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A METHOD OF ROTATIONS FOR L EVY MULTIPLIERS

MICHAEL PERLMUTTER*

ABSTRACT. We use a method of rotations to study the boundedness, < p < oo,

of Fourier multipliers which arise as the projection of nragéle transforms with respect
to symmetrica-stable processe$) < o < 2. Our proof does not use the fact that
0 < a < 2, and therefore allows us to obtain a larger class of mudtipliwhich are
bounded or.?. As in the case of the multipliers which arise as the pragectif martingale
transforms, these new multipliers also have potentialieafbns to the study of thé&?
boundedness of the Beurling-Ahlfors transform; see comjed. below.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OFRESULTS

The Beurling-Ahlfors transform, defined on the complex play

Bf(z) = —lp.v./(c(f(iw)de

™ z—w)
for f € C§°(C), is the analogue of the Hilbert transform on the real linés & Calderon-
Zygmund singular integral operator, and it is a Fourier impliér with

B(e) = %f@).

The classical theory of Calderén-Zygmund singular ire¢gshows thaB is bounded on
L?(C) for 1 < p < co. Because of its many connections to quasiconformal maging
other problems in complex analysis (see for examfjlethere has been a lot of interest for
many years in finding its operator norm éf(C), 1 < p < oo, which we denotd B ,.
In[19], Lehto showed thaftB||, > (p* — 1), wherep” = max{p, ;27 }. Along standing
conjecture of lwaniecl[d] is that||B||, = (p* — 1). The literature on this subject is now
quite large, and it would be impossible for us to review itéhierits entirety. For some of
this literature, we refer the reader to the overview arfié]end the many references given
there.

Despite the efforts of many researchers, lwaniec’s conjeaemains open. There are,
however, many partial results, and the techniques developthese efforts have lead to
many other interesting questions and applications. Iniqudatr, there are a number of
probabilistic constructions which provide upper bounds|fB||,. The primary purpose
of this paper is to study thé” boundedness of operators closely related to one of these
constructions.

In[9], Bafiuelos and Wang used the background radiation pro¢€asndy and Varopolous
[16] combined with Burkholder’s inequalities regarding thaihZ? bounds of martingale
transforms 7] to show that|B||, < 4(p* — 1). This result, in addition to being, at the
time, the best known upper bound fbB||,,, had the desirable property that it directly in-
volved the constani* — 1. This property is shared by many estimates which are oltaine
by probabilistic methods. In2[l], Nazarov and Volberg showed thgB||, < 2(p* — 1)
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using Bellman function techniques to prove a Littlewoodelanequality for heat exten-
sions. The boundB||, < 2(p* — 1) was again obtained irS] using a method that is
similar to [9] but which replaces the background radition process witdtsgime Brow-
nian motion. The methods o8] were refined in [] taking advantage of the fact that the
martingales arising in the representation of the Beurlidfors transform have certain
orthogonality properties to produce the bouldl|, < 1.575(p* — 1) which is, as of now,
the best known bound valid for all < p < oo. In [11], this bound was improved to
|B|l, < 1.4(p* — 1) for 1000 < p < oc.

The method used in3] and later in [] and [11] is to embedL?(R™) into a space of
p—integrable martingales via composition of a space-timesBian motion with caloric
functions, apply a martingale transform, and then projackito L? (R™) using conditional
expectation. This yields a large class of Fourier multiglithat includes the Beurling-
Ahlfors transform withZ.? bounds that are multiples pf — 1.

In [5] and [6], it was shown that interesting Fourier multipliers caroabe obtained by
considering the conditional expectation of martingal@sfarms involving more general
Lévy processes in place of Brownian motion. In particuiiarf6], using the symmetric
a—stable process$) < « < 2, and Burkholder’s sharp martingale transform inequajtie

it is shown that for allp € L>°(S"71), ||¢|l« < 1, the operator defined by/m?(g) =
ma (&) f(€) where

€012 p(0)do (0
fSnfl € - 0|*do(0)
is bounded orL?(R"), 1 < p < oo, with
(1.1 [T fllp < (P" = DIIfllp forall f e LP(R™).
Whenn = 2, the choice ofp(6) = e?22(?) yields

a ¢
(12) ma(g) - o+ 25
and therefore
Q
T f= o 2Bf.

Lettingo 7 2, we recover the estimateB||, < 2(p* — 1) which was proved in{1] and

(8.
The formula (.2) does not depend on the fact tiiat. « < 2. That s, for allr > 0,

_ fule 0 e doe)

mx (¢) Jsu 1€ - 0]7do(6) Cor42

In fact it is clear that for any > 0 and anyy € L>°(S"1)

¢
¢

 fo s €017 0(0)da(6)
(1.3) mr(&) - stn—l |§ . 9|Td0(9)

gives rise to a Fourier multiplier which is bounded bA(R™). However, forr > 2, it is
unknown if this multiplier arises from martingale transfag of any kind (see remark 1)
and its boundedness di? (R™) for anyp # 2 is by itself an interesting problem. This
motivated the following conjecture which appeareddh [
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Conjecture 1. Letn > 2,0 < r < o0, p € L>=(S"!), [l¢llec < 1, and letm,. be
defined as in1.3). Then the corresponding operatd,,, , is bounded or.?(R") for all
l<p<ooand

[T, fllp < (0" = D[ f[lp, forall f e LP(R™).

