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Abstract

In this paper, a new two-dimensional Hardy type inequality is given in
terms of pseudo-analysis dealing with set-valued functions. The first one
is given for a pseudo-integral of set-valued function where pseudo-addition
and pseudo-multiplication are constructed by a monotone continuous function
g : [0,∞] → [0,∞]. Another is given by the semiring ([0, 1],max,⊙) where
pseudo-multiplication is generated by an increasing continuous function.
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1 Introduction

Firstly, we express the concept of pseudo-analysis. The concept of pseudo-analysis
is derived from classical analysis, which is one of the most widely used and interesting
generalizations of classical analysis, which is based on the structure of semirings on
the real interval [a, b] ⊆ [−∞,+∞] with pseudo-addition and pseudo-multiplication
operators (see [11]).

One of the advantages of pseudo-analysis is it’s wider scope, which can include
nonlinear and indeterminate problems from different branches, as well as the use
of mathematical tools in various fields. Based on the semiring structure in pseudo-
analysis, the concepts of pseudo-measure and pseudo-integral have been developed,
and accordingly many classical integral inequalities relative to pseudo-sum have been
extended.
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Newly, the researchers in [13] presented a two-dimensional Hardy type inequality
for fuzzy integrals. Two-dimensional Hardy type integrals have wide applications in
the Fourier transform, in strong maximal functions and the double Hilbert transform
(see [10]). For seeing more applications, we refer to [8, 16]. Daraby et. al. have
popularized some fuzzy integral inequalities for the Sugeno integrals and pseudo-
integrals in [1–5]. Our paper generalize Román-Flores et. al. work’s [13] for pseudo-
integrals.

In the classical mathematical analysis, the Hardy type inequality is as follows
([7]): If p > 1 and f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is defined and integrable function (f 6= 0)
and F (x) =

∫ x

0
f(t)dt, then the classical Hardy type integral inequality is as follows:

(

p

p− 1

)p ∫ ∞

0

f p(x)dx >

∫

∞

0

(

F

x

)p

dx,

such that 0 < a < b <∞. Also, f p is integrable on [0,∞)

(

p

p− 1

)p ∫ b

a

f p(x)dx >

∫ b

a

(

F

x

)p

dx.

Román-Flores et. al. expressed and proved the Hardy type integral inequality for
fuzzy integrals as follows ([12]):

(

−
∫ 1

0

f p(x)dx

)

1
p+1

≥ −
∫ 1

0

(

F

x

)p

dx (1.1)

where p ≥ 1, f : [0, 1] → [0,∞) is an integrable function and F (x) = −
∫ x

0
f(t)dt.

As well as, Salem [14] has given two-dimensional version of Hardy type inequality
where p > 1 is a constant and f(x, y) is a non-negative and integrable function on
(0,∞)2. Assuming

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

f(s, t)dtds, (1.2)

we have

∫

∞

0

∫

∞

0

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p ∫ ∞

0

∫

∞

0

f p(x, y)dxdy. (1.3)

Román-Flores et. al. stated and proved two-dimensional fuzzy Hardy type
inequality as follows:
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Theorem 1.1. ([13]) Let f : [0, 1]2 → [0,∞] be an integrable functions and

R(x, y) = −
∫

[0,x]×[0,y]

fd(µ× µ).

Then

(

−
∫

[0,1]2
f p(x, y)d(µ× µ)

)
1

2p+1

≥
(

4

5

)
16p

9(2p+1)

−
∫

[0,1]2

(

R(x, y)

xy

)p

d(µ× µ), (1.4)

for all p ≥ 1.

Our goal of this paper is to prove two-dimensional Hardy type inequality for the
pseudo-integrals. Main results are expressed with the proofs and illustrated by some
examples.

2 Preliminaries

This part of the paper are presented by an important traits of pseudo-operations
and pseudo-additive measures that mentioned in [9, 12, 17].

Let [a, b] be a closed or semiclosed subinterval of [−∞,∞]. The full order on
[a, b] will be denoted by �.

