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GREEN’S FORMULA
AND THE HARDY-STEIN IDENTITIES

Miroslav Pavlovié*

Abstract

This is a collection of some known and some new facts on the holomor-
phic and the harmonic version of the Hardy-Stein identity as well as on their
extensions to the real and the complex ball. For example, we prove that if f

is holomorphic on the unit disk D, then
z

£ e < [FO)” + . FEP 21 ()1 = |2]) dA(2), (t)

where H? is the p-Hardy space, which improves a result of Yamashita [Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 75 (1979), no. 1, 69-72]. An extension of (f) to the unit
ball of C™ improves results of Beatrous an Burbea [Kodai Math. J. 8 (1985),
36-51], and of Stoll [J. London Math. Soc. (2) 48 (1993), no. 1, 126-136]. We
also prove the analogous result for the harmonic Hardy spaces. The proofs
of known results are shorter and more elementary then the existing ones,
see Zhu [Spaces of holomorphic functions in the unit ball, Graduate Texts in
Mathematics, vol. 226, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2005, Ch. IV]. We correct
some constants in that book and in a paper of Jevti¢ and Pavlovié¢ [Publ. Inst.
Math. (Beograd) (N.S.) 64(78) (1998), 36-52].

then

(1)

(2)

Introduction
In the simplest case Green’s theorem states that if g € C?(D), D = {z € C: |2| < 1},
d 1 [ . 1
—— )do = — Ag(z)dA 0 1
o ), seeNa=g [ Agaae), o<r<a,
or, what is the same,
I 1 r
— g(re*”)dd = g(0) + = Ag(z)log — dA(z), 0<r <1,
27 0 2 |z|<r ‘Z|
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where dA is the normalized Lebesgue measure on D, and A is the ordinary Laplacian,

0%  0*g A d%g

A9z =55 T g ~ Y507

z=x+1y.

Although the proof of (1) and (2) is short and elementary they have important
consequences in the theory of Hardy spaces. The first one was proved by Hardy
in [4]. In order to state it let H(ID) denote the class of all functions holomorphic
in D and, for 0 < p < oo, define the Hardy class HP by

H? = {f € H(D): IIprdéfOigglMp(r,f) < o0},

where
1/p

My(r, f) = (;ﬂ /027r | f(re®)|P d0>

For basic properties of H? we refer to [3].

Theorem 1.A (0 < p < o0). (i) If f € H(D), then the function r — M,(r, f) is
of class C' on the interval (0,1) and

d 14 _i p—2 ¢/ 2
Fen=5 [ WErtirePac) 3)
and
2 r
M) = O+ 55 [ 1S G og [ aAC).

(ii) A function f € H(D) belongs to HP if and only if

Hy(f) = / PP 2 ()2 log - dA(z) < oo,

||

and we have

11 = 1FO)F + 2 Hy (F). )

The analogous fact for harmonic functions was proved by P. Stein [24]. To state
it denote by h(B) the class of all real-valued functions harmonic in D, and by h?
the harmonic Hardy class,
def
W =S € HD): f1,% sup My ) < o0},

Theorem 1.B (1 < p < o0). (i) If u € h(D), then the function r — My(r,u),
0<r<1,isof class C' and

d D o p(p - 1) p—
e =22 [ vae) P aae) )
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and

M) = ) + 2D [ )P log L daG). )

|z|<r ‘Z|

(ii) A function u € h(D) belongs to h? if and only if

= u(z)|P~2 uz20i z 00
Sy = [ )P Vu(:) P log = dA(2) < .

and we have

ful = o) + 22 g ) (7)

The function u(x,y) = = shows that (7) is not valid for p < 1.

Relations (7) and (4) are known as the Hardy-Stein identities (see [6, p. 41]).

Solving a problem of Bohr and Landau, Hardy [4] used Theorem 1.A to ex-
tend the Hadamard three circle theorem to the case of the integral means, while
P. Stein [24] used Theorems 1.A and 1.B to prove the famous theorem of M. Riesz
[23]: If f = u + iv is holomorphic in D, and if w € AP, where 1 < p < oo, then
f € HP, and

1l < Collull,  GE £(0) = u(0)).

