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A NOTE ON THE BOUNDEDNESS OF DOOB MAXIMAL OPERATORS
ON A FILTERED MEASURE SPACE

WEI CHEN AND JINGYA CUI

ABSTRACT. Let M be the Doob maximal operator on a filtered measure space and let
v be an A, weight with T < p < 4-c0. We try proving that

-
[Mf[Lr ) < p/[\)]}i: Iflle v),

where 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. Although we do not find an approach which gives the constant
p’, we obtain that

1 L
IMfllr vy < PP TP IR T IFllLe (v)s
P

1
. . .
with pgr}rloopv 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be the Doob maximal operator on a filtered measure space. For 1 < p < 400,
it is well known (see e.g. [10]) that

(1.1) Mt < p'[Iflle,

where 1/p+1/p’ =1 and p’ is the best constant. Let v be an A, weight with 1 <p <
+00. Tanaka and Terasawa [14] proved that

1
(1.2)  [IMfllr) < COIR Il

where C is independent of v.

For a Euclidean space with a dyadic filtration, the dyadic maximal operator is the above
Doob maximal operator. For the dyadic maximal operator, the constant 1/(p — 1) is the
optimal power on [V]a (see e.g. [11] or [9]) . It follows that the constant 1/(p —1) is
also the optimal power on [v]5, for the Doob maximal operator M.

In this note, we estimate the constant C in (1.2). Substituting v = 1 into (1.2), we
get (1.1). Thus, we conjecture that the constant C equals p’ in (1.2). But we do not
find an approach which gives the constant C = p’. Our results are as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let v be a weight and 1 < p < co. We have the inequality
(1.4)  [[Mfllr) < Cllf[|ir)

if and only if v € A,,. Moreover, if we denote the smallest constant in (1.4) by ||[M||, we
have

(1.5)  Wla, < [IMPP

and

1

(1.6) [IM]| <pmTp' WX

Remark 1.7. The content of Theorem 1.3 is (1.6). In order to prove (1.6), we use different
approaches as follows:

(1) Motivated by the proof of [9, Theorem B|, we get C = pv%p’.

(2) Using the construction of principal sets [14] and the conditional sparsity [3], we
have C = a’n®~Yp’, where a, 1 are the constants in the construction of principal
sets (Appendix A).

(3) Long [10, Theorem 6.6.3] qualitatively evaluated ||[M||. Modifying Long's proof,

1

we have C = p» Tp’ which is the same as (1).
Approaches (1) and (3) both use the boundedness of Doob maximal operator twice and
give the same estimation C = pvlﬁp’. Approach (2) depends on the conditional sparsity
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and the boundedness of Doob maximal operator. Letting o = viT and f = ho, we can
rewrite (1.4) as

||M(h0—) ||LP(V) S CHhO—HLp(O')-

Cao and Xue [1] (see also the references therein) used the atomic decomposition to study
weighted theory on the Euclidean space, but we do not know whether it is possible on the
filtered measure space.

This paper is organized as follows. Sect. 2 consists of the preliminaries for this paper.
1

In Sect. 3 we give the proof of Theorem 1.3 , and in Sect. 4 we compare pr—T with
a’n® =1 In order to keep track the constants in our paper, we modify the construction
of principal sets in Appendix A.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The filtered measure space was discussed in [6, 14], which is abstract and contains
several kinds of spaces. For example, a doubling metric space with systems of dyadic
cubes was introduced in Hytonen and Kairema [4]. In order to develop discrete martingale
theory, a probability space endowed with a family of o-algebra was considered in Long
[10]. In addition, a Euclidean space with several adjacent systems of dyadic cubes was
mentioned in Hytonen [7]. Because the filtered measure space is abstract, it is possible to
study these spaces together([5,12,13]). As is well known, Lacey, Petermichl and Reguera
[8] studied the shift operators, which is related to the martingale theory on a filtered
measure space. When Hytonen [7] solved the conjecture of A;, those operators are very
useful.

2.1. Filtered Measure Space. Let (Q,F, 1) be a measure space and let F° = [J{E :
E e F, u(E) < +oo}. As for o-finite, we mean that Q is a union of (E;)icz C F°.
We only consider o-finite measure space (Q,F, i) in this paper. Let B be a sub-family
of 7% and let f : Q — R be measurable on (Q,F,u). If for all B € B, we have
fB [fldu < 400, then we say that f is B-integrable. The family of the above functions is
denote by Lj(F, ).

