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Abstract

Let d be a given positive integer and let {R; }0‘1:] denote the collection of Riesz transforms on RY. For
any K > 2/ we determine the optimal constant L such that the following holds. For any locally integrable
Borel function f on RY, any Borel subset A of R4 and any j =1,2,...,d we have

/!ij(x)ldx<K/w(}f(x)|)dx+|A|-L.
A R4

Here ¥ (t) = (t + 1) log(t + 1) — ¢ for t > 0. The proof is based on probabilistic techniques and the existence
of certain special harmonic functions. As a by-product, we obtain related sharp estimates for the so-called
re-expansion operator, an important object in some problems of mathematical physics.
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1. Introduction

One of the most basic examples of Calderén—Zygmund singular integrals in R? is the collec-
tion of Riesz transforms [20]:
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Ryf) = L) [ xi= dy, j=1.2,...d
.]f(x)_r[(d_,’_l)/z |)C |d+1f(y) )’7 J_ 3 Sy ey Uy
R4

where the integrals are supposed to exist in the sense of Cauchy principal values. In the particular
case d = 1, the family consists of only one element, the Hilbert transform H on R. Alternatively,
R; can be defined as the Fourier multiplier with the symbol —i&;/|&], & € R?\ {0}; that is, we
have the following relation between the Fourier transforms of f and R; f:

Rif&) =—i-LfE), foreeRI\{0). (1)

It has been long of interest to study various norms of these operators. The classical result of
M. Riesz [19] states that # is a bounded operator on L” (R) if and only if 1 < p < co. Gokhberg
and Krupnik [7] derived the precise value of the norm || H||z»(Rr)— Lr®) for p = % k=1,2,...,
and Pichorides [18] determined the norms for the remaining p: we have

an(f) ifl<p<2,

D —SLP :C = . 2
IHllLr®)—»Lr® =Cp {cot(z”—p itp>2. 2

Using the so-called method of rotations, Iwaniec and Martin [14] extended this result to the
d-dimensional setting: they proved that for 1 < p < oo and any function f € LP(R%),

IR, fll oy < Coll fllpeys J=1,2,....d, 3)

and the constant C, cannot be decreased. In other words, they showed that the norms
IR j”Lp(Rd)*) LP(RY) and |H|lLr®)—Lr@®) coincide. An alternative, probabilistic proof of the
estimate (3), based on a sharp estimate for orthogonal martingales, was given by Bafiuelos and
Wang in [1].

Our motivation comes from the question about the limit case p = 1. Riesz transforms are not
bounded on L!, but there are several important substitutes for (3). Kolmogorov [16] proved the
weak-type (1, 1) estimate

{xeR: [Hfx)| =1} <callflpw)

for some universal constant ¢; < co. The optimal value of ¢; was found by Davis [5] to be equal
to
1 +5 + + +

1
1—ﬁ+§—ﬁ

’Vl.34....

This result was further extended by Janakiraman [15], who established the weak-type (p, p)
bound
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and proved that the constant is the best possible. The question about the sharp version of this
result in the range p > 2 seems to be open, to the best of the author’s knowledge. Another open
problem concerns the analogues of the above estimates for Riesz transforms.

The purpose of this paper is to study a certain logarithmic inequality, which can be regarded
as another natural extension of (3) to the case p = 1. Throughout the paper, the Young functions
@, ¥ Ry — R, are given by

dt)=e¢" —1—t and ¥(@)=(+1log(t+1)—1t.

For any K > 2/, define

Ly~ K [ ®Uzx loglrlD
T ?+1
R

dr. “4)

The following statement is one of our main results.

Theorem 1.1. Let d be a positive integer and let K > 2 /7. Then for any Borel function f on R?
and any Borel subset A of R? we have

/|ij(x)\dxgK/w(yf(x)])dx+|A|-L(K), ji=12,....4d. (5)
A R4

For each K the constant L(K) is the best possible.

It is easy to see that L(K) tends to infinity as K decreases to 2/m and hence the logarithmic
estimate does not hold with any finite L(K) when K < 2/m. A few remarks concerning the
form of (5) are in order. First, we cannot replace the function ¥ by the more familiar function
x > |x|log|x| or x — |x|log™ |x|. Indeed, if (5) held after such a modification, we would apply
it to a function bounded by 1 and obtain that R; sends bounded functions to bounded functions,
a contradiction. The next observation is that we are not allowed to replace the integral on the right
of (5) by its local version fA Y (| f(x)|) dx. This can be seen, for example, by taking A = [0, 114,
J = 1}1.21x[0,17¢-1 and using the fact that R; f is unbounded on [0, 119, These two observations
explain why we have chosen the form (5) for the investigation.

