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ABSTRACT. We reformulate, modify and extend a comparison criteria of LP
norms obtained by Nazarov-Podkorytov and place it in the general setting
of interpolation theory and majorization theory. In particular, we give norm
comparison criteria for general scales of interpolation spaces, including non-
commutative LP and Lorentz spaces. As an application, we extend the classical
Ball’s integral inequality, which lies at the basis of his famous result on sections
of the n—dimensional unit cube.
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1. INTRODUCTION: BACKGROUND AND PLAN OF THE PAPER

The starting point of our research is the integral inequality (cf. [4], [5], [38])

—+o0 p 2
(1.1) / dex < \/j for every p > 2,
—o0 p

(for p = 2, it turns into an identity), which lies at the basis of Ball’s famous result
on sections of the n—dimensional unit cube (cf. [4], for more background on these
problems we refer to the recent survey [28]). The original proof of (1.1) involved
a large number of unappealing numerical computations. Subsequently, Nazarov-
Podkorytov [38] gave a new interesting proof introducing a variant of the classical
method of comparison of LP-norms of functions through pointwise comparison of
their distribution functions. More recently, this approach was intensively developed
and used to establish sharp Khintchine-type inequalities (cf. [3], [29], [37], [12]
and the references therein) as well as sharp comparison of moments for various
classes of random variables appearing in a geometric context [15]. This was an
additional motivation for us to work on reformulating the Nazarov-Podkorytov
approach in the more general context of norm comparisons of elements belonging
to an interpolation scale. In particular, we introduce new majorization criteria
connected with interpolation that extends and clarifies the methods of [38]. As an
application, we obtain general variants of Ball’s LP-integral inequality (1.1), and
improvements on related recently published inequalities (cf. [12] and the references
therein).

The method of [38] starts with a reformulation of inequality (1.1). Using the

sinx

™

Euler-Poisson integral formula, fjoooo e dy = 1, Ball’s inequality (1.1) can be
rewritten as follows. Let

(12) f(I) = 677'”62/27 g(aj) =

then we want to prove that for p > 2

(1.3) /0 o g(a)? do < /0 o F(2)P da,

with equality when p = 2. At this point our problem is to compare the LP-norms
of the given functions f and g. We shall now review some of the considerations
involved when comparing LP-norms.

Let (Q, 1) be a measure space'. Given a measurable function f : Q — R, its
distribution function is defined by

() = u{lf] > 7}, 7> 0.
Suppose that there exists C' > 0, such that f, g satisfy
(1.4) Ag (1) < CAf(7), for all 7 > 0,
then we can easily conclude that
ll, < O/ lgl, for all p € [1, 00)

(in what follows, || - ||, denotes the norm of LP(2)).
It turns out, however, that in order to successfully obtain (1.3) it is not possible
to apply this elementary comparison criteria to the functions f and g that were

sinmwx

, @€ (0,00),

™

I'We assume our measure spaces are “resonant” in the sense of [7].
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defined in (1.2). Indeed, on the one hand, we would need for the constant C
that appears in (1.4) to be equal to 1, while on the other, since we know that
I£117 = llgllz = 0, it follows that

/000 27[Ap (1) = Ag(7)] dT = 0.

Therefore, the fact that the function Af(7) — A\y(7), 7 > 0, is not identically zero
implies the existence of 7y > 0, where this function changes signs and, consequently,
(1.4) cannot hold (with C' = 1) for all 7 > 0.

But not all is lost, in [38] the authors show that for the functions defined in (1.2),
the change of signs is unique, and propose a modified general comparison criteria,
replacing the assumption (1.4) by a weaker condition to accommodate changes of
signs. Let f and g be two arbitrary measurable functions and, moreover, suppose
that there exists 0 < 79 < oo such that

' < Ag(7) for T < 7
(1.5) As(7) { > Ag(7) for T > 9.

Furthermore, suppose that there exists pg > 1 such that

(1.6) /Q(Ifl”" — 1gI"*)du > 0.

Under these assumptions, a version of the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma [38, p. 250-
251] asserts that for all p > pg, such that |f|P — |g|P € L*(Q2), we have

(L.7) /Q<|f|p ~lgl")du > 0.

It is shown in [38] that, indeed, for the functions f and g, defined in (1.2), there
exists a unique 79 > 0 such that (1.5) holds. Consequently, since (1.6) is valid (with
equality) for py = 2, the above result allows us to obtain (1.3), from which (1.1)
follows.

The proof given in [38] that (1.5) and (1.6) imply (1.7), is both elementary and
ingenious. As it turns out, two ideas are crucial: the use of distribution functions
and the formulation of the result in terms of differences. It will be useful for our
future development to go over the details.

Suppose that f and g are two arbitrary functions that satisfy the assumptions
(1.5) and (1.6); furthermore, suppose that p > pq is such that |f|P — |g|P € L*(Q).
Then, by computation, we have

L=ty du=> [ " r(5) = Ag(s)) s ds
S AV OEPYE) (—) ds.

70

Therefore (1.7) will be proved once we verify that

S

6100 = [ Ous) = 2y05) <—) ds > 0,

70
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To accomplish this goal, we compare ¢ 4(p) with the known nonnegative quantity
®5.9(po) (cf. (1.6)), and write

(18) ¢m@wﬂw¢mw=4m@ﬂﬁ—amm((%)Vl—(%)m4>w.

To analyze the sign of the integrand we split (0, 00) = (0, 79)U(70, 00). Since In(Z) >

: ~ P p-Din() ~ :
0 iff s > 79, it holds that v(p) := ( 5 ) =e? 70’ as a function of p > 1, is

7o
increasing for each s € (79, 00) and is decreasing for s € (0, 7p). This fact, combined

p—1 po—1
with (1.5), shows that the factors (Af(s) — Ag(s)) and ((i) - (i) > ,

70 7o

have the same signs in each of the two intervals under consideration. Therefore?,

¢£,9(P) — ¢£,9(P0) > 0.
Finally, since ¢y ,(po) > 0, we conclude that

(1.9) ¢5.4(p) >0, for p > po,

which is equivalent to (1.7).

In the first part of the paper we extend the comparison method of LP-norms
of [38] to the context of L(p,q)-spaces and non-commutative Schatten ideals. As
an application we obtain a new L(p,q) version of the Ball’s inequality (1.1). To
describe the result we recall that for 0 < p,q < oo, the Lorentz L(p, ¢)-spaces can
be defined using the quasi-norms

(1.10) lawa = ([ s asn) ™

Equivalently, by a change of variables argument, we can write (1.10) in terms of
non-increasing rearrangements®:

(111) Wl = ([ £70677d0s77)

In Section 2.2 we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions on the parameters
p and g under which a version of the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma holds for the
L(p, q)-spaces. More precisely, let 0 < pg,qop < oo be fixed. Let us denote by
A(po, qo) the set of all pairs (p, q), 0 < p,q < 00, such that for arbitrary measurable
functions f, g, that satisfy condition (1.5) for some 79 > 0 and, moreover,

/ooo(f*(lf)"0 —g*(t)*) d(t/7) > 0,

1/q

2An alternative method to prove that ¢ 4(p) is an increasing function of p is to show that for
P> Do
d °© s \P ! s
00D = [T e =20 (2)7 m(yas 20
In fact, the analysis of the signs of the factors (As(s) — Ag(s)) and ln(TS—O) is exactly the same as
the one provided above.

3The non-increasing rearrangement, f* of a measurable function f: 2 — R can be defined by
the formula

fH(s) :==inf{T > 0: Xp(7r) < s}, s€(0,n(Q)).
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from
(f* ()" = g* ()t~ " € L1(0, 00)
it follows
|- g aen =o
0
In Theorem 2, we show that

A(po,q0) = {(P,q) : P > po,q > q0,4/P < qo/Po}-

As an application, in Theorem 3 of Section 2.3 we prove the following version of
Ball’s inequality (1.1): if ¢ > 2 and 0 < « < 1, then

(1.12) / - ((ﬂ))t at < Lq~(2m) T (f2),

t

where I'(t) is the I-function. We also compare (1.12) with recent related inequalities
obtained by Chasapis, Kénig and Tkocz in [12].

One can formulate an analogous comparison method also for non-commutative
LP-spaces. Given two compact operators, F, G, say, acting on a Hilbert space, we
compare their Schatten LP-norms by comparing their non-commutative distribution
functions or rearrangements (cf. [18], [40]) and we can easily state comparison
criteria of “Nazarov-Podkorytov type” to prove that a suitable version of (1.7)
holds. This is done in Section 3.

In order to reach the widest possible audience we have chosen to present our
results concerning L(p, ¢)-spaces and Schatten ideals without explicit use of the
notation of interpolation theory. But simply remark here that since through the
use of the functionals of real interpolation one can recover distribution functions
and rearrangements, it is not difficult to see that these results can be unified in the
general framework of scales of interpolation spaces. This point of view is developed
in the next sections.

Interpolation theory plays a more substantial role in our development in a differ-
ent direction. In fact, the connection between interpolation and majorization led
us to discover that the crossing conditions of distribution functions of [38] imply
majorization conditions which, in turn, via the Calderén-Mityagin interpolation
theorem, allow us to prove much stronger results and inequalities. Indeed, the
results in the applications are apparently out of the reach of previous methods.

In Section 4.1 we extend (1.1) to the class of rearrangement invariant spaces (we
use their definition given in [32]) as follows.

Theorem 1. Let X be an exact 2—convex rearrangement invariant space. Then,

sin 7t

= [l
X

7t

’ X

Let M be an Orlicz function on [0,00), i.e., a continuous convex increasing
function such that M(0) = 0 and lim,_,oo M (u) = co. Denote by Ljs the Orlicz
space equipped with the Luxemburg norm

(1.13) IfllL,, = inf{)\>0: /OOOM(@) dsgl}.

Applying Theorem 1 to the Orlicz spaces, we obtain



6 SERGEY V. ASTASHKIN, KONSTANTIN V. LYKOV, AND MARIO MILMAN

Corollary 1. If M(u) is an Orlicz function such that M(y/u) is also an Orlicz
function, then

[l

< .

Let us emphasize that it is not possible to prove Theorem 1 using the “LP trick”
of [38] as described above. Our proof exploits instead the connection between
interpolation theory and the classical theory of majorization (cf. [10], [39]). We
shall now discuss the main features of our approach.

