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Abstract

We study the behaviour of the constant that is provided in the articles
[12] and [13], which is connected with the determination of the Bellman
function of three integral variables of the dyadic maximal operator. More
precisely we study the monotonicity properties of this constant with re-
spect to the second variable from which it depends.

1 Introduction

The dyadic maximal operator on R
n is a useful tool in analysis and is defined

by

Mdϕ(x) = sup

{

1

|S|

∫

S

|ϕ(u)| du : x ∈ S, S ⊆ R
n is a dyadic cube

}

, (1.1)

for every ϕ ∈ L1
loc(R

n), where | · | denotes the Lebesgue measure on R
n, and the

dyadic cubes are those formed by the grids 2−N
Z
n, for N = 0, 1, 2, . . ..

It is well known that it satisfies the following weak type (1,1) inequality

|{x ∈ R
n : Mdϕ(x) > λ}| ≤

1

λ

∫

{Mdϕ>λ}

|ϕ(u)| du, (1.2)

for every ϕ ∈ L1(Rn), and every λ > 0, from which it is easy to get the following
Lp-inequality

‖Mdϕ‖p ≤
p

p− 1
‖ϕ‖p, (1.3)

for every p > 1, and every ϕ ∈ Lp(Rn). It is easy to see that the weak type
inequality (1.2) is the best possible. For refinements of this inequality one can
consult [6].

It has also been proved that (1.3) is best possible (see [1] and [2] for general
martingales and [21] for dyadic ones). An approach for studying the behaviour of
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this maximal operator in more depth is the introduction of the so-called Bellman
functions which play the role of generalized norms ofMd. Such functions related
to the Lp-inequality (1.3) have been precisely identified in [4], [5] and [14]. For
the study of the Bellman functions of Md, we use the notation AvE(ψ) =
1
|E|

∫

E
ψ, whenever E is a Lebesgue measurable subset of Rn of positive measure

and ψ is a real valued measurable function defined on E. We fix a dyadic cube Q
and define the localized maximal operator M′

dϕ as in (1.1) but with the dyadic
cubes S being assumed to be contained in Q. Then for every p > 1 we let

Bp(f, F ) = sup

{

1

|Q|

∫

Q

(M′
dϕ)

p : AvQ(ϕ) = f, AvQ(ϕ
p) = F

}

, (1.4)

where ϕ is nonnegative in Lp(Q) and the variables f, F satisfy 0 < fp ≤ F . By
a scaling argument it is easy to see that (1.4) is independent of the choice of Q
(so we may choose Q to be the unit cube [0, 1]n). In [5], the function (1.4) has
been precisely identified for the first time. The proof has been given in a much
more general setting of tree-like structures on probability spaces.

More precisely we consider a non-atomic probability space (X,µ) and let T
be a family of measurable subsets of X , that has a tree-like structure similar to
the one in the dyadic case (the exact definition can be seen in [5]). Then we
define the dyadic maximal operator associated to T , by

MT ϕ(x) = sup

{

1

µ(I)

∫

I

|ϕ| dµ : x ∈ I ∈ T

}

, (1.5)

for every ϕ ∈ L1(X,µ), x ∈ X .
This operator is related to the theory of martingales and satisfies essentially

the same inequalities as Md does. Now we define the corresponding Bellman
function of four variables of MT , by

BT
p (f, F, L, k) = sup

{
∫

K

[max(MT ϕ,L)]
p
dµ : ϕ ≥ 0,

∫

X

ϕ dµ = f,

∫

X

ϕp dµ = F, K ⊆ X measurable with µ(K) = k

}

, (1.6)

the variables f, F, L, k satisfying 0 < fp ≤ F , L ≥ f , k ∈ (0, 1]. The exact
evaluation of (1.6) is given in [5], for the cases where k = 1 or L = f . In the
first case, the author (in [5]) precisely identifies the function BT

p (f, F, L, 1) by
evaluating it in a first stage for the case where L = f . That is he precisely
identifies BT

p (f, F, f, 1) (in fact BT
p (f, F, f, 1) = Fωp(

fp

F
)p, where ωp : [0, 1] →

[1, p
p−1 ] is the inverse function H−1

p , of Hp(z) = −(p− 1)zp + pzp−1).
The proof of the above mentioned evaluation relies on a one-parameter in-

tegral inequality which is proved by arguments based on a linearization of the
dyadic maximal operator. More precisely the author in [5] proves that the in-
equality

