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Abstract

In this paper, we prove some new reverse dynamic inequalities of Renaud- and Bennett-type on time
scales. The results are established using the time scales Fubini theorem, the reverse Holder inequality and
a time scales chain rule.
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1. Introduction

The celebrated Hardy inequality for series (see [5], [7, Theorem 326]) asserts that, for
p>1l,anda, >0and A, =}  a;forn>1,

e8]

> nral s(}%l)piaﬁ. (1.1)

n=1 n=1

Hardy (see [6], [7, Theorem 327]) established an integral analogue of (1.1) which
states that, for p > 1 and f > 0 over (0, ),

f ) (@)pdxs (L)p f " P, (1.2)
0 X p-1 0
where F(x) = fOx f(@®) dt. The constant (p/(p — 1))? in (1.1) and (1.2) is the best

possible.
Copson [4] (see also [7, Theorem 331]) proved some new variants for the discrete
Hardy inequality (1.1). One of his inequalities is

DS =0 Y. (13)
n=1 k=n n=1

for p > 1 and {a,} a sequence with nonnegative terms.
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Lyons [8] proved a type of reverse inequality for the discrete inequality (1.1) in
the special case p = 2. Namely, if {a,} is a monotone nonincreasing sequence of
nonnegative numbers, then

oo n oy g
;(n+lzak) Z%;a’%'

Renaud [11] generalised the result of Lyons and established a reverse of the two Hardy
inequalities (1.1) and (1.2) for an arbitrary exponent p > 1:

o)

SrrAL > )yl (1.4)
n=1

n=1

where {(p) is the Riemann zeta function and {a,} is a monotone nonincreasing
sequence with nonnegative terms, and

f (F @) f () dx, (1.5)
0 X

where f(x) is a nonnegative monotone nonincreasing function (see also [9, 13]). In the
same paper, Renaud proved a reverse of the discrete inequality of Copson (1.3):

i(iak)p > i(nan)”, (1.6)
k=n n=1

n=1

where p > 1 and {a,} is a monotone nonincreasing sequence with nonnegative terms.
Renaud also gave an integral analogue of (1.6) by showing that

f ) ( f " o) dt)p dx > f " () d, (1.7)
0 X 0

where p > 1 and f(x) is a nonnegative monotone nonincreasing function. Bennett [1,
Theorem 2] proved for p > 1, that

n m

(i (Z ajkxk)p)l/p 2 /1( Z Ixj-l”)l/p, (1.8)

=1 j=1

where
m r

1
¥ = i D5 (V)

k=1

and Bennett [1, Theorem 7] also established the integral analogue of (1.8), namely

( fo ( fo tK(ny)g(y)dy)p)”pdxm( fo ' |g<x)|"dx)”p, (1.9)
v =t L[ k)

where
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In 2005, Rehék [10] gave a time scales version of the classical Hardy inequality (1.2)

in the form
00 1 (1) p p p .
\L (o-(t) -aJ, f(S)AS) Ar< (p _ 1) fa (f@)F At

where p > 1 and f is a nonnegative function.

In this paper we establish new reverse dynamic inequalities and discuss inequalities
(1.5), (1.8) and (1.9) as special cases. The main results will be proved using the time
scales Fubini theorem and a time scales chain rule. The paper is organised as follows.
In Section 2, we present the basic concepts on the calculus on time scales. In Section 3,
we prove the time scales version of the reverse Hardy inequalities (1.5) and (1.7) due to
Renaud. Finally, in Section 4 we prove the time scales version of the reverse inequality
(1.9) with general kernel due to Bennett.

2. Preliminaries and basic lemmas

A time scale T is an arbitrary nonempty closed subset of the real numbers R. We
assume throughout that T has the topology that it inherits from the standard topology
on the real numbers R. The forward jump operator and the backward jump operator
are defined by o(¢) := inf{s € T : s > ¢t} and p(¢) := sup{s € T : s < ¢} respectively, where
sup® = inf T. A point ¢ € T is said to be left-dense if p(¢) = t and # > inf T, right-dense
if o(¢) = ¢, left-scattered if p(f) < t and right-scattered if o(¢) > ¢. A functiong : T —» R
is said to be right-dense continuous (rd-continuous) provided g is continuous at right-
dense points, and at left-dense points in T, left-hand limits exist and are finite. The set
of all rd-continuous functions is denoted by C4(T).

The graininess function y for a time scale T is defined by u(¢) := o(t) — t > 0, and for
any function f : T — R the notation f(¢) denotes f(o(¢)). We assume that sup T = oo,
and define the time scale interval [a, b]t by [a, bl := [a,b] N T.

Define f2(¢) to be the number (if it exists) with the property that given any € > 0
there is a neighbourhood U of ¢ with

ILf (o (0) = f()] = fADOLo(@) = 51| < elo(t) = 5| forall s € U.

