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LOWER BOUNDS FOR DYADIC SQUARE FUNCTIONS OF
INDICATOR FUNCTIONS OF SETS

NATANAEL ALPAY AND PAATA IVANISVILI

ABSTRACT. We prove that for any Borel measurable subset A C [0, 1],
the inequality [|S2(L1a)lx > I(]A]) holds, where I denotes the Gauss-
ian isoperimetric profile. This improves upon the classical lower bound

[[S2(La)|lx 2 |Al(1—|A]) by a factor of , /log m. In addition, we

study lower bounds for the a-norm of S1(1.4), and we obtain a threshold
behavior around o = 1. We show that

1
1 > min{|Al|,1 — |A|}1 T A
”Sl( A)Hl _mln{| |7 | |} 082 min{|A|,1—|A|}7

and that this bound is sharp at points |[A| = 27% or |[A] = 1 —27F
for every nonnegative integer k. For each fixed a € (0,1), we further
establish that ||S1(14)|la > min{|A|,1 — |A|}, with the decay rate |A],
as |A| — 0, being optimal.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND THE MAIN RESULTS

Let ([0,1), B, dx) be the probability space, where B is the Borel o-algebra,
and dz is the Lebesgue measure. For each n > 0 we denote by D,, dyadic
intervals belonging to [0, 1) of level n, i.e.,

ko k+1
Dp=<{|—.—"—), k=0,...,2" 1.

Let {[0,1),0} = Fo C F1 C ... be the sequence of increasing family
of filtrations, i.e., o-algebras generated by the dyadic intervals D,,, and let
D = J,,>¢ Fn- Let us also introduce a symbol D,, denoting dyadic numbers
of level n, ie., D, = {k/2",k = 0,...,2"}, and set and D = U,>0D,,. For
any f € L'[0,1], and any interval I C [0,1] we set

1
=1 /l f(w)dy,
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where |I| denotes the Lebesgue length of the interval. Given f € L'[0,1],
the sequence {fy, }n>0, where

fo =E(f|1Fa) = > (@)

I€eDy

is called the dyadic martingale generated by f. Clearly lim,, o fn = f a.e.
We say that { f,} is a simple martingale (also called Paley—Walsh martingale
[]) if fv = fnv+1 = ... after some large N. In what follows we will be
working only with simple martingales to avoid issues with convergence of
infinity series. Define {dy, },>1, where d,, := f,, — fn—1, to be the martingale
difference sequence. Next we define the quadratic variation (Square function)

S =[S @
n>1

In this paper we will be also concerned with [-variations Sg(f), f > 1,
defined as follows
/8
Ss(f) = | D dal”
n>1

The celebrated Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality states that the L,
norm of the square function Sy(f) is comparable to L, norm of f for all
p, 1 < p < oo (see [I], |2]). For conditionally symmetric martingales, in
particular dyadic martingales, we have better bounds (see [5], [6], [7] and
references therein): there exist universal constants 0 < ¢, C' < oo such that

VD 0<p<oo 1<p<oo p3/2
1.1 —~_||f — E < < —E
Lt IR EXCS MR AT P Y

holds for all f € LP([0,1]) (here Ef = fol f). The endpoint behavior of the
constants in are sharp for general dyadic martingales.

In this paper we will be concerned with the lower bounds on ||S2(f)||1 and
IS1(f)|l1 in the case when f is an indicator function of a set, i.e., f = 14

for some A C [0, 1]. Applying (1.1)) to f(z) = La(x) we obtain
192(1a)ll1 = C|A["
with some universal constant C' > 0, where
o def .
|A[* = min{|A],1 - |A]} < |A[(1 — |A]).
Here the symbol f =< g means that there exist two universal constants ¢, C' >
0 such that ¢ < % < C. Our first main result is the following
Theorem 1.1. For any A € D we have

i} 1
IS2(00) b 2 CIAF g
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In fact we will show that ||S2(14)|l1 > I(|A|), where I(x) is the Gaussian
isoperimetric profile

x e—t2/2
I(z) = ®'(®1(z)), where &(z)= 3 ﬁdt

It is a technical calculation to verify (see also [9]) that
I(z) < x*+/log(1/x*).

Remark 1.2. It was proved in [9] that [(z) is the maximal among all non-
negative continuous functions on [0, 1] satisfying 7(0) = I(1) = 0 and

2
(1.2) I<x;y) < ;\/Iz(x)'i' x;y' +;\/12(y)+

holds for all z,y € [0, 1] (see Section for more details).

2
r—y
|

Fix some parameters (c, ) such that > 1> a > 0.

Definition 1.3. Let B(x) = B, g(x) be the pointwise maximal non-negative
continuous function on [0, 1], satzsfymg the following two-point inequality

(13) B” “y ( ’y’5>§+;(3ﬁ(y)+ x;y’ﬂy

for all z,y € [0, 1], and having the boundary condition B(0) = B(1) = 0.

By a beautiful theorem of Bobkov mentioned in Remark we have
BLQ({L‘) = I(Ji)

Theorem 1.4. For all pairs («, f) with B> 1> a > 0 we have
(1.4) 1S8(La)lla = Ba,s(|A]).
for all A € D.

Remark 1.5. The conclusion of Theorem . holds with any B, B satlsfylng
the obstacle condition Baﬁ(O) = Baﬁ( ) =0, and two-point inequality |1

It turns out that Theorem is sharp for the pair (o, 8) = (1,1).
Theorem 1.6. We have

1.5 inf 1S (1 - B
(1.5) Aelgﬂm:x\\ 1(1a)[l1 1,1(7)

forallz € D.

The function By 1(z), unlike By 2(x) = I(z), is not differentiable on (0, 1).
We will see that By has a fractal like structure, i.e., it will satisfy the
functional equation By 1(x) + 2z = 2By 1(x/2). We will also see that

1
By 1(x) > " log, s for all z € [0,1]
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FIGURE 1. B and z*logy(1/x%).

with equality whenever z = 27% or 2 = 1 — 27% for any nonnegative integer
k >0, see Figure

The next theorem gives explicit description of By j(x) and its regularity
properties. For any integer n > 0, let s(n) be the sum of 1’s in the binary
representation of n.

For any integer k > 0, set

(1.6) Fk) =3 s(k)

and let F/(0) = 0. Define the sequence of functions B,, : D, — [0,00) as
follows

(1.7) B, (z) = nx — F(x2"),

1
2n—1
where we recall D,, = {%,k =0,...,2"}. We will see that By,+1|p, = Bn
for all n > 1.