This is a very strong conjecture, which if true would implyamiec’s conjecturel]g]
that || B|, < p* — 1. The main results of this paper concern the boundednes®sé th
multipliers onLP(R™) for all 1 < p < oo with some information on the constant. More
precisely, we prove the following two theorems.

Theorem 1.1.Letn > 2,0 < r < oo, p € L>®(S" '), [l¢llec < 1, and letm, be
defined as in1.3). Then the corresponding operatd,,,, is bounded or.?(R") for all
l<p<oand

I(=*)

ey

whereC,, is a constant which depends only on

”Tmerp < Co(p* - 1)6n

I fllp, forall f e LP(R"),

Remark 1.1. Sterling’s formula implies that i > 0

Iz +a)

e =O(2") asz — 0.

Therefore,

L(=2)

D(H)

=O0(r"=Y/2) asr - .

In the case that is sufficiently large, we can use the Hormander-Mikhlin tiplier
theorem to obtain estimates on the bounds off;,,, that are linear ip asp — co.

Theorem 1.2. Letn > 2 and definewy = %] + 1. Letng < r < 00, p € L>®(S"1),
el < 1, and letm,. be defined as inl(3). Then the corresponding operatdr,, , is
bounded orL?(R") forall 1 < p < oo and

[T, fllp < Cnmax{r", 1}(p* = 1)||fllp, forall f e L*(R"),

whereC,, is a constant depending only en Furthermore, T, is weak-typé1, 1) and

[T £(2) > A} < Comaxfr, 1y L

Remark 1.2. Comparing the estimates in theordni and theoreni.2, we see that each
has some advantages over the other. The constants obtaittezbrem1.1 have slower
growth as* — oo than those obtained in theoreén?and have the advantage of being valid
for all » > 0. On the other hand, theoreh®? gives estimates which are linearprasp —

oo and includes weak-type (1,1) estimates which thedteidoes not. This is because the
proof of theoreml.1 involves the method of rotations and the Marcinkiewicz riplitr
theorem, neither of which give weak-type inequalities. \lg® aemark that it is unknown
if the operators which are obtained i} pnd [6] satisfy weak-type (1,1) inequalities. While
it is true that martingale transforms do satisfy weak-typd) estimates, these estimates
are not preserved under conditional expectation. Weak-ggtimates for the operators
constructed in§] and [9] were proved in 22] using the Calderon—Zygmund theory.
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The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section @ will give background
information regarding Lévy processes and their use inystigdFourier multipliers. In
sections 3 and 4 we will prove theorerhd and1.2 respectively. Lastly, in section 5 we
will demonstrate how the methods use to prove theotelhmay be used to study other
Lévy multipliers. Throughout this paper we will use theléaling notation. Ifm(¢) is a
bounded complex-valued function &%, T,,, shall refer to the operator o (R™) defined
by f,:f(g) = m(g)f(g). If, for somel < p < oo, T,, admits a bounded extension to
LP(R™), than we shall say that is an LP multiplier. We shall also assume that> 2 for
the rest of the paper.

2. BACKGROUND

A Lévy process orR” is anR™—valued stochastic procesgX;):>o, which almost
surely starts at the origin, has stationary, independamements, and satisfies the sto-
chastic continuity conditiofim;\ o P(|X|; > ¢) = 0 for all ¢ > 0. The famous Lévy-
Khintchine formula states that iX; is any Lévy process, there exists a pdik R", a
non-negative symmetrie x n matrix B, and a measure such that/({0}) = 0 and

/ min{|z|?, 1}dv(z) < oo,
RTI,
such that the characteristic function®f is given byE(e? Xt) = (&) where

p(§) =ib-§ — %BE € +/R (€% =1 —i(¢ - 2)[(21<1)] v(d2).
(b, B, v) is referred to as the Lévy triple of;. The triple(b,0,0) corresponds to a drift
processX; = bt; (0, B,0) corresponds to a centered Gaussian process with whose co-
variance is given by X/, X/] = b, ;min{s,t}; and (0,0, ) corresponds to a “pure-
jump” process. In particular(0, I,0) corresponds to standard Brownian motion with
p(€) = —3[¢/* and for0 < o < 2, (0,0,dv(2) = Cp a s d2) corresponds the sym-
metric a-stable process with(¢) = —|¢|“. If X, andY; are independent Lévy processes
with triples (bx, Bx, vx ) and(by, By, vy ), thenX; +Y; is a Lévy process with the triple
(bx + by, Bx + By,vx + vy). Therefore, the Lévy-Khinchtine formula says that any
Lévy process can be decomposed into the sum of three indepehévy processes, a drift
process, a centered Gaussian process, and a pure jumpsproces

