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ABSTRACT. In this paper, by introducing some parameters and estimating the weight
function, we give a new Hilbert-type integral inequality with a best constant factor. The
equivalent inequality and the reverse forms are considered.

1. Introduction

If f(z), g(x) > 0, such that 0 < fOOOfQ(x)dx < oo and 0 < fooog2(x)dx < 00,
then (see [1])

(1.1) /Om/omwclxdy <7 {/Ooofz(:c)dz /Oocgz(:c)dx}l/2,

where the constant factor 7 is the best possible. Inequality (1.1) is well-known as
Hilbert’s integral inequality, which had been extended by Hardy-Riesz as (see [2]):
If p > 1,% —&-% =1, f(x), g(z) > 0, such that 0 < fooofp(m)dx < oo and

0< fooogq (z)dz < 00, then we have the following Hardy-Hilbert’s integral inequality:

(1.2) /Om/omwdxdy < ﬁ {/Ooofp(m)dx}l/p {/Ooogq(x)da:}l/q,

T
where the constant factor ———— is the best possible.
sin(m /p)

Hardy-Hilbert’s integral inequality is important in analysis and its applications
(see [3]). In recent years, Yang [4], [5] gave two different best generalizations of (1.2)
by introducing a parameter A > 0, and Yang et al. [6] gave an extension of the above
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results by introducing the index of conjugate parameter (r,s) (r > 1, % + % =1) as
follows (see [6],(21) for n=2):

If f(z),g(x) > 0,and 0 < [ 2P(= ™)1 fP(2)dx < 00,0 < [ 29(1=3) 1 g4(2)dx <
00, then

(1.3) // x+y ddy
B (i 2) {/O xp(l—ﬁ)—lfp(x)d:v}p {/Oooxq<1‘?)‘1gq(x)dw}q7

where the constant factor B (2, 2) is the best possible (B(u,v) is the Beta function).
In particular, for A = 1,7 = ¢, s = p, inequality (1.3) reduces to (1.2); for A = 4,r =
s =2, (1.3) reduces to:

0 [ [ o] {[ oo

In this paper, by introducing some parameters and estimating the weight func-
tion, we prove a new Hilbert-type integral inequality with a best constant factor
similar to (1.4). The equivalent inequality and the reverse forms are considered.

2. Some lemmas

Lemma 2.1. Ifa,b >0, a # b, define the weight functions w(x) and w(y) as

_ [~ z?y .
(2.1) w(z) = /o T raiat by)Qdy (z € (0,00));
B o) ny

then we have

a+b ln(b/a) 2

(2.3) w(r) =wly) =K = (b_a)2[b—a 7a+b]

Proof. For fixed x, setting u = y/z in (2.1), we obtain

w(z) = /0 (1+au)2(1—|—bu)2du
B 1 1 1 > a+b 1+au ]~
 (b—a)? [1+au+1+bu} {(b—a)3 n(l—i—bu)o
_ 1 2+ (a +b)ln(b/a)]

(b—a)? b—a
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Hence we obtain w(z) = K. In the same way, we obtain w(y) = K. The lemma is
proved. O

Lemma 2.2. Ifa,b > 0 and a # b, then for 0 < ¢ < p, we have

2.4 > ul—e/r P , N
() [) (1+GU)2(1+bu)2 U = +0()(5~>0 )

Proof. Since for a,b > 0 and a # b, we find
o0 wl—e/p
du— K| =
/0 (1 + au)2(1+ bu)2 ™" '

1 |u1 E/p_u‘ J o0 |u1 s/p_u| J
<
= /0(1+au)2(1+bu)2 “*/1 I+ a1+ w2 "

ul—s/p —u

o (1+au)?(1+ bu)?

du

1 oo ., 1—e/p
1 U—u
< 1=¢/p _w)d / d
< /0 (u u)du + @z J, o u
1 1 1 1 1
_ _z Z 0 (I
(2—5/p 2)Jr (ab)2(2 2+5/p) - for &=

Then (2.4) is valid, and the lemma is proved. O

Lemma 2.3. pr>1(0r0<p<1),%+$:1,a,b>0,a7§b, and 0 < € < p,
setting
Yyt e/p e/
I:= d ¢l
[ U Gt gl

(2.5) %(K+o(1)) —o()<I<

then we have

M | =

(K +o0(1)), e = 0.

