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Abstract

We use Kolyada’s inequality and its converse form to prove sharp
embeddings of Besov spaces Bgf (involving the zero classical smooth-
ness and a logarithmic smoothness with the exponent ) into Lorentz-
Zygmund spaces. We also determine growth envelopes of spaces Bg:ff.
In distinction to the case when the classical smoothness is positive, we
show that we cannot describe all embeddings in question in terms of
growth envelopes.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study sharp embeddings of Besov spaces ngrﬁ = ngﬁ (R™),
1<p<oo,1<r<ooandf+1/r >0, into Lorentz-Zygmund spaces

Llee = Ll (R"),1<p<oo,1<r<gq<ooandyeR. The Besov

spaces Bg;,@ are defined by means of the modulus of continuity and they
involve the zero classical smoothness and a logarithmic smoothness with the
exponent [ — cf. Definition 2.1 in Section 2. By the Lorentz-Zygmund
space L¢_ we mean the set of all measurable functions on R” with the

i P.a;y
finite quasi-norm

1/q
( / (1 I )£ (1) dt) W
0 t

(with the usual modification when ¢ = 00).



First, Theorem 3.1 mentioned below states that the (continuous) em-
bedding

0,8 l
Bpy' = Ly, (2)
with
v=B+1/r+1/max{p,q} — 1/q (3)

holds if and only if ¢ > r. Consequently, when ¢ > r, (2) holds with any ~
satisfying
v < B+1/r+1/max{p,q} —1/q.

Second, if ¢ > r, then, by Theorem 3.2 mentioned below, embedding
(2) cannot hold with v > 8+ 1/r + 1/ max{p,q} — 1/¢q. This means that
embedding (2) with + given by (3) is sharp. Actually, Theorem 3.2 states
even more. For example, it shows that we cannot make the target space in
(2) (with v from (3)) smaller by writing some powers of iterated logarithms
inside the quasi-norm (1) of the space Lﬁ,‘fgw.

There are two main ingredients of our proofs of these results. The first
one is Kolyada’s inequality recalled in Proposition 4.7. This inequality gives
an estimate from below of the modulus of continuity of a function f €
L, = L,(R"), 1 < p < oo, in terms of its non-increasing rearrangement.
The second one is the “inverse Kolyada inequality” which is formulated in
Proposition 3.5 and proved in this paper. Using these inequalities, we can
reduce embedding (2) to a reverse Hardy inequality restricted to the cone
of non-increasing functions — cf. Proposition 3.6.

Embeddings of Besov spaces into rearrangement invariant spaces were
considered by Goldman [7], Goldman and Kerman [8], and Netrusov [14].
These authors used different methods and considered a more general setting.
However, as mentioned in [7], the characterization of embedding (2) can be
obtained from [14] only when ¢ = r. Furthermore, the methods used in [7]
also do not allow to consider the full range of parameters. Indeed, after
a careful checking, one can see that the restriction 1 < p < r appears in the
relevant theorem (cf. Theorem 3 of [7]).

Our results and techniques enable us to determine the (local) growth
envelope (cf. Definition 2.2) of the Besov space ng;? . Recall that the concept
of the (local) growth envelope was introduced in [12] and [16], where also
growth envelopes of some fundamental function spaces were calculated. In
particular, it was shown that the growth envelope of the (classical) Besov
space B, .(R"), 0 < s < n/p,1 < p < ocand 1 < r < oo, is the pair
(t5/7=1/P ). (Here we report only results from [12] and [16] with p,r > 1,
when the Besov space in question is a Banach space.) The limiting case s/p
was treated there as well: the growth envelope of the Besov space Bﬁ,{!’ (R™),
1 <p<oo,1<r<oo,is the pair ((1+]Int|)"/™,r), where r’ stands for the
conjugate exponent of . We should also mention that in [12] and [16] the
(equivalent) Fourier analytical definition of Besov spaces was used. With



this definition, the notion of the growth envelope is meaningful even when
s=0,1<p<ooandl<r<min{p,2} (a so-called borderline case). The
best what is known in such a case — cf. [12] — is that the growth envelope
function is t~'/P (as expected), and that the fine index should be between 7
and p.

Growth envelopes have been also studied for Besov spaces B(f;\l}) in [4],
[3] and [9], where ¥ stands for a function of log-type and s € (0,n/p]. We
refer to [2], [10] and [1] for results on growth envelopes of more general Besov
(and also Triebel-Lizorkin) spaces of generalized smoothness. While in [4],
[3] and [2] the Fourier analytical definition of spaces was used, in [9] and [10]
an equivalent definition based on the modulus of smoothness was employed.

On the other hand, no information has been obtained for the borderline
case mentioned above when s = 0 and when all the known techniques do
not work.

In this paper we determine the growth envelope of the Besov space Bg:?
(that is when s = 0) defined by means of the modulus of continuity. If
1<p<oo,1<r<ooandf > —1/r, then the growth envelope of the
space ByY is the pair (f% (1+ |lnt|)_ﬁ_%,max{p, r}) — cf. Theorem 3.3.
There are some interesting features of this result. In distinction to results
on growth envelopes of Besov spaces B, . with s € (0, n/p|, the first index p
plays a new role here: it is involved in the fine index, which is not » now but
max{p, r}. Furthermore, another new phenomenon appears here. Namely,
the embedding of the Besov space Bg;r given by Theorem 3.1 cannot be
described in terms of the growth envelope of the space B,?;? when 1 <r <
q < p < oo — cf. Remark 3.4.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give notation and basic
definitions. Main results are presented in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to
auxiliary assertions. In subsequent sections (Sections 5-9) main results are
proved.

2 Notation and basic definitions

For two non-negative expressions A and B, the symbol A < B means that
A < ¢B for some positive constant ¢ independent of the variables in the
expressions 4 and B. (To avoid misunderstandings, we will make clear
in every instance on which variables the constant is independent using an
expression like “for all”.) If A < B and B < A, we write A ~ B and say
that A and B are equivalent.

Given a set A, its characteristic function is denoted by x4. Given two
sets A and B, we write AAB for their symmetric difference. For a € R"”
and r > 0, the notation B(a,r) stands for the closed ball in R™ centered at
a with radius r. The volume of B(0,1) in R" is denoted by V;, though, in
general, we use the notation | - |, for Lebesgue measure in R".