Lévy processes have been extensively used to study.theoundedness of Fourier
multipliers and in particular certain Calderon-Zygmuivtgsilar integrals. In this section,
we will present a summary of two constructions which can lelue study the Beurling-
Ahlfors transform. For further details of these two constians we refer the reader to
[8] and to [], [6] respectively. For examples of how related methods have beed to
study other operators, we refer the readerifp [3], and [£]. In all of these cases, the
method is based on the same fundamental idea. For a funttiod.? (R™), we construct
amartingale/ (f), such thasup, || M (f):|, = || fll,- Then we apply a martingale trans-
formation to get a new martingald,( f):, such thasup, | N (f):||, < Cpsup, [|M(f)¢]|p-
Finally, we projectN (f); onto LP(R™) using conditional expectation to get a new func-
tion which we denote by f (). Conditional expectation is a contraction 8A(R™) so
I1Sfllp < sup, [[N(f)]l,. Combining these three inequalities yieldsf||, < Cy|| f|l,. If
appropriate choices are made at each step, this operataoivitide with an operator of
classical interest in analysis such as the Beurling-Aklfansform.
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In [8], this procedure was carried out using martingales invg\@pace-time Brownian
motion. Forf € LP(R™), we consideﬂ/j(:z: t) = E(f(B: + x)|By = 0) = (p¢ *
F)(@), wherepy(z) = tl)n/ze l=I/2t i the heat kernel for the half Laplacian aBglis

Brownian motion inR™ with initial distribution given by the Lebesgue measurer fsed
T > 0, the processZ;)o<i<r = (B, T —t)o<i<7 IS called space-time Brownian motion.
[td’s formula shows thal’; (Z,)o<.<r is @ martingale and

t
Vi(2) = Vi(Zo) = [ V.Vi(Z.)-dB.,
0
Furthermore,

V(2L = EVH(Z)P = / E* [V} (Z0) Pda

= [ me—alrwlade = [ 1s@pra =1

For anyn x n matrix-valued functionA(s), s > 0 such that
[All = sup sup {lA(s)ol} <1,

5 Jul<

we define the martingale transformdf(Z,) by A(s) as
AxVi(Zy) = /t A(s)V Vi (Zs) - dBs.
The quadratic variations df (Z;) anOdA * Vy(Z,) are given by
Vi@ = [ Vvs(zas and [4xVi(2) = [ 1ALV 2

Since||4|| < 1, A« Vy(Z;) is differentially subordinate t¢’;(Z;), that is, the process
Vi(Z )]t—[A*Vj( )] is non-decreasing. Therefore, by Burkholder's celebrétedrem
(see [L2]) we have that

sup [[Ax Vi (Zo)llp < (0" = D sup[Vs(Z)]lp = (" = DI /-

To projectA « Vy(Z;) back ontoL?(R™) we define

Shf(x </ A(T - s)V, Vi (Z )dBS|BT=$>.

ST is a bounded linear operator @ (R™) with

ISAf(@)lp < 0" = DI fllp-

Moreover,S% is a Fourier multiplier with

SHGE <4w2 / " A 5e-4ﬂ2sf2ds> 1)
LettingT — oo, we see that the limiting operator defined by
@) 5179 = (17 [~ a7 as) o
is bounded or.? and i

(2.2) [Saf@)lp < (" = DS lp-
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If A(s) = Ais constant, we can evaluate the integraldri) and see that

> 2 2 _lA .
(2.3) 47T2/ A€ - e msIE gg — 217525
0 —35l¢l
Recalling that for Brownian motion the Lévy exponent isegiwyp(¢) = —3|¢|?, we can

interpret this multiplier as a “modulation” of the Lévy expent divided by the “unmodu-
lated” Lévy exponent. If we choose

11
A‘E(z’ —1>’

we see thab s f(z) = £ Bf(z). Combining this with 2.2) yields the inequality

(2.4) IBfllp <2(p" = DIIfl»

which was mentioned in the introduction.

In [5] and [6], this construction was generalized by replacing Browmastion with
more general Lévy processes. Lebe a Lévy measure dR”, o a complex-valued func-
tion onR™ with |||l < 1, lety a finite Borel measure di* !, andy> a complex-valued
function onS™~! with |||« < 1. Definem,, .. (¢) by

_ Jga(cos(€ - 2) — De(z)v(dz) + AL - €
(2.5) m,u,u(g) - Rf n(COS(f ) Z) — I)V(dz) T Bf 5

where

sn—1 1<i,j<n S 1<i,j<n

Note that(cos(§ - z) — 1) = R(e®* — 1 —i(£ - 2)[(.|<1)). Therefore, similarly toZ.3),
m,.,,, may be interpreted as a “modulation” of the real part of tegyéxponent of some
process,X;, divided by the “unmodulated” real part of the Lévy exponehX;. The
primary result of f] is to show thatn,, ,, is anL? multiplier for all 1 < p < oo and

1T, fllo < (0" = DS, forall f e LP(R™).