Let B C F be a sub-o-algebra and let f € L}go(}", i). Because of o-finiteness of
(Q, B, 1) and Radon-Nikodym's theorem, there is a unique function denoted by E(f|B) €
Ly (B, 1) or Es(f) € Li (B, ) such that

J fdu :J Eg(f)dy, VB e B°.
B B

Letting (Q, F, ) with a family (F;)icz of sub-o-algebras satisfying that (F;)icz is
increasing, we say that F has a filtration (F;)icz. Then, a quadruplet (Q, F, u; (Fi)icz)
is said to be a filtered measure space. It is clear that L};O(}", u o Llr_o(}", u) with i < j.

i j
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Let £:= N L}o(}“, i) and f € L, then (E;i(f))iez is a martingale, where E;(f) means
i€z Tt

E(f|F;). The reason is that E;(f) = E{(E;¢(f)), 1 € Z.

2.2. Stopping Times. Let (Q, F, u; (Fi)iez) be a o-finite filtered measure space and
let T: Q — {—oc0}UZU{+o00}. If for any i € Z, we have {T = i} € F;, then T is said
to be a stopping time. We denote the family of all stopping times by 7. For 1 € Z, we
denote Ti:={t €T : t>1i}

2.3. Operators and Weights. Let f € £. The Doob maximal operator is defined by
Mf = sup |E;(f)].

iez
For i € Z, we define the tailed Doob maximal operator by

*Mif = sup [E;(f)l.

j>i
For w € £ with w > 0, we say that w is a weight. The set of all weights is denoted

by £L*. Let Be F, w € L*. Then [, xsdu and [, xpwdy are denoted by [B| and [B,
respectively. Now we give the definition of A, weights.

Definition 2.1. Let 1 < p < oo and let w be a weight. We say that the weight w is an
A, weight, if there exists a positive constant C such that

(22) supE(w)E(w' )7 < C,
jEZ
where ]13 + r% = 1. We denote the smallest constant C in (2.2) by [w]a,.

3. APPROACHES OF THEOREM 1.3
Proof. We prove that (1.4) implies (1.5). For i € Z and B € F?, we let f = xg. Then
1
Ei(v »7)xs < M(fo)xs,

where o = viT. It follows from (1.4) that

1

1
(] 2o rvan)” < v ([ vrxean)”
B Q

1

Ei(v 7T )PE;(v) < [M|PE;(v 7 7),

Thus

which shows that
Wia, < [IM]P.

In order to prove (1.6), we provide the three approaches which we mentioned in Remark
1.7.
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Approach (1). It is clear that

h

En(f) = (En(V)En(O')P1 1() AT ())p1)v_1

- (o) () )

V
[ ] Mv( —1 Md(fo_f] )L]

IA

Then we have
=15 e
M(f) < VIR "MV (V_1M0(f0-—1)P—1)p—1 .
Using the boundedness of Doob maximal operators M and M, we obtain
1
Ml < B3, M (o ML) o
= X HM”( MO (fo )P )||

;
prT VIR, ‘IIM“ (fo ™) |tr (o)

IN

< prrp' ML Il
Approach (2). Fori € Z, k € Z and Qy € F?, we denote
Py = {a‘H < E(fO"fl) < ak} N Q.

We claim that

1 , p’ 1
(3.9) (JP *Mi(fO‘XPO)deH)p < a’n _”p’[v],{’]D (JP fpcrdu>p,
0 0

where a, m are the constants in the construction of principal sets (Appendix A). To see
this, denote h = foxp,. For the above i, Py and h, we construct principal sets. Then,
Lemma A.3 shows that

(3.10) J *M;(fo)Pvdp < o ZJ PUI2PI=Nyq .
Po pep VE(P)

To estimate |E(P)|,. For the sake of simplicity, we denote EFK1<P>(') by Ep(-) without
confusion. We now estimate |E(P)|, as follows:
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E(P), < |Prv=JPEp(v)du

_ JEP(v)P’EP(v)‘—p’Ep(GJPEp(o)—Pdu
P

- J Ep(v)P Ep(0)PEp(v) " En(0) Pdp.
P

In the view of the definition of A, and the construction of P, we have

EP), < BIY, | 20" 'Br(o) dn

P

/

< Tlp(p/_”[\)]?\

= np(p -1) [V]Kp

P

J Ep(v)" P 'Ep(0) PEp(xep))PP Vdp
P

P

’ L /_
|, B)' 7 Br(0) "B xemv o7 PP Vg

Noting that the conditional expectation satisfies Holder's inequality, we have

E(P), < PP IRy

XEp (VXer))P

<7

i

P p

Ep(v)! P'Ep(0) P

“Ep(oxep))du

(p,_])[v]]f\l Ep(0) PEp(oXe(p))du.