Let €2 be a Borel subset of R”. The symbol M(f2) is used to denote the
family of all complex-valued or extended real-valued (Lebesgue-)measurable
functions defined and finite a.e. on . By M{ () we mean the subset of
M(Q) consisting of those functions which are non-negative a.e. on Q. If
Q = (a,b) C R, we write simply Mo(a,b) and Mg (a, b) instead of Mo((a, b))
and M ((a,b)), respectively. By Mg (a,b;|) or Mg (a,b;T) we mean the
collection of all f € /\/lar (a,b) which are non-increasing or non-decreasing
on (a,b), respectively. Finally, by AC(a,b) we denote the family of all real-
valued functions which are locally absolutely continuous on (a,b) (that is,
absolutely continuous on any closed subinterval of (a,b)).

For f € My(R™), we define the non-increasing rearrangement f* by

) = imf{A >0 [{z € R™: [f(x)] > AMn <1}, >0

The corresponding maximal function f** is given by

o= [ £ ds
0
and is also non-increasing on the interval (0, c0).

Given a Borel subset 2 of R” and 0 < r < oo, L,(€) is the usual space
of measurable functions for which the quasi-norm

£l = { Ua LF@I @)/ i 0 <7 < oo

ess sup,cql|f(t)| if r=o00
is finite. When Q = R", we simplify L,(2) to L, and || - ||,.q to || - ||

Given f € Ly, 1 < p < oo, the first difference operator Ay, of step h € R"
transforms f in Ay f defined by

(Anf)(z) == f(x +h) - f(z), xeR",
whereas the modulus of continuity of f is given by

wl(f7 t)p ‘= sup HAthPa t>0.

hER™
|h|<t

Now we introduce the Besov function spaces with the zero classical
smoothness which we shall consider. Our smoothness will be controlled
by some power of £(t), where £(t) := 1+ |Int|, ¢t > 0.

Definition 2.1 Given 1 <p< oo, 1 <r < oo and g € R,

BY = {f € Ly fllgns = 1 fllp + 147" (1) wr(£. ooy < o0}



Note that, since wi(f,t), < || fllp, only the case ||t_1/7"€f6(t)||r’(0’1) =
(or, equivalently, r +1 > 0 if r is finite and 8 > 0 if = is infinity) is of
interest; otherwise Bg,’fn3 = Ly.

We shall occasionally need the notion of Borel measure i associated with
a non-decreasing function g : (a,b) — R, where —oo < a < b < oo. By this
we mean the unique (non-negative) measure p on the Borel subsets of (a, b)
such that p([c,d]) = g(d+) — g(c—) for all [¢,d] C (a,b).

We finish this section by recalling the notion of growth envelope of the
function space A (we refer to [12] for details).

Definition 2.2 Let (A,| - [[a) C Mo(R"™) be a quasi-normed space such
that A 4 Lo,. A positive, non-increasing, continuous function h defined on
some interval (0,¢], € € (0,1), is called the (local ) growth envelope function
of the space A provided that

h(t) =~ sup f*(t) forall te€ (0,¢].
Ifllasi
Given a growth envelope function h of the space A (determined up to equiv-
alence near zero) and a number u € (0, 00], we call the pair (h,u) the (local)
growth envelope of the space A when the inequality

(f, Ci) )™ <1514

(with the usual modification when g = 0o) holds for all f € A if and only
if the positive exponent q satisfies ¢ > w. Here g is the Borel measure
associated with the non-decreasing function H(t) := —1Inh(t), t € (0,¢).
The component u in the growth envelope pair is called the fine index.

3 Main Results

Theorem 3.1 If1 <p<oo, 1 <r<oo, f>—1/r and 0 < q < oo, then
the inequality

Htl/p—l/qgﬁﬂ/rﬂ/max{p,q}_yq(t)f*(t)

a0 S [l o (4)
holds for all f € BS;? if and only if g > r.

Theorem 3.2 Let 1 < p < oo, 1 <r <qg<oo, f>—1/r and let k €
MG (0,1;]). Then the inequality

|1/ agrtt i fmastb D =a () w(8) £ (8l 0.0y S Wfllgoe (5)
p,T

holds for all f € Bgf if and only if k is bounded.



Theorem 3.3 If 1<p<oo, 1<r<oo and > —1/r, then the growth
07/6 y Y
envelope of By s the pair

(t_%f_ﬁ_% (t), max{p,r}).

Remark 3.4 Put h(t) := t=/P¢=P=1"(t) and H(t) := —1Inh(t) for t €
(0,¢), where € € (0,1) is small enough. Since H'(t) ~ 1 for all t € (0,¢),

the measure g associated with the function H satisfies d,uH( ) ~ dt. Thus,
by Definition 2.2 and Theorem 3.3,

[ o8 <l or att £ e BYY (6)

Hq (0,e)
provided that
q = max{p,r}. (7)

Hence, if (7) holds, then inequality (6) gives the same result as inequality
(4) of Theorem 3.1. However, if r < q < p, inequality (6) does not hold (cf.
Theorem 3.2), while inequality (4) does. This means that the embeddings
of Besov spaces ngﬁ given by Theorem 8.1 cannot be described in terms of
growth envelopes when 1 <r < g <p < 00.

Two of the main ingredients in the proofs of Theorems 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3
are Proposition 4.7 (Kolyada’s inequality) and Proposition 3.5 (which we
call the “inverse” Kolyada inequality) mentioned below.

Proposition 3.5 (i) Let f € L1 and let F(x) := f*(V,|z|"), v € R™. Then

wi(Fit) S n tnf*(s)ds+(n—1)t Oof*(s)s—l/nds

~Y
0 tm

- [T [rw-roat) e

n

forallt >0 and f € L.

(ii) Let1 <p < oo, f € L, and let F(z) = f*(V,|z|™), x € R". Then

(1) S 1 /toosp/" /0 () - G >>Pdu@)”p

n S

for allt >0 and f € Ly.

In fact, Propositions 4.7 and 3.5 enable us to reduce the embedding in
question to the following assertion:



Proposition 3.6 Let 1 <p<oo,1<r<oo0,0<g<o00, f€R and let w
be a measurable function on (0,1). Then

Iw®)F* Ollgon) < 171150, )
forall f € BS;? if and only if

() F*(B)llg.00) S Htl—l/rgﬁ(t) (/tz P/ /Os(f*(“)_f*(s))p du @)1/10

S

for all f € Mo(R™) such that |suppf|, < 1.