Indeed, if 1 < p < 2, then the Riesz theorem follows from (4) and (7) immediately
because |Vu| = |f'| and |f|P~2 < |u[P72. Then a duality argument proves the Riesz
theorem in the case p > 2.

As another application of (7) one can give a quick proof (see [18]) of the following
sharpened variant of the Littlewood-Paley inequality [12]:

/D\VU(Z)I”(l — 2P dA(2) < Cy([lullp = [u(0)P), p > 2.

(Usually, [[u|p instead of [lu|b — [u(0)[P stands.)

For various generalizations and applications of the Hardy-Stein identity, see [29,
Section 4] and [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 25, 27].

The following fact is a consequence of Theorem 1.A(ii) (see [28]).

Theorem 1.C (0 < p < o). A function f € H(D) belongs to H? if and only if

Hy(f) := /D FEP2F ()21 = [2%) dA(z) < oo
In the case p > 2, we can state somewhat more, namely

Hy(f) = Hy(f), feHP.T 8)

TWe write A(s) < B(s) to indicate that there is a positive constant C' independent of s such
that 1/C < A(s)/B(s) < C. Throughout the paper s = u or s = f. Also, we use the letter C to
denote a positive constant, independent of u and f, whose value may vary from one occurence to
another.
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This can easily be proved by using the subharmonicity of |f|P=2|f'|? (p > 2).
However if p < 2, it is not clear whether (8) is valid or not. Furthermore, it is not
clear whether the following weaker form of (8) holds for p < 2:

IF1E = FOF + Hy(f), fe HP.

Namely, we cannot apply the closed graph theorem because we do not know whether
the quantity on the right-hand side is a norm (or even a quasinorm).
In the case of harmonic functions the situation is even worse: it is not clear
whether the relation
[[ullp = [u(0)[” + Sp(u)

holds for any p > 1 (not only for 1 < p < 2). It is surprising that nobody considered
this questions. Here we prove:

Theorem 1.1 (1 < p < o0). A function u € h(D) belongs to h? if and only if
W= [P VAP - ) dAR) <.

Moreover, we have [u(0)|P 4 S, (u) = Jullp (1 <p<2), and Sy(u) = S,(u) (p > 2).

The analogous theorem, in a generalized form, for holomorphic functions reads
as follows.

Theorem 1.2 (0 < p < ). Lety > 0. A function f € H(D) belongs to H? if and
only if

Hyo(f) ==/le(Z)I”_QIf’(Z)Ip\zI”(l—\zIQ)dA(Z) < 0.

?Ioreoyer, we have |f(0)P + I?Ipﬁ(f) = [[f[I5 (0 < p < 2) and I;pr.y(f) = Hy(f)
p = 2).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 (resp. 1.2) is in Section 2 (resp. 3). An extension of
Theorem 1.1 to the case of the unit ball in R™ is in Section 4. In Section 5 we use
Theorem 1.2 prove a similar theorem in the case of several complex variables.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1
Lemma 2.1 (1 <p < o0). Ifu € h(D), then
fully = [ a2+ 22205, )

Proof. This is proved by multiplying (5) with r2, then using partial integration on
the left hand side and the Fubini’s theorem on the right. For the (more general)
case of M-harmonic functions, see [7, Theorem 1.7]. O
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Lemma 2.2. [19] If u € k(D) and 0 < «, B < oo, then there exists a constant
C = Cy g such that

sup Ju(2)|*Vu(2)]” < C [u(2)|*[Vu(2)|” dA(2).
|z]<1/4 |z]<1/2

In the terminology of [20], the lemma says that the function |u|*|Vul|? is quasi-
nearly subharmonic. A function g > 0, defined and locally integrable on D, is
quasi-nearly subharmonic if there exists a constant C' such that

C
g(z Sf/ gdA
(2) < 53 o)

whenever Dg(z) : {w : Jw — z| < R} is contained in D.
Now we can prove Theorem 1.1 in the case p > 2. The inequality S,(u) <

