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Abstract

Hilbert integral inequalities of various types have been widely studied in mathematics. There is still room for research in this area,
especially in the trivariate case, which has received less attention than the bivariate case. This article contributes to this topic by studying a
special trivariate Hilbert-type integral inequality, which has the property of depending on three functions and several adjustable parameters.
Four theoretical results are derived under different assumptions, the first three of which establish upper bounds, while the last one establishes a
lower bound. These inequalities provide mathematical tools useful for solving three-dimensional problems involving complex integrals.
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1. Introduction

This article begins with a brief review of the state of the art on Hilbert-type integral inequalities, the new contri-
butions, and the organization of the subsequent sections.

1.1. State of the art

Several results laid the foundations of modern mathematics. The Hilbert integral inequality is one of them: it
gives a sharp upper bound on the double integrals of certain ratio-product functions, which are crucial in analysis.
Let us state explicitly a general version of this inequality, sometimes called the Hardy-Hilbert integral inequality.
For any p,q > 1 such that 1/p+1/g =1 and f,g : [0,4o) — [0,400) such that 0 < [;"* f”(x)dx < oo and
0 < [, " g%(y)dy < oo, the following holds:

Feo e f(x)g(y) [/ Vpr e Va
[ gy <[ [ ] [ ema]
where
- T
~ sin(n/p)

The technical details can be found in [11, 27]. The case p = g = 2, corresponding to the classical Hilbert integral

—

inequality, gives the famous constant 7 as the factor constant, i.e., & = 7. In the bivariate case, the Hilbert integral
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inequality has served as the basis for many generalizations and extensions established over the years. They can
depend on several adjustable parameters, different kernel functions and different differential operators. A short list of
important references on the subject is [22, 24, 21, 25, 15, 26, 9, 20, 4, 1, 2, 8]. In addition to these generalizations
and extensions, some connections between the Hilbert integral inequality and the famous Hardy integral inequality
are established in [3]. The survey in [7] also provides a comprehensive overview of the current state of the art. It
summarizes recent progress and highlights open problems for future research.

Beyond the bivariate case, the study of multivariate variants of the Hilbert integral inequality has attracted atten-
tion. These variants mechanically involve additional complexity due to the interaction of more than three variables
and functions. Some relevant references can be found in [14, 23, 16]. We also cite [12, 6, 29, 18, 28, 17, 13] for recent
contributions to the topic.

For the purposes of this article, it is important to recall a specific trivariate integral inequality that is derived from
the main result in [23]. Let us state this result explicitly. For any p,q,r > 1 such that 1/p+1/g+1/r=1, A >
3—min(p,q,r), and f,g,h: [0,400) — [0,4o0), such that 0 < [;7 x4 fP(x)dx < +o0,0 < [ > *g4(y)dy < +oo
and 0 < ["°227* I’ (z)dz < 4o, the following holds:

e et f(x)g(y)h(z)
/o /o o (x+y+z2)* dudydz

1/r

<Y |:/0+°ox2—lfl’(x)dx:| v |:/O+wy2_lgq(y)dy:| v [/Omxz‘lhr(z)dz] ,

where

_T+(*A=3)/p)T(+(A=3)/g)T(1+(A-3)/r)

Y )

and T'(a) = f0+°°t°‘_le_tdt with o« > 0 denotes the standard gamma function taken at o. This trivariate integral
inequality thus depends on three functions, f, g and &, and extends the bivariate Hilbert integral inequality by intro-
ducing an additional dimension and an adjustable parameter, A. This addition increases the flexibility of the inequality
and broadens its applicability. It also highlights the importance of the gamma function in determining the sharp factor
constant Y, which does not hold in the simpler bivariate case.

This key trivariate integral result has inspired several others, including its bounded integration interval version,
which is based on the following triple integral:

a a a h
/ / / fx)g(y) (? dxdyds
oJoJo (x+y+z)
with a > 0. It is discussed in detail in [16], with the exact definition of the upper bound, including the factor constant.

The trivariate Hilbert-type integral inequalities studied in [17] are also remarkable for their originality and complexity.
They are based on the following two triple integrals:

e e F(g(0)h(:)
AT

and
oo e e f(x)g(y)h(z)
/0 /0 /0 [ dxdydz.

