1 “ 1 1 1
C-Sznlh=2——+—+—— — —
i J'aml: m+m+m—1+;(n—2 n—1+m>
1 -2 1 2
=2+ +m +1-—=4—-—.
m—1 m m—1 m
Hence o gy A
o< M€ =8 znl _ o

[E24 PO DS S
as m — 0o. By Lemma 2.2, this shows that (C'—S)* is not bounded below on ¢*(N).
Since each z,, is nonnegative and nonincreasing, it follows that

[(C— S)*]Zéec(N) = 00.
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Finally, combining this with (2.2) yields
[(C=5) e o0 = [(C =)y = [(C = 5)]erw) = 0.
O
Now, let us see what happens with the second inequality in (4.29) in case p = oo.
Theorem 4.13. Let x € (*°(N), then the following sharp estimates hold:
(i) If x is a general sequence,

[2]loe < 2[(C = 5) 2 |cc- (4.38)

(i) If x is a nonnegative sequence,

[2]loe < 2[(C = ) |- (4.39)

(113) If x is a nonnegative and nonincreasing sequence,

[2]loe < IHC = 5) |oo- (4.40)
Proof. We have seen in (3.1) that

1€ = Dyl < 2[yll, (4.41)

for all y € ¢>°(N). Let z € {>*(N). If (C — S)*z ¢ (>°(N), inequality (4.38) holds
trivially. If (C'— S)*z € ¢>°(N), then the inequality (4.41), with y = (C' — S)*z, and
the identity (4.2) shows

[2llee = [[572l[cc = [(C' = D)(C = 5) 2]loo < 2[[(C = 5) |-

This means that (4.38) and (4.39) hold. Let us now see the optimality of the constant
2 in (4.38) and in (4.38). To carry out the proof, we consider the sequence z,, defined
by
0, if n <m,
T (n) =
n((n—1"2-n"?), ifn>m,

where m > 2 is a natural number. First, we compute the ¢*°-norm of z,,. For

n > m, we have
n 1 2n — 1

() = O T n T nm o 0

Next, consider the function f : (1,00) — R defined by

20 — 1

f(x):m-
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A straightforward computation gives

422 — 3x + 1

P == -1

<0 forall xz > 1.

Thus, f is decreasing on (1,00), which implies that z,, is nonnegative and

[Zmloe = Zm(m) = m((m —1)72
Now, on the one hand, we have that
C*a™(n) = k():Z((k;—
k=n k=n
for all n > m. So
—1)2
(n—1)72
On the other hand,
0,
S*Tm(n) =
(n—1)((n—2)7 -
Therefore
i} (m—1)72
[(C = 5) zm(n)| =
| I - 1) -
o (m - 1)727
\ (n—1)(n—-2)"?

—m),

for all m > 2.

SO
k=n—1
, if n<m,
it n>m.
if n<m,
(n—1)72), if n>m.
if n<m,
(n—1)(n—-2)"2, if n>m,
it n<m,
—n(n—1)"% if n>m.

Now, consider the function g : (2,00) — R and h : (1,00) — R given by

9(@) = (@ - 1)(& - 2)* —z(x - 1)~

and 1
x x

h(x) = 1) = — :

The derivative of h is given by
+2 r+1
W(x) =~
(z) x3 (x —1)3
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Thus
x+2 z+1 3 3
h(r) <0 < = S(J}—l)?) — (z4+2)(x—1) <z’(x+1)
= q(z) =22 +32> — 52 +2>0.
Since

¢ (x) =62 +6x—5>0 foralax>1,

we have ¢ increasing on (1,00), and thus
qglx) > q(1)=24+3-5+2=2.

Therefore, h'(x) < 0 for all x > 1. This means that h is nonincreasing in (1, 00).
Thus, g is not increasing in (2,00). Therefore,

1(C = S)*Tmlloe = max{(m — 1)"2, m(m —1)"2 — (m + 1)m 2}

Now, we have that

1 —1 21 1 —1)2
R (VR WP (V[ (Y P
m m m
(m+1)(m —1)?
<— 1l<m-— 2

for all m > 2. Then
1(C = S) @mlloe = m(m —1)72 = (m + 1)m™?,

for all m > 2. Finally,

|Zm ]| o _ m((m—1)"2 —m™?) _ (m—1)"2 —m=2
I(C=S)Yzu|le mm—-—1)72=m+1)m2 (m-1)72—-(m+1)m>3
o 1-(1-1/m)* 2—1/m
S 1-mE1—1/m)?2 m— (m+1)(1+1/m? —2/m)
2—1/m Lo

T 1-1/m2+1/m

as m — oo. Since x,, is nonnegative, we have that the constant 2 is optimal in
(4.38) and in (4.39).

We now turn to the cone £3 .(N). Let x € £3.(N) be a nonnegative, nonincreasing
sequence. We will distinguish between two cases: when = € ¢y and when = ¢ ¢q. We
begin with the case z ¢ ¢y. Let € {2 .(N) \ ¢y be a nonnegative and nonincreasing
sequence. Since x is monotone and bounded below, there exists some o > 0 such
that

lim z(n) = a.
n—oo
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Let y be the sequence defined by

1, if n<m,
y(n) =
0, if n>m,

where m > 1 is a fixed natural number. Then,

m||(C = 5) ]l = [lylL[[(C = 5) zllo = [y(C = S)"]lx

=3 " Jy(n)(C — 8) z(n)] = 3" |(C — S)*z(n)|
> (C —8)*x(n)|.

Thus,

= |CC*x(m) — CS*z(m)|

1€ = el 2 | £ 3°(C - 5ya(o)
5°a

m) + C*z(m) — CS*z(m)| = |C*z(m)],
for all m € N, where we have applied (4.3). Hence,
1C7 2o < [C = 5) ]| oo

Thus,
IC =8 2 €0 = 3T 503 1 =0

We have proved that if z € (2 (N) \ co, then (C' — S)*z ¢ (*°(N), and therefore the
inequality (4.40) is satisfied trivially.

Let us now see what happens in the case when x € ¢y. Since the set of finitely
supported sequences is dense in ¢y, we may assume without loss of generality that
x has finite support. That means that there is m € N such that

z(1) 2 x(2) = -+ = 2(m — 1) = x(m) > 0,

and
z(n) =0,

for all n > m. Observe that ||zl = z(1). We are going to need the following

inequality
- 1) — — 4.42
=1 - 3 5 <> (12)

k=n k=1
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for all 2 <n < m. Let T'(n) be

= x(k)
M=) T

where 1 < n < m. On the one hand, trivially, we have that

T(1) :iz(l{) > X 1@ >x(n—1)n 1 > z(n—1), (4.43)
for all 2 < n < m, where we have used the fact that x is nonnegative, and nonin-
creasing. Therefore, since for any nonnegative a, b we have the elementary inequality

max{a,b} > |a — |,
it follows that for 2 < n < m,
T(1) > max{T(n), x(n—1)} > |T(n) —z(n—1)|.
This establishes (4.42). Thus,

p

™ x(k
Z#, ifn=1,
k=1

N — —_— <n<
x(m), ifn=m+1,
0, ifn>m-+1.

\

Hence, by using (4.42) and (4.43), we get that

€= $yalle = S

k=1

which means that
]| o 2(1)

_ * o m  xz(k
IC—Syale Sy, 28
This proves (4.40). To show that the constant 1 is sharp in (4.40) we consider the se-

quence e;. A straightforward computation shows that (C—S)*e; = (1,—1,0,0,0,---).
Therefore,

lexlloe = [(C' = S) el = 1
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4.5 Tables

In this section, we present in tables all known constants related to the operators
C* —1I and C* — S* acting on different cones of (?(N), for 1 < p < co. The constants
displayed in bold have been proved in this chapter.

IC* — Il o (N) e (N) 0he(N)
p=1 2 2 2/e
1 1
1<p<2 M}/P M}/P ?
2<p< o0 p—1 p—1 p—1
p =00 0o 0o 0o
[O* - I]X fp(N) Ef—(N) gﬁec(N)
p=1 fo’e) oo oo
l<p<?2 oo oo oo
2<p< o oo oo o0
p =00 0o 0o 0o
HC* - S*HX EP<N) gi(N) gﬁec(N)
p=1 2 2 2
l<p<2 21/p 21/p 21/p
2<p<oo ? ? ?

p =00 0o 0o 0o
C* — (N) () ()
p= o0 o o°
l<p<2 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)

2<p<oo m;l/” m;l/p ?
p = 00 2 2 1
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Remark 4.14. These tables and those in Section 6.5 indicate, in particular, that
IC* = Tl = I = Tl
1C" = Illep vy = |1H" = 1|z +),
[C" = Sy = [H" — I 1og+),
[C* = Sl vy = [H" = ]2 gy,
for all 1 < p < oo. Moreover,
1C™ = Illez_o

dec

= [[H* = Il|zz_®+),
for all 2 < p < o0, and
1C* = Illa_(

dec

(N) = HH - [HLl SRS
while

[C* o S ] dec(N) [H* B []LSeC(R+)
for all 1 < p < 2. Also we note in the tables in Section 6.5 that

1 1/p
I~ sy oy = ([ @+ 1va) L 1<p<e
0

and
1 —-1/p
[H* = Ip (m+) = </0 |ln(t)+1|pdt) : 2 < p<oo.
Let
Alp) =C" = Illg_av, 1<p<2
and

Vip) =[C" = 5o 2 <p < oo.

In light of the preceding observations, it is natural to conjecture that

1 1/p
:(/|ln(t)+1|pdt) , l<p<2,
0

1 -1/p
V(p)z(/ ]1n(t)+1]pdt> : 2 <p<oo.
0

Regarding the quantities [|C* — S*|;z_qv), [[C" = S™[| av), and [|C* — S|l for
2 < p < 0o, we make use of (4.25), from which it follows that

p—=1<IC ey = IS ller_vy S NC™ = "Ml

dec dec

and

Moreover,
1(C = S)*ellp

leallp
Consequently, we obtain the estimates
ép

max{p — 1,2'/7} < ||C* — S| v oy SICT = S gy
<|C* = S levqy < 1C™ levy + [[S™ lev ey = p + 1.

=2!/7,




Chapter 5

Sharp bounds for the Hardy
operator

In the continuous setting, the counterpart of the Cesaro operator is the classical
Hardy averaging operator, denoted by H, and defined as

Hiw =1 [ o

for any locally integrable function f € L{ (RT).

loc

Following the studies carried out in Chapters 3 and 4, we investigate inequalities
in Lebesgue spaces associated with the operator H — I.

A fundamental property of the operator H, which is not shared by the Cesaro
operator C' in the discrete setting, is the identity (see [30])

HoH*=H'oH=H+ H", (5.1)

where H* denotes the adjoint of H, given by
< f(t
H* f(z) = / @ dt,

whenever the above integral is well defined for f.
In contrast, in the discrete setting we have seen in (3.4) and (4.3) that

CoC"=CH+80C*"=CoS"+C"#C+C".

Thus, the continuous operator H satisfies a symmetry relation that fails in the
discrete case.
Observe moreover that identity (5.1) can equivalently be written as

(H-D(H -T)=H -H-1)=1. (5.2)

This identity plays a central role in the development of the present chapter as well
as in the next one.

