ESTIMATES FOR BELLMAN FUNCTIONS RELATED TO
DYADIC-LIKE MAXIMAL OPERATORS ON WEIGHTED
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ABSTRACT. We provide some new estimates for Bellman type functions for the
dyadic maximal opeator R™ and of maximal operators on martingales related
to weighted spaces. Using a type of symmetrization principle, introduced for
the dyadic maximal operator in earlier works of the authors we introduce
certain conditions on the weight that imply estimate for the maximal operator
on the corresponding weighted space. Also using a well known estimate for the
maximal operator by a double maximal operators on different measures related
to the weight we give new estimates for the above Bellman type functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The dyadic maximal operator on R"” is defined by
1
(1.1) M 4¢(z) = sup {|S|/ |p(u)| du:z €S, S CR"is a dyadic cube}
s

for every ¢ € LIIOC(R”) where the dyadic cubes are the cubes formed by the grids
2-N7Z" for N =0,1,2, ....
As it is well known it satisfies the following weak L? inequality (for martingales

known as Doob’s inequality)
p
(1.2) [Magll, < o1 ¢l

for every p > 1 and every ¢ € LP(R™) which is best possible (see [1], [2] for the
general martingales and [22] for dyadic ones).

An approach for studying more in depth the behavior of this maximal operator is
the introduction of the so called Bellman functions (see [10]) related to them which
reflect certain deeper properties of them by localizing. Such functions related to
the L? inequality (1.2) have been precisely evaluated in [4]. Actually defining for
any p > 1

(13)  By(F.f) =sup {;l /Q (Ml6)P : Avg(eP) = F, Avg(9) = f}
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where @) is a fixed dyadic cube, R runs over all dyadic cubes containing Q, ¢
is nonnegative in LP(Q) and the variables F, f satisfy 0 < f, f? < F which is
independent of the choice of @ (so we may take @ = [0,1]") and where the localized
maximal operator M ¢ is defined as in (1.1) with the dyadic cubes S being assumed
to be contained in the ambient dyadic cube Q. It has been shown in [4] that

7\
(1.4) By(F, f) = Fuw, <F>
where wy, : [0,1] — [1, ;2] is the inverse function of Hy(z) = —(p — 1)z” + pzP~ L

Actually (see [4]) the more general approach of defining Bellman functions with
respect to the maximal operator on a nonatomic probability space (X, ) equipped
with a tree 7 (see Section 2) can be taken and the corresponding Bellman function
is always the same. The fact that the range of wy, is [1, 2] shows in a sense the
extend that the constant in Doob’s inequality can be approached only by functions
whose integral is very small compared to its p-norm. For example for p = 2 we get
the following sharp improvement of Doob’s inequality

(1.5) 1Mzl < 8lls + (I8l5 — I¢l1)2 < 2|6l

which aside from the L? norm of ¢ involves also in a sharp way the variance of ¢.

Here we will be concerned with the behavior of these maximal operators on
weighted spaces. As it is well known for any positive locally integrable function w
on () the estimate

(1.6) /Q (Myg)w < C /Q ow

holds for all ¢ if and only if w is a dyadic A, weight in the sense that
sup{|I|™* (/ w)(/ufr'%l)p_1 : I dyadic subcube of Q} = [w], < 400.
I I

Also it is known that the best possible C is of the order of [w]g/ (p 71), the exponent
being best possible. Related to this one may define the following Bellman function
given a weight w

(L7)  Byu(F.f) :sup{‘%' /Q (M)6)Pw : Avo(¢"w) = F, Avo () = f}

which is finite only if w is in A, and seek estimates for this in order to improve the
above estimate (1.6). One may add more variables to the above Bellman function
as the integrals of w and of w=/®=1 over Q but we will not treat those here.
The estimates here will be proved in the general setting of tree like families on
probability spaces and its related maximal operator, as will be described in the
next section.

