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Products and Commutators of Martingales in /; and BMO

Aline Bonami; Yong Jiao, Guangheng Xie, Dachun Yang and Dejian Zhou

Abstract Let f := (fy)nez, and g := (g,)nez, be two martingales related to the probability
space (Q, 7, P) equipped with the filtration (7,,),cz, . Assume that f is in the martingale Hardy
space H; and g is in its dual space, namely the martingale BMO. Then the semi-martingale
[ - 8 := (fu8n)nez, may be written as the sum

f'g: G(f’g)+L(f’g)

Here L(f,8) := (L(f, @)n)nez, With L(f,8)n = Xi_o(fi = fi-1)(8k — &k-1)) for any n € Z,,
where f_ := 0 =: g_;. The authors prove that L(f, g) is a process with bounded variation and
limit in L', while G(f, g) belongs to the martingale Hardy-Orlicz space H,o, associated with
the Orlicz function

() =

1
S )
log(e + 1) €10, )

The above bilinear decomposition L' + H,,, is sharp in the sense that, for particular mar-
tingales, the space L' + Hi,, cannot be replaced by a smaller space having a larger dual.
As an application, the authors characterize the largest subspace of H;, denoted by Hf with
b € BMO, such that the commutators [7, b] with classical sublinear operators 7 are bounded
from Hlb to L'. This endpoint boundedness of commutators allow the authors to give more
applications. On the one hand, in the martingale setting, the authors obtain the endpoint esti-
mates of commutators for both martingale transforms and martingale fractional integrals. On
the other hand, in harmonic analysis, the authors establish the endpoint estimates of commu-
tators both for the dyadic Hilbert transform beyond doubling measures and for the maximal
operator of Cesaro means of Walsh—Fourier series.

1 Introduction

Motivated by developments in geometric function theory and nonlinear elasticity, Bonami et
al. in their pioneer work [9] investigated the linear decomposition of products of two functions
respectively in the Hardy space H{(R") and the space BMO(R") of functions of bounded mean
oscillation and conjectured in [9, Conjecture 1.7] that this linear decomposition should be bilinear.
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Via the wavelet multiresolution analysis, Bonami et al. completely solved this conjecture by
proving that there exist two bounded bilinear operators

L: H{(R") x BMOR") — LY(R")

and
G: H[R"Yx BMOR") — H¢(R”)

such that the product fg of any f € H{(R") and g € BMO(R") can be represented as

fg=L(f, 8 +G(f, 8.

Here the product is taken in the sense of Schwartz distributions and H,(R") is a Musielak—Orlicz
Hardy space related to the Musielak—Orlicz function

t
log(e + |x]) + log(e + 1)

(L.1) w(x,t) =

for any (x,#) € R" X [0, 00). The question of the optimality of the result was raised in this article,
to know whether H,(R") can be replaced by a smaller vector space. The pointwise multiplier
theorem of Nakai and Yabuta [31]] allowed the authors in to answer that the smallest Banach
space containing H,(R") is in some sense the smallest Banach space containing these products.
Optimality was deduced in one dimension in [10] from an exact factorization and in [[7]] for n > 2
from a weak factorization. More related progress on this subject over R” can be found in [12} (6]
46]]. Other contexts than R” have also been studied recently. In particular, Fu et al. [17] and
Liu et al. [23] established bilinear decomposition on metric measure spaces of homogeneous type.

It is natural to consider the product of general martingales. It turns out that the bilinear decom-
position appears particularly intuitive in the context of martingales, even if new difficulties appear.
Let us first fix some symbols before describing this new situation.

Let (Q, ¥, P) be a complete probability space and (F,),cz, an increasing sequence of sub-o--
algebras of ¥ satisfying F = o(U,ez, Fn). We assume for simplicity that Fy = {0,Q}. The
martingale Hardy space and the martingale BMO are denoted, respectively, by H; and BMO.
Martingales f = (fu)nez, that belong to H; or BMO can be identified with their limits f., so that
these martingale spaces may be seen as spaces of functions (or random variables) on €, but it is no
more the case for the products we are interested in: if f = (f,),ez, belongs to H; and g = (gn)nez.
belongs to BMO, the product f..ge is not integrable in general, so that such an identification is
not possible. Recall that it is possible in the sense of distributions in the case of R”. Here it is
natural to define f - g as the discrete process (f,8,)necz, - But it is not a martingale. Fortunately it
is a semi-martingale, which is the sum of a martingale and a process with bounded variation. Our
main result gives the decomposition of the semi-martingale f - g into two parts, one a martingale
in Hog and one a bounded variation process. We call BV the space of such processes, that is, the
space of adapted sequences of random variables, & = (/,),¢z, . such that

E[Z Iy — hn_1|J < o0,
n=1
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where E denotes the expectation. On the other hand, H,, is the martingale Orlicz Hardy space
associated with the Orlicz function

(1.2)

t
O(1) := l()g(e—+t)’ Ytel0,o0).

For an adapted process i = (hy)nez,, we let do(h) := hg and d,(h) = d,h := h,, — h,_ for any
n € N. The main result of our first part is the following one.

Theorem 1.1. For any (f, g) € Hy X BMO, one can write

fgzL(f9g)+G(f’g),

where L and G are two bounded bilinear operators with

and

L: H xBMO — B8V

G: H1 XBMO—>H10g.

Moreover, for any n € Z,.,

L(f 90 = ) di()di(3).
k=0

The bilinearity of L is clear by its definition and follows immediately for G. The martingale
G(f,g) is the sum of two paraproducts, I1;(f, g) and II>(f, g), which are respectively such that

dn(Hl(fa g)) = fn—ldn(g) and dn(HZ(f’ g)) = gn—ldn(f) for any n € Zy.

Remark 1.2. (i) We will show that Theorem [[.T]is somewhat sharp in the sense of duality. For

(ii)

(iii)

this, we will rely this theorem to its dual and use the characterization of pointwise multipliers
of BMO given in [28]|. Precisely, if Theorem [[T]holds true for ¥ with Y C Hiq,, then

(L1 + y)* = (L1 + Hlog)*.

As quoted above, in the same problem on R”, the Orlicz function ® in (I.2) that appears in
the definition of Hj, is replaced by the Musielak—Orlicz function ¢ in @1D; see [8]. The
dependence in x is there for the behavior at co in R” and does not appear in local results or
periodic ones; see, for instance, [9] [12] 46| in the Euclidean space. It is natural to find
the same Orlicz function here as that for periodic functions on R or for the dyadic situation
which was studied by Bakas et al. [2]].

We would like to mention that Odysseas Bakas, Zhendong Xu, Yujia Zhai, and Hao Zhang
have independently obtained the analog of Theorem[I.Il They then developed very inter-
esting generalizations to H? for any p € (0, 1) and to martingales related to non probability
measures, while our article takes another direction. It is worth mentioning that in Theorem
[[I] we insist on the meaning of the product. An analog of the definition of the product as a
distribution as in the classical case does not seem available in general. This is why we define
the product as a semi-martingale, namely a sum of a martingale and a process with bounded
variation.
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The next observation will be central in our further developments and gives another way to see
the products involved in the theorem. Observe that L(f, g) converges in L' and almost surely (for
short a.s.). When n — oo, since f,g, converges also a.s., the same is valid for G(f, g),, but the fact
that we only know that it is in Hjoe does not allow us to recover the martingale from its a.s. limit.
Nevertheless it is the case when f is an L>-martingale and, in this case, the decomposition can also
be written in terms of limit values at co. In general, the H)o, part of the product can be recovered
as a limit, using the density of L?>-martingales in H;.

One remarkable application of the aforementioned bilinear decomposition in harmonic analysis
is due to Ky [21}, 22]]. It is well known that commutators generated by both Calder6n—-Zygmund
operators and BMO(R") functions may not map H;(R") continuously into LY(RM). Using the
bilinear decomposition, Ky [21]] characterized the largest subspace Z of H;(R") such that most
classical commutators are bounded from this subspace Z to L'(R"). The second goal of this
article is to adapt this characterization in the martingale setting and establish endpoint estimates
of commutators generated by both martingale operators and multiplications by BMO functions.

Commutators of martingale transforms were first investigated by Janson and then studied
by Chao and Peng for regular martingales. Commutators of martingale transforms for non-
regular martingales were recently investigated by Treil [39]]. In addition, the boundedness of
commutators of martingale fractional integrals were developed by Chao and Ombe [14] and very
recently by Nakai et al. [I]. However, up to now, there does not exist any endpoint estimate of
martingale commutators.

More precisely, let b € BMO, g € [1, ), and T be in a class K, of sublinear operators contain-
ing almost all important operators in the martingale setting (see Definition [4.1] for its definition).
The commutator [T, b] of the sublinear operator 7 is defined by setting (when it makes sense), for
any f € H; and x € Q,

[T, b1(/)(x) :== T (bf — b(x)f) (x).

Moreover, if T is linear, then [T,b](f) = T(bf) — bT(f). Now, we establish the (sub)bilinear
decomposition for the commutator [T, b] as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let g € [1,00) and T € K. Then there exists a bounded subbilinear operator
R: H x BMO — L?
such that, for any (f,b) € H; X BMO,

IT(L(f, D) = R(f, b) < [T, b1 < R(f,b) +T(L(f, D)),

In particular, if T is linear, then, for any (f,b) € H; X BMO, the bilinear operator R(f,b)
defined by setting
R(f,b) := [T, bI(f) — T(L(f, b))

is bounded from H; x BMO into L1.

This means that continuity properties for the commutator may be deduced from continuity
properties for T(L(f,b)). For any b € BMO, we introduce a new martingale Hardy space H’l’
(see Definition .11l below) which is related to endpoint estimates of commutators [T, b] for any
T e K,.
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Theorem 1.4. Let g € [1,00), T € K, and b € BMO. Then there exists a positive constant C such
that, for any f € H?,

T, LY)lla < Cllflge-

Remark 1.5. Let b € BMO. It is worth mentioning that the space Hi’ in Theorem [L.4]is sharp in
the sense that V' := Hf is the largest subspace of H; such that, for any 7 € %K, the commutator
[T, b] is bounded from Y to L'; see Remark .13 below.

Remark 1.6. By analogy with the classical case on R" (see [32L21]]), examples of functions in H?
are given by atoms a related to the integer n € Z, such that E,(ab) = 0 as well as sums of such
atoms.

We point out that our results have wide applications in martingale theory and harmonic analy-
sis. On the one hand, we obtain the endpoint boundedness of the commutators of both martingale
transforms and martingale fractional integrals (see Section [4.4] below). Note that these endpoint
estimates were not considered before. So, these estimates complete the story of martingale com-
mutators investigated by Janson [20], Chao et al. [[14][15]], Nakai et al. [1]], and Treil [39].