Let [a, b]+ = {x|x ∈ [a, b], 0 � x}.
In [17] the operations ⊕ and ⊙ are defined. Those operations are named pseudo-

addition and pseudo-multiplication respectively. The operations⊕ is a commutative,
non decreasing function (with respect to �), associative and with a zero (netural)
element indicated by 0. The operation⊙ is a commutative, positively non decreasing
function, associative and for each x ∈ [a, b], 1⊙ x = x. Also, we assume 0⊙ x = 0

that ⊙ is a distributive pseudo-multiplication with respect to ⊕.
Case I: The pseudo-addition is idempotent operation and the pseudo-multiplication

is not.
Case II: The pseudo-addition and pseudo-multiplication are defined by a monotone
and continuous function g : [a, b] → [0,∞], i.e., pseudo-operations are given with
x⊕ y = g−1

(

g (x) + g (y)
)

and x⊙ y = g−1
(

g(x)g(y)
)

.
Case III: Both operations are idempotent. For example x⊕y = sup(x, y), x⊙y =

inf(x, y) on the interval [a, b].
In the most of the paper, we consider the semiring ([0, 1],⊕,⊙) for two significant

cases. The first case is when pseudo-operations are produced by a monotone and
continuous function such as g : [a, b] → [0,∞). Therefore, the pseudo-integral for a
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function f : [c, d] → [a, b] scale down the g−integral
∫

⊕

[c,d]

f(x)dx = g−1

(
∫ d

c

g(f(x))dx

)

. (2.1)

The second class is when x⊕ y = sup(x, y) and x⊙ y = g−1(g(x)g(y)), the pseudo-
integral for a function f : R → [a, b] be given as follows:

∫ sup

R
f ⊙ dm = sup

x∈R
(f(x)⊙ ψ(x)) ,

in which the function ψ defines sup-measure m.

Theorem 2.1. ([11]) For two measurable functions f, f1, f2 and λ ∈ R, we have
(i)
∫

⊕

[c,d]
(f1 ⊕ f2)dx =

∫

⊕

[c,d]
f1dx⊕

∫

⊕

[c,d]
f2dx,

(ii)
∫

⊕

[c,d]
(λ⊗ f)dx = λ⊗

∫

⊕

[c,d]
fdx,

(iii) f1 ≤ f2 =⇒
∫

⊕

[c,d]
f1dx ≤

∫

⊕

[c,d]
f2dx.

(iv) If [a, b] ⊆ [c, d], then
∫

⊕

[a,b]
f(x)dx ≤

∫

⊕

[c,d]
f(x)dx.

In [6], Daraby et. al. proved the following Lemmas.

Lemma 2.2. If f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is a µ-measurable function and g : [0, 1] → [0, 1]
is a continuous function, then

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f sdµ ≥
(
∫

⊕

[0,1]

fdµ

)s

(2.2)

holds for all s ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.3. Let f be defined from [0, 1] to [0, 1] and be a continuous function. If
m is the same as in Theorem 1, [9], and g : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is a continuous generator
function, thereupon

(
∫ sup

[0,1]

fdm

)s

≤
∫ sup

[0,1]

f sdm, (2.3)

holds, where s ∈ [1,∞).

In the following, using the Theorem 2.1. (iii), we have the following corollary.
Note that due to the similarity of the proof of Theorem 2.1, we omitted the proof.

Corollary 2.4. For two measurable functions f, h and a, b, c, d ∈ R, we have:
if f ≤ h, then

∫

⊕

[a,b]

∫

⊕

[c,d]

f(x)dx ≤
∫

⊕

[a,b]

∫

⊕

[c,d]

h(x)dx.
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3 Main Results

Two-dimensional Hardy type inequality for fuzzy integrals has proved in [13] by H.
Román-Flores et. al. In this section, we are going to state and prove two-dimensional
Hardy type inequality for pseudo-integrals. In this paper, we consider the semiring
([0, 1],⊕,⊙).

Theorem 3.1. Let f be defined from [0, 1]2 to [0, 1] and be a non-negative, increasing
and integrable function and g : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be a continuous and monotone function.
Then the inequality

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p ∫ ⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy. (3.1)

holds, where p > 1 and

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

f(s, t)dtds.

Proof. Based on definition R(x, y) and as we know,

f(x, y) ≥ sup f(s, t) ∀ 0 ≤ s ≤ x, 0 ≤ t ≤ y.