79
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The operator H — I controls the oscillation of a function with respect to its
average and arises naturally in several otherwise disparate contexts. For example,
the complex Beurling—Ahlfors transform reduces to H — I when restricted to radial
functions; see [3, 46]. When p = 2, the operator H —1I is a Hilbert space isomorphism
that is unitarily equivalent to the unilateral shift; see [21]. It has also been linked to
Laguerre polynomials in [36]. In the theory of interpolation of operators, H — I acts
on rearrangements of functions (nonnegative, nonincreasing functions) and yields an
equivalent norm in Lorentz spaces; see [7, p. 384].

The p-norm of the operator H — I acting on LP(RY) for 1 < p < oo was first
obtained by M. Strzelecki in [46]. In [47], the same author extended this study
to various cones of Lebesgue spaces, including weighted cases with power weights.
Later, independently, G. Sinnamon derived the same result in [44]. In these works,
it was shown that

1
g for 1 <p <2,

[1H = I|lereey = 4 mp /7, for 2 < p < oo, (5.3)
2, for p = o0,

where m,, is defined in (2.5).

Regarding the cone of nonnegative functions in LP(R*), S. Boza and J. Soria
proved the following result.

Theorem 5.1. [18, Theorem 3.2, Proposition 4.1] Let 2 < p < oo and f € L% (R")
be a nonnegative function. Then the following inequality is sharp.

ICH =D fllp < 11l (5:4)

With respect to the cone of nonnegative, nonincreasing sequences in LP(R™),
V. Kolyada [34] completed earlier work in [16] and [36] by determining the optimal
constants in the LP-norm equivalence between H f and H* f for nonnegative func-
tions. A central idea in this approach is its connection with the problem of finding
sharp upper and lower bounds for the operator H —I when restricted to nonnegative,
nonincreasing functions.

Theorem 5.2. [34, Theorem 1.2] Let 1 < p < oo and let f be a nonnegative,
nonincreasing function. If 1 < p < 2, then

(0= DIH =Dl < fllp < (0= DY2IH = D f], (5.5)
and if 2 < p < 00, then
(0= DYPIH =Dy < Iflly < (0 = DIH = D f]l,. (5.6)

The constants p— 1 and (p — 1)/? in (5.5) and (5.6) are the best possible.
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S. Boza and J. Soria proved the following endpoint estimate.

Theorem 5.3. Let f € LE.(RT) be a nonnegative and nonincreasing function.

Then the following inequality is sharp:
I(H = 1) flloo < [Iflloo-

Building on these results, our goal is to determine the missing constants A(p)
and B(p) in the inequalities

A [[(H = Dfllp < |[fllp < Bp) [I(H = 1) fll, (5.7)
on the three cones LP(RT), L (RT), and Lf_(R™), for the whole range 1 < p < 0.

The results of this chapter have appeared in [11, 12].

Chapter Overview

This chapter is divided into four sections. The first two focus on the study of in-
equality (5.7) on LP(R") and on L% (R™) for 1 < p < co. The inequality (5.7) on
LE.(RT) for 1 < p < oo is addressed in Theorem 5.2. The third section examines
this inequality on the three cones of interest in LP(R™) at the endpoints p € {1, c0}.
In the final section, we present in tables all optimal constants related to the operator

H — I, indicating which constants were established in this chapter.

e 5.1 Inequalities in LP(RT) for 1 <p <00 ...viiiiiiiiiiiiiiii. 81
e 5.2 Inequalities in LE (RT) for 1 < p < 00...ooviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii... 83
e 5.3 Endpoint inequalities ......... ... . 85
o 5.4 Tables ..o 87

5.1 Inequalities in LP(R") for 1 < p < o0
Let A(p) and B(p) denote the optimal constants for which

A I(H = Dfllp < fllp < B I(H = Dl (5-8)
holds for every nonnegative function f € L (R*) and for all 1 < p < oo.
Regarding the first inequality in (5.8), we have seen in (5.3) that
p—1, ifl<p<2,

Alp) =
my?, i 2<p< 0.
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where m,, is defined in (2.5).

The result below provides the exact value of B(p) in (5.8) for all 1 < p < oo and
for arbitrary functions f € LP(R").

Theorem 5.4. Let 1 < p < oo and let f be an arbitrary function. If 1 < p < 2,

then

£l < My [(H = D) fllp, (5.9)
where M, is defined in (2.5), and if 2 < p < oo, then

1y < (=D IH =) f|lp- (5.10)

Moreover, all the constants in (5.9) and (5.10) are the best possible.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo. Taking duality into account and using (2.6) in (5.3), we

obtain that )

2, ifp=1,

IH* =1, = |1H = Iy = M, if1<p<2, (5.11)

kp—l, if 2<p<oo.

We focus on proving only (5.9), since the proof of (5.10) is analogous. Assume that
1 < p <2 and let f be an arbitrary function. If (H — I)f ¢ LP(R"), then (5.9)
holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming (H — I)f € LP(R"), by taking into account
(5.2) and applying (5.11) yields

1flly = I(H* = D(H = Dflly < My" |(H = 1) f]-

Let us now prove the optimality of the constant M,/? in (5.9). By taking into
account Lemma 2.4, let ¢, € (0,1/2) be such that f,(t,) = M,, where f, is defined
as in (2.4). Let r = 1/t, and let g be the function given by

9(x) = —xn@) + (1= 1)27"X[1,00)-

Then
Hg(z) = =x0o1)(®) = 7" X[1,00)(2)-
Therefore
[(H = 1g(x)| = ra”" X1,00) (2)-
Hence
p _ _ p
||<H”ﬁ”fp>g||zz =P e () = My

To see the optimality of the constant (p — 1) we consider the function f = x(o,1),
which is nonnegative, nonincreasing function. Then

1 1
Hf(x) = x©1)(z) + EX[l,oo)(x) = f(x) + EX[l,oo)(m>'
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Therefore,
Ul _ [ s = 1
IH=Dfll, L ’
for all 1 < p < oo. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.5. Note that (5.3), together with (5.9) and (5.10), implies the existence
of optimal constants ¢(p), C'(p) > 0 such that

c@) |(H = D fll, < [1flly < C) I(H = D) fllp,

for all f € LP(RT), with 1 < p < oo. It is now easy to see that ||[(H — I)f||, is an
equivalent norm in LP(R™).

5.2 Inequalities in L2 (R") for 1 < p < oo
Let A(p) and B(p) denote the optimal constants for which

A I(H = Dfllp < I fllp < B I(H = Dl (5.12)

hold for every nonnegative function f € L¥ (R*) and for all 1 < p < co.
As shown in (5.4), the exact value of A(p) in (5.12) for 2 < p < oo is

Alp) = 1.
The aim of this section is to determine the exact value of A(p) for 1 < p < 2 and

of B(p) for 1 < p < oo in (5.12).

The following lemma will be needed.

Lemma 5.6. Let p € F and let f € L% (R") be a nonnegative function. Then the
following inequality holds:

/ooo fleyds < /OOO (H[(x) = f(2))"dx.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the result for functions f in a dense subset of L% (RT);
hence, we may assume that f is continuous, nonnegative, and compactly supported
in R*. Then H f(z) satisfies

lim z(Hf(z))" = lim z(H f(z))" =0,

z—0t T—$00

and
d

—a(Hf@)" = (1 =p)(H (@) +p(Hf@)" (@)
Thus,

/OOO ((1 —p) (Hf(x))p —I—p(Hf(a:))pilf(x)> dr = /000 %az(Hf@))pcw =0.
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Let « > 0 be such that f(z) # 0, and set t = H f(z)/f(x). Then, by Lemma 2.6,
we have

(b= V)(Hf @) = p(Hf@)"" (@) = f@) ((p - V& = pt™)
< fap (-1 -1)
= (Hf(x) = f(2))" = fla),
which also holds when f(x) = 0. Integrating over Rt then yields

o)
0

[ revis [ s - oy

The following result gives the best constant B(p) in (5.12) for 1 < p < 2.

Theorem 5.7. If 1 < p < 2 and let f € LY (RT) be a nonnegative function, then
the following sharp estimate holds:

1fllp < ICH = D) flp- (5.13)

Proof. Let 1 < p < 2. Tt suffices to prove the result for functions f in a dense subset
of L% (R™); hence, we may assume that f is continuous, nonnegative, and compactly
supported in R*. We have that f € LIY(RY) for all ¢ € (1,2) and ¢ — ||f||, is a
continuous function in (1,2). Let ¢ = (H — I)f. Since H — I is an isometry on
L*(R™) (see [21]), we get that

lglla < Mliglla = M| f]l2 < oo,

for all ¢ € (1,2), where M > 0 depends only on f. Thus the map ¢q — | g, is also
well defined and continuous in (1,2). Let {p(n)},>1 C F such that lim,_,., p(n) = p.
Then, by taking into account Lemma (5.6), we obtain

1l = B [ flley < B (= 1)y = (= D) f

The function f. = X1,14¢, Where € > 0, shows the optimality of the constant 1

in (5.13) since lim_o+ 2t = 1. B

The following theorem determines the optimal constant A(p) for 1 < p < 2 and
the sharp constant B(p) for 2 < p < oo in (5.12).

Theorem 5.8. Let 1 < p < oo and let f € LE(RY) be a nonnegative function. If
1 <p<2, then

(> = DIH =D fll, < [If]lp-
If 2 < p < o0, then
1fllp < (p = DIH = 1) flp-

Furthermore, the constant (p — 1) is the best possible in both inequalities.
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Proof. We have by (5.3) that if 1 < p <2, then

P =DIH = Dfllp < £l

for all f € LP(R"). In particular, the inequality holds for all nonnegative functions
f e LE(RT). Also, we have seen in (5.10) that if 2 < p < oo, then

1fllp < (0 = DICH = 1) fllp,

for all f € L% (R"). In particular, the inequality holds for all nonnegative functions
fe LB (RT).

Regarding the optimality of the constant (p—1), note that the function employed
to establish the sharpness of (p — 1) in (5.10) of Theorem 5.4 is in fact nonnegative
and nonincreasing. O]

5.3 Endpoint inequalities

The main goal of this section is to determine the optimal constants A(p) and B(p)
in the inequalities

A I(H = D flly <\ fllp < B@) [(H = 1) fllp,
valid for all f € LP(RT), L% (RT), or L} . (RT) when p =1 or p = 0.
We observed in (5.3) that
[H = | ooty = 2,
and in Theorems 5.1 and 5.3 that

I1H = IlLg

dec

R+) = |H — IHLﬁf(Rﬂ =1.

For the reader’s convenience, all the estimates for ||[H — I+, [|H —I[[r2o®+),
and ||H — I|| s &+) mentioned above are included in the following theorem, which
forms the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.9. The following equalities hold:

[H = I @ty =[H = Illre@n =1, [[H—=1|re@s) =2,

[H = iz we) = [H = ie@) = [H — I]p=@e) = 00, (5.14)
[1H =1y @+ = [1H = Iz @) = [[H = I||prz+) = o0, (5.15)
[H = 1]y @y =[H 1@ =0, [H—-I]pgH)=2. (5.16)

Proof. We start proving (5.14). Consider the function f = x(0~). Note that f is
nonnegative, nonincreasing, and satisfies || f||oc = 1. A straightforward computation
shows that

(H-I)f=0.
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By Lemma 2.2, this implies that H — I is not bounded below on L*(R™). Since f
is nonnegative and nonincreasing, it follows that

[H — I]LSZC(RJr) = OQ.
Finally, combining this with (2.2) gives
[H — []ngc(Rﬂ = [H — []Lio(RJr) = [H — I]LOO(R+) = OQ.

