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ABSTRACT. Linear integral operators are defined acting in the Lebesgue integration spaces
on intervals of the real line. A necessary and sufficient condition is given for these operators
to be bounded, and a characterisation is given for the operator bounds. There are applica-
tions of the results to integral inequalities; also to properties of the domains of self-adjoint
unbounded operators, in Hilbert function spaces, associated with the classical orthogonal
polynomials and their generalisations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let R and C represent the real and complex number fields; let (a,b) and [«, 3] be open
and compact intervals of R respectively; we identify R = (—o0,00) and the extended real
field R* = [—o0, o0.

The symbol ‘(z € K)’ is to be read as ‘for all z in the set K.

We use the notations o(1) and O(1) to indicate terms that tend to zero or are bounded,
respectively, for some indicated limit process; see [11, Page 1].

For the interval (a, b), a weight function w : (a, b) — R is Lebesgue measurable and satisfies
w(x) >0 for = € (a,b).

The index p satisfies p € [1,00); when p € (1,00) the index ¢ € (1,00) and conjugate to p
is determined by p~! +¢7! = 1.

For Lebesgue integration we use the standard notations and write

(1.1) /abf(:r) dz = /ab f.

Let L denote Lebesgue integration; for p > 1 and a weight function w the symbol L?( (a, b) :
w) denotes both the classical integration space and the Banach space of equivalence classes of
functions; the norm of f is written || f[|,, . For conjugate indices p, ¢ the spaces LP( (a,b) : w)
and L7( (a,b) : w) are first conjugate spaces of each other; define

(1.2) (f,9) 04 ::/ wfg (fe€ LP((a,b):w)and g€ L (a,b):w)).

The norm of a bounded, linear operator A defined on LP((a,b) : w) is denoted by |l Al|, .
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In the self-conjugate space p = ¢ = 2 the symbol L?((a,b) : w) denotes the Hilbert
function space with inner-product

(1.3) (f.9)2 = / wig (f.9€L*((ab): w)).

The use of ‘loc’ in respect of the interval (a,b) restricts a property to all compact sub-
intervals [o, 8] C (a,b); thus Li ((a,b) : w) is the set of functions f : (a,b) — C such that
f e LP([a,f]: w) for all [, B] C (a,b).

Let f € LP((a,b) : w) and g € L% (a,b) : w); then the Holder integral inequality [7,

(
Section 6.9] implies that wfg € L*( (a,b) : w); since w = w'/Pw!/? and then

[t < [wistwg) < {/abwmp}l/p{/abw\g\q}l/q.

We are now in a position to state the general results of this paper:

(1.4)

Theorem 1. Suppose given the open interval, bounded or unbounded, (a,b) of R, the con-
Jugate indices p,q € (1,00), and the weight function w.
Let the pair of functions ¢, : (a,b) — C satisfy the three conditions:

(1.5) l.oe LY ((a,b):w) andy € Li ((a,b): w)
2. For some ¢ € (a,b) (and then for all c € (a,b))
(1.6) p € LP((a,c]:w) and ¢ € L([e,b) : w).

3. For all [a, 5] C (a,b)

a b

i w |p|P and w [|? .
(17) [l > 0and [T >0

Define the linear operators A and B on L*((a,b) : w) and Li( (a,b) : w) respectively by

b

(1.8) (Af)(z) = go(x)/ wf  (x € (a,b) and f € LP((a,b) : w))
(1.9) (Bg)(z) = () /m weg  (z € (a,b) and g € LI((a,d) : w));
then
(1.10) A LP((a,b) : w) — L} ((a,b):w)
(1.11) B: LY (a,b) : w) — L ((a,b) : w).

Define K(-) : (a,b) — (0,00) by

(112) K@ ={ [ mw|¢|p}w {/ u |¢|Q}1/q (€ (b))
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and the number K € (0, 00|
(1.13) K :=sup{ K(z) : z € (a,b) }.