Their complexity lies in the interaction of the variables x, y and z, combined with the adjustable parameter A, which
plays arole in the integrability assumptions. As shown in [17], the sharp factor constants derived for the corresponding
inequalities are related to the beta function, which has a known ratio-product expression in terms of the gamma
function (their exact expressions are omitted here for brevity). The proofs of the corresponding inequalities are based
on three steps. First, technical decompositions of the triple integrals are considered, introducing three intermediate
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terms adapted to the specific situation. Second, the generalized Holder integral inequality is used to separate these
three terms in a sense (see [19, 5] for more information on the generalized Holder integral inequality). Third, various
techniques from integral calculus are used to evaluate and simplify the obtained expressions.

These results demonstrate original approaches that extend bivariate Hilbert-type integral inequalities to higher
dimensions. They establish precise bounds that are critical for advancing theoretical insights and enhancing practical
applications. Furthermore, the techniques developed may inspire further research in related areas of analysis and
applied mathematics. This is at the core of the motivation for this article.

1.2. Contributions

This article contributes to the study of integral inequalities by introducing and exploring a new trivariate Hilbert-
type integral inequality based on the following main term:

/+oo /+oo oo f 1 iyz)i]z’ldmydz

with @ € R\{0} and A > 0. This integral expression is unique due to the presence of the power product term (xyz)*
in the denominator, which is also considered into a power function depending on another parameter, A. Note that
the parameter ¢ can take both positive and negative values. This flexibility gives the derived inequality interesting
properties compared to other variants, such as those presented in the previous subsection.

On this basis, four theoretical results are established, each under special parameter constraints and integrability
assumptions. The first result gives a sharp and flexible upper bound on the triple integral of interest. This upper bound
is expressed as a "sharp factor constant” involving the gamma function, multiplied by the following multiplication of
the weighted integral norms of f, g and h:

UO*"" (1+a7)P7 fpx(x)dx] v [/{:w (1 +y5)ﬁq gqy(y)dy:| 1/q
1/r

« U;N(lﬂﬂ)ﬁ’hrf)dz} ,

where 3, v, 8 and u are parameters that can be modulated to satisfy the required integrability assumptions. The
proof relies on decompositions of the triple integral, carefully introducing intermediate terms. Then the generalized
Holder integral inequality is applied, and further steps involve advanced integral calculus techniques. These elements
work together to establish the sharpness of the upper bound. In the same framework, the second result concerns an
inequality based on a more sophisticated triple integral, with the following expression:

qr/(g+r)
/+ (1 _{_xy)fﬁqr/(lr%r) xqr/[p(q-i—r)] /+ /Jr g()’)h(z) - dde dx
0 0 Joo [I+ (xyz)?]

Similar work is done for two other variants of this expression, one depending on f and g and the other on f and 4.
In each case, the proof is based on several integral developments and the use of the first new result under a particular
configuration.

The third result complements the first by giving a new upper bound on the main triple integral. It revises the
constant factor in the bound and also adjusts the different weight functions associated with the weighted integral
norms of f, g and h. The proof uses changes of variables to simplify the expressions and then applies the first result
under a special configuration, demonstrating the versatility of the approach.

The fourth and final result is innovative in that it gives a lower bound on the main triple integral term. This is
of interest because lower bounds are often understudied in such trivariate Hilert-type integral inequality frameworks.
This result ensures a more complete understanding of the previous work.

1/q+1/r
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1.3. Organization of the article

The organization of the article is as follows: Section 2 presents our main result. The second and third results
are given in Section 3. The proposed lower bound is discussed in Section 4. Section 5 gives a conclusion and some
perspectives.

2. Main result

The main result of the article is presented in the proposition below. It specifies all the constants and assumptions
of the trivariate Hilbert-type integral inequality of interest, briefly outlined in the previous section.