We now turn to (5.15). Let g = x(0,1)- Note that g is nonnegative, nonincreasing,
and satisfies ||g||; = 1. A simple calculation gives

0, O0<z<l,
(H —1I)g(x) =

1 1<r <.
xT

Observe that (H — I)g ¢ L*(R*"). This shows that
[ H — I||L}16C(R+) = ©0.
Using (2.1), it follows that
|H 1)l

dec

(R+) = HH - [||L1+(R+) = HH - I”Ll(R+) = Q.

To conclude, we proceed to prove (5.16). We start with the equality
[H = I @) = 2. (5.17)
Equivalently, we have to show that the following inequality is sharp

11l < 20CH = 1) f]1, (5.18)

for all f € L'(RT). Let f be an arbitrary function. If (H — I)f ¢ L'(R"), then
(5.18) holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming that (H —I)f € L'(R"), and using (5.2)
together with (5.11), we obtain

Il = (" = D(H = Dflly < [H" = Il [[(H = D ffly = 2[[(H = D f]s-

This proves the inequality (5.18). To establish the sharpness of the constant 2 in
(5.18), we consider the function
fm(x) = X(0,m] (I) — MX (m,m+1] (JI),

where m > 1 is a natural number. Note that ||f,|1 = 2m. On the other hand, we
have

, if 0<z<m,

H fin(z) = m-w, if m<r<m+1,

T

0, if x> 0.
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Therefore
0, if 0 <z <m,
(H —1)fm(zr) = m-(mjl), if m<r<m+1,
0, if x> 0.
Hence
Wl _ 2m o
[ =Dl mlm+ D (20) (14 2y

as m — 00. This concludes the proof of (5.17).
Now, we turn to the equality
[H — 1] g+ = 0.

Let f € L (R") be a nonnegative function with || f||; = 1. We argue by contradic-
tion and assume that (H — I)f € L'(R*"). Then

IH flly=(H = I)f + fll < [[(H = D) fllv + [ f]lx < o0

Hence Hf € L'(R*"). By [4, Proposition 3.1], this implies that f = 0, which
contradicts the assumption || f||; = 1. Hence (H —I)f ¢ L'(R™) for all nonnegative
f € LL(RM)\ {0}. This proves that

[H— I

+

(m+) = 0.
In particular, by taking into account (2.2), we have
0<[H -1 @& <[H—1]pgH=0

Thus
[H — 1] @+ =0.

This completes the proof. n

5.4 Tables

In this section, we present in tables all known constants related to the operator
H — I acting on different cones of LP(R™), for 1 < p < oo. The constants displayed
in bold have been proved in this chapter.

15— Il L/(RY) 12.(R") L, (RY)
p=1 oo oo oo
l<p<2 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
2<p<oo my /7 1 1/(p—1)t"
p = 00 2 1 1




88 Chapter 5. Sharp bounds for the Hardy operator
[H —1I]x LP(RY) LY (RT) Lo (RT)
p= 2 0 0
1 1
l<p<2 Mp/” 1 (p—l)/p
2<p< @ p—1 p—1 p—1
p = 00 oo 0o oo




Chapter 6

Sharp bounds for the adjoint of
Hardy operator

The adjoint of the Hardy operator, denoted by H*, is defined by
< f(t
H f(z) = / @ dt,

whenever the above integral is well defined for the function f on (0, co).
We have seen in (5.11) that

(
2, ifp=1,

IH* = Illpry = § Mp/P, if1<p<2,

p—1, if2<p<o,

where M, is defined in (2.5).

Motivated by the results established in Chapters 3, 4, and 5, the main goal of
this chapter is to determine the missing constants A(p) and B(p) in the inequalities

A) [(H* =D fllp < 1 fllp < B) [(H" = 1) fllp, (6.1)

on the cones LP(R*), L (R*), and L (R*), for the whole range 1 < p < oo.
The results of this chapter have appeared in [11, 12, 14].

Chapter Overview

This chapter is divided into six sections. The first three focus on the study of in-
equality (6.1) on a specific cone of LP(R™) for the range 1 < p < co. The fourth
section examines the inequality on the three cones of our interest in LP(R™) at the
endpoints p € {1,00}. In the concluding section, we compile and present in tables

89
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all the optimal bounds associated with the operator H* — I, specifying which of
them were established in this chapter.

e 6.1 Inequalities in LZP(RT) for 1 < p <00 «ivviiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, 90
e 6.2 Inequalities in L5 (RY) for 1 <p<oo ..., 92
e 6.3 Inequalities in LE (RT) for 1 <p<oo...ooiiiiiiii i, 97
e 6.4 Endpoint inequalities ......... ... 97
e 6.5 Tables ... ... 103

6.1 Inequalities in LP(R") for 1 < p < o0
Let A(p) and B(p) denote the optimal constants for which

A) [(H* = Dfllp < 1l < B) [I(H" = 1) fl, (6.2)

hold for all f € LP(R™) and for the full range 1 < p < 0.

Regarding the first inequality in (6.2), we have seen in (5.11) that A(p) is given
by
MY?, ifl<p<2,

Alp) = 1
—, if2<p<oo.
p—1

Our next goal is to determine the exact value of B(p) in (6.2) for all 1 < p < 0.
Before doing so, we introduce a family of functions that will be used in Theorem 6.2.

Lemma 6.1. Let p > 1, g,(s) = %s‘l/q(s)x(lm)(s) and f, = H*g, for 1 < q < p.
Then g4, fy € LE(R™) are nonnegative, f, is nonincreasing, and

H*—1T
i Vallp "
a=r- | fallp
Proof. Observe that
o0 ds 1 [ 1/, ds _
= [ a@ T =2 [ s 0+ o)
t S 4 Jmax(t,1) S

On the one hand,

1 ') / 1 p
fp:/ dt+/ g —1 — - .
I7all 0 . 1—plg p—gq
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On the other hand, if 0 < z < 1,
1 00
dt dt
L A A A |
T 1
and, if 1 <z < o0,

> d
[ fw) = f)| = | [ =] = g - gt

Therefore,

H* =) f, | v .
tim Mally _ u(/ (—Inz+q— 1)pda:+/ (q - 1)px—1’/qd:ﬁ>
0 1

q—p~ I follp —p D

_ 1
= lim u(/(—lnx+q—1)pdm+(q—1)p a )
q—p- P 0 b—4q

=(p—1"

Take pth roots to complete the proof. O

Theorem 6.2. Let 1 <p < oo and f € LP(RT). If 1 <p <2, then

£l < (0= D7HEH = D flp, (6.3)
and if 2 < p < o0, then
F 1l < g VPINCH™ = 1) £l (6.4)
Moreover, all the constants in (6.3) and (6.4) are the best possible.

Proof. We prove only (6.3), since (6.4) admits an analogous proof. Let 1 < p < 2
and let f € LP(RT). Define g = (H* — I)f. Since H* — I is bounded on LP(R™),
it follows that g € LP(R*). Taking into account the identities (5.2) and (5.3), we
obtain

1/l = [I(H = D)(H" = 1) fll, = [|(H — I)gll,
<|H = Illo@) llgll, = (0 = 1) gl
=@ -1 NH = Dflly.
We now address the optimality of the constants in (6.3) and (6.4). For the case
1 < p <2, Lemma 6.1 shows that the constant (p — 1)~! in (6.3) is optimal.

Now, we are going to consider the case 2 < p < oo. Let ¢, be as in Lemma 2.3
and r = 1/t, > 2. Let f be the function defined on (0, c0) by

f(8) =71 X(1,00)(8)-
We have that

rP

b=yP s "Pds = :
1= | —
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On the other hand,

. 1, if 0<s<l,
Hf(s) =
s7roif s> 1.
So
1, if 0<s<1,
[H"f(s) — f(s)| =
(r—1)s, if s>1.
Therefore )
||f||£ _ rp—1 _ r?
[H 1+ CF rp i (- 1p

Since r = 1/t,, Lemma 2.3 shows that the last expression is m,'. This ends the
proof. n

Remark 6.3. Note that (5.11), together with (6.3) and (6.4), implies the existence
of optimal constants ¢(p), C'(p) > 0 such that

() |(H" = D fll, < [Ifll, < C@) [(H" = 1) fll,,

for all f € LP(R™), with 1 < p < oco. It is now easy to see that ||(H* —I)f]|, is an
equivalent norm in LP(R™).

6.2 Inequalities in L (R") for 1 < p < ¢

Let A(p) and B(p) denote the optimal constants for which

A [(H* =D fllp < 1 fllp < B) [(H" = D) fllp, (6.5)

hold for all f € Lf (R"), where f is a nonnegative, nonincreasing function, and for

the range 1 < p < .

The following result gives the exact value of B(p) in (6.5) for 1 < p < 2, and the
exact value of A(p) in (6.5) for 2 < p < oc.

Theorem 6.4. Let 1 < p < oo and f € LY (R") be a nonnegative, nonincreasing
function. If 1 < p < 2, then

£l < (0= DTHEH = D flp, (6.6)

and if 2 < p < oo, then

(p=DHNEH =D fllp < 1 fllp- (6.7)

Furthermore, all the constants in (6.6) and (6.7) are the best possible.
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Proof. We begin with the case 1 < p < 2. As seen in (6.3),

£l < (0 =D EH = D flp,

for all f € LP(R"). In particular, this inequality holds for nonnegative, nonincreas-
ing functions f € L% (R"), which establishes (6.6). The inequality (6.7) follows by
an analogous argument, now using (5.11) in place of (6.3).

The optimality of the constant (p — 1)~! in both (6.6) and (6.7) follows from
Lemma 6.1. [

Let C, = fol |In(t) + 1|Pdt. The following theorem provides the exact value of
A(p) in (6.5) for 1 < p < 2, and the exact value of B(p) in (6.5) for 2 < p < 0.

Theorem 6.5. Let 1 < p < oo and let f € L
function. If 1 < p < 2, then

Pee(N) be a nonnegative, nonincreasing

I(H* = D) fllp, < CP Nl (6.8)

and if 2 < p < oo, then
Gy fllp < 1(H* = 1) flp- (6.9)

In both cases, C’;/ P is the optimal constant for which the inequality holds.

Proof. We will prove only the inequality (6.8), since (6.9) admits an analogous proof.
Taking f = x(0,1) reduces both inequalities above to equality, which will show that
the constant C, is optimal once we prove that both inequalities hold. As in Lemma
2.7, let

-

h(r) :eT/ 11+ InzPdx.
0

Observe that h(0) = C,,.