Then a necessary and sufficient condition that A, respectively B, is a bounded linear op-
erator on LP((a,b) : w), respectively on Li( (a,b) : w), into LP((a,b) : w), respectively into
Li((a,b) : w), is that the number K 1is finite, i.e.

(1.14) K € (0,00).
Proof. See Sections 2 and 3 below. O
Corollary 1. Let all the conditions of Theorem 1 hold and suppose that (1.14) is satisfied, so

that the linear operators A and B are bounded in the spaces LF( (a,b) : w) and L( (a,b) : w)
respectively, then the following inequalities hold

(1.15) 1AfIl, < p**q K| fll,  (f € LP((a,0) : w))

(1.16) 1Bgll, < p'q" 'K llgll, (g € LU((a,b): w))

where the number K is defined by (1.13) and (1.14).
In general, for all self-conjugate indices p and q, the number p'/Pq*/1K given in (1.15) and
(1.16) is best possible for these inequalities to hold.

Proof. See Section 3 below. O

Corollary 2. The bounded operator B, respectively A, is the conjugate operator of A, re-
spectively B, between the first conjugate spaces L( (a,b) : w) and LP( (a,b) : w) respectively,
1.€.

(1A7)  (Afg),, = (/. Ba), (F€LP((ab):w) andg € L%((a,b) w)).
The operators A and B have the same norm, i.e.
(1.18) 1All, = [IBIl,-
Proof. See Section 4 below. O

Corollary 3. Let the self-conjugate case p = q = 2 hold; let the bounding condition (1.14)
be satisfied; let the set {p, 1} be restricted by
(1.19) 0, : (a,b) — R.

Then the linear operators A and B are both bounded in the Hilbert space L*((a,b) : w)
and are the adjoints of each other, i.e.
(1.20) A*=B and B*=A.
Proof. See Section 4 below. O

Remark 1. The original motivation for these results came from the work of Titchmarsh; see
the definition of the resolvent function ® in [12, Chapter 11|, and the remarks in [1, Section
1].

The first proof of these results seems to have been given by Chisholm and Ewveritt [1]; this
paper was followed by the application of Stuart [10] to the measure of non-compactness of
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integral operators. Extensions of these results may be found in the books of Maz’ja 9], and
Edmunds and Evans [2].

There is an interesting connection in the recent paper of Toland and Williams [13].

There are many recent applications to the theory of orthogonal polynomials; see the papers
by Everitt and Littlejohn [3], and Everitt and Marié [5); also the doctoral theses of Loveland
[8] and Wellman [14].

A suitable choice of the interval (a,b) and the set {p,1} leads to many interesting integral
inequalities. In particular the integral inequality of Hardy [6], see also [7, Section 9.8], is a
special case of the inequality (1.16).

We discuss some of these applications and inequalities in Sections 5 and 6 below.

Remark 2. The condition (1.7) is to avoid the case when one or both of the functions ¢
and v are null in some neighbourhood of a™ and b~, respectively.

Remark 3. In this paper we give, in the spirit of [7, Section 1.7], elementary proofs of these
results. We give a new improved form of the proofs first given in [1], and discuss additional
examples and applications.

In Section 2 we give an essential Lemma; the proofs of Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 are given
in Section 3; the proof of Corollaries 2 and 3 appear in Section 4; some critical examples are
given in Section 5; an application of Theorem 1 to a property of the Legendre differential
operator is given in Section 6.

Acknowledgement 1. Roderick Chisholm and Norrie Fveritt thank their colleague Lance
Littlejohn for his agreement to dedicate this paper to the memory of the late John Meadows
Jackson, long serving member of the Department of Mathematics of the University of Dundee,
Scotland, UK.

Norrie Everitt thanks the Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Utah State Univer-
sity, Logan, USA for financial and technical support over an extended period of years.