Theorem 1.7. We have

(i) For any x € D the limit lim,,_,o By (z) exists and is denoted by P(x).
(ii) The limit P : D+ [0,00) is the pointwise mazximal function defined
on D satisfying P(0) = P(1) = 0, and the two-point inequality
with (o, B) = (1,1).
(iii) There exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that

|P(z) — P(y)| < Clz —y|log (!xl—y|>

: 1
for all z,y € D with |z —y| < 5.
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(iv) For all x € D we have P(x) = P(1 —z) and P(x) +x = 2P(x/2).
(v) For all x € D we have

P(z) > " logy(1/z")

with equalmﬂ at points x = 27% and x = 1 — 2% for all nonnegative
integers k.

(vi) We have By11|p = P, and By, satisfies (iil), (iv), and (v) for all
x € [0,1].

In the next theorem for each fixed a € (0,1) we obtain lower bounds on
|S1(14)|lo which are sharp (up to a constant factor).

Theorem 1.8. For each o € (0,1) we have
151(1a)[la = |A*

holds for any A € D. Moreover for each o € (0,1) there exists a constant
Co > 0 and a sequence of sets A; € D with nonzero measure such that
limj_,oo ’AJ’ =0 and ||Sl(]1Aj)”a < Ca‘Aj‘.

Comparing theorems and we see that the sharp lower bounds on
|S1(1a)|la are |A|log(1/]|A|) and |A| (assuming |A| < 1/2) when o =1
and a € (0,1) correspondingly. Surprisingly there is no such a threshold in
the case of discrete gradient on the hypercube which we discuss in the next
section.

The next section does not contain any new theorems. Its purpose is (which
also served as our original motivation for this project) to describe similari-
ties and differences between lower bounds of a discrete gradient of boolean
functions on the hypercube (so called “edge isoperimetric inequalities”) and
the dyadic square functions of an indicator functions of sets.

1.1. Discrete gradient on the hypercube. Another way to model dyadic
martingales is through the hypercube. Let n > 1, and consider the n-
dimensional hypercube {—1, 1}" equipped with uniform probability measure.
Let x1, ..., z, be independent identically distributed Bernoulli symmetric 41
random variables. Set = (z1,...,2,) € {—1,1}". For any f: {-1,1}" —
R, the sequence

fo=Ef(z);
filer) = E(f(2)|z1 = e1);
fa(er,e2) = E(f(x)|z1 = 1,22 = €2);

falel, .o yen) =E(f(2)|zr =¢€1,...,xn =€n) = f(e1,...,6n).

Recall that «* = min{z, 1 — z}
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defines a dyadic martingale { f;}}_,. Notice that here

fozzin Z fx1, ..., zn),

1, Tn==%1

he) =g X fnm, o m),

T9,...,tn==1

f(€1, ey En—1, 1) + f(51; ey En—1, —1)

fnfl(slw"agnfl): 9
Next, we define discrete derivatives. For each j € {1,...,n} we set
Df($) o f(xlw sy Lj—1,Lg, Lj41; - - - )xn) - f(xlv sy Lj—1, = LG, Lj+1, - - 7=Tn)
y = .

2

Let Vf(z) = (Di1f(x),...,Dnpf(z)), and for each 8 > 1 set - gradient to
be defined as

1/8

n

IVfla(x) = [ D |D;if ()]

=1

In general the functions Sg(f) and |V f|g are not comparable. One may
ask: how different are they? Let us make couple of observations.

1. If f is boolean, i.e., f(z) = 14 for some A C {—1,1}" then |V f|s
equals to (|V£]1)"/# up to a constant factor. Indeed, since |2D; f| €
{0,1}, we have

(o 1/8

Vil =5 | DDl =2 (V)
j=1

Therefore for boolean f we always have

1_
(1.8) 19 £15 1l =25 IV a5

The identity shows that studying lower bounds on || [V f|3 |,
is the same as studying lower bounds on || |V f|1 ||, with ¢ = p/S.
2. Talagrand’s isoperimetric inequality with “two-sided gradient” says
that there exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that for any A C
{—1,1}" we have

(1.9) IIVLalilly > CA[) Y log V;
holds for all ¢ > 1/2. The estimate is sharp up to a universal
constant factor C'. Moreover, as soon as ¢ < 1/2 there is no lower
bound on |||V f]1]|4 in terms of |A| independent of n (see [4] and
references therein). See [3] about the state of the art of the best
constant C' in (|1.9).
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(1.10)

Notice that when ¢ = 1 the left hand side in counts number
of edges joining A and A€, and it gives the lower bound of the edge
boundary of A in terms of the size of A. This inequality (¢ = 1)
is known as edge-isoperimetric inequality on the hamming cube, see
[11].

Combining and we get that for all 2p > 5 > 1 and any
A C {-1,1}" we have

1\ VB
I198als 1y > (A1) (10g 1)

The reader should compare ([1.10]) with lower bounds for ||Sz(1.4)|[,
obtained in Theorems and

. We have

(Spf(x))’ = Z(fk — fie1)? = [E(Dyf(2)|21)]?
=1
+ [E(Daf(x)|21, 22)|° + ... + [E(Dn f(2)|21, 22, . .., 20)|°

Thus we obtain

Theorem [L.6]
i = Bia(l4])

IVIalillL = [151(1a)

However, the equality cases in the edge-isoperimetric inequality
(see [4]) say that

therefore, Theorem[I.6|can be seen as sharpening of the edge-isoperiemtric
inequality.

. Stein’s theorem (see Theorem 8 in [I2]) implies for any p € (1, 00)

existence of a universal constant C' > 0 such that

152(f)llp < C max{p'’?, (p = )" 2} [V fl2]l,

holds for all f:{—1,1}" — R and all n > 1.

In general it is an interesting question to find sharp lower bounds on
1S5(14)||p in terms of the size of |A|. We have showed in this paper that
for certain parameters § and p the sharp lower bounds on ||S3(14)/, and
| [V14|g ||, sometimes match (up to universal constant factors) and some-
times they are different.

Acknowledgements. P.I. was supported in part by NSF CAREER-DMS-
2152401.
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.6]

Recall the Martingle difference seqeunce d,, = f,, — fn—1 defined in Section
. If we let f to be an indicator function of a set, i.e., f(z) = 14 for some
A € D, define P: D — [0,00) by

~ . 1 s 1
(2.11) P(z) = AeDl,nlfAlzx {/0 <; | fi — fi1!> ) /0 f= :v} .

We later show that P = P using Theorem (L.7), where P : D+ [0,00) is
the pointwise limit the pointwise maximal function defined on D satisfying
P(0) = P(1) =0, P > 0, and the two-point inequality with (o, 8) =
(1,1).

Lemma 2.1. For any z,y € D, P(z) satisfies the two-point inequality
with a = =1, i.e.