‘We will derive two types of estimates related to the above problems. In the first
we will use a related condition on some symmetrization of the weight to find the
exact form of a related to weights Bellman function and this is done in section 2.
Then in section 3 we obtain certain new estimates for the above Bellman function
related to A, with respect to a tree, and to the corresponding maximal operator,
by using an estimate of the maximal operator via two applications of maximal
operators on the same tree but with different measures, and this is described in
section 3.
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There are several other problems in Harmonic Analysis where Bellman func-
tions naturally arise. Such problems (including the dyadic Carleson imbedding and
weighted inequalities) are described in [12] (see also [10], [11]) and also connec-
tions to Stochastic Optimal Control are provided, from which it follows that the
corresponding Bellman functions satisfy certain nonlinear second order PDE.

The exact computation of a Bellman function is a difficult task which is connected
with the deeper structure of the corresponding Harmonic Analysis problem. Thus
far several Bellman functions have been computed (see [1], [2], [4], [14], [15], [18],
[19], [20]). L.Slavin and A.Stokolos [17] linked the Bellman function computation to
solving certain PDE’s of the Monge Ampere type, and in this way they obtained an
alternative proof of the Bellman functions relate to the dyadic maximal operator
in [4]. Also in [20] using the Monge-Ampere equation approach a more general
Bellman function than the one related to the dyadic Carleson imbedding Theorem
has be precisely evaluated thus generalizing the corresponding result in [4].

2. TREES, MAXIMAL OPERATORS AND SYMMETRIZATION

As in [4] we let (X, ) be a nonatomic probability space (i.e. u(X) =1). Two
measurable subsets A, B of X will be called almost disjoint if (AN B) = 0. Then
we give the following.

Definition 1. A set 7 of measurable subsets of X will be called a tree if the
following conditions are satisfied:
(i) X € T and for every I € T we have pu(I) > 0.
(ii) For every I € T there corresponds a finite subset C(I) C T containing at
least two elements such that:
(a) the elements of C(I) are pairwise almost disjoint subsets of I,
(b) I =C().
(i) T = U,u>0 T(m) where Tio)y = {X} and T(my1) = UIET(m) C(I).
(iv) We have lim sup u(I) =0 and T differentiates L.

m— oo 1€T ()

By removing the measure zero exceptional set E(7) = U;cr Ui, necr (J1NJ2)
J1#£J2
we may replace the almost disjointness above by disjointness.

Now given any tree 7 we define the maximal operator associated to it as follows

(2.1) MT¢(x)=sup{ﬂ(ll)/l|¢|dp:meIeT}

for every ¢ € L' (X, ).

The above setting can be used not only for the dyadic maximal operator but
also for the maximal operator on martingales, hence many of the results here can
be viewed as generalizations and refinements of the classical Doob’s inequality.

Also for any locally integrable positive function w on X, which will be called
weight, we denote o = w71, and for any I € T we write w(l) = [;wdp, o(I) =
J; odp. Now we give the following.

Definition 2. A weight w on X will be called A, with respect to T if the following
expression

[w]T,p = [w]p = ?lelg), w(II[):zI)Izp_
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is finite.

A way to study estimates for the above maximal operator is through the sym-
metrization of ¢ as has been introduced in [5] and [13] and used in [8] to evaluate
Bellman functions related to Lorentz norms. In order to apply this in the context
of weights we introduce the following condition on a weight w on X.

Definition 3. A weight w on X will be called Ay if for some equimeasurable rear-
rrangement w** of w on (0,1) (not necessarily decreasing) there exist two constants
¢,a > 0 such that for every t in (0,1] the following estimate holds

1
w**(s) w**(t)
and also
1, %
(2.3) lim tp/ W) g
t—0+ ¢ sP
Note that by writing r(¢t) = “;;i(f ) the first condition implies that r(t) > £ >0
1w (s)

for all ¢ hence lim;_,q+ ft & —ds = +oo and so limy_,+ r(t) = 0. Hence we

conclude that there is a best possible pair (a, c) for each such weight, namely a =
sup, r(t) ! ftl @dt and ¢ = sup,(ar(t) — ftl @dt). We will refer to this pair as
the constants of the corresponding Aj weight w.

Example. Suppose that w**(t) = kt® with k,b € R. Then the above conditions
hold if and only if —1 < b < p — 1 which is exactly the range making w** an A,
weight on (0,1). Moreover the corresponding constants ¢, a can be easily seen to

— 1 —
be a = o5 €= poih

Now we take into consideration the following theorem proved in [13] and [5].