Proof. For fixed z, setting y = zu, then by (2.4), we obtain

/100 z UOO (1 +QZ;ZP+ bu)ZdU} du
oo ul™ e/p
/1 z UO (1 P (s bu)? du} du

1 e/p
/ / du| dz
(14 au)?(1 + bu)?

1

> é(K—i— o(1)) — P b/1 z! (/0z uzdu> dr (14 au)?*(1 +bu)? > (a + b)u)
1 1 e, 1
= LK b)) - - 5 = LK o(1) - 00,
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By the same way, we have

! </w[/m (RS )
=L Y GraP@roy?? T '

The lemma is proved. (]

3. Main results

Theorem 3.1. If p > 1, %Jré =1, a,b > 0,a # b, f(x),g(x) > 0, such that
0< J;° s fP(z)dz < 00 and 0 < fooo —Lrgl(z)dz < oo, then

(31) / / +ay x—l)—by) dudy

< w{[ e >daz} ([ jﬂgum};,

where the constant factor K is the best possible and K is defined by (2.3).

Theorem 3.2. If0<p <1, 2+ =1,ab>0,a#b, f(x),g(x) >0, such that
0< J;° s fP(x)dx < 0o and 0 < fOOO —Lrgl(z)dz < oo, then

3.2) / / (x + ay)?(x 4)— by) zddy

> K{/O plﬂfp( )dm} {/Ooozl '

a+1 gq(gc)dac} ’

where the constant factor K is the best possible.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. By Holder’s inequality with weight (see [7]) and (2.1)-(2.3),
we have,

o 0= [
N / / T ay)? x+by> all 1§’;>f< )H(%)g(w]dxdy

{/ / @+ ay) (Hby) () (e )dydx}
{// v+ ay)? Hby) 5o q(?/)dxdy}q
{Oww P )dx} {/0 o]

q+1gq(y)dﬂc}

){ [Tt dx}l/p {[ ot )dm}l/q.

IN
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If (3.3) takes the form of equality, then there exists constants M and N, such
that they are not all zero, and (see [7])

M) f7 (@) = N()g'(w) - e i (0,00) x (0,00).

Hence, there exists a constant C', such that
Mz PfP(z) = Ny 1¢i(y) =C a.e. in  (0,00).

We claim that M = 0. In fact, if M # 0, then 27 17PfP(z) = C/(Mx) ae. in
(0,00), which contradicts the fact that 0 < [[z~!7PfP(z)dz < co. In the same
way, we claim that N = 0. This is a contradiction. Hence by (3.3), we have (3.1).
If the constant factor K in (3.1) is not the best possible, then there exists a
positive constant H (with H < K), such that (3.1) is still valid if we replace K
by H. For 0 < ¢ < p small enough, setting f. and ¢g. as f.(z) = g-(x) = 0, for
€ (0,1); fo(x) = 2'7°/P; g.(x) = 2'~°/4, for x € [1,00), then we obtain

fe’e] 1 l/p [ele] 1 1/q
il [ ar@a) {7 )
fe’e] 1/1’ [ele] 1/‘1 H
= H{/ m_a_ldx} {/ x_e_ldx} = —.
1 1 €

By (2.5), we have

L fe(®)ge(y)
/o / @t ay)2(a + by Y

o) %) y17§ |-
— d “rdr =1
/1 / (@+ay)2(@ o2 |

(K +o0(1)) — O(1).

vV
m | =

Hence we find
1 H
E<K +0o(1))—0(1) < = or (K+o0(1))—e0O(1) < H.