Proposition 2.1. Let p,q,r > 1 suchthat 1/p+1/q+1/r=1, f,g,h:[0,40) — [0,4o0), o € R\{0} and A > 0.
Five secondary parameters are considered: y,8,u € R\{0}, B > 0and v € R, under the assumptions that

YL s Y e (LYY ) <00 B —min( LYY,
v o Yo u Yo u

It is also assumed that
+oo V4 +oo Bq o4
0</ (1+x7)ﬁpf7()c)dx<+w, 0</ (1+y6) Ma’y<—|—o<n
0 X 0 y
and
~+oo hr
0</ (1+z“)’3’ﬁdz<+oo.
0 Z
Then the following holds:

dxdydz

/*"" /*"" e f(x)g(y)h(z)
0o Jo o 14 (w2)e]

<o [/W(l +x7)’3”f2(x)dx} v V;m (1 +ys>ﬁq g"iy)dy} Ha

0
+o0 r 1/7‘
X [/ (1+z“)ﬁrh(z)dz] ,
0 z

where

T((v+1)/a)T(A=(v+1)/a) [T(=(v/8)p)T((B+v/8)p)]'"

¢ |ot|T(A) x |81/P[T(Bp)]/»
T/ ma T (B+v/ma)]" [(=(v/nNT((B+v/7n]" @.1)
uf!/a[T(Bq)]'/4 PRGRIDIG ~ :

Proof. First, a well-known intermediate result is presented, which will be used in this proof.

Lemma 2.2. Leta > —1 and b > a+ 1. Then the following holds:

e T(a+DM(b-a—1)
/o fE D T(b) '

See [10, 3.194.3, with B = 1].
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With a judicious introduction of intermediate terms depending on the parameters involved, including the secondary
parameters ¥, 8, i, B and v, and using 1/p+1/g+ 1/r = 1, the main triple integral can be decomposed as follows:

[0

(xyz2)“]

4o pdoo pdoo V/pzv/p g(y)x"/”y"/q
“hoh lw%me”MHwmem
h(Z)Zv/ryv/r
xv(1=1/r) [1+(xyz)a]/l/r

/+°°/+°°/+°° v/pzv/p (1+x7)ﬁ

1“p-uwmﬂmm+wf
O/ (140" @ (1)
ZV(I*I/‘I)[I—F(xyz)“]M” (1+Z’”‘)ﬁ xv(1=1/r) [1+(xyz)a]7t/r (1+xy)ﬁ

dxdydz

dxdydz.

From the generalized Holder integral inequality applied with the parameters p, g and r (see [19, 5]), it follows that
/+oo /.,.00 /+oc v/pZV/p (1 _|_xY)ﬁ
(1- l/p 1+(xyz)“]’l/p (1+y5)l3

g(y)x¥/ayv/a (1+°)" " h(z)z"/ryV/" (1+24)P

dxdydz
20=1/a) [T+ (xy2) )M (14 20)P 0= [1 4 (xy2) )" (14 07)P
< Al/pglact/r, (2.2)
where
A= /+w /+w /+oo fp ( _|_x7)ﬁl’ dxdydz
(xyz)“]l (H_ya)ﬁp
Hoo oo oo (1+ 6)/3‘1
B= / / / X'y Y dxdydz
alt w\Ba '
+ (xyz)@]” (1+2#)
and
too phoo s 1 +z)P
c-["] / 9L ) eava.
+ (xyz)@]” (1 +x7)

Using the Fubini-Tonelli integral theorem (which allows the order of integration to be exchanged, all the integrated
terms being positive) and a decomposition that takes into account the variables of integration, we obtain

+oo P Foo y=Vp—l
_ y ﬁpf (x) y
A /0 (1—|-X ) x [/0 (1+y5)ﬁpD(x,y)dy dx,

where

(T (xyz)Vxy
PO = |
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Applying the change of variables 7 = xyz with respect to z, then u = %, oo € R\{0}, using (v+1)/a > 0 and
A > (v+1)/a, which allows to apply Lemma 2.2 witha = (v+1)/a — 1 and b = 4, it is found that

+oo +eo (v+1)/a— 1
D(x’y):/o (1+ra IOCI/ (14wt
_T((v+1)/o)T(A—(v+1)/a)

afI(2) '

Since D(x,y) is independent of x and y, A can be written as

CT((v+1D)/o)TA—=(v+1)/a) | [t yvr-! e gp fP(x)
A= T () [/0 (1+y5)ﬁpdy] [/0 (14+x7) de

For the first integral in the square brackets, applying the change of variables v = ya, 0 € R\{0}, using v/6 < 0 and
B > —v/ &, which allows to apply Lemma 2.2 witha = —(v/8)p — 1 and b = B p, we obtain

teo VP 1 +oo ,—(vp+1)/8+1/6-1
/0 (1+ Bp |5\/ (14 0)P? v
/+°° vt T(=(v/8)p)T((B+V/8)p)
18l (14v)P 5|T(Bp) '

We can therefore express A as follows:

CT((vHD/)T (A= (v+1)/a)T (~(v/8)p)T((B+V/8)p) [+ pp 7).
A= |a][5|T(Z)T(Bp) /o (1 a)PF .

