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ABSTRACT. In this short paper, we show that the proof of the main result of the
paper [1] is incorrect. In particular we note that the proof of the main results of [2],
[3] and [4] are also incorrect. This remains that the main statements of those papers
are conjectures.

1. THE RESULTS OF [1]

If f, g: R — R are two functions satisfying f(z) < g(z) for all x € R we write f < g.
The function |f| : R — R is defined by |f|(x) = |f(z)| for all x € R. A function
p: R — R is called a weight if

lim|g o0 p(x) = 00 and p(x) > 1 for all x € R.

We say that a function f : R — R is dominated by p if there exists a positive real
number 7 > 0 such that | f| < rp The weight space, denoted by B,, is the normed space
of dominated functions by p with norm

Hf“p = SUDPgeRr lﬁiy-

The subspace of B, of continuous functions is denoted by C,. Throughout the paper

p1 and po will denote two weight functions satisfying

o@) ),

im0 £, a)

On can show that p; < rps for some real number r, which implies that
¢, CcC,, and B, C B,,.
A linear map T from C,, into B,, is called positive if T'(f) > 0 whenever f > 0: here O

stands for the constant zero function. It is well-known that a positive operator defined
on a Banach lattice is bounded and the norm of a positive operator 1" from C,, into
B,, is denoted by ||T|c, -B,,- That is,

||T||C,)1—>B,,2 = Supy iz, <t ||T(f)||pz'
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We fix the following notations:

- (A™) stands for an infinite matrix with non-negative real entries satisfying

Py T2, g™ < o,

where
A = (V).
- (L;) denotes a sequence of positive operators from C,, into B,,.
- For v = 0,1, 2, the function F), : R — R is defined by
F(z) = 529

- For each = € R, the function g, € C,, is defined by

92(t) = (t — 2)°Fo(t).
- B:= {f € Cm : ||f||,01 = 1}'

The following “theorem” is stated in [1] as the main result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that for each n € N and v =1,2,3 we have
limy, > 572, ar;™||L;j(F,) — F||,, =0 (uniformly)
Then,
limy, 277 arg ™| Li(f) = fllp. = 0 (uniformiy)
for eachn € N and f € C,,.

2. “PROOF” OF THEOREM 1.1

In [1], the above “theorem” is proved using the following steps.

Step 1. (Lemma 1, [1]). Suppose that for any 0 < s € R,

LN
o =V

limy, Zj; ar;™ SUD fe 5 SUD|z|<s
and
Supn,k Z;il a’kj(n) | ‘LJ ’ ‘CplﬁBpl < 0.
Then
Supn,k Z]Oil akj(n) | |LjHCp1 —Bp, = 0.
Step 2. (Lemma 2, [1]). Suppose that
Supn,k Z;il akj(n) | |LJ ’ ‘Cpl —Bp, < o0,
and for each n € N and 0 < s € R, one has
limy, Z]oil ak:j(n) SUPfep SUP|z|<s |Li(f)(z) — f(z)| = 0.
Then, for each f € C,,, the equality
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iy, Y272 ) any ™| Ly () = fllp, =0
holds for all n € N.
Step 3. For each j, one has
[Ljllc,,»B,, < |I1Li(F2) = Fall, + || L (Fo) = Follp +1
Step 4. The following is true:
sup, i 3551 4y Lslle,, 8, < supyg 2000 ay 1Ly (F2) = Pl
= sup e 307 g ||Li (Fo) = Foll,
4+ sup,, Z;’il a,ﬁ?) < 00
Step 5. Let f € C,, and 0 < s € R be given. For each ¢ > 0 there exists § > 0 such
that

[f(t) = f(@)] <&+ Ky (2)(t — 2)*Fo(t)
holds for all ¢ € R and |z| < s, where
K, () = 4M;py (z) (L= + 1)
and My is a positive real number satisfying |f| < Mgp.

Step 6. Let f € C, and 0 < s € R be given. For each € > 0 there exists § > 0 such
that

1 Li(f(O) (@) = f(2)] < eLy(1)(2) + Koy (2) Ly (g0) () + [ f(2)[|L;(1)(2) = 1]

for all t € R and |z| < s, where K, (x) is as in step 5.

Step 7. Let 0 < s € R be given. For each € > 0 we have
SUP pe p SUP < | L (f (1)) (2) — f2)] < Cresupyc, [Li(1)(2)] + Ca supjy<, Lj(9:)(2)
+ Oy supyy, ||1L; (1) () — 1
where,
- C1 = supj, <5 p1(),
- Oy = supy, ¢, Ky, (2), and
- O3 = sup, <, | f(z)].

3. MEANINGLESS OF THE THEOREM AND INCORRECTNESS OF THE “PROOF”

In this section we will explain why the above theorem is meaningless and show that
even if the statement of the theorem is solidified using suitable conditions, its “proof”
is still incorrect. First we note that since the operators in the sequence (L;) are defined

7

from C,, into B,,, all sentences involving the symbol “ [|L;|c, 5, ~ are misleading

as the range of L; is not necessarily in B, .
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1. One of the problems in the statement of Theorem 1 of [1] is that although the
operators L; are defined from C,, into B,,, letting ||L;||c, -5, means that one auto-

matically supposes that T;(C,,) C B,,, which is certainly not true.

P19

2. In [1], in the proof of Step 2, it is supposed that the operators 7, = L; — I,

where [ is identity operator, are positive. This is certainly not true.
3. Steps 3 and 4 are also meaningless as L; takes its values in B,,, not in B,,.
4. Steps 5 and 6 are correct.

Now we can state the most serious mistake of the paper [1], which appears in Step
7, as follows:
5. Step 7 is incorrect: The equation of Step 7 follows from the equation of Step 6

by taking supreme over the set

B={feCp:lflln=1}.

We note that B is not equicontinuous, that is, there exists € > 0 for which there is no

0 > 0 such that the following implication holds:
lz —y|<d=|f(x) — f(y)| <eforall feB.

In Step 7, for each 0 < s € R and f € C,, the function

K, () = 4M(2) (5= + 1)

is defined. We must note that § > 0 in K, () depends on f. More precisely, one must

have

Kpy(w) = 4M(a) (55" + 1.

With this in hand, in the equation of Step 7, C'; must be in the form
Co = 8D 1, =1 SUPpajs Ky ().
But in this case, because B is not equicontinuous, we have
SupfeB % = Q.

Hence, in Step 7, C5 = 00, so nothing more can be performed in the proof.

All these are enough to show that the “proof” of the main result of [1] is incorrect.
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4. SOME RELATED REMARKS

The ideas and the proof techniques of the papers [2], [3], and [4] are very similar
(put differently, verbatim) to those of [1]. Although one can easily check that the
operator “L; — I” is not positive, in all these papers it is used as a positive operator.
Unfourtunately, the above-mentioned incorrectness of the steps effects the proof of the
main results of these papers as well. Hence the “proofs” of the main results of [2], [3]
and [4] are also incorrect.

I don’t know that either the main statement of the paper [1] is true or not. Hence,

those statements are now conjectures.
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