Recall that the classical majorization order = of Hardy-Littlewood-Polya can be
defined in terms of non-increasing rearrangements as follows™*:

sint

t L

¢ ¢
(1.14) frg & / f*(s)dsZ/ g (s)ds for all t > 0.

0 0
Another condition, that is often added to the majorization assumptions, is that
lfll,: = llgll 1 , although here often we shall only require an inequality, namely
(1.15) Il = Mgl -

One connection between real interpolation and majorization is provided by the
formula for the K —functional® for the pair (L', L°°) which is given by

Kt f; L' L) = nf{[| fill o+t fall o s f = fr + fo, fr € LY, f2 € L}
¢
(1.16) :/ f*(s)ds, t>0
0
(cf. [8, Theorem 5.2.1] or [7, Theorem 5.1.6]). Thus, (1.14) can be written as

fr=g e Kt f;L' L>) > K(t,g L', L*>) for all t > 0.

It is easy to see that (1.4) (with C = 1) implies (1.14) but the converse does
not hold in general. On the other hand, if f and g satisfy f >~ g, then by the
Calderén-Mityagin theorem (cf. [10], [36], [7, Theorem 4.6]), for all rearrangement
invariant function spaces X we have

1/ lx = llgllx -

More generally one can consider other types of majorization associated with other
K—, E—functionals or some functionals equivalent to them and this is done in
Sections 4 — 6 below.

We now present the key argument that leads to our proof of Theorem 1 (see
Section 5).

Lemma 1. Suppose that functions f and g satisfy condition (1.5) and, for some
po > 1, f € L and | f[|,, = llgll,,- Then, the function lg|"° is majorized by the
function |f|"° in the Hardy-Littlewood-Polya order, i.e., for all t > 0,

(1.17) / (s ds < / (s ds,

4We refer to the treatise [39] devoted exclusively to majorization and its applications
5See Section 4.1
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Proof. Since Ay and f* are generalized inverses for each other, condition (1.5) can
be rewritten in terms of rearrangements as follows: there exists 0 < ¢y < oo such
that

(1.18) f*(t){ i gg:((tt)) ffc?;ttzgtt(?

To prove (1.17) we need to estimate fg g*(s)Po ds for all t > 0. When ¢ < ¢, (1.18)
implies directly that (1.17) holds. It remains to consider the case when t > ty. By

the cancellation condition || f]7° > ||g[[,. , and hence we can write

/ g (e ds = | aeras— [“gemas
< [Treras [Comas

Now, for t > to, (1.18) implies that [ g*(s)P° ds > [ f*(s)P" ds, and, therefore,

we have
t [e%s) fe’e]
* Pod * Pod_ * Pod
[aermas< [ rera= [ e

t
< / f*(s)Peds, for all t > 0,
0

as we wished to show. O

In Section 7, which is somewhat more informal, we consider some comparison
of norms that is connected with developments associated with derivatives of norms
and entropies (e.g. Log Sobolev inequalities, Commutator Inequalities, etc.).

Finally, we have added an Appendix, addressed primarily to those readers who
might not be familiar with interpolation theory. In Section 8.1, we give a simplified
version of the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma, showing that an inequality of the type
llgllp < I f|lp, for p large enough, can be obtained whenever we know that g*(¢) <
f*(t), for all small ¢ > 0 (see Proposition 6). However, in contrast to [38], in this
regime we cannot indicate an initial value pg, such the norm inequality holds for
p > po. We close the paper (cf. Section 8.2) showing a close connection between the
Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma and the well-known classical Karamata inequality. In
particular, general Nazarov-Podkorytov type results, for modular forms, follow.

2. RESULTS OF NAZAROV-PODKORYTOV TYPE FOR LORENTZ L(p, q)-SPACES

2.1. Sufficient conditions. The main purpose of this section is to formulate a
sharp result of Nazarov-Podkorytov type in the context of the L(p, q)-spaces. Al-
though we retain the basic idea of the original argument, the extension is not
completely straightforward and, in particular, requires suitable restrictions on the
parameters. In Section 2.2 we prove the necessity of the aforementioned conditions.

Proposition 1. Let 0 < pg,qo,p,q < o0. Suppose that f and g are measurable
functions such that (1.5) holds for some 19 > 0. Moreover, suppose that one of the

following conditions is satisfied: (a) ¢ > qo, q¢/p = qo/po, or (b) ¢ = qo, D > po-
Furthermore, suppose that

(2.1) /Ooo(f*(t)q‘) —g*(t)®)d(t /") > 0



8 SERGEY V. ASTASHKIN, KONSTANTIN V. LYKOV, AND MARIO MILMAN

and, moreover,

(22) (f*() = g"(O)1)t/P~" € L1(0, 00).
Then, we have
(23) | e -gemaen =o

As a consequence, if f,g € L(p,q), then

l9ll2w.a) < 1F 2.0

Proof. The argument follows the main lines of the proof of the Nazarov-Podkorytov
Lemma, as explained in the Introduction.
(a) First, we prove that condition (2.2) ensures that

(2.4) /Ooo(f*(t)“ — g ()P dt = p/ooo ((Af(u))q/fo - (/\g(u))q/p) ul" du.

We set hi(t) := f*(t)9, ho(t) := g*(¢)9, and h(t) := min;—1 2 hi(¢). Then, hy—h >

0 and hy — h < |hy — hs|, whence from (2.2) it follows that (h(t) — h(t))t?/P~1 ¢
L1(0,00). Let

A; = {(t,v) € (0,00) x (0,00) : h(t) <v < hi(t)}, i =1,2.
Since h; and hg are decreasing, we get

A; ={(t,v) € (0,00) x (0,00) : Ap(v) <t < Ap,(v)}, i =1,2.
Computing iterated yields for i = 1,2

0

/ / XAi(t,v)tQ/”_ldvdt:/ (hi(t) — h()t?P~ L dt < oo
0 0

SIS 0o A, (v)
/ / xa, (t,0)tP~ Y dt dv = / / t7/P=1 dt dv
0 0 0 A (v)
p oo

= —/ ()\hi (v)4/P — )\h(v)q/p) dv.

q.Jo
Therefore, applying Fubini’s theorem, we obtain for i = 1,2

/Ooo(hi(t) —h)/r g =L /OO (/\hi (v)2/P — /\h(v)q/p) v,

q.Jo

and

whence
/Ooo(hg(t) — Iy (t))tQ/p—l dt — 159 /Ooo ()\hz (U)q/p — A (U)q/p) dv.

From the definitions, s, (v) = Af(v'/9), Ap,(v) = A\ (v'/9); therefore, after a
suitable change of variables, we arrive at (2.4). Introducing the parameter 7y, we

obtain
(2.5)

00 o) q—1
[ =g onaen = [T (- xer) (L)
For 0 < v, 8 < o0, let

Vrg(v,B8) = /OOO (Af(u)ﬁ/7 - Ag(u)%) <E>ﬁl du.

70
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Using the fact that ¢/p = qo/po, we find
00 U q—1 U qo—1
Vy,9(P,0) =¥ 1.9(Po, 40) :/ (—) - (—) (Ap(u)®/Po -\, (u)®/P0) du.
0 To 70

Since q > qq, from (1.5) it is easy to verify that the factors

i) o (2~ (2)")

have the same signs on each of the intervals (0,79) and (79, 00). Thus,

V5,9(P: @) — ¥s,9(Po,q0) > 0.

Consequently, by (2.1), (2.5) and the fact that %y ,(po,q0) > 0, we see that
¥r.¢(p,q) > 0, and (2.3) follows.

(b) Since h* and Aj, are generalized inverses of each other, from (1.5) it follows
that there exists to such that (1.18) holds. Then, we have

/Ooo(f*(t)q — g* ()7 (/) = Lya/r 1 /O°° 07— g* (6 (i)q/pl "

D to
Next, setting

to

o= [ (0P g 0) (i)ﬁ/“ "

we verify by computation that

g ona0) =g o) = [ (FO0 = g7 (0)") ((})/ - G)/) .

Using (1.18) and the fact that p > pg, we can analyze the sign of the integrand, as
in the proof of case (a) above, to conclude that

ri1.9(P;q0) = K5.9(P0; g0) = 0.
Appealing once again to (2.1), it follows that k7 4(p, qo) > 0, and (2.3) follows. O

The next result shows that if the supports of f and g have finite measure®, then
condition (1.5) can be somewhat weakened.

Proposition 2. Let 0 < pg,p < 00, 1 < qo < g < 00, ¢/p = qo/po, and let f, g
be measurable functions with finite support satisfying (2.1). Moreover, suppose that
f.g9 € L(p,q) and there exists 11 € [0,00) such that

(2.6) / Ag(8)%/P0 ds < / Af(s)%0/P0 ds if 7> 7,
and

(2.7) / Af(s)%0/P0 ds < / Ag(8)P/P0 ds if T < 7.
Then,

l9llLe.a) < 1f Lm0

6By abuse of language we will say simply that f and g have “finite support”.
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Proof. We only consider in detail the case 7 > 0, the case when 73 = 0 is easier.
Using (1.10) and integration by parts, we can write

/0 T - g ) () = g /O°° (A5 = g (5)77” < >
ot (= ) (/ " (s - xg(w)) o)

+ () + (D),

where

(D= qlims [ (A = (") du,

S

(IT) = —q lim sq—l/ (Af(u)q/l’ - )\g(u)q/p) du.
S5—00

We shall now verify that (I) = 0 and (I7) = 0. The first equation will be proved
once we show that

(A) := lim sqfl/ A (W) P du =0, (B):=lim sqfl/ Ay (w)7'P du = 0.
s—0 s s—0 s

Let us note that, as it will become apparent, the proof that (A) = 0 can be applied
verbatim to verify that (B) = 0. Let ||f||, denote the measure of the support of f
(see (4.6)), then since f € L(p,q) and ¢ > 1, we obtain

(A) = lim 57! {/IA,»(u)q/P du+/100 Ap(u)a/P du}

s—0

< hm 5171 {|f||q/p / )\f(u)q/puqfl du}
1

< %1_1,% g1 (”f”q/p + HfH%(p,q)) =0.
The fact that (IT) = 0 follows by observing that, for s > 0,

sqfl/ )\f(u)q/pdug/ Ap(w) Pyt du,

S

and that, in view of the fact that f € L(p,q), the right-hand side tends to zero
when s — oc.