4 Preliminaries

The following easy estimates are quite useful and will be used without further
notice whenever convenient: if € > 0, 7 € (0,00] and b € R, then

1=l o) = TUT)" and =00 (100 = TUT)",
for all T € (0, 00).
We shall also need the following geometric estimate:
Proposition 4.1 For all a,b € R™ and r > 0,
|B(a,7)AB(b,7)|n < |b—a|r™ L. (11)

Proof. Since the cases a =b or r =0 are obvious, we assume that a # b
and r > 0.

If b — a| > r/2, then |B(a,7)AB(b,7)|, <™ < 2|b—alr"! and (11)
follows.

If |b — a| < r/2, then the inclusion B(a,r — |b —a|) C B(b,r) and its
symmetric counterpart B(b,r — |b — a|) C B(a,r) imply that

B(a,r)AB(b,r) C (B(a,r) \ B(a,r —|b— a|)) U (B(b,r) \ B(b,r —|b— a|)).
Consequently,

|B(a,r)AB(b, )|, S = (r—1b—al)",

~



which gives (11) when n = 1. Assuming that n > 2, we obtain from the last
estimate that

|B(a,r)AB(b,7)|n

< nlb—alrmt = () (=1)7b — af/r™7

<
||
N

= [b—alr" (n=> (7) (=1 (]b—aftr7th)

J

(7) 2-G-D)

J

-

<
||
N

< |b—al r"_l(n+

~ |b—a|lr"

Next we present two monotonicity results, which will be often used:

Proposition 4.2 Given p > 0 and a non-increasing function g : (0,00) —
R, the function

- /0 (9(s) — g(£))P ds (12)

is non-decreasing on (0,00). In particular, if f € My(R™), then the func-
tions

- / (F*(s) — f ()P ds (13)

and
t=t(f () — f1(t) (14)

are non-decreasing on (0, 00).

Proof. Given 0 < t1 <ty < 00,

/0 (g(s) — gt ds < /0 (g(s) — glta)P ds < /0 "(9(s) — g(t2))? ds.

O

Proposition 4.3 Let u be a (non-negative) measure on (0,00) such that
pult, 00) € (0,00) for all t € (0,00). Let g € M{(0,00;71). Then the function

t M[LOO)l/ gdu
[£.00)

is also non-decreasing on (0, 00).



Proof. First note that the conclusion is plain if f[t o0) 9 dyp is infinite for all
t. On the other hand, if it is finite for some t, it is finite for all ¢ (due to
the hypotheses of the proposition). Therefore, for 0 < t; < ty < 00,

1 / d
g
flt1,00) Jity o0) a

Jitr ) 91+ Ji1y o) 9 A1t

H[tla OO)
o Al t) 9(t2) + Jy, o) 9.0
- plti, 00)
B ,u,[tl,tg) ,u[tg,oo)fl M[t27oo)g(t2) +f[t2,oo)gd'u'
- plti, 00)
3 pltrs t2) plta, 00) ™1 [, oy 9+ [, 00y 9 dH
- M[t17 OO)

t1,12) + plte, 00
_ pltaste) + plt )/ gdu
plt1, 00) plte, o00) [t2,00)

plta; 00) Jiggo0) "

O

Now we proceed by recalling some properties of the maximal functions
f** of elements f € L, 1 <p < oo. Such functions f are locally integrable
in R™ and so the function ¢ +— fg f*(s) ds belongs to AC(0, 00) and

t
d/ f*(s)ds = f*(t) a.e. in (0,00).
dt Jg
Consequently,

(f™)() = —%(f**(t) — /() a.e. in (0,00). (15)

On the other hand, since the function t +— 1/t also belongs to AC(0, c0),
the same can be said about f** and we can write, for any 0 < t; <9 < o0,

() — () = / Y (s) ds = / L) - rsds. o)

t1 to s

In order to prove our next proposition involving f* and f**, we need
classical Hardy’s inequalities (see, for example, [11, pp. 240, 244]):

Given 1 < p < oo and a non-negative, measurable function f on (0, c0),



/OOO <i/oxf(t)dt> dr < / @) da an
/O‘X’ </:O f(t) dt>pda; < pp/ooo(xf(x))p do. (18)

Remark 4.4 Inserting the function fx (), y > 0, instead of f in (17) and
(18), we see that inequalities (17) and (18) remain true with oo replaced by
y > 0.

and

Proposition 4.5 If 1 < p < oo, then

t t 2t
[ @ -reris [¢@-roras [ e - rerd
0 0 0
for allt >0 and f € Ly.
Proof. Using classical Hardy inequality (17) and Remark 4.4,

[ - repas
S /t(f**(s) —f(t ))pds—l—/ot(f*(s) — f*())Pds
— / / (f*(r d7'> ds+/0t(f*(8)—f*(t))pds

Sléﬁ(ﬁ—fmﬁﬁ

On the other hand, using (16), classical Hardy inequality (18), Remark
4.4 and Proposition 4.2, we get

[ - rwpas

< e - sy

< [ue-r (Ww&+/?ﬂww—ﬁ@ww$
::/ /f” 0 4 sy 1 (5 0) - £ )
A(ﬁw@—f<»mw+([%fwwxuf%w—ﬁamp
[ e - reras

N

IN

10



We shall also need the following Hardy-type inequalities (consequences
of [15, Thms. 5.9 and 6.2)):

Proposition 4.6 Let 1 < P < oo, v € R\ {0} and b € R.

(1) The inequality

t
P [ gt drleony < 16 P 00 0 o)

holds for all g € M{(0,1) if and only if v < 0.

(ii) The inequality

1
Htu—1/P€(t>b/t g(r)drpo1y S IV Pe) g(8)]] p o1y

holds for all g € M{(0,1) if and only if v > 0.

One of the basic ingredients in the proofs of our main results, presented
in Section 3, is the following inequality of Kolyada, giving an estimate from
below of the modulus of continuity in terms of non-increasing rearrange-
ments of functions:

Proposition 4.7 ([13]) If1 <p < oo, then

([T [rw-rerat)” sani,

n

forallt >0 and f € L.