On the other hand, we provide some applications in harmonic analysis. In recent years, dyadic
operators have attracted a lot of attention related to the so-called A,-conjecture in harmonic anal-
ysis. Especially, the boundedness of the dyadic Hilbert transform beyond doubling measures (also
known as the dyadic shift; see, for instance, [33]) was first characterized by Lopez-Sénchez et
al. [25]]. Motivated by this, we establish the endpoint estimate of the commutator for the dyadic
Hilbert transform beyond doubling measures. Additionally, we establish the endpoint estimate of
the commutator for the maximal operator of Cesaro means of Walsh—Fourier series. To the best
of our knowledge, the commutator for the maximal operator of Cesaro means of Walsh—Fourier
series had not been investigated before.

Observe that the Vilenkin system is a natural generalization of the Walsh system (see, for in-
stance, [33, 34]]). It is interesting to see whether or not our methods still work for the Vilenkin
system.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows.

In Section2] we present some notation and preliminaries about the martingale Hardy space, the
martingale BMO space, and the atomic decomposition that we use to prove our main results.

Section [3 is devoted to proving Theorem [LIl Once written the product of martingales via
martingale paraproducts, write

f-g=1L(f,8 +1(f,8) + L(f, 8, Y (f.8) € H x BMO,

the problem is reduced to the study of these three bilinear operators. The main difficulty is to find
a suitable decomposition of martingales from the martingale Hardy space H;. Recall that wavelets
or atomic decompositions are used in R” (see [5 8]). However, the martingale Hardy space H
associated with the martingale square function does not admit a classical atomic decomposition
when the underlying filtration is not regular. To overcome this difficulty, we use the Davis decom-
position (see Lemma 2.4l below) and decompose the martingale f € H; into two parts. The first
one is in the martingale Hardy space /; defined by the martingale conditional square operator and
has an atomic decomposition. The second one is in the /¢, so that it is an £! sum of integrable
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jumps. So it is sufficient to estimate {I1;(a, g)}l.zzl, where «a is an atom (or a jump martingale, that
is, a martingale % such that dih is O except for one value of k).

In Section Ml we establish the (sub)bilinear decomposition of commutators and the endpoint
estimate of commutators. We first introduce a class K, with g € [1, co0), of sublinear operators.
Comparing with [21]], we do not limit ourselves only to the case ¢ = 1 and benefit from this
is to treat martingale fractional integral operators. Applying Theorem [[.Il we first establish a
subbilinear decomposition of the sublinear commutator [7, b] (see Theorem [[.3] below), and then
establish an equivalent characterization of the martingale Hardy-type space H’l’ via the bilinear
operator L (see Theorem below). All these would suffice for us to show Theorem [[L4] In
Section 4.4l we provide examples of operators in the class %, such as martingale transforms and
martingale fractional integral operators.

Finally, Section[§]focuses on applications of our results in harmonic analysis. In Section[5.1] we
obtain the endpoint estimate of the commutator for the dyadic Hilbert transform beyond doubling
measures. Section [3.2] contains the endpoint estimate of commutators of the maximal operator of
Cesaro means of Walsh—Fourier series.

Throughout this article, we always let N := {1,2,...}, Z,; := NU{0}, and Z := {0, £1,...},
respectively. We use C to denote a positive constant, which may differ from line to line. The
symbol f < Cg means that there exists a positive constant C such that f < Cg. If we write f ~ g,
then it stands for f < gandg < f. If f < Cgand g = hor g < h, we then write f < g = hor
f < g < h,rather than f < g = hor f < g < h. For any subset E of QQ, we use 1g to denote its
characteristic function. For any measurable function f, define supp (f) :={x € Q: f(x) # O}.

2 Preliminaries

This section includes some basic preliminary background concerning martingale Hardy spaces
and BMO spaces that are needed throughout this article. Our notation and terminology are stan-
dard as may be found in monographs [18], 24 42]].

2.1 Martingale Hardy spaces

Let (Q, ¥, P) be a complete probability space and (F,),cz, an increasing sequence of sub-o--
algebras of F satisfying F = o({,ez, Fn)- The expectation operator with respect to ¥ is denoted
by E. The conditional expectation operators with respect to (¥,).cz, are denoted, respectively, by
(Ep)nez, - The sequence f = (fu)nez. C L' is called a martingale if, for any n € Z,,

E, (fn+1) = fu-

Denote by M the set of all the martingales f := (f,)qez, related to (F,)ez,. For any f € M,
define its martingale difference by setting (with convenience, f_; := 0 and E_; := 0)

dn(f) = dnf = fo = fa-1, YR €L,

As usual, for any martingale f € M and any p € [1, co], let

Illzr == sup ||fyllzr == sup ( fg fal? dp)”.

nez, nez,
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If ||fllr < oo, then f is called an L”-bounded martingale.

Remark 2.1. If p € (1, ) and f € M is an L”-bounded martingale, then there exists an f,, € LP
such that f;, = E,(f) foreach n € Z, and || f,, — follzr — 0as n — oo; see, for instance, [24] p. 28].
In this case, we will also speak of the LP-martingale. Recall that this is no more true for an L'-
bounded martingale f := (f,)nez,. If a martingale (f,),cz, is generated by a measurable function
foo € L', that is, fu = Eu(f) for each n € Z,, then, in this case, one also has ||f,, — fwllz1 — 0 as
n — oo and we will also speak of the L!-martingale.

When a martingale f := (f,)nez, is generated by a function f, that is, when f is an L'-
martingale, we will not distinguish at times the martingale and f..

For any n € Z,, the Doob maximal operators M(f), the square function S (f), and the condi-
tional square functions s(f) of a martingale f are defined, respectively, by setting

M(f) = sup [Ex(f), S(/) = [Z |dnf|2} ,
neley nez,

and
1
2

s(f) = [Z Byl f1” + |dof|2]
n=1

Definition 2.2. The martingale Hardy spaces Hy, h;, and h‘f are defined, respectively, by setting

Hy = {f e M: Iflluy, = ISPl < oo},

hy={feM: fo=0, 11l =lIs(Hllp < oo},

and

= {fe Ml = ) ldefll < oo}-

keZ,

Clearly, martingales in H; are L'-martingales.
The following is the famous Davis inequality; see [16] or [24], Theorem 2.1.9].

Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant C € [1, o) such that, for any f € H\,

C Ml < MOl < Cllfll,-
The following result is a part of [42], Lemma 2.15].

Lemma 2.4. For any f € H,, there exist a positive constant C and two martingales f' € hy and
f4 € h? such that f = ' + f4 with

2.1) 170, <t and || < CUfll-
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We will need to use at the same time the fact that f € H; and f belongs to L?. Going back to
the proof, one has the following property.

Remark 2.5. In Lemma 4] if, moreover, f is an L>-martingale, then both f! and f¢ may be
chosen so that they are also L?-martingales.

The Orlicz space L'°¢ is defined to be the set of all the measurable functions f such that
: If1/4
Al oe 2= 1nf{/le (0, c0) : f — 2T gP<1}<oo.
o o log(e +11/4)

Clearly, || - ||;0¢ is @ quasi-norm and L' c L' with continuous embedding. If we replace || - ||,
in Definition 2.2] therein by || - || ¢, then we obtain the definition of the martingale Hardy spaces
Hlog and hlog-

The following result is a part of both [42] Theorem 2.11] and [27 Theorem 2.5].

Lemma 2.6. (i) There exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € hy,
1Az, < Cllf g, -

(i) There exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € hiog,

1 Ity < Cll ANy

2.2 Martingale BMO spaces and John—Nirenberg inequality

This section is devoted to definitions and basic results concerning martingale BMO spaces. Let
X1 and X; be two quasi-normed spaces both of which are subspaces of some Hausdorft topological
vector space. The space X+ X> is defined to be the set of all the elements x of the form x = x+xp,
where x; € Xj and x; € X», and is equipped with the quasi-norm

Ixllx, +x, = inf {llxlly, + lxallx,}

where the infimum is taken over all the elements x; € X; and x, € X» whose sum is equal to x.
The space X1 N X, is defined to be the set of all the elements x € X; N X, and is equipped with the
quasi-norm

by, x, = max (I, » ¥y,

Definition 2.7. For any p € [1, c0), the martingale space BMO,, is defined to be the set of all the
martingales f € L” with the norm

1
Ifllemo, = sup |[En (If = fuz1l”)]|7w < o0
nez,
The martingale space bmo,, is defined to be the set of all the martingales f € L” with the norm

1
)4
L < 00,

Iflbmo, = sup B (1f = £ul?)

The martingale space bmo? is defined to be the set of all the martingales f € L with the norm

1 llpmod == sup lldn flls < oo.

nez,
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It is well known that, for any p € [1, o),
L” ¢ BMO, c bmo, C L?;
see Weisz [42], p. 51] for more details. In the case p = 2, it is obvious that
BMO, = bmo, N bmo?

with equal norms. The John—Nirenberg inequality states that, for any given p € [1, c0), BMO,, =
BMO, with equivalent norms. We refer the reader to or [24], Chapter 4] for more details and
also Nakai and Sadasue [29]] for more related studies. Henceforth, in the sequel, we simply write
BMO instead of BMO,, for any given p € [1, c0).

Now, we recall the dual theorem on martingale Hardy spaces. For any (quasi) Banach space X,
we denote by X* the dual space of X, namely, the space of all continuous linear functional on X.

Lemma 2.8. The following duality results hold true:
(1) (Hp)" = BMO with equivalent norms;
(i1) (h;)* = bmoy and (h‘f)* = bmo? with equivalent norms.
We refer the reader to [24] Theorem 2.2.2] for the proof of item (i) and to both [42], Theorem
2.23] and [42] Theorem 2.32] for the proof of item (ii).
2.3 Atomic decompositions of martingale Hardy spaces

In this subsection, we introduce atomic decompositions of Hardy spaces defined in Section
211 We first recall the definition of atoms; see the monograph [42, Chapter 2] of Weisz for more
details.

Definition 2.9. A measurable function a is called a simple (s, 0)-atom if there exist an integer
neZ, and aset A € F,, such that

(1) ay = En(a) =0;
(i) supp (a) C A;
(iii) [Is@llr~ < [P(A)]".

If the above (iii) is replaced by |la||~ < [P(A)]~!, then one obtains the definition of a simple
oo-atom.

In the following lemma, we collect several useful properties related to simple (s, co)-atoms.