A few words about the proof and the organization of the paper. Our approach will exploit the
probabilistic techniques of Bafiuelos and Wang [1]: the key role in the proof will be played by a
certain appropriate martingale inequality. However, it should be stressed here that the arguments
from [1] do not lead directly to the inequality (5), due to its local form. To overcome this dif-
ficulty, we shall first establish a certain exponential estimate, which can be regarded as a dual
version of (5). The corresponding exponential inequality for martingales is established in the
next section, and in Section 3 we apply the duality arguments to prove (5). Then, in Section 4,
we deal with the optimality of the constant L(K). In the final part of the paper we apply the
results to the study of the so-called re-expansion operator, an object arising in the problems of
mathematical physics.
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2. A martingale inequality

As mentioned in the Introduction, the results of this paper depend heavily on an appropri-
ate martingale inequality. Let us start with introducing the necessary probabilistic background
and notation. Assume that (§2, 7, P) is a complete probability space, equipped with (F;);>0,
a nondecreasing family of sub-o-fields of F, such that F( contains all the events of probabil-
ity 0. Let X, Y be two adapted real-valued martingales with right-continuous trajectories that
have limits from the left. The symbol [ X, Y] will stand for the quadratic covariance process of X
and Y, see e.g. Dellacherie and Meyer [6] for details. The martingales X, Y are said to be orthog-
onal if the process [X, Y] is constant with probability 1. Following Bafiuelos and Wang [1] and
Wang [21], we say that Y is differentially subordinate to X, if the process ([ X, X1, —[Y, Y1;):>0
is nonnegative and nondecreasing as a function of ¢.

The differential subordination implies many interesting inequalities comparing the sizes of
X and Y. The literature on this subject is quite extensive, we refer the interested reader to the
survey [4] by Burkholder and the paper of Wang [21]. Here we only mention one result, due to
Baiiuelos and Wang [21], which will be needed in our further considerations. We use the notation
X1l p = sup; >0 1 X: | p for I < p < oo.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that X, Y are orthogonal martingales such that Y is differentially subor-
dinate to X. Then for any 1 < p < 00,

1Yl < CpllXlip,
where C), is given in (2). The constant is the best possible.
The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that X, Y are orthogonal martingales such that | X | < 1, Y is differ-
entially subordinate to X and Yo = 0. Then for any K > 2 /7 we have

L(K)||X
supEer 11,1/ K) < “EIEL ©)
t>0

The inequality is sharp.
The proof of this statement will be based on the existence of a certain special harmonic func-

tion. Let H =R x (0, 0o) denote the upper half-space and let S = (—1,1) x R stand for the
vertical strip in R?. Fix K > 2/ and define I/ : H — R by the Poisson integral

(|2 log
Ula, p) = /ﬂ G”SZ(f/'ngd ~ LK)K. ™)

Then U is a harmonic function on H and, for ¢ #£ 0,

2
lim U, B)=@(|—log|t
(@) (1.0 (@ F) (’nK ol

)— L(K)K™'. (8)
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Let ¢ : S — H be a conformal mapping given by ¢ (z) =i exp(—imz/2) and introduce the func-

tion U, defined on the closure S of S by the formula

Q(lyl/K) — L(K)/K if |x| =1,

U(x’y)z{uw(x,y» if x| < 1.

It is not difficult to check that for (x, y) € S we have

o0
1 [ cos(ZX)® (|2 logls| + %) _
Ux,y)=— ul ds — L(K)K L. 9
x. ) T / 52 —2ssin(5x) + 1 s (%) ©)
—00

As the composition of a harmonic function and a conformal mapping, we see that U is harmonic
on S. In addition, in view of (8), U is continuous on its domain. Furthermore, it is easy to see
that U satisfies the symmetry condition

Ux,y)=U(x,—y)=U(—x,y) forall(x,y)€S. (10)
Indeed, this is equivalent to

o B
a2+,82’a2+,32

Ll(ot,,B):Ll(—oz,,B):M( ) for all (o, B) € H,
which can be verified by the substitutions 7 := —¢ and # := 1/¢ in (7).
We shall need the following further properties of U.