For ¢ — 0T, it follows that K < H. This contradicts the fact that H < K. Hence
the constant factor K in (3.1) is the best possible. The theorem is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. By the reverse Holder’s inequality with weight (see [7]) and
the same way of giving (3.3), we obtain (3.2).

If the constant factor K in (3.2) is not the best possible, then there exists a
positive constant H (with H > K), such that (3.2) is still valid if we replace K
by H. For 0 < £ < p small enough, setting f. and g. as: fe(z) = g-(x) = 0, for
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€ (0,1); fo(x) = 2'=2/P; g.(x) = x'~5/9, for z € [1,00), then we obtain

(3.4) " { /O h — fg’(x)da:}l/p { /O h — gg(ac)dx}l/q

o 1/p oo 1/q H
= H{/ scgld:r} {/ xsld:v} = —.
1 1 €

By (2.5), we have
L fe(®)ge(y)
L] aiat fapte

[e%s) o ylfi e
d Tadr =1
/1 / (@+ay)(@ o2 |

1
< (K +o(1)).

Hence we find ) o
E(KJro(l)) > - or (K+o(l))>H.

For ¢ — 07, it follows that K > H. This contradicts the fact that H > K. Hence

the constant K in (3.2) is the best possible. The theorem is proved. O

Theorem 3.3. Under the same assumption of Theorem 3.1. we have

(3.5) /0°°y2p1 [/ooo(x + ayJ;g?; +by)? dz] p iy < K2 /oooﬂﬂ’lJrl fla)de,

where the constant factor KP is the best possible. Inequalities (3.5) and (3.1) are
equivalent.

Theorem 3.4. Under the same assumption of Theorem 3.2. we have

(3.6) /Oooy%l [/Ooo(x - a;;g?; - by)der dy > KP /Oooxpﬂl #P(2)dz,

where the constant factor KP is the best possible. Inequalities (3.6) and (3.2) are
equivalent.
We prove only Theorem 3.3, since the proof of Theorem 3.4 is the similar.

)
Proof. Setting g(y) = y*P~* {A T a)i T by)2d4 , by (3.1), we have
* s _ % ap-1 > f(@) ]p
(3.7) /0 y— g (y)dy = /O yr [/0 T a)i T by)gdar dy

- J< K{/O xp1+1fp(x)d:c}p {/0 xqalgq(m)dx}q;
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o 1 1/p o 1 1/p
(3.8) 0< {/0 s gq(y)dy} <K {/0 pores fp(x)d:r} < 00.

Hence by (3.1), both (3.7) and (3.8) preserve the form of strict inequalities, and we
have (3.5).
By Hoélder’s inequality, we have

/Ooo{ym/q/ooo(x T ayj;gg ) d:v] (v 19(0)) dy
{/oooygp_1 Uooo(:c + ay??z + by)? dm} ” dy}
x </Ooo yqilgq(y)dy)q.

Then by (3.5), we have (3.1). Hence inequalities (3.1) and (3.5) are equivalent.

If the constant factor in (3.5) is not the best possible, then by (3.9), we can
get a contradiction that the constant factor in (3.1) is not the best possible. The
theorem is proved. (|

(3.9) J

D=

IN

Remark. Since we obtain

r+a [ln(z) 2 ]}_hm[(x—l—a)ln(i)—Q(a:—a)]_ 1

B r—a (JZ — a)3

(3.10) lim { e T 7ta

r—a (,1' — a)2

then by (3.1), setting b — a. we have the following new inequality:
(3.11) / / Mdmdy

o Jo (z+ay)

1

< ] {/0 wplﬂfp(x)dq;}p {/0 xqilgq(x)dx}q

In particular, for a =1, (3.11) reduces to (1.4). Hence we can get a conclusion that
inequality (3.1) is a best extension of (1.4).
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