Lemma 2.10. Let a be a simple (s, o0)-atom with respect to some n € Z, and A € F,. Then the
following hold true:

(1) forany T € {M,S, s}, the support of T(a) is contained in the set A;

(i) for any p € [1,2], one has |M(a)llL» < 2[P(A)]V/P~1;
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(iii) for any p € [1,2] and T € {S, s}, one has ||T(a)||L» < [P(A)]'/P~1;
@iv) for any p € [1,2], one has ||a||r < [P(A)]'/P-1.
In particular, a is in hy.
Proof. We give the proof for completeness. Note that A € ¥, and, for any m < n, E,;(a) = 0.
Thus, for any m € Z,, E,(a)14 = E,(a) and d,,,(a)14 = d,;(a), which yield item (i). By item (i),
for each p € [1,2], we have
IM@lzr = [IM@@1allr < M@l [P(A)]'7~12

< 2lall2 [PA)]P~'2 = 2l|s(@)ll 2 [PCA)] VP12

< 2lls(@)llz [P [BA)]P712 < 2 [P(A)] 1P
where in the second inequality we used the Doob maximal inequality (see e.g. [24, Theorem
2.1.3]). Item (iii) and item (iv) can be proved by the same argument as that used in the proof of
item (ii). Instead of the Doob maximal inequality, we use the following basic facts

llallz2 = IS (@2 = lIs(@)ll2.
This finishes the proof of Lemma[2.10 O
Let us now turn to the atomic decomposition, which is attributed to Herz and found in [[19]]. In

this article, we use the following simple atomic decomposition of /4y, which can be found in [42]
Theorem 2.5] (see also [41] and Chapter 5.3]).

Lemma 2.11. Let f € hy. Then there exist a sequence (@)ez of simple (s, o0)-atoms, a sequence
(W)rez of real numbers, and a positive constant C such that, for any n € Z,,

fu = ZﬂkEn (ak) a.s.

kezZ

and

> el < Cllf -

kezZ

We will need to use at the same time the fact that f € iy and f is an L?-martingale. Going back
to the proof, one has the following property.

Remark 2.12. In Lemma[2.I1] if, moreover, f is an L>-martingale, then the series Y ez pxEn(a¥)
converges also in L2.

3 Products and Paraproducts

In this section, we prove Theorem [l Take (f, g) € H; Xx BMO. We may assume without loss
of generality that go = O (if not, there is a supplementary term in Hy, which is contained in H)og).
We start from the identity: for any n € N,

n

(3.1) fagn =) i(d,f)(clkg)

k=1 j=1
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= " firldi®) + D (@dif)gicr + ) (def)dig)
k=1 k=1 k=1

= IL(f, @ + 12(f. &)n + L(f. -

Note first that, since SUP,ez, lldqgllL < oo, it follows that each g, for any n € Z, is bounded.
So each term of these above expressions is integrable. We recognize in the last term the pro-
cess of bounded variation (we will prove this). Note that I1; and II, are paraproducts. They are
martingales because, for every k € N,

Er—1(fi-1dkg) = 0 and Ey_1(di fgr-1) = 0.

This induces that (f,g,)nez, 1s a semi-martingale. We first prove that L(f, g) has bounded variation,
then that the martingale I1;(f, g) belongs to H;, with the continuity of the mapping (f,g) +—
IT;(f, g), and the same for I1,, with Hjo, in place of H;. Since H; is contained in Hjqg, this will
allow us to conclude the proof of Theorem L1l

3.1 The process of bounded variation

This is given by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let f := (fy)nez, € Hy and g := (gn)nez, € BMO. Then

> ldiflldigl € L.

keZ,
In particular the process L(f, g) converges to a function in L.

Proof. From the proof of the duality (H;)* = BMO (see, for instance, [24] p. 43]), one can deduce
that
> Blldifdigh < V2 il ligllmo < .

nez,

The desired result follows from the fact that L' is a complete space. This finishes the proof of
Proposition 3,11 i

3.2 The paraproduct IT;

This subsection aims to show the boundedness of the bilinear operator IT; defined in (3.I). In
fact we prove more. That is, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. The bilinear operator 11, is bounded from the product space H, X bmoy, into the
space hj.

To show Proposition by the Davis decomposition in Lemma[2.4] we can write f as a sum
of two martingales, one in /; and the other one in h‘f. This leads us to consider separately the cases
of martingales in 4; and hf.
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Lemma 3.3. Let f € h‘f and g € bmoy. Then the paraproduct 11,(f, g) is in hy, with
L CFs @My < Mlglhomos 1f1lpa -

Proof. Since h is a Banach space, it is sufficient to consider separately each term of the product,
that is, each I1(d,(f), &) = d,(f) Yisns1 dk(g). But, for any n € Z,,

- 1/2
3 e ([dk<g>]2)} |

k=n+1

s (1 (dn(£), 8)) = ldn(f)]

We use the Schwarz inequality for the conditional expectation related to 7, and write that, for any
nez,,

E, (s (I (dn(f), 8))) < 1dn(f)

E[ i Ei-1 ([dk(gﬂz)ﬂl/2

k=n+1

-~ 1/2
E[ D [dk<g>]2)] :

k=n+1

= |dn (/)

The second factor is bounded by the bmo, norm of g, so that, for any n € Z,,

E, (s (1 (dn(f), ) < dn(HI1Igllbmo, -

We conclude by taking the expectation of both sides, then the sum in n € Z,. This finishes the
proof of Lemma[3.3] i

In order to prove the proposition for martingales in /4;, we prove the following lemma which
also gives an explicit constant, but for atoms.

Lemma 3.4. For any simple (s, o)-atom a and any g € bmo,,

ILTi(a, O)lln, < 2lIgllbmo, -

Proof. Let g € bmo,. Since a is a simple (s, co)-atom, it follows that there exist an n € Z, and an
A € ¥, such that E,(a) = 0 and supp (a) C A. So a; = Ei(a) = 0 for any k € {0, ...,n}. Then

(o)

ITi(a,g) = Z ar-1drg = Z aj-1dyg,
keZ, k=n+1
which, combined with the definitions of both s and bmo,, further implies that
1/2

(o)

s(My(a. g)) = [ > Bt (lai Pldeel?)

k=n+1

= [ > lak1 PExr (1digl?)

k=n+1

1/2
< M(@)lIgllbmo, -

From the above argument and both (i) and (ii) of Lemmal[2.10] we infer that
I (@, )y, < M@ lIgllbmo, < IM(@)ll2P(A)*ligllbmo, < 2lgllbmos

which completes the proof of Lemma[3.4 i
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We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition[3.2] Take (f,g) € Hi x BMO. According to Lemma [2.4] there exists a de-
composition f = f! + f¢ such that f' € h; and ¢ € hf with

171, < 171 and [ < 1A

By the atomic decomposition of /; (Lemma 2.1T]), we have

fl= Zﬂkak a.s. and Z |kl < “lehl ’

keZ keZ

where (a¥)iez is a sequence of simple (s, co)-atoms. Combining this and Lemmas [3.3]and 3.4l we
find that

I, < i (7 8)], + [ (7 8)],
< Z il HHI (ak,g)th * HH1 (fd’g)”hl
keZ

< (171l Ngtomos + {17l gllomos < 11l lgllomos
This finishes the proof of Proposition i

Remark 3.5. We point out here that Proposition [3.2] can be deduced from Corollary 6] which
was proved via stopping time argument. Here, we provide a different proof of Proposition by
using the atomic decomposition of martingale Hardy spaces. Moreover, our argument here leads
us to establish the endpoint estimate of commutators (see Section 4 below) via using the atomic
decomposition.

3.3 Boundedness of the operator I1,

The goal of this subsection is to show that the bilinear operator I1, defined in (3.I) is bounded
from Hy X BMO into H),g, namely the following result.

Proposition 3.6. The bilinear operator 11, is a bounded operator from the product space Hy X
BMO into the space Hqg.

Proof. The proof is straightforward. We can assume as before that go = 0. We do not need to
consider separately /; and h? here. We write that
1

> |gn_1|2dn<f>zl < M(@S (/).

neN

(3.2) S L (f.8) =

The present proposition follows then from the next two lemmas which are well known. The first
one, which is an adaptation of John—Nirenberg’s inequality and may be found in [24] p. 131],
says that M(g) belongs to the exponential class. Let us recall that a function i belongs to the
exponential class exp L if there exists a positive constant @ such that exp(ay) is integrable. The
exponential class exp L is a Banach space and we can take as the Luxemburg norm the quantity

[Wllexp £ := inf {4 € (0, 00) : E (exp(y/D)) < 2}.
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Lemma 3.7. Let g be a martingale in BMO, with gg = 0. Then Mg is in the exponential class and
there exists a positive constant C, independent of g, such that

IMgllexp < CligllBmo-

We then conclude the proof of Proposition by using the following generalized Holder in-
equality which may be found for instance in [40, Lemma 3.2] (see also [2]]). We give a short proof
for completeness. We only write this lemma for both functions on Q and the Orlicz functions that
we have in mind, but it is valid in a general context.

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢ be a function in L', and ¢ a function in the exponential class. Then the product
Y belongs to LI°%. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that

llgwllzios < Cligl L W lexp £-

The positive constant C does not depend on ¢, .

Proof. By homogeneity in the two factors of the product, we can assume that both norms are 1.
Moreover, as in the proof of Holder’s inequality, this inequality is obtained from an elementary
inequality. Here, we claim that, for any s, ¢ € (0, 00),

st
— <
log(e + st)

+é°.

Indeed, this is certainly true for s or 7 less than 1. Assume that 1 < s < log(e + ¢). Then the left
hand side is bounded by ¢. Finally, if e* > ¢+ e, the left hand side is bounded by e*. To conclude the
proof of the present lemma, we replace s and ¢, respectively, by ¢(x) and (x), and then integrate
in x. This finishes the proof of Lemma[3.8] O

Now the conclusion of Proposition is direct: just replace y by M(g), which is in the expo-
nential class by Lemma[3.7] and ¢ by S (f). This then finishes the proof of Proposition O

Remark 3.9. We realize that the proof of Proposition is identical to [3| Section 3.4] even if
the bibliography to which we refer is different. In fact both rely on a strong property of BMO
functions. The authors of [3] cited Garcia’s book for the fact that M(g) for any g € BMO is
still in BMO, while we use directly Long’s book [24]], in which John—Nirenberg’s inequality was
directly given for M(g) with g € BMO.

3.4 Proof of Theorem [L1I
We can now prove Theorem [LI] with the help of Propositions 3.1} and
Proof of Theorem[L1l Let (f,g) € Hy x BMO. Clearly, for any n € Z,,

fngn = Hl(f’g)n + HZ(f’g)n + L(f’g)n

Then, according to Proposition 3.1l L is bounded from the product space H; x BMO into the space
L' Let G := II; + II,. Observe that H; C Hyoe and hy C Hy. A combination of this observation
with Propositions and yields that G is bounded from Hy X BMO into Hj,g. This finishes
the proof of Theorem L1l i
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Recall that the space H; can be as well defined as the space of martingales f such that M f
belongs to L!, that is, we can replace the martingale square operator S by the Doob maximal
operator M. This is no more the case for the space Hjog and we define H{g’g as the space of

martingales f for which M f is in L'°¢. We have nevertheless the following statement.
Theorem 3.10. Theorem[L 1l holds true when the space Hog is replaced by the space Hﬂ;’g.