(2.12) P (x;y> < ]5@);]5(‘1/) +

and P(0) = P(1) = 0.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that P(0) = P(1) = 0. Take any ¢ > 0, for any given
x € D, we can find an indicator function f; such that fol fi=x and

/0 S1(f1) < P(x) + ¢

Simillarly, given ¥y € D we can find fo such that fol Si(fa) < Ply) + e
Define F' to be the indicator function resulted from concatinating f; and fs
as follows,

_ ) 11(2z) if zel0,1/2],
2 o= {f2(2x —1) if ze[1/2,1].

We have

(2.14) / t)dt = / f1(2t) dt+/ f2(2t = 1)d (x+y)

Thus
rty S1 (F %SI(F)‘F 1S1(F
P o= [awe

Let d,, = F,, — F,,_1 where F,, = Z\I|=2*" (F)r17, notice that

11]:3/-

[27

<F)[0 1= 1/2 fi2)dt =z, and (F)
72 § 0
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Furthermore, for all x € [0,1/2] we have F,,(z) = f,—1(2z). Using (2.11),
we get
1

1
2 2
/ Sl(F):/ i+ |da] + ...
0 0

:;!$2 yl /;|d2|+|d3|+...

:;M’Q | /|F Fi|+ |Fs — Fy| + ..

_ ;!w;y! +/2 |f11(2) — fro(26)] + | f1o(2) — fra(28)] + ...
1!%’ /,fll — f10(8)] + [ f12(s) = f11(s)| +
1ya; /81 )

éi"rQ iyl S D)+ ;E-

Simillarly for [i S (F) with F(t) = f2(2t — 1), from [2.13] we get
2

/S 1]3: /51f2

-1 Iw — |
- 2 2
By adding the two inequalities, it follows

P<x+y> <=yl 1 P )—I—%ﬁ(y)—l—e

4 P() ;e.

2 2
Since € is arbitrary, we get the result we wanted. O

Lemma 2.2. Let Q : D — [0,00) s.t. Q(0) = Q(1) = 0. If Q satisfies the
two-point inequality (1.3)) with o« = =1, then for f = 14, A € D, it holds

[soa([ 1)

It follows that P(x) > Q(z) for all x € D.

Proof. Let f = 14, and recall that (f); = 7 f] f. Let €, denote the nodes

of dyadic intervals D,,. i.e. €, = {—1,+1} where +1 refers to the right side

of the node, and —1 refers to the left side of the node. For example, for
= —1, I, = [0,3] and Iz, = [3,1] where & = —¢;; and for ¢; = +1 and
=—1,Ie, = [2, 4] while

3 1 11
I61€2 = |:47 1:| ; I€1€2 = |:17 4:| 5 I€1€2 = |:47 2:| .
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Taking z = (f)1., and y = (f)r,, applying (1.3) on Q yields

QAN = Q ({(Hoa) = Q (<f>[o,m] : <f>[1/2,1})

(Fig + (O,
o ()
- QUNL,) +QUNE,) N ‘ (N1, —

- 2 2

Applying the inequality recursively on Q(|A]) yields

QAN Y P P

k=1e1,...,epe{—1,1}

fim = Y QUL

Note that

. 1
llm an Z Q(<f>I€1En) = O'
€1,...,en€{—1,1}
Since limy—o00(f)1., ., = 0 or 1. It follows

[e%e] 1
WY Y gl ~ Dl = [ SO

k=1ey,...,ee{—1,1}

which concludes the proof. O
Corollary 2.3. For all x € D, it holds P(z) = By ().

Proof. We know that P is pointwise maximal function satisfing , with
P(0) = P(1) = 0. By Theorem 2.6 part (ii), it follows P = P, and then by
Theorem 2.6 part (vi) it follows By ; |[p= P = P. O
3. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.7]
We need the following lemmas.
Lemma 3.1. For any integer k, 0 < k < 2", we have
F(2k) = 2F (k) + k,
where F' is defined as in .
Proof. From [11, Remark 2.5], we know that F satisfies F'(1) = 0, and
(3.15) F(l) = Ogrfvlfgl(ﬂ(F(m) + F(l—m)+m),
where the maximum in the right hand side of is achieved at m = [1/2].

Choosing | = 2k proves the lemma.
O
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Lemma 3.2. For nonnegative integers a and b, it holds
F(a+ b) —min(a,b) > F(a) + F(b).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume b < a. Set m = b and [ = a + b.
Notice that in this case we have 0 < m < /2. Hence the lemma follows from
Lemma B.11

O

To prove (i), we show that for all z € D = Up,>0D,, the limit lim,,_,~ By, (),
where B, is defined in (1.7]), exists and is denoted by P(z). i.e.
. o _ ny\ —
nh_}rgo B,(x) = nh_}nolo <n$ 51 F(x2 )> P(x).

Recall that B,, is defined on D,,, and D,, C D,1. It suffices to show that,
By+1 |p,= By for all n > 1. Let x € D,,, then x = 2% for some 0 < k < 27,
Using Lemma [3.1] we have

ool
Bui1(z) = (n+1) 5 — 5 F (2K)
kool
n k k 1
=gkt on ~gn T gar (k)

= By(x).

Hence the limit exists.

To prove (ii), We first show that the limit function P : D — [0, 00) defined
on D indeed satisfies P(0) = P(1) = 0, and the two-point inequality (1.3))
with («, 5) = (1,1), that is

Tyl P(z) + P(y) > p T+y
2 2 2
Note that indeed P(0) = B;(0) = 0, and P(1) = B;(1) = 0, so we show
the two-point inequality. Pick arbitrary points z,y € D. Then there exists
n>1,st. x,v, L—gy C Dpy1. It suffices to show

QE;y n Bn+1(l‘);—Bn+1(y) > B, <x—;—y> _

Without loss of generality assume x > y. Then there exist k and [ such that
0<I<k<omtl

(3.16)

> forall x,y € D.

(3.17)

k
l‘zﬁ, y:ﬁa

Rewriting (3.17)) using the definition (1.7)) for B,,, we get

k=1 (n4+1)(k+1) Fk)+F(1) _ k+1 F (5
2n+2 + 2n+2 - 2n+1 Z 2n+2 (n + 1> -

and k+1 iseven.
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the above line is equivalent to

k1 kol

L (;) > F(k) + F(I).

Using the identity F'(2k) = k+2F (k) from Lemma (3.1]), the above inequality
simplifies to

F(k+1) > F(k) + F(I) +1,
which is true by Lemma 3.2

We are left to show that P is the pointwise maximal function defined on
dyadic numbers D C [0, 1], satisfying the boundary condition P(0) = P(1) =
0 and the two-point inequality (3.16]).