CS,(u), is an immediate consequence of (7) and the inequality 1 — ¢ < log(1/t),
t > 0. To prove the reverse inequality we use Lemma 2.2 with a =p—2, 8 =2. It
follows that

Sp(u) = / [u(2)[P2[Vu(z)[* log(1/|2]) dA(2)
|z|<1/4
+ / u(2)[P2|Vu(z)[* log(1/|2]) dA(2)
1/4<|z|<1

<C sup u(2)[P?|Vu(z)? / log(1/|z]) dA(z)
|z]<1/4 |z|<1/4

C w(2)|P72|Vu(2) 2 (1 — |z|) dA(z
+ /1/4<|Z<1| (2)P77|Vulz) (1 — |2]) dA(z)
<C 1 u(2)[P~2|Vu(2)? dA(2) + C S, (u)
§C§p(u),

which was to be proved. (We have used Lemma 2.2 and the fact that [; log(1/|z|) dA(z) <
00.)

For the proof in the case 1 < p < 2, we need another two lemmas. The first one
is due to Hardy and Littlewood [5].

Lemma 2.3. If 0 < p < oo, then
/ ul? dA = [u(0)]? + / Vu()P(L— |22 dA(z), ueh®).  (9)
D D
Lemma 2.4. Let 1 <p <2, and let uw € h(D). If

Kp(u) ¢:/D|u(2)|”’2|VU(Z)\2(1 = [21%)? dA(2) < oo,
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then [ |ulP dA < co, and there exists a constant C = C,, such that

/D [uf? dA < C(lu(0)]? + K (). (10)

Remark 2.5. The inequality |u(0)|P + K,(u) < C [} [ulP dA can easily be deduced
from (6). This gives a characterization of the Bergman space

hAP = {u € h(D) : / lufP dA < oo}
D

For similar characterizations of holomorphic Bergman spaces, see [10, 11, 21, 22].

Proof. Assume first that u # 0 is harmonic in a neighborhood of the closed disk.
Applying the reverse Holder inequality with the indices p/(p — 2), p/2 we obtain

K= ([ |u|PdA)12/p (f |w<z>|p<1—|z|2>PdA<z>)2/p. ()

Combining this with (9) we get
Ky(u) > c(|u(0)[? + B)' /P B*/7,

where

B:/D\Vu(z)|p(1—|z| ) dA

and c is a positive constant depending only on p. Now, in view of (9), it remains to
prove that B < C'(Ju(0)[” + K,(w)). If B < |u(0)[?, then there is nothing to prove.
Let B > |u(0)[? # 0. Then

2/p
K(0) = a0 + B) (5 )
()] )2/”

> o([u(0)[ + B) <|u(0)|P+|u(0)|

which gives the desired result under the above hypothesis. If «(0) = 0, then the
result follows from (11) and (9).

If u is arbitrary, then we apply inequality (10) to the functions z — u(pz); we
get

P z u p g wlP2|IVul?(p — |2])2 z
/D|u<pz>| 4A(:) < CluCO)P + /|Z|<p| P22 (p — |2])? dA(2).

where C is independent of p (and u). Now we apply Fatou’s lemma on the left hand
side and the monotone convergence theorem on the right to conclude the proof of
the lemma. O



Green’s formula and the Hardy-Stein identities 141

‘We continue theproof of Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < 2. As in the case p > 2, the
inequality [u(0)[P +@Qp(u) < C|lul/? is easy to prove. To prove the reverse inequality
we use Lemmas 2.4 and 2.1. We get

Jully < [ fuP ¢4+ C Gyl

D
< Clu(0)]P 4+ C Kp(u) + C Qp(u)
< Clu(0)[P +2C Qp(u).

Thus the proof of Theorem 1.1 is complete.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

The validity of the inequality f[pﬁ(f) < CHp(f), 0 < p < o0, follows from the
inequality ¢7(1 —t) <log(1/t), 0 <t < 1. To prove the rest of the theorem assume
first that p > 2. Then the desired result follows from the following lemma applied
to the subharmonic function h = |f[P~2|f’|?.