Proof. Only Proposition deserves to be modified. We observe that the previous proof extends
directly to f € h‘f because

M (@0 (£.2)) < M(g) Y ldu(£)].

nez,
As for f € hy, we notice that

s (2 (f, 8)) < M(g) s(f),

so that IT>(f, ) is in /.. But this last space is a subspace of Hlﬁgg (see, for instance, 2.95).
This allows us to conclude also for any f € h;. To finish the proof of the present theorem, we use
the Davis decomposition in Lemma .4l for f € H;, write f = f! + f¢ and use the fact that Hl’g’g is
a quasi-Banach space, so that

2 (f. g, ||Hz(f1,g)||H{5g - ||H2(f",g)li,,lﬂgg.

The remainder of the proof is straightforward. This finishes the proof of Theorem [3.10! O

Remark 3.11. To show that the two Hardy spaces Hlﬂgg and Hjog do not coincide in general, one
can apply a similar argument to the one used in the proof of [42] Proposition 2.16].

Simplifications occur under assumptions on the filtration. Recall that a filtration (F,)nez, 1S
said to be regular if there exists a positive constant Cre, such that, for any n € N and A € ¥,, there
exists a set B € F,_; such that A ¢ B and

P(B) < CregP(A).
Equivalently (see, for instance, [24] p. 265]), for any ¥, measurable non-negative function f,
f < CregEn—l(f)-

We will provide concrete examples of martingales in Examples .19 and [3.2] below, which include
both regular and non-regular martingales.

If the filtration (%,),ez, is regular, we have s(f) < S(f), so that there exists a constant C €
[1, o) such that, for any f € hy,

(3.3) C Ay < W f Nz, < Cllflny

and, for any f € hjog,

(3.4) C 1A Mgy < 1 Mg < Clf Ml -

See, for instance, [42], Corollary 2.23] and [27, Theorem 2.5].
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Remark 3.12. Let p,q € [1,00). If the relevant (¥,),ecz, is regular, then all spaces BMO, and
bmo, are equivalent; see [42] Corollary 2.51] for more details.

Using Theorem [LL.1} 3.3), (3.4), and Remark [3.12] we obtain the following bilinear decompo-
sition.

Corollary 3.13. If the filtration (Fp)nez, is regular, then Theorem[[ 1l holds true when the spaces
Hy, BMO, and H,oz therein are replaced, respectively, by the spaces hy, bmo, and Miog.

As we can see, in the proof of Theorem[I.1] Lemma[3.8|plays an important role in the estimation
of the operator II,. It is well known that John—Nirenberg inequality is not valid in general for bmo,,
in place of BMO. A counter-example is given in [42] Example 2.17]. This is why we could not
replace in general the space BMO by bmo; in Theorem [LL11

3.5 Density and terminal values

In defining the product of martingales, one was tempted to define it as the product of terminal
values. But, as we have seen in the introduction, the product f.g«, Which is well defined a.s., is
not integrable in general. Martingales in H)o, have no terminal value, either. But one can use the
density to give a sense at formulas, using the following well-known lemma (see, for instance, [24,

p-42)).
Lemma 3.14. The space of L*>-martingales is dense in H,.

Now, assuming that f is an L>-martingale and g is a BMO martingale, the function fi,g. is in
L? for any p € (0,2) and (E,.(fco8c0))nez, 1s an L'-martingale. We can, as before, write

fg:L(f9g)+G(f’g)

Since L(f, g) and IT;(f, g) have a terminal value in L', it follows that the same is valid for IT(f, g).
We deduce immediately from (3.2) that IT,(f, g) is an L”-martingale for any p € (0,2) and, in
particular, an L'-martingale. The previous equality can as well be written

(3.5) feooo = (f * 8o = II1(f, @)oo + I2(f, 8o + LS, &)co-

We write as well I1;(f, g) for any j € {1,2} in place of their terminal value when it makes sense.
Theorem [L.1] leads then to the following one which deals with functions instead of martingales.
Here, as was proposed in Remark[2.1] we identify an L' function f with the martingale (E,,(f Mnez,
and say that it is in BMO (resp. H; or H),) if this martingale is in BMO (resp. H; or Hj,s). With
these symbols, we deduce from Theorem [I. ] the following statement.

Corollary 3.15. There exist two bilinear operators and a positive constant C such that L : L* x
BMO — L' and G : L?> x BMO — L2 such that, for any ¢ € L? and ¢ € BMO,

o = L(p,¥) + G, ¥)

with
IL(e, Wl < Cllglla, ll¥llemo and |G, Y)lla,, < Cllglla, l¥lBmo-
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3.6 Multipliers

By duality, Theorem [I.]leads to a theorem on pointwise multipliers of BMO, which we define
now.

Definition 3.16. For X being a normed space of #-measurable functions, an # -measurable func-
tion g is called a pointwise multiplier on X if the pointwise product fg belongs to X for any f € X
and if there exists some positive constant C, independent of f, such that

Ifgllx < ClIfllx-

We denote by PWM(X) the set of all pointwise multipliers on X. For any g € PWM(X), its norm
is defined by setting

. I/ gllx
llgllpwmx) = sup  ———.
rex.lfixzo If1x

Applying Theorem [Tl we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.17. Bounded functions in (Hyog)* are pointwise multipliers of BMO. In particular, for
regular filtrations, bounded functions in (hiog)* are pointwise multipliers of BMO.

Proof. Let us first notice that, since H; is contained in H),g, its dual space identifies with a sub-
space of BMO, and the dual of L'+ Ho, identifies with L™ N (H\og)*. Moreover, if b € L™ N (Hog)*
and f € L2, the duality is given by the scalar product in L2, and

EGHON < I+ 22 -

Let g € BMO. For any f € L?, the product bg f is in L? for any p € (0,2), and using Theorem [L.1]
we have

[E(bg NI < 11 f1la; lIglBmo-

Since L? is dense in H,, this means that bg identifies with a BMO function, that is, b is a pointwise
multiplier of BMO. The last statement on regular filtrations is a consequence of Lemma 2.8 and
(3.4). This finishes the proof of Corollary 3.171 i

For the case of regular martingales a direct proof can be deduced from the work of Nakai
and Sadasue. They also give a converse in the particular case when all o-algebras ¥, are generated
by atoms. Recall that, for any n € Z,, a set B € 7, is called an atom of ¥, if there exists no subset
A C B with A € ¥, satisfying P(A) < P(B). The martingale Campanato space bmoj,, is defined
to be the set of all the martingales f € L? such that

”f”bmolOg <= Sup sup

- -E, 2 dP ’ 00,
Sup P SE ) [P(A) fA'f oA ] <

where ¢(r) := r<1>+(l/r) for any r € (0, 0) and @ is a concave function which is equivalent to the
function r — W for any r € (0, c0). It was proved in [27, Theorem 2.10] that (/10g)* = bmoj,g

with equivalent norms.
In Corollary 1.5], Nakai and Sadasue identified the pointwise multipliers of martingale
Campanato spaces, which, in our case, gives the following statement.
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Lemma 3.18. Assume that the filtration (F)nez, is regular and, moreover, every o-algebra F,
for any n € N is generated by a countable collection of atoms and F¢ = {Q, 0}. Then

PWM (bmo;) = bmojye N L®
with equivalent norms.

This means that, in some sense and in this particular case, Theorem[[T]is the best possible: the
dual statement is the best possible.

4 Endpoint estimates of commutators in the martingale setting

In this section, we apply the bilinear decomposition established in the previous section to in-
vestigate the endpoint estimate of commutators in the martingale setting. We also provide the
proofs of both Theorems[L.3land 1.4l We first define the class of operators for which we will study
commutators.

4.1 A class of operators

This subsection is devoted to proving Theorem[L.3] We first introduce the class K, of sublinear
operators. Recall that we call the martingale jump a function g € L' for which there exists an
n € Z, such that g is ¥, measurable and E,,_;(g) = 0. For any ¢ € [1, o), the space L™ is defined
to be the set of all the measurable functions f on Q such that

Iflle = supt[P({x € Q: |f(0)] > )]7 < oo,

>0

Definition 4.1. Let g € [1, ). Denote by K, the set of all the continuous sublinear operators T
on L? satisfying

(1) T is bounded from H; to LY,

(i) T is bounded from L' to L%>;

(iii) if a is a simple (s, co)-atom with respect to some n € Z,, then, for any b € BMO,

4.1) 16 = b,-)T(@|a < ClIbllBMO
and
4.2) (7, by-11(a)ll e < ClIbllBMOS

(iv) if g is a martingale jump with respect to some n € Z., then, for any b € BMO,

4.3) (b = bp)T(Qle < Cligllpr lbllBmo
and
4.4) T, bu-11(l e < Cligll11bllBMOS

where C is a positive constant independent of a, g, and b.
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Denote by K the set of all the T € %K such that T(f) € L' if and only if f € Hj.

Recall that an operator T is said to be sublinear if, for any functions f, g and any scalars «, §3,
one has

IT(af + Bl < lelIT ]+ |BlITgl.

It follows in particular that, for any functions f, g,

ITf1-1Tgl| <IT(f - 2).

Remark 4.2. According to (3.3), if the filtration (¥,),cz, is regular, then the martingale space
H; also has the atomic decomposition. Thus, in regular case, we do not need (@.3) and (&4) in
Definition[4.Il Moreover, in this case, we can use simple co-atoms instead of simple (s, o0)-atoms;
see [42, Corollary 2.23] and [42], Theorem 2.5]. Thus, in regular case, to show (&I) and @.2),
it suffices to prove that (4.1)) and #.2) hold true for any simple co-atom a with respect to some
nez,.

If moreover o-algebras ¥, are atomic, we do not need the assumptions (4.2)) and (4.4) because,
in this case, b,_1 is a constant on the support of an atom. This explains why Ky does not need
these assumptions in the classical case [21]].

Remark 4.3. Comparing with the definition of Ky in [21]], we assume that T is an already bounded
operator on L?. It is not a problem for applications, for which it is always satisfied. This assumption
has been added to be able to give a meaning to commutators on a dense subset. Ky [21] uses finite
atomic decompositions, which have not been developed in the context of martingales. In the
opposite direction, we allow ¢ to give other values, not just ¢ = 1 as in [21]], and hence we can
also treat of fractional integral operators.

Next, we show that both the Doob maximal operator M and the square function § are in K. In
Sectiond.4] we provide more examples of sublinear operators that are in K.

Example 4.4. Let T be the Doob maximal operator M or the square function S. Then T € K.