We will now give a brief summary of how this multiplier is olrtad in the case where
u = 0 andv is symmetric and finite, which correspondsXg being a compound Pois-
son process. (The general case can then be proved by symatietriand approxima-
tion arguments, sees] for details.) Similarly to B], we fix T > 0, let (Z;)o<i<r =
(X4, T — t)o<i<r, and letVy(z,t) = P, f(x) = ET(f(X¢ + z)). Itis shown in ] that
V¢(Z,) is a martingale, withsup, ||[Vy(Z:)|l, = || fll, forall 1 < p < oo, and by the
generalized Itd’s formula (see for exampie])

t+ B
Vi(Ze) = Vi(Zo) = /0 /n[Vf(Zsf +2) = Vi(Zs_)|N(ds, dz),

whereZ,_ = lim, »s Zy, andN is the so called compensator, defined for each fixed)
on Borel sets oR™ by

N(t,A) = N(t, A) — tv(A)
whereN is a Poisson random measure that descibes the jumjiis, ok.
N(t,A)={s:0<s<tX;— Xs_ € A}|.
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Therefore ify : R" — C with ||¢]| < 1, we can define the martingale transform of
Vi (Z:) by o as

t+ ~
o xVi(Z) = /0 /n[Vf(ZS_ +2) = Vp(Ze_)]o(2) N (ds, dz).

The quadratic variations df (Z;) andy » V¢ (Z,) are given by

t+
Vi@le= [ [ 1V 2= Vy(Zi PN s, d2)
0 n

and

t+

Vi@l = [ [ 12+ 2) = V(2 Plolo) PN s, ).

Thereforep x V;(Z,) is differentially subordinate t&(Z,) and

sup o+ Ve (Ze)llp < (0 = DI /llp-

A projection operator can be defined by
S¢ (@) =EN (o x Vi (Zr)|Zr = (,0))
and we again have that

185 f@)llp < (" = D)If[l,-
Itis shown that a§" — oo, a limiting operatorS,,, exists and satisfies the bound

1Sef (@)l < (0 = DI fll-

Moreover,S,, is a Fourier multiplier ancf;f(g) = mﬂ,y(g)f(g).

A particularly interesting class of operators occurs whertakeX, to be the rotation-
ally symmetrica-stable process with < o < 2 and assume that is homogeneous of
order zero. In polar coordinates, we may wiitgz) = C,, o7~ ~*drdo(0) whereC,, ,,
is a constant chosen so that

p€) = [ (eos(e )~ Dav(z) = el

In this case, the numerator ¢.6) is given by
Ch.a / (cos(§ - z) — )e(z)dv(z) = Ch.a / o(6) / cos(ré - 0)r~ ' “drdo(0)
" S§n—1 0
=Ch.a w(9)[¢ - 9|°‘/ cos(s)s " dsdo ()
S§n—1 0

= Ch [ O)E-017d(0).

Therefore, the corresponding multiplier is given by

Jon1 1€ 01%0(0)do(0)
Jsn—1 1€ - 0]*do(0)
If we setn = 2 and choose(d) = e~2#12% then it is shown in{] thatm, (§) = -%
Therefore, foralD < o < 2and allf € LP(R™)
+2
1Bfllp < ——(@" = DlIflp-

«
«

ma(§) =

ooleny

Lettinga 2, we recover?.4).
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The condition) < « < 2 is natural from a probabilistic prospective. Otherwise th

measurelv(z) = |z|++a is not a Lévy measure oR™. However, for anyr > 0, the
multiplier

w1 [€ - 0]"0(0)do (0)
(2.6) my(§) = Je

Jon-1 1€ 0]7do (0)

satisfied|m, ||« < 1. Therefore[;, is a bounded operator di¥ (R™). Furthermore, for
anyr > 0, if we choosep(f) = e~2#8¢  the formulal’,, f(z) = -5 Bf(x) is valid

for all f € C°°(R™). Therefore, if we could prove conjecturg)(then lettingr — oo

it would follow that||B||, < p* — 1, and therefore the celebrated conjecture of lwaniec
would be proved. Unfortunately, we are not able to proveectje () in its entirety. We
are, however, able to show that. defined as inZ.6) is anLP multiplier forall 1 < p < oo

and for allr > 0.

The probabilistic methods used iA][and [6] do not apply when > 2. This leads
us to studyT,,, through analytic methods. Two tools for doing so are the hkiewicz
mutliplier theorem and the Hormander-Mikhlin multipligreorem which we state below
for convenience. For proofs of these results segdr [24].

Theorem 2.1. (Marcinkiewicz). Letn € L*°(R™) with [|m||- < K for some0 < K <
oo. Supposed thai(€) is n-times continuously differentiable on the subseRbfwhere
none of theg; are zero. Forj € Z, let I; denote the dyadic intervel-27+1, —27] U
[27,27%1). Suppose that for all < k < n, for all subsets{iy,...,ix} of {1,...,n} of
order k, and for all integerd;, , .. .[;,, we have that

Qg

Ilil Ilik
whenevet; # Oforall j ¢ {i1,...,ix}. Thenm(§) isanL? multiplierforall1 < p < co
and

T fllp < Cu(p* = 1)*"|[fll, forall f € LP(R™),
where(,, is a constant depending only an

Theorem 2.2. (Hormander-Mikhlin). Letyy = | 5 | + 1, and letm/(€) beno-times differ-
entiable onR™ \ {0}. Suppose there exisis< K < oo such that|m| . < K and that
also