Summarizing the previous discussion, we have shown that integrating by parts
yields

[T emaen =aam [T (2) [T (vt - x) duas.

T1 s

Uy y(p,q) = /OOO (%)H /:O (Af(u)q/P - /\g(u)q/p> du ds.

On account of the fact that ¢/p = qo/po, we can write

Uig(:q)=¥s,4(Posq0) = /OOO ((T—Sl)q_z — (%>QO_2> /:O (Af(u)qo/m - /\g(u)qo/m) du ds.

Let
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Using inequalities (2.6) and (2.7), we see that the factors

/:O ()\j'(u)%/po - )\g(u)‘ZO/p()) du and <<%)q2 B (%>q02>

have the same signs on each of the intervals (0,7) and (71, 00). Therefore,

\Ilf,g(pv Q) - \I/f,g(p07 QO) Z 07

and, since Uy 4(po, o) > 0 by (2.1), we see that ¥y 4(p,q) > 0, which is equivalent
to (2.3). O

Applying Proposition 2 with pg = ¢ > 1, we derive the following version of the
Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma in the LP-setting.

Corollary 2. Let p > pg > 1. Suppose that functions f € LP, g € LP have
finite support and such that ||gllp, < |[fllpo- Suppose, moreover, that there exists
71 € [0,00) such that

oo

(2.8) /meg(s)dsg/ Ap(s)ds if 7> 71,

T

(2.9) /mef(s)dsg/TmAg(s)ds ifr <.

Then, |lglly < [1f1lp-
Remark 1. One can easily see that conditions (2.8) and (2.9) are weaker than

condition (1.5), that is, (1.5) implies (2.8) and (2.9) for some 71 € [0, 70], but the
converse does not hold in general.

2.2. Sharp conditions. Next we show that Proposition 1 implies a more general
result of the Nazarov-Podkorytov type for L(p, q)-spaces.

Corollary 3. Let 0 < pg < p <00, 0< qo < g < 00 and q/p < qo/po. Suppose that
f and g are measurable functions such that (1.5) holds for some 19 > 0. Moreover,
assume that

/ (f* ()™ = g*()™) d(t2/7) > 0
0
and

(f* ()7 = g"(&)")t/P~" € L}(0, 00).
Then, we have

| =g aen zo

0
Consequently, if f,g € L(p, q), then
9l < 1f @0

Before going through the proof of Corollary 3, it will be convenient to adopt the
following notation.

Let 0 < pg, go < oo be fixed. Denote by A(po, qo) the set of all pairs of indices
(p,q), 0 < p,q < oo, such that for arbitrary measurable functions f, g, that satisfy
condition (1.5) for some 79 > 0 and the inequality

/ooo(f*(t)% —g*(t)*) d(t/7) >0,
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from the validity of the condition
(f* ()" = g"()")tP~! € L'(0,00)

we can deduce that -

(f* ()" = g*()?) d(t?) > 0.

The main aim of this section is to provide a complete characterization of the set
A(po, qo) showing the sharpness of the conditions imposed on parameters of Lorentz
spaces L(p, q) in Corollary 3.

For our purposes the following transitivity property, which is a routine unraveling
of the definitions, will be useful.

Lemma 2. If (p1,q1) € A(p,q) and (p2,q2) € A(p1,q1), then (p2,q2) € A(p, q).

Proof of Corollary 3. Since q/p < qo/po, we can select v > pg such that ¢ = qop/7.
Then, from the definition of the set A(p, ¢) and Proposition 1 it follows that (v, ¢o) €
A(po, @) and (p,q) € A(v,qo). Therefore, by Lemma 2, we have (p, q) € A(po, q))-
This completes the proof. (I

Theorem 2. Let 0 < pg,qo < 0o, then
(2.10) A(po, @) = {(P,q) : P > po,q > q0,4/p < qo/po}-

Proof. For notational convenience, let A(po, go) be the set of pairs (p, ¢) defined by
the right-hand side of (2.10).

By Corollary 3, we have A(pg, qo) C A(po, o). To prove the converse, it suffices
to show that from (p, q) € A(po, qo) it follows (p, q) € A(po, qo). We consider three
cases separately.

(i) p < po. Let
(2.11) f(t) = xq0,11(t), 9(t) = axjo,1)(t) +bx (1, (t), where 1>a>b>0,h> 1.
By inspection, we see that f(t) > g(t) if 0 < ¢t < 1, and f(t) < g(¢t) if t > 1.
Moreover, it is also plain that f(¢t) = f*(¢), g(t) = ¢*(t). A simple computation
yields

Ifl7.c =1 and |gll; = a®+ b*(h*/T —1) forall 0 <75 < co.

Hence, from
(2.12) a® 4 pP(poo/Po _ 1) =1,

it follows that || f|lpe.q0 = 19llpo.qo- We now show that for a suitable choice of the
parameters a, b, h which satisfy (2.12) we have ||g|lp.q > || fllp,q- Since ||flrs =1
for all 0 < r, s < oo, it suffices to prove that, under condition (2.12), it holds

(2.13) a? + bI(hYP — 1) > 1.

Select @ = b. Then solving (2.12) for a, we get a = b = h=1/P0 Thus, computing
the left-hand side of (2.13), and taking into account the fact that p < pg and h > 1,
yields

h=/Po 4 p=a/Po(palp _ 1) = pa(t/p=1/po) 5 1
and (2.13) follows.
(ii) ¢ < go. Let f and g be defined once again by (2.11). Since for any o > 0

he —1
:Of7

P
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we can choose h > 1 so that
2
(2.14) h? — 1> L (h—1) and ho/mo 1 < 20 1),
2p Po

Fix h > 1 satisfying (2.14). Using the fact that ¢ < qo, select b € (0, h=1/P0), such
that

4
(2.15) pi—ao > —20P

Poq
Setting a = (1 — b9 (hd/Po — 1))1/90 we see that 0 < b < a < 1, and the triple
(a, b, h) satisfies (2.12).

Now we show that (2.13) holds. Indeed, taking into account (2.12), (2.15), (2.14)
and the fact that ¢ < qo, we can write
a? —l—bq(hQ/p —1)—-1=a%—a® —|—bq(hQ/p —1)—1+4a®
= (a? — a®) + (bq(hq/p -1) - bqo(hqo/Po —-1))

q 2q0
> =b1 — —bp1)(h -1

= p4o (ibq—tm _ @)(h_ 1)
2p Po
> 0.

(iii) ¢/p > qo/po. Let a,b, h be parameters such that a >1>b>0,0< h < 1,
whose precise values will be specified later. Let
f(t) = axjo,n(t) + bxa,1 (), 9(t) = xj0,1(t),
It is plain that f(t) > g(¢) if 0 < ¢t < h, while f(t) < g(¢) if ¢ > h. Moreover, since
f, and g, are decreasing, f(t) = f*(t), g(t) = g*(t). Our aim is to prove that for a
suitable choice of the parameters a, b, h we have that

(2.16) 1 £llpo.q0 = 119llpo.a0 a0 || fllp.g < [19llp.q-
By computation,

1122 4 = a®hO/P0 + 5% (1 — h9/P0) = b 4 (g% — b%)R®/P and ||g]© , = 1.
Therefore, || f|lpo.q0 = 119]lpo.q0 1S €quivalent to
(2.17) b + (a® — bqo)hqo/Po -1

Likewise, || fllp.q < |lgllp.,q can be rewritten as

a®h?/P 4 b1(1 — h¥/P) < 1 = b% + (q% — pa0)p90/Po
and after some further elementary manipulations, can be seen to be equivalent to
(2.18) (a® — bqo)hqo/po—q/p — (a7 —b%) > (b7 — bqo)h—q/p'

Clearly, we can additionally assume here that gy < ¢. Therefore, from the
inequality b < 1 it follows that the right-hand side of (2.18) is non-positive. Con-
sequently, (2.18) would be proved once we show that

(2.19) (a® — bqo)hqo/po—q/p — (a? = b%) > 0.
Since from (2.17) it follows that

_ pao \ Po/do
(2.20) h = <i> ,

ado — b0
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if we let 8 = qpo/(pqo), we see that (2.19) is equivalent to the inequality
(1_bqo )1_/3 ad — bd
. > _
ado — pao ado — pao
or

(2.21) (1= b)Y 8 > (a9 = p?)(a% — p®) P

Let a > 1 be fixed. Then, since 8 > 1, we can choose b < 1 sufficiently close to 1
so that (2.21) holds. Let h € (0,1) be defined by (2.20). Then the triple (a,b, h)
satisfies both (2.17) and (2.18). Consequently, (2.16) holds completing the proof of
the theorem. (]

2.3. Integral inequalities of Ball’s type for L(p,q)-norms. As we have seen
in the Introduction, Ball’s integral inequality (1.1) can be reformulated as the
comparison of the L?(0, oo)-norms of the functions f and g defined by (1.2). Since
for p = 2 inequality (1.3) becomes an identity and the distribution functions of f
and g satisfy (1.5) for some 79 > 0, we can apply Corollary 3 to obtain the following
L(p, g)-version of Ball’s integral inequality.

Theorem 3. For every 2 < g < p < o0, we have

o0 : *\ 4 +00
(2.22) / ((Sm“> ) pa/p=1 gy < / oAt /2a/p—1 gy
0 wt 0

Equivalently, for all g > 2 and 0 < a < 1,

(2.23) /Om ((S‘itﬂ)*)qtﬂl it < %qw/z(%)a/zr(a/m,

where I'(z) is the gamma-function.

Proof. Inequality (2.22) is an immediate consequence of Corollary 3 with pyg =
go = 2. To derive (2.23), we make a change of variables: u = 7t on the left-hand
side of (2.22), u = mqt?/2 on the right-hand side, and let a = ¢q/p. Then, by
straightforward calculations, we obtain

+o00 . *\ q +o0
/ <(smu) > W dy < lq_a/g(%_)a/z/ e~y gy,
0 u 2 0

= %q—aﬂ(zw)a/?r(aﬂ).