As mentioned earlier, the operator H*—1I is bounded above and below on LP(R™).
Thus, it suffices to prove the theorem for simple functions f of the following form:
Letap=0<a; <---<ay <oo,by >--+->by >0=byy and set d,, = Ina, for
n=20,...,N,s0dy=—00 <d; <--+-<dpy. Define

N
= Z an(anfl,an]'
n=1

For convenience, set

w= )

Since (H* — I)f is supported on (0, ay],

N
I = Dfl =3 An
n=1

D%~ s
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Ifa,.1 <z <a,, then

mi o dt
/ f(t ——f :/ / bn+1—+"'+/ bn — — by
t an_1 t

— by (d, —lnx)+bn+1(dn+1—dn)+---+bN(dN—dN_1)—bn
by(S, —1—1nx),

where 5, is chosen so that

N
buSn = budn + Y br(dy — di_y),

k=n+1

for 1 <n < N —1and Sy = dy. Observe that b,(S, — d,) = bpy1(Sp11 — d,) for
n=1,...,N—1and by(Sy —dy) =0. Let Inz =Inx — S, to get

A an edn=5n
—n:/ |Sn—1—ln93|pdx:es"/ 1+ 1InzPdz
b’IPL An—1 ednflfsn
= a,h(S, — d,) — an_1h(S, — d,_1) (6.10)

= anh((bn41/0n)(Sni1 = dn)) = an1h(Sp — dn_1).
Taking ¢t = (by41/b,)P and u = S,, 11 — d,, in Lemma 2.7, we have
anh((bn11/bn) (Sni1—dn)) <an(1—=(bni1/bn)")Cptan(bpy1/bn) h(Sn1—dy). (6.11)
Multiplying by b2 in (6.11) and using (6.10) we get that
A an(B = B )Cyp+ [P s0nh(Susr — ) — Bt 1h(Sn — du 1)),

When we sum over n, the bracketed terms telescope to zero, so

N N N

> A <Gy Yo~ i) = G Y thlan = et = Gy [ 07 dt = G,
n=1 n=1 n=1
This completes the proof. n

In the following remark, we present some readily derived properties of the optimal
constant C';/ P appearing in Theorem 6.5.

Remark 6.6. Recall that
1
Cp = / |1+ Inz|Pd. (6.12)
0

(a) The integral defining C), converges for 0 < p < oo.

(b) A bit of calculus shows that C; = 2/e and Cy = 1.
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(c)

C;/p is a strictly increasing function of p for 0 < p < oo: If 0 < p < ¢ < 0,
then Holder’s inequality with indices ¢/p and ¢/(q — p) implies

1 Y 1 Vg, 1\ (a-p)/(9)
C;/P = </ |1—|—1nx|pdx) " < (/ |1—|—1nx|‘1dx> q(/ dx) TR qu/q_
0 0 0

Since |1 + Inz| is not constant, the inequality is strict.

Well-known Holder’s inequality arguments, much like the one above, show that
In(C,) and ln(C’f/p) are convex functions of p on (0, 00).

C, is not an increasing function of p for 0 < p < 1: If 0 < p < 1, the inequality
1+nz/P <(l+Inz|+1)P <|[l+Inzl+1,

together with the dominated convergence theorem, shows that lim,_,o+ C), = 1.
But €y =2/e < 1.

C’;/ P does not tend to zero as p — 0: by L’Hopital’s rule and a dominated
convergence argument similar to the one in the previous item,

1
1 14+ Inz/PIn(1+1 d !
lim In(Cy) = lim Jo I+ 11m| n(|l + Inzl) de :/ In(|]1 + Inx|) dx.
p—=0t P p—0F Jo 1+ 1nzlpde 0
Thus,

1
lim C;/p = exp (/ In(|1 4+ Inz|) dx).
p—0+ 0

C, is a strictly increasing function of p for p > 1. Let p > 0. For each positive
base b # 1, the exponential function p — b is strictly convex. It follows that if
0<po<p1,0<0 <1 andp=(1-0)po+0p;, then ¥ < (1-0)bP°+0b"*. Taking
b= |1 +Inz| and integrating with respect to z, we get C, < (1 —0)C,, + 0C,,.
That is, C, is a strictly convex function for 0 < p < co. (Because logarithmic
convexity implies convexity, this follows from item (d), above, but we prefer
the direct argument.) In particular, dipCp is strictly increasing for 0 < p < oo.
Therefore, to conclude that C), is nondecreasing on 1 < p < oo, it suffices to
verify that %C’p >0atp=1.

For this, we split the integral defining C), into two parts, letting y = —1 — Inx
in the first and letting y = 1 + Inx in the second. So

/e 1 00 1
Cy :/ (_1_1n$)pd$+/ (l-l—lnx)pdx:/ ype_ydy+/ yPe¥ dy.
0 1/e 0 0
Recognizing the first term as a gamma function and expressing the second as a

power series, we get

1 ! =1 1
Cp:F(p+1)+ZH/ y’”pdy:F(p—l—l)—l—ZEm.
k=0 70 k=0 " p
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Differentiating the uniformly convergent sum term by term yields

d =1 1
O, =Tp+1)= =
=T+ |l (k+p+1)?

Taking p = 1 in the first term we use the formula I(2) = 1 — ~. Here v
is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, which is known to have approximate value
0.5772156649 . ... Thus I"(2) > 1 — 0.578 = 0.421.

Taking p = 1 in the second term, we have
il ! <1+1+§: L1l <1+1+1+1>
—E(E+2)? 409 ZE+2) 409 2 6/

A calculation shows this is less than 0.42 and we obtain dipC’p > 0.421-042 >0
when p = 1.

Let 1 < p < o0, and let M, and m, be defined as in (2.5). If 1 <p < 2, then
C, < M,, (6.13)
and if 2 < p < 0o, then
m, < C,. (6.14)
Moreover, Cy = My = mo = 1.
We prove only (6.13), since the proof of (6.14) is analogous. Recall that

M, = Pl (1 —t)P —P) = t).
p = (0 (L= = #7) = max ()

Since
fp(o) =1,
it follows that
Mp 2 fp(o) =1,

for all 1 < p < 2. On the other hand, as established in the previous item, the

mapping
p—C,

is strictly increasing on [1,00). Consequently,
Cp < 02 = 1,
for all 1 < p < 2. Combining these observations, we obtain

Cp<Cy=1= f,(0) < max f,(t) = M,,

T te€l0,1/2]

for all 1 < p < 2, which proves (6.13). In fact, the argument shows more
generally that
C, < M,,

for all 1 < p,q < 2. Finally, a direct computation yields
Cg = Mg =My = 1.
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6.3 Inequalities in L2 (R") for 1 < p < oo

The purpose of this section is to determine the sharp constants A(p) and B(p) such
that

A I(H* = Dfllp < 1 Fllp < BO) [I(H* = 1) fl,

for all nonnegative functions f € L% (R*) and for 1 < p < co. The following theorem
establishes these values and constitutes the main result of the section.

Theorem 6.7. Let 1 < p < oo and f € L (RT) be a nonnegative function. If
1 <p<2, then

M YPIH = D flly < Ifllp < (0 = D7HIEH = 1) fllp, (6.15)
and if 2 < p < o0, then

(0= D)7 NEH = Dfllp < Ifllp < my VPINE = D], (6.16)
Moreover, all the constants in (6.15) and (6.16) are the best possible.

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo and let f € L% (RT) be nonnegative. In view of (5.11) and
Theorem 6.2, we deduce that if 1 < p < 2, then

My P = Dflly < Iflly < (0 = D)7HIEH = 1) fllp,

and if 2 < p < oo, then

(0 =D NEH = Dfllp < I fllp < m, VPIH = D,

This proves that (6.15) and (6.16) hold.

We now prove that the constants in (6.15) and (6.16) are optimal. Observe that
the functions used to show the optimality of (p — 1)~ in (6.6) and (6.7), as well
as of m; " in (6.4), are nonnegative. Hence, the second inequality in (6.15) and the
inequalities in (6.16) are sharp.

The optimality of the constant M, YP in the first inequality of (6.15) is estab-
lished by an argument analogous to that used to prove the sharpness of m, Y7 in
(6.4), replacing Lemma 2.3 with Lemma 2.4. This completes the proof. O

6.4 Endpoint inequalities

The main goal of this section is to determine the optimal constants A(p) and B(p)
in the inequalities

A [(H* =D fllp < 1 fllp < B) [(H" = 1) fllp,

valid for all f € LP(R*), LE (RT) or L% (RT), when p =1 or p = 0.
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We have seen in (5.11) that ||[H* — I||1(g+) = 2. This means that

ICH™ =D fllv < 20111 (6.17)
for all f € L'(R™), and the constant 2 is the best possible.

The following result gives us the exact value of [[H* — I||.1 m+).

Theorem 6.8. Let f € L!(R") be a nonnegative function. Then the following
inequality is sharp

ICH" =D fllx < 20 £l

Proof. By using (6.17) we get that

I(H™ = D) flle < 2[[f]]1,

for all nonnegative f € L (R™).
Let us now examine the optimality of the constant 2 in the inequality above. Let

0 < e < 1 and consider the nonnegative function f. defined by f.(z) = = x[1,14¢ (7).
Observe that

1
£l = 5(+ 26),

for all 0 < e < 1. On the other hand, we have

[H" fe(x) = fe(z)] = e xon (%) + (22 =1 =€) X140 (2)-

Therefore,
H*f. — f. 4
15" le: —2 ase— 0T,
1 fell €+2
showing that the constant 2 is indeed optimal. O]

The following theorem provides the exact value of |H* — I|| Ly (&+)- Although
this result could be established by adapting the argument used in Theorem 6.5, we
choose instead to present a more direct proof based on elementary methods.

Theorem 6.9. Let f € L}, .(RT) be a nonnegative, nonincreasing function. Then,

the following sharp estimate holds

1H°F = fll < I (6.15)

Proof. Without loss of generality we can restrict ourselves to the dense subset con-
sisting of all simple, nonnegative, and nonincreasing functions. Let fy be the func-
tion

N
fN(x) = Z ij(aj—l,aj](w)7
j=1
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where 0 =aqp < a; <---<ayand 0 =byy; < by < --- < by. On the one hand, we

have
N
Ifnllr e = Zb —a;1) =Y (b = bju)a

7=1
On the other hand, if a;_; <z § a;, we get

ot
H* fy(z / Inlt dt_b/ Zbk/a —
k=j+1 k-1

=b;In by In
(%) + 3 mn ()
Jj+1
a; i ay G
= ). e’}
jln($>+1n< H (ak-l) )
k=j+1
b.