Similarly to above, analogous expressions for B and C can be found, and they are

(v 1)/ T A= (v 1)/@)T (—(v/m)T (B+v/1m)a) [+, s\b1g'()
b= [l [u[T(A)T(Bq) f, () e e

2.3)

and

¢ N /TR (4 DT /AT B4V [ oy ¥ D

|| [YIT(A)T(Br) 0
It follows from equations (2.2), (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5), and the relation 1/p+1/g+1/r =1, that

/+oo/+°° Fee f(x)g(y)h(z)dxdydz
0 0 (

1+ (xyz) )t

T((v+1)/OT (A= (v+D)/a)T (=(v/8)p)T(B+V/8)p) [+ pppd’ ), ]""
<< 8T ()T (B) f; e Ea

X

C((v 4+ 1)/)T (A - (v+ 1)/ @) T (/W) T(B+v/i)) [+ . s\Pagi(y) 14
[ T (Bg) o) d”]
-

T((v+1)/o)T(A—(v+1)/a)T (=(v/7))T((B+v/Y)r) [+ prh(z) 17
B ([T ()T (Br) f e

ol [ 28] [ (2]

X 0

X
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ARG .

Z
where
o {F<<v+1>/a>m—<v+1>/a>r<—<v/6>p>r<<ﬁ+v/6>p>}””
|af[8[T(2)T(Bp)
. [F((V+1)/06)F(/1—(V+1)/a)F(—(v/u)q)F((ﬁ+v/u)q)]”q
|or][[T(A)T(Bg)
y [F((er1)/05)1“(1—(v+1)/05)F(—(v/y)r)r((ﬁ+v/y)r)}1/’
|al[yIT(A)T(Br)
_T(v+D)/@T(A-(v+D/a) [[(=(v/8)p)T((B+v/8)p)]"”
alT(2) |6[/P[T(Bp)]'/
/)T (B+v/ma)* [T (=(v/ 0T (B+v/7r)”"
ul'/4[T(Bg)]"/e MEMINCRIE ’
which is the formula in equation (2.1). The proof of Proposition 2.1 ends. Ul

Proposition 2.1 provides the theoretical foundation of a new trivariate Hilbert-type integral inequality, with all the
potential applications that it generates. To highlight its interest, note that ¢ can be positive or negative, that 3, y, 8, U
and v are intermediate parameters that can be chosen to satisfy the integrability assumptions or to adapt to a particular
mathematical scenario, and that the factor constant @ is determined to be as sharp as possible. More classically, the
norm parameters p, g and r can also be used for this purpose. Note also that the parameter & does not directly affect
the weighted integral norms of f, g and / in the upper bound, thanks to the intermediate parameters.

We have thus provided a flexible framework for a sophisticated trivariate Hilbert-type integral inequality. This
section is concluded by discussing a simple and complementary approach. Using [1+ (xyz)o‘]l > [(xyz)o‘]l =
x*yo% 702 under the assumptions 0 < [, x~% f(x)dx < 40,0 < [;7"y % g(y)dy < +e0and 0 < [;"" 7% h(z)dz <
+-o0, the following holds:

et e fx)g()h()
/0 /0 [ f‘lgyhz

dxdydz
2
+ (xyz) @]

< [/OWX“AJ‘(X)dX] [/Owy“lg(y)dy} [/szo‘lh(Z)dZ}

This inequality is valuable, but there is no flexibility in the integrability assumptions and the weighted integral norms
of f, g and h. There is also no dependence on p, g and r, all of which are implicitly set to 1. Furthermore, using a
direct inequality in the integral makes the factor constant suboptimal in most cases.

Proposition 2.1 is our main result, but it will also be used as an intermediate result for establishing other integral
inequalities in the next sections.

3. Other new upper bound results

The proposition below adopts the framework of Proposition 2.1, and presents three new and challenging trivariate
integral inequalities. Each of them depends on two functions, instead of three as in Proposition 2.1, and several
parameters.