F ≥
1

(β + 1)p−1
fp +

(p− 1)β

(β + 1)p

∫

X

(MT ϕ)
p dµ, (1.7)
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is true for every non-negative value of the parameter β and sharp for one that
depends on f , F and p, namely for β = ωp(

fp

F
)− 1. This gives as a consequence

an upper bound for BT
p (f, F, f, 1), which after several technical considerations is

proved to be best possible.Then by using several calculus arguments the author
in [5] provides the evaluation of BT

p (f, F, L, 1) for every L ≥ f .

Now in [14] the authors give a direct proof of the evaluation of BT
p (f, F, L, 1)

by using alternative methods. Moreover in the second case, where L = f , the
author (in [5]) uses the evaluation of BT

p (f, F, f, 1) and provides the evaluation

of the more general BT
p (f, F, f, k), k ∈ (0, 1].

Our aim in this article is to study further the results of [12] and [13] in order
to approach the following Bellman function problem (of three integral variables)

BT
p,q(f,A, F ) = sup

{
∫

X

(MT ϕ)
p
dµ : ϕ ≥ 0,

∫

X

ϕ dµ = f,

∫

X

ϕq dµ = A,

∫

X

ϕp dµ = F

}

, (1.8)

where 1 < q < p, and the variables f,A, F lie in the domain of definition of the
above problem. Certain progress for the above problem can be seen in [11].

In [12] it is proved that whenever 0 < xq

κq−1 < y ≤ x
p−q
p−1 ·z

q−1

p−1 ⇔ 0 < s
q−1

p−1

1 ≤
s2 < 1, (where s1, s2 are defined right below), there is a constant t = t(s1, s2)
for which if h : (0, κ] −→ R

+ satisfies
∫ κ

0 h = x ,
∫ κ

0 h
q = y and

∫ κ

0 h
p = z then

∫ κ

0

(

1

t

∫ t

0

h

)p

dt ≤ tp(s1, s2) ·

∫ κ

0

hp.

More precisely t(s1, s2) = t is the greatest element of
[

1, t(0)
]

for which
Fs1,s2(t) ≤ 0 where Fs1,s2 is defined in [12]. Moreover for each such fixed s1, s2

t = t(s1, s2) = min
{

t(β) : β ∈
[

0, 1
p−1

]

}

where t(β) = t(β, s1, s2) is defined in [12]. That is we find a constant t = t(s1, s2)
for which the above inequality is satisfied for all h : (0, κ] −→ R

+ as mentioned
above. Note that s1, s2 depend by a certain way on x, y, z, namely s1 = xp

κp−1z
,

s2 = xq

κq−1y
and Fs1,s2(·) is given in terms of s1, s2.

In this article we study the monotonicity behaviour of the function t(s1, s2)
with respect to the second variable s2. This may enable us in the future to
determine (1.8), by using also the results in [11], [12] and [13].

We need to mention that the extremizers for the standard Bellman function
BT

p (f, F, f, 1) have been studied in [7], and in [9] for the case 0 < p < 1. Also
in [8] the extremal sequences of functions for the respective Hardy operator
problem have been studied. Additionally further study of the dyadic maximal
operator can be seen in [10, 14] where symmetrization principles for this operator
are presented, while other approaches for the determination of certain Bellman
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functions are given in [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. Moreover results related to applications
of dyadic maximal operators can be seen in [15].

2 The monotonicity properties of t(s1, s2) with

respect to the variable s2

As we already seen in [12], we have defined a function t(s1, s2) for all (s1, s2)
satisfying 0 < s

q−1
1 ≤ s

p−1
2 < 1 by the following manner:

a) If t′s1,s2(0) 6 0, then t(s1, s2) = t is the unique solution in the interval
[

1, t(0)
]

, of the equation

q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

(

tp−q −
s1

s2

)

= (p− q) s1 α(s2) ,

where

α(s2) :=
ωq(s2)

q

s2
− 1 , τ(s1, s2, t) = τ =

p− q

p

tp − s1

tp−q − s1
s2

,

where also t(0) = ts1,s2(0) satisfies:

tp(0)−
p

p− q
tp−q(0) = s1 −

p

p− q

s1

s2
=: h(s1, s2) .

b) If t′s1,s2(0) > 0, then t(s1, s2) = t is given by t = t(0) as described right
above.