Hence,

bi

H* fn(x Zb In (a] H ( C'Li ) j>x(ajhaﬁ(x), z € (0,an],
1=7+1

Qj—1
where an empty product is understood to be 1. So

) o) = 3 (1w (2 T <afi1)§;)—1>x<ajl,aﬂ<x>,

j=1 i=j+1

€ (0,ay]. By taking L'-norm, we obtain,

N a; N by
) B j aj a; J
12" fx — fnllpes = ;bj /aj o (221]11 (@i—l) ) e

N a N . bi
:ij/ ln(g H (a;fl)J)+1dx
j=1 aj-1 j ¢

N a Ny
o[ (G )
J;I ajaj Az[=J -

:ij/ ln(H(g) ’ )—l—ldx

<.
Il
—

Il
[]=
S
g\g
]+
N\
S
s
T
AN
~_
=3
N
f18
~__
+
N
S
Qe‘gl
'
~_
S|

<.
Il
-
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2 (5 (n () + )l

N a
— Z bj/

Z/z<< (2)+ >
X[ To-n <>
=éé(bz—biﬂ) i / | In(x) + 1]dz

a5

—bit1) /ai |In(z) + 1|dx

=1 ]:1

N
:Z(bi bit1 GZZ/ |In(x) + 1|dx
N
- Z (bi — biH)ai/ |In(x) + 1|dz
, 0

1
= ||fN||L1(R+)/ | In(z) + 1|dz.
0

Therefore,

H* fn — ! 2
1A/ = Jwll g/ | In(z) + 1]do = =
HfN”l 0 e

It remains to show that the constant in (6.18) is optimal. By taking the function
f = X(0,1), we have that

x L 1 1
IHF = Flla :/ In(1/z) — 1|dz = / In(z) + 1]dz = 2,
| £1lx 0 0 €
and this concludes the proof. O]

Theorem 6.10. The following equalities hold:

[H* — I] 1 (R+) - [H* - I]LL(R‘*) = [H* — I]Ll(R+) - OO, (619)
| H* — IHLEZC rt) = [[H* = || ze@ey = |H" — I|| Lo () = 00, (6.20)
[H* - []L(ﬁc(R-‘—) == O, [H* - I]LT(R*‘) - [H* - []LOO(R+) =2. (621)

Proof. We start proving (6.19). Let f. be the function defined by f.(z) = 2 x(0.1)(2),
where 0 < ¢ < 1. We have that f, is nonnegative, nonincreasing function, for all
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0 < € < 1. By computing the L'-norm of f, we obtain that

1
[fells =~
€

On the other hand,

<H*—1Nx@::((1i6—1)rf*—Té;)xmnw>

By taking the L'-norm of (H* — I) f., we get

1 1 1 1 1 1 1
H = D)fi|h =2 —1)- -2 - e
II el (1_6 )eee/(en (1—€)el/( ) g (1—6 )6

After some simplifications, we have that

|(H _I>ff~”1 :2€1£e %07
el

as € — 07. By Lemma 2.2, this implies that H* —I is not bounded below on L'(R™).
Since f is nonnegative and nonincreasing, it follows that

[H* — I]Lglec(nw = .
Finally, combining this with (2.2) gives

[H" - I]L;QC(RJr) =[H" - I]LL(]Rﬂ = [H* = I]pi@+) = oo

We now turn to (6.20). Let g(x) = x(0,)(x). We have that g is nonnegative,
nonincreasing, and ||g|/oc = 1. On the other hand,

(H”—Uﬂ@“<m(é)—1>mwﬂﬂ-

Observe that (H* — I)g ¢ L*(R™). This shows that
HH* — I|’L(§2€(R+) = Q.
Using (2.1), it follows that

I1H* = I g

dec

®+) = [|H* = I[|pe@+) = |H" — I||po@+) = o0

To conclude, we proceed to prove (6.21). We start with the equality

(H* — I poe) = 2. (6.22)
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Equivalently, we have to show that the following inequality is sharp

[ Flloe < 2([(H* = 1) flloo, (6.23)

for all f € L*(R™). Let f be an arbitrary function. If (H* — I)f ¢ L*(R"), then
(6.23) holds trivially. Otherwise, assuming that (H* — I)f € L>®(R"), and using
(5.2) together with (5.3), we obtain

[flloo = I(H = D)(H* = D) flloc < [H = Ipee@sy [(H* = 1) flloc = 2[|(H" = ) f|oo-

This proves the inequality (6.23). To establish the sharpness of the constant 2
n (6.23), we consider the function u given by u(z) = 227?X[1). Note that u is
nonnegative and ||u|l« = 2. On the other hand we have that

[((H" = Du(z)| = xon(@) + 27X 1,00 (2)-
Thus, ||[(H* — I)u||oc = 1. Therefore,

[l

I(H* = Dull

= 2.

This establishes (6.22), and since u is nonnegative, it also shows that
[H* — ]]Lgro(Rﬂ = 2.

Next, we consider the case of the cone LE (RT). Let f € L>(R") be a nonneg-
ative and nonincreasing function with || f|l« > 0 and let y > 0. Then,

Y = 1) flloo = o I = D fllse > X & — Dl
- dr = H* d
/0 (o (@) — 1) ()| dx = /| ()

2/(}1*—1 ‘ tdtd —/f
_//fddt+//fddt/f )z
= /Of(t)dt+y/y thdt—/O f(x)dz :y/y fT>dt.

[ <y - il

Thus,

for all y > 0. Hence,
HH flloe < ICH" = 1) floc-
Let a > 0 such that f(a) > 0. Then,

o> [~ > [0 s0) [ it = s (9)
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for all 0 < € < a. By taking limit when € goes to 07, we get that

(67

I = D)l 2 18 e 2 By f(pin (2) = o

This shows that (H*—1)f ¢ L*(R") for every nonnegative, nonincreasing function
fe L. (RT)\ {0}. Therefore,

dec
[H* — []Lgfzc(R-‘_) — O

This completes the proof. n

6.5 Tables

In this section, we present in tables all known constants related to the operator
H* — I acting on different cones of LP?(R™), for 1 < p < co. The constants displayed
in bold have been proved in this chapter.

[H* —1lx LP(RT) LE(RT) Lo (RT)
p=1 2 2 2/e
1 1 1
1<p<?2 Mp/p Mp/p Cp/p
2<p< o p—1 p—1 p—1
P = 00 00 o’e) oo
[H* —I]x LP(RY) LL(RT) Lo (RT)
p=1 oo o'} oo
1<p<?2 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1) 1/(p—1)
2 S p < o0 mp_l/p mp—l/P Cp—l/p
p =00 2 2 0







Chapter 7

Sharp bounds related to powers of
Hardy operator and its adjoint

This chapter is devoted to the study of optimal constants in p-norm inequalities
involving powers of the classical Hardy operator H and its adjoint H*. By powers,
we mean compositions in which H is applied n times and H* is applied m times,
where n and m are natural numbers.

The computation of the p-norm of a bounded operator T" acting on LP(R™) is,
in general, a challenging problem, as illustrated earlier. In this chapter, however,
we show that the task can be considerably simplified when T is a polynomial with
nonnegative coefficients in the Hardy operator H and its adjoint H*. One of the
main goals is to extend the following results due to G. H. Hardy, J. Littlewood, and
G. Pdlya (see [23, 24]):

HH||LP(R+) =7, for 1 < p < oo, (7.1)
I1H* || 2o @+) = p, for 1 <p < oo, (7.2)
|H + H || oty =p+ 7, for 1 < p < oc. (7.3)

The operator L := H + H* is well-known in Analysis and is commonly referred to
as Calderén’s operator.

In the second part of this chapter, we focus on the classical Cesaro function
spaces Ces,(R™), defined by

Ces,(RY) = {f : | fllces,@+) = [I1H|fll, < oo},

where 1 < p < 0o, and on the classical Copson function spaces Cop,(R™) given by

Cop,(R) = {f : [fllcop, @) = [IH"[ £l < o0},

where 1 < p < oo. These spaces are Banach spaces that have been extensively
studied; see, for example, [2, 9, 27, 38, 45] and the references therein.

In [9, Theorem 21.1] G. Bennett showed that the Cesaro function spaces and
the Copson function spaces coincide for 1 < p < co. He also dervied estimates for

105
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the norms of the corresponding inclusion operators. Moreover, he proved that if
1 <p <2 then
| fllcop,®+) < (p— D)2 £l ces, ()

and if 2 < p < oo, then

(= DYP|| £l ces,y (r+) < 1 f 1l cop, ®+)-

Later, V. Kolyada completed the work started by G. Bennett proving the following
result.

Theorem 7.1. [34, Theorem 1.1] Let 1 < p < oo and let f be a nonnegative
measurable function. If 1 < p < 2, then

(0 = Dl fllces, @) < I fllcop, @y < (0 = D7l fllces, @), (7.4)

and if 2 < p < oo, then

(0 = D7l fllces, @) < Ifllcop,@r) < (0= DlIf lces, @+)- (7.5)

Moreover, all constants in (7.4) and (7.5) are the best possible.

K. Lesnika and L. Maligranda [38] also contributed to this line of research by
proving the following inequalities

/

p
;’|f”CeSP(R+) S ||Hf||Cesp(R+) S p/||f||Cesp(R+)7 (76)

for any nonnegative measurable function f and 1 < p < co. However, the constant
p'/e is not optimal for 1 < p < oo. The sharp constant in the first inequality of
(7.6) for this range of p is given in Theorem 7.14.

Motivated by the results of G. Bennett, V. Kolyada, K. Lesnika, and L. Ma-
ligranda, we define new norms on Ces,(R*) and Cop,(R") that are equivalent to
their standard norms and determine the exact values of the best constants in these
equivalences.

The main results of this chapter have appeared in [10, 13].

Chapter Overview

This chapter is organized into four sections. The first presents several auxiliary re-
sults. The second is devoted to computing the norm of Q(H, H*), where Q € R[X, Y]
is a real polynomial. Next, we provide an application of the results obtained previ-
ously. Finally, we introduce different norms on the spaces Ces,(R™) and Cop,,(R")
that are equivalent to their standard norms, and we determine the sharp constants
in these equivalences.
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7.1 Auxiliary statements

This section focuses on results that will be useful for what follows. Let n € N and let
f be a measurable function defined on R*. D. W. Boyd proved (see [15, Lemma 2])
the following equality

H" f(2) = (Ho Ho" o H)f(z) = —— /0 Fly) "t (5) dy. (7.7)

Using analogous reasoning, we find
*1 o * * ) * f n—1
H"f(x)=(H"oH -0 H") 1 = |dy, (7.8)

whenever the defining integral exists almost everywhere. The following result pro-
vides a formula for the composition H" o H*™ expressed as a linear combination of
powers of H and H*, where m and n are natural numbers.

Proposition 7.2. Let m,n > 1 be natural numbers and f : (0,00) — RT be a
measurable function. Then

m—1 n—1
(H™oH") f (” e 1) H™F fa)+Y (m the )H”"“ /(). (7.9)
k=0

k=0

for all x > 0.

Proof. Let x > 0. Then,

o)) p [T (1),

m

mr /Ool/f 1”1(%>dt1nm_1<%)dy
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" F(m)lf‘(n) / > fit) /1“ m”y;(y) -1 ( é y) dy
1

s 10 5 (o (6)
S A Cl€
k
(

1

Wifff@/lw%m(

k=0

3

i 0 (4w
-5 () mm o (5) [
ot [ ) [
e o R OF
:imfmr)(rm Hk) [ e (L
:Z% mz n+kzn)Hmkf()

m

_Z(m—l—k’ 1) Z(n—irk: 1)Hm’“f(:z:),

k=0

k=0
+

where we used Tonelli’s Theorem. We also applied (7.7) and (7.8) in the second to
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last equality. This concludes the proof. O]

7.2 The norm of a polynomial of H and H*

Let 1 <p<oo,and let T: LP(RT) — LP(R™') be a bounded linear operator. Let

We define the associated operator F(T,T*) : LP(R*) — LP(R™) as follows

3
3

F(T,T*) = Z % o T*),

By closely examining equalities (7.1), (7.2), and (7.3), we note that

[H oy = [|P(H, H) |o@+) = P(|H || o4y, | H || o)) =
[H" | oy = QU H) || o) = QUIH | 2oty [ H | o)) = p,
IH + H" o) = | R(H, H)|| o) = R H @y, [H | o)) = p+ 1,
where P(z,y) =z, Q(z,y) =y, and R(z,y) =z + .