We shall also make use of the next two assertions which are conse-
quences of more general results of Gogatishvili and Pick [5, Thm. 4.2 (ii)],
[6, Thm. 1.8 (i)]:

Proposition 4.8 Let 1 < Q < P < o0 and R = PQ/(P — Q). Let v,w be

non-negative functions on [0,00) such that V (t) := fg v(s)ds and W (t) :=
fg w(s)ds are finite for allt > 0. Assume that

/ i;)ds = / v(s)ds = o0
01 % [1,00)

v(s)
/[000) P (P ds < oo

and that

11



for all t € (0,00). Then the inequality

([ woreea)™ < ([Tvorora)” )

holds for all measurable f on R™ if and only if

/°° R supye (1,00 y W () /€
0

(V(t) +tP [ s=Pu(s) ds) /P2 V(t)/t s o(s)dst" dt < o0 (20)

Proposition 4.9 Let 1 < @ < oo, let v,w be non-negative, locally inte-
grable functions on (0,00) and put W(t) := fgw(s) ds, t > 0. Consider the
function

p(t) == esssupye (g4 5 €58 supTe(syoo)U(:), t € (0,00). (21)

This function is quasi-concave (that is, ¢ is equivalent to a function in
MG (0,005 1) while (t)/t is equivalent to a function in M (0,005 ])). As-
sume that ¢ is non-degenerate, that is,

1
lim o) = lim —— = 1im 29— 5 L _ g (22)
t—0+ t—oo p(t)  t—oo t—0+ ()

Let v be a non-negative Borel measure on [0,00) such that

1 dv(s)
e~ /[0700) 0@ for all t € (0,00).

Then the inequality

o 1/Q
([ woraa)”™ sessmepepr o e
holds for all measurable f on R™ if and only if
/ sup WE;) dv(t) < oo. (24)
[0,00) s€(t,00) S

5 Proof of Proposition 3.5
First we prove the following auxiliary result:

Lemma 5.1 Let g € MJ(0,00;]) and let F(x) := g(Vp|z|™), z € R™. Then

Vi |h|™ 0o
IAWFL S n / g(s)ds+ (n— VMR [ g(s)smds (25)
0 Vi |B|n

12



for all h € R™\ {0} and g € M (0,00; ).
Moreover, if g € AC(0,00) and 1 < p < o0, then

ANy . 1
18Pl 5 ([ ) = gtviarinyras)

o0 1/
([ s e s, gl ) ds) T (20)
Vn2m|him o

for all h € R*\ {0} and g € MJ(0,00;]) N AC(0, 00).

Proof.
Step 1.
Assume that g € M7 (0,00; ). Then
|ALF|1 = / |F(z+h)—F(x)]| da:—i—/ |F(z+h)—F(z)|de =: I+11.
|| <2|h| |z|>2]R|

Using polar coordinates, the definition of F' and a further change of variables,
we obtain

~
AN

/ F(x+h)dx+/ F(z)dx

|z[<2|h] |z|<2|h]

= / F(y)dy —i—/ F(z)dx
ly—h|<2|h| |z|<2|h|

3Jh|
/ F(z)dzx =~ / g(Vit™)t" L at
|| <3]h| 0

V3™ [h|™ Vo |h|™
[ swass [ g (27)
0 0

Denoting by p_, the Borel measure associated with —g on (0,00), using
Fubini’s Theorem and Proposition 4.1, we arrive at

N

Q

o= [ JgVale s B = g(Valal")] da
|z[>2[h|
< / / X[Vp, min{|z|",|z+h|"}, Vs max{|z|",|z+h|"}] (S) d:u*g(s) dx
lz|>2|h| Jo

= /I‘gn /0 X]thl’oo[(’x‘)XB(O,Vn_1/”81/")AB(—h,Vn_1/"sl/n)(x> d/,L_g(S) dm

< /0 Xjinf ool (Vi /7™M B(0, Vs ™M AB(=h, Vst dpy (s)

< / ] STV dp g (s).
[Va|h|™,00]

13



Ifn=1,

Vi|h|

Vi|h|
/]V " [|h’dﬂfg(8) < [hlg(V1|h|) %/0 g(Vilh|)ds < / g(s) ds.

0
(28)
If n > 1, integration by parts (for the Riemann-Stieltjes integral), gives

M
1-1/n g/ _
= |h’1\/}li>noo V|h|n5 d( g{[Vn\h|n7M])(5)

S WPVl +1al [ CEE

Vol h|™ 00
= / g(s)ds + |h| g(s) s Un s
0 Vi |h|7

Now, (25) is a consequence of the last estimate, (28) and (27).

Step 2.
Assume that g € M (0,00;|) N AC(0,00). Given any 1 < p < oo,

1/p
18kl < ([ (R - P )
|z|<2|h]|

1/p
F(x+h)— F(x)|Pdx
+</x|>2|h| ( * ) ( )| )
= [+ (29)

Furthermore,

te </|x<2|h Fla+h) = Fsh)P dr) " </|x<2h ()~ F(3h)P de)
1/p

/y h|<2|h| )= F(gh)’pdy>l/p+ </x|<2|h| ‘F(x)_F(gh)‘pdx)

1/
/ |F(x) — (3h)\pdx) P
|lz| <3|

3\h|

AN

%

1/
th (Vn3n|h|n))ptn—1 dt) p

1/p

Q

(
(
()«

( /Vnzwn

— (V3" || dt)

14

1/p

(30)



and

1/p
- (/ 9(Valz + h[") — g(Vala") P )
|a:|>2|h|
Vi max{|z|™,|z+h|™} 1/
_ (/ / o) du)" dz) "
|z]>2[h| n min{|az|”,|z+h|"}
< n n|p / p 1/p
s ( 2+ BJ™ = [l es5 5Dy, o 2 << o 209 (WP )
|z[>2[h|
. 1/p
S (/ |BP |2 1P ess Supy, ujn jan <, 3najn jn |9 (1 )|pd$>
o200
(n—1)p 1P -1 g\ P
~ |h]< 2“1‘15 eSS SUPY;, 4n /an <<V, 3nan j2n|g (W) [P T dt)
T a-ymp e ds)
~ Inl( SO a5 5D,y naon g (WP ds)
Vi 2n b =
Together with (30) and (29), this yields (26). O

Proof of Proposition 3.5.