Proof. Definition [4.1)i) with g = 1 is a consequence of the definition of H; for § and of Lemma
2.4 for M. Both M and S are of weak type (1, 1) and hence satisfy Definition [4.1)ii) with ¢ = 1;
see [24] Theorems 2.1.1 and 2.1.2]. To prove that b they satisfy both (iii) and (iv) of Definition
K11 we first show that (4.I) and (.3) hold true for T = M. The other case can be proved by a
similar argument. Let a be a simple (s, co)-atom with respect to some A € 7, withn € Z,. By
Lemma 2.10(i), we find that supp (M(a)) C A. From both the Jensen inequality for conditional
expectations and the Holder inequality, we deduce that, for any n € Z, (b_; := 0 for convenience),

(6 = bp1) M@l = fA b = by-1l - M(a)dP
= fAEn (b = by—1| - M(a)) dP

< [l )] ™[5 )]

< llvio |2 (@?)] | it
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Using Lemma [2.10(ii), we obtain, for any n € Z,,

22 (@?)|"”| | =1z < 202000177

Thus, we have
(b = bu-1) M@l < 2[1bllBMmO-

This shows (@.1)) holds true for M.
Now, we assume that g is a martingale jump with respect to some n € Z,. Then g is F,-
measurable and E,_;(g) = 0 (E_{(g) := 0 for convenience), so, M(g) = |g|. Thus, we find that

b —b,—)M(Qllp = fg b —b,_1] - gl dP
= f gl - En(1b — by—1]) dP
Q
< |1bllsmo L lgl dP < [lgll 1 lbllBmoO-

Thus, (@.3) holds true for M.

Finally, let us prove that (£2) and (£4) also hold true for M. It is easily seen that, for any
neN, M(b,-1f) = b,—1 M(f), when the function f is such that d;(f) = O forany k € {0,...,n—1}.
The two operators, M and multiplication by b,_1, commute for those functions, which allows to
conclude for these two properties. We then conclude from the above argument that Definition (4.1
with ¢ = 1 holds true for the Doob maximal operator M. The proof for S is similar. This finishes
the proof of Examples [4.4] i

4.2 Proof of Theorem 1.3 and Operator U

Proof of Theorem[[.3] Let us now define the commutator [T, b] of both the sublinear operator
T € K, and b € BMO. It is well defined on L? by setting, for any f € L? and x € Q,

[T, b)(f)(x) := T(bf = b(x)f)(x).

Each separated term (in the linear case) does not make sense for a function in H;. But the function
[T, b](f) is well defined for L? as a function in L for any p € [1,2). It will be defined on H; by
continuity from the dense space L?. We first need to find a priori estimates.

So we first prove the present theorem for any f € L?. Once we have proved the adequate a
priori estimate, it extends automatically to Hj.

We first consider the linear case and use the paraproduct decomposition (3.3)), so that

[T,b1(f) = TAL(f, b)) + T(L2(f, b)) + T(L(f, D)) — bT(f).

Using Proposition 3.2] and Definition d.I1ii), we already know that f — T(II;(f, b)) extends into
a bounded operator from H; to L7 with g € [1, 00). It remains to consider the other term, which
may be written, for a general sublinear operator 7' € K, with g € [1, o), as

(4.5) U(f, b)(x) = T(a(f, b) = b(x) f)(x).
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In fact, as before, this quantity is not well defined at this moment in all generality, but makes sense
when f is in L?. We will develop a priori estimates on the dense subset of L? functions, so that U
is defined by continuity. The main result for U is the following.

Lemma 4.5. Let g € [1,00) and U be the same as in @.3) with T € K. Then U extends into a
bounded operator from H; x BMO into L1.

If we take this lemma for granted, the proof of Theorem follows at once for T linear.
Whenever T is only sublinear, we let

R(f,b) = U(f,b)| + [TAL(f, b))|.

Then it is easy to show that

IT@3(f, b)I = R(f, b) < [T, bI(N)] < R(f,b) + |T(AI3(f, D))

and then conclude the desired conclusion in the same way as the linear case. This finishes the
proof of Theorem i

We now show Lemma [£.3] whose proof needs a series of lemmas. We begin with the following
result.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that a is a simple (s, c0)-atom with respect to some n € Z, and assume
A € F,. If b € BMO, then
Lz (@, b = by-Dlla, < 2lbllBmo-

Proof. By the assumption on a, we find that dya = 0 for any k € {0, ..., n}. Thus, we have

L (a,b = by-1)ll#,

12
= Z (br-1 = bp-1)dra|| = [ Z lbr-1 — bn—1|2|dka|2]
k>n+1 H, k>n+1 I
1/2 1/2
< [Z by —b|2|dka|2] + [Z |b—bn_1|2|dka|2]
k>n+1 )2 k>n+1 L
=L+

We first estimate I;. Note that supp (dya) C A for each k > n + 1. Thus, by the Holder inequality,

we obtain
1/2
[ > dber - b|2|dka|2]
k>n+1

On the other hand, by both the definition of BMO and Lemma 2. 10(iv), we have

1/2
[ D Mo - b|2|dka|2}

k>n+1

I < Lallz2-

L2

2

12
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= > f b — by Pldyal® dP
Q

k>n+1

= 3 | Bl baP) i’ ar

k>n+1

< BlEpolIS @I, < lIbllEpo PAT .

Therefore, I} < ||bllgmo.

Next, we estimate I. Since supp (S(a)) € A (see Lemma[2.10) and A € 7, it follows from
both the Holder inequality and Lemma 2.10(iii) that

1/2
[ Db bn_1|2|dka|2]

k>n+1

L!
<D = bu-i11S (@1allr < (11D = b1 1allz2 IS (@] 2

1
2
< [ fg En (1b = bu-1) 14 dP] IS @2 < lIbllBMmo-

This establishes the desired inequality and hence finishes the proof of Lemma 4.6 O
We come back to the operator U.
Lemma 4.7. Let g € [1,00) and T € K. Then there exists a positive constant C such that

(1) for any simple (s, o0)-atom and any b € BMO,

1U(a, b)llrs < ClibllBmos

(1) for any martingale jump g and any b € BMO,
U, D)lis < Cligllp1lIbllsmo-

Proof. We first show (i). Without loss of generality, we may assume that a is a simple (s, co)-atom
with respect to some n € Z, and A € F,,. Observe that [1(a, b,—1) = ab,—;. By this observation,
we rewrite U(a, b) as that, for any x € Q,

(4.6) Ula,b)(x) = T (Ilx(a, b = by-1) + [bp-1 — bp-1(0)]a + [by—1(x) — b(x)]a)

Since T € K, it follows from Definition d.1] that 7" is bounded from H; to L?. Using this, @.1)),
#@2), and Lemmal4.6] we then obtain

1U(a, b)llLe < ITTx(a, b = bu-t)llza + 1T, bu-11(@) lla
+11(6 = bp-1)T(@)l|e

< Ibllsmo + M2 (a, b — by—Dlla, < lIbllBmo.

This proves (i).
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For any martingale jump g with respect to some n € Z,, we have

Ta(g,b = bp1) = ) digBi1(b = bp1) = gByi(b = by1) = 0
keZ,

and I1,(g, b,_1) = gb,_1. Using {@.6), (£.4), and (4.3)), we then obtain (ii). This finishes the proof
of Lemmad.7l m]

We finally prove Lemma .31

Proof of Lemmal.3 Take (f,b) € Hl x BMO. By Lemma[2.4] we find that there exists a decom-
position f = f' + f¢ such that (Z) holds true. Moreover, by Remark 2.3] we can assume that
both f! and f¢ are L>-martingales. From Lemma[2.11] we infer that there exist a sequence (a¥)ez
of simple (s, co)-atoms and a sequence (i )rez of real numbers such that

f1 = Zukak a.s.

keZ
Moreover, using Remark 212 we can assume that the sum is convergent in L? and
1 Y k
U(f ,b) = nh_)rrog U[kzz_n,uka ,b}.
Similarly, we also have

()= im0

i di(f), b].
k=—n

To prove that the limit defines a bounded sublinear operator on Hj, it is sufficient to show its
uniform boundedness when both f! and f? are replaced by finite sums. In this case, combining
the previous equalities, Lemma4.7] and (2.I)), we obtain

W0t ol < U ()|, + o (7).,
< Rl [v ()], + 2 o e,
keZ nez,

< (£, Wellenao + > ldnF] . Helleno

nez,

~ (Ilfllihl + Ilf”’llh,f)nanMo < 11l 1BllBpo-
This finishes the proof of Lemma [4.3] O

We now give two corollaries. The first one is another way to write Theorem[I.3l The other is a
direct consequence.

Corollary 4.8. Let g € [1,00), T € K, and b € BMO. Then [T,b](f) is in L' if and only if
T(L(b, f)) is in L.
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Corollary 4.9. Let g € [1,00), T € K, and b € BMO. Then there exists a positive constant C
such that, for any f € Hy,
T, b1(Pllzs~ < Cliflla, -

Proof. Just use Theorem [I.3] the fact that L(f, b) is in L', and the weak L9 estimate for 7. This
finishes the proof of Corollary i

Let us write the effect of Theorem [L3]on the maximal operator. Recall that K} is the set of all
the T € K such that T(f) € L' if and only if f € H;. According to Example d.4] we find that the
Doob maximal function M € K. One can check that

[M, bI(f) = sup |[E,, DI

nez,

By Theorem [[.3] we immediately obtain the following result.
Corollary 4.10. For any (f,b) € Hy X BMO,

sup [E,(L(f, b))l = R(f,b) < sup |[E,, DI(f)]

nez, nezy

< sup [E,(L(f, b))l + R(f, b),

nez,

where L is the same as in 3.1) and R : Hy; x BMO — L! is a bounded bilinear operator.

4.3 Martingale Hardy space H’ and the proof of Theorem [L.4

In this subsection, we introduce the martingale Hardy space H’l’ by borrowing some ideas from
Ky [21]] in harmonic analysis. We also prove Theorem [[.4]in this subsection.

Definition 4.11. Let b € BMO. The martingale Hardy space H’l’ is defined to be the set of all the
martingales f such that

1Al = 11l 1bllBMO + | sup [y, b1 ()

nez,

< 00,
L!

We establish the following characterizations of the space H' f .
Theorem 4.12. Let b € BMO be non-constant. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
(i) f € HY;
(i) L(f,b) € Hy;
(iii) [T, b1(f) € L' with T € K.

Furthermore, if one of the above conclusions holds true, then

1Al = f 1l [1blBMO + || Sup [[Es, DI

nez,

~ || flla [1bliBMo + IILCf, DIl A,
~ || flla [1blMo + LT, DOz,

where the positive equivalence constants are independent of both f and b.