Lemma 3.1. If h > 0 is a function subharmonic in D, v > 0, and o > —1, then
there is a constant C independent of h such that

| -l aa@ <€ [P hE - e aae).
D D
Proof. Tt suffices to prove that
/ éh(;;) dA(z) < C / h(z) dA(2),
I=l<e e/2<|z|<3¢e/2
where € = 1/2.

Applying the maximum principle we get

/< éh(z) dA(z) < C sup h(z)

|z|=¢

< C sup é / h(w) dA(w)
lw—z|<e/2

< C sup 4 / h(w) dA(w)
e/2<|w|<3e/2

-5 wwdaw,

e/2<|w|<3e/2

which was to be proved. O
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Consider now the case 0 < p < 2. We apply (4) to the function z* f(z), where k
is a positive integer such that

kp—2>1and2k—12>7.

We have

2
11 =5 [ 1Dk ) + 25 () log 7 dAG)

7
21.2 kp—2 1 2 —2 ! 2 2k 1
< %k / 221 o o dA(:) + / 1517 (2) Pl og 7 dA()
<c / fPda+C / FEP 21 )P (0 |2[?) dA(2)
D D
e / P A+ CH,A(f).
D
Therefore it remains to prove that
/D P dA < CIFO) + CHypn (f). (12)

To prove this we use the holomorphic variant of (9) (due to Hardy and Little-
wood):

/D P dA = [FO) + / FP(1 = |#[2)P dA(2). (13)

Then, as in the proof of Lemma 2.4, we first suppose that f is holomorphic on the
closed disk and apply the reverse Holder inequality to get

Hy (1) 2/H)\f(z)lp_z\f’(Z)l’”IZI”(l—IZIZ)QdA(Z)

> (/D Wil dA) (r—2)/p </D L (2)IP|2[P/2(1 — |22)P dA(z)>2/p

> [ irras) e (frewra- |z|2>pdA<z>)2/p,

where c is a small positive constant. The inequality
S GPL™2 = PP dAG) = ¢ [ 17GIP0 - |2PP dAG),
D D

used in the last step is a consequence of Lemma 3.1 applied to the function h = | f/|P.
Now we use (13) to prove (12) in the case where f is holomorphic on the closed disk.
Finally we apply (12) to the functions p — f(pz), and this completes the proof of
Theorem 1.2.
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4 The case of the real ball

In this section we fix an integer n > 3 and denote by B = B,, the unit ball in R™. Let
dV = dV,, denote the normalized volume measure on B, and let do = do,, denote
the normalized surface measure on the sphere S = 9B,,. For a Borel function u on
B, let

1/p
My(r,u) = </S lu(ry)|? dcr(y)> , 0<r<l1, 0<p<oo.

Let h(B) denote the class of all real valued functions harmonic in B. The subclass
of h(B) consisting of those u for which

[ullp ;= sup Mp(r,u) < oo
0<r<1

will be denoted by h?(B).
The following assertion is a special case of Green’s theorem for functions of n
variables.

Lemma 4.1. If g is a function of class C*(B), then

—-n

rl

% /S g(ry) do(y) =

n

/|< Ag(z)dV (z) (14)
and, equivalently,
Lot =00+ [ sgiatenavie) (15)

_-|$|27n —r

Gp(z,r) = =2 rzeB, 0<r<l1.

Proof. Let
o (@) = [ g(U2)dv
(@)

(radialization of g), where dU is the Haar measure on the group, O, of all orthogonal
transformations of R”. Then g% (z) = ¢(|x|), where ¢ € C2[0,1). Since (Ag¥)(z) =
(Ag)#(z) and
n—1
Ag#(w) = ¢" (o)) + ——¢'(I]),
we see, via the formula,
/ ‘ h(z) dV (z) = n/ Pt dp/sh(py) do(y),
z|<r 0

(integration in polar coordinates) that the proof of (14) reduces to the proof that

Tl_”

¢'(r) = n/OT P (s@”(p) + nle + go’(p)) dp.

n
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Theorem 4.2 (1 < p < 00). If u € h(B), then the function r — MP(r,u) is of
class C1(0,1) and

dr n

L p(r,uy = =D 1 /| W@ Avu@E v, )

Mp(r,u) = [u(0)[” +p(p — 1) /B [u(@)["~2Vu(@) PG, ) dV ().