(2.8) sup R~ 216l / 18%m(¢)|2de < K?
R>0 R<|€I<2R

for all multi-indexes such thag| < ny. Thenm(§) is an LP multiplier forall 1 < p < oo
and there exist§’,, depending only on such that

1T fllp < Co K (p* = D15

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREML..1

The main idea of the proof is to use a method of rotations tteij, . as the weighted
average of multipliers which can be studied using the M&ieinicz multiplier theorem.
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Proof. We first observe (se€ f] Appendix D p. 443) that

oD [ leoras) = aler
where4,, , = W% Therefore,

et 1€ 0"
(32) mr(g) - An,r g1 |§|r 90(9)0]/0(9)

Now forf € S*~1, we letmg (&) = 'f;(f Using 3.2), we may writel,,,, as a weighted

average of thd’,,,’s. More precisely, we shall prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. For all f € C§°(R™),

T, f(2) = AL | T, f(@)0(0)do(0),

for almost every.

Proof. Let f andg € C§°(R™). Then by Plancherel’'s theorem, Fubini’s theorem, and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

AL T d@)e@)de (s
4zt [ 00) [ T s@(ededs(o)
ik [ o) [ mi@F(©adedn o)

=it [ @)oo 0)Fle)aeie

O

We will also need to estimate tHe” boundedness of the operatdts, . This is accom-
plished by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. There exisb < C,, < oo such that

1 Tons fllp < Cu(@™ = D[ £l

forall f € LP(R™). C,, depends only on and, in particular, does not depend oror 6.
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Before proving lemm&.2, we will first show how it is used to give a simple proof of
Theoreml.1l By Minkowski’s integral inequality,
P 1/p
da:>

T, = AZE ( /
Rn

a2 [ ([ eormere)” we
a2 [ el ( [ raseypas) o

=A% [ T oo
< A;ern(p* - 1)6nwn—l|‘f|‘pv

wherew,,_; is the surface area 8*—'. Therefore, theorerh.1is proved. O

[ 9O T f)dote)

IN

We shall now prove lemma.2

Proof. For 6 in S*~1, let R be a rotation such that = e; and forf € L? let g(x) =
f(R~'z). Then a simple change for variables shows thai f () = T}, g(Rz). There-
fore, it suffices to show that

”Tme] f”p < Cn(p* - 1)6n||f||p forall f € LP(R").

To prove this, we will show that:., satisfies the assumptions of theor2ritand that
we can take to be independent of in (2.7). Note that it follows from P4, p. 110] that
for each fixed, T,,,. is a Marcinkiewicz multiplier, but it takes considerably raavork
to show thatK can be taken to be independentroin (2.7). me, (£) is even in eacly;
so it suffices to restrict attention to the region where alire positive. Noting that for all
Ay, .., AL >0

24, 24 1

—d&, ...d&, =log(2)k,
Ay A, Cinbip &y " ' @

we see that, it suffices to prove there existsidependent of such that

C

i, ... 0 me, (6)] € —————

or equivalently that

(33) 57:] 51'2 . glk |6i1 - 'aikmel (§)| <C.

The left hand side 0f3.3) is homogeneous of order zero, so it suffices to bound this
quantity on the portion of the unit sphere where&ll> 0. To do this, we will make
use of two elementary lemma’s which involve the use of Lageamultipliers to bound
polynomials on ellipses.

Lemma 3.3. Leta, b, ¢,d > 0. The maximum value of
fla,y) =y’
subject to the constraints:? + dy* = 1, z,y > 0, is given by

(&) (5"
c d
(a + b)(a+b)/2 '
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Proof. It is easy to check using the method of Lagrange multiplierstiow thatf is

maximized when
2 a 2
v c(a+b) and v d(a +b)

The result follows immediately. O

Lemma 3.4. Let1 < k < n, then the maximum value ¢fz, y, z) = (k—1)22 y" + (n —
k)z2#=2y" 22 subject to the constraint that(z,y,2) = (k — 1)a? + 4% + (n — k)22 =

1, z,y,2>01s
(2k)* r\"? 1
(k—1)k=1 \ 2k +r (2k + 1)k’
Proof. If k¥ = n then,

flz,y,2) = f(z,y) = (n—1)2®y" and g(z,y,2) = g(z,y) = (n — 1)a* +¢?,
so the result follows from lemma3. If 1 < k£ < n, the method of Lagrange multipliers
can be used to show that at any point at whjtlachieves a local maximum, = 0.
Therefore, the result again follows from lem@a. O

Now, in order to verify thatn,. satisfies 8.3), we consider three cases.
Case 1.1 ¢ {iy,...,ix}:

By direct computation,

5{51'1 .- glk )

0 Bimes () =r(r+2) - (r 4 26— 2)> s

Therefore, we need to bound

r(r+2)...(r+2k—2)¢ .. &
on the portion of the unit sphere where all coordinates arenegative. By symmetry, it
is clear that this last term is maximized whgn= ¢;, = ... =¢;, and§; = 0, whenever
i ¢ {i1,...,i,1}. Therefore, we are lead to the two-dimensional optimizagimoblem
of maximizing

fla,y) =2y,

subject to the constraint thatx,y) = kx? + y? = 1. By lemma3.3 the maximal value
of f subject to this constraint is less than

k
1
Ci (2/@—1—7’) '

r(r+2)...(r+2k—-2)
@k + 1)F < G-

Therefore, on the unit sphere

r(r42)...(r+2k—2)&& ... & < Cr

Case2.k=1,i;=1:

Differentiating, we see

|£101me, (§)] = rﬁfﬁ@% +.. 18,

and @.3) can be verified by repeating the arguments of dase

Case 3.k > landl € {iy,...,ix}:
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Without loss of generality, we may assurije= 1. Carrying out the computations, we
see
|8z e 8ik7181m(€)|
Crr+2) 2k =G, & T e+ 2) . (r 2k —2)6, &,

|§|r+2k—2 |§|T+2k

2).. . (r+2k— )&, .. &, &
_r(r+2) (r+|€|r+2k)£ §ir_r 81 M+ 2+ +82)— (2k—2)¢3).

Therefore, it suffices to show that there exiSfssuch that

r(r+2)...(r+2k—4)& ...& &<y

* Sk
and
r(r+2)... (r+2k -4k L (4. +E2) < Ch,

whenever¢| = 1 and all§; > 0. This can be done by using lemmass and3.4in a
manner similar to caselsand?2. O

Remark 3.1. In the case that = 2k is an even integer, we have thAt, = R2*, the
2k — th order Riesz transform in direction 1. Dimension free estaador this operator
were obtained by lwaniec and Martin in{] using a method that compared polynomials of
the Riesz transforms to polynomials of the complex Rieszsfiams and then in turn es-
timated the complex Riesz transforms by comparing themeat¢nated Beurling-Ahlfors
transform.

Identifying C™ with R2” the complex Riesz transforms are defined by

Ci=R; +iRn
for1 < j < n. Forapolynomiap(z) =3 5 <,, cpz?, p(R) andp(C) are defined by
pR)= Y R’ and p(C)= Y ¢C”,
[Bl<m |Bl<m

whereR? = R} o... 0 R#» andC? = C/* o ... o CB. lwaniec and Martin then show
that if poy, is @ homogeneous polynomial of degtdewe have that

n k
W /82%1 [par(2)|do(2),

where|| B||,, is the norm of the:-th iterated Beurling-Ahlfors transform ab¥ (C).
Pickingp(z) = z2* and computing the integral on the right-hand side using dheilas
in Appendix D of [L5], we see

P26 (R) || Lo (&) Lo () < ||P2£(C)|l Lo (cry— Lo () <

IR || Lo rry— Lorny < I1BF]lp.

The L? boundedness aB* was studied by Dragicevic, Petermichl, and Volbergir][
where they showed that

Clk172/p*p* < HBk”p < Czk172/p*p*'
Combining this with 8.1) gives

”R%kHLP(]R")—)Lp(Rn) < Ole_Q/P*p*'
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Therefore,
INEE! (r) 1-2/p*

Tm <On7 P
T £l < Cor;

2 p*Hpr-

Like the bound obtained in theorelr?, this bound is linear ip. Futhermore, withp fixed
it has orden-("t1)/2-2/p" a5 — o0, which is slightly better than the bound obtained in
theoreml.2 However, this bound has the disadvantage of only beingl vettienr is an
even integer whereas the bound obtained in thedréxis valid for all sufficiently large-.

4. THE PROOF OF THEOREML.2

Proof. Itis clear thaf|m. ||~ < 1, so by @.9) it suffices to show that

1/2
(sup R"t218 / |86mr(§)|2d§> < C,rl?l
R<|&|<2R

R>0

for all multi-indexes with|3| < ng. But sincem,. is homogeneous of order zero, we can
make a change of variables and then use polar coordinates that

sup R [t @Pde = [ jotma(Pag
R>0 R<|€|<2R 1<gl<2

2
:/ t”’l/ 187 m, (1)) do () dt
1 Sn—1
2
= [ [ ot (€)oo
1 Srn—1
< Cy 10%m,(€)2do (),

S§n—1

where¢’ = ‘—g‘ Therefore, it suffices to show that for all multi-index@with |3| < no,

1/2
@) ([ ormiopan@) <o
Sn—l
Asin (3.1), we see that
G
me(€) = Coiry (€,

where

[ leor
n(©) = [ Ebe(oao)

We will show that

Y o)

1/2
B 2 18l /.
([ om@ranto) < cu gzt

and so ¢.1) will follow by observing that Sterling’s formula impliehat there existg’,
such that for all- > nq
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Forallg € S"~1, letmg (&) = "'f,"r so that

&)= [ 9 ma(©)e(0)do(0)
We note that it suffices to show that for &l < ny,
(4.2) [0%m(€)| < CorlPllg - 0770,

For then we see that

([ wmipaso) " ( Lo |aﬁme<5>|da<e>)2da<5>>
< Cprlfl </S </S € - 9|’“”0da(9)>2 da(§)>

1/2

1/2

F(rfnoJrl)
= CnT‘I (r n2o+r)
Letgp(&) = |€-0|" andh(&) = [¢] 7" so thatme(§) = go(§)R(E). By Leibniz’s rule
0% ma()] = | Y (f ) 0790 (£)0°h(€)
v<B
< Co Y 0790(8)[10°(E)],
v<B

whered = 5 — 7.
Lettingy = (y1,...,7) andd = (41,...,d,), we see that whej| = || =1

07g0(E) = r(r =1)...(r =i+ 1)€- 0|70, ... 0,,]

(4.3) <t g|rre

and

(4.4) Osh(&)| =r(r+1)...(r+4— 177 |&, ... &, | < Curl.