2. A LEMMA

We require

Lemma 1. Suppose given the interval (a,b), conjugate indices p,q, and a weight w; let
ferLP((a,b):w)andge Ll ((a,b):w); for some c € (a,b) let g ¢ LI([c,b) : w); then

loc

T T —-1/q
(2.1) lin;l_ wfg. {/ w |g|q} =0.

There is a similar result at a* if g ¢ L (a,c] : w).

1/
Proof. Let € > 0 be given; choose d close to b~ so that {f;w |f|p} ' < ¢; then for x > d,

using the Holder inequality (1.4),
d T —1/q
/wfg‘.{/w|g|q} +e.

[orh{ovr)
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On letting © — b~ and using lim, ;- [ w|g|? = 400, we obtain

/jwfg‘ | {/w |g|Q}_1/q <-

and the result follows. O

lim sup

r— b~

3. Proor OF THEOREM 1 AND COROLLARY 1

Proof. 1t is clear from the conditions (1.5) and (1.6) and then the definitions (1.8) and (1.9),
that if we impose further the conditions that ¢ and 1 satisfy

(3.1) p € LP([c,b) :w) and v € L((a,d]: w),

then it follows that the required boundedness of the operators A and B is satisfied. Note
also that in this case the condition (1.14) follows from (3.1).

The most difficult case for the proof of Theorem 1 is when both of the conditions (3.1)
are not satisfied, i.e.

(3.2) o ¢ LP([c,b) :w) and ¥ ¢ L (a,c]: w).

We give the proof when (3.2) holds; when only one of the conditions in (3.2) is satisfied the
proof follows similar lines.

The results (1.10) and (1.11) follow from the given conditions and the definitions of the
operators A and B.

We begin with the sufficiency of the condition (1.14) to prove the boundedness of the
operators A and B, i.e. we assume that

{[war} [ W}w e W?)] S K <00 (v ()

To prove the required result for A take monotonic sequences {a, € R : n € Ny} and
{b, € R:n e Ny} such that

(3.3) sup

a < py1 < ap, <b, <b,1<b (neNy)
and

lim a, =a and lim b, =b.
n—oo n—oo

From a standard property of the Lebesgue integral

/:wwf'ﬁ/:wWI;
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from this inequality and on integration by parts we obtain

[ o< [Cwwlewr{ [} o
[ wler. {/wwf}]
o o [ wiar b L [} v e

From (3.3) the first part of the first term on the right-hand side of (3.4) is dominated by

(s fon) (o)

and this is seen to be o(1) for large n on using the Holder inequality (1.4) and the given
conditions on the functions 1) and f. The second part of the first term is dominated by

(o { o)

and this is seen to be o(1) for large n on using the Holder inequality, the condition (3.2) and
the result of Lemma 1.
Thus, on using again (3.3),

[ wiase <oty +pie [ [ u w}m. [/ s |¢f|}plw<az> (@) /()] d
(35) — o(1) + pK1, (say)

as n — +o0.
On integration by parts, again as n — +oo,

T ]
o /b {/b vl }” {/b v |¢|q}(p/q)l w(a) [()]" de

(3.6) =o(1) + ¢ 'J, (say)

where the o(1) term is obtained on using the same arguments as for (3.5).
Now from the definition of J,, in (3.6) it follows that

then, without loss of generality, we can assume that either J, = 0 (n € Ny) or, for some
0 >0,

(3.7) J>9>0(neNy).
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In the first case, on letting n — +o00 in (3.5) and (3.6) we obtain

b
[ wlasr=o
i.e. Af € LP((a,b) : w).