O

Recently, in [12], Chasapis, Konig and Tkocz have obtained a sharp L_1 — Lo
Khintchine type inequality (see [27], [19]), based on an extension of Ball’s integral
inequality they proved in the same paper. It will be instructive to compare the
version of Ball’s inequality given in [12] with our inequality (2.23). For this purpose,
let us define for every a € (0, 1) the constants Let us define first for every a € (0,1)
the constants

= 721_0[/2 Cool¥) 1= (3/2)a/2 1« ‘= maXxyC2(Q), Coo (¥
o) = @)’ (@) == 7 r( 5 ) Co := max{ca(), coo(a)},

which are of a certain probabilistic nature (cf. [12]). It was shown in [12], that
there exists a unique o = 0.793... such that c2(ag) = coo(ap) With Co = coo(@)
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if & € (0,a0) and C, = c2(a) if @ € (g, 1). Then (cf. [12]), for all ¢ > 2 and

0<a<l,
oo 1 1, —a/2
a— < a— —Q

(2.24) /0 17 dt < 2% g ﬁF((l—a)/2)

Since the function t*~! decreases for ¢ > 0, the term on the left-hand side of
inequality (2.23) is larger than the corresponding term of inequality (2.24) (see e.g.
[30, §11.2]). Let us now compare the constants from the right-hand sides of these
inequalities.

Suppose first a € (0, ap). Then, C, = coo(e) and the right-hand side of (2.24)
is equal to

sint

“ Ko/2)

1
201 /2(3/2)°/°T (0/2) = 54~ /6% (0/2).

We see that the ratio of the constant from inequality (2.23) to that of inequality
(2.24) is (7/3)*/2, i.e., it is close to 1 and, actually, tends to 1 as o — 0.
Let now o € (v, 1). In this case C = ca() and the right-hand side of (2.24)

is equal to
20/2 /7 P(@/2) g
I-a)2-a) T(a-a2)’
Therefore, the ratio we are interested in, equals the fraction
(1-a)2=-a)l(1 - a)/2)
o2p(l—a)/2 :
From elementary properties of the I'-function it follows that this expression tends
tolasa —1.
Since both sides of (2.23) are larger than the corresponding ones of (2.24), we
can summarize our findings as saying that inequalities (2.23) and (2.24) are not
comparable, i.e., neither of them is weaker or stronger than the other.

3. NON-COMMUTATIVE RESULTS OF NAZAROV-PODKORYTOV TYPE

As it was alluded in the Introduction, Nazarov-Podkorytov type inequalities can
be also formulated and proved in the non-commutative setting.

Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space. For every compact operator A in
H let s(A) = {sn(A4)}52; be the sequence of s-numbers of A determined by the
Schmidt expansion [16]. For every p,q > 0, the class GP¢ consists of all compact
operators A : H — H such that

1415,q = lIs(Allegp,q) < 00

where £(p, q), the discrete version of the function space L(p, q), consists of all se-
quences x = (z,)52; of real numbers such that the quasi-norm

e} q
1l gy g) = (Z@;)Wl)

n=1
is finite. Here, 2* = (2%)22; denotes the nonincreasing permutation of the sequence
(lzn )Rz
The classes G794, p,q > 0, are two-sided symmetrically quasi-normed ideals in
the space of all bounded operators in H, which sometimes are referred to as Lorentz
ideals. The classical Schatten-von Neumann ideals GP correspond to the case p = ¢,
ie., 6P = GPP,
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We introduce a following discrete variant of the condition (1.5). Let z = (x,)5%
and y = (yn)22, be two sequences of real numbers. We shall write z S y (or y 2 )
if for some ng € N we have

(3.1) xp <yp ifn<ny and <z >y, ifn>ne.

Correspondingly, if A and B are compact operators in H, we write A < B iff
s(A) < s(B).

The main result of this section is a non-commutative version of Theorem 2. For
any po, go > 0 we denote

A(po,q0) = {(p,q) : 0 <p<po, 0<q< qo, q0/po < q/p}-

Theorem 4. Let pg,qo > 0, and let A and B be bounded compact operators on a
complez separable Hilbert space H such that A < B and || Al py.q0 = |1Bllpo.qo (T€SD-
1Al po.90 > I Bllpo.go)- Then, the condition (p,q) € A(po,qo) implies that

||A||p,q 2 ||B||p,q (Tesp'”A”p,q > ||B||p7q)

Conversely, if (p,q) € A(po,qo), then there exist two-dimensional operators A
and B such that

As B, A4 > 1B and || A, , < Bl

Po;q0 Po,q0

Theorem 4 is an immediate consequence of the above definitions and the following
result for the ¢(p, ¢)-spaces.

Proposition 3. Let pg,qo > 0.

Ifil? § Yy and ||:E||f(170;q0) 2 ||y||€(p0,q0) (resp. ||I||é(p07QO) > ”y”f(po#m)): then the
condition (p,q) € A(po, qo) implies that

||l’||e(p,q) > ||y||e(p,q) (T65p-||$||g(p,q) > ||y||g(p,q))-

Conversely, if (p,q) & A(po,qo), then there exist sequences x and y, having at
most two non-zero entries, such that

€ § Y, ||x||l(p0,qo) > ||y||l(po,q0) and ||x||f(p,q) < ||y||f(p,q)'

Proof. We consider first the case when ¢/p = qo/po and ¢ < qo. Let 7 = ¢q/qo and

let up be the solution of the equation f’'(u) = 1, where f(u) = u", i.e., ug = P
Therefore, since r < 1, f’(u) decreases. It follows that for v > u > up we have

(3.2) v"—u" < v—u,
while for v < u < ug, it holds
(3.3) " —u" 2 v —u.

Let now x S y and |7l ¢(p,q0) = I|¥lepo.q0)- Without loss of generality, we can
assume that z = x*, y = y*. Moreover, observe that for each s > 0 the inequalities

HS‘THE(;D,q) < HSyHE(;D,q) and ”‘THE(;D,q) < HyHE(p,q) (resp. HS‘THE(;D,q) < Hsy”l(p,q) and
lZllep,a) < llYllep.q)) are equivalent. Therefore, we can also assume that z2 = uy.
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Then, using inequalities (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3), we obtain

oo no
a_1 a_1
120~ 9l = S @8 —ynd~ =3 (2 — oty
n=no+1 n=1
[e%s) no
q_ 9 _
= > (@) = @P))ne = () — (@) )nr "
n=ng+1 n=1
e 90 _q 70 90 _q
> ) (@ —y@nvo T =Y (e — al)nwo”
n=no+1 n=1
= 12 01&poa0) = 191ep0,00) = O
Consider now the case ¢ = qg, p < po. Since 1 i g—g > 0, we have
4_ a0 -1 . 4_40 e :
nr ro < n ifn<ng, and n? P >n] if n > ng.
Hence,
[e'e] no
a_q a_q
1oy = 9l = S @5 —ynd " =3 (2 — oty
n=ng+1 n=1
> 4q g
= Z (;pglo — yqo)npg -1 n%_i Z ;pqo nPo -1, n%_i
n=no+1
> 4_40 a_do
> 2 G gt ond B S et af
n=no+1

q_
P

0
= "o (||I||@(po7qo) Hny (po, qU)) > 0.
A similar argument shows that [|z{/,,, ) > [[Ullegg,q0) MPles [lzllyq, ) >

||y||€(p,q)'

Finally, for any (p,¢) € A(po, qo), the desired result can be achieved by a transi-
tivity argument (see Lemma 2), i.e., passing successively from (pg, go) to (poq/qo, q)
and then to (p, q).

To prove the second assertion, suppose that (p,q) € A(po,qo). Then, (p,q) €
F1 U F2 | F5, where the sets Fy, F» and F3 are defined by

Fr={(p,q):p>0,q>qo}, Fy={(p.q): ¢=q0,p>0,q/p<qo/po}

Fs={(p,q): p>0,0<q<q0,q/p<qo/po}-
It will be convenient to identify a two-dimensional vector T = (z1, z2) with the

sequence T = (x,)22 ; with z, =0 for n > 2. Let

ri=— WZZQ—L Yo : =20,

q0 p Po

and consider a two-dimensional vector Z(a) = (21(«), 22(a)) with coordinates z; =
zi(@), i = 1,2, selected such that

Z=1-a-2°>a and 2" =a > 0.

Then,
2122020, |z(c )||£poqo)—z§°+zgf>.270:1.
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Let

p(a) = ||Z(a)||g(p7q) = Ziz + Zg 27 =(1-a-27)" +a"-27,
and by computation
(3.4)

1 r—1
¢(a)=—r2°(1—a-27)" " 427" = 127" (1 — 27077 <— - 2'"’) > .
a

Suppose first that (p, q) € F1UF5. Then, either r > 1, or r = 1 and vp—v > 0. In
either of these cases, using (3.4) we see that there exists 6 > 0 such that ¢'(a) < 0
if a € (0,6). Therefore, for each « € (0,0) we have

||Z(a)||z(p)q) < ||Z(O)||z(p)q) = 1'
Next, fix any ag € (0,6) such that 1 — ag - 27° > ag or equivalently ay <
1/(1 4 2%). For € > 0, let 21 and x2 be defined by

P =1—-0ap-27, 2P =ay+e,

Therefore, if we choose € > 0 sufficiently small, then the preceding discussion shows

that the sequences x and y corresponding to the vectors & = (x1,x2) and ¢ = (1,0)
satisfy the required inequalities

Z § Y, ||x||l(p0,qo) > ||y||l(po,q0) and ||x||f(p,q) < ||y||f(p,q)'
Assume now that (p,q) € F5. Then, we have
(3.5) r<1l and ~—v>0.