Theorem 1. Let G : [0,+00) — [0,4+00) be non-decrasing, h : (0,1] — R* be
any locally integrable function. Then for any nonatomic probability space (X, u),
equipped with any tree-like family T , for any non-increasing right continuous in-
tegrable function g : (0,1] — R™ and any k € (0,1], the following equality holds
(where by ¥* we denote the decreasing equimeasurable rearrangement of 1 ):en

k
Sup {/0 G[(M71¢)*(t)]h(t)dt : ¢ measurable on X with ¢* = g} _

_ /Oka C /Otg(u)du) h(t)dt.

After this given an A} weight w, we define the following variant of the Bellman
function (1.7).

(24) Bl (F.f) = sup{ / (Mr¢)")Pw* - / (6")Pw™ = F, /X 6= 1}

where here by ¢*, (M7¢)* we denote the equimeasurable decreasing rearrange-
ment of ¢ and M7¢ whereas by w** we denote the equimeasurable rearrangement
of w that appears in the above definition. Note that in case w** is decreasing
Jx (M1 )*)Pw** is greater than or equal to [ (M7 ¢)Pw and fol (¢*)Pw** is greater
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than or equal to [  ®Pw and when w** is increasing then the opposite relations hold.
Then we can prove the following.

Theorem 2. For the above function we have
Bp,w(F7f) =(p—1DPa’Fuw, <(p—1)P—1aPF) .
where c,a are the constants of the A}, weight w, the domain of this function being
all (F, f) such that cf? < (p— 1)P~LaPF.
Pmof In view of the above mentioned result it suffices to consider the expression
fo (¢! fo w)du)Pw** (t)dt when g runs over all nonnegative decreasing

rlght contmuous functions on (0, 1] satisfying fol g(t)dt = f and fol g(t)Pw** (t)dt =
F. We next define the following function on (0, 1)

u(t) = /tl w**p(s) ds+c

S

so that u/(t) = ¢t Pw**(t). Considering first any bounded such function g we com-
pute by integration by parts

/01 u(t)(/ot g(u)du)P~tg(t)dt = 1 /1 u(t)[(/otg(u)du)p]’dt _

:1(/01 g(uw)du)Pu(1) / t_l/ w)du)Pw* (t)zcﬁ—i- ~A(g)

p p p

the integration by parts term lim;_ 4 u( fo u)du)P being zero because of condl-
tion (2.3) since g is assumed bounded. Now using Young’s inequality zy < “ + 7/7

(where p’ = p/(p—1)) in the first integral as follows, (A > 0 to be determined later)
u(t)t

1 t
U w)du)P~t =
A axAg<m> o(t)dt
1 w** 1/p t U p—1
= [ ator @Gty [ty S0 <

combined with the condition < a from the above definition we get

1
s9/Mw>*%m+7/Aﬂ€/ ()™ (t)dt =
P Jo p t Jo
p P’ » -p
:ﬂ g(t)Pw™* dt—l—a)\ / / w)du)Pw**(t )dtza/\—F—l—a)\—lAw(g).
p p p
Therefore we have by writing A\’ = Ja(B8 + 1), 8 > 0 and using the above

inequalities we get that

(5+ 17" (0= 1)@ F = (p = Vef?

ﬂ) (»—1) '

Next, given an arbitrary g, the above estimate can be used for the truncations
gv = min(g, M) and F, f replaced by the corresponding quantities for gp; and

then take M — +oo and use monotone convergence to infer that (2.5) holds for
the general nonnegative decreasing right continuous function on (0, 1] satisfying

fol g(t)dt = f and fol g(t)Pw**(t)dt = F. Moreover since A, (g) > 0 the inequality

(2.5) Ay(g) < (1+
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(2.5) implies that (8+1)P~1(p—1)PaP F—(p—1)cfP > 0 for every 3 > 0 and so letting
B — 07 we conclude that (F, f) must satisfy the inequality cf? < (p — 1)P~taPF
given in the statement of the Theorem.