Proposition 3.1. The same framework as in Proposition 2.1 is considered, including the factor constant ® as given
in equation (2.1).
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e Puttinge,,=1/(1/q+1/r) =qr/(qg+r), the following holds:
q,

&.r 1/q+1/r
T —Beyr &4,/ p oo e g(y)h(z) ’ N
[/0 (1 4 x7)Pear eur/ {/O /0 [1+(xyz)a]ldydz} d]

< [/O+°° (1 +y5)ﬁng)()y)dy} v [/()+°°(1 ~|—z“)’3rhr(z>dz} "

Z

o Putting &,, =1/(1/p+1/r) = pr/(p+r), the following holds:

+ —B&pr oo o+ Sr Vet
/ (145) 7yl / / SRR g b gy
0 + (xyz) 9]
oo p 1/p +oo 1% 1/r
<<I>[/ (1+x7)ﬁpf(x)dx] [/ (1+Z“)Br(z)dz] :
0 X 0 Z
o Putting = p+1/q)=pq/(p—+4q), the following holds:
g =1/(1/p+1/ / he foll hold
1/p+1/q

Cra
e —B&ryg Cpa/T Al e 7f(x)g(y) X
/0 (I+24) e/ {/0 /0 [1+(xyz)“]ld dy} dz

=@ [/o+m(1 +xY)B”fp(x)dx} v [/;w (1+y6)ﬁq gqy(y)dy] v

X

Proof. For the sake of redundancy, we will focus on the first point; the other two can be proved in a similar way. Let

us set
oo oo o0 eq,r
F = /+ 1 +x7 ﬁeqr Sqr/p /+ /+ (y)h(Z) dde dx.
[+ (xyz) )t

This term will appear later in the proof in the form of an upper bound, as an intermediate step to the establishment of
the desired result.
Using the Fubini-Tonelli integral theorem, a suitable decomposition of F gives

F:/+°°/+oo/+°°(1+x7/>ﬁsq,rxe,,,,/pg(y)h(z)
0 0 0

[1+ (wy2)e]*
t= e g(3)h(2)
X {/o /o [1+(xyz)“]’1dydz} dxdydz
bbb e o

where

&r—1
Fulx) = (14 x7) Pear ear/p {/0+ /0+ mwdz} :
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Proposition 2.1 applied with f = f, gives

/+m/+°° oo dedydz
0

1+ (2))”
<o [/0+m(1 +7)PP fi(x)dx} v Mf” (1 +y5)ﬁq gqy(y)dy} 1/4

+o0 hr 1/r
x V (1+z”)Br(Z)dz] . (3.2)
0 Z
If we focus on the first term in the square brackets, we have

/ e £ 4
0 X

p(&r—1)
_ e x X ﬁpsqr Sqr e e <y>h<Z) x
_/O (1+4x7)BP (1+7 {/ / T dydz} d

+oo doo  pdoo p(gq,rfl)
:/ (1+x7)ﬁp(l_£"")x6‘1’**l / / 7g(y)h(z) Tdydz dx. 3.3)
: o o [T+ (02)1]

Now, using the relation 1 /p+1/g+1/r=1,sothate,, =1/(1/q+1/r) =1/(1—1/p), the following holds:

(60— 1) = 1 U Ut
PAEar= =P\ 1 1/p PN T TSy Vg e

oo oo oo pleg:=1)
/ (1 _f_x'y)ﬁp(lfeq,r) xé’q,r—l / / g(y)h(Z) x dydz dx
0 0 Jo [+ (xyz)]

€4
oo Hoo oo
—/ (14 7) Bewr yeur/ v / / N {SOUIC R S
+ (xy2) )

We therefore have

=F. (3.4
The combination of the equations (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) results in
oo Bq o4 1/q Yoo h 1/r
F<®xFYP [/ (1+y5) qg(y)dy} [/ (1+z“)ﬁr(z)a’z] ,
0 y 0 z
so that
1/r

<ol [ ] [ 0

Using the expression of F and the fact that 1 —1/p = 1/g+ 1/r, the above inequality can also be written as follows:

£, 1/q+1/r
e Begr epp) [T [T _80)A() Yo
[/0 (1 4 x7) Pear eur/ {/0 /0 [1+(xyz)a]ldydz} d]

=@ [/O+°° (1 +y5)ﬁngy<y)dy} ]/q [/O+w(1 +Zﬂ)ﬁrhrz(z)dz] v

The desired inequality is established. This ends the proof of Proposition 3.1. O
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Proposition 3.1 can be used as an integral tool in functional analysis, and especially in operator theory, where
weighted integral norms of various complex functions appear.