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

f(s, t)dtds

≤ 1

xy

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

f(x, y)dtds

≤ 1

xy
f(x, y)

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

dtds. (3.2)

We know the pseudo-integral inherit Lebesque integral properties, Therefore

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

dtds = xy. (3.3)

So, from the Relations (3.2) and (3.3) we have

R(x, y) ≤ 1

xy
f(x, y)

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

dtds = f(x, y).
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Hence, we can see easily

Rp(x, y) ≤ f p(x, y), ∀p > 1.

Now, from Proposition 2.4, we obtain

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy, (3.4)

and since

(

p

p− 1

)2p

≥ 1, (3.5)

It follows from Relations (3.5) and (3.4),

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p ∫ ⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy.

The proof is completed now.

Now, through some examples, we show illustration of the Theorem 3.1.

Example 3.2. Let f : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] be defined as f(x, y) = x2y2 and g : [0, 1] →
[0, 1] be defined as g(x) =

√
x and p = 2. With a simple calculation, we have

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

f(s, t)dtds

=
1

xy
g−1

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

g(f(s, t))dtds

=
1

xy
g−1

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

(st)dtds

=
1

xy

(

g−1

(

x2y2

4

))

=
x3y3

16
,
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and therefore

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy = g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

g(Rp(x, y))dxdy

= g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

√

x3y3

16
dxdy

= g−1

(

1

25

)

=

(

1

25

)2

.

Also, we compute
(

p

p− 1

)2p

=

(

2

1

)2×2

= 24,

and

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy = g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

g
(

x2y2
)2
dxdy

= g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

(

x2y2
)

dxdy

= g−1

(

1

9

)

=
2

9
.

Thereby, we have

(

1

25

)2

≤ 24 × 2

9
=

25

9
.

So the inequality (3.1) is satisfying.

Example 3.3. Let f : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] be defined as f(x, y) =
x+ y

2
, g : [0, 1] → [0, 1]

be defined as g(x) =
x

2
and p = 2. From (3.1), we obtain the values. Firstly, we
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compute R(x, y). We have

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫

⊕

[0,x]

∫

⊕

[0,y]

f(s, t)dtds

=
1

xy
g−1

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

g(f(s, t))dtds

=
1

xy
g−1

∫ x

0

∫ y

0

1

4
(s+ t)dtds

=
1

xy

(

g−1

(

xy2 + x2y

8

))

=
x+ y

4
,

and therefore we get

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy = g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

g(Rp(x, y))dxdy

= g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

1

2

(

x+ y

4

)2

dxdy

= g−1

(

7

192

)

=
14

192
.

Also, we have
(

p

p− 1

)2p

= 24.

In the following, we compute the first part of the equation:

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy = g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

g

(

x+ y

2

)2

dxdy

= g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

1

2

(

x+ y

2

)2

dxdy

= 2

(

7

48

)

=
7

24
.

Thereby, we have
14

192
≤ 24 × 7

24
=

14

3
.

So, from the above, the inequality (3.1) is shown.

Remark 3.4. Note that p > 1 is a necessary condition in Theorem 3.1.
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(a) If 0 < p < 1.

According to the Example 3.2 assumptions and p =
1

6
, we have

(

p

p− 1

)2p

=

( 1
6
−5
6

)

1
3

=

(

−1

5

)
1
3

= −0.5848.

Calculating as following, we have

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy = g−1

∫ 1

0

g

(

g−1

∫ 1

0

g

(

x3y3

16

)
1
6

dx

)

dy

= g−1

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

√

(

x3y3

16

)
1
6

dxdy

= g−1 (0.507968) = 1.015936,

and
∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy =

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

(

x2y2
)

1
6 dxdy

= g−1(0.734694) = 1.469388.

Therefore, those shows that the Inequality (3.1) does not hold as is written as
following:

1.015936 � (−0.5848)(1.469388).