Lemma 2.3.

(i) We have U, <0on S.
(i) We have U (x,0) <O0forx e[—1,1].
(iii) Forany (x,y) € S we have

Ux,y) = ®(lyl/K) — L(K)K x| (11)

Proof. (i) Since the function x = @ (|x|) is convex, (9) implies that for a fixed x € [—1, 1],
the function U (x, -) is also convex. It suffices to use the harmonicity of U on S.

(ii) From (i) and (10), we infer that U (x, 0) < U (0, 0) =0.

(iii) By (i) and (10), it suffices to establish the majorization for x € {0, 1}. If x = 1, then both
sides of (11) are equal. To deal with the case x = 0, observe that for any k =2, 3,..., s %0 and
vy € R we have

k k k

+2|ylk.

2 2 2
—logl|s|+y| +|=logls|—y| =2|—logls]|
T T T

Dividing throughout by k! - K* and summing all the obtained estimates yields

o |2 toglsi+ 2] )+ o |2 t0glsl — 2|} = 20 (|2 10g 51| ) + 200 ( 21,
7K K 7K K 7K K
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Multiply both sides by (7 (s> + 1)) ™! and integrate over R with respect to the variable s to obtain

U L(K) L(K) L(K) y
(O’y)+T + U(O,—y)~I—T >2 U(O,O)+T +2@ <)

Combining this with (10) and the equality U (0, 0) = 0, we get the desired majorization on the
y-axis. O

We shall require the following technical fact, which follows immediately from Corollary 1 of
Bafiuelos and Wang [2].

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that X, Y are real-valued orthogonal martingales such that Y is differ-
entially subordinate to X. Then Y has continuous paths and is orthogonal and differentially
subordinate to X€, the continuous part of X.

We are ready to establish the exponential estimate.

Proof of (6). Fix t > 0. Since U is of class C2, we may apply Itd’s formula to obtain

U(X:. ) =U(Xo, Yo) + 11 + 12/2 + I, (12)

where

t t
I Zfo(Xs—a Ys)dX; +ny(XS—7 Ys) dYs,
0+ 0+
t t
L= f Ux (X, Ys)d[XC» XC]S + 2/ ny(XS,, Ys)d[XCa Y]S
0+ 0+
t
+/Uyy(Xs7’ Yé)d[Y’ Y]Sr
0+
I = Z [U(Xsa Yo) —U(Xs—, ¥5) — Ux (Xs—, Ys)AXs]-

O<s<t

Here AX; = Xy — X;_ denotes the jump of X at time s. Observe that U (Xg, Yp) = U (X9, 0) <0,
because of the assumption Yy = 0 and the part (ii) of Lemma 2.3. Next, we have [EI; = 0, by the
properties of stochastic integrals. Using the orthogonality of X and Y, we see that the middle
term in /> vanishes. Combining this with Lemma 2.3(i) and the differential subordination of Y
to X¢, we obtain

t t

L < / Usx(Xs—, Ys)d[Y, Y] + / Uyy(Xs—, Yy)dly, Y]y, =0,
0+ 0+
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because U is harmonic. Finally, I3 is also nonpositive, because of Lemma 2.3(i). Plugging all
these facts into (12) and integrating both sides gives EU (X;, Y;) < 0 and hence, by (11),

E®(1Y,|/K) < L(K)K'E|X;| < LIK)K X |1
It remains to take supremum over ¢ > 0 to complete the proof. O

Sharpness. This will follow once we have established the optimality of L(K) in (5); see
Remark 4.1 below.

3. Inequalities for Riesz transforms in R¢

There is a well-known representation of Riesz transforms in terms of the so-called background
radiation process, introduced by Gundy and Varopoulos in [10]. Let us briefly describe this con-
nection. Throughout this section, d is a fixed positive integer. Suppose that X is a Brownian
motion in R? and let ¥ be an independent Brownian motion in R (both processes start from the
appropriate origins). For any y > 0, introduce the stopping time 7(y) = inf{r > 0: Y; € {—y}}. If
f belongs to S(RY), the class of rapidly decreasing functions on R?, let Uyr: R? x [0, 00) = R
stand for the Poisson extension of f to the upper half-space. That is,