It is obvious that t(s1, s2) that is defined on

D =
{

(s1, s2) ∈ R
2 : with 0 < s

q−1
1 ≤ s

p−1
2 < 1

}

is continuous. Note also that t′s1,s2(0) < 0 ⇔ h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

< s2 < 1, for every

(s1, s2) ∈ D, that is the case a) above holds iff h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

< s2 < 1 where h(s2) is

defined in [13].
Additionally each point (s1, s2) ∈ D arises by considering a triple of points

(x, y, z) which satisfy the relations xq

κq−1 < y ≤ x
p−q

p−1 ·z
q−1

p−1 , and then by defining

s1 = xp

κp−1z
, s2 = xq

κq−1y
.

As we have seen in [13], when (s1, s2) ∈ D satisfies t′s1,s2(0) > 0 ⇔

s
q−1

p−1

1 ≤ s2 < h−1
(

1
s
q

1

)

, then t(s1, s2) = ts1,s2(0) = t(0) satisfies ∂t(0)
∂s2

> 0,

that is whenever s1 ∈ (0, 1) is such that s
q−1

p−1

1 < h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

the function t(s1, s2)

is strictly increasing on the interval
[

s
q−1

p−1

1 , h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

]

. We continue in this

way, by studying the behavior of t(s1, s2), for each fixed s1 ∈ (0, 1), where

4



s2 ∈
[

max
(

s
q−1

p−1

1 , h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

)

, 1
]

, where t(s1, s2) is given by the description right

above (see case a) ).
More precisely we shall prove that

∂t

∂s2
> 0 , ∀ s2 ∈

[

max
(

s
q−1

p−1

1 , h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

)

, s′2

)

∂t

∂s2
< 0 , ∀ s2 ∈ (s′2, 1)















(2.1)

where s′2 is defined by s′2 = Hq

(

ωp(s1)
)

.

Note that for this choice of s′2 we have that s′2 > s
q−1

p−1

1 . Indeed this last

mentioned inequality is equivalent to Hq

(

ωp(s1)
)

> s
q−1

p−1

1 ⇔ ωq

(

s
q−1

p−1

1

)

>

ωp(s1), s1 ∈ (0, 1), which is true in view of the results in [13] (see Lemma 2.6).
Moreover s′2 = Hq

(

ωp(s1)
)

, satisfies s′2 > h−1
(

1
s
q
1

)

, thus ts1,s′2(0) < 0 (see

[13]).
Note also that (2.1) means exactly that

∂t

∂y
< 0 , ∀ y ∈

(

y0, y
′ := min

{

x
p−q

p−1 z
q−1

p−1 , xq

κq−1h−1

(

1

s
q
1

)

})

∂t

∂y
> 0 , ∀ y ∈

(

xq

κq−1 , y0
)



















(2.2)

where y0 is defined by the equation y0 = xq

κq−1Hq

(

ωp

(

xp

κp−1z

)) . This is true in

view of the observation which states that if we define λ(x, y, z) = t(s1, s2), with
s1 = xp

κp−1z
, and s2 = s2(y) =

xq

κq−1y
then we obviously have that

∂λ

∂y
=

∂t

∂s2
· s′2(y) =

∂t

∂s2
·
(

−
xq

κq−1y2

)

.