(b) If p < 0, again by coming back to the Example 3.2 and letting p = −2, then we
have

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy = g−1

∫ 1

0

g

(

g−1

∫ 1

0

g
(

x2y2
)−2

dx

)

dy,

that the integral does not converge.
(c) If p = 0, from the Example 3.2, we must have

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f(x, y)dxdy ≥ 1,

but
∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

f(x, y)dxdy =

∫

⊕

[0,1]

∫

⊕

[0,1]

x2y2dxdy

=
1

4
= 0.25.

So we conclude it must be p > 1.
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In the following, we extend the Hardy type inequality using by semiring ([0, 1],max,⊙),
where ⊙ is generated.

Theorem 3.5. Let f be defined from [0, 1]2 to [0, 1] and be a µ-measurable function,
g : [0, 1] → [0, 1] be a continuous and monotone function. Let m be the same as in
Theorem 1, [9]. Then the inequality

∫ sup

[0,1]

∫ sup

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p ∫ sup

[0,1]

∫ sup

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy, (3.6)

holds, where p > 1 and

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫ sup

[0,x]

∫ sup

[0,y]

f(s, t)dtds.

Proof. As stated by the explanations provided in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we prove
this theorem. Based on definition R(x, y) and because of f(x, y) ≥ f(s, t) for all
s ∈ [0, x] and [0, y], we obtain that

R(x, y) =
1

xy

∫ sup

[0,x]

∫ sup

[0,y]

f(s, t)dtds

≤ 1

xy

∫ sup

[0,x]

∫ sup

[0,y]

f(x, y)dtds

≤ 1

xy
f(x, y)

∫ sup

[0,x]

∫ sup

[0,y]

dtds (3.7)

Now, from Lebesque integral properties, we get
∫ sup

[0,x]

∫ sup

[0,y]

dtds = xy. (3.8)

So, from Relations (3.7) and (3.8) we have

R(x, y) ≤ 1

xy
f(x, y)

∫ sup

[0,x]

∫ sup

[0,y]

dtds = f(x, y).

Therefore, by the above relation we have
∫ sup

[0,1]

∫ sup

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
∫ sup

[0,1]

∫ sup

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy,

and finally
∫ sup

[0,1]

∫ sup

[0,1]

Rp(x, y)dxdy ≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p ∫ sup

[0,1]

∫ sup

[0,1]

f p(x, y)dxdy.

And the proof is complete.
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Example 3.6. Let f : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] be a measurable function, gλ(x) = eλx and
ψ(x) be the same as in Theorem 1, [9]. Then

x⊕ y = lim
λ→∞

(

1

λ
ln
(

eλx + eλy
)

)

= max(x, y),

x⊙ y = lim
λ→∞

1

λ
ln
(

eλxeλy
)

= x+ y.

Therefore, (3.6) reduces on the following:

supx∈[0,1]

(

(

supx∈[0,1]

(

Rp(x, y) + ψ(x)
)

)

+ ψ(x)

)

≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p

supx∈[0,1]

(

supx∈[0,1]

(

f p(x, y) + ψ(x)
)

+ ψ(x)
)

.

Example 3.7. Let f : [0, 1]2 → [0, 1] be a measurable function and gλ(x) = x−λ.
We have

x⊕ y =
(

x−λ + y−λ
)−1/λ

, x⊙ y = xy.

Therefore, (3.6) reduces on the following:

supx∈[0,1]

(

(

supx∈[0,1]

(

Rp(x, y)ψ(x)
)

)

ψ(x)

)

≤
(

p

p− 1

)2p

supx∈[0,1]

(

supx∈[0,1]

(

f p(x, y)ψ(x)
)

ψ(x)
)

.

Note that in the third important case where ⊕ = max and ⊙ = min, it has been
studied in [13] and the pseudo-integral in such a case yields the Sugeno integral (see
the Theorem 1.1).

4 Conclusion

The classical Hardy type integral inequality is one of the most important inequality
and it is deeply connected with the study of singular integral theory. In this paper,
we broght the classic and the fuzzy Hardy type inequality in two-dimensional and
generalized this inequality for the pseudo-integrals. This integral inequality has
wide applications in the Fourier transform, the double Hilbert transform and strong
maximal functions. In the sequel, several illustrated examples are given. Also, in
Remark 3.4, we showed that p > 1 is a necessary condition in the Theorem 3.1.
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