Assume then that (3.7) holds. Since (3.6) is an equality, and not an inequality, we can
rewrite this result to give

(3.8) Jn=01)+ql, (n— +00).
From the definition (3.5) of I, and an application of the Holder inequality (1.4) we obtain,
using ¢(p — 1) = p,

I < {/ai"w|f|p}1/p {/ {wa|¢f|}p {/:ww}pw(x) W) da:}l/q

89 <Ifll, " (neN).
Hence from (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) we obtain
Jo <o) +q|fll, /" (n— +o0)
and then
TP < o()o~ V4 q| £,
(3.10) <o) +qllfll, (n—+4o0).
Thus from (3.5) and (3.6)

Hence from (3.10)

bn 1/p
{ J IAflp} < o(1) + (p/q)VPK IV

<o(1)+ (p/)"PqK || fIl, (n— +o0)
and this yields, on letting n — +o0,

1AfIl, < alp/a) P K |I£1I,

and since f is arbitrary this last result holds for all f € LP((a,b) : w).
Finally then, since q(p/q)'/? = p'/P¢*/9, we obtain

(3.11) 1ASN, < K || fll,  (f € LP((a,b) : w)).
A similar argument shows that
(3.12) I1Bgll, < p"?q" K |lgll, (g € L*((a,b) :w)).
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These last two results show that the condition (1.14) is sufficient to establish the required
boundedness properties of the operators A and B of Theorem 1, and the inequalities (1.15)
and (1.16) of Corollary 1.

To show that the condition (1.14) is necessary for the boundedness result of Theorem 1
define, for all « € (a, b), the function f, : (a,b) — C by

L= G ot (s e o)

then it may be seen that f, € LP((a,b) : w).
Now suppose that the operator A is bounded on LP((a,b) : w), say |[Af|, < k|/f]], for

all f € LP((a,b) : w); then
/:wqu p/aawwp—l—/abw(x) lo(z)|? {/:wWW}dx

<w [Cwirr=w [l (ae@n)

/ w(@) | Afa(@) ] dx =

This result gives

P a b
/w!w!”ﬁk”/wwq (a€ (b))

/:ww

and hence

{/:ww}pl [wler <,
thus
(3.13) {[Qw|¢|p}l/p{ébw|w|Q}l/q <k (ac(@b)).

Thus the condition (1.14) is seen to be necessary if the operator is bounded in L?( (a,b) : w).
There is a similar proof of (3.13) if it is assumed that the operator B is bounded on
Li((a,b) : w).
The Hardy integral inequality [6], see also [7, Section 9.8], shows that, in general, the
number p'/Pq'/7K is best possible for the inequalities (1.15) and (1.16) to hold; this example,
and other examples are discussed in Section 5 below. U

4. PROOF OF COROLLARIES 2 AND 3
Proof. (Corollary 2)
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From the definitions given in Section 1 and on integration by parts

Ao = [ vt { [ wer}atois
- [ [ wea | bwwE+ / { I wwg}w(w)w(fv)f(w) da
- [wwsev { [ weo} s

=(f,Bg),, (f€L’((a,b):w)andge LI((a,b):w))

since the integrated term [---]% is seen to be zero on using the methods given in Section 3.
This gives the proof of (1.17).
The proof of (1.18) follows from standard procedures in functional analysis. O

Proof. (Corollary 3)
Suppose that the functions ¢ and ¢ : (a,b) — R; then with (-, )2 as the inner-product for
L?((a,b) : w), and integrating by parts,

Arg= [ wwe { [ bww} 9(x) dr
[ [ we / wwf} ¥ / { /:w@}w(m)w(w)f(w)dw
=/a {/ Wg} w(@)(e)f(z) do

=(f.Bg)2 (f.ge€L?((a,b):w))

since the integrated term [---]% is seen to be zero on using the methods given in Section 3.
This gives the proof of (1.20). O

5. EXAMPLES

Example 1. Let a = 0 and b = +oo, with p(x) = 1, (x) = 1/x and w(z) = 1 for all
x € (0,400); then

1 ipt)g — 4
G 1) (z€(0,00)) and Kp'Pq P= T

and, from the definitions of the operators A and B, we obtain the inequalities

[AfI, < pllfll,  (f € L7(0,+00))

q
1Bgll, < == llgll, (g € L0, +00)).