Note that

y0 =
xq

κq−1Hq

(

ωp

(

xp

κp−1z

)) (2.3)

satisfies

xq

κq−1
< y0 ≤ x

p−q

p−1 · z
q−1

p−1 . (2.4)

(2.4) is obviously true since s1 = xp

κp−1z
< 1 and s′2 = Hq

(

ωp(s1)
)

> s
q−1

p−1

1

(see Lemma 2.6 in [13]). At this point we mention that the equation s′2 =
Hq

(

ωp(s1)
)

, where s′2 = xq

κq−1y
for some y, states that y must be equal to y0,

which is defined by (2.3). We remind also that if α(s2) =
ωq(s2)

q

s2
− 1, then (see

Lemma 3.2 in [13]) α′(s2) is given by

α′(s2) =
1

s2

[

−
ωq(s2)

(q − 1)(ωq(s2)− 1)
−
ωq(s2)

q

s2

]

, s2 ∈ (0, 1) .
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In order to prove (2.1) we must use the definition of t(s1, s2) which is given

for (s1, s2) ∈ D for which max
(

s
q−1

p−1

1 , h−1
(

1
s
q
1

))

< s2 < 1. For those (s1, s2), and

from the results of [13], the following identity should be true:

Γ(s1, s2) = ∆(s1, s2),

where Γ, ∆ are defined as in the beginning of this Section:

Γ(s1, s2) := q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

(

tp−q −
s1

s2

)

,

∆(s1, s2) := (p− q) s1 · α(s2) .

We now evaluate ∂Γ
∂s2

. We have

∂Γ

∂s2
= q

[

p(q − 1)ωq(τ)
q−2 ∂ ωq(τ)

∂s2
− (p− 1)q ωq(τ)

q−1 ∂ ωq(τ)

∂s2

]

(

tp−q −
s1

s2

)

+ q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

[

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

]

. (2.5)

We now evaluate
∂ ωq(τ)
∂s2

. For this purpose we will need the partial derivative

∂τ

∂s2
=

∂

∂s2

(

p− q

p

tp − s1

tp−q − s1
s2

)

=
p− q

p
(tp − s1)

1
(

tp−q − s1
s2

)2 (−1)

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

+

+
p− q

p
p tp−1 ∂ t

∂s2

1

tp−q − s1
s2

. (2.6)

Then also

∂

∂s2
ωq(τ) = ω′

q(τ) ·
∂ τ

∂s2
=

1

q(q − 1)ωq(τ)q−2
(

1− ωq(τ)
) ·

∂ τ

∂s2
. (2.7)

By (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7) we get:
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∂Γ

∂s2
=

[

q p (q − 1)ωq(τ)
q−2 1

q(q − 1)ωq(τ)q−2
(

1− ωq(τ)
) ·

∂ τ

∂s2
−

− q2 (p− 1)ωq(τ)
q−1 1

q(q − 1)ωq(τ)q−2
(

1− ωq(τ)
) ·

∂ τ

∂s2

]

(

tp−q −
s1

s2

)

+

+ q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

=

(

∂ τ

∂s2

p

1− ωq(τ)
−
∂ τ

∂s2

q(p− 1)

q − 1

ωq(τ)

1− ωq(τ)

)

(

tp−q −
s1

s2

)

+

+ q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

=

(

p

1− ωq(τ)
−
q(p− 1)

q − 1

ωq(τ)

1− ωq(τ)

)

(

tp−q −
s1

s2

)

{

p− q

p
(tp − s1) ·

1
(

tp−q − s1
s2

)2 (−1)

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

+ (p− q) tp−1 ∂ t

∂s2

1

tp−q − s1
s2

}

+ q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

=

(

p

1− ωq(τ)
−
q(p− 1)

q − 1

ωq(τ)

1− ωq(τ)

)

[

(−τ)

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

+

+ (p− q) tp−1 ∂ t

∂s2

]

+ q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

·

(

(p− q) tp−q−1 ∂ t

∂s2
+
s1

s22

)

⇒

∂Γ

∂s2
=

∂t

∂s2

[

− (p− q) tp−q−1 · F (τ) + (p− q) tp−1 1

1− ωq(τ)
·

(

p−
(p− 1) q

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

]

−
s1

s22
· F (τ) , (2.8)
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where F (τ) is defined by

F (τ) =
τ

1− ωq(τ)

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

−

− q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

. (2.9)

Thus since Γ(s1, s2) = ∆(s1, s2), we get by differentiating on s2, and using
(2.8), that the following identity is true:

∂ t

∂s2
(p− q) tp−q−1 ∆1 =

s1

s22
F (τ)−

− (p− q)
s1

s2

(

ωq(s2)

(q − 1)
(

ωq(s2)− 1
) +

ωq(s2)
q

s2

)