Upx,y) :=Ef(x + Xz(y)-
For any (d + 1) x (d + 1) matrix A we define the martingale transform A * f by

T(y)
Ax fr,y) = / AVU(x + X5y + Yy) - d(Xs., Yy).
0+

Note that A * f(x, y) is a random variable for each x, y. Now, for any f € C§°, any y > 0 and
any matrix A as above, define 7 f : RY — R through the bilinear form

/ T3 f(x)g(x)dx = / E[A * f(x, )g(x 4+ Xr(y)]dx, (13)
R4 R4

where g runs over C° (R?). Less formally, 77 f is given as the following conditional expectation
with respect to the measure P = P® dx (dx denotes Lebesgue’s measure on R¥): for any z € R?,

T3 f@) = E[Ax fx.p)|x+ Xe(y =2].

See Gundy and Varopoulos [10] for the rigorous statement of this equality. The interplay between
the operators TA;V and Riesz transforms is explained in the following theorem, consult [10] or
Gundy and Silverstein [9].
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Theorem 3.1. Ler A/ = [azm], j=12,...,d bethe (d+ 1) x (d + 1) matrices given by

1 ift=d+1,m=j,
al, =1 -1 ift=jm=d+1,
0 otherwise.
Then 7;y.f — R f almost everywhere as y — o0.

J

We shall require the following auxiliary fact.

Lemma 3.2. Let f € Cgo(Rd) and A = AJ for some j. Then (13) holds for all g € L4(RY),
1 <g <oo.

Proof. Fix x € R and y > 0. Consider the pair & = (&);>0, { = ({;);>0 of martingales given by

& = Uf(x + Xeoyar ¥y + Yf(y)N)

T(Y)AL
=Us(x,y)+ / VUf(x + X5,y + Ys) - d(Xy, Ys)
0+
and
()AL
&= / AjVUf(X-i-Xs,Y-f‘Ys)'d(Xs, Y),
0+

for t > 0. Then the martingale ¢ is differentially subordinate to &, since

T()AL

f(x+XSsy+Ys) ds

U 2
Xy

6.6 —[e.cl=|Ur e+ Y

kg(j.d+1} gy

is nonnegative and nondecreasing as a function of 7. Furthermore, § and ¢ are orthogonal, which
is a direct consequence of the equality (A’x, x) =0, valid for all x € R4, Indeed,

T(y)NE
[S’ C]IZ / <AJVUf(x+Xs’y+Yv)’VUf(x‘i'wa“'Ys))dS=0
0+

Therefore, by Theorem 2.1,

Igellp =gl < CRIENL = CpllEemwllp, 1< p <o
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Integrating both sides with respect to x € R? gives
/E|A * fx. |7 dx < c,’,’/E|f(x +Xe)|” dx = CRIFI] ) ay»
R4 R4
by virtue of Fubini’s theorem. In addition, for any g € C(‘)>O (]Rd),
99y — o9
/E|g(x + X‘L’(y))\ dx = ”g”Lq(Rd)‘
R4

Combining these estimates with (13) and Holder’s inequality yields

'/’TAyf(X)g(x)dx :‘/E[A*f(X,y)g(x‘FXr(y))]dx
Rd R

S Cpll fllLr ey gl g (rays (14)
which is the claim, since Cj° (R?) is dense in L1(RY). O
We turn to the dual version of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 3.3. For any Borel function f on R? bounded in absolute value by 1 we have the sharp
estimate

LK) f 1 re)

=1,2,...,d. 15
X 15)

[ e(rireolix)an<
R4
Proof. Fix j € {1,2,...,d}, x e R and y > 0. By a standard density argument, it suffices to
establish the estimate (15) for f € Cgo (R9). Consider the martingales £ and ¢ introduced in the

proof of the previous lemma. These processes are orthogonal, ¢ is differentially subordinate to &
and ¢o =0, so by (6), we have

E® (I¢r(y|/K) =supE®(1&:1/K) < LIK)K | ]
>0
Integrating this estimate with respect to x € R? and using Fubini’s theorem yields