Step 1.
To prove (i), take f € L and g = f* in Lemma 5.1. Consequently,

V|h| oo
kL gn [ f ) ds -V [T ps s @)
0 Vi |7

Aplying Fubini’s theorem and the fact that f* is integrable on (0,00), we
can rewrite the last expression as

([ s [ - reya)
= Vi ( /VOTh 57t/ /0 ) duds)
v/ /VOTh o /0 £1(5)duds)

Vo lh|™ o
= n/ £*(u) du + nV,/™|h| Fw) u™" du
0 Vi |h|™

—V,/"|h| fr(s) s~/ ds
Va|h|™

Vnlh|™ o)
= n/ F* () du+ (n — 1)V,}/"|n| ) u™ " du. (32)
0 Valh|™

When n = 1, it is plain that the right-hand side of (31) is non-decreasing
in |h|. When n > 1, it is also non-decreasing in |h|, which can be seen

15



from the equivalent expression given in (32) and from Proposition 4.3 (with
du(s) = s~/ 1ds and g(s) = n [o(f*(u) — f*(s)) du; the fact that g €
M (0,005 1) follows from Proposition 4.2).

Now, (31) and (32) imply that

Vat™ 0o
By £ on [ Fds -0V [T s s
0 Vot

= v °° s | ) - 1) ™).

In order to complete the proof of Proposition 3.5(i), note that the factors
V., and an /M can be omitted in the preceding formulee (this follows again by
arguments used in (32) and the discussion following it).

Step 2.
To prove part (ii), take f € L,, 1 <p < o0, and g = f** in Lemma 5.1.
Consequently,

V3" |h" 1
1aFl 5 ([ e - sy as)

& 1/p
+[h| (/ sUTHMPegs SUD, jon <y<gn s on | (f*7) (w)[P ds) - (33)
Vi 2n |

Since f € Ly, (15) yields

) (w) = 2 w) - )y =2 [

u u?

(f*(r) = f*(u)) dr

a.e. in (0, 00). Therefore, a change of variables and Hélder’s inequality show
that the last term in (33) can be estimated from above (up to multiplicative
positive constants) by

h (1—1/n)p —2p 3"3/2" * * (oM n P 1/P
|h| </Vn2”|h|ns S (/0 (F*(r) = f5(3"s/2 >)d7_> ds)

oo u 1/p
h| ( /V _ uw v ( /0 (F*(r) = 1*(w) dT)pdu)

[e'e) m 1/19
| (/ w1/ /0 (f*(T)f*(U))”deU> ()

V37| h|m

%

IN

Similar facts as those used in the discussion following (32) imply that
the last expression in (34) is a non-decreasing function of |h|. On the other
hand, Proposition 4.2 shows that the first term on the righ-hand side of (33)

16



is also a non-decreasing function of |h|. Therefore,

V37t /
wi (B, < ( /0 (7() — f (Vg ds)

+t(/oo s_l_p/”/os(f*(u)—f*(s))pduds)l/p. (35)

Vnp3ntn

We claim that the latter sum is dominated by its last term. Indeed, we
obtain by means of Remark 4.4 (recall that 1 < p < co) and Proposition 4.2
that, for all ¢ > 0,

(/Ovn3"t" (f(u) = 7 (Va3™t"))P du) 1/p

< (/ T >—f*<vn3”t”>>f’du)”p

S”t" 1/p
- < /O / F(s V3”t”)ds> du>
< (7 ww- f*(Vn3"t"))de>1/p

Q

t /OO —lp/n g )1/p(/OVn3"t" () — [ (Vasm ) du) 1/p

37lt7l
1/p

Vn3™t™
— —1 /n * % nyn
t / L /0 (F() — F*(Vud"))P duds)

<t ( /V s /0 () — £ (3P du ds> "

To complete our proof, note that the factor V,,3"™ can be omitted from the
last term in (35) (as follows by arguments used in the discussion following

(32)). 0

6 Proof of Proposition 3.6
We shall start with the following result:

Lemma 6.1 Let 1 < p <oo, 1 <r <ocand f € R. Let f € Mo(R")
satisfy |suppfln, <1 and

-1/r . n 7 * ds
(A6 (/tn s/ /0 (f*(u) — f (s))Pdu?)l/”HMm) <oco. (36)
Then f € L, and the function F' defined by

F(z)=f"(Valz|™) if p=1 or F(x) = f*(Vplz|") if 1<p<oo (37)

17



belongs to Bg,’f. Moreover,

ds\1/p
Pl < e [ [0 - rora)

for all f mentioned above.

r,(0,1) (38)

Proof. Take f € Mo(R™) with |suppf|, < 1. Then f*(t) = 0 for
t > 1. Therefore, when s € (1,00), [5(f*(u) — f*(s))P du = [5 f*(u)P du =
fol f*(u)P du. Hence,

= ([ #twr )
~ (/2 s/l s /1 ff(u)P du)l/p
1 0

2 s /
~ 0O ([ [ = o duds)

1-1/rpB 2 —p/n—1 ° * * 1/p
< Ht ¢ (t)( 5P (f*(u) — f (s))pduds) . (39)
tn 0 7,(0,1)
Together with (36), this shows that f € L,,.
On the other hand, using (39),
° s ds\1/p
1-1/r 6 fp/n * _ p -7
[e=rew ([ [ f())dus) o
Htl 1reB (1) / p/n/ ))pdué) /p
n S 7,(0,1)
([ m/ rorat)"l,,,
ds\1/p
1=1/r B (4 5P/ P gy 2 4
s oo o [ew-rorat)’],,, o

Now, since || F||, < [ fllps (38) follows from Proposition 3.5 and estimates
(39) and (40). O

Proof of Proposition 3.6.

Step 1. Assume that (9) holds. Take f € Mo(R") with |suppf]|, < 1.
Then either the right-hand side of (10) is finite or infinite. If it is infinite, (10)
is clear. So assume that the right-hand side of (10) is finite. In such a case,
we apply Lemma 6.1 to get that the function F' given by (37) satisfies (38).
Using hypothesis (9) with F' instead of f and the estimate F*(t) > f*(t),
inequality (10) follows.

Step 2. Assume now that (10) holds. Take f € B0 with [suppf|, < 1.
Since f € Ly, Proposition 4.7 and (10) yield (9).