(4.2 follows immediately which completes the proof. O

Remark 4.1. If we inspect the proof of theorerh.2, we will see that ifr > n + 1, it
follows from (4.3) and @.4), thatm,. is multiplier which satisfies the estimate

(4.5) €[1#105m..(€)] < C,

for all multi-indexes with| 3| < n + 1. Therefore, by a result of McConneli(], m,. may
be obtained using martingale transforms with respect touckBaprocess.

5. THE METHOD OF ROTATION FOR OTHERLEVY MULTIPLIERS

We have seen that the Lévy multipliers which arise from mgele transforms with
respect ton-stable processes can be studied analytically using thbadeif rotations.
This approach has the disadvantage that it does not allowaistain as good of constants
as those that are obtained through probabilistic methodsveMer, it has the advantage
of allowing us to remove the restriction that< 2 and thereby obtain a larger class of
operators which are bounded @#(R™) for 1 < p < oco. Itis natural to wonder if this
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method can be applied to study the multipliers which arisenfother Lévy processes and
if so will it again let us remove restrictions on any relevpatameters.

Let (X,);>0 be a Lévy process whose Lévy measurss rotationally-symmetric and
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue meag¥nite v in polar coordinates
asdv = v(r)drdo(0) for some functiorv(r). Let ¢y be a bounded function dR” that is
homogeneous of order zero, and consider the multipliemgdye

m (5) _ f]R" (COS(§ : Z) - 1)90(2)dy(z)
v Jgn (cos( - 2) = L)dv(z)

Let p(&) be the Lévy exponent corresponding to the Lévy trifle0, ). Since thev is
symmetric,p(&) is real, and therefore

(5.1) [ Gcosté - 2) = 1yvtz) = p(6)

To examine the numerator defiie R — R by

(5.2) L(z) = /0 (cos(rz) — 1)v(r)dr.
Then, we have that

63 [ (o€ 2) - Dpl)in) = [ L 0)0(0)do (),

§n—1
Therefore, combiningy 1) and 6.3) we see that the multiplier which arises as the projec-
tion of martingale transforms with respectXg is given by

[ HED
o) = [ ZEe0)do0)

L(¢-9)
o SO that

mel&) = [ mo(€)e(0)dz(0).

Then repeating the arguments of sectiowe see thatif’},,, is bounded orl?(R™), then
T, is bound onL?(R™).
More generally, we have the following corollary.
Corollary 5.1. For any functionL : R — R, let AL(§) = [g._. L(£ - 0)do(6). If
me, (&) = jf(lg)) is an L» multiplier for somel < p < oo, then for allp € L>°(S™ 1),
_ fgnfl L(g : e)w(o)do-(o)
fgnfl L(g ' e)da.(e)
is also anL? multiplier. In particular, if for someC,, , > 0,
[T, fllp < Crpllfll, forall fe LP,

Similarly to sectiorB, we setmy (&) =

mr(€)

then
”TmL.pr < wnflcn,prHp forall f € LP.

Consider now, fof < < a < 2, the so-called “mixed-stable” process defined by,
7, = X;+aY, whereX, is arotationally-symmetria-stable procesg; is an independent
rotationally symmetrigs-stable process, and> 0. Z; is a Lévy process with exponent
p(€) = —(|¢|* + a®|¢]P) and Lévy measure

dv(z) = (Cpar 7% 4 Cp ga’r=17P)drdo(6).
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In this case, by an argument similar to thestable case, the corresponding multiplier is
given by

m (5) _ fSn—l (Cn,a|§ : 9|a + Cn,ﬁ,a|§ : 9|B)Qp(9)d0(9) .

" Jr+(Cral€- 01" + Cu.al€ - 6F)do ()

It is already known thatn, s is an L? multiplier for 1 < p < oo by the results of ]
and [p]. However, the method of rotations allows us to to removergwriction that
0 < 8 < a < 2. More precisely, we can prove the following.

Corollary 5.2. Let0 < r < s < o0, letC,,Cs > 0, and lety € L>°(R™). Thenm,. s
defined by
o (6) — e (CHE- 01"+ Cule - 81°)p(6)dor(9)
’ Jon—1(Crl€ - 0" + Cs[€ - 0]%)do (6)
is an L? multiplier, for all 1 < p < oo and

HTmT,sf”p < Chyrs(p” — 1)6n||f||p forall f € LP(R").