Equivalently these inequalities may be written in the form

/Om /;wlf()dt

(5.1) K(z) =

dx<pp/m D dr (f € IP(0,+00) )
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and
—+00 1 x q q q “+00
62 [ [ s S(}“)L/ 9(@)[ dz (g € LI(0,+00))
o T |Jo a—1) Jo

In all these inequalities the bounds shown are best possible, and the only case of equality
is when f(x) = g(x) =0 for almost all x € (0, 00).

Proof. A computation shows that the results given in (5.1) are valid and the inequalities
then follow from Theorem 1 and Corollary 1. O

The inequality (5.2) is Hardy’s integral inequality; see [7, Section 9.8, Theorem 327].

The proof that the bounds are best possible and that the null function is the only case
of equality, follows the analysis given in [7, Section 9.8]. It is of interest to note that the
very general form of the inequalities in Theorem 1 and Corollary 1 precludes the possibility
of determining, in the general case, the best possible bounds and the cases of equality; such
detail has to be left for analysis in individual and special cases; Hardy’s integral inequality
is an example of this procedure.

Example 2. Let a = —oo and b = 400, with p(z) = exp(x), ¥(x) = exp(—z) and w(x) =
1 for all x € (—o00,400); then

(5.3) K(z)=p YPq V1 (z € (—00,+00)) and Kp'Pg'/1=1
and, from the definitions of the operators A and B, we obtain the inequalities
1A, < A, (f € LP(—o0, +00))
1Byll, < llgll, (g€ LI (=00, +00)).

Equivalently these inequalities may be written in the form

/Ooexp(px) / " exp(—t) f(t) dt dxg/_oo|f(x)|pda: (f € IP(—00, +00))

and
([mmwwy[emwmmfms[fﬁmwm (g € (00, +0).

In all these inequalities the bound 1 is best possible and the only case of equality is the null
function.

Proof. A computation shows that the results given in (5.3) are valid and the inequalities
then follow from Theorem 1 and Corollary 1.

To prove that the bound 1 is best possible substitute in the first integral inequality f = fx
where

fx(@) =1 (ze[-X X])
and fx is zero elsewhere on (—oo, +00). A computation then shows that

A
A,

=1
X—+oo | fxll,



AN INTEGRAL OPERATOR INEQUALITY 11

if
(5.4) i (23) /_ = exp(<(X — ) do = 1.
To prove this result let @ : (0, +00) — (0, +00) be defined by
B(X) = (2X)! /_X 1—exp(—(X — ) de (X € (0,+00)).
Then
B(X) < <2X)1/ ldr =1 (X € (0,400))
so that
(5.5) limsup &(X) < 1.
Now let § € (0,1); then
B(X) 2 (2X)7 [ (1= exp(~(X —a))” da
7(5X
> (2X)! /ax [1—exp(—(X —6X))]P dz
— = exp (—X (1 — 8P (2X) /Mlda: (X € (0,400))

and from this last result it follows that
liminf (X)) > §;

X — 400
thus

(5.6) Eginogq)()() >1

The required result (5.4) now follows from (5.5) and (5.6).

There is a similar proof concerning the best bound of 1 for the second integral inequality
of this Example 2.

The proof that the only case of equality is the null function follows the lines of the corre-
sponding proof for Example 3 below and is omitted. O

Example 3. Leta=—1 and b= 1, with p(x) = (1 —2)™, Y(z) = (1 +2)"! and w(z) =1
for all x € (—1,1); then for all x € (—1,1)
1 1 2p—1 — (1= p—1 1/p 2q—1 —(1 q—1 1/q
K(z) = (1—x) (1+2) .
{2(p— D}/ {2(q - 1)}V 1+ 11—z
The following results hold:
1. For p # 2, i.e. q # 2, the function K(-) is continuous on [—1,1] with K(—1) =
K(1) = 0, and the bounding condition (1.14) is satisfied; thus the operator and integral
inequalities are valid.
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2. Forp=q=2
K(x)=2" (ze[-1,1])

and the bounding constant p*/Pq'/1K = 1; the integral inequalities take the form

[

[

The bound 1 in these two inequalities is best possible and the only case of equality is the
null function.