P

JP

Because E(P) is a subset of P and a®2("~'xp < Ep(h)xp, we obtain that

J RTINS
E(P)

np@'—”[vm;J Bp(£0)"Ep(0) PEp(xe(p)0)dp

P

I, | B Es e o),
P

where we have used Ep(fo) = EJ(f)Ep(0). Then

J ST RIN I
E(P)

< np(p’fn[v]p

1
— np(p )[V]Fx

< np(p’—UMp

1
— np(p )[V]Fx

!

Ap

!

P

!

Ap

/

P

B3 (f)"En (Xe(p)0) du

JP

r

Ep(f)Pxepyodp

JP

r

M (fXp, )PXE(P) Odp

M?(fxp, )P odp.

JE(P)
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It follows from (3.10) and the boundedness of Doob maximal operator M? that

J *Mi(fo)Pvdp < az]’np(pl_”[v]?\;ZJ M (fxp, )P odp
Po pep JEP)

< az”np“’"”[v]ipZJ M (fxp,)Podp
pep JEP)

< aPPP (P PVIR, JP frody,
0
which implies (3.9). Furthermore,

J *Mi(fo)Pvdp = *Mi(fo)Pvdpu
Qo

kezZ J{ak‘ <E(f0'|.7:i_)§(1k}ﬂﬂo

< @ g, Y| Pody

kKEZ {ak*‘<E(f0'|.7-'i)§ak}ﬂQ0
2p p(p'=1) (15! p’
< a’™n (p )p[V]ApJ fPodp.
Qo
Noting that (Q, F, ) is a o-finite measure space, we obtain that

I

(J'Q*Mi(f(r)pvdp)% < azn(p'_”p’[v]i(J'prGdu) .

Because *M;(-) T M;(-) as i | —oo, then

o=

1 , ?’ 1
(J M(fo)pvdu)" < a*n _”p’[v],{’]D (J fp(rdu)".
Q Q
Approach (3). For f € LP(vdp), b > 1 and k € Z, we define stopping times
T = inf{n: [f,] > b*L
Then we denote
Arj = {1 < 00} N{V) < E(0|FF, ) < b}
and
Bk’j = {Tk < 00y Tk41 = OO} N {bJ < E(O'LF]:TK) < ijr]}, ) € Z.

It follows that Ay € Fr,,Byj C Axj. It is clear that {By;}i; is a family of disjoint sets
and
{b* < Mf < b*"} = {1 < 00, i1 = 00} = | By, k € Z.
jez.
Following from

B(f|Fy,) = E°(fo | Fy, )E(0lFy,),



8 W. CHEN AND J. Y. CUI
we have
b < ess inf B(f|F%, )P
K,j

< ess inﬂE"(fcf1|.7-'Tk)]D ess sup E(o|F, )P
.

Ak,j

< bP ess infE°(fo ! | Fe )P By ! J E(o|Fr, )Pvdp.
K,j Bk,j

Applying the A, condition

1 <EWFJE(0lF)P " < Ma,, V1,

we have
P T —p’ PoT TV (4] p’
E(o]F:, )P < [v]Ap EWV|[F,) P =M S E (VvFL )P
It follow that
J (Mf)Pvdp = J (Mf)Pvdu
Q ‘ez J ok <Mf<bk+1)

b*Pvdp

IA

vy |
ez J{bk<Mf<bk+1}

= b ) J b*Pvdu
Bk,]

kezZjez

P
. k,
keZjez )

_p_ ’
< bPpL Z ess iAnfEG(fcrq I}"Tk)pj E' (v | Fe, )P vdp.
Bk’j

Letting X := Z? and

d(k,j) = J E'(v | Fe )P vdu,

By

we have that & is a measure on X. For f € LP(vdu) and A > 0, we denote

Tf(k,j) := essinfE°(fo '|Fy, )P,
Ak,)
Ey = {(k,j) :ess infE°(fo |y, )P > 7\},
K
G)\ = U Ak’j.