18



Consider now a general f € ByY and put g(z) := f*(V,, 1Z]™)x(0,1) (Val[™),
r € R Clearly, [suppgl, < 1 and g*(t) = f*(t)xp,1)(t), t > 0. In par-
ticular, g € L,. Applying our hypothesis (10) to ¢ instead of f and using
Proposition 4.7, we arrive at

lw (@) () x0,1) (D)l 00,1

Htl UreB () / p/n/ (s))P du @) P
tn
+Ht1 LB () / p/ﬂ/ 15 pdu— l/r

AN

7,(0,1)

r,(0,1)
S @ @i (f sl o) + 11l
— fllge (a1)
and (9) follows. O

7 Proof of Theorem 3.1

To prove Theorem 3.1, we shall need a variant of Lemma 6.1. This is why
we start with the following:

Remark 7.1 Lemma 6.1 continues to hold if we assume additionally that
p < r and if expression (36) is replaced by

Ht—l/réﬂ(t) (/Ot FH(u)P du) e

Indeed, using the triangle inequality, Fubini’s Theorem, a change of vari-
ables, the assumption on the support of f and Proposition 4.6(ii), we can
see that the right-hand side of (38) is dominated by

. _ 1/
‘tl LB () /tn p/n/ 75 pdu—) b o)
+Ht1—1/’“zﬂ(t) / e )pdu%) v
tn tn
e ( /0 " du)“’” Lo

+ Htl—l/rgﬁ(t) ( ! £ ()P /2 et g, du>1/p
t u

r,(0,1)

r,(0,1)

7,(0,1)

19



Q

e (| )|

1
+ Htp/n—p/rgﬁp(t) / u—p/nf*(u)p du

t

1/p
7/p,(0,1)

t 1/p
< =1/ryB * (0 \D
< e / )
+ [P ) PP o
1/p
< —1/rpB (0 \D
< |rrew /0 () du) o

So, the conclusion follows immediately from Lemma 6.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Step 1. Here we prove the sufficiency of the condition ¢ > r under the
additional assumption ¢ > p.
Due to Proposition 4.7, it is enough to show that, for all f € Bgf,

I 0 £ ) 0
1
Slsly+ e e [om [ - rera)”
tn

(i) First consider the case p = 1.

Since fot Fruydu St [ s7Ym [F(f(w) — f5(s)) dus (cf. (32) with
v, "|h| replaced by t € (0,1)), we see that it is sufficient to prove that, for
all f € BYF,

. (43)

tn
B O Ol S I+ [P0 [ @]

If r = o0, then, by our assumption, also ¢ = co and (43) is trivial. Thus,
we suppose that 1 < r < oco. For simplicity, we consider only the case when
g < oo (the case ¢ = oo can be handled similarly). Using the fact that
singularities of functions of the form ¢ — t®¢°(t), t € (0,1), a,d € R, may be
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only at the origin, and the monotonicity of functions in question, we obtain

#1125 (8) £ () g, 0,0
S FIh YA @) ()l 0,1/

o 27 1/q
= [Ifll+ (Z/Hk+1 =1 gBatalr (1) £+ (1)1 dt)
k=1

[ele] _ 90— 2k+12%+1 l/q
Bat+a/r —2k+1 pa-1 . )
< W+ (e 2/2 o O
< Nflh+ <Z£5Q+q/r(272k+1 Z ok, ‘(o 2k+12i)q) 1/q'
k=1 —0

Write 1/q = (r/q)(1/r), take the exponent r/q inside the outer sum and

afterwards take the factor 1/q of this exponent inside the inner sum (all this

is possible because we are assuming ¢ > r > 1), to get
=9 (@) £ (). 0,1)

2k 1 1/r
S (T et ) )

9k 1 g-2ktloy;

gﬁr+1(2—2k)( Z /Q_QHIQH £ dt>r> Hr

S I+

A
=
- -
7 N\ Y Y A
e I

k=1 =0
0 92 ~\ L/
< I/l 1 (o=2") F5(t) dt )
(ermen(), ros)
> k41 k 2-2H" N\ LT
~ s+ (e e ([ o))
k=0 0
0 272 . o rdt\ V"
< Hwa(I;O/QW oo [ rea) )

< Wb+ e [ e

r(0.1)’
which, after a change of variables, proves (43).

(#2) Now consider the case 1 < p < oo. Using the monotonicity of
function (13), we obtain, for all ¢ > 0,

> ds

(/otn“' (o) - ey as) S / s/ /Os(f*(u) —ppdu )
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Thus, in view of (42), it is enough to prove that
£ /P~ () £ () g, 00,1

< W+ e ([ oo - reya)”

0

(44)

r,(0,1)
Applying the estimate f* < f** (16) and the Hardy-type inequality
from Proposition 4.6(ii), we arrive at
[ /PP () (1) g, 0.1)
< EPTVETIT @ (1) 4 () = £ D)) g 0.0)
S Nl + [P (£ (1) = £ (D))l 0,0)

£l + Ht1/p—1/q£@+1/r(t)</1 des)Hq,(O,l)

t S
S Flp + NPV @ (5 () = () g 0,)- (45)

If r = 0o, we use Holder’s inequality to get

-0 <o ( [ - rora)”

Consequently,
([E1/P=1/a g8+ () (¢) lg.0.1)

t /
S Ul + I ([ - rordn) e,

0

and (44) follows immediately since our assumption r < ¢ implies that also
q = oo.
If 1 <r < oo, then (45), the obvious estimate

/PP @) (£ () = £ )l yany < I Fllps
(44) and Proposition 4.5 show that it is enough to prove that
[E4/0= 33 ()7 (1) = £ ()l 0173

< Ht_l/rﬁﬂ(t) (/O (f*(s) —f*(s))pds>

1/p

. 4
r,(0,1) ( 6)

For simplicity, we consider only the case when ¢ < oo (the case ¢ = 0o
can be handled similarly). Having the monotonicity of function (14) in mind,
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we obtain

[ /P AT (7 () = F* () g, 0,1/

= ZL ;k-H tQ/P 1£5Q+q/7‘( )(f**( )_f*(t))th>1/‘1

2k71 2—2k+121+1

< (e (o) - ) ear)
(; zz; /22k+12i )
S (ifﬂﬁq”@—?ﬁ
k=1
2k_1 1/q
y Z (2—2k+12i)q/p(f**(2—2k+12i+1) . f*(2—2k+12i+1))q> (47)
i=0

Write 1/q = (r/q)(1/r) and take the exponent r/q inside the outer sum
(since r/q < 1). Then the inner sum will have the exponent /g, which we
write as (p/q)(r/p) and then take its factor p/q inside the inner sum (since
p/q < 1). This leads to an upper estimate by

<Z£Br+1(2—2k)
k=1
2] k+1 k+1_; k+1 r/p r
(@ ey - ey ) (4
=0

The estimate a = aPa'™P ~ a? f4at Pdt, for all a:=2"2""2¢ and the
monotonicity of functions (14) and (13) allow to dominate the last expressmn
(up to a multiplicative positive constant) by

2k71 2—2k+12i+2

(igﬂr+1(22k)< z; /

i o—2k+lgit1

1/r

o - oy’

(ZW“ *)( /0 <f**<s>—f*<s>>ﬁds)”p)

> T _ok . _ok
~ (e )
k=0

IN

y </22 +1(f**(8) — )P dg)r/?) 1/r
< <Z /:;il Eﬁr t_l (/Ot(f**(s) — )P ds) T/p dt) 1/r
e (o -rors)”|
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which, after a change of variables, together with the estimates obtained
above, gives (46).