Writing A = (p — 1)Pa?F and B = (p — 1)cf? it is easy to compute (see for
example [4] pg. 326) that the minimum possible value of the right hand side of
(2.5) is equal to Aw, (%)p. This proves the inequality

(2.6) By w(F, f) < (p—1)a’Fu, ((p_f)];:app> '

Now we consider the continuous positive decreasing function
(2.7) ga(t) = f(1—a)t™®

where 0 < o < 1, and any A weight w that is equimeasurable to

(2.8) w () =kt’, k>0,-1<b<p—1

1 1 s P(1—a)P .
Clearly [ ga(t)dt = f and [ go(t)Pw**(t)dt = % assuming that o < %.
Next note that %fot go(u)du = “71“_(2 for all ¢ € (0,1] and so we have Ay (gq) =

P
=~ fol Jo(t)Pw**(t)dt. The condition fol ga(t)Pw**(t)dt = F is then equivalent
to the following equation in «

1—a)? F
(2.9) (d-ar _F
1+b—ap kf4
To study this equation we write
p—1—-0b 1
p—1 1—-—«

(2.10) z=

and note that (2.9) is then equivalent to

P p—1L _ kfp
(2.11) —(p—1)2P +pPt = (ELypiF
thus

o kf?
(2.12) =t )

and so using (2.10)

p—1 kf?
(2.13) Au(ga) = ( )P Fup(—5= )-
p—1-> (pglib)p—lF
But now note that the constants c,a of the weight w are a = jfb, c= jfb
P p

and so

PP cf? ’
(2.14) Au(ga) = (p— 1)Pa’Fw, ((p_l)plapp)

and moreover by varying k,b with —1 < b < p — 1 we can achieve all possible pairs
of constants ¢, a. This completes the proof. O
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3. ESTIMATION VIA DOUBLE MAXIMAL OPERATORS

Here we will use an inequality introduced by A. Lerner, see [3], for the nondyadic
case. We fix p > 1, let w be an A, weight with respect to the tree 7 and we denote
for any I in 7, w(I) = [;wdp, o = w T, o(I) = [;odu. Also by My, we
denote the maximal operator with respect to the tree 7 but when X is equipped
by the measure wy instead of i, and similarly for M7 . Then the following holds.

Proposition 1. Let w be an A, weight with respect to the tree T and T -constant

[w]p = sup;er % Then for any ¢ we have the following pointwise estimate

(Mz¢)P~ < [w]p M7 0[(M71 o (¢ 1))P w1,

Proof. The proof follows from the following inequalities valid for any I € 7.

(G o) =5 (55 i o))

< [w]pw(ll)/IMT,g(qﬁol)plwlwdﬂ

since Mz ,(¢po1)(z) > ﬁ [; ¢o~todp for every x in I. O

As a first application of this fixing a tree 7 on a probability space (X, u) and
given an A, weight w in the sense of Definition 2, we define the following general-
ization of the Bellman function (1.7), where p > 1

61 BLEH=sw [ Mropuds: [ Gwdn=F, [ odu=1)
b'e X X
and we have the following estimates

Theorem 3. For any tree T on a probability space (X, u) and any A, weight w
and any ¢ with [ Pwdp = F, [ ¢pdp = f we have

/ (Mr¢)Pwdp <
X

P

7 )pw, (Jx o7 wdp)”
o(XptE) T w(XP 1 Fup (socdirr )

(3.2) < [w]zl/(p_l)pr (

o(X)P—1F

In particular

’ P P
(33) BLu(F.) < 7 0, (i )

Proof. By applying estimate (1.12) after Theorem 1 in [4] for the exponent p’ = p”j

to the function p = (M1 ,(¢o~1))P"lw™1 and with respect to the tree 7 but on
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the probability space (X, w(#X)wd,u) (where as usual w(X) = [, wdp) we get

L p P, dp
[zu],l,/(”_l)/x(MT¢) Wduéw(X)/X(MT,wP) ww(X) <

’ pl

’ d,
Jx PP ww&)