, (2.10)

where ∆1 = ∆1(s1, s2) is defined by

∆1 := −F (τ) + tq
1

1− ωq(τ)

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

by (2.9)
====

−τ

1− ωq(τ)

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

+ q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

+

+ tq
1

1− ωq(τ)

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

⇒

∆1 := q
(

p− (p− 1)ωq(τ)
)

ωq(τ)
q−1 +

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

τ − tq

ωq(τ) − 1
. (2.11)

We prove that the quantity ∆1 satisfies: ∆1 > 0. For this purpose we
evaluate

τ − tq =
p− q

p

tp − s1

tp−q − s1
s2

− tq

=
(p− q)(tp − s1)

p
(

tp−q − s1
s2

) − tq

=
(p− q)(tp − s1)− p tq

(

tp−q − s1
s2

)

p
(

tp−q − s1
s2

)

=
p tp − q tp − (p− q)s1 − p tp + p tq s1

s2

p
(

tp−q − s1
s2

) ⇒

τ − tq =
p s1

s2
tq − q tp − (p− q)s1

p
(

tp−q − s1
s2

) . (2.12)
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Thus by (2.11) and (2.12) we obtain (by using also the definition of t = t(s1, s2)
in the domain of interest)

∆1 =
(p− q)s1 α(s2)

tp−q − s1
s2

+
1

ωq(τ)− 1

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

·

p s1
s2
tq − q tp − (p− q)s1

p (tp−q − s1
s2
)

⇒

∆1
∼= (p− q)s1 α(s2)−

(

q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)− p

)

1

ωq(τ)− 1
E1(s1, s2) , (2.13)

where E1(s1, s2) is defined by

E1(s1, s2) = p
s1

s2
tq − q tp − (p− q)s1 . (2.14)

Moreover q (p−1)
q−1 ωq(τ)− p >

q (p−1)
q−1 − p = pq−q−pq+p

q−1 = p−q
q−1 > 0. We now show

that E1(s1, s2) < 0, ∀ (s1, s2) ∈ D, implying that ∆1(s1, s2) > 0, ∀ (s1, s2) ∈ D.
We just need to show that

−q tp + p
s1

s2
tq − (p− q)s1 < 0 , ∀ (s1, s2) ∈ D .

Obviously 1 ≤ t = t(s1, s2) ≤ ωp(s1) <
p

p−1 . Define the function ϕ(u) =

−q up+p s1
s2
uq−(p−q)s1 , u ∈

[

1, p
p−1

)

. Then ϕ′(u) = −q p up−1+p q s1
s2
uq−1 ∼=

−
(

up−q − s1
s2

)

< 0, since u ≥ 1 > s1
s2
. Thus ϕ(u) ≤ ϕ(1) = −q+p s1

s2
−(p− q) s1,

∀u ∈
[

1, p
p−1

)

.

We now prove that p s1
s2

< q + (p− q) s1, for every (s1, s2) that satisfies

0 < s
q−1
1 ≤ s

p−1
2 < 1. For this proof we just need to justify that

p
s1

s
q−1

p−1

1

< q + (p− q) s1 , ∀ s1 ∈ (0, 1) , (2.15)

or equivalently p s
p−q

p−1

1 − (p− q) s1 − q < 0 , ∀ s1 ∈ (0, 1). Define g(s1) :=

p s
p−q

p−1

1 − (p− q) s1− q , ∀ s1 ∈ (0, 1). Then g′(s1) = (p− q) p
p−1

1

s

q−1

p−1

1

− (p− q) ∼=

p
p−1

1

s

q−1

p−1

1

− 1 > p
p−1 − 1 = 1

p−1 > 0. Thus ∀ s1 ∈ (0, 1), g(s1) < g(1) =

p− (p− q)− q = 0, and the claim is proved.
We prove now the following

Lemma 2.1. Let (s1, s2) satisfying s2 = s′2 = Hq(ωp(s1)). Then if we define

τ ′ = τ(s1, s
′
2) =

p−q
p

tp−s1
tp−q−

s1
s′
2

, then we have that τ ′ = Hq(ωp(s1)).