/E@(\A * £, Y)|/K) dx SLE)K £l 11 ray-
R4

Pick ¢ € (1, 00) and g € L9(R?). Since ¥ is the Legendre transform of @ (i.e., ¥’ and @’ are
the inverses of each other), we obtain, by Young’s inequality,
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[ ]
R4

g/E<D(‘A*f(x,y)/K‘)dx-i—/]E'l’(‘g(x+Xr(y))‘)dx
R4 R4

<L<K>K—l||f||Ll<Rd>+f¢'(|g<x>!)dx~
]Rd

Combining this with (13) gives

Tof ()
/[ATXg(x) - l]/(|g(x)|)i| dx < LUK f Il L1 ray/K-

R4

Now fix M > 0 and put

y y
et = T o inf TS0 1)
T2 @) K

(if 7Xjf(x) =0, set g(x) = 0). It is easy to see that |g| < c|7;‘yjf| for some positive ¢ = ¢(M, K)
and hence g € L9 (R), since the same is true for Tjj f (use (14) and the fact that f € C§° RY)
L7(R%)). We get

I

|7 FelEM —1)
+/[ . K _lp(eM_l):|1{7;yjf(x)|>MK}dx

v
7;‘jf(x) L d
Tk | )T reismry @

R4

<LKl ey

The expressions under both above integrals are nonnegative, so letting M — oo yields, by Fatou’s

lemma,
J
R4

It suffices to let y — oo and apply the assertion of Theorem 3.1 and Fatou’s lemma again.
The sharpness of the estimate will follow from the optimality of the constant L(K) in (5). See
Remark 4.1 below. O

T, f(x)
ATXD dx < LK fllpr ey

Proof of (5). Fix f satisfying fRd V(| f) <ococandput g =14R; f/IR; f| (g = 01if the denom-
inator is zero). By Parseval’s identity and (1), we get
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/Iij(x)|dx=/R,,~f(x>g<x>dx

A R4
= / R; f(x)g(—x)dx
Rd

=_/f(x)1?,fg(—x)dx
R4

:—/f(x)Rjg(x)dx
R4

<K/w(|f(x)|)dx+K/¢(|Rjg(x)\/1<)dx

Rd Rd

<wa(|f(x>|)dx+L<K)||g||L1(Rd)- (16)
R4

Here in the fifth line we have exploited Young’s inequality and in the latter passage we have
used (15) and the fact that g takes values in [—1, 1]. It suffices to note that ||g|| ;1 ge) < [A] to
complete the proof. O

4. Sharpness

The purpose of this section is to show that for each K > 2/7 and d > 1, the constant L(K)
is the best possible in (5). This will be accomplished by providing appropriate examples of f
and A. For the sake of convenience, we consider the cases d = 1 and d > 1 separately.

4.1. Sharpness, the case d =1

Let D denote the open unit disc of C and let G : D N H — H be defined by G(z) =
—(1 — 2)?/(4z) (recall that H stands for the upper half-plane). It is not difficult to verify that
G is conformal and hence so is its inverse L. Let us extend L to the continuous function on
H = {z € C: Imz > 0}. Consider another conformal map F : D — S (recall that S is the strip
{z € C: |Rez| < 1}), given by

2% Tiz—1
F(z):—llog[’Z ,}—1.
T Z—1

The following properties of L and F will be needed below. First, observe that L maps [0, 1] onto
(el 0< 0 < ). Specifically, for x € [0, 1] we have

L(x)= ¢, where 6 € [0, ] is uniquely determined by x = sin®(0 /2). a7

Moreover, L maps R\ [0, 1] onto (—1, 1); precisely, we have
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_ _ 2 _ i
L(x):{l 2x —24/x—x ifx <0, (18)
1—2x+2vx2—x ifx> 1.
Concerning F, we have that
F maps the unit circle onto the boundary of S (19)
and
F maps [—1, 1] onto itself. (20)

For any positive integer n, let V, : H — S be given by V,(z) = F(L*'(z)), and define
¢n : R — R by the formula ¢, (x) = Re V,,(x). Since V), is conformal and lim,_, o V,,(z) =0,
we have Hep, =ImV,,. Using (17), we compute that for any K > 2/ we have

1
/<15(|Hg0n(x)|/K)dx>/¢>(|ImF(L2”(x))|/K)dx
0

R

k=0
1 H(b — 005(9;”)
=3 [ om0 5
0
2w
Lo —/q§(|1mF(e’9)|/K)d9
0

e in6
=— [ o|Z10g( ——1|)/K ) a0
2 T 1 —cos6
0

1 /@(I%logﬂ)
=— | —&7 = "4
T 241

R
L(K)

K
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We turn to the optimality of L(K) in (5). Fix € > 0, n > 1 and define the function f;, : R — R by

Fu (@) = (exp(|Hen ()| /K) — 1) sgn(He, (x)).