L!
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Proof. (i) &= (ii). By Corollary d.10l we find that sup,,._[[E,., b](f)| € L' if and only if

sup [E.(L(f,b)| € L',

nez,

which, combined with Lemma further implies that sup,.z_ |[E, bI(f)] € L! if and only if
L(f,b) € Hy. Thus, we have

1Al = f 1l [1blBMO + || Sup [[Es, HICS)I

nez,

~ || flla [1bliBMo + IILCS, D)llA, »

L!

which further implies the equivalence between items (i) and (ii).

(ii) & (iii). From Theorem [[3] we deduce that [T, b](f) € L' if and only if T(L(f, b)) € L'.
Since T € Ky, it follows that T(f) € L' if and only if f € H;; see Definition 11 Thus,
[T,b](f) € L if and only if L(f, b) € H|. Moreover,

11l 1BllBMO + ILCS, D)lE, = 1 flla, IbllBMo + (1T, DICH I,

which further implies the equivalence between items (ii) and (iii), and hence completes the proof
of Theorem i

Now, we show Theorem [[.4]

Proof of Theorem[L4 Let f € H?. Then, by Theorem 12l we find that L(f,b) € H,. Since
T € K,, from Definition &.1] we infer that T is bounded from H; to L?. Now, using Theorem
we conclude that

T, DYHIze < IIT (LS, D)ILe + [IR(S, D)l
S IECE Dy + 1l 1bllBvo < 1111z

which completes the proof of Theorem [[.4] i

Remark 4.13. Let b € BMO. We point out that Y := H’l’ is the largest subspace of H; such that,
for any T € Ky, the commutator [T, 5] is bounded from Y to L!. Indeed, if / is a subspace of
H, such that [T, b] is bounded from Y to L', then any element f € Y justifies that [T, b](f) € L'
Hence, Theorem . 12limplies f € H?, which means Y c Hi’ )

4.4 Examples of class K,

As we already stated in Example 4.4] both the Doob maximal function and the square function
belong to Ky C K defined in Definition .11 In this subsection, we give typical operators that are
in K.
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4.4.1 Martingale transforms

Martingale transforms were first introduced by Burkholder [11]. Nowadays, martingale trans-
forms have proven a very powerful tool not only in probabilistic situation but also in harmonic
analysis; see, for instance, [4] and its references. Recently, commutators of martingale transforms
for non-regular martingales were studied in [39]]. In this subsection, we show that every martin-
gale transform belongs to K. Consequently, we can apply both Corollary 4.9and Theorem [.4] to
study the endpoint estimate of commutators of martingale transforms.

Let & := (&x)rez, be an adapted measurable process (that is, & is Fy-measurable for each
k € Z,) with

sup [lexll- < 1.
keZ,

We let e-; = 0 for convenience. The martingale transform of the martingale f related to € is
the martingale 7T.(f) defined by di(T.f) := ex—1dif for any k € Z,. Since S(T.f) < S(f), it
follows immediately that 7 is bounded on L? for any p € (1, o) and also bounded on H;. In all
these cases it can be identified with the mapping that is induced on terminal values: with now f a
function in L? with p € (1, 00) or in Hy, the function T f is defined by setting

Te(f) = ) &irdif.

keZ,
We still speak of the martingale transform.
We also define the maximal martingale transform M o T by

n

Z e1def
=0

MoTgf := sup

nez,

Recall that the martingale transform shares the following properties (see [L1} 24]):
(i) forany f € L?, [ITe(Pll2 < IM o Te(Hll2 < Cllfll23

@i1) forany f € Hy, |[Te(Hllp < 1M o Te(Pllpr < Cllflla,
(iii) forany f € L', ITe(Plipe < 1M o To(Hlipeo < Cllfll1,

here C is a positive constant independent of f.

Proposition 4.14. Let T, be the martingale transform and M o T, be the maximal martingale
transform as above. Then both Ty and M o T are all in K.

Proof. Let us show that (@.I)) and @3] hold true for both T, and M o T,. It is not hard to check that
the supports of both T.(a) and M o T.(a) are contained in A whenever a is a simple (s, co)-atom
with respect to some n € Z, and A € ¥,,. Besides, if g is a martingale jump with respect to some
n € Z,, then we have

IT:(g)l < gl and M o T,(g) < gl.

Note that both 7, and M o T, are bounded on L. Applying the same argument as that used in the
proof of Example [£.4] we obtain both (&) and (@.3) hold true for both T, and M o T,. Finally,
the two last properties (@.2) and (@.4)) for both T, and M o T, are consequences of commutation
properties: with the previous symbols, T.(b,—1a) = b,—1Ts(a) and Tg(b,—1g) = b,—1T:(g); the
same holds true for M o T. This finishes the proof of Proposition £.14 O
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The following result is a direct consequence of both Corollary 4.9]and Theorem [I.4]

Corollary 4.15. Let T, be the martingale transform as above. Let b € BMO be a non-constant
function. Then

() the commutator [T, b is bounded from H; to L',
(i1) the commutator | T, b] is bounded from H f to L',

Before leaving this subsection, we will prove an analogue of the examples of functions in H’l’
given in the classical case. We need a supplementary definition.

Definition 4.16. Let » € BMO be a non-constant function. The atom a with respect to n € Z,. is
called a (b, 00)-atom if it satisfies the additional property

E,(ba) = 0.

Moreover, we denote H f the space of all the functions f in H; such that

f= Z,ujaj a.s. and Z|ﬂj| < 0o,

JEZ JEZ
where (a/) jez are (b, co)-atoms.
Proposition 4.17. For b € BMO a non-constant function, the space H' {’ is contained in H’l’ .

Proof. We will only sketch the proof because it asks for variants of the previous ones. The first
ingredient is the fact that we can as well consider martingale transforms with values in a Hilbert
space (see, for instance, [19]). Consider in particular the martingale transform I', with values in £2,
given by I'f = Y, cn(d f)en, where e, is the canonical basis of £2. Since |T flle2z = S(f), it follows
that H;-martingales are characterized among L!-martingales by the fact that T'f is in L'(Q, £?).
We will take for granted that the previous theorems are valid for vector valued theorems, so that it
is sufficient to prove that I'(L(f, b)) belongs to L'(Q, £?) whenever f belongs to H {’ . We start by
proving it for a (b, co)-atom.

Lemma 4.18. Let b € BMO be a non-constant function and a be a (b, oo)-atom. Then I'(L(a, b))
is in L\ (Q, €%). Moreover, its L'(Q, €%) norm is bounded by a uniform constant.

Proof. Assume that the (b, 00)-atom a is related to some n € Z,. We deduce from Corollary [4.§]
that it is sufficient to show that [T, b](a) is in L'(Q, £?) with uniform norm. It is even sufficient
to show the same for [I', b — b,_](a) because of Property @.2)), or for I'((b — b,_1)a) because of
Property (4.I). But this is a consequence of the fact that (b — b,_;)a is in H; with a uniformly
bounded norm. Indeed, since it is a (b, co)-atom,

E,((b — by-1)a) = E,(ba) — by-1Ex(a) = 0.

Moreover, by the Holder inequality, we obtain

B((b - by-al’) < [E (Aalb - by1D?] [2(1aP?)] < [P,



28 ALINE BoNami, YONG J1a0, GUANGHENG XIE, DACHUN YANG AND DEJIAN ZHOU

where we used the fact that

2p
E (1alb = by177) < E(14) | sup By(lb bn_1|)] .

neN

So M((b—b,_1)a) is supported in A and hence is in L! with uniformly bounded norm. This implies
that (b — b,—1)a is in H; with uniformly bounded norm, which is what we wanted to prove. This
finishes the proof of Lemma [4.18] i

Let us come back to the proof of Proposition £.17] Let f = ), jez M jaj a.s. with 3’ ez |ujl < oo,
where (a’) jez are (b, c0)-atoms. The sequence (272 | jF(L(aj ,b)))nen 1s a Cauchy sequence in
H{, which converges to its limit in LY(Q, £2), that is, [(L(f, b)). So L(f, b) is in H, and hence f
isin H’l’ . This finishes the proof of Proposition 417 i

4.4.2 Fractional integrals in the martingale setting

In the martingale setting, both the fractional integral operator and its commutator were first
investigated in [14]]. We also refer the reader to Nakai et al. [I]] for some recent developments
on this topic. Nowadays, it is well known that the martingale fractional integral operator can be
viewed as a discrete model of the Riesz potential in harmonic analysis. In this subsection, we show
that the fractional integral operator /, belongs to K L provided « € (0, 1). Based on this, we can
investigate the endpoint estimate of commutators of the fractional integral operator /,. Here, for
convenience, we only consider (Q, 7, P; (F,)nez, ) given as below.

Example 4.19. Let the number sequence (pi)rez, C N be such that py > 2 for each k € Z.. For
any n € Zy, let P, == [1;_, Pk

4.7) Fn = o{[kP L (k+ DPYY : kel0,...,P, — 1)),

and

7—':=0'[U7-',,}.

nez,

Let us equip the measurable space ([0, 1), ) with the Lebesgue measure v. Then it is not hard to
show that the filtration (¥y)nez, is not regular whenever supycz py = .

For each n € Z,, denote by A(%,,) the set of all atoms in ¥,,. For any a € (0, o), any n € Z,,
and any martingale f € L', the fractional integrals, I, and I, of f are defined, respectively, by
setting

(4.8) lon(f) = ) Bidf and Io(f):= ) Bldf,
k=0

keZ,

where, for any k € Z,.,

Bii= > BB
BeA(Fr)
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and B_; := By. We refer to [36] for more details on the fractional integral I,. It is clear that, for
any k € Zy, By = Pik. Hence, for any n € Z,.,

Lon(f) = ZP “dif and Io(f) = ) Pdif.

keZ,

Note that Example is a special case of the filtration studied in [36], 38]. Thus, from [36),
Theorem 2.11] and [38, Lemma 1.2 and Theorem 0.1], we infer that, for any a € (0, 1), there
exists a positive constant C(,), depending only on a, such that

(i) forany f € Hy(0, 1), ||, (f)|| t5 00 < CllfllH0,1)5

(i) forany f € LYO. D Wa(Oll 1wy 1 < Carll oy

(iii) forany f € LP(0, 1), [loa(llLe,1) < Cllfllr0,1), where p € (1,00) and 1/p - 1/q = a.

Proposition 4.20. Let a € (0, 1). Then the fractional integral operator 1, belongs to K i

Proof. According to the above argument, it remains to show that (4.1)-(@.4) hold true for I, with
q:= ﬁ We first assume that a is a simple (s, c0)-atom with respect to some n € Z,. and A € F,.
Take r € (@, 1) such that r—a € (0, 1/2). Note that supp (/,(a)) C A because I, is still a martingale
transform. Then the Holder inequality gives us

(@)l

b = bua@ll 1 o < 06 = buedLall, o o W@,

=1 xIb.