The proposition below offers an alternative approach to that of Proposition 2.1, with different assumptions and
different weighted integral norms involved in the upper bound. The main difference in the proof is a direct change of
variables in the main triple integral.

Proposition 3.2. Let p,q,r > 1 suchthat 1/p+1/qg+1/r=1, f,g,h:[0,40) — [0,+), & € R\{0} and A > 0.
Five secondary parameters are considered: 7,8, 10 € R\{0}, B > 0and v € R, under the assumptions that

v>—1, A>v+1, max<v,v,v><0, B>- mm(v v’v>‘
Yo u Yo u
It is also assumed that

+
0< [ (1+amPr o=t () < oo,
0

e Ba
0< [ (14y70) "y g1 () dy < oo

and
oo 5
0</ (14 z%)Pr0=0=1pr (1) dz < 4o,
0

Then the following holds:

e g 0)h(:
/ / 1—1— xyz)a]ldxdydz

1
~af?

1/r

0 0

where Y is given in equation (2.1) with oo = 1, i.e.,

¢ VDA —(v+1)  [F(=(v/&)p)T((B+v/8)p)]"

T() HRERERING
L0/ (B+v/wa) [L(=(v/nnT(B+v/yn]"”
R () WO

Proof. Based on the main triple integral, the changes of variables u = x%, v = y* and w = z% give

/+°° /+°° - f )80)h(z) "~ dxdydz

+ (ayz) o)
/+oo/+m +°°f ul/a) ( 1/06) ( l/a)ul/a—lvl/a_lwl/a_ldud\/dw
\a\-” (1+uvw)
doo peo peo
o / / fr(u)gr (v)hy Z( )dudvdw (3.5
‘a‘ 1+uvw)
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where
frlw) = F( Dt S g () = gV E () = h(w
Applying Proposition 2.1 with @ =1, f = fT, g = g+ and h = hy, we obtain

/+w/+w = fi()gi (v)hy }(W)dudvdw
(1+

uvw)

o[ Bita] T

o W 1/r
x [/(: (1—|—w“)ﬁrTv(Vw)dw] . (3.6)

For the first term in the square brackets, using the definition of f; and the change of variables u = x%, the result is

+oo P oo p(,1/a), p(1/a—1)
/ (1+u7’)ﬁ”f7' (u)a'u:/ (1+u7)ﬁpf (w7 u du
0 0

u u

1/q

fo0 P p(l-a)
e [ O
0

xa
e B
= |(x|/ (14 x07)PP x (=0 =1 P (1) gx, (3.7)
0
Similarly to above, it is found that
oo Ba gi(v) oo Ba 1 o)
/0 (1+v5) %dv:|a|/0 <1+y°‘5) yi=@)=1ga(yy gy (3.8)
and
i B
/ (14wH)Pr \a\/ (14 ) Prgr(==1pr () gy, (3.9)
0

Combining equations (3.5), (3.6), (3.7), (3.8) and (3.9) and using 1 /p+1/g+1/r =1, we get

/+oo /+°° tee dedydz
0

[1+ (xyz)e)*

1 +oo 1/p
<ap¥ {a]/o (1+x“7)ﬁpxp<‘—“>—‘fp(x)dx]

1/q +oo
|:|OC|/ 1+ya5 )’ q(1- (X)—lgq(y)dy:| |:|Ot|/0 (1+Zau)ﬁrzr(1—a)—lhr(z)d2:|

1/p

1/r

_lxy[/0+w(1+xa7)ﬁpxpla P (x)d ]

~af?

oo B 1/q +oo
> [/ (1 +ya6> qu(la)lgq(y)dy] I:/ (1_|_Zau>ﬁrzr(1a)lhr(z)dz:|
0 0

The desired inequality is obtained. The proof of Proposition 3.2 ends. O

1/r

The results in Propositions 2.1 and 3.2 are similar but difficult to compare because they use different weighted
integral norms and are made under different assumptions. Note only that the parameter ¢ in these norms has a more
direct effect in Proposition 3.2 than in Proposition 2.1. Furthermore, Proposition 3.2 can be seen as a consequence,
since it was established via Proposition 2.1. So these propositions are complementary.
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4. A new lower bound result

To complete the work in the previous sections, the proposition below gives a lower bound on the main triple
integral term. This is of interest because, overall, such a lower bound remains an understudied aspect in the field of
Hilbert-type integral inequalities.