Observe that, formally,

r

Proof of Theorem 4.2. If p > 2, then the function g = |ul? (u € h(B)) is of class C?
and we only have to compute A(Ju|P).
Let 1 < p < 2. We take

9=0j = (u? + 5)”/2, where 0 < e < 1.
A simple calculation shows that
Agpe) = p(u® +)P*72[(p — 1)u® + &] [Vul®. (17)
On the other hand, by (14),

7‘1_”

L A2(r,g) = Agpy (2) dV (z). (18)

d’l” n || <r

Now we let € tend to 0 and use the fact that

. d d
Eh_r% %Mg(n ge) = %MZI;(T’ w)

(because the function (z,t) — (u(x)?+1)P/? is of class C'! on the set B x R) together
with Fatou’s lemma to find from (17) and (18) that the function |u[P=2|Vu|? is
integrable on {z : |x| < r}. Now the inequality

Agp < p|ulP~? [ Vul?
via the dominated convergence theorem concludes the proof. O

Applying the “increasing” property of M,(-,u) (which follows from (16)) to-
gether with the monotone convergence theorem we get the following version of the
Hardy-Stein identity.

Theorem 4.3 (1 < p < ). A function u € h(B) belongs to h?(B) if and only if
Spla) = [ fu@)P 2 Vula) PP = DV (2) < oc,
B

and
Jully = [P + ZE= 55, 0.
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The following theorem is a generalization of Theorem 1.1 to several variables.
Theorem 4.4 (1 <p < 0). A function v € h(B) belongs to hP(B) if and only if

Sp(u) :=/B|u(x)l”*2\Vu(w)\2(1—Ix\Q)dV(x) < o0,

and we have

fully = [ purav + 22203, ), (19)

Moreover Sp(u) = §p(u), when p > 2, and [Ju|b < [u(0)[" + §p(u), when 1 < p < 2.

Proof. Multiplying (16) by 7", then integrating from r = 0 to 1 and using partial
integration on the left hand side and the Fubini theorem on the right we get (19).
The proof of the rest is identical to that of Theorem 1.1: We have to use the
above results together with the n-variables version of Lemma 2.2 (see [19]) and the
n-variables version of (9), i.e.

/ [P dV = [u(0)? + / Vu(@)P(1 — [z} dV(z),
B B

see [16, 2]. O

5 The ball in C"

5.1 The radial derivative

In this section we change the meaning of B and S. We denote by B = B,, (resp.
S) (n > 2) the unit ball (resp. unit sphere) in C™. As above, let dV (resp. do)
denote the normalized volume measure on B (resp. surface measure on S.) Let
H(B) denote the class of all functions holomorphic in B, and

H(B) = {f € H(B): [, = swp My(r.f) < oo},

For the basic properties of the (Hardy) space HP(B) we refer to [29, Ch. IV]. For
fe H(B) let

, 2= (z)7 eC".

r=1

RI:) = szgfj = L2

dr

j=1
Using integration in polar coordinates and the formula

/S h(¢) do(¢) = /S (;ﬂ ng h(e”()cw) do(¢)

(integration by slices) we get from (4) the following result due to Beatrous and
Burbea [1].
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Theorem 5.D (0 < p < 00). A function f belongs to HP(B) if and only if
—on _ 1
Ry(f) = /IB 2172 f(2) P 2|73f(»2)|210gmdv(2) < o0,
and the formula

2
11 = 1FO)F + 2Ry ()

holds.
Using integration by slices and Theorem 1.2 we can eliminate the factor |z|~2".