Using (3.4) and a direct calculation, we find that the root ay of the equation
¢’ (o) =0, is given by
1

Yo~

21-r 27 '
Moreover, from (3.5) it follows that ¢ attains a strict maximum at oy and =X > 0.
Consequently,

aq

Yo~
270 2 1—7r
Yo~

21-r + 2% B 2% + 27
Furthermore, if ag := 1/(1 4 27°), then a1 < ag < 1. Thus, setting

Yo — Y
l—ap 20 =1— =271y > .

qo0 __
y = Oq,

=zl =as+e, Yy =1-01-2° and y

we see that selecting € > 0 sufficiently small, the sequences z and y, corresponding
to the vectors & = (x1,x2) and § = (y1, y2), satisfy the desired inequalities

Z § Y, ||x||l(p0,qo) > ||y||l(po,q0) and ||x||f(p,q) < ||y||f(p,q)'
This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 2. A result similar to Proposition 3 holds also for the N-dimensional
spaces {n(p,q), N > 2, equipped with the quasi-norms

N 1
whg 9
||$||EN(p,q) = (Z(xn)qnp 1) :

n=1

Precisely in the same way we can obtain the following counterpart of Theorem
4 (cf. Theorem 2).
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Theorem 5. Let pg,qo > 0, and let A and B be bounded compact operators on a
complex separable Hilbert space H such that A Z B and || Allpy.q0 = ||Bllpo,q0 (TESD-
1 Allpo,q0 > [1Bllpo,go )- Let

A(po,q0) == {(p,4) : P = po, 4 = qo, 90/Po = 4/p}-
Then, the condition (p,q) € A(po,qo) implies that

[All,q 2 1Bll,q (resp-llAll, 4 > I Bll,,q)-

Conversely, if (p,q) € A(po,qo), then there exist two-dimensional operators A
and B such that

Po,q0 Po,q0

4. INTERPOLATION METHODS
For further background information we refer the reader to [8], [7], [32] and [30].

4.1. The real K—method. As we pointed out in the Introduction (cf. (1.14)),
one of the possible equivalent formulations of the Hardy-Littlewood-Polya order
can be written using the maximal averages of f and g, i.e., the functions

/ P(s)ds = K(t, ;L 1) and / () ds = K(t,g: L', 1),
0 0

More generally, we will consider majorization conditions associated to the K —functional
of a given pair (X,Y) of compatible” Banach (quasi-Banach) spaces. We define the
Peetre K—functional for h € X +Y, ¢ > 0, by

K(t,h X,Y) =f{|[fillx +tlfelly :h=fit+ fos e X, €Y}, >0

The K —functional itself provides an interpolation between X and Y that corre-
sponds to the computations

Kt hX,Y)
t

T K (1,1 X,Y) = ], limm = Il

which are valid whenever the spaces X and Y are Gagliardo complete with respect
to the sum X + Y (see e.g. [7, p. 295-296]). This leads to the corresponding
extended majorization of the Hardy-Littlewood-Polya type =i (x y) defined by

f=kxy)9e Kt f;X,)Y)>K(t, g X,Y) forall t >0,

where the classical case corresponds to the pair (X,Y) = (L, L*). Likewise, for
t1 > 0, we define
F - Kt f;X,)Y)> K(t,g;X,Y) for t < ty,
ShKXY) 9 Kt f;X,Y)< K(tgX,Y)fort > t.
Recall that the Lions-Peetre interpolation spaces (X,Y )4, 0< 0 <1,0< ¢ <
00, are defined by

1/q

o dt
—0
XV dag =15 W, = { [ K GIx TP <o),
with the usual modification when ¢ = co.
"We shall say that a pair (X,Y’) of Banach (or quasi-Banach) spaces is compatible if X and

Y are both linearly and continuously embedded in some Hausdorff linear topological space. For
example, if (X,Y) is an “ordered pair” (that is, e.g. Y C X), then the pair is obviously compatible.
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The natural corresponding “extra” cancellation condition in this case corre-
sponds to demand that for some (6o, go) € (0, 1) x (0, 00] we have

1l x ¥ Y0000 = N9 ¥ )04 0 -
In what follows when dealing with the K —functional of an element f and when

the pair (X,Y") is understood, we will simplify the notation and just write K (¢, f).

Theorem 6. Let 0 < 0,7 < 1,0 < p < g < o0, satisfy the inequality q(1 —n) <
p(1 —6). Let (X,Y) be a Banach pair, f,g € X +Y. Suppose that there exists
t1 > 0 such that

(4.1) f Zukxy) 9,
Then, from
(4.2) ||g||(X.,Y)91p < ||fH(X,Y)9,p
it follows that
(4.3) ”gH(x,mnﬁ < Hf”(x,y)m :
Proof. Suppose first that ¢ = p. Then, 0 < 8 <.
Let

(bf,g(n) = t717p Hf”lfxyy)mp - t717p HQHZ()X’;/)mp s
and compute

610(0) = 6100 = [ (K(s. 17 = K(s.97) (_> ds

0 5
- /OOO (K(s, )" = K(s,9)") <%) . %

:/OOO(K(Saf)”—K(S,g)p)((%)"’"_(5)—;)9) %

Suppose that s € (0,¢1). Then, (s/t1)™?"7 is an increasing function of 1, and
(s/t1)7P" — (s/t1)"P? > 0 for n > 6. This fact combined with assumption (4.1)
yields that for s € (0,¢;) we have

(4.4) (K (s, ))P = K(s,9)") - ((s/t) 77" = (s/t)"?) > 0.
Similarly, if s € (t1,00) then (s/t1)”P" is a decreasing function of n, and (4.4)
holds since now both factors are negative. Thus, it follows that

br.q(n) — d5.4(0) > 0.

In addition, by (4.2), we have ¢ 4(0) > 0. Combining inequalities, we obtain that
¢7.4(n) > 0, which is equivalent to desired inequality (4.3). This concludes the
proof in the case when g = p.

Let now g > p. We will show that matters can be reduced to an application of
Proposition 1 (a).

One can easily check that n + a/q = 6 + a/p for
(n—0)pq

a-p
Moreover, from the inequality ¢(1 —7n) < p(1 — ) it follows that a > p(1 — 6), and
hence 0 + a/p > 1.
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Let h € X +Y. Define the function uy(t), for ¢ > 0, by
K(t,h) K(t,h)

uh( ) = to+a/p T gnta/q”

Since K(t,h)/t is a nonincreasing function in ¢t and n + a/q = 0 + a/p > 1, it
follows that wup(t) is a decreasing function. By the definition of the Lions-Peetre
interpolation spaces and the Lorentz L(p, q)-spaces (cf. (1.11)), we can write

~ (KR .
p — ’ a—1
s, = [ (g ) et

_ /OO (un(6)) 1 dt
0

= ||uh||12(

p/a,p)’

and likewise,
1Pl v),0 = lunllZ a0
Moreover, hypothesis (4.1) yields
ug(t) <wuyp(t) if t <tq1, and ugy(t) > up(t) if ¢ >t

Therefore, since uy(t) and u,(t) are decreasing functions, there exists 7o > 0 such
that

< Ay, (1) for T < 19
Aug (7) { > Ay, (1) for 7 > 7.

Moreover, from (4.2) we have |[ug||L(p/ap) > |UgllLp/a,p)- Since ¢ > p, we can
apply Proposition 1(a), to obtain

Wy, = s s = Tl oy = 90y,
and the desired result follows. [l
In particular, if (X,Y) is the pair (L', L>°) we get

Corollary 4. Let 0 < 0,7 < 1,0 < p < g < o0, be so that g(1 —n) < p(1 —0).
Suppose that functions f,g € L* + L* satisfy:

/Otf*(S)dS{

for some t; >0, and

fot g*(s)ds fort < ty,
fot g*(s)ds fort >ty

IN IV

Il 1 Loys, < W llezr Loy, -
Then,

”g”(Ll,Loo)M < ”f”(Ll,Loo)M .

Remark 3. Suppose 0 < < 1, 0 < q¢ < oo are arbitrary. It is well known (see
e.g. [8, Theorem 5.2.1]) that (L*,L>), , = L(p,q) (with equivalence of norms),
where p = 1/(1 —n). Therefore, one can see that the result of the last corollary
differs sharply from that of Theorem 2, where the spaces L(p,q) are defined using
the quasi-norms (1.10).
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Remark 4. Let a > 0. Similar results hold also for the modified interpolation
spaces® (X,Y)q 4 defined by

1/q
K hoa =15 Wy, = { [ ERC RG] <

4.2. The E-method. Similarly we can formulate results of Nazarov-Podkorytov
type in the context of the E—method of interpolation. In this section we give only
a brief outline of this direction of research.

Recall that the distribution function and the non-increasing rearrangement are
special instances of E-functionals for suitable pairs of function spaces. Indeed, let
(4.5) B(t, f;L>,L°%) = i A= hllgo}s

o<
where L° denotes the set of all measurable functions f with finite support, i.e., such
that

(4.6) 1fllo = p{z: f(x) # 0} < oo
Then, by a simple computation (cf. [8], [41]), we find
E(t, f; L=, L°%) = As(1).
Likewise, reversing the order of the spaces, we obtain the generalized inverse of A¢,
ie. f*:
E(tuf;LouLoo): inf {Hf h||L°°}_ ( )

I”ll o<t
At this point we see that the basic elements of the Nazarov-Podkorytov method for
L(p, q)-spaces can be easily extended to general approximation spaces as follows.

For a compatible pair of quasi-Banach spaces (X, Y") we define the “error” functional
E(t, f; X,Y) by (cf. [8, Chapter 7])

Bt f;X,Y):= inf {lIf—hly},

hllx <
and the corresponding spaces using the quasi-norms given by (cf. [8, Chapter 7],
[41])
1/q

s ={ [ ECrxy)aem} " 0<pg<o.

The Nazarov-Podkorytov type results for (X,Y), ¢ spaces now follow mutatis
mutandis by means of reformulating the assumption (1.5) in terms of F—functionals.
This approach subsumes the results presented in the previous sections concerning
L(p, q)-spaces and their non-commutative counterparts. We shall leave the details
to the interested readers.

5. GOING BEYOND LP INEQUALITIES: MAJORIZATION VIA K —FUNCTIONALS

As we have seen, K —functionals can be used to provide a far reaching extension
of the classical theory of majorization. Here, we use further ideas from interpola-
tion theory to establish Nazarov-Podkorytov type results using majorization with
respect to some natural functionals appearing in this theory.