For n > 1, let {0, 1}" be the hypercube of dimension n. The vertices x,y €
{0,1}" are joined by an edge if © = (x1,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,y,) differ
by exactly one coordinate. Denote such an edge by (z,y). Let A C {0,1}"
and A° := {0,1}"™\ A, we call y € A° a neighbor of z € A if it joins x by an
edge. Define the edge boundary of A by VA := {(z,y) : z € A,y € A}, and
the function

ha(z) = 0 if ze A°,
A7) number of neigbhoors of z if =z € A.

The quantity Eh 4 (z), where  ~ unif ({0, 1}"), has the property Eha(z) =

Eh gc(x), and we have Eh4(x) = |Z;4|. It is known (see [4]) that

P(t) = min Eha(z) forall te D,,.
Ac{0,1},| A=t

Here |A| = P(x € A) is the uniform probability measure. It suffices to show
that Eha(xz) > Q(|A]) for any @ : D — R that satisfies Q(0) = Q(1) = 0

and (B-16).
Let f = 14 be the indicator function of a set A C {0,1}", for x € {0,1}",

denote ' = (z1,---x;_1,1 — @3, Ti41, - - Tn) and denote (-)y = max(,0).
We prove the inequality

(3.18) Eha =E) (f(x) - f(z')y > Q(x)
=1

by induction on n. For n = 1, we have Ehy = %. We verify that for all

A € eq{0,1}, (3.18) holds. Let A = {0} (the case A = {0, 1} is similar), then
Eha = 0= Q(0). Let A = {1} (the case A = {0} is similar), then Ehg = 1,

Since @ satisfies (3.16)), and |A| =

1
2
1\ [(1+40\ _1 QM+QO) 1
Q<2>—Q<2><2+2—2—E“

we have
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Assume now the statement holds for n — 1. For z = (x9,...,z,), denote,

f(lvl?v"' 7:E7’L) = fl(i.)a
f(ovl?v T 7:E7’L) = fo(j)

For any a,b € R, observe that (a — b)4+ + (b —a)+ = |a — b|. We have
Eha =E (f(z) = f(=)+
j=1

= Em"'ivnEIl (f(.%') - f(xl))-l- + E$2~~-an$1 : (f(.%‘) - f(x]))-‘r

<

= Eeyoan g (F1®) ~ @) + (ol@) ~ (@)

+Eapan3 | SUH@) =A@ + (ole) = fol@))

=0
— Ez?"mn%‘fl(f) — fo(@)| + szwn% > o 1h@) = fi(@).
=0

Remark that f(x) = z1 f1(Z)+ (1 —x1) fo(Z), and for f1 = 14, and fo = 14,,

|A1]+]|Ao]
2

we have |A| = . From Jensen’s inequality it follows,

1

Bl 1(®) ~ @) > 3 ey, (7) — By Jo(E)] = 12| — |Ao]l

Using the induction hypothesis and the fact that @ satisfies (3.16)), it follows
1 1
Bha > ollAr] — [ oll + 5 (Bha, +Ehay)

1 1
> §|’A1| — [ Aol| + 5(@(\A1|) + Q(|Aol)

> (M) — o .

This finishes the proof of (ii). To prove (iii), we equivalently prove that for
all 7,y € D such that |z —y| < 5 for some m > 0, we have |P(z) — P(y)| <
5w - LThe proof of the claim is given in the next section.

To prove (iv), first, we show that P(z) = P(1 — x) for all € [0,1]. Let
L(z) = P(1 — x); then L(1) = L(0) = 0 and clearly L satisfies Define
G(z) = max(P(z), L(x)), then similarly, G(0) = G(1) = 0, and G satisfies
(3.16]). By construction, P(z) < G(z), but since P(z) is pointwise maximal
function, we have G(z) < P(z). Hence, G(z) = P(x). Next we turn to
verifying the identity P(z) + x = 2P(x/2). Pick any « € D,,. We have

T = 2% for some n > 1 and k£,0 < k < 2™. It follows from the definition of
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B,, that
_ (n+ 1)k 1
P(x)+z= ST 2n_lF(k:),
ry  (n+1)k 1
2P (5) =1 et )

where in the second equality we used the definition of By, 11 since § € Dy 1.
To prove (v), note that for all x € [0, 1],

B(e) =210y (1) = (s () (1=t () ).

By symmetry, it suffices to show that B(z) = zlog, (1) satisfies B(0) =
B(1) = 0 and(L.3) with @ = 8 = 1. Then, by part (ii), since P(z) is
the pointwise maximal function, it follows that P(x) > B(x). Note that
B(0) = B(1) = 0, so we are left to show (3.16]). Take z,y € D such that
x < gy. The left hand side minus the right hand side in multiplied by
two takes the form

(319)  zlog, (i) + ylog, (;) by —2) — ( + ) log, (2> |

r+y

We want to show that the above expression is non-negative. Note that for

y = 0, (3.19) evaluates to 0. Next, we divide the expression in (3.19)) by

y # 0, and we introduce a new variable ¢t = % € [0,1]. Using properties of
logarithms the resulted expression in (3.19) simplifies to

1 1 2 1
tlog, t + log, " +1—t—(t+1)log, iy

1
=tlog, <t> —2t+ (t+1)logy(t+1).

=p(t)

Since ¢(0) = (1) = 0, it is sufficient to show that ¢”(¢) < 0. To this end,
we calculate the derivatives,

t+1 1 1 1
") =—2+1 —_— "(t) = — - <
# (1) og2< t )7 7 (t) log(2) (1+t t) <0

This compeltes the proof of (v).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [L. 7111

In this section we verify part (iii) of Theorem 1.7} It suffices to show
that there exists a universal constant C' > 0 such that for any m > 1 if
|z —y| <27 where z,y € D, then |P(z) — P(y)| < Cm/2™.

For any z,y € D, there exists n > 1 such that z,y € D,, x = zﬁm
y = 2% for some 0 < k,I < 2". The condition |x — y| < 27™ implies

and
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|k — 1] < 2" ™. Using the definition of B,, we have
k l
() = ()
(n+1)(k—1)— (F(2k) — F(21)) ‘
2n )

|Bn(1:) - Bn(y)| =

For such k, [, it suffices to show
n(k —1) — (F(2k) —F(2l))‘ m
2n ’

(4.20)

Recall F(0) = 0, and F(k) = Zi‘:ol s(i), where s(7) is the number of 1’s

in the binary representation of k. From [I1, Remark 2.5] we have

(4.21) F(l) = ogr?nag)i/Q(F(m) + F(l —m)+m).

For any integer 0 < k < 2", its binary representation can be written as
k=2f ok ...y okr
where
n>k >ky>--->kp>0.
We further make the following observations.

Lemma 4.1. For any integer k > 0 and integer p such that 0 < p < 2%, it
holds
F(2% +p) = k2 4 p + F(p).