(kvl ) €Ex
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It follows that

N = Y| B v
(kj)E€En ¥ Pl
< ) J E'(v'X6, 1 Fr, )P vdp
(kj) By ¥ Bl

< L (MV(V_1XGA))p,VdH-

For T = inf {n : Bo(fo | Fu)P > 7\}, we obtain G, C {MG(fO'_])p > 7\} = {1 < oo}
In view of the boundedness of Doob maximal operator MY, we get that

HTE > Ay < L (MV(VAXGA))plvdu

Vi P’
< J (M (v ]X{T<oo})) vdp
{T<o0}

< PPt < ool
= PUHM(fo )P > M.
Therefore
P P [®
J (Mf)Pvdp < b?p) );;J Tfdd = b¥ ] );p‘J {TF > AYlsdA
Q X

0
00

, _P_
< LT | M > Al
0

, _p_
= bPpP IR J M?(fo )P odp.
Q
Using the boundedness of Doob maximal operator M, we conclude that

(3.30) J

0
Taking limit as b — 1+ in (3.30), we have

, P
(Mf)Pvdy < b2p? pP VLT J fPvdy.
Q

] a1

IMfllo) < p'p" " BIR, Ifllir -

o
4. COMPARISON OF p»—T AND a’n® "

1 a

1 / . . .
We compare p— with a?n®~" in this section, where a > 1 and = —%5 are the
constants in the construction of principal sets (Appendix A). We split our comparison into

two theorems, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2.
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Theorem 4.1. For 1 <p < +oo, let @(a) = a’n® . Then we have

] 2p—1
min e(a) = (Zp 5)-
Proof. We deal with In @(a). Then
Inp(a) =2Ina+ In —2 .
p—1 a-—1

It is easy to check lim In@(a) = agrfoo In p(a) = +oo. We have

—1+
;2 1 1
O“”“):E+aw—1f%a—nm—n'

It is clear that the unique ay = ;g ; solves equation (ln (p(a)) =0and qp = ;g ; > 1.
Th
) inp(a) = p(2—1) = (2= p(2p —1)75
— 1)
Tpela 2" ‘2p_2 P
|

It follows from Theorem 4.1 that the minimum of @(a) is a function of p. Then we
denote the minimum (%)Z(Zp — 1)1ng1 and the constant pﬁ by ¢(p) and W(p),
respectively. Because of %]E_T]z > 1and 2p—1 > p, we have ¢(p) > P(p). Now we study

limits of ¢(p) and Y (p) in the following Theorem 4.2.

Theorem 4.2. Let & and \ as above. Then
lim 6(p) = +oo, lim (p) =

and
o, ¢lp) = L bip) =
Moreover
gy molp) _
p=+oo InP(p)

Proof. Because

, 2p—1 , 1 B
plgﬁlnd)( ) = pll)r{lJern(zp_z)—l—pll)rﬁp_]ln(Zp—U——l—oo,

and

2 _
lim nd(p) = lim 21n(2p N 4 lim 1]111(2})—1):0,

p—+o0 p—oo p—2 potoo p —
we have plgﬁd)(p) = 400 and pgrpood)(p) =1, respectively.
Similarly, we get plgﬂll)(p) = e and pgrpooll)(p) =
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Finally, we obtain

In ¢ (p) , ZIH( )—i——ln(ZP_U
im = lim
p—+oo 1n1b(p) p—+oo hlP
 2p- () m2p 1)
= lim
p—+oo lnp
2(p— 1) In(2=L —
p—+oo ]np p—+o0 lnp
= 0+1=1.

Remark 4.7. We give further properties of ¢(p) and U (p).

(1) We claim that the function ¢(p) is decreasing on (1,400). Writing &;(p) =
(%f)—z) and ¢,(p) = (2p — 1)13171, we will show that ¢¢(p) and ¢&,(p) are both
decreasing on (1, +00). Combining this with 0 < ¢¢(p) and 0 < ¢, (p), we obtain
that ¢(p) is decreasing on (1,+400). We now check that &;(p) and ¢, (p) are
both decreasing.