It is important to note that, when working with H and H*, two different poly-
nomials can sometimes define the same associated operator. For instance, as seen
n (5.1),

R(H,H*)=V(H,H"),

where R is as above and V(z,y) = xy. It is worth noting that,
P +p = R Hl o), [1H" | o) = [1RH, H)l| @)y = |V (H, H)| o @)
= V([[H | o), 1 H" | o)) = P'p,

since p and p’ are conjugate exponents.

The following theorem extends (7.1), (7.2), and (7.3), and constitutes one of the
main results of this chapter.

Theorem 7.3. Let 1 < p < oo and let Q) € R[X, Y] be a polynomial with nonnegative
coefficients. Then

1Q(H, H)|| 1z w+) = |QUH, H")|| 1z w+) = [|Q(H, H")|| Lo ®+)
= QUIH | Loy, |1 H" || e@r)) = QW' p).
Proof. Let f € LP(RT) and let @ € R[X, Y] be the polynomial given by

T,Y) = Xm:zn:cijmiyj € RIX,Y],

i=0 j=0



110 Chapter 7. Sharp bounds related to powers of H and H*

where ¢;; > 0 and m,n > 1 are natural numbers. By the triangle inequality and the
submultiplicativity of the LP-norm for operators, we get that

ZZ% o HY)|f]

=0 j=0

1QUH, H*) fllp < [|Q(H, H")[f[lp =

P

n

> il (H o H)I ],

=0

IN

1Mz 11:

7

3

< cii | HIIE Il = QUIH | Loy, |1 H o)) | fllp-

Jj=0

(2

I
=)

Thus
|QUH, H) ||, < QUIH || Lo+), [H |o@+))-

Now, by using (7.1) with (7.2) we obtain that
1Q(H, H)l, < QUIH| o+, [1H" || o)) = Qs p)-
Now, consider the functions f, g. : (0,00) — R given by f.(z) = f/p_l/pX(o,n(I)
and g.(x) = xe/plfl/plx(o,l)(x), where 0 < € < 1. Then

!
Lfelly = lgellyy = =

On the other hand, if 0 < x < 1 and n € N, an easy computation shows that
1
(e/p+1/p)™

Now, as H and H* are positive operators and ¢;; > 0, it follows that Q(H, H*) is a
positive operator. So

H"f(z) = a/P~1/P (7.10)

/0 T QUH. H) f.(x) - gula) | da = / " QUH ) f.(2) - g.(x)d.

Since g, has support equal to [0, 1], we have that

Given that H and H* commute, we obtain that

/0 (H' o HY) f.(x) - ge(x)dz = / (H* o H') f.(x) - g.(a)d,
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for every 1 <i <m and 1 < j < n. Observe that, as H’ is the adjoint of H*/, we
get that

[ o) i) g = [ ) @

for every 1 <i <m and 1 < j <n. Now, using (7.10), we have that

Lo 1 1 1 o
H'f. H g (x)dx = e/p=1/p /P =1/ g
|| s . = (/o ¥ 1pY (&7 + /oy j [t v
1 1 1

“(e/p 1P e/ + 1 p)y €

Hence,

[ee] . 1
| 1eun ) el = ¢ DI T T

7,0]0

Now, by using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

NQUE H) fell, _ Jo~ 1QUL, H*) fe() - ge(w)|dz
[ fellp - gellr 1 fellp

O 1 1 )i
=2 2 o Y el 1 3y = Q)

=0 7=0

1QUH, H7)l[, >

as € — 0. Since the functions f. and g. are nonnegative and nonincreasing, the
proof is concluded. n

Remark 7.4. The condition that the coefficients of the polynomial () be nonnega-
tive in Theorem 7.3 is necessary, since without this hypothesis the conclusion of the
theorem may fail. To illustrate this, consider the polynomial

Q(-T,y) =Y—- 15

for which the associated operator is Q(H, H*) = H* — I. We have seen in (5.11)
that
QUH, H)|[oge+) = M,/,

for 1 < p < 2, where M), = max;cjo,1/9 fp(t) and f;, : [0,1/2] = R is defined by (2.4).
In particular,

QUH, HY)|| oy = My/" > (£,(0))/? =1>p—1=Q(,p),

forall 1 <p<2.

The nonnegativity of the coefficients of () is also necessary to ensure that

|QUH, HY)||rr ey = [|QUH, HY)|[pr ey = |Q(H, H) || Lo+,

dec
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since this equality may fail otherwise. For instance, consider again the operator
P(H, H*) defined above. It was proved in Theorem 6.5 that

oo 1/p
* * def
JQUH, H)l ey = I — Illss_gae) = ( / |1n<x>+1|pdx) e
0

for 1 < p < 2. Moreover, it is shown in Remark 6.6 that the function p — C’;/ P is
strictly increasing on R*. Hence,

() 1/2
|P(H, H*)|| 1) = < ) = (/ | In(z) + 1)? da:)
0

1 (fp(O))l/p < M;/p = ||P(H, H*)‘|Li(R+)
= [|P(H, H")|| Lo +),

for all 1 < p < 2, where we have taken into account (6.7) and Theorem 6.7.

Before stating our next result, we recall that by convention, (8) = 1 for all

integers n; in particular, (Bl) = 1. We also set the sum equal to zero whenever the

upper index is less than the lower index.

Corollary 7.5. Let m,n € NU{0} and 1 < p < co. Then

“H*m o Hn"LgCC(R+) _ HH*m o Hﬂ”Li(R*) = ||H*m o HnHLP(R'*‘)
m—1 n—1
n+k—1\ , m+k—1 e
= pmh 4 ()" (7.11)
k k
k=0 k=0
— pm p/)n‘

Proof. Let P,Q € R[X,Y] be the polynomials defined by

n—1 m—1
Z(m—l—k—l) nek (n—l—kz—l) ek,
0

k=0 k=
and
Q(z,y) = z"y™,
where m,n € NU {0}. Note that in the case m = 0, we have
trivially, for any n € NU {0}. Similarly, in the case n = 0, we have
Pla,y) =y™ = Q(z,y),
for any m € NU {0}. This implies that

PH,H*)=Q(H,H") ifn=0o0rm=0.
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In the case m,n > 1, we have seen in (7.9) that
P(H,H*)f = Q(H,H*)f.
for all measurable and nonnegative f. Hence,
PH,H")f=Q(H,H")f, (7.12)

for all m,n € NU {0}, and any measurable and nonnegative f. Therefore, taking
into account Theorem 7.3 and (7.12), we obtain (7.11). O

Remark 7.6. Let
A={H™oH" :m,ne NU{0}}.

Then (A, o), where o denotes composition, is an abelian semigroup with identity. In
particular, Corollary 7.5 implies that the mapping

(28 A— [17 OO),
T — ||T||Lp(R+)
is a homomorphism.

Remark 7.7. Let 1 < p < oo and let n > 1 be a natural number. On the one hand,
equality (7.11) implies

n—1
s n n+k—1 o e
=3 (" e o0
k=0

On the other hand, since p and p’ are conjugate exponents, we have

pr)" = )" = @+p)"

Hence )
/n_ni n+k—1 n—k N n—k
(p+7) —Z( L)),
k=0
The coefficients ("Jr:*l), for k=1,--- ,n, are known as generalized triangular num-

bers (see [6]). For a fixed n, their arrangement within Pascal’s Triangle is illustrated
below:

For instance, when n = 4, we have
p+0)' =10"+@)")+4@>+ @)% +10(* + (')*) + 20 (p+p').

Let a > 0 be a real number. For a function f on R, the operators H* and H**

are given by
(@) = sy [ 10w (5) a
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n=11

n=2 1
n=3 4 x 1
=4 4 % 3 1
M % o4
1 5 10 10 5 1
1 6 15 20 15 6 1
1 7 21 35 35 21 7 1
1 8 28 5 70 56 28 8 1
1 9 36 84 126 125 84 36 9 1
1 1 10 45 120 210 120 45 10 1 1

n=

Figure 7.1 The corresponding coefficients ("le*l) forn=1,...,6andk=1,--- ,n.

H*f(x) = ﬁ/m@ 1na—1<£> dt,

whenever these integrals are well defined. Note that H** is the adjoint operator of
He.

and

Observe that for a = 1, the operators H' and H*! reduce to the classical Hardy
operator and its adjoint, respectively. Furthermore, if a is a natural number, H*
coincides with the a-fold composition of H, as shown in (7.7). A similar statement
holds for H**.

The following result extends (7.1) and (7.2).

Theorem 7.8. Let 1 < p < oo. Then

1H

dec

@) = [[H 2 @y = [H | oy = ()", (1 <p < o0), (7.13)
and
HH*aHLgec(Rﬂ = ‘|H*a|’Li(R+) = HH*aHLp(RJr) :pa, (1 S p< OO) (7.14)

Proof. Let a > 0 and f € LP(R') with 1 < p < co. Using the change of variables
t = xe ", we obtain

Hef(x) = F(la) i/ox f(t) In*! <%) dt = ﬁ /000 flre ) u* e du.

Set
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We start with the case p = co. We have trivially that

/ flze ™) k(u)du
0

<l [ bl =[]

[H* f ()] =

< [ irtee ikt

For 1 < p < oo, by Minkowski’s integral inequality,

wﬂﬂuz(ﬁwhﬁwﬂwfwuwduiM)w
< /0 h ( /0 7 f(xe_“)]”da:) ) du

For fixed u, using the change of variables y = xe™, dx = e"dy,

| irenpan = [ iredy = el
0 0

00 1/p
(A umewwm) — &P £l

WWﬂusnﬂuA Pk .