(3.4) < w(X) /X PP w ot w (

/
/

P
P

Note that (as proved in [4]) the function zw, (y) is increasing in  and de-

x

creasing in y. Now we have
atey = | (Mro(eo )P gty = [ (607 gty = [ 07wk
PW5x) 7,000 w(Xx) = o w(X) W (X)

X X X X

and using estimate (1.12) after Theorem 1 in [4] for the exponent p to the function
p = ¢o~! and with respect to the tree 7 but on the probability space (X, ﬁadu)

we get (since o~ (P~ = )

[ 7 wdu= [ Otro(o e wd = [ (raloo™)Podu <
X X X

Ux 9o o587\
_ d a(X) _
o) [ 60 Py (fxwal)pag?éz) )

' ([x ddp)? i fP P
3.5 = Pwdfs. =F — ] .
(3.5) /X PPwdp.wy <0_(X)p—1 fX orwdp Wp o(X)P-1F
Now combining the above estimates we get
1
- P
[w];l)/(p_l) /X(MTQs) wdp <
P P p=10d )P
(36) S F(Up <()(J)cp_1P1) Wp' (fX ¢ w ,u’) - 5
g w(X)P'~1Fuw, (W)

which proves (3.2). Since wy (z) < p,’il = p the estimate (3.3) follows also. O

To get lower bounds for the Bellman function we invoke the following construc-
tion.

Fixing a with 0 < a < 1 and using Lemma 1 in [4], we fix now a tree 7,
for example the dyadic subintervals of [0, 1], and choose for every I € T a family
F(I) C T of pairwise almost disjoint subsets of I such that

(3.7) > uld) =1 —a)ul).
JeF(I)

Then we define S = S, to be the smallest subset of 7 such that X € S and for
every I € S, F(I) C S. Next for every I € S we define the set

(3.8) Ar=1\ |J J

JeF(I)
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and note that p(A;) = ap(l) and I = U Ay for every I € §. Also since § =

Jjes
JCI

Upns0 Sim) where Sqg) = {X} and S(y1) = UIeS(m) F(I), we can define rank(l) =
r(I) for I € S to be the unique integer m such that I € S,,) and remark that
> p(J)=(1—a)™u(l) for every I € S.
S>JCI
r(J)=r(I)+m
Next for any A, > 0 we define the function

(3.9) = > 2 s,
1eS
and we have for any I € S the following

1 (@,
(3.10) 5 = ==
Hence taking
(3.11) b= AN xar wa =3 Xorsxa,
Ies IeS
we have for any I € S
1
1 p—1 D
H 1=l -a)l-7""(1-a)

thus w, is an A, weight but with respect to the tree S, on (X, 1) and with [wq],
equal to the right hand side of the above relation. Moreover

o
(313) M‘Sd)a = IES /¢ad,uXAI - 1_ 'Y(]- — O[) ¢(x-
However the values of such functions on each A; where r(I) = m is of the form
A (1-a) s
(3.14) Vm = al—a)m /(1a)m+1 u’du

for some real numbers A, s > 0 and as it is proved in Lemma 3 of [8] these behave
like functions of the form At* on (0, 1] as we approach the limit o — 0*. Hence
by taking a sequence a,, — 0 considering the trees 7, = S,,, on (X,u) and
using the construction for the lower bound in the proof of Theorem 2, choosing the
constants k,b (=1 < b < p — 1) appropriately in (2.8) according to the conditions

a= ﬁ» ¢ = ka, b+1 =z, H%(pﬁ;ib)pfl = h from the restrictions below which
give £ ;i;b = wy(#) we conclude the following.

Proposition 2. Given appropriate F, f, h, z there exists a sequence of trees T,, on
(X, 1) and two sequences (¢n,) and (wy,) of positive measurable functions on (X, )
such that [y ¢mdp — f, [ O wmdp — F, each wy, is an A, weight with respect
to the tree T,, with [wy,], — h and fX Wydp — z such that

. zfP\" 1
(3.15) n}gnoo X(MquSm) W dp > Fuw, (hF wp(ﬁ) P,

The above proposition implies a lower bound on the class of functions Bg: w(Fs f)
when viewed over all trees 7 and corresponding A, weights w.
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