Step 2. Now, we prove the sufficiency of the condition ¢ > r even when
q < p. Thus, assume that r < ¢ < p. In particular, p > 1.
It is enough to prove (42) (for all ¢ € [r,p)) but with

[¢1/P= 1/ agB+1/r+Lp=1a () £ (1) ll¢,(0,1)

on its left-hand side.

Essentially, we can follow part (ii) of Step 1. The only modifications are
that the case 7 = oo does not occur and also the way used to estimate the
expression corresponding to the last term in (47) by (48) is a different one.
First we apply Holder’s inequality with the exponent p/q in the inner sum
(taking one of the factors to be 1), then we write 1/q = (r/q)(1/r) and take
the exponent r/q inside the outer sum.

Step 3.

We prove the necessity of the condition ¢ > r when ¢ < p.

Take w € (0, 1] in such a way that the function t s t=1/P¢=F=1/7=1/p(¢)
is non-increasing in [0,w). For any given y € (0,w/2), put

fol@) = y VPP (g0 ) (Va2 |™)
+ (Vo) TVPe PP (V2™ x (o) (Val2|™), @ € R™

Then

Fy) =y~ PO R () g (8) + PPV (@) 0 (), 8> 0.

(1) Case 1 < p < oc.

Defining Fy(z) = f;* (Valz|"), z € R™, we get || Fy[l, = [|Fyllp = [[f;"lp S
1fllp S €7PY"(w) & 1 for all y € (0,w/2). Moreover, Proposition 3.5(ii),
a change of variables, the triangle inequality and the fact that f; is constant
in (0,y) imply that

670 (Fy Dyl o
—1/r B 1/n > —p/n—1 B * * 1/p

< e ([ [ - g ds) o
< n— ° * * 1/p

con( [ 57 [ s = g6 duds)
Y 0

—1/r n < n— ° * * e
e reB ) ¢/ (/t 5P/ 1/0 (fy(u) —fy(S))”dudS) [, y1)
— A+ B. (49)

S ey et
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Furthermore, since f;(u) — f;(s) < f; (u),

x S oo Yy 1/
A 5 e / /=1 / £ (w)? duds + / sp/n1 /O iy duds) "
) Yy Yy
—p/n p—Pp—p/T —p/n y—Bp—p/r— 1/p
< yl/”éﬁ(y)<y p/ng=Bp=p/7(y)) 4 y=P/mg=0p=p/ 1(y))
S Uy St (50)
and

—1/r n < n— ° * 1/p
B oo [Tt [ deds) g
t Yy

9] ) 1
setre@en( [Csemt [ g dnds) g
t 0
1Y)y + 1@ ) €YY (y)
(In £(y))/", (51)

for all y € (0,w/2). Therefore F, € Bgf and [|Fyll gos S (InL(y))'/" for
b,

all y € (0,w/2). This estimate, (4), the inequality f; < f;* = I and the

assumption ¢ < p imply that, for all y € (0,w/2),

S
S

£ S ()] o) S (b)) (52

Since the left-hand side of (52) can be estimated from below by

(/w 1L () dt) Y b)) for all y € (0,w/2),

y
we conclude that it must be ¢ > r.

(#2) Case p = 1.

We slightly modify the approach of part (i). Now, we put Fy,(z) :=
[y (Valz["), 2 € R, we apply Proposition 3.5(i) (with the expression on the
second line of (8)) instead of Proposition 3.5(ii) and make use of the equality
EFy = fr.

Step 4.

Now we prove the necessity of the condition ¢ > r when ¢ > p.

On the contrary, suppose that ¢ < r. Hence, 1 <p < g <1 < 00.

Since (4) is assumed to hold for all functions from Bgf , Proposition 3.6
and Remark 7.1 imply that

(53)

1/p=1/qpB+1/r * —1/rpB e p Hp
It IR F Ol g 0,0) S Ht () (/0 (W) du) r,(0,1)

for all f € My(R™) with [suppf|, < 1. One can see that (53) remains true
if we omit the assumption |suppf|, < 1. (Indeed, if f € My(R"), take
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S = (Val- ") x0,1)(Val - ["). Consequently, f{(t) = f*(t) for all t € (0, 1),
and [suppfi|, < 1. Thus, applying (53) to f1, we obtain the result.) Let
g € My(R"™) and f := |g|*/P. Then (53) yields

=PRI (@) g (D)l g0y S NPT G Ol pion)  (54)

for all g € Mo(R"™) (or even for any measurable function g on R™).
Assume first that 1 < r < co. Then (54) implies that the inequality

([ wgwrra)” s ([“omaarra)” o

holds for all measurable g on R"™, where, for all ¢ € (0, c0),
w(t) = 9P () x0,1) (1)

and

w(t) = P71 ()x(0,1) (1) + X[1,00) (F)-
By Proposition 4.8 (with @ = ¢/p and P = r/p), inequality (55) holds only
if

rq T rq

_rq ___ "™ T T
tr=ap SUPyc(t1) Y (r—a)p (y (r—a)p f T:Iqu

m>f &wq
0 (tifﬁr(t) +tr ( s (s 0 (s)) ds + [0 d8)> h

+2

1
X tpﬁ’@r(t)/ s r(sp O (s))dstr M dt =: 1.
t

However,

1/2 B+ 4 Br(¢)ePr+1(¢) ¢1 12
Iz / () ) ¢ S dt ~ / =Nt dt = oo,
0 (€57(t) + (£PTHL(L) + ,ﬂ"%p))’”‘qu 0

which is a contradiction. Consequently, ¢ > 7.
Assume now that r = oo. Therefore, 5 > 0. Inequality (54) implies that

& /
([ wltrg" @7 dt)"" < esssupicgoeyo(tlg™ 0 (56)
0
for all measurable g in R", where, for all ¢t € (0, c0),
w(t) = P71 () x 0,1y ()

and

w(t) =t () x(0,1) () + £()X[1,00) (1):
Let v be the measure on [0, c0) which is absolutely continuous with respect
to the Lebesgue measure on [0, 00) and satisfies

t=Le=Pa=1(t) dt if 0<t<1
dv(t) = { ta/p=lg=a/p=1 () dt if ¢ > 1
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By Proposition 4.9 (with @ = q/p), inequality (56) implies that

o gﬁq d
oo > / sup Jy udl 7 JXo.(7) TdV(t) =: 1.
0

s€(#,00) sP
However,
1 1
Iz / ( sup K’Bq(s)) t7Le P () dt ~ / Y ) dt = oo,
0 se(tl) 0

which is a contradiction. Consequently, ¢ > 7. U

8 Proof of Theorem 3.2

In view of Theorem 3.1, the sufficiency of the condition that x is bounded
is obvious. Thus, we prove that this condition is also necessary.