Hence

Therefore

Now compute

oo 1 oo
u/p . a—1_—u(1-1/p)
e"Pk(u) du = —/ u" e du
[ emwan= g |

_ 1 T@  _(p \'_
“ T 0= 1/p" <p—1) ®)"

Thus,
IH fllp < ()N lp,

for all 1 < p < co. We now show that the constant (p’)
inequality. To this end, consider the functions

% is optimal in the above

1 £
- —

e 1 1
fe(z) =277 xon(z) and g(z) =2+ x(01)(7),

where ] <p<oocand 0 <e<1. If 0 <z <1, then

fa) = b [ e
Hef(z)==z F(a)/o e

+4) a—1 1 1
P ut N du =
(¢/p+1/p')

for all 1 < p < co. Now, by using Hélder’s inequality, we obtain

a HHafe”p fooo‘Hafe(x)'ge(x)’dl' 1 na
H > > — :
= e, 2 a2, oy W)

3o
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as € — 01, for all 1 < p < co. In the case when p = oo, we consider the function
/= X(0,1)- A straightforward computation shows that

HHafeHoo = er”oo =L

This ends the proof of (7.13).
Now we turn to (7.14). By the duality argument, we obtain

[H* || 2o rey = 1H®|| Lo gy = P*

for all 1 < p < oco. To conclude the proof of (7.14), we consider the same functions
fe and g, defined above. Then

1= fellp o Sy [ fe(@) - ge(w)|da

[ (], = >
TSl [1ellpr 1 fellp
- € -H¢ € d 1
) - Hg ) o
gell [ fellp (¢/p+1/p)*

as € — 07, for all 1 <p < co. In the case p = 1, we consider the function f = x(o1
again. By Tonelli’s theorem, we get

1 1 1 1 t 1 1]_ t t
o = — It 2 )dtde = — = Wt ) dwdt
1 flh F(@/O/x ;" (x> ! F(a)/o t/o ! <w> ‘

= ﬁ/ol /Olln“_l G)d:ﬁdt = ﬁl“(a) =1

This completes the proof. n

Let C}(R™) denote the space of continuously differentiable functions with com-
pact support. The following result shows that, for every f € C}(R™),

lim Hf = f, and lim H*f = f.

a—0t a—07t

Proposition 7.9. Let f € C1(RT). Then

lim — 2 /O " () ! (f) dt = f(x), (7.15)

a—0t+ I'(a) x t

or all x € R*, and
f ,

lim L/xm@ma—l <3> dt = f(x), (7.16)

a—0+ I'(a) t x

for all z € RY.
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Proof. We start by proving (7.15). Let f € C}(R") and let z > 0. Then

ﬁ/oxf(t) ! (%)dt: ﬁ/oxf(t)tlnal (%)%

Now, using integration by parts we get
1 v x\ dt
— Htln* (=) —
i /) S0 (5)
L ryme (2 - /x(f(t)t)’l o(2)at
= —-———— n — —_— n —
I'(a+1) t))—, Tla+1)J t
x 1

= lim ﬁf(t)tln“ (;) + m/:(f(t)t)’ln“ @ dt.

s 10 ()2 e e ()

for all a > 0.
Since f € C}(R"), there exists M > 0 such that

|(f()t)] < M, for all t € RT.
Consequently,

e ()] < i e (7).

for all 0 < t < z. Assume now that 0 < a < 1. Using the elementary inequality
u® <14 u for all w > 0, we obtain

e (D) S e (0 m(E) <K (+m ()

for all 0 < ¢t < x, where K > 0. The function ¢ — 1 + In(%) is integrable on (0, z),

since .
/ (1 n 1n(f>> dt = 2.
0 t

Therefore, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem,

lim ;D/Ox(f(t)t)’ln“(%) dt = /Dx(f(t)t)’ i ),

a—0t F(CL =+ a—0t F(CL =+ 1)
aAumww:ﬂ@a

from which it follows (7.15) for continuously differentiable functions with compact
support.
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Now, we turn to (7.16). Let a > 0 and = > 0. Then, by applying integration by
parts, we have

a2 (o e (0.

e
a—i—l / F#)n (x)
—t)lnH (é)dt:—r(ail 1na( )

for all @ > 0. Now, using a similar justification as before to apply the Dominated
Convergence Theorem, and invoking this result, we obtain

e e (e (210 . 2
- [7 (G )ae = s

from which (7.16) follows for all f € C}(RT) and x > 0. O

t=00

Thus

7.3 Application

In this section, we investigate the norm of the exponential maps of H and H*. Let
et e . [P(RT) — LP(RT) be the operators defined by

o0

1 . 1
H _ = gn H* Iy
e —Zn!H , e —Zn!H .
n=0 n=0
The operators el and ef” are well defined and bounded on LP(R*) (see [41]).
Theorem 7.10. Let 1 < p < oo. Then
le™lioges) = !ty = e’ (7.17)
e leoe) = el luresy = e, (7.18)

Proof. We will prove only (7.17), since (7.18) can be established by an analogous
argument. So,

N 1 N
e Lrrey = || lim —H" = lim —H"
[e'e) fr],' N—oo '
n=0 Lp(RT) n= Lr(RT)
N 1 [e%e)
. H /
= ]\}1_1}(1)0 EHHHZP(]M) = E HHHLP R+) = el llipt) = P )
n=0 n= 0

In the second equality, we have used the continuity of the operator LP-norm, while
in the third equality we apply Theorem 7.3. ]
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Remark 7.11. Note that, in general, the identity

||eT||LP(R+) — olTllee@+)

does not hold for every bounded operator 7' : LP(R*") — LP(R™). To illustrate this,
consider the Volterra operator V : L?[0,1] — L?[0, 1] defined by

Vf(z) = /0 F(t) dt.

Halmos [22, Problem 188] computed the exact value of the operator norm of V. It

is given by
2
IVlz2p0,0 = =
0

The norm of the square of the Volterra operator was determined by Horgan (see [25,
Table 1]), who showed that

1
V2200 = =5
[0,1] 2
where p is the smallest positive solution of
(cos p)(coshp) +1 = 0.

Numerically,
V2| L20.1] & 0.28441289...

In particular,

92\ 2
HV2HL2[071] <028 <04< | =) = HVH%Q[OJ].
s

Consequently, we obtain the estimate

o 1 .
lle¥ [l 2o, < E EHV | z2[0,1)
n=0

1 1
< V4V llzzpouy + IV lzzo + D0 1V a0
n=3

1 1, .
<14 ||V 2o, + §||V||%2[0,1] + Z EHVHLQ[OJ]

n=3

=1
= =V 200 = elVllzo.,
0 n:

This shows that, in general,
" || o+ < elTllze @)

may occur.
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7.4 Equivalent norms on Cesaro and Copson spaces.
Let 1 <p<oo. For1 <p < o0, [9, Theorem 21.1] shows that

Ces,(R™) = Cop, (R™).

This section aims to introduce alternative norms ||-[|ces,®+) on Ces,(R¥) and
Illcop, +) on Cop,(R*) such that

AP) [ Mlces, @ty < 1 llces, @y < B®) [ f llces, @),

or
U®) I lcop, @) < I fllcop, @) <V (0) [1f lcop, @+,

for all f € Ces,(R"), where A(p), B(p),U(p),V(p) > 0 denote the best possible
constants in the inequalities above.

The first result in this line of research is, in fact, a consequence of Theorem 6.4
together with Theorem 6.5. Let g be a nonnegative measurable function on (0, c0).

Then, by (7.8), we have
° t\ dt
H*g(z) = Hin(-)Z
o0 = [Tarm (1)

The theorem below shows that, for 1 < p < oo and for all such functions g > 0
for which (H*? — H*)g is well defined, the p-norms of (H* — I[)H*g and H*g are
equivalent.

Theorem 7.12. Let 1 < p < oo and let g be a nonnegative, measurable function
such that H*g(x) < oo for all x > 0. If 1 < p < 2, then

(0 = Dllgllcop, @) < I(H* = D H*gll, < C/7llgllcop, @+, (7.19)

and if 2 < p < oo, then
Cy P9l cop, @) < I(H* = DH*gll, < (0 = D9l cop, 2t (7.20)

The constants p—1 and C’ll,/p are optimal in both (7.19) and (7.20), with C, defined
as in (6.12).

Proof. Set f = H*g and observe that f is nonnegative and nonincreasing. Since
(H** — H*)g = (H* — I)f, Theorem 6.4 combined with Theorem 6.5 shows that
inequalities (7.19) and (7.20) both hold.

Lemma 6.1 shows that if p — 1 were replaced by a larger constant in (7.19) or by
a smaller constant in (7.20), then that inequality would fail for some nonnegative
function ¢, for which H*g,(z) = f.(z) < oo for all z > 0. This shows p — 1 is
optimal in both (7.19) and (7.20).
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It remains to prove that the constant Cp/? is optimal in both (7.19) and (7.20).
Let k.(s) = (s/€)x-e1)(s). Then H*k.(t) = min(1, (1 —¢)/e)x(0,1)(t). A straight-
forward argument demonstrates that as € goes to zero, the piecewise linear functions
H*Fk, increase pointwise to X(o,1). The Monotone Convergence Theorem implies that

H*k. converges to x(o1) in LP(RT). But H* and H* — I are continuous maps on
LP(RT), so we have

1E Rl = Il =1 and  [(H*? = H)kll, = [(H* = Dxoull, = CY”.

It follows that C’;/ P is the smallest constant for which (7.19) holds and the largest
constant for which (7.20) holds. This completes the proof. O

The following result will be needed. It was initiated by S. Boza and J. Soria in
[18] and later extended by V. Kolyada in [35].

Theorem 7.13. ([18, Theorem 3.3|, [35, Theorem 1.3]) Let f be a nonnegative and
nonincreasing function on RT. If 1 < p < 2, then

1/p
-0l < sl < (R g,

and if 2 < p < oo, then

T 1 1/p
(%) V2 flly < I flly < (= DIH (7.21)

The constants in these inequalities are optimal.

We have seen in (7.6) that

/

p
§||f”CCSp(R+) < | H fllces,®+) < PN f |l ces, ®+)

for every nonnegative measurable function f and 1 < p < oo. However, the con-
stant Z in (7.6) is not optimal for 1 < p < oco. The following result provides an
improvement of the inequalities (7.6).

Theorem 7.14. Let1 < p < co and f be a nonnegative function. Then the following
inequalities are sharp:

L(p+1)Y/P

(p—1)

||f||Cesp(R+) § HHf|’Cesp(R+) S p/‘|fHCesp(R+)> (722)

and if p = 0o the constants in (7.22) are, respectively, lim, o % = % and 1.
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Proof. Let 1 < p <2 and let f be a nonnegative function. By using integration by
parts we obtain that

o} 1 x 1 T p—1
I e = 5l =5 [ (3 [ s (3 [ s (%))

By applying Jensen’s inequality, we have that

([ rom (D))= (2 [ rwa) 2 [ s (Da

for all x > 0. Now, by using Fubini’s Theorem we get that

/Ox f(#)In <%)p_1dt =(p—1) /0 (% /Otf(u)du> -2 G)dt’

for all x > 0. Therefore,
p—1 x t
1 1
f dt) —/ (-/f(U)dU> In?~? (E)dtdx
rJo \1Jo t
00 T p—1
t)dt nt — )| —dt
[Fron) i)
0 t
p— )
)dz / ilnp*2 (g)dxdt
¢ P t
p 00 p
) [ ()
t x t) t
F ) © /1 [t p F(p )
p<p—1>p—1/0 (t , 1) x) oo =1 M Moy

Now we turn to the case 2 < p < co. Let > 0 and let ¢, : (0, 2] = R be the

map defined by B
_ ( / f()In (f) dt> .
0 t

By applying the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus we obtain that

KH
@..
<
VRS
o\ﬁ_
=
&

1
2

S A e B S

&h

&
\/\E/
—~

7 N\

SHE

() = @a(r) —

So, we have that

</Ox f(t)In (%) dt>p_l >(p—1) /0"” (/Ov f(t)dt)p_Qf(U) P! (%) dv, (7.23)
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for all z > 0. Now, by using integration by parts and (7.23) we get that

HH?ng;:p'/OOO <1 /zf(u)du) (1 /xf(t) ! (%)dt)dm
p /0 $p( ) ( dt)p2 F(v) P (%)dvdm
p/o (/va( )dt)p 2f(v /OO L (/ Flu du) InP~? (%)dwdv,

In the last equality, we applied Fubini’s Theorem. Then, using integration by parts
once more, we obtain that

p/ooo (/va(t)dt)p_Qf(v) /f%(/;f(u)du) ! <§>dm
Lo (o
p/ooo%</ovf(t)dt)p/;oélnp2 (%)dzdv.
Therefore

I e = 12515 20 [ ([ r0a) [7 L (2) e
—p/oo (%/Uf( )dt)p/w( )plnp (;ﬁ)@"d
B S S

_Te+1
- (p ) ”fHCesp(]R‘F

Vv

v

SRS

We now consider the case p = oo and begin by computing the limit below:

. In(27x
limg 00 (271)

lim (272)% = e = elimeoo g = 0 = 1 (7.24)

T—00
where we have applied L’Hopital’s rule. Next, we use the following inequality due
to Robbins [43], valid for all positive integers n:

n " 1 n " 1
- 2mnetzntt < pl < [ — 2Tn et2n .
e e

—-1/z

Since the function x — is strictly increasing on [e, c0), we have that

1 1 1
<

<
(2) @mnysmemmren — (DY () @mn)zrers

)
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for all n > 3. Hence,
(2)@rn)dremm — ()Y T (2) (2mn) e

, (7.25)

for all n > 3. Finally, taking the limit as n — oo in (7.25) and using (7.24), we get

. n—1
nh_)rrolo —F(n T =e. (7.26)

Now, if f € L°(R") is a nonnegative function, then, by (7.26) and (7.6), we have

[(n+1)Y7 1
im ————— . = - < ||H . .
(nl—{EO (n _ 1) Hf“Ceboo(R*) erHCesoo(R+) >~ H fHCesoo(RJr)

Regarding the right-hand side of (7.22), if Hf ¢ LP(R™), the inequality holds
trivially. Otherwise, it follows directly from (7.1).