Proof. As in the proof of theoren .1, the integral in the denominator can be computed
directly and

| (crle-or +Cule-o1)a0(0) = Cller + CLlet

Therefore, in light of corollarp. 1it suffices to show that
Cr|€1|r + CS|§1|S
me, (§) = O IElr = C71els
rlElm + Cilel
is an Marcinkiewicz multiplier. As in the proof of lemnta2, we restrict attention to the
region where alk; are non-negative, and check that, satisfies 8.3). We already know

that ‘Ifﬁll‘: satisfies 8.3) so it suffices to show that
1+al&f
n = —
€) =7 Il

satisfies 8.3) for all a,b,c,t > 0 since it is easy to check using Leibniz’s rule that the
product of two multipliers which satisfi8(3) is again a multiplier satisfying3(3).
Applying Faa di Bruno’s formula to the functigrih(€)), whereh(¢) = [£]? andg(z) =

m, we see thad;, ...d;, W is a finite linear combination of terms of the form
t L .
b+ cl¢]f €% b+ cl¢]f
(3.3 then follows easily which completes the proof. O

Another example of a Lévy multipliers which can be studisthg the method of ro-
tations arises from the so-called relativistiestable process. Far < o < 2, M > 0,
there exists a Lévy procesgX;):>o with symbolp(¢) = (|¢> + M?/*)*/2 — M and
infinitesimal generator

M — (=A + M?/)e/?,
Whena = 1, this operator reduces to free-relativistic Hamiltoniahieth has been in-
tensely studied because of its applications to relatwigtiantum mechanics. For further
background information on this process, we refer the reawgr?, [10], and the refer-
ences provided in therein.
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Here we will show that the multipliers which arise from tadgithe projections of mar-
tingale transforms with respect 6, can be studied using the method of rotations. Unfor-
tunately, unlike in the case of the mixed stable proceskedatt thad < o < 2 will play
a crucial role in the proof. Therefore, we will not be able ¢émiove that restriction and
obtain a larger class of operators.

Corollary5.3. Let0 < oo < 2, M > 0, andy € L>°(R"™) homogeneous of order zero. Let
dv(z) = r~1=2¢(r)drdf be the levy measure corresponding to the relativististable

process with masd/ and let L be defined as in%2). Then L(é})) is a Marcinkiewicz
multiplier and therefore, by corollar§.1

S fR” —cos(&-0))p(0)dr(z)
’ Jin (1 = cos(& - 0))dv(z)

is an L? multiplier and
T, fllp < Cra (@™ = 1) 1| £l

This is of course a weaker version of results already prav§s] iand [5], but nevertheless,
it is interesting to observe that this result can also beinbthanalytically.

Proof. In [13], it is shown that the Lévy measure correspondindgtocan be written in
polar coordinates by

dv(z) = r 1 =%¢(r)drdo(9)
whereg(r) is a bounded positive function that that satisfies

(5.4) (1) < Cerpinto—1)/2

whenr > 1.
Now, by Fa& di Bruno’s formulay;, ... 0;, % is a finite linear combination of terms
with the form

Eir -+ & (|7 + MP/)59F
((1€]> + M>/)% — M)+t
Therefore, we see thep&{lg—) is infinitely differentiable orR™ \ {0} and

1 1

Near0, each term in%.5) is bounded above by

(5.5)

0<j<k.

1
|§|2 + M2/o¢)% _ M)j-H
1 1
S CI\,[.,n,a (|§|2 T M2/o‘)% — M) S (@) (W) as|§| — 0.

It is easy to check using the dominated convergence thedhenmean value theorem
and the fact that*~~¢(r) is integrable or{0, co) for all k£ > 1, thatL is infinitely differ-
entiable on(0, oo). Therefore, in order to show thép% is a Marcinkiewicz multiplier it
suffices to show that

(5.6) IL()| < Co minf¢]*, [¢[*}

CM,n,a
(
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and
(5.7) [L'(€)] < Cominf[¢|*, [¢]}.
L&) satisfies(3.3) since

p(
L(&)
p(§)

is a continuous function oR™ \ {0} which is bounded near the origin and|gs— .
Making a change of variables, we see that

/Oo(cos(r:c) — D) %¢(r)dr
0

/Ooo(cos(s) —1)s7lmeg (%) ds

where the last inequality uses the boundedness ddn the other hand we can use the
inequality| cos(z) — 1| < 22, along with 6.4) and the boundedness ofto see that

/Ooo(cos(mc) — D)r 1" e(r)dr
/OO = ¢(r)dr

0

This proves $.6). Note that the fact thai < « < 2 is needed in order for this integral to
converge.
To prove 6.7) observe that

L'(z) = /OOO sin(rz)r=“¢(r)dr.

Using the fact thatsin(z)| < |z|, it follows that|L'(z)| < C,|z| by mimicing the above
arguments. To obtain the other part 6f{) we a change of variables, and use the fact that

 is decreasing to see
o t
/ sin(t)t™%p (—) dt’
0 X
. o] (n+1)7 ¢
= |x|*” -1)" in(t)t™ —)|dt
KRy [ e (£)

T o [t
/0 sin(t)t™ %p (E) dt’
< Cylx|* L.

This completes the proof of corollar§.@). O

For then it will follow that

fil .. flk(r“)l1 - Bik

|L(2)| =

= || < Calz|®,

|L(z)| =

< Jaf? < Colzf.

1L ()] = ||

S |x|a71
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