Since A € ¥, it follows that

1

If_n = L (lb bn llr U)dv < ||g”BMO(O 1)V(A)

On the other hand, for I, by the boundedness of /, from L = (0,1) to LT (0, 1), we obtain

< A,

=) (0,1)

where the second inequality follows from Lemma 2.10(iv) because 1 < ﬁ < 2. Combining
the estimates of both I; and I, we then conclude that

I = by-1)y(a)l| L0 < llgllBmo(o, 1)-

This shows @.1)).
In the remainder of the present proof, assume that a is a martingale jump with respect to some
n € Z,. Then

[lo(a)| < P,%al.
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Since a is measurable with respect to 7, it follows that

16 = by (a)]

1
1—.

@
1
L1-a(0,1)

1
< f (b = byy| - P;al)T dv
0

- f (P;“|a|)ﬁ-En(w—bn_lﬁ)dv
Q

= s B =
<leliioon 122%™ < bl Go0.lalTe
LT-a (0,1)

BMO(0,1) BMO®©O, )1 10,1y°
where the inequality (R) is due to [36, Lemma 2.3(i)]. Thus, (4.3) holds true. Finally, I, is a

martingale transform and satisfies the same commutation properties which lead to (4.2)) and .4).
Thus, I, € K1 . This finishes the proof of Proposition [4.20 O

I-a

Remark 4.21. The authors would like to thank Dmitriy Stolyarov who indicated to us that the es-
timates (i)—(iii) ahead of Proposition[4.20]are not valid when 3y is replaced by ;_; in the definition
of the fractional integral (.8]) and who attracted our attention to his joint article [38]].

Since 1, € K L the following conclusion directly follows from both Corollary and Theo-
rem[L.4] ‘

Corollary 4.22. Let « € (0,1) and 1, be the fractional integral operator as above. Let b €
BMO(O0, 1) be non-constant. Then

(1) the commutator |1, b] is bounded from H(0, 1) to Lll_a""’(O, 1),

(i) the commutator (1, b] is bounded from H’l’ 0,1) to Lﬁ(O, 1).

S Applications to harmonic analysis

In this section, we aim to apply the bilinear decomposition of commutators established in pre-
vious sections to some problems of harmonic analysis.

5.1 Dyadic Hilbert transform beyond doubling measures

Recall that the boundedness of both the dyadic Hilbert transform and its adjoint associated
with Borel measures were first characterized by Lopez-Sénchez et al. [25]. Motivated by this, we
devote this subsection to studying the commutator of the dyadic Hilbert transform and its adjoint
beyond doubling measures.

Here, we work with ([0, 1), F; (F,)nez, ), Which corresponds to Example with pp = 2
for each k € Z, therein. However, we equip the measurable space ([0, 1), ¥ ) with a probability
measure ¢ which is not necessarily the Lebesgue measure. In this subsection, the related Lebesgue
space, martingale Hardy space, and BMO space are denoted, respectively, by L”(u), H(u), and
BMO(w).
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In what follows, for each n € Z,, denote by A(¥,,) the set of all the dyadic intervals in F,,. Let
A(F) = Unez, A(Fp). Given I € A(F), we write I_ and 1, respectively, for the left and the right
dyadic children of /. For any I € A(%), let

(Il L1,
)= ———— d hy:= 1 - .
=gy e e md [ﬂ(l-) u(h)]

The following lemma is straightforward; see (2.3)].

Lemma 5.1. For any n € Z, and any dyadic interval 1 € F,, the function hy is F,+1-measurable
and E,(h;) = 0. Moreover

1
(5.1) Wil = 2 Vm(D) and ||hlp ) ~ Nl

with the positive equivalence constants independent of I.

The probability measure u is said to be m-increasing (resp. m-decreasing) if there exists a
positive constant C such that, for any I € A(%),

(5.2) m(l) < Cm (7) [resp. Cm(l) > m(T)]

Here and thereafter, the symbol 1 stands for the dyadic parent of I.
The next example is taken from Section 4.1] and proves that the dyadic filtration may be
non-regular with respect to u.

Example 5.2 (Non-regular dyadic filtration). Let (Ix)kez, be a decreasing sequence of dyadic
intervals, for instance, I, = [0, 27Ky forany k € Z,. Let (I]f)keN be its dyadic brother. Let (ay)ren

and (Bi)ken be such that ay = 1/2, ap ;=1 — 2K forany k > 2, and By := 1 — ay for any k € N.
Define u recursively by setting u(ly) := 1 and, for each k € N,

u(ly) = appt (Ir-1) and,u(l,f) = Bt (Ig-1) -

For any k € N and any dyadic interval J C I?, define

_ YD
u(J) = v(I]f)'u(Ik)’

where v denotes the usual Lebesgue measure on [0, 1). It was shown in p.72] that u is m-
increasing. However, u is non-dyadically doubling. Hence, the filtration (F,),cz, equipped with
the measure u is not regular.

Following p- 50], the dyadic Hilbert transform is defined by setting, for any measurable
function f on [0, 1) and any x € [0, 1),

(5.3) Ho(f)@) =Y > S hphi(x),

keN [eA(F)

where 6(1) := 1 if I := (I)_, 6(I) := =1 if I := (I)s, and (f, h7) := E(fh). The main result of this
subsection is as follows.
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Proposition 5.3. Let u be an m-increasing probability measure on [0, 1). Then the dyadic Hilbert
transform Hg belongs to K.

To show Proposition [5.3] we need several lemmas. The following result is due to (3.4)]
and Theorem 2.5].

Lemma 5.4. Let u be an m-increasing probability measure on [0, 1). Then
(i) Hg is bounded on L*(u) and, moreover, for any f € L*(u), IHo ()2 < 211f 12205
(i) Hg is bounded from L' (1) to LY*(u).

Similarly to the proofs of both (i) and (ii) of Lemma[2Z.10] using Lemma 5.4(i), we can show
the following conclusions; we omit the details.

Lemma 5.5. Let u be an m-increasing Borel measure on [0, 1). Assume that a is a simple (s, 00)-
atom with respect to some n € Z.. and some dyadic interval Q € A(T,). Then

(i) supp (Hg(a)) C O,
(i) 1Hg(@lr < 2[(@)]"7" for any p € [1,2].

Lemma 5.6. Let yu be an m-increasing Borel measure on [0,1). Then there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any w € L[II(,u),

1H g WllL1gy < ClWIE -

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that w is a martingale jump with respect to
some n € Z,. Let us prove that (w, hy) := E(why) is 0 except when I belongs to A(%,). Indeed, if
I € A(Fy) with some k € {0,...,n — 1}, since hyis Fi-measurable, it follows that

E,(Why) = hfE,w = 0.
Next, if I € A(Fp) withke{n+1,n+2,...}, then
Er-1(whp) = wEy—1(hy) = 0,

where we used Lemma [5.1] for the last inequality. Thus, E(wh;) = 0 when I does not belong to
A(Fn).
Form (3.3)), it follows that

(5.4) How)= Y 6()w, hphy.
1eA(Fn)

By the above equality, (3.1)) and (5.2), we conclude that

H DIy < D [, m il
IeA(Fy)

= Z ”hT”me)”hI”Ll(y)j{:lw|dﬂ

TeA(Fn)
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< Vim0 f| \dy

IGA(ﬁ) m(I)

< > |wlde s Wiy,

This finishes the proof of Lemma (3.6 O

Remark 5.7. It follows from (5.4)) that, for a general martingale f,

Ho(f)= Y. > 8UXdu(f), hhs.

nez, IeA(F,)

Moreover, if a is an atom or a jump with respect to n and if g is A(%,-1)-measurable, then
Hg(ga) = gHg(a).

Proposition 5.8. Let yu be an m-increasing Borel measure on [0,1). Then the dyadic Hilbert
transform Hy is bounded from Hy(u) to L' (1).

Proof. Let f € Hi(u). Then the desired assertion follows from a combination of Lemmas 2.1}
211153l and 3.6 Indeed, by these lemmas, we obtain

W (Dllzigy < ”HQ fl ||L1(#)+||H'@ fd HLl(m
<Z|/Jk| 12 (@)1, + Z [#22 (an (7).,
S ||f i + 1N e

where (a¥)iez is a sequence of simple (s, co)-atoms. This finishes the proof of Proposition m]
Now, we are ready to show Proposition [5.3]

Proof of Proposition[3.31 The second assertion of Remark 5.7 implies (Z.2) and (@.4). So, with
the help of both Lemma [3.4] and Proposition by Definition 4.1] with ¢ = 1, to complete the
proof of present proposition, it suffices to show that both .I) with ¢ = 1 and {3) with ¢ = 1
hold true for Hy. Using Lemma[3.3]and repeating the argument used in the proof of Example@,
we find that @) with ¢ = 1 holds true for Hy. Now, assume that » € BMO(u) and w € L. (1) is a
martingale jump with respect to some n € Z.,. Then

D = bp-1)H7W)lIL1
< |I(b = b Ho WLy + I(Dn = ba-1)Ho W)l L1 ()
=1 + 1.

By Lemmal[3.6] we have

L < 1bn = bu-illz=gllHo W1y < WL Bty < WL IPIIBMOGY -
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Note that Hy(w), which is given by (3.4)), is ,,,1-measurable. Therefore,

1
I = f [Ens1 (b = b,D] X |[Hyp(w)| du
0
< lIbllemoq IH2 W)l L1y < Wl lIblIBMOGW)-

Finally, we conclude from the estimates of both I; and I, that

(b = ba-1)HgW)IL1e) S WLt IDlBMO G-
Therefore, (4.3) with ¢ = 1 also holds true for H. This finishes the proof of Proposition O

Applying Proposition the following corollary can be deduced directly from both Corollary
and Theorem 4]

Corollary 5.9. Let u be an m-increasing Borel measure on 0, 1) and let b € BMO(u) be non-
constant. Then

() the commutator [Hg, b is bounded from H;(u) to LY (u);
(i1) the commutator [Hg, b] is bounded from Hf () to L' ().

Remark 5.10. Denote by H7, the adjoint operator of the dyadic Hilbert transform Hg. Let 1 be
an m-decreasing Borel measure on [0, 1) and let » € BMO(u) be non-constant. Similarly to the
above corollary, we can show that the commutator [H},, b] is bounded from H;(u) to LY*(u) and
also from H’l’ () to L' (1); we omit the details. Besides, one may also concern the L”-boundedness,
with p € (1, o), of both the commutators [Hg, b] and [H,, b]. To limit the length of this article,
we will not push this question here.

5.2 Cesaro means of Walsh—-Fourier series

In this subsection, we apply both Theorems and [[L4] to study the commutator of the max-
imal operator of Cesaro means of Walsh—Fourier series of functions in L'[0, 1). Throughout this
subsection, we work with ([0, 1), 7, v; (F)nez, ), Where v is the Lebesgue measure and each 7,
with n € Z, is the same as in (4.7) with p; = 2 for any k € Z,. Then the filtration (F;)nez,) is
regular.