We have observed that the connection between majorization and interpolation
is provided by the ezact formula for the K —functional for the pair (L', L°°) (see

83ee Section 7.2.
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(1.16)). However, K —functionals are generally known only up to constants. For
example, the corresponding formula for the pair (LP°, L°°), py > 1, takes the form
(cf. [8, Theorem 5.2.1])

tPO 1/po
(5.1) K(t, f;LP°, L) =< < F(s)P ds) , t>0,
0

where =< indicates the existence of two-sided estimates with constants. This leads
to the following definition:

t t
[ rp g = / F(s) ds > / G (s ds, >0,
0 0

Let f,g € LP° satisfy condition (1.5) and suppose moreover that inequality

I fll,, = llgll,, holds. Then, by Lemma 1, we find that

t t
(5.2) /f*(s)p0 ds > /g*(s)po ds for all ¢t > 0.
0 0

Therefore, if X is a rearrangement invariant space endowed with a norm of the
form
)

(53) ol = | e omas) " )

where F' is a Banach lattice on (0, 00), it follows that (5.2) implies

(5-4) 1fllx = llgllx

(with the convention that ||h]|x = oo if h & X).

The spaces X that can be normed by expressions of the form (5.3) are pre-
cisely characterized using interpolation theory. Indeed, since (LP°,L*) is a K-
monotone or Calderén-Mityagin pair [34] (see also [42]), by a well-known result due
to Brudnyi-Kruglyak [9, Theorem 4.4.5], all interpolation spaces between LP° and
L admit a renorming of the form (5.3). This application of abstract interpolation
gives an extension of the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma to interpolation spaces for
the pair (LP°, L*°), modulo an appropriate renorming. We now show that for a
suitable class of interpolation spaces renorming is not necessary.

Let 1 < p < oo. A Banach lattice E is said to be p-convez, if there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that, for all sequences {fi}7_; C E, we have

(5.5 H (; )" < c(g 1) "

If the constant C' can be chosen to be 1, then we say that E is exact p-convez. It is
well known that every p-convex rearrangement invariant space is an interpolation
space with respect to the pair (LP,L*°), 1 < p < oo (cf. [22, Theorem 7.3]).
Moreover, if X is an exact p-convex rearrangement invariant space, then we can

write || f]|y = H|f|p|\§,/p, where Y is a rearrangement invariant space (see e.g. [32,

1.d]). Therefore, if X is exact po—convex and (5.2) holds for some functions f € X

and g, we achieve estimate (5.4) without renormings. In particular, this result

contains the original Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma since one can easily verify that

L4 is an exact p-convex rearrangement invariant space if and only if ¢ > p.
Summarizing, we have obtained the following result.
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Theorem 7. Let 1 <p < oo.

(i) Suppose X is an interpolation space between LP and Lo,. Then X admits a
renorming || - ||y such that, if functions f € LP and g satisfy condition (1.5) and
11, > lgll, it follows that £l > lglls.

(ii) If, moreover, X is an exact p-convexr rearrangement invariant space, then
under the same assumptions we actually get || f|lx > |lgllx-

In particular, Theorem 7(ii) proves the extension of Ball’s integral inequality
(1.1) stated in Theorem 1. Likewise, it is well known (see e.g. [24]) that an Orlicz
space Ljs equipped with the Luxemburg norm (see (1.13)) is exact p-convex if and
only if the function M (u'/P), u > 0, is convex. This observation combined with
Theorem 1 proves Corollary 1.

Remark 5. It is important to note here that the class of rearrangement invariant
spaces that are interpolation spaces between LP° and L is much wider than the
class of exact po-conver rearrangement invariant spaces. For example, the Lorentz
space L(p,1), with p > po, is an interpolation space between LP° and L°°, that is
not r-convex for any r > 1 (cf. e.g. [11] or [25]).

Remark 6. Going back to the results for L(p,q)-spaces obtained in Section 2, we
note that, for every po > 1, the set A(po,po) = {(p,q) : p > q > po} consists
precisely of the pairs of parameters (p,q), for which the space L(p,q) is exact p-
convex (see [11] or [25]). Hence, on the one hand, we see that Corollary 3, which
giwes sufficient conditions under which a Nazarov-Podkorytov type result holds for
L(p, q)-spaces, can be established in the special case when py = qo also by applying
Theorem 7(i). On the other hand, Theorem 2, which asserts that these conditions
are also necessary, shows that the assumption about the exact pgo-convexity of X
cannot be removed from Theorem 7(ii), even in the case of L(p, q)-spaces.
Moreover, recall that L(p, q) is an interpolation space between LP° and L° when-
ever p > po, 1 < qg < 00, orp=¢q=po (see e.g. [8, Theorem 5.2.1]). Therefore,
if p,q satisfy these conditions, by Theorem 7(i), there exists a rearrangement in-
variant norm || - ||, on L(p,q), equivalent to the initial norm || - ||(p,q), such

that from the assumptions f € L, ||f|, = llgll,,, and (1.5), it follows that
Vg 2 1902

6. AN EXTENSION OF NAZAROV-PODKORYTOV APPROACH TO REARRANGEMENT
INVARIANT SPACES

Let us say that a pair of measurable functions (f, g) satisfies the NP condition
(in brief, (f,g) € NP) whenever condition (1.18) holds for some ¢, > 0. In Section
5, we have shown that if (f,g) € NP and, moreover, the inequality ||f|l, > |lgllp
holds, then || f|ly > ||lg|ly for every rearrangement invariant space ¥ equipped with

a norm of the form
& . 1/p
v = ([ reeras)
0 F

where F' is a Banach function lattice on (0, 00). Furthermore, taking into account
equivalence (5.1) and the fact that (LP, L*°) is a Calderén-Mityagin couple, we
deduced that this class of spaces includes (up to equivalence of norms) all interpo-
lation spaces with respect to the pair (LP, L*°). It is natural to ask: what happens
when we replace LP by a rearrangement invariant space X7
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We shall follow the analysis given in Section 5. Recall that the K —functional
for the pair (X, L®°) satisfies, modulo absolute constants of equivalence,

K(t, [; X, L>) =< Hf*(')X(o,qb;{l(t))('” <

, t>0,

where ¢x is the fundamental function of X, i.e., ¢x(t) := [[x(0,)(")l|x, and ox (1)

is its inverse function’. Let & be the class of all rearrangement invariant spaces X
such that for every (f,g) € NP, with | f||x > |lg]lx, we can assert that

(6.1) 1 (x0.9 Ol x = 119" ()x0,9 ()l > for all s > 0.

If X € X, then for all (f,g) € NP such that ||f||x > ||g||x, we immediately see
that

Iy = llglly

for any rearrangement invariant space Y defined by

< 00,

Il = | [ Oxosrn )|

where F' is a Banach function lattice on (0, c0).

A complete characterization of the class X is an open problem. Here we shall
content ourselves with presenting examples of familiar spaces that belong to the
class X', and others that do not.

We start with a positive result. Let ¢ be an increasing concave function on
[0,00) such that lim;—,0@(t) = 0 and let 1 < r < co. The Lorentz space A,(p)
consists of all measurable functions f on (0,00) such that

1flla, () = (/OOO " dgp(t))l/r < 00,
(ct. [33], [32, p. 121], [23]).

Proposition 4. Every Lorentz space A.(p) belongs to the class X. In particular,
Lp,g) € X if 1 <p<oo,1<qg<p.

Proof. To the contrary, let us suppose that for some p and 1 < r < oo, A, () € X.
Then, there exists a pair (f,g) € NP with [[f|[a, () > ll9lla,(p), such that (6.1)
does not hold: i.e., there is so > 0 such that

(6.2 1 X Ol ) < 19" X0 Ollx oy
Let to be the positive number associated with (f, g) € NP, then we must have

17 Cx0,9 Ollane) 2 197 ()X 0.6 llan )

if s < t9. Hence, sg > to. Therefore, by (1.18), for ¢t > so we have f*(t) < g*(¢),
which implies that

/ Ty delr) < / g0 de(o).

S0

9Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢x is a strictly increasing function on (0, co).
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Thus, by (6.2),

= [ @y as+ [0y et

s0

1P O Ol + [ GO dott)

< 19" Ox0sn Ol + [ @ OF dot®) = gl

S0

a contradiction. Consequently A,(p) € X. The second part of the Proposition
follows from the first since, for 1 < p < o0, 1 < ¢ < p, we have, with equality of
norms, L(p, q) = Ay(p), where ¢(t) = t4/P, O

Let ¢ be an increasing concave function on [0, 00) such that lim;_,¢ ¢(t) = 0 and
lim; 00 () = c0. It is well known that (see e.g. [30, Theorem IL1.5.2]) A1(p)* =
M (p), where M(p) is the Marcinkiewicz space equipped with the norm

1 t .
WmmrﬂwmAfwm

In contrast to Proposition 4, we have the following negative result for Marcinkiewicz
spaces.

Proposition 5. M(t*) € X for every 0 < a < 1.
We will need the following elementary lemma.
Lemma 3. For each 0 < oo < 1 4t holds
1-2"%<a<2(1-279).

Proof. For the left-hand side inequality, it suffices to observe that the function
F(a) :=a—1+27% increases for « > 0 and F(0) = 0.

To check the remaining inequality, introduce the function G(a) := 2(1—-27%)—a.
Using calculus one can easily verify that G has a strict maximum at a point ag €
(0,1): it increases on (0, ag) and decreases on (ap,1). Since G(0) = G(1) = 0, the
desired result follows. O

Proof of Proposition 5. Let 0 < a < 1, p(t) = t*. Consider the pair of functions
(f, g) defined by

F(#) = x0,1)(t) + 1" X[1,00)(t) and g(t) = x(0,2)(t) + 1 “X[2,00)(t), t > 0.

It is readily verified that the pair (f,g) satisfies the NP condition with to = 1. To
complete the proof we will show that || f[|y;) = [l9]ls(,), but there exists s > 0
such that inequality (6.1) fails.

Observe that for 0 <t < 1,

o(t) [* e
7—4ﬂ@@—u

while for ¢ > 1 we have

(6.3) @ /Otf(u) du = > 1 <1 +

1 tafl
(o — 1)) - -

l1—« l1—« 11—«
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Hence,

t
= lim _go(t) U b .
t=oo tJo 11—«

[FA YIS

Also from (6.3) we find

1 o
HfX(o,2)||M(q,) = 1-a (1 —a2 1) .

Similarly, for 0 < t < 2
A

£ / g(u) du = t°,

t Jo

and, for t > 2,

@(f)/t —1 Lo 1- 1 (2"
— du = t* 24+ —("=-2"7"Y ) = —2t¢ —-1].
t Og(u)u +1—oz( ) l1-«a l-«a

By Lemma 3, ﬁ > 2% or equivalently % — 1> 0. Therefore,

] 1) [t 1
”ﬂM@szlﬂlAQWMUZ

t—oo ¢ 1—o

Also, applying Lemma 3 once again, we infer

1 a—1
—— (1-a2Y).