Proof. 1t is easy to see that

2k—1
(4.22) F2M) =Y s(i) = k281

§=0
and for all 0 < j < 2F we have

s(2" +5) =1+ ().

Let 0<p < 2k We have

2k 4p—1 2k_1 2k 4p—1
F 4+p)= Y s()=>_ st + > s0)
J=0 3=0 j=2k
p—1
= F(25)+) 528 + )
j=0
p—1
k2ETE 43 " (14 s(4))
j=0

This finishes the proof of the lemma. ([
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Lemma 4.2. For any 0 < k < 2" of the form
k=2f ok ...y okr

where n > k1 > ko > --- >0 it holds
T

F(k)=> (kj+2(j —1))2"".

j=1

Proof. Let p =k — 2" then p < 2¥1. Hence by Lemma we have
(4.23)  F(k)=F(@2" + (k—2")) = k281 4 (k — 28) + F(k — 281).
Take p = k — 251 — 2%2 then p < 2%2 Using Lemma again, we have
F(k—2M) = F(2k2 4 (k — 2 — 2k2))

= ko2P2 71 (k- 20 — 2k2) 4 Pk — 2R — 2k2),
Combining (4.23) and (4.24)), we obtain
F(k) = k287 4 (k — 281) 4 kp2ke =1 o (b — 2F1 — 9k2) 4 (g — 28 — 9k2)

= k2P 4 (27 2R 2Rl g (288 4 0b)
+ F(k — 28 — 2k2),

(4.24)

Iterating this process, we obtain
F(k) = k2P0 4 (202 o 2k k2=t (9ks o obryy
oo kp_g 2kl okt 4 p(okT)

I
M=

T
kj2bi 43 (5 - 1)28
j=2

<
I
—

(kj +2(j — 1))2% 1.

Il
M=

.
Il
R

O

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 < | < k < 2" such that |k — 1| < 2"™™; consider the
binary representations

p=2h ol yoln ok ok . okr

where ky > kg > --->0andly >y > --->1r > 0. Then, for a fited p > 0,
ifli=Fk; foralli=1,...,p—1 and ky, > 1, + 2, we have

kp <n—m+1.

Proof. Fix p > 0, such that [; = k; forallt = 1,...,p—1, and k, > [, + 2.
Using the finite geometric series formula, we have

(4.25) okp=1 _ 1 = oke=2 L okp=3 1 .. 90 > ol 4 gl oy 90,
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From we have
k—1| =2k ... 4 2k —(2lv ... 4 2lR)

> ok _ (k=1 _ 1)

=21 4 1.
Since |k —I| < 2"~™, it follows 2k»=1 + 1 < 2"~™. Hence,

kpy—1<n-m.

This completes the proof of the lemma. O
Lemma 4.4. Let 0 <1 < k < 2", such that |k — 1| < 2" ™, and having the

binary representations
=2 42k .. 42l k =2k 4ok 4 .. 4 obr

where n > k1 > ko > --->0andn >1; > 1y >--->1lg > 0. For a fixed
p >0 assume l; = k; foralli=1,...,p—1 and k, =1, + 1. Denote M > 1
to be the first index such that

lpyj =k, —(j+1) for 0<j<M-—1,
lp+j§lp+j_1—2 for M <j<R-p.

ie. lppj =1l,—j forallj=1,--- M ~—1 and the jump down between lp4rr—1
next to l,4nr 1s at least two. Then it holds

(4.26) kpri <n—m+1,

(4.27) kpy—M<n-m+1,

(4.28) lpyv <n—m+ 1.

Proof. For L > 1 we have
2k:p—1 + 2k:p—2 + - 2kp—L — 2]6;;(2—1 + . + 2—L) — 2k’p _ Qkp—L7

Fix p > 0 such that [; = k; foralli =1,--- ,p—1, and k, — 1 = [,. Since
l, > lp41 it follows [,41 < k, — 2 and by iterating it we get

(4.29) lpyr—1 <k,—L.
We start by proving , ie. kpy1 <n—m-+1. We have
kb — 1] = 2F 4 9kprr ook oo oy ol
> ke 4 okprr ook (ke L 4 90y
=2k oFr L ok (ke _ 1)
> 2Fp+1,

Since |k — | < 2" we have kpy1 < n —m and so (4.26) follows.

By definition of M > 1, we know
(4.30) lpsrt <lpgpi—1 —2=Fk,— M —2.
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To prove (4.27), i.e. ky — M <n—m+1, we recall that l,,; =k, — (j +1)
forall j =0,---,M — 1. Hence
|k — 1| :2kp_|_..._|_2kT_(2lp_|_..._|_2lR)
— 9k ... ok _ (Qkp—l _|_...2kp—M) — (21p+M _|_..._|_21R)
=2kr .okt _(9ke _ 9kp= My _ (glim Ly olr)),
From (4.30) it follows
|k — 1| > 2ke=M _ (Qlpemr ... 4 9lR)
Z 2’{pr _ (zkp7M72 + o + 20)
— Qkp—M _ (2k’p—M—1 _ 1)
> okp—M—1
Since |k — 1] < 2"™, hence k, — M < n—m+ 1 as wanted. Since )4 <

ky, — M — 2, it follows [,4 37 < n —m + 1, and this finishes the proof of the
lemma.

O
Lemma 4.5. For M > 1, we have
M .
Y ojei=2-2"MM+2).
j=1
Proof. Indeed, recall that
M ) 1— ng—i-l
Z @l = 1 :
i=1 o
Differentiating both sides and then multiplying by z, yields
M
ijj _ (M + DaM(1 —z) +2(1 - xM“)x.
Substituting = 27! the identity follows. O

For x,y € D such that |z —y| <27, to show |P(z) — P(y)| < Cm/2™,
it is sufficient to show (4.20). That is for k,l # 0 such that |k — | < 2",

we have

n(k —1) — (F(2k) — F(2l))
2n

Here we can consider n > m to be as large as we wish. Consider the following

binary representation of k, [ and 2k, 21,

=2 42k 4. .. 4 olr k =2k ... 4 obr
2l:2l1+1+2l2+1+...+2lR+17 2]{;:2k1+1+...+2kT‘*‘1.

(4.31) < 02%.