Using the above calculation, we derive that

/,an(x)wn(x)dx=/fn(x)H§0n(x)dx
R R

=/(eXp(|’H¢n(x)|/K) — 1) [Hen ()| dx
R

:K/W(|fn(x)|)dx+K/¢(|’H(pn(x)|)dx
R

R

> K/d/(|fn(x)|)dx+L(K) —e,
R

provided n is sufficiently large. Next, observe that |[Re | < 1, so |¢,| < 1 and thus for a fixed
& > 0 we have

144 144

/ 1 fo ()] e > / Hfo () pn () dx
-5

-8

Z/’an(x)ﬁpn(x)dx_ / H fu () @n(x) dx
R

R\[—8,1+]

>K/W(|fn<x>|)dx+L(K>—e— / H fu(x)n (x) dx.

R R\[—4,1+4]

Now we shall prove that the last integral is smaller than ¢ for sufficiently large n. To do this,
pick n € (1, ¥ K /2) and note that the function f,, belongs to L7(R); in addition, its norm can be
bounded from above by a constant depending only on n and K (and not on n). This can be seen
by combining (15) with the elementary bound (¢! — 1)" < 2& (1) + (3 = 1", valid for t > 0.
Therefore, if n” =n/(n — 1) denotes the harmonic conjugate to 1, then

, /9
/ an<x><pn<x)dx<||Hf||m@R>< / |<pn<x)”dx> :

R\[—4,1+5] R\[—8,1+8]

By (2), the first factor on the right can be bounded from above by the constant depending only
on n and K. Furthermore, combining (18), (20) and the equality F(0) =0, we easily check that
if n — oo, then the last integral converges to 0: ¢, decays sufficiently fast outside [—3, 1 4 §].
Putting all the above things together, we have shown that if we take A =[-8, 1 + 6] and pick n
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large enough, then

L(K) —2¢

/|7—lf,,(x)|dx>K/lI/(|f,,(x)|)dx+l+428~|A|.
A R

Since ¢ and & were arbitrary, the constant L(K) is indeed the best possible in (5).
4.2. Sharpness, the case d > 1

Of course, it suffices to focus on Riesz transform R only. Suppose that for a fixed K > 2/x
we have

[Irirelar <k [w(rehar+-ia e
A

R4

for all Borel subsets A of RY and all Borel functions f : R¢ — R. For ¢ > 0, define the dilation
operator 8, as follows: for any function g : R x R~ — R, we let 8,g(£,¢) = g(&, t¢); for any
ACR xR let §;A={(£,10): (£,¢) € A}. By (21), the operator Ty := 68, ' o R} 0§, satisfies

/\nf(x)\dxztd—l / |Rio8 f(x)|dx
A §71A

< td_l[K/lI/(|8,f(x)|)dx +L- |6[1A|}

R4

=K/W(|f(x)|)dx+L-|A|. (22)
]Rd

Now fix f € L*(R%) satisfying fR Y (] f]) < oo. It is not difficult to check that the Fourier trans-

form F satisfies the identity F = 1?18, o F o §; and hence the operator T; has the property
that

£

_imf@,{), (,¢) eRx R,

LfE ) =
By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we have
lim 7, f(¢,6) = T (€. 0)

in Lz(Rd), where ]/”07(5 ,¢) = —isgn(& )f. Combining this with Plancherel’s theorem, we con-
clude that there is a sequence (#,),>1 decreasing to O such that 7;, f converges to Tp f almost
everywhere. Using Fatou’s lemma and (22), we obtain

/|Tof(x)|dx<K/gl/(|f(x)|)dx+L~|A|. (23)
A

R4
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Note that 7} are bounded on L?(R9) for 1 < p < oo (infact, | T; ||, = l|R1lp), so is Ty and thus
the above estimate holds true for all f € L?(R?). Next, fix ¢ > 0 and n € (1, 7K /2). By the
reasoning from the previous subsection, there is a Borel subset B of R and & € L7(R) such that

/|Hh(x)|dx > K/lll(|h(x)|)dx+(L(K)—8)|B|. (24)

B R

Define f: RxRY™! — Rby f(&,¢)=h(€)1 -1(5). Wehave f € L"(RY) and Ty f (£, ¢) =
Hh(E) 1[0’1]11—1 (¢), which is due to the identity

Tof (§,8) = —i sgn(&)A(E) g 1y0-1 (0.