Step 1.
Assume g > p. Take y € (0,1/2) and fy € Lp(R") with fJ = x(o)- It is
easy to see that

Oo—ns* * ds\1/p : —1/n
([ [ = ey an ) s mingy g ety ()

n

forallt >0 and y € (0,1/2).

(i) Case 1 < p < 0.

Defining Fy(z) = f;*(Valz["), z € R", we get |y ||, = [ Fyllp = [1/5"[l» =
£ 1lp = y'/? for all y € (0,1/2). Moreover, Proposition 3.5(ii) and (57) im-
ply that wi(F,,t), < min{y'/? ty*/P=1/"} for all y € (0,1/2) and t > 0.
Hence,

Ht—l/”fﬁ(t) w1 (Fy, t)pHT,(O’l)

y P TP @), o g1y + U PN OO 1m0
roy ettt (y)

N

for all y € (0,1/2). Therefore, F, € Bgr and
1Eyll po.s S yM /7 7F 7 () for all y € (0,1/2). (58)
p,T
This estimate, (5), the inequality f; < f;* = F,; and the assumption ¢ > p
imply that

£ () 0 S 817 ()

||q7(0,y)
Thus,

K(y)y P T (y) Sy e (y) for all y € (0,1/2).
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Hence, x must be bounded.
(#2) Case p = 1.
Defining Fy(z) = fy(Valz|"), z € R", we get [|[Fy |1 = [[Fyl = /51 =
y. Moreover, Proposition 3.5(i) and (57) yield w;(F,,t); < min{y, ty' =1/}
for all y € (0,1/2) and t > 0. The rest follows essentially as in part (i) (now
with p =1 and F = f;).
Step 2. Assume now that 1 <r < g < p < co. In particular, p > 1.
For any given y € (0,1/2), put fy(x) := y~/PE/97 P (y)xp0 4 (Vi |2]") +
(Valae| ) =124V (V] ") X 1) (Vo] ), @ € R™. Then

Fy@) =y PP () (0) + POV ()X 1 (), € > 0.

We proceed as in part (i) of Step 3 of the proof of Theorem 3.1. Defining
Fy(x) = f;*(Valz|"), z € R", we see that || F [, < (Ya(y) forally € (0,1/2).
Moreover, we obtain (49), where now

ASOa(y) and B S OOty

for all y € (0,1/2). Therefore, F, € BYP and [ Fyllgos S ¢8+1/r+1/a(y) for
p,T

all y € (0,1/2). This estimate, (5), the inequality f; < f;* = F; and the

assumption g < p imply that

|[¢1/P=1/apB+1/r+1/p=1/a(y) K(8) £ (L) < (A a )

q’(yv\/g) ~

for all y € (0,1/2). Since the left-hand side of the last expression can be
estimated from below by

RVDIE )y, ) = w (V) ETTTHA(y) for all y € (0,1/2),

we conclude that x must be bounded. O

9 Proof of Theorem 3.3

We refer only to the case 1 < p < oo; the case p = 1 can be easily adapted.
Put A := Bgf. By Theorem 3.1 with ¢ = oo,

PO () (1) S 1
for all t € (0,1) and f € A with || f||a < 1. Therefore,

sup f¥(t) StTVPe BT @) for all e (0,1). (59)
Iflla<t

On the other hand, consider the functions Fy, y € (0,1/2), from Step 1 of
the proof of Theorem 3.2. By (58), there exists ¢ > 0 such that

|Fylla < cyl/pﬁﬁﬂ/r(y) for all y € (0,1/2).
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Together with the inequality Fjj = f* > fy = X|o4), this implies that

sup f(t) > ¢ Ly VPP (y)xpo, (1) (60)
Iflla<1

for all t > 0 and y € (0,1/2). Thus, taking y = 2t for every ¢t € (0,1/4), we
obtain from (60) that

sup f5(t) > ¢ H(26) TP 20)x 0,0 (1)
lflla<1
)

for all t € (0,1/4). Together with (59), this gives

sup  fH(t) At~ V/Pe BT (4) = h(t) for all small ¢ > 0.
lflla<1

Since the function h is positive, continuous and non-increasing on some (0, €],
e € (0,1/2), and lim;—,0+ h(t) = oo, this function h is a growth envelope
function of the space A = ngﬁ .

As to the fine index, notice that H(t) := —Inh(t) satisfies H'(t) ~
on some small interval (0,¢). Therefore, dup(t) ~ 1dt and Theorem 3.
implies that

</(0 ) (JZ(Sjt)))qdﬂH(t)>l/q Siflla forall feA (61)

1
t
1

(with the usual modification in the case ¢ = 0o0) whenever ¢ € [max{p, r}, cc].
On the other hand, it is also possible to prove that this cannot hold for
q € (0,max{p,r}).

In order to see this, we shall show first that if (61) holds then it must
be ¢ > p. We follow the same construction as in the proof of Step 3 of
Theorem 3.1, now with w € (0, ¢]. Since we use (61) instead of (4), now the
counterpart of (52) reads as

£/ (1) (1) 0 S (€))7 for all g€ (0,0/2). (62

If we assumed that ¢ < p, then the left-hand side of (62) could be estimated
from below by

w 1/
(/ t~Lema/p(¢) dt) T~ 0Ma=UP () for all y € (0,w/2),
y

and we would get a contradiction.

So, we have just shown that (61) implies ¢ > p. Consequently, 1/ max{p, q}—
1/¢ = 0 and we can now use Theorem 3.1 to show that ¢ > r.

Therefore, (61) holds if and only if ¢ € [max{p,r}, o]. O
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