HgX(OJ)HM(W =2%> 1

Thus, ||f||M(<p) = HQHM(@ and
”fX(O,?) HM(@) < ||gX(O,2) “M(ap)'
Consequently, M (p) &€ X. O
Our next result deals with Orlicz spaces.

An Orlicz function M on [0,00) satisfies the Ag-condition (briefly, M € As)
whenever there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

M(2u) < CM(u) for all u> 0.

Let Ljs be the Orlicz space Ly equipped with the Luxemburg norm defined by
(1.13).

Theorem 8. Let M be an Orlicz function on [0,00) such that M € As. Suppose
that the function
M'(ex)
M'(x)
Then, the Orlicz space Lys belongs to the class X.

(6.4)

does not increase in x on (0,00) for each € € (0,1).

Proof. Let (f,g) € NP for some to > 0 and, moreover, ||fllL,, > llgllr,. With-

out loss of generality, we may assume that f and g are continuous on (0,00) and
IfllL = 1. Then, since M € Ag, we have

(6.5) | aganas [Cagrwyast
0 0
Suppose that Ly; € X, then (cf. the proof of Proposition 4) we have
1 (X050 (1, < 97 )X0,50) Ol 1,
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for some sg > to. Therefore, using once again that M € As, we can find a > 1 such
that

S0 S0
(6.6) / Mag*(8))dt > 1 > / M{af*(t)) dt
0 0
Moreover, the same condition ensures that
S0
(6.7) / M{ag" () dt < oo.
0

Thus, to prove the desired result, it suffices to show that the hypothesis (6.4) of the
theorem implies that inequalities (1.18), (6.5) and (6.6) are inconsistent. To this
end, we need only to prove that from the inequality

/OSO M(ag*(t))dt > /OSO M(af*(t))dt
/M dt>/ M(f

Indeed, since g*(t) > ) for t > 5o > to (see (1.18)), the last inequality implies

that . .
/ M(g" () dt > / M(f (1)) dt
0 0

which contradicts inequality (6.5).

Observe that condition (1.18) holds as well for any scalar multiples of the func-
tions f* and g*. Therefore, denoting af* and ag* by F and G respectively, it
suffices to check that from the inequality

it follows that

(6.8) /SOM(G(t))dt > /SOM(F ¢
0 0
it follows that
(6.9) /O " M(G@) dt > /O " M(F(t) dt

for any € € (0,1).
Further, we may assume that F(t) = G(t) = 0 if ¢t > sg (because the values of
F(t) and G(t) for t > sg play no role in the inequalities (6.8) and (6.9)). Hence,

lim M (y)Ar(y) = lim M(y)Ac(y) = 0.
y—0 y—0
Moreover, taking into account (6.6) and (6.7), we see that the functions M (F') and

M (G) belong to the space L!(0, 00), whence
¢ ¢

lim [ M(F(s))ds=1lim [ M(G(s))ds =0,

t—0 0 t—0 0

Therefore, since M (F) and M(G) are decreasing,
lim M (F(¢))t = lim M(G(t))t = 0,
t—0 t—0

and, passing to their distribution functions Arp and Ag, we get

Jim M(y)Ar(y) = lim M(y)Ac(y) = 0.



MAJORIZATION REVISITED: COMPARISON OF NORMS IN INTERPOLATION SCALES 29

Thus, setting 70 := F(tg) = G(to) (see (1.18)) and integrating by parts, we can
rewrite (6.8) as follows:

(6.10) / " May) - Ar)M'(y) dy > / T e (w) — M) M () dy

70

(note that both integrands are nonnegative on their integration domains). Since
for all functions h, we have A.p(y) = A\n(y/e), the inequality (6.9) can be rewritten
similarly:

(6.11) / " (A6 W) — Ar(9) M (ey) dy > / T (r W) — Ac(y) M (ey) dy.

70

Then, by using (6.4) and (6.10), we get

| 06 = ae i enay = [ Oct) - e 20 ) dy
> e [ 0t = A M ) dy

> ]\]\44/,((8;0)) /OO(/\c(y) = Ar(y) M’ (y) dy

70

> /:(Ac(y) - AF(y))Aja,((Eyy)) M'(y) dy

-/ " () = Ar ()M (ey) dy.

0

and (6.11) follows, completing the proof. O
The function M(t) = tP, 1 < p < o0, is the simplest example of an Orlicz
function that satisfies all conditions of Theorem 8. Indeed, for each € > 0 we have

M'(ex) _ plez)”t _ s
M'(z)  par~! ’

and hence (6.4) holds.
Let us now present some non-trivial examples of Orlicz functions which satisfy
the conditions of Theorem 8.

Example 1. Let 0 < p < ¢ and let N(u) = max{uP,u?} for u € [0,00). Therefore
N (u) is positive and increasing on (0,00), and

p+1
z L f © € [0,1],
M(I)::/N(u)duz{ e mq+12f.x 0. 1]
0 e T ar e e (1,00),

is an Orlicz function such that M € As. Moreover, for every e € (0,1)

, ep if x € (0,1),
M’ (ex) _ N(ez) = ePxP™e ifx € [1,1/¢],

M'(x) — N(z) e ifze (1/e00)

is non-increasing on (0,00). Therefore, M satisfies the conditions of Theorem 8,
and therefore, Ly € X.
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Example 2. Let N(u) be defined on [0,00) by

) ou o ifuelo ]
N(u)—{l : if u € (1,00).

n(eu)

Then, N(u) is positive, and since

1 ifuelo,1],
N’ =
(u) = {u(zlgl((e;) D ifue (1,00),

we see that N(u) is increasing on (1,00). It follows that,

/ N(u

is an Orlicz function. One can easily verify that M (x) satisfies the Ag-condition.
Indeed, for x > 1,

2z 1

M(2z) = M(z) + N(u) du < M(z) + In(ex)

1 * 3 —1
N(u Zdu= —.
/ ln(ex) /1 udu 31n(ex)

Consequently, there exists C > 0, such that for x sufficiently large we have M (2z) <

CM(z). Since M(x) = %, x € [0,1], see that there exists Cy1 > 0, such that M (z)
for some Cy > 0 and all x € (0, 00).
Next, for each € € (0,1) the function

e New | 5. TTEOD,
ET o ET o eln(ex) if ¢
M'(z) - N(z) - T if x € [1,1/¢e],

2 niexr -
el ifa e (1/e,00)

723
31In(ex)’

2x
/ u? du = M(x) +

and

is nonincreasing on (0,00). Then, by Theorem 8, the Orlicz space Ly belongs to
the class X.

Example 3. Similarly, if we let
N(u) = 1n(:/u) if u €10, 1],
u? if u € (1,00),
then the Orlicz function M, defined by

:v):/OIN(u)du

satisfies the conditions of Theorem 8, and therefore Ly € X.

7. COMPARISON OF NORMS: DIFFERENTIAL INEQUALITIES AND EXTRAPOLATION

7.1. Introduction. As we have shown through this paper, the Nazarov-Podkorytov
Lemma can be naturally placed in the context of the more general problem of com-
paring norms of elements that belong to an interpolation scale. Let {Xs}ge(0,1) be
an interpolation scale and let f,g be elements, for which we know, for example,
that for some 6y € (0, 1)

1£llx,, = l9llx,, -
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What other conditions do we need to impose in order to ascertain that there exists
a constant C' (independent of f and g) such that for some 6; # 6,

lollx, <Cllfllx,.?

As we have seen, in the case of real interpolation scales it is natural to formulate con-
ditions on the underlying K — or E—functionals, which, in turn, are generalizations
of the classical real analysis concepts of distribution functions and rearrangements,
etc. Here, we indicate a different set of conditions to compare the norms of f and g
which is based on comparing the derivatives of their norms as we move through the
scale (i.e., as 6 changes). In this fashion the comparison criteria that we formulate
will be based on the fundamental theorem of calculus!

Moreover, as we will show, there are mechanisms to use these ideas to obtain
estimates on the underlying K — and E—functionals themselves. Needless to say
that to fully develop this topic falls outside the scope of the present work, but
we feel it is important to indicate some basic results and their connection to the
Nazarov-Podkorytov approach.

Indeed, taking derivatives of the norms appeared early on in the theory of Ba-
nach spaces. Of particular interest to us are computations that involve a scale of
interpolation spaces. For example, in [35] it was shown that the LP-norm is Frechet
differentiable and its directional derivatives were computed.

Example 4. Let Q be a probability space and let g € LI(QY). Then for p < q, we
have (cf. [35], [17, (2.6), page 1065])

d

(7.1) p»

1 1-p / p |.9|
g = — 1|9 . g In —— ds.

In this section we consider a method to compare norms in interpolation scales via
differential inequalities. Related ideas but framed in a slightly different language
appeared in some form already in [13] and [14] but at that time it was not clear what
was the direction to take concerning applications and connections with other topics.
We proceed to informally explain the simple underlying ideas. Let {Xg}ge(0,1) be
an ordered interpolation scale of Banach spaces in the sense that X; C Xy, C
Xg, C Xo, when 0 < 6y < 67 < 1. In particular, under this assumption, we have
4 [l x, > 0, when it makes sense. Suppose that 0 < 6 < #1 < 1 are fixed, and
f, g are elements that belong to Xy, such that

(7.2 lalx,, < I17l1x,, -
Our aim, just like in other parts of this paper, is to estimate g, in terms of
1

Hf||X91 . Suppose that we can compare %(Hg”xe) with d%(HfHXe) as follows: There
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

d d
= lgllx,) < C= (11l ), for all 6 < 6 < 1.
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Then, using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, we find

61 d
lall,, = lallx,, = | G lalx,)ds
0

g
<o [ 0l ds
= ¢ (Ifllx,, = Ifllx,, ) -
Therefore, if C > 1, then in view of (7.2),

lgllx,, <C1Flx,, + (lglx,, = CIflx,,)

<0

<ClIfllx,, -

One can conceive the process of integrating differential inequalities we have de-
scribed as an extrapolation result, where we obtain an end point result from a family
of estimates. Indeed, for example, one could replace the constant C' by a weight
C(6) and apply the mechanisms of extrapolation theory (cf. [1], [2]) to obtain a
more general family of such results.