/zl%tf(t)dt da:gfllf(a:)IQd:r (f €L (-1,1))

and

/x L oty ar dmg/llg(xﬂzdm (g€ I2(~1,1)).

Proof. These results follow from a computation for the function K(-) as defined in (1.12),
and then on a calculation with the explicit form of K (-).

In Case 2 to prove that the bound 1 is best possible in the first of the two inequalities,
substitute, with € € (0,1/2), the function f. defined by

[ (+2)F2 (ze(-1,0])
fg(@._{(() (x)€(0,1<))€< DR

then f. € L?(—1,1). Then the right-side of the inequality gives

/1(1+7:16)12€d$:2%(1+0(5)) (e —0%).

The left-hand side reduces, after a calculation, to

4 CE | 1
/ dz 4+ O(1)

(1- 2?)2 -1 (% — x)21(1 + x)l-2 ) )
T (- 2€>2/_1 1+ z)i-2 do + m/_ﬁ —z)(1+2)* de+ O(1)

1 +
A= 272 (1+0(e)) (e—0%).
Thus the quotient (left-hand side)/(right-hand side) tends to the limit 1 as ¢ — 0%, and the
bound 1 is best-possible for the inequality.

There is a similar argument for the second of the two inequalities.

To prove that the only case of equality is the null function start by noting that a conse-
quence of the first inequality of Case 2 is that

2 1

[l oafae= [ [ o)

(5.7) < / @) do
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since f € L?(—1,1) if and only if | f| € L?(—1,1). Thus it is sufficient to argue with the case
of equality when

(5.8) fl)>0 (xze(-1,1)).
Thus, on integration by parts,

[l hoa) - [ tpad [ mwal]

-1

(5.9) +2/_11{/_1 (1_1t>2 dt} iff; {/1 %Hf(t)dt}dq;.

From the formula for K(-) above with p = g =2

S| L | 1
(5.10) /_lmdt./x T deg (reL

Thus the integrated term in (5.9) becomes

1
1 1 Tt 2
— —dt —f(t)dt
HL e (o]
and this expression is seen to be zero by the methods of Section 3.
Hence (5.9) becomes, noting that fxl(l +1)2dt = (1 —2) {21 +2)} " (z € (-1,1)),

/i@fiﬁ{sz%#ﬁ%ﬁFdx:/j@ixﬂ@”{A}%3f®d*dm

At this stage it is important to note that this last result is an equality to which the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality is applied to give

+

1

1/2

/_11(1—1I)2{/xll—lktf(t)dt}de<{/_j(l_—lx)z{/;%ﬂf(t)dtrdx} ><
(5.11) y {/_11|f<$)|2 dx}lﬂ

unless, for some o € R,

T 1-z), 1+¢
From (5.8) it follows that a > 0; if & = 0 then f is null on (—1, 1), so suppose that a > 0.
Now since t — (1 +t)f(t) € LL.(—1,1) it follows from (5.12) that f € C(—1,1), and

loc

then that f € C(—1,1). Differentiating (5.12) then gives
(1-2)f(@)) =0 —-2)f(x) = f2) =a(l +2)" f(z) (z€(-11))

(5.12) fla) = =2 /1 L f@)dt (almost all z € (~1,1)).
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(5.13) ) =LY sy (re (-10)).