In this case, we say f2(¢) is the (delta) derivative of f at ¢ and that f is (delta)
differentiable at z. The product and quotient rules for the derivative of the product
fg and the quotient f/g (where gg” # 0 and g“ is the composition function g o o) of
two differentiable functions f and g are given by

(fQ)" = frg+ f7g" = f&* + f*g°,
(J_‘)A _[he- St
g gg”

We can define the (delta) integral as follows. If G*(r) = g(¢), then the Cauchy
(delta) integral of g is defined by fa ' g($)As := G(t) — G(a). It is known (see [3])
that if g € Cy4(T), then the Cauchy integral G(¢) := ft ; g(s)As exists for tp € T, and
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satisfies GA(¢) = g(t) for t € T. An improper (delta) integral can be defined by
7 far =limy, [ f(DA.

The time scales chain rule (see [3, Theorem 1.87]) is given by
(g0 0) (1) = g'(6(d)5*(1) ford € [1,0(1)], (2.1

where it is assumed that g : R — R is continuously differentiable and ¢ : T — R is delta
differentiable. A simple consequence of Keller’s chain rule [3, Theorem 1.90] is

1
W) =y f [hu” (1) + (1 = Ru()]’ ™" dhu® ) (2.2)
0

and the integration by parts formula on time scales, for a, b € T, is given by

b b
f u(tV ()AL = [u(t)v()]’ - f u (W (HAL. (2.3)

The reverse Holder inequality on time scales (see [12, Lemma 1]) is given by

(=) | sz [ Cirorad | [ Cleora] L @

with f, g € Ci(T, R) satisfying 0 <m < f(1)"/g(¢)” < M < oo, for ¢t € [0, co)r, and
1/y+1/v=1.
We next state the time scales Fubini theorem due to Bibi ef al. [2, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 2.1. Let (X, M, up) and (Y, L, va) be two finite-dimensional time scales measure
spaces. If f : X X Y — R is a A-integrable function and if we define the functions

o) = fX Fy) dus®) forye¥,

and

W) = fy FCry)dva(y) forx€ X,

then ¢ is A-integrable on Y and \ is A-integrable on X and

fdﬂA(x)ff(x,Y)dVA(y)zdeA()’)ff(x,Y)dﬂA(x)-
X Y Y X

Throughout the paper, we will assume (without mentioning it) that the functions
in the statements of the theorems are nonnegative and rd-continuous and the integrals
exist (finite and convergent).

3. Renaud-type inequalities

We state and prove our first main result which is the time scales version of (1.5).
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TueorREM 3.1. Let T be a time scale with 0 € T and let f be a decreasing function. If

p > 1, then
f (@)pm > Lf FP(0Ax, 3.1
0 X p—1Jo

F(x) = f ) FOAL.
0

where

Proor. For x > 0, since f is a decreasing function,

F(x)= fx fOAr > xf(x),
0

SO
pF@F"™ (x) 2 px?~' fP (),
and as a result

f ) pf(OFPY ()AL > p f ) PP (AL (3.2)
0 0

By the time scales chain rule (2.2), since FA(t) = f(¢) > 0,
1
(FP(1)* = pf [RF (1) + (1 — F(®))P~" dh FA(1)
0

1
>p f [hF(t) + (1 = F®1"~" dh (1) = pf(OFP".
0
Thus . .
FP(x) = f (FP(H)*At > f pfOFP~ Y (1)AL.
0 0

Using this in (3.2),

jo“"’ (@)pr > f:o %(jo‘x tp‘lfp(t)At)Ax. (3.3)

Applying Fubini’s theorem on the right-hand side of (3.3) yields

fom(@)pmz fow(f[oo wm)m. (3.4)

Now, by the time scales chain rule (2.2),

1
(Y = (1= p) f A + (1 = )] dih 2
0

! dh
= _p)fo [ + (1 = )P

: dh .
2(1—17)‘f0 m:(l—l’)x i
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Substituting this in (3.4) and observing that p > 1,

) 00 1- ®
[ (B aex [ (o= =L [ sron
0 x 0 IL-p p=1Jo

which is the required inequality (3.1). This completes the proof. O

00

t

Remark 3.2. If T = N, then the inequality in Theorem 3.1 reduces to the discrete result

© » 00
nzz;l’l ”Aﬁzﬁ;af,’,

which is different from the discrete inequality (1.4) due to Renaud.

Remark 3.3. If T = R, then the inequality in Theorem 3.1 reduces to the continuous
result (1.5) due to Renaud.

Remark 3.4. We note that Theorem 3.1 not only extends the discrete inequality (1.4)
and its continuous counterpart (1.5) to an arbitrary time scale T, but it also unifies the
constant in these two results.

Next, we extend the reverse inequality (1.7) to an arbitrary time scale T.

THeEOREM 3.5. Let T be a time scale with O € T and let f be a decreasing function with
I f(OAL < 0. Set F(x) = [ f(OAL If p > 1, then

f B ( f B f(t)At)pr > (kp)? f " (oA, (3.5)
0 x 0

where

m\P-D/P? xP fP(x)
k:(ﬁ) and 0<m§mSM<oo for x € [0, 00).