For ¢1(p) with p € (1,+00), it is clear that

or(p) = (2P 1y !

=(1+—=)>~4
p—2 (35

Thus ¢1(p) is decreasing on (1, 400).

For &,(p) with p € (1, +00), to consider

In §,(p) =

1_1 In(2p — 1).

It is clear that
2

/ 1
(neatp)” = ()0 = 1= 2p 1)
1 2= o
_ (p_1)2(2p—1 In(2p 1)).
Using the Mean Value Theorem, we have
1 1
ln(Zp—1):ln(2p—1)—ln1:z(Zp—1—1):z(Z(p—1)),
where & € (1,2p — 1). It follows that

2(p—1)
ln(Zp ]) > 2})7_1,

which implies (ln d)z(p))/ < 0. Thus ¢z(p) is decreasing on (1, +00).
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(2) We claim that the function {(p) is decreasing on (1,400). It suffices to show
that P/(p) < 0. We have

Y(p) 1 1
'(p) = (1——+In-).
PEHE T P
It is clear that {’(p) < O if and only if T — % + ln% <0.Lets(t)=1—t+1Int
with t € (0, 1]. Because of s’(t) = %—1 > 0 on (0, 1), the function s(t) is

strictly increasing on (0, 1]. It follows from s(1) = 0 that s(t) < 0 on (0, 1). That
is1— % + ln% < 0 with p > 1. Thus {(p) is decreasing on (1, +00).

At the end of Section 4, we check our work with graphing device in Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. Computer confirmation of ¢(p) and P (p)

APPENDIX A. CONSTRUCTION OF PRINCIPAL SETS

The construction of principal sets first appeared in Tanaka and Terasawa [14], and
Chen, Zhu, Zuo and Jiao [2, 3] found the conditional sparsity of the construction, which is
new and useful. We will use the construction of principal sets. Because we keep track the
constants of the conditional sparsity, we will give the modifications in the construction of
principal sets in this Appendix.

ForieZ, he L, a>1and k € Z, stopping times are defined by

T:=inf{j >i: E(hlF) > a '}
Let
Po = {Clk_] < E(hLFl) S Clk} N Qo,
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where Qo € F?, then Py € FL. We denote K;(Py) := 1 and K,(Py) := k. Then we define
P1 :={Po}, which is the first generation P;. Now we show how to define the second one.
Let

Tp, = TXP, + OOXP(C))
where P§ = Q\ Po. Let P be a subset of Py with p(P) > 0. If thereisi <jand k+1 < j
such that
P = {d"" <E(MZF) < ad}n{m, =jinP,
= {a"" <E(hF) <dIn{t=i}nPy,
we say that P is a principal set of Py. We denote IC;(P) :=j and K,(P) := 1. Letting
P(Py) be the family of the above principal sets of Py, we say that P, := P(Py) is the

second generation.
Following [3, P.804], we have

k(Po) < —=w(E(Po)) = mu(E(Po))

where
E(Po) = Poﬁ{TpO :OO}Zpoﬂ{T:OO}:Po\ U P.
PEP(Py)

Furthermore, we have Xp, < NEi(Xg(py))Xp,, Which is called the conditional sparsity of
principal sets with n(see [2,3]).
Proceeding inductively, we obtain the next generalizations

Prir = U P(P)
PePn
Let
P =] Pn,
n=1

then the collection of principal sets P satisfies the following properties:

€ sets where P € 7, are disjoint and Fp = ;

1) The sets E(P) where P & P, are disjoint and Py = U E(P)
PeP

(2) P € Fic,p)

(3) XP < nE XE 1 Fic, () )xp3

(4) < E(hLFIC](P ) < a’CZ(P) on P)

(5) SUpE th) < a’CZ(P) +1 on E(P),

(6) X{IC] <]<T }E (h) S aICZ(P)‘F].

wheren=a/(a—1).
Now, we represent the tailed Doob maximal operator by the principal sets, which is the
following lemma.
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Lemma A.3. lethc LT, a>1andi€Z. Fork € Z and Qy € F?, we let

iy

Py :={a"" < E(hF) < a*} N Q,.

If W(Py) > 0O, then

*Mi(h)xp, = "Mi(hxpe,)xp,

= Z "Mi(hxp, ) XeP)
Pep
< az Z a(ICZ(P)_UXE(P)-
PepP
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