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New Martingale Inequalities and Applications to Fourier Analysis

Guangheng Xie, Ferenc Weisz, Dachun Yang" and Yong Jiao

Abstract Let (Q, 7, P) be a probability space and ¢ : Q X [0, c0) — [0, o) be a Musielak—
Orlicz function. In this article, the authors prove that the Doob maximal operator is bounded
on the Musielak—Orlicz space L#(Q2). Using this and extrapolation method, the authors then
establish a Fefferman—Stein vector-valued Doob maximal inequality on L#(€2). As appli-
cations, the authors obtain the dual version of the Doob maximal inequality and the Stein
inequality for L#(Q), which are new even in weighted Orlicz spaces. The authors then
establish the atomic characterizations of martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces Hy(€2),
P,(Q), Q,(Q), Hg (Q) and Hf,}l (). From these atomic characterizations, the authors further
deduce some martingale inequalities between different martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
spaces, which essentially improve the corresponding results in Orlicz space case and are
also new even in weighted Orlicz spaces. By establishing the Davis decomposition on
Hg (Q) and ny (Q), the authors obtain the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality associated
with Musielak—Orlicz functions. Finally, using the previous martingale inequalities, the au-
thors prove that the maximal Fejér operator is bounded from H,[0, 1) to L?[0, 1), which
further implies some convergence results of the Fejér means; these results are new even for
the weighted Hardy spaces.

1 Introduction

As is well known, the martingale theory has been well developed since Doob [19]. Using
a maximal inequality, which is now called the Doob maximal inequality, Doob [19] proved the
basic almost sure convergence properties of the martingales. This topic have been studied partic-
ularly intensively by Burkholder. As for probability theory, specially for martingale theory, the
references greatly influence us are [19, 23, 32, 64, 77] and the articles [9, 10, 11]. Notice that the
martingale theory has an extensive application in dyadic harmonic analysis, we refer the reader to
the monographes [68, 77, 78].

LetZ, := {O}JUN := {0, 1,.. .}, (Q, ¥, P) be a probability space, {¥,},cz, an increasing sequence
of sub-c-algebras of ¥ and {E,},c7, the associated conditional expectations. For any n € Z, and
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measurable function f, the Doob maximal operators M, (f) and M(f) are defined, respectively, by
setting

(1.I) M, (f) := sup [Ei(f)] and M(f) := sup [E,(f)I.

0<i<n nezy

Let p € (0,00) and w be a weight, the weighted Lebesgue space LP (€2, w dP) is defined to be the
set of all measurable functions f on  such that

1A Nlzr (o, wap) == [L [ f () Pw(x) dP]p < oo.

In 1977, Izumisawa and Kazamaki [33] obtained that w € A, (Q) (see Section 2 below for its defi-
nition) for some pg € (1, co) implies that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L” (€2, w dP)