Proposition 4.1. Let f,g,h: [0,400) — [0,40) and o, A € R. It is assumed that

—+oo

oo oo
0< / Ff(x)dx < 4o, 0< / g(y)dy < +oo, 0< / h(z)dz < oo,
0 0 0

oo +oo
0< [ (1) f(x)dx < 4o, 0< [ (143 g(3)dy < +oo
0 0

and
+oo A
0< / (14 2% h(z)dz < +oo.
0
Then the following holds:

/+w /+oo - f g0)h(z 2l 2 dxdydz

(xyz) ]
N Uo“’(x)d} Uo°°<> ay)” [Jy~ h(z)dz)” |
~ T ) f()ax] [fo( Fe(ndy] [Jo™ (1 +2%) h(z)dz]

Proof. Using a well-configured Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

[ a7 ()dy] [ ha = [ [ swemmtemas:

w oo oo 1/2
_/+ /+ /+ 1+ (xy2) Z])/l]/z [1+(xyz>a]l/2 [f(x)g()’)h(z)]l/zdxdydz

L7170 e st nasasis)

1/2

{/+oo/+°° +°°f xyi)og]zldxdde} )

so that
2

[T rwad [[Tema] [[Thod]
< { A A At (xyZ)“]lf(X)g(y)h(Z)dxdde}

{/+w/+m T ()8 dxdd} 4.1
7 dxdydz o . 4.1
1+ xyZ)“]

The standard inequality 1 +abc < (1+a)(1+b)(1+c) with a,b,c > 0 implies that

T (o) = Ty < (T4+x%)(1+y%) (1+2%).
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This, in combination with the obtained separability with respect to x, y and z, gives

/+w /+w /+m [1+ (xy2) ) £(x)g(y)h(2)dxdydz
/+w/+m/+w L) (1435 (14 2%)H £ ()8 (v)h(2)dxdydz
— [/0 (14+x%) f(x)dx} [/0+°°(1—}—y Ye(y )dy:| [/()+m(1+z“)’lh(z)dz ' @2

Combining equations (4.1) and (4.2), we get

/+w /+m +Wf )8W)h(z 2~ dxdydz

(2)%)*
o0 oo 2 oo 2
S Uo f(x)dx]” [fo g()dy]” [Jo " h(z)dz]
~ T x) A f()dx] [fo (T y) g (v)dy] [Jo7 (1 +2%)*h(z)dz]
The desired inequality is established. This ends the proof of Proposition 4.1. Ul

Note that, in this proposition, there is no restriction on the parameters & and A; we can use &, A € R, provided
that the minimal integration assumptions are satisfied.

Therefore, under certain integrability assumptions, the upper bounds obtained in Propositions 2.1, 3.1 and 3.2
cannot be smaller than the lower bound given in Proposition 4.1. This allows us to fully understand the most important
mathematical facets of the triple integral under consideration.

5. Conclusion and perspectives

This article mainly studies in detail a new flexible trivariate Hilbert-type integral inequality. Several upper bounds
are obtained under well-identified assumptions on the functions and parameters involved. Sharp factor constants
depending on the gamma function are shown. This is complemented by the determination of a lower bound for the
main triple integral. Perspectives of this work include the consideration of the finite interval integration version of our
main inequality, i.e., depending on the following main term:

///f xyz;lOE]Z dxdydz

with a > 0. The following variant can also be considered:

/+W/+w 0+°° 11— Heb)its )dXdde’

A
(xyz)¥|

which is inspired by the study in [17], or to a higher dimensional study, depending on the following main term:

oo oo
/ / I lflxl)ldxl...dxn
1%]

with fi,..., fn : [0,400) = [0,4) and o, ..., 0, € R\{0}. Clearly, the multiple dimensions add considerable com-
plexity to the problem. These studies are left for the future.
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