Proof. We obviously have that ωp(s1) = ωq(s2). Thus since then t(s1, s2) equals
ωp(s1) (by the results in [13] - Lemma 2.3) we should have that the following

9



equalities are true

τ ′ =
p− q

p

ωp(s1)
p − s1

ωp(s1)p−q − s1
Hq(ωp(s1))

=
p− q

p

λp −Hp(λ)

λp−q −
Hp(λ)
Hq(λ)

, (2.16)

where we have set λ = ωp(s1) ∈
[

1, p
p−1

)

⇔ s1 = Hp(λ). We just need to
prove that

τ ′ = Hq(λ)
by (2.16)
⇐==⇒

p− q

p

λp −Hp(λ)

λp−q −
Hp(λ)
Hq(λ)

= Hq(λ) ⇐⇒

p− q

p

(

λp −Hp(λ)
)

= λp−qHq(λ)−Hp(λ) ⇐⇒

p− q

p

(

λp − pλp−1 + (p− 1)λp
)

= λp−q
(

qλq−1 − (q − 1)λq
)

−

−
(

pλp−1 − (p− 1)λp
)

⇐⇒

p− q

p

(

pλp − pλp−1
)

= qλp−1 − (q − 1)λp − pλp−1 + (p− 1)λp ⇐⇒

p− q

p
pλp−1(λ− 1) = (p− q)λp − (p− q)λp−1 ,

which is obviously true. Thus Lemma 2.1 is proved.

We now prove the following:

Lemma 2.2. Let (s1, s2) satisfy s2 = Hq(ωp(s1)) =: s′2. Then

F (τ ′) = (p− q) s′2

(

ωq(s
′
2)

(q − 1)
(

ωq(s′2)− 1
) +

ωq(s
′
2)

q

s′2

)

and thus for this choice of (s1, s2) we get that the right hand side of (2.10)
vanishes.

Proof. We have

F (τ ′)
by (2.9)
====

τ ′

1− ωq(τ ′)

(

p−
q(p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ

′)

)

−

− q
(

p ωq(τ
′)q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ

′)q
)

.

10



Since by Lemma 2.1 ωq(τ
′) = ωp(s1) =: λ, for the proof of the present Lemma

we just need to show that:

Hq(λ)

1− λ

(

p−
q(p− 1)

q − 1
λ

)

− q
(

pλq−1 − (p− 1)λq
)

=

(p− q)Hq(λ)

(

λ

(q − 1)(λ− 1)
+

λq

Hq(λ)

)

. (2.17)

Then

(2.17) ⇔

qλq−1 − (q − 1)λq

1− λ

(

p−
q(p− 1)

q − 1
λ

)

− q
(

pλq−1 − (p− 1)λq
)

=

(p− q)
(

qλq−1 − (q − 1)λq
)

(

λ

(q − 1)(λ− 1)
+

λ

q − (q − 1)λ

)

⇔

q − (q − 1)λ

1− λ

(

p−
q(p− 1)

q − 1
λ

)

− q
(

p− (p− 1)λ
)

=

(p− q)
(

q − (q − 1)λ
)

(

1

(q − 1)(λ− 1)
+

1

q − (q − 1)λ

)

λ . (2.18)

Now (2.18) is easily seen to be true, after doing some simple calculations.
Lemma 2.2 is now proved.

Finally we prove the following

Lemma 2.3. Define the function A, by

A(s2) = s2

(

ωq(s2)

(q − 1)
(

ωq(s2)− 1
) +

ωq(s2)
q

s2

)

, s2 ∈ (0, 1) .

Then A(s2) is strictly increasing.

Proof. For the proof we define ωq(s2) = γ ∈
(

1, q
q−1

)

⇔ s2 = Hq(γ). We need
to prove that the function

A1(γ) = Hq(γ)

(

γ

(q − 1)(γ − 1)
+

γq

Hq(γ)

)

,

is strictly decreasing. This is enough, since Hq(s2) is strictly decreasing function
of s2 ∈ (0, 1). We have

A1(γ) = Hq(γ)
γ

(q − 1)(γ − 1)
+ γq ⇒

A′
1(γ) = qγq−1 + q(q − 1)γq−2(1 − γ)

γ

(q − 1)(γ − 1)
+

+
(

qγq−1 − (q − 1)γq
) 1

q − 1

(

−
1

(γ − 1)2

)

< 0 , ∀ γ ∈
(

1, q
q−1

)

.
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Lemma 2.3, is now proved.