(4.32)
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Since |k — 1| < 2", we know
(4.33) 20t 42l . 4 olr okt _okz .. ok < on-m

Using Lemma[1.2 on F(2l) and F(2k), we rewrite (4.31)) as follows

11z R
- Z n2ki — Znle
2 j=1 j=1

R
(ki + 1) +2( —1)25 =Y (I + 1) +2(i —1))25 || < C
1 7j=1

M=

<.
Il

which simplifies to

T R
1 . : , . m
—> =k =2+ 1)2% = (n—1; -2 +1)25| < Comr
j=1 j=1
Using the triangle inequality, it is sufficent to show
T R
1 k—1 m
2n2n—k —27)2 Zn—l—2j ’ on ‘C’Qm
7j=1 7=1
Since } ‘ < 27™_ it is enought to show
1] & & m
(4.34) —nZn—k —2j)2 Zn—l—QQ / §C2—m.
Jj=1 J=1

Without loss of generality assume | < k (the case k = [ is trivial). Therefore
we must have an integer p > 0 such that 25> > 2» in the binary representa-
tion (#.32). Let p be the first instance for which 2¥» > 2». Then

1 T R
Zn—k —2§)2 = (n—1; - 25)2"
j=1 j=1
1 T R
=0 (n — kj — 2j)2F Zn—l—Qj
Jj=p Jj=p

To show (4.34]), we consider two cases, k, = [, + 1 and k, > [, + 2.
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Case 1 (simple case). Consider the case k, > [, + 2. To verify (4.34))
observe that from the triangle inequality, it follows

1 T R

o > (n—kj —25)25 =Y (n—1; — 24)2Y

Jj=p Jj=p

In —kj — 2] Z!n—l i — 24l

'Mﬂ

(435> o 2n k‘ 2n l
. . n j
= Z +2 Z on— kj + Z on— l; +2Z 2n—l]- '
J=p Jj= Jj=p
~~ S——
) (D) (I11) (V1)

We study each summation separately. For summation (I) by Lemma we
have n — k, > m — 1. Thus

{n—kpn—kpp1,--- ,n—kp} C{m—-1,mm+1,---}.
Therefore it follows
I d In — k| d J o m
()_Z on—k; 212]1\127”
j= j=m—

To bound (I11) notice that I, +2 <k, <n—m+1, hencen—1, >m+1
and the similar argument applies.

To estimate (IT), notice that by binary representation of k (see (4.32))
we have n > ki. Hence it follows n — 1 > ko, and by iterating we get
n — (] — 1) > k‘j, i.e.,

(4.36) Jj<n—kj+1
Thus

To bound (IV') notice that [, +2 <k, <n—m+1, hencen — 1, >m+1,
and so a similar argument applies. This completes the proof in the case
kp > 1, + 2.

Case 2. For the same [, k given by (4.32)), the second case corresponds to
li=Fk;foralli=1,...,p—1and [, = k, — 1. Denote M > 1 to be the first
index such that

lpyj=kp—(j+1) for 0<j<M-—1,
lp+j§lp+j_1—2 for MSjSR—p—l.
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ie lpp;j=1l,—jforallj=1,--- , M —1 and the jump down between I, rr—1
next to l,4 s is at least two. Remark that if no such M exists, we are back
to the previous case. We have

T
1
| D=k — 2)2% =) "(n —1; — 24)2"
j=1 j=1
1 R
= o D (n—kj —25)2% = (n—1; - 24)2b
Jj=p Jj=p
1 p+M—-1
< o (n — k, — 2p)2h — (n —1; — 25)24
J=p
(1)
1 & 1 &
+ o > |n—kj—2j|2’ff+2—n > n—1;— 2425
j=p+1 j=p+M
(1) (1)

We bound each summation individually. For summation (I7), by the triangle
inequality we have

Sl
Ny
(II) = Z 2n—kj +2 Z 2n—k]- :
j=p+1 Jj=p+1
(I1.1) (ITQ)

By Lemma equation (4.26]), we have n — kp4 1 > m — 1. Thus
{n—kpy,--n—kr}C{m—-1,mm+1,---}

and so summation (/7.1) can be bounded by

T ‘Tl . k’ 00 . m
S S
on—k; — 27 ™~ 9m
J=p+1 Jj=m—1
To bound summation (I1.2), from (4.36)) recall that j <n — k; + 1, thus
T , T
J n—kj+1
Z on—k; < Z n—k;
J=p+1 Jj=p+1
B L k; d 1
> om T X
J=p+1 Jj=p+1
<D pt X g
j=m—1 j=m—1
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To bound summation (III), we have

B — 1 — 24]2b LA
(III) - Z 2—n = Z 2n—l +2 Z 2n l
Jj=p+M Jj=p+M Jj=p+M

By Lemma (4.28), we know n — l,1p > m — 1, and so by a similar
reasoning as in bounding (I7), we get (I11) <

N2m'

Finally, to bound summation (I), recall that l,4; = k, — (j + 1) for
j=0,...,M — 1, and, therefore,

n—lpyj—=20p+j)=n—k+(G+1)-2p+j)=n—k—-2p—j+1
forall j =0,...,M — 1. Hence

1 p+M—-1
(D) =o |(n—kp—2p)2% — 3 (n—1; —2j)2b
Jj=p

M—-1
1 .
= |(n — k, — 2p)2F» — § (n—ky—2p—j+1)2k=0+D
(4.37) j=

M
= |(n—kp—2p)2" = "(n—k, — 2p —i +2)2% 7]
i=1

(1)

We now study (I.1). Recall from Lemma (4.5 that

M M
> obemi = ok —ohemM N ok = ofr (2 — 27 M (M 4 2)).

M M
(n—kp—2p)2M 7 423 "2hrd N " joke

1 j=1 j=1
n — ky, — 2p) (2 — 2k =My 4 o(oke _ okp =My _okp(o 9= M(pp 4 2))

= (n—ky —2p)2kr — k=M — |, —2p — M).
Plugging the above into (4.37)) yields,

(I.1) =

M-

<

(I) == |(n — k, — 2p)2% — (n — k, — 2p)2kr + 2%o=M(p — k) — 2p — M)

1 In—ky,+ M| 2(p+ M)
~ on—kp+M In —kp = M —=2p| < on—ky+ M on—kpt M *
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By Lemma (4.27) we have n — k, + M > m — 1, thus
m—1 2(p+M)
(I) — 9om-—1 on—kp+M *
By (4.36)we have p < n—k,+1, and so p+M < n—k,+M+1. Therefore

m—1 2(p+ M)
(I) — om—1 on—kp+M
m—1 2(n—k,+ M) 2 o m
— 9m-1 on—kp+M on—kp+M ~ 27m

This completes the proof for the case; k, = [, + 1, and so we conclude the
proof of part (iii) of Theorem and in particular Theorem is com-
pletely proved.