Theorem 5.1 (0 < p < ). A function f belongs to HP(B) if and only if
RD)i= [P PRIGRO = V() <o

and we have Ry(f) = R,(f) (p > 2), and || f||5 < |f(0)|P + R,(f) (0 < p < 2).

The proof is simple and is left to the interested reader.

Pluriharmonic functions

A real-valued function v € C?(B) is said to be pluriharmonic if each of the one-
variable functions A — u(zg+Az) (|z0|+|2| < 1, A € D) is harmonic in D. Integration
by slices together with Theorem 1.B shows that the following formula holds:
plp—1) - - 1
Jally = (@) + P2 [ ()P Ru(e) P log o aV (). (20)

|2l

Here

Ru(z) = %u(rz)

If f € H(B), then v = Re f is pluriharmonic and hence Theorem 5.D and (20)
together with the identity Rf = Ru, show that the inequality

115 = 1£O) < Cp([lully = [w(O)P) (1 <p<2)

holds. However this fact can be deduced from the one-variable case by integration
by slices.

r=1

5.2 The euclidean gradient
For f € H(B), let Df denote the holomorphic euclidean gradient of f,

Df(z) = (0f/07)=:-

In various calculations the formulas

IVIfIP| =2IfIIDf|, fe€ H(B), (21)
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and
A(f?) =4IDf?, fe H(B), (22)
play an important role.
The following was proved in [1].

Theorem 5.E (0 < p < ). A function f € H(B) belongs to HP(B) if and only if

E,(f) = / PGP 2D () (22 — 1) dV(2) < oo

and the formula

p2

IF15 = [fO)F + In(n—1)

Ey(f) (23)
holds.
Proof. In this case the formula (15) reads:

[ 96 do(©) =g+ [ Bge)Gan(ei) V().

S |z|<r

Now we take g = (|f|? +£)P/2, 0 < & < 1. We have, by (21) and (22),

Ag= (B = 1) (177 + 072V + 2SR + 2 A1)

=plp—2)(|fI> + P> 2 fPIDfI? + 2p(|f* + €)P* 1D

= p(If* + )22 ((p = 2)|f* + 2|f* + 2e]| DS,
whence
Ag = p(If* + )22 [pl f? + 2¢]| D £ (24)
If p > 2, then the function |f|P is of class C? and we can take € = 0 to get
A(fP) = p*[fP*| DI
If 0 < p < 2, we proceed in a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 4.2; we
omit the details. Thus we have proved that

My (p, f) = If(O)\”+p2/ [f(2)P72|Df(2)]*Gan(z,) AV (2). (25)

lz[<p

Now we let p — 1 and apply the increasing property of M, (-, f) on the left hand side
and the monotone convergence theorem on the right. This completes the proof. [

Theorem 5.2 (0 < p < 00). A function f € H(B) belongs to H?(B) if and only if
Ep(f) = /E [FP2DF()P(1 = [2*) dV(2) < oo,

and we have Ey(f) < Ep(f) (p > 2), and || |5 =< [f(0)[? + Ep(f) (0<p<2).

Proof. Inequality Ep( f) < CE,(f) follows from the elementary inequality 1 — ¢? <
C(t>~™ — 1). The reverse inequality follows from Theorem 5.1 and the inequality
IRf(2)] < [Df(2)]. 0
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5.3 The invariant gradient

Let Aut(B) denote the automorphism group of B, i.e. the set of all bijective holo-
morphic maps ¢ : B — B. For each a € B there exists a unique automorphism
va € Aut(B) such that ¢, (0) = a, pa(a) =0, and (pg 0 p,)(2) = z for all z € B. If
f is holomorphic in B, we define the invariant gradient of f,

Df(z) = D(f ©¢:)(0)-
In the one-dimensional case we have
Df(z) = —(1 = |2I))f'(2).
The quantity |ﬁ f] is Mébius invariant, which means that
D(f o @)l =|(Df) o gl

for ¢ € Aut(B) (see [29] and [15]).
Let dr denote the Mo6bius invariant measure on B,

dV (z)
=

Theorem 5.F (0 <p < o0). If f € HB) and 0 < r < 1, then

dr(z) =

My(r, f) = f(0)|p+p2/||< [ (2)P72Df (2)PG(z,r) dr(z)