The following basic symbols in the Walsh—Fourier analysis are taken from [37, [44]. Every
point ¢ € [0, 1) can be written as follows:

t= > 427" with f € (0, 1) for any k € Z,.
keZ,

If there are two different forms for the same ¢, we choose the one for which limy_, #z = 0. The
Rademacher functions (r,),ez, on [0, 1) are defined by setting, for any n € Z,.,

ra(t) == exp(mity), YVt € [0, 1).
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The product system generated by the Rademacher functions is the Walsh system (w,),ez, : for any
neZ, withn = Yep m2* (e €10, 1} for any k € Z,,),

Wy = 1—[ .
k=0
The dyadic addition ® on [0, 1) is defined in the following way: for any ¢, s € [0, 1) with

t= Z tk2_k_1 and s = Z skZ_k_l,

keZ, keZ,

where 11, s, € {0, 1} for any k € Z,, let

t@ s = Z [t — sk|2_k_1.
keZ

Foranyz € [0,1) and I € F, let
It ={xdt:xel}.

By Theorem 4 in [37, p. 13], we find that
(5.5) vilet) =v(), Yte[0,1),

and, moreover, if I = [0,27") for some n € Nand 1 = } ;7 t27*1 e [£27, (€ + 1)27") for some
€ Z,,then

(5.6)

27+ 12, t¢l
rer [l D2, T
[£27%,(C+ 1)27"], tel,

where 7 := Y7, 7i27F1 with

—_[o kelo,....n—1},
o M-zl ke{nn+1,...}

Remark 5.11. Denote by Z, the discrete cyclic group of order 2, namely the set {0, 1} with the
discrete topology and modulo 2 addition. The dyadic group G is then defined as the product

G = ﬁ Zz,
k=0

equipped with the product topology. We refer the reader to Chapter 1.3] for the details that
the dyadic group G can be identified with the interval [0, 1). Particularly, the Walsh functions on
[0, 1) can be viewed as the characters of the dyadic group G.

For any f € L'[0,1), the n-th Walsh—Fourier coefficient of f is defined by setting, for any
nez,,

. 1
f(n) Z=f0 F(@Owa (1) dv(?).
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The Walsh—Dirichlet kernels (D,),cn are defined by setting, for any n € N, D,, := ZZ;& wy which
satisfies

2" if x € [0,27),
S Do (x) = {o ifii {2—" 1;.

For any n € N, denote by S ,(f) the n-th partial sum of the Walsh—Fourier series of f € L'[0, 1),
that is, for any x € [0, 1),

n—1 . 1
Sn(f)(x) = Z JUOwi(x) = f 5 Dp(x) = j(: S(O)Dp(x @ 1) dv(2).
k=0

ForanyneZ,, f € L0, 1), and Q € 7, let

1
= — dv.
fo v(Q)fo )%

Then, by the definition of the condition expectation, we obtain, for any n € Z,,
BN = ), folo
QeA(Fy)

From (5.7), it is easy to deduce that, for any n € N and x € [0, 1),

1
S(f)x) = fo J@ODy(x @ 1) dv(t) = E,(f)(x).

The Cesdro means (0p)nery of f € L'[0, 1) are defined by setting, for any n € N and x € [0, 1),

1
Tn(f)(x) = [ * Kp(x) = fo JOK(x @ 1) dv(D),

where K, denotes the Walsh—Fejér kernel defined by setting

1 n
K, = - ZD"‘
i3

Since the filtration (F,)nez, ) is regular, it follows from [29] p. 189] that there exists a positive
constant C satisfying, for any » € BMOIO0, 1),

1
E”bHBMO[O,l) < sup sup

_ b —bg| dv < ClIbllsmoro.1)-
neZ, 0eA(Fy) V(Q) fQ| Q| v

We first prove the following technical lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Let the maximal operator o := Sup,cy 0. Then there exists a positive constant C
such that, for any b € BMO|0, 1) and any simple co-atom a with respect to some n € Z,. and some
0 € A(Fn),

”(b - b@) O'(a)”

<Cllb ,
LoD lIbllBMmOf0,1)

where é denotes the dyadic parent of Q.
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Proof. Noting that the Lebesgue measure v is translation invariant with respect to the dyadic ad-
dition (see (3.3) and also [43] p.238]). According to (5.6), we find that, for any Q € A(F,) with
Q=[027"+1)2™) forsome £ € Z,, Q = [0,27") @ t for some fixed ¢t € Q. So, without loss of
generality, we may assume that Q = [0,27"). We first write

(6 -bg) @], = fQ b~ bg| @ + ﬁ) o

=1+ L.

Since o is bounded on L*[0, 1) (this can be easily deduced from Theorem 3.4 in [44])) and a is a
simple co-atom, it follows that

(5.8) I < ||O'(a)||L°°[0,l)f |b - b§| dv
Q
< llallzg0.)27"* 1bllsnoro.1) < Ibllsnmoro.1)-

For the term I, it was proved in p.238] that, for any x € [0,1) \ Q,

n—1 n—1

(@) (x) < Z Z {27 o 5y (1) + 27" 11 1600 (1))

70 =)
n—1 o0

+2" Z 27 Z 2_l1[27,'71,271'71@27”)()6).
Jj=0 i=n

Thus, we have

2—k+1

|b - b§| o(a)dv

—k

—
¥
1
~
S a—

z n=l k=1 okl

< Z 9i-n f_k |b - b§| dv

- ok

+ Z 2i—n L_k |b - ba‘ 1[2—1'-1’2_]-_1@2_1.) dy

n 00 27k+l

. ot 3 o fz ) (R ey
=1 i=n
=:B; + B, + Bs.
We recall that, if Q € A(F,) and Q" € A(F;) with k € {0, ..., n} such that O c Q’, then
(5.9) \for = fol < (n = B)llfllBmOr0,1)-

This elementary inequality will be frequently used in the sequel.
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To estimate By, let Oy := [0, 27%) for every 1 < k < n. Using (3.9), we obtain

n 0- k+1
B, 32‘"Zk2"f |b kal+kal—b§| dv
k=1

2—k+1

n n
2™ 2 :ka ka |b - ka—1| dv+27" Z k22 |bQ"‘1 - b§|
=1 =

" Z k + Z k(n — k)} lIbllBMOr0.1y S 1bllBMO[0.1)-

k=1 k=1

Now we estimate B,. Forany i, j € {1,...,n},let [;; := 277,277 @27 =[0,27)®27/. Tt is
clear that v(I; ;) = 27" and I;; € A(F;) for each choice of i, j; see (33). According to (5.6), we

have _
L[, i=)
AR [P B S N D I

Hence, by this, we have

n n—1 n—1 D—k+1
B, = 2z—nf |b bQ| 1[2 —i=1 p=j=142-i) dv
=1 j=0 i=j+1
n n-1 2—k+1
+ 21_"f |b by |1[02 iHdv
=1 =0
=: By +Bap

Observe that, for any i > j+ 1, I;; ¢ [27%,27%1) and Iiin [27%,27%*1) = @ whenever j # k. Using
this and (3.9), we obtain

n n—
Bi=Y Y 2,nf b= bi + by, — by, +bo, , —bg| dv
=1 Lix
n rll n n—1
> f [b = by | dv+ > 2727 by, —bg, |
=1 l: k=1 i=k
n n—1

+ 27127 b, , — b

>~

d
i
n n—1 n n—1 n n—1

<2 l + (i—k) + Z Z(n k)] lIbllBMmO[0,1)

k i=k k=1 i=k k=1 i=k

Il
—

< lIbllsmofo,1)-

Next, by (5.9), we find that

=~

n k-1

B, < pition f b by, +bo,, —bg| dv
k=1 j

D —k+1

I
(=]
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n k-1

< >0 2 2 0k - ] blismoro.)

k=1 j=0

< lIbllsmofo,1)-

Finally, for Bs, it follows from both the fact I, C Qx—1 and (3.9) that

n
By< y 2t f b= b1, + by, —bo, , +bo, | — b dv
k=1

I, nk

n n
< Z 2k f b= by,,| dv + Z 227" by, — bo,_,|
le=1 Ink k=1
n
k —
+ 32497 |bg, |~ bg)
=1
n n
< Z 2k 4 Z 2k27(n - k)] lIbllBMmOY0,1)
=1 =1
< [1blBmoro0,1)-

Thus, we conclude that I, < [1bllpmojo.1), which, together with (3.8)), further implies the desired
assertion. This finishes the proof of Lemma5.12} O

Applying the above lemma, we obtain the endpoint estimate of the commutator [o, b] with
b € BMOIO0, 1).

Proposition 5.13. Theorems[[3and[L.Alwhen T = o and q = 1 hold true.

Proof. The following two inequalities can be found in Corollary 2 of p. 265] and [26), Corol-
lary 2.3] (see also [43]):

(i) forany f € L0, 1), lo(llrero,1y < CllfllLijo,1), where C is a positive constant independent
of f;

(ii) forany f € H;[0, 1), %||f||H1[0,1) < ||0'(f)||L1[0,1) < Cllflla,10,1), where C is a positive constant
independent of f.

Observe that, in the proofs of both Theorems [[.3]and [[.4, .1)) and (4.2) are only used to show the
following inequality: for any simple co-atom a and for any » € BMOIO0, 1),

(5.10) lU(a, b)llL1j0.1) < lIblIBMOI0,1)

where, for any x € [0, 1),
U(a, b)(x) := o (Ilx(a, b) — b(x)a) (x).

Note that the filtration (¥, ),ez, in this section is regular. Thus, to prove the present proposition, it
is sufficient to show (3.10).
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For any b € BMOIO0, 1) and any simple co-atom a respect to some n € Z, and some Q € A(F,),
we obtain, for any x € [0, 1),

(5.11) UGa b)) = |U (a,b = bg) )

< |or (112 (a, 5 - b)) (0] + [p0) = | @)
Since supp (@) C Q, it follows that

My (a,b = bg) = Ty (a,b = by-1),

which, together with both the boundedness of o from H;[0, 1) to L'[0, 1) and Lemma[&.6] further
implies that

”O— (H2 (a, b- bé))”Ll[O,l) S HH2 (a, b- bé)”Ll[O,l) S [Ibllsvoro.n-

Combining this, (3.11)), and Lemma [3.12] we conclude that (3.10) holds true. This finishes the
proof of Proposition [5.13] i

The following conclusions follow directly from both Proposition 5.13] and Remark .13} we
omit the details.

Corollary 5.14. Let b € BMOIO0, 1) be non-constant. Then
() the commutator [o, b] is bounded from Hi[0, 1) to L'*[0, 1);

(i) Y = Hf [0, 1) is the largest subspace of H1[0, 1) such that the commutator o, b] is bounded
from Y to L'[0, 1).
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