Plug this into (23) with the choice A = B x [0, 17191 to obtain

[1rn@lce <k [w(pel)a+L 15
B

R

This implies L > L(K) by virtue of (24) and the fact that ¢ > 0 was arbitrary. The proof is
complete.

Remark 4.1. The optimality of the constant L(K) immediately implies the sharpness of (6) and
(15) for each K > 2/m. Indeed, if any of these estimates could be sharpened, this would yield an
improvement of L(K) in (5): see the last passage in (16).

5. Logarithmic estimates for the re-expansion operator

Let F. and F; be the cosine and sine Fourier transforms on R, respectively. That is, for
x > 0 and any Borel function f on R,

fcf(x)z\/g/f(t)costxdt, fsf(x)z\/gff(t)sintxdt.
R, R,

Both F, and F are unitary and self-adjoint operators on L?(R, ). We define the re-expansion
operator [T on Ry by the identity IT = F;F.. This operator is interesting from the analytical
point of view, as the object of spectral analysis and also appears naturally in the scattering theory.
To be more specific, let T, Ty be two self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space. The wave operators
Wi = Wi (T, Tp) are defined by

Wi(T,To) = lim ¢''Te 0
t—+o00

(the limit is understood in the sense of strong operator convergence). One expands a given
function with respect to the eigenfunctions of 7y and then takes the inverse transform using

the eigenfunctions of 7. If we put T, Tj to be the operator —d‘i—i on L?(R,) with the bound-

ary conditions f(0) =0 and f'(0) = 0, respectively, then Wi (Typ, T) = 1T (see Birman [3]).
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The re-expansion operator appears also in the polar decomposition of —i % on L>(R,) with
the domain defined by f(0) = 0 (again, see [3]) and arises in other problems of mathematical
physics (see [8,12,13]).

The next observation is that IT can be represented as singular integral operator:

Hf(x):lp.v./mdt x> 0.

b4 x2—¢2
Ry

This formula relates I7 to HX, the Hilbert transform on R, and L, the Laplace transform, which
are given by

HR F(x) = %p.v. % dr, Lf(x)= \/gf fMe ™ dr, x>0.
R, R,

The connection is given by the identity

I =H% +7, (25)
where
1o _L [ f@
’Hlf(x)—zﬁ f(x)_n x_—i-td[’ x >0.
Ry

The question about various norms of IT has gathered some interest in the literature. Hollen-
beck, Kalton and Verbitsky [11] proved that the re-expansion operator has the same p-th norm
as the Hilbert transform: ||IT]|Lr®,)—>Lr®y) = IHlLr@®)—Lr®) for 1 < p < 0o. Then it was
shown by the author in [17] that the weak p-th norms of [T and H coincide for 1 < p < 2:
T Lr (R, )—Lroo®y) = HILr(R)— Lr-oo®)- We shall establish the following further result in
this direction, using the special function U invented in Section 2.

Theorem 5.1. Let K > 2/7 be a fixed constant.

@ I fllLemy) < 1, then
/cb(lnf<x)|/1<) dx < LK f il s (26)
Ry

The constant L(K)K ~1 is the best possible.
(ii) For any Borel subset A of Ry and any Borel function f : Ry — R we have

/|Hf(x)|dx gK/w(|f(x)|)dx+L(K) -|A]. (27)
A

Ry

The constant L(K) is the best possible.
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Since L(K) explodes as K approaches 2/, we conclude that the above estimates do not hold
with any finite constant L(K) when K < 2/7.