(26)

2n

o g [ S [ b Par)

where ( 2) .
~ 1 [ (1—-t5"
—_ —_—— - dt.
G(Z,’I’) m 2] t2n—1

Remark 5.3. This theorem is stated in [29, Ex. 4.8] with

T (1 _ t2)n71

t2n—1 dt’

My ) =15 P+ (5) [ 1rGrHbsePar) [

|2l
which does not agree with (26).
For the proof we need the “invariant” Green formula:

Lemma 5.4. If g € C?*(B), then

[otdo©) =g+ [ By(e)Glar)dr). 0<r <1,
S |z|<r
where A denotes the invariant Laplacian,

Ag(z) = Agop.)(0).
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Proof. See e.g. [15, Lemma 2.5]. O

Proof of Theorem 5.F. Now we have to compute |Kg|, where

9(z) = (|fI> +e)?"?

(see [12], where the case of M-harmonic functions was considered, or [29], [26],
[25]). We can use (24) and the definition of A and D, to get

Ag = p(|f* +e)P>2[plfI* + 2| DI

Then, to finish the proof, we proceed as in the proof of Theorems 4.2 and 5.E. [

As a consequence of the above theorem we have the following result due to
Stoll [25].

Theorem 5.G (0 < p < 00). A function f € H(B) belongs to HP(B) if and only if

L(f) = / PP 2DL)PE( 1) dr(z) < oo,

and the formula
[FIP = 1fO)P +p*L,(f) (27)
holds.

In the following theorem the singularity induced by G(z,1) is eliminated.

Theorem 5.5 (0 < p < 00). A function f € H(B) belongs to H?(B) if and only if
L= [P IBIER0 ~ ) av(e) <.

Moreover we have I,(f) < IAp(f) (p>2) and || f|I5 =< [f(0)]” + fp(f) (0<p<2).
Proof. The inequality fp( f) < CI,(f) (p > 0) follows from the inequality
(1—[2P»)~1dV(2) < CG(z,1) dr(2).
In the other direction, we can use the inequality
IRf(2)] < (1= 121) 1 |Df(2)]

together with Theorem 5.1. O
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5.4 Some more formulas
Let f € HB) and 0 < p < 0o, n > 2.
As a consequence of Theorem 5.F we have:
2,.1—2n

i Dy 2T (L—r?)" NP2 DF(2)|? dr(z
S f) s [ WEPIDIeraG). ey

Multiplying (28) by 72"~2, and then integrating from 0 to 1 we get

5= [1rav+ (&) [ @2 Brora - )7 ave). ()

We can rewrite (25) in the form

2 I8
R o A /| @), @)

As a consequence we have

d 2,.1—2n

p _pr p—2 2
e =P [ e ave) (31)

In the case n =1, both (28) and (31) reduce to (3).
Multiplying (31) by r2"~2 and then integrating from r = 0 to r = 1 we get

1= [P av+ 5 [1reppiora - R ave. 62

In the case n =1, both (29) and (32) reduce to

I = [ 1 aa+ 5 [P Ra - 1) aac).

Remark 5.6. Inequalities (25) and (30) can be proved by an application of (23)
to the functions z — f(rz). On the other hand, (26) cannot be deduced from (27)
n such a way.

Finally, we note three formulas (see [1]) that can be deduced from the one-
variable formulas by integration by slices:

d 2
L gy = 2 / RSP v ),

dr - 2nr
2
1= [ 1P av+ 2 [P RIGE 0 = =) dv (),

p2

MO A) = O+ 50 [ AP RS o

T«ZI v (z).
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Remark 5.7. The identities (23), (25), (26), (27), (28), (29), (31) and (32) were
stated in [12] without proofs but with wrong constants. In his book [29], Zhu states
(27) in the form

2
p
I£15 = LF O + =L (f),

see p. 127, Theorem 4.23. The misprint is on the first line of p. 128, where the
factor 4 is omitted.
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