This last result is a first-order, linear differential equation for f that is regular on (—1,1)
but is singular at £1. Since f > 0 on (—1,1) and f € C(—1,1) either f is null on (—1,1), or
for some point xy € (—1,1) it is the case that f(zg) > 0. In the second case apply standard
methods of solution to (5.13) to give

1 1
G1) @)= [ e ((1 _ a) / — dt) (z€(~1,1)).

If @ € (0,1] then (5.14) implies that, for £ > 0, near 1~
f(2)* = k(1 —2%)7!

and this result gives f ¢ L*(—1,1); if & € (1, 400) then, similarly, near —17 the same result
holds and again f ¢ L?(—1,1). This contradiction on the hypothesis f € L?(—1,1) implies
that f is null on (—1,1).

Returning now to (5.11) we have either f is null on (—1,1) or f is not null and

([t ([ s ) >

in which case we can cancel this factor from both sides and then, on squaring the result,
obtain, noting again (5.7),

[l o

unless f is null on (—1,1).
There is a similar proof for the case of equality in the second inequality of Case 2.
This result completes the proof for Example 3. O

dx</_1|f(x)|2 dr (fe¥(~1,1))

In Case 1 it is not known if there is an explicit formula for the upper bound of K(-) on
the interval [—1, 1], in terms of the parameters p and ¢, nor if there are any cases of equality
other than the null function.

6. AN APPLICATION

There is an important connection between orthogonal polynomials, defined on the real
line and generated as solutions of ordinary differential equations with a spectral parameter,
and the spectral theory of self-adjoint operators in Hilbert function spaces; for a survey of
the main results, up to 1990, see [4]. The operator and integral inequalities of [1] and the
results in this paper have played a significant role in the determination of the domains of
the unbounded self-adjoint operators in this connection; see the results in [8] and [14]. For
an example the case of the Legendre differential operator is considered as an application of
Theorem 1.
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The Legendre differential expression M : D(M) C L*(—1,1) — L*(—1,1) is defined by
M[f] =—(1-2")f'()) (z€(-1,1) and feD(M))
where

DM)={f:(-1,1) = C: (i) f, fe€ACo(-1,1)

In general the elements of D(M) have singular behaviour near the end-points 1. For
example the function [(x) := In((1 +2)/(1 —z)) (x € (—1,1)) is a member of D(M) but
has logarithmic singularities near 41, and '(z) = 2/(1 — 2?) so that I’ ¢ L'(—1,1).

The self-adjoint operator S in L?(—1,1) associated with the Legendre polynomials is de-
fined by, see [3] and [4],

D(S) = {f € DOM): lim (1= a*)f () = 0}
and

Sf=MI[f] (fe€D(S)).
The elements of this domain D(S), in comparison with D(M), enjoy remarkably smooth
properties; from the results in [5]:

Corollary 4. Let f € D(S) then:

() feACl-1,1
(it) f'e L*(—1,1).
Proof. The idea for this proof is taken, in part, from the forthcoming paper [5]; see also [3,

Pages 58-59].
Let f € D(S); then M[f] € L?[0,1) so that M[f] € L'[0,1); hence for 0 < z < £ < 1

/A4 — (1= )f(©) - (1 - 2)f (a).
In this result let £ — 1~ to obtain, from the definition of D(S),

/ﬂﬂmﬂﬁz—ﬂ—ﬁﬁhﬂ(xGMDL

1.6

o (z€0,1)).

To this last result apply Theorem 1 with p=¢=2,a=0,b=1 and p(z) = (1 — 2?7},
Y(x) =1 for all x € (0,1). In this case
x 1 1
Kx2:/ —dt./ 1%2dt (2 € (0,1
@ = [ G [ F# (re@)
and it may be seen that K(-) is bounded on (0, 1).
Hence an application of Theorem 1 gives

f'=Af € L*0,1) (feD(S)).
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A similar argument shows that f’ € L?*(—1,0); thus f’ € L*(—1,1).
Since f’ € L?(—1,1) implies that f’ € L'(—1,1) it follows that f € AC[-1,1]. O
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