Proor. By integration by parts with v7(x) = FP(o(x)) and u”(x) = 1,

00

fom FP(o(x)Ax = xFP(0)|y + f(; x(=FP(x))*Ax.
Since lim,_¢+ x F7(x) = 0 (by assumption fow f(t)At < o) and x FP(x) > 0 for x > 0,
fo ) FP(o(x)Ax > fo ) x(=FP(x))"Ax. (3.6)
Using the time scales chain rule (2.1) yields

—(FP(x)* = —pFP N (d)(F*(x)),
where d € [x, o(x)]. Since FA(x) = —f(x) <0 and d < o(x),

PID L o) 0.

O = e 2
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Substituting this in (3.6) gives
f FP(o(x)Ax > p f xFP! (o) f(x)Ax. 3.7
0 0

Applying the reverse Holder inequality (2.4) to the term fooo xFP~Y (o (x)) f(x)Ax with
indicesy=p>landv=p/(p-1),

f ) xFP~ (o (x)) f(x)Ax
0

> (%)(P—I)W{ ](;w[xf(x)]pr}l/p{ j:o[Fp_l(O'(X))]P/(p_”Ax}(p_l)/p

- k( fo " f”(x)x”Ax)l/p( f N F”(o-(x))Ax)(pil)/p. (3.8)

0

Substituting (3.8) into (3.7) and raising both sides to the pth power,

( fo ) FP(O'(x))Ax)p > (kp)P( fo ) fP(x)xPAx)( j; ) F”(O'(x))Ax)p_l,

which is the required inequality (3.5). This completes the proof. O

RemARrk 3.6. In the proof of Theorem 3.5, the condition fooo f(®H)At < oo could be
replaced with lim, o x( f(z)m)” = (0. With this condition, (3.6) still holds.

4. Bennett-type inequalities

In this section, we state and prove the time scales version of Bennett’s inequalities
with general kernels. For simplicity, we write

G(a) = f K(x,y)e(»)Ay and F(y)= f ' K(x,DAt,
0 0

where K(x,y) >0for0 <ux, y <a.

TuEOREM 4.1. Let T be a time scale with 0,a € T and let g be a decreasing function. If

p =1, then
(j:(j: K(x,Y)g(y)Ay)p)Uprz/l(foalg(x)pr)”p’ @1
A" = inf f %( fot K(X’Y)Ay)pr' 4.2)

Proor. For x,y > 0, since g is a decreasing function,

where

G(y) = f ' K(x,D)g(t)At > g(y) f ' K(x, n)At,
0 0
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SO

"y p-1 "y p—1
( fo K(x, r)g(r)Ar) K(x,y)g(y)Zg"(y)( fo K(0Ar)  K(xy)

and as a result
y p-1
fo” ( fo K Dg087)  K(x, g0y

y p-1
> f gl’(y)( f K(x,rmt) K(x,y)Ay. 4.3)
0 0

Using the time scales chain rule (2.2), since G*(y) = K(x, y)g(y) > 0,
1
(G0 = p [ THG"0)+ (1= WG dhGY)

1
pr [AGY) + (1 = G dh GA(y) = pG"™' (MG ().
0

Thus "
G(a) = fo (GP()*Ay > f PGP ()G () Ay

and, using this in (4.3),

a p a Y p-1
( fo K(x,y>g<y>Ay) >p fo g!’(y)( fo K(x, r)At) K(yAy.  (44)

Now using the time scales chain rule (2.2), since F2(y) = K(x,y) > 0,
1
(FPy)*=p f [RF7(y) + (1 - DFO)P ' dh FA(y)
0

1
>p f [hF(y) + (1 — F ()P~ dh FA(y) = pFP~ () FA(y),
0

and so .
FP(a) = f (FP(y)“ Ay > f PFP () FA(»)Ay.
0 0

Integrating by parts with u = g”(y) and v = FP~'F? gives
_ 1 1
f §FIF Ay = g OFP Ol - f (8" O FP(@())Ay
0 0

1 a
—(r@r@- [ @rreom)
p 0

and substituting this in (4.4) and integrating by parts again gives

f ( f K(x 12008 Ax
> ¢(a) f f K, 0Ar) Ax - f ' fo (0D FP () AyAx.
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Applying Fubini’s theorem to the last term on the right-hand side,

a 14
[ [ Keneom) s
0 0
a a P a a(y) P
> o"(a) f ( f K(x, t)At) Ax - f &N f ( f K(x,t)At) AxAy.
0 0 0 0 0

Now, with A as in (4.2),

" )4 "
fow ( fo K(x,y)g(y)Ay) Ax > agl(a)A? — AP fo o((E’ (1)) Ay.

Using the integration by parts formula (2.3) with v = o(y) and u® = (g”())*,

a p A
[ [ xemsom) avsaga@n - whero - [ o)
0 0 0

=/1”f 8" Ay,
0

and so we obtain inequality (4.1). This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.2. As special cases of Theorem 4.1, we have the following results.

D

2
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If T = N, then the result in Theorem 4.1 reduces to the discrete result (1.8) due
to Bennett.

If T =R, then the result in Theorem 4.1 reduces to the continuous result (1.9)
due to Bennett.
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