We proceed to prove (2.1).
i) Suppose that s2 ∈ (s′2, 1) where s

′
2 = Hq(ωp(s1)). We prove that ∂t

∂s2
(s1, s2) <

0, for each such s2. It is enough to prove, because of (2.10), that ∀ s2 ∈ (s′2, 1),
F (τ) < (p− q)A(s2), where A(s2) is defined in Lemma 2.3.

At this part we shall need the following:

Lemma 2.4. The function F (τ), (defined above by (2.9))

F (τ) =
τ

1− ωq(τ)

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
ωq(τ)

)

− q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

is strictly increasing for τ ∈ (0, 1) .

Proof. It is enough (since Hq(γ) is strictly decreasing function for γ ∈
(

1, q
q−1

)

),

to prove that the function ( we set ωq(τ) = γ ⇔ τ = Hq(γ) )

F1(γ) =
Hq(γ)

1− γ

(

p−
q (p− 1)

q − 1
γ

)

− q
(

pγq−1 − (p− 1)γq
)

is strictly decreasing for γ ∈
(

1, q
q−1

)

. For this purpose we calculate H ′
q(γ) =

q(q − 1) γq−2(1 − γ) and

(

q (p−1)
q−1 γ − p

γ − 1

)′

γ

=

q (p−1)
q−1 (γ − 1)−

( q (p−1)
q−1 γ − p

)

(γ − 1)2

=
1

q − 1

1

(γ − 1)2
(

q(p− 1)γ − q(p− 1)− q(p− 1)γ + p(q − 1)
)

= −
p− q

q − 1

1

(γ − 1)2
< 0 , ∀ γ ∈

(

1, q
q−1

)

.

Lemma 2.4, is now proved.

Remember now that τ = τ(s1, s2, t) = p−q
p

tp−s1
tp−q−

s1
s2

, is strictly increasing

function for t ∈ [1,+∞), as can be easily seen by differentiating with respect
to t. Thus since s′2 < s2 < 1, we get the following. Of course we remind that
t(s1, s2) ≤ ωp(s1) = t(s2, s

′
2) where the equality just written is due to the fact

that s′2 = Hq(ωp(s1)). Thus we have:

τ = τ(s1, s2, t) =
p− q

p

tp − s1

tp−q − s1
s2

≤
p− q

p

ωp(s1)
p − s1

ωp(s1)p−q − s1
s2

<
p− q

p

t(s1, s
′
2)

p − s1

t(s1, s′2)
p−q − s1

s′
2

= τ(s1, s
′
2) = Hq

(

ωp(s1)
)

,
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where the last equality is due to Lemma 2.1. Then since

τ < τ(s1, s
′
2) = τ ′ = Hq

(

ωp(s1)
) byLemma2.4

=======⇒

F (τ) < F (τ ′) = (p− q)A(s′2) ,

where the equality above is justified by Lemma 2.2. But s′2 < s2 < 1, and by
Lemma 2.3, A(s2) is strictly increasing function for s2 ∈ (0, 1). Thus we get for
every s2 ∈ (s′2, 1) that: F (τ) < (p− q)A(s2) which is the desired result. Thus
∂ t
∂s2

< 0, ∀ s2 ∈ (s′2, 1).

ii) Suppose now that s2 ∈ (s′′2 , s
′
2), where s

′′
2 := max

(

s
q−1

p−1

1 , h−1
(

1
s1

)

)

, s′2 =

Hq(ωp(s1)). We prove that for each such s2, we have ∂ t
∂s2

(s1, s2) > 0. Because
of (2.10) it is enough to prove that s2 ∈ (s′′2 , s

′
2) implies

F (τ) > (p− q)A(s2) = (p− q)s2

(

ωq(s2)

(q − 1)
(

ωq(s2)− 1
) +

ωq(s2)
q

s2

)

. (2.19)

Since s′′2 < s2 < s′2 we have, because of Lemmas 2.3. and 2.2:

(p− q)A(s2) < (p− q)A(s′2) = F (τ ′) , (2.20)

where τ ′ = Hq(ωp(s1)) = s′2, by Lemma 2.1.
Thus if we prove that τ ′ < τ , then (2.20) and Lemma 2.4 will imply (p −

q)A(s2) < F (τ ′) < F (τ), which is (2.19), thus we get the desired result. We
proceed to prove that

τ ′ < τ . (2.21)

(2.21) ⇔ Hq(ωp(s1)) < τ = τ(s1, s2, t)

⇔ ωp(s1) > ωq(τ) . (2.22)

Define the function ϕ(x) = p xq−1− (p−1)xq , x > 1. Then ϕ′(x) ∼= p (q − 1)−
(p − 1) q x < −p + q < 0. Remember also that s1, s2, t, τ satisfy (by the
definition of t = t(s1, s2))

q
(

p ωq(τ)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωq(τ)

q
)

=
(p− q)s1 α(s2)

tp−q − s1
s2

.
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Thus by the above comments

(2.22) ⇔ q ϕ
(

ωp(s1)
)

< q ϕ
(

ωq(τ)
)

⇔
(p− q)s1 α(s2)

tp−q − s1
s2

> q
(

p ωp(s1)
q−1 − (p− 1)ωp(s1)

q
)

⇔
(p− q)s1 α(s2)

tp−q − s1
s2

>
qHp

(

ωp(s1)
)

ωp(s1)p−q
=

q s1

ωp(s1)p−q

⇔
(p− q)α(s2)

tp−q − s1
s2

>
q

ωp(s1)p−q
. (2.23)

Remember that α(s2) =
ωq(s2)

q

s2
− 1 and then since

s2 < s′2 ⇒ α(s2) > α(s′2) =
ωq(s

′
2)

q

s′2
− 1 =

ωp(s1)
q

Hq

(

ωp(s1)
) − 1

=
ωp(s1)

q

q ωp(s1)q−1 − (q − 1)ωp(s1)q
− 1

=
ωp(s1)

q − (q − 1)ωp(s1)
− 1

=
ωp(s1)− q + (q − 1)ωp(s1)

q − (q − 1)ωp(s1)

=
q
(

ωp(s1)− 1
)

q − (q − 1)ωp(s1)
.

Thus in order to prove (2.23), we just need to prove that the following inequality
is true:

(p− q)
q(ωp(s1)−1)

q−(q−1) ωp(s1)

tp−q − s1
s2

≥
q

ωp(s1)p−q
. (2.24)

But t = t(s1, s2) ≤ ωp(s1), thus for the validity of (2.24) it is enough to prove
the inequality:

(p− q)
q
(

ωp(s1)− 1
)

q − (q − 1)ωp(s1)
≥ q

(

ωp(s1)
p−q −

s1

s2

)

ωp(s1)
−p+q . (2.25)

But s2 < s′2 = Hq(ωp(s1)), thus (2.25) is true if

(p− q)
q
(

ωp(s1)− 1
)

q − (q − 1)ωp(s1)
≥ q

(

ωp(s1)
p−q −

s1

Hq(ωp(s1))

)

ωp(s1)
−p+q . (2.26)
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But as will immediately see, in fact have equality in (2.26). Indeed, set t =
ωp(s1) ∈

(

1, p
p−1

)

. We need to prove,

(p− q)
t− 1

q − (q − 1) t
=

(

tp−q −
Hp(t)

Hq(t)

)

t−p+q ⇔

(p− q)
t− 1

q − (q − 1) t
= 1−

1

tp−q

p tp−1 − (p− 1) tp

q tq−1 − (q − 1) tq
⇔

(p− q)
t− 1

q − (q − 1) t
= 1−

1

tp−q

p tp−q − (p− 1) tp−q+1

q − (q − 1) t
⇔

(p− q)(t− 1) = q − (q − 1) t− p+ (p− 1) t ⇔

(p− q)(t− 1) = −(p− q) + (p− q) t ,

which is obviously true. Relations (2.1) are now proved.

15



References

[1] D. L. Burkholder. Martingales and Fourier analysis in Banach spaces,
Probability and analysis (Varenna 1985), 61–108, Lecture Notes in Math.,
1206, Springer, Berlin, 1986.

[2] D. L. Burkholder. Explorations in martingale theory and its applications,
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