Let us now examine the optimality of the constant on the left-hand side of (7.22).
We begin with the case 1 < p < oo. Consider the sequence
fe = X(1,14€)> e > 0.
After some computations, we obtain that

r—1

€
HfE(ZL') = X(1,1+e)(x) + ;X[1+e,oo)(x)7

and

}Fﬂ@):(zig%ﬂii>ﬂuﬂﬂ@

e(ln(z) +1) — (e + 1) In(1 + ¢)

+

X[1+e€,00) ('T)
By taking p-norm we have that

||f ||Cesp R+) ||Hf€||g
[ H felPrgy ey TH2F

) /11+e (1 _ i)pdm + (pip I +1€)p1
/11+6 <1 _ % B ln($)>pdx + /100 (e(ln(m) +1) — (e + 1) In(e + 1>)pd_$

€ +e P

eP 1
&) T

/11+E (1 _ é B ln(x))pd:v + /1: (e(ln(x) +1)— (e+1)In(e + 1))pi_f
1/(p—1)

1+e€ P o) p :
—(Hez):pﬂ / (1 . ln(:r)> dx +/ (111(90) +1- —ln(e + 1)) d_x
¢ 1 x x 1 € xP

v

v
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Now, on the one hand, by applying L’Hopital’s rule we get that

1+e p
hmi/ (1—1—1D(‘”)) dz = 0,
e—0+ €P 1 X €

and on the other hand, by using Dominated Convergence Theorem we obtain that

im [ <ln(x)+1— ln(emyd@“ - /100 lim <ln(x)—i—1— m(”l))pdm

e—0t Jq1 € P e—0+ € xP
/00 In (z) T(p+1)
TR (p— 1)t

Therefore, using (7.22), it follows that

— 1) HflP Hf|P — 1)\
-1y Meery VAl CHE (1)

—_— = sup -~ sup = .
Fip+1) ~ posz0 [H Ces, )y r20.20 IHfllp — 0 [[H2fellp — T(p+1)

In the case of p = co we get that

€
Hf o =Hf(1 = —,
1 fuloe = I 4+6) = ——
and (14¢) €
||H2f6||oo :HQfe((1+€) ¢ ) = Tre) )
(1+e)
therefore,
[ fell cese @) [H fellos T 1
S = = — = 1 e — l 1 e — @.
B e Sl 7T A e A S A
oo (R)

This shows that the constant in the first inequality of (7.22) is the best possible for
1 <p<Loo.

Now, we are going to see the sharpness of the constant p’ in the right-hand side
of (7.22). In order to do that, we consider the functions f.(z) = 2P~ /Py 1) (2)
and g (z) = x/7 VP xo1)(x), where 1 < p < co and 0 < € < 1. We have seen in
(7.10) in that '
(e/p+1/p)"
for all n € N and for all 0 < z < 1. So, by using Holder’s inequality and (7.1), we
get

2 2
”erHCesp(Rﬂ ||H2fer / H fe ge / H fe ge )
|| fell Cesp(rH) IIerHp ||Hfs||p||ge||p B p’ ||fe||p||ge||p
1
€/p—=1/p .e/p'=1/p
B l 1 /0 T T dx
P (e/p+1/p)% 7 T
LR R
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as € = 07. In the case when p = oo, we consider the function f = x(o,1) and an easy
calculations show that

1H? flloo = I1H flloo = 1,
which means

||Hf6”Cesoo(R+) = ”f5||cesoo(R+) =1
This ends the proof. m

The following result introduces a new norm on Cop,(R™) that is equivalent to
the standard norm.

Theorem 7.15. Let 1 < p < oo and let f be a nonnegative function. Then the
following inequalities are sharp:

C(p+ 1))l fllcop,@+) < I1H* flicop,@+) < pllflcop, @+)- (7.27)

Proof. Let 1 < p < oo and let f be a nonnegative function. If p = 1, by Fubini’s
Theorem we get that

| fy = ﬁ / N / QRANE @)m
zﬁ/om@/otlnn—l <£)dxdt
=i [ (B [T roa =i

Since the choice of the natural number n was arbitrary, we obtain that
L fll = [[H™ s
for all n,m € N. In particular, we have that

1 fllcopy ety = 1™ flly = I1H* fll = [ llcop,z+)-

Now, let us assume that 1 < p < 2. Then by using integration by parts we get

”H*f||%opp(R+) — HH*Qng:p/O (/ %du) (/ @ln (é)dt) dzx.

By using Jensen’s inequality we get that

([ o= ([ [0 (2
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for all x > 0. Therefore,

pngon ([ 04)" [ 1 (2
_p/ooo@/ot(/w fTudu) ! (;)dmdt,

where we have applied Fubini’s Theorem in the last equality. Now, by using inte-
gration by parts we get

/ff?/ ( ) e (o
J/ ) [ ([ A) v (5
[ ([ ) e (o

(p— rp DIHFIE =T+ DI Ieop, @)

Thus

1 1 op, ey = 2 f 15 = Tp + DIHfII = Tp + DIIflIe, @+)-

Now we turn to the case 2 < p < oo. Observe that if g is a nonnegative and
nonincreasing function, then

Hy(x) = - / ")t > ga),

for all z > 0. Using integration by parts we obtain that

gy = [ (2 [ owa) a =y [Tow (L [Coa)
> p/ /Ooo g(@)? = p'llgll}-

So
@) "lgll, < 1 Hgll,. (7.28)

Now, since f is a nonnegative function we get that the function H* f is nonnegative
and nonincreasing. Then by (7.28) and the first inequality in (7.21) we get that

/

1/p
* * p *
)21 lconary = )P Fllp < | HEf, < (—)) V2,

I'(p+1
1/p
y )
B (F(p+ 1)) 1 Fleo, w0
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from which it is follow that

L(p+ 1Y) fllcop, @ty < IH* fllcop, @+).

This completes the proof of the first inequality in (7.27).

Concerning the second inequality in (7.27), if H*f ¢ LP(R™), then the inequality
holds trivially. Otherwise, it follows directly from (7.2).

To see the optimality of the constant in the left-hand side of (7.27) we consider
the sequence of nonnegative functions f, given by f. = X[1,14¢), Where 0 < e < 1.
Then

In(l1+e¢), if 0<az<1,

In (&), if 1<z<l+e
and
H2 () = In(1+e)ln (L) +Im*(1+e), if 0<z<1,
%ln ($)’ if l<z<l+e
Therefore
e 1+e€
* In”(1+ ¢ +/ lnp( )daz
LA a+o+ | '
H*2f|P 1 1 1 T T 1
el In”(1 + 6)/ <1H <—> + —In(1+ 6)) dz + —/ In?” (_+ E)daz
’ v 2 2P J x
1

>
- 1\ 1 P 1 ! I
/ <1n <—> + —In(1+ e)) dx + 2_pi/ In? <—) dx
0 x 2 In”(1+€) Ji/a40) T

for all 0 < € < 1. Now by applying L’Hopital’s rule we get that

1
/ In?? (—) dz ) ) 1
i 7 1/0+0 x _ In“P(14+€)(1+€)” . In” (1+¢€)

= = lim =0.
e—0+ In”(1 + €) e—0+ plnp_l(l +e)(1+¢€)t ot p(l+e)

On the other hand, by using Dominated Convergence Theorem we obtain that

1 1 1 p 1 1 1 p
lim (hl (—) + = In(1 + €)> dzx = / lim <1n (—) + =In(1+ e)) dx
e—0t 0 X 2 0 e—0t T 2

=I'(p+1).

Hence

X Wl A

_— 1m .
T(p+1) ~ o [H . Hcop —0t [[H2f|lp — T'(p+1)
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Thus
||f€||COp . 1

€_>0+ HH feHcop (R+) B F(p—{— 1)7
for all 1 < p < oo. This proves that the first inequality in (7.27) is sharp.

Now, let us see the optimality of the constant in the right-hand side of (7.27) for
1 < p < o0o. In order to do that, we are going to consider the sequence of functions
fol@) = a7</P= Py o (2) and g.(z) = =P~y o) (x), where 0 < € < 1. Let
1 <x < oo, then

) o0 —e/p—1/p—1
H?f () = / e /p= =y <3>dt = g~/P7/p / (3> In ( ) dat
> T - x T)x

_ xfe/pfl/p /OO t*ﬁ/pfl/pfl 1n(t)dt _ x_ﬁ/p—l/p : _ fe<l’> .
1 (e/p+1/p)*  (e¢/p+1/p)

Now, by using (7.2) and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

* * * H*2 e\l) g\ dx
I s 200 - 116l ] e )

I fellcop,y — NH*fll, = p lflls ~» [ fellpllgell
—e—1
1 /1 x dx 1 »
= 2 1 1 - 2 == —> p?
ple/p+1/p)? oy p(e/p+1/p) l+e
as € — 0T. This concludes the proof. O]

Remark 7.16. Let 1 < p < 0o, and let
”H”Cesp(R+) : Cesp(R+) — [0, 00)

determined by
I/ llces, @ty = [1H fllces, @+)-

Since || - ||ces,(r+) is a norm on Ces,(R™) and H is an injective linear operator, it
follows that [-[|ces,®+) defines a norm on Ces,(R"), which, by Theorem 7.14, is
equivalent to the standard norm || - [|ges,(r+) on the classical Cesaro function space
Ces,(R™).

An analogous construction holds for the Copson function spaces Cop,(R™), with
1 <p<oo. Let

I-llcop, &+ = Cop,(RT) — [0, 00)
given by
I fllcop, +y = I(H* — I)H* f||,-

This defines a norm that, by Theorem 7.12, is equivalent to the standard norm
| - [l cop, &+)- Alternatlvely, one may define

[ llcop, @+ = 1" fllcop, +)-

This also defines a norm equivalent to || - [|cop, (r+), as established in Theorem 7.15.
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