Proof of (26). By standard density arguments, it suffices to show the estimate for f € C5°(Ry).
Consider the complex Fourier transform JF on the upper half-plane H, defined by

2 )
Ffx,»=Ff(x)= \/;/ f()e' dr.
R4

Of course, F f is an analytic on H and can be extended to a continuous function of H by
Ffx) = f(x)lix>0), x € R. Since F. is unitary and self-adjoint, the substitution g = F. f
transforms (26) into

/ ®(|Fog()|/K)dx < LIK)K [ Feglipir, - (28)
Ry

The smoothness of f guarantees the bounds

[ Fe(@)] < (Fe) ()] < (29)

C C
1+ 1z 1+ z)?

for all z € H and some absolute constant ¢ depending only on g. Consider the functions u, v on

H given by

2
u(x,y)=ug(x,y) =ReFgx,y) = \/;/ g(t) costxe V! dt,
Ry

2
v(x,y) =vg(x,y) =ImFg(x,y) = \/;/ g(@®)sintxe Y dt.
Ry

These functions are harmonic and satisfy Cauchy—Riemann equations on H . Furthermore, for all
x,y > 0 we have

u(x,0) = Feg(x), v(x,0) = Fygx),
u(,y) = Lg(), v(0,y) =0,
ux(0,y) =0, v (0,y) = = (L) (). (30)

Recall the function U from Section 2 and define G(x, y) = U(u(x, y), v(x, y)) for (x,y) € H.
The definition makes sense, since |u(x, y)| < 1 for all (x, y) € H (here we use the assumption
| fllLe®,) < 1). Clearly, G is continuous; furthermore, it is harmonic on H, since u and v sat-
isfy Cauchy—Riemann equations. Thus, applying Green’s formula for the region Dg = {(x, y) €
R2: x >0, y >0, x2+y2 < Rz}, R > 1, we obtain

0=//yAG(x,y)dxdy= y{ G(x,y) —yGy(x,y)dx + yGr(x,y)dy.
Dp dDg
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Let R — oo. Then (29) implies that the line integral over the arc
{G.y): x>0, y>0, x*+y* = R?}
converges to zero and we get
0= f G(x,0)dx — f ¥G. (0, y)dy,
Ry Ry
or, equivalently, using (30),
[ v(Fisw. Few)ar=- [ 30,2500 0Ly o dy.
R, R,

However, Uy (x,0) =0 for all x € (=1, 1), due to (10); it remains to apply (11) to complete the
proof of (28). O

Remark 5.1. By the similar reasoning, one can establish an analogous bound for the adjoint
operator IT* = F . Fy:

/¢(|H*f(x)|/1<) LK flpw,)- 31)
Ry

Indeed, one uses g = F f and G(x,y) = U (v(x, y), —u(x,y)) instead of g and G appearing
above. The remaining arguments are essentially the same.

Proof of (27). Fix a Borel function f : Ry — R, a Borel subset A of Ry and put g =
14I1f/|I1f| (¢ = 0 when the denominator is zero). Note that g takes values in [—1, 1] and
gl ryy < IAl Therefore, using Young’s inequality and (31), we get

/|Hf(x)|dx=/17f(x)g(x)dx
A R,
=/f(x)17*g(x)dx
Ry

gK/wqﬂmDm+K/¢0nquKmx
Ry

Ry

<K / @ (| f)]) dx + LK) - gl e
Ry

<KfWWUmM+MDWM

Ry

This finishes the proof. 0O
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Sharpness of (26) and (27). Of course, it suffices to focus on the logarithmic estimate (27). We
shall exploit (25). We have proved in the previous section that for any K > 2/ and & > 0 there
is a bounded Borel subset A of R and a Borel function f : R — R satisfying

/|’Hf(x)|dx>K/w(|f(x)|)dx+(L(K)—s)-|A|.
A

R

For a fixed s > —inf A and x € R, define f(s)(x) = f(x —s)1x>0. If x > 0, then

—S

7'[RUC(‘Y)()C):lp.V. f(t_s)dt=7'[f(x—s)—l &dt.
i Xt 4 xX—s—t
However,
/ S0 aila |A|/ If()l o
X—=85- infA —
s+A ' —00

as s — o0¢. Furthermore,

/ |H1£9 (x)] dx = /

s+A s+A

[ fo

x+s+t
0

|A|/ SOl o

and

fw(|f<f>(x)|)dx=/w(|f(x)|)dx—>/w(|f(x)|)dx

Ry
as s — oo. Consequently, for sufficiently large s,
/ [T ()] dx > /\Hf(x)]dx — 26| Al
s+A A

> K/w(|f(x)|)dx + (L(K) —3¢) - |s + A|

R

>K / (| D)) dx + (LK) — 4e) - |s + Al.
Ry

This proves the desired optimality of the constant L(K). O
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