In the next section we show a connection between norm comparisons, derivatives
of norms, K —functionals and certain operators associated to their computation.

7.2. ) operators and derivatives of norms. Recall that we work with ordered
pairs of Banach spaces (Xo, X1), that is, we assume that with continuous embed-
ding,

(73) X1 C Xp.

In this setting sometimes it is convenient to renormalize the definition of the in-
terpolation spaces. For 6 € (0,1),1 < g < oo, we define (cf. [2] and references
therein)
(7.4)

1/q

1/2 ds
[X07X1]9,q = {f S XO : ”f”[Xo,Xl]g,q = {/ [SHK(S“]C;Xo,Xl)]q?} < OO}7
0

with the usual modification when ¢ = co. The difference between the usual norm
Hf”(xo.,xl)m and HfH[XO-,Xl]e,q is that in (7.4) the interval of integration is (0,1/2)
rather than (0, 00). However, since we are under the regime (7.3) the K —functional
becomes constant for ¢ large enough (say t bigger than the norm of the embedding
(7.3)) and therefore the classical and the modified norms'" are equivalent.

Associated with the computation of the K—, E—, J—functionals are certain op-
erators that also play a role in the calculations below. We present a brief summary
of the relevant definitions and results for the convenience of the reader.

Suppose that f € Xp, and for each ¢ € (0,1) select a decomposition

f = ao(t) + al(t), ai(t) S Xi, 1= 0, 1,

100n the other hand, the modified spaces [Xo, X1]g,q are useful to define limiting cases, e.g.
6 = 0, for which the usual norms can only be finite on the null element.
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such that with constants of equivalence independent of ¢,

K(t, f; X0, X1) = [lao(®)] x, + tllar(®)llx, » € (0,1).

The Q operator is defined (modulo bounded operators) by

/2 ds ! ds
Of == Qxy,x)f = / (s ——/ ay(s)—.

Then, for any ¢t € (0,1/2)

Qf = / ao(s d5+/ (s ——/1j2a1(s)%
- [+ [Cae rao@ - [ aw
:/ / ——flog2t

It follows that'!

al( )ds

S

[t %5

S

+1
X() Xl

/ Jao(s)lx, 5+ / Jas(s)lx, 5
t.d
/ K(s, f) min{1, —}—S

In particular, if T is a bounded operator, T" : X; — Y;,i = 0,1, then letting
[Q,T] f = TQ(XO,Xl)f — Q(y07y1)Tf we have

K(t7 [QvT] f7§/b7§/i) < K(th(Q(Xo,Xl)f - f10g2t)7§/07§/1)
( (log 2t)Tf — Q(y07y1)Tf; Y(), }/1)

K(t,Qf + flog2t) <

<) [ Ko X ming, 2
<[P SUSC £ Xo, X)) (0,

where S is the Calderén operator defined by S¢(t) fo s) min{1, %}% Conse-
quently, if we let

1 dt 1/q
follg = { [ o0 1 <o 0<0<1 150 <0

we can select ¢(6, ¢) such that for all ¢,
1615 < (0, 19l 5,

and we obtain

(7.5) 12T Ly gy . = 170 e0:0) 1] iy

USince by definition [lag(s)|| x, < K (s, f),and [la1(s)llx, = & a1 (s)llx, < F&0.

- E] — E]
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For some calculations it is preferable to use £—, J—functionals or some variants of
these and K —functionals, for which corresponding versions of (7.5) also hold (cf.
[21], [14]). For example, for the E—method, if 0 < oo < 00, ¢ > 0 and

i ds) Y1
(X0 X = A8l we ={ [ BB X0 01} <

for = 1/(a + 1) we have (cf. [8, Theorem 7.1.7, page 178], [14])

_ 1/6
HfH(XO,Xl)%ﬂq;E - Hf”[xmxl]e’q .

To fix ideas we only consider the case ¢ =1 and let

”f”X@ = ||fH[X0,X1]9,1 :
Then (cf. [13], [14])

d vz ds
Inl) = [ 0 S (i X0, 301
= [hllx, + 19, -
In particular, conditions of the form
d d .
(7.6) @(”QHXB) < O@(Hf”xg) uniformly for all 6 € (6, 61)

are equivalent to

1/2 1 d 1/2 1 d
/ s~ log LK (s, ; Xo, X1)] 2 < / s log LK (s, f: Xo, X1)| 2,
0 s s 0 s s

uniformly for all 6 € (6, 61).

Consequently, we have a different way to formulate condition (7.6), which combined
with an inequality of the form ||g|[y, < C|fllx, ., allows to conclude that
0 0

lollx, < Cliflx,,

By choosing suitable E— or J—methods we can easily compute derivatives of more
“complicated” norms, but again here we just wanted to present the basic ideas of
the method.

8. APPENDIX

8.1. A simplified version of the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma. We prove
an elementary result showing that inequalities of the type ||f|l, > |lgllp, for p

sufficiently large, can be obtained under essentially weaker conditions than those
imposed in the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma.

Proposition 6. Let 1 < py < o0, 0 <ty < 00, and let f,g be such that f,g € LP°,
f*(to) > g*(to) and f*(t) > g*(t) for all 0 < t < to. Suppose that the set P :=
{p>0:|f[P—|g/P € L*(0,00)} is unbounded. Then, for all p € P, that are large

enough, we have
o0

(£ @O = lg@)") dt > 0.

S—

0
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Proof. Suppose that h € LP° N L>°. Then, h € LP for all p € [pp, 00). Let us prove
that
(5.1 Tim (], = ]

From the fact that h € LPo, it follows that for any ¢ > 0 there exists t; = t1(e)
such that h*(t) < e for all ¢ > t;. Consequently, for p > po,

Il = (/otl(h*@)p ds)l/p +(f 1°°<h*<s>>p ) v
<t (17 ([T i)

p—Po

1
< Ul - (177 + " RIER7)

Po

Since the right-hand side of this inequality tends to ||h|| (1 +¢) as p — oo, we get
lim sup||Af],, <[]
p—00

From the fact that h € L>, we can find ¢t > 0, such that h*(t2) > [|h| —e.
Hence,

to 1/p Y
= ([ oras) = n -
Therefore, passing to the limit as p — co, we arrive at the inequality
[l = [[2]] o — &
Thus,
tim nfl|hl, > |l

Combining these inequalities, we establish (8.1).
Let p € P. Combining in a familiar manner the fact that |f|? — |g|P € L'(0, c0),
and Fubini’s theorem (cf. the proof of Proposition 1), yields

) | swr —gmde= [ e -g e
0 0

By [30, Theorem I1.3.1] it follows that f*(¢)? — g*(¢)? belongs to L(0, ) to-

gether with |f(¢)|? — |g(¢)|P, and by assumption,
to
(53 | wer-gerdszo
0

Pick € > 0 so that f*(to) > ¢*(to) + 2¢, then applying (8.1) to the functions

™ X(to,00) @0d g™+ X(¢,,00), We see that for all p large enough
1 Xt > F(t0) — & > g*(t0) + & > lg" - Xanmol,

Therefore, by (8.2) and (8.3), for those values of p € P we have

|t —laopyde= o -gonae [ -gona

to
2" Xctoroo) I, = 197 Xto,00) I}, > O
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Remark 7. The conditions of Proposition 6 are weaker than those of the Nazarov-
Podkorytov Lemma but do not allow to determine a value py for which | f||, > |gll,
holds for p > pg.

8.2. Modular inequalities of Nazarov-Podkorytov type and Karamata
inequality. To conclude we show that there are close connections between the
Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma and the well-known classical Karamata inequality.
More specifically, using the latter inequality, one can easily obtain rather general
Nazarov-Podkorytov type results for modulars.

We recall a discrete version of Karamata’s inequality (see e.g. [26], [20], [6, Ch. I,
§28]). Suppose that x = (2,)22, ¥y = (yn)>2, are two nonincreasing sequences
of real numbers, and let ® = ®(u) be an arbitrary nondecreasing convex function.
Then, from

k k
(8.4) ap=d y, forallk=1,2,...
j=1 j=1
it follows that
o) =) D(y))
j=1 j=1

It is now easy to see that the usual cancellation argument implies a rather general
discrete Nazarov-Podkorytov type result for modulars. Recall (see Section 3), that
if £ = (2,)52; and y = (yn)32; are two sequences, we write 2 2 y, whenever for
some ng € N

xy 2 yn if n<ny and z <y, if n>ng.
Proposition 7. Suppose that ® is a nondecreasing function and ¥V is a nonde-

creasing and convex function on [0,00). Then, for any sequences x = (x,)5>; and
Yy = (yn)S2,, which satisfy the conditions: * Z y and

D 0(ll) =D @y,
j=1 j=1

we have
oo

Z\If(q>(|xj|)) > w(@(|y;)).

j=1

Proof. Since ® is nondecreasing, the nonincreasing permutation of the sequence
(®(lzn|))nzy (resp. (®(lyal))nZ:) coincides with ((z7))7Z, (resp. (®(y7))at1)-
Proceeding as in Section 5 (see Lemma 1), it follows that these sequences satisfy a
condition analogous to (8.4), i.e.,

k k
Z O(z)) = Zfb(y;) forall k=1,2,....
n=1 n=1

Therefore, applying Karamata’s inequality to the sequences (®(x%))%2 1, (P(y))52,

n=1»
and the function ¥, we obtain the desired inequality. (I

Karamata’s inequality can be also formulated for measurable functions defined
on (0,00) (see e.g. [20], [31], [6, Ch. I, §32]). As a consequence we obtain
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Proposition 8. Suppose that ® is a nondecreasing function and ¥V is a nonde-
creasing and convex function on [0,00). Then, for any pair of functions f and g,
which satisfy condition (1.18), for some to > 0, and moreover, such that

/mﬂV@Dﬁ>/m®®®D%
0 0

we have
oo

Awwﬂuwmw>é W(@(g(1)]) dt.

A special case of the previous proposition, i.e., letting ®(u) = v?, U(u) = ud/P,
q > p > 0 gives the Nazarov-Podkorytov Lemma.
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