5. PROOF oF THEOREMS [I.4] [I.I] AND REMARK

In this section we provide a proof for Theorem[I.4] that is for all pairs
(o, B) with f>12> a > 0 we have

(5.38) 158(1a)lla = Ba,s(|A])-

for all A € D. Theorem |1 - 1| would be a direct apphcatlon for (a, B) = (1,2).
For an arbitrary function M (xz,y), we define U(p,q), p € [0,1], ¢ > 0, as
follows

AeD

U = ot { [ 30148500+ 00, 141 =)
Clearly we have
(5.39) U(0,q) < M(0,q) and U(1,q) < M(1,q).
Notice that for M satisfying M (0,q) = M (1,q) < q“ for all ¢ > 0 we have

1 1
U(p,0) < /0 M(1, 85(14)) < /O $3(14) = [1S5(1a) 2

for all A € D with |A| = p. Therefore, the goal is to find good lower bounds
on U(p,0). We start by verifying the following 3-point inequality.

Lemma 5.1. For all pya > 0 with p+a € [0,1], 8 > 1, and all ¢ > 0, it
holds,

1 1
(5.40) Up+a,(a” +¢°)5) +Up—a,(a’ +¢°)7) > 2U(p, q).
Proof. Set x = p+a, y = p—a, and t = (a®+¢”)'/P. Then 3-point inequality

takes the form:
B\ 7
(5.41) Ulz,t) + Uy,t) > 2U ””T“’ (tﬂ - f‘;;lj‘ )
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Let fi = 14, be the function that up to € > 0 error minimizes U(z,t), and
let fo = 14, be the function that almost (up to &) minimizes U(y,t). Thus
we have

1

1
| MO (8500 + 0 < UG+

Jun

1
| MO (50) +0) ) < UGa) 4.

Define F' to be the indicator function resulted from concatinating f; and

f2 in the same manner as in (2.13)), i.e.

Pla) = {fl(Zx) if z€l0,1/2),

fo(2z —1) if x€[1/2,1].
We have
1 1
| Pt =5+,
0

Recall that Fy, = 2 ;_o-« (F)r1;. Notice that

1
1 [2
<F>[O’%] = %/0 f1(2t)dt =z, and <F>[%71] = 1.

Clearly F' = 14 for some A € D. By definition of U we have

™|

1
/0 M (L4, (S5(14) +¢7)7) > U(|A],q)

Next recall that d,,(F) = F, — F,—1. Also notice that [A] = ZZ¥, and
|di| = |%52|. We have
1
T —y B\ B
2

1
1 B\ B
8 g_|T—Y
g/OM F,(Sﬁ(F)+t ‘ 5 )
1

— /01 M (F, (IdQ(F)lﬁ + |ds(F)[P + - -- +tﬁ)ﬁ)

r+y
U t—
2
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1

:/02M(fl,(Idz(F)|ﬂ+|d3(F),B+...+tﬁ)§>
+[M <f2’ (!dz(F)\B+ |d3(F)|ﬁ+...H5>é>

_ ;/OIM <f1, (Idl(fl)lﬂ+|d2(f1)|ﬁ+"'+t6>é>
i s )

1 1
= JUG ) + 35U D) +e.

Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the claim follows. O

Lemma 5.2. If an arbitrary function Q satisfies the 3-point inequality (5.40))
with > 1, and the obstacle condition (5.39)), then the inequality

Qp.q) <U(p,q).

holds for all ¢ > 0 and all p € D.

Proof. Let f = 14 for some A € D with |A| = p. We will show
: %
QUi < [ m (s (s5n+a) ).

Recall that (f); = ﬁ [; . and note the use of €,, which denotes the nodes

of the dyadic intervals D,, as described in Lemma ile., e, € {—1,+1},
where +1 refers to the right side of the node and —1 to the left side.

Starting from the three-point inequality given in (5.41)), with

(o + (Hyey
2 )

’A\ = <f>[0,1] =
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we obtain

Q ((No:9) <

— B
%Q <<f>[0,1/2]v (qﬁ + ' ERICAYE) 5 ERVERY

N B\ 7
+ %Q (<f>[1/2,1], ¢’ + ‘ Lo 2 Do ) )

N——
=
N——

1, Iw(qﬂ i = D [ [t = D ﬁ)ﬁ

22 2 + 2
_ 8 _ B\ 7
" 2%@ <f>]€1€2, (qﬂ n <f>[gl S <f>151 i <f>]g152 5 <f>1€152

Applying the inequality recursively we obtain
Q(A],q) <

Z Q%Q ((f Iel ek7(

€1, e €{—1,1}

< ¥ 21kM(<f151 (

61,...,6k€{i1}

Since

k B

P e = (Pt | = SED@),

2

lim
k—o00 4
=1

and for large k we have (f); ey € {0,1}, therefore taking into account the
obstacle condition Q(0,¢) < M(0,t) and Q(1,t) < M(1,t) we obtain

1

1
QA0 < [ M50+ ).
Which concludes the proof. O

Thus for given M(p,q) we want to find the pointwise maximal U(p,q)
that satisfies three-point inequality (5.40) together with obstacle conditions
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U(0,q) < M(0,q) and U(1,q) < M(1,q) for all ¢ > 0.

In what follows we set M (1,q) = M (0,q) = ¢®. We consider the candidate
Up.q) = (B(p)” +¢")*/".

Then U satisfies obstacle condition if B(0) = B(1) = 0. The next lemma
shows that if if B satisfies two-point inequality (1.3]), then U satisfies the
three-point inequality ([5.43)).

Lemma 5.3. Let 3 > 1 > a > 0, and let U(p,q) = (B(p)® + ¢°)*/5.
Then U satisfies the three-point inequality and the obstacle condition
U(1,q),U(0,q) < q® if B(p) satisfies the two-point inequality and the
obstacle condition B(0) = B(1) = 0.

Proof. The verification of the obstacle condition for U (p, q) is trivial.

Since B satisfies (1.3]) for 5 > 1 > a > 0, by taking p = %ﬂ and a = 5,
we can rewrite (1.3]) as
(5.42) (B +a)+ )" + (B (p—a)+a") " = 2B°(p).

We want to show the three-point inequality, i.e.

7 B AF 4D B4 BVE
Ulp+a,(lal” +4°)7 +Ulp —a,(la]” +¢”)% = 2U(p,q).
Plugging the definition of U, we get
(5.43)

(Bﬁ(p+a)+lalﬁ+q5)g+(Bﬁ(p—a)ﬂa\“rqﬁ)ﬁ 22(Bﬁ(p)+q6)g,

We note that for ¢ = 0, the inequality (5.43]) coincides with (5.42)). For

A:p+aandB:p—a,Withp:A+TBanda:|A*TB‘,Wecanrewritethe
inequality ([5.43)) as
1 A-B| L A-B| 7
p(q) = 2<Bﬁ(x4)+‘ '+q5> +2<Bﬁ(3)+‘ 5 '+q5
A+ B
_qﬂzBﬁ( —5 )

If we can show that ¢(g) is non-decreasing in g for ¢ > 0 then the result
would follow as the inequality holds for ¢ = 0.

Consider Bernoulli random variable X given by

| BP(A)+ ‘A_TB‘ﬁ with probability 1/2
BP(B) + |A_TB’ﬂ with probability 1/2

ol
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We can rewrite ¢(q) as follows
i

o(q) = (E((XJrqﬁ)%))a —q°

Recall that a € [0,1] and > 1 > a > 0. Using Holder’s inequality we
obtain

(E (X+qﬁ)g>l_g . <IE (X—i—qﬁ)gl)g > 1.

To show that ¢(q) is non-decreasing, we need to verify ¢’(q) > 0. We have

¢'(q) = g (E(X + qﬁ)?)z1 % (IE(X + qﬁ)%—1> BgP1 — Bgf

— o0 ((Ex+8) 7 (B3 ) -1)

Q[

>0

So indeed ¢(q) is non-decreasing for all ¢ > 0. Since the statement holds for
©(0), we proved that U satisfies the three-point inequality and so the result
follows. O

This finishes the proof of Theorem and Remar Taking By o(x) =
I(z), proves Theorem [1.1]

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.8|

In this section we provide a proof for Theorem which is a particular
case of Theorem [L.4] for (a, 8) = (at,1). That is for all @ € (0,1) and A € D,

we have
[S1(1a)lla > Al

Taking U(p,q) = (B(p) + q)®, observe that the obstacle conditions
follow directly by setting p = 0 or p = 1. From Lemma [5.3] U satisfies the
three-point inequality if B satisfies the two-point inequality for
(o, B) = (o, 1). Then, from Lemma [5.2 we know that

(6.44) (B </01 f) +q)a < /Ol(sl(f) +q)".

Considering B(xz) = 2z(1 — x), we demonstrate that B satisfies two-point
inequality ((1.3)).

Lemma 6.1. Let B(z) = 2z(1—x). Then B satisfies the two-point inequality
(1.3) with (o, B) = (e, 1), a € (0,1), i.e., that is
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<2x(1—33)+ ’x;yDO‘JF (2y(1—y)+ 'm;y )a

22((:1:—|—y) (1—3”_2”/))&.

holds true for all z,y, € [0,1] and all e € (0,1).

Proof. Let z,y € [0,1] and define f(«) as
(6.45)

Jloy= @ <2m<l‘x>+ |x;y|>a+; <2y<1—y>+ |$;y|>a>i_

First we notice that f(a) > f(0), indeed, consider Bernoulli random variable
X given by

¥ — 2z(l —z) + @ with probability 1/2
2y(1 —y) + 5% with probability 1/2

We can rewrite f as f(a) = (E(|X |a))é, and notice that the monotonicity
of f follows from monotonicity of the & moment of the random variable X.
Next notice that

i _ ElnX
lim f(a) =e

Thus to verify the inequality in Lemma [6.1] it suffices to show that

1 - 1 _
ElnX =Cln <2$(1 —x)+ \x2y\> + 5 n <2y(1 —y)+ w>

> r+y 1_x+y '
2 2
The inequality is the same as

<2x(1—x)+ |x;y|) <2y(1—y)+ ’x;m) z4(x;y (1—x;y>>2.

Without loss of generality we can assume x > y. By expanding both sides
of the inequality, we obtain

(z+y—27%x+y)>

|

1
~1 (41:2 — 5z +y) (z+ 3y — 4y?) >
Moving all the terms to the right yields
(z —y)(@ —y+1)(@* +2(6y — 1)+ (y = T)y) < 0.

It suffices to show P(z) := 2% + x(6y — 1) + (y — 7)y < 0. Notice that P(z)
is convex in z, hence we must check nonnegativity of P at the endpoints of
the interval the [y, 1]. We have

Py)=y*+y6y—1)+ (y— Ty =8y(y — 1) <0,
P(1)=146y—1+(@y—-Ty=yly—1)<0.
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This finishes the proof of Lemma [6.1 U

Thus by (6.44) at ¢ = 0 we obtain

([ 1) <150k

Next notice that B(z) = 22(1 —z) > min{x,1 —z} = 2* for all z € [0, 1],
and this finishes the proof of Theorem [I.8|

7. SHARPNESS OF THEOREM (|1.8))

In this section we show that the bound found in Theorem (1.8)) is sharp.
By Theorem (|1.6), we know that the inequality is sharp for («, ) = (1,1)
we prove sharpness of claim for any a € (0,1). Let

1
= inf 1 e,
U =, ot [ (S0 +a)

We would like to show that there exists ¢(a)) > 0 such that

AeD,|Al=p

U(p,0) = inf (/Olsaum)sda)pa

holds for a sequence p = p, > 0 tending to zero. For any p € D there exists
m, k such that p = J¢ and 0 < m < 2% In Lemma we showed that U
satisfies the three-point inequality (5.41)). For 5 =1, (5.41]) can be expressed

as
r—y
5 .

Lemma 7.1. There exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that for a € (0,1)
and any k > 1 we have

1 c 1\“
_ < — .
7(30) =5 ()
Proof. By iterating the three-point inequality (5.41) with = 0, we have
$a)<3[v(0a+g)ruvars)
U(2,q S5 U O,qu2 +U y,qu2 .

Notice the obstacle condition given by U(0,q),U(1,q) < ¢“. For y =1, and
q = 0, we have

o(30) <3 (0 (02)+v (12) <2 [G) () |- ()

(7.46) Ulz,t) + Uly,t) > 2U (‘” ‘; Yy
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Next, for y = %, and ¢ = 0 we have

1
- <

g S~

Q

+

[\
| — |
N
e

N |
o

+
W~ =

+
N =
"
—_
—_

Similarly, for y = % e can follow the same process and get

(50 < [(é>a+i[(éﬁ)a*(éi%)aﬂ'

Using the same idea, by simply iterating the three-point inequality, we get

1 1/1\% 1 /1 1 \* 1/1 1 1 \“
Ulert) =gl\z) Tl(mtar) te\atoatas) *
1 1 1\* 1 1 1\“
T \E Tt e) T m Tty

The right hand side of the inequality can be rewritten as

e R T L
Zgn(Z 2k—m+1> T oF-1 > 5

l\')\»i »Q

n=1 m=1 7=1 2
(07
o\ 1 (&1
= on ok + ok—1 Z 97
n=1 J=1

Next we upper bounds this expression as follows

1 a [k-1 (2n _ 1)a 2ka
< <2k> Z AL + 92k—1

< (21k>a i@o‘ 2

Ln=0

1TN\T 1
=\or) |[1Toge1 T2
< 1\* 1
~ \ 2k 1—a’

And so completing the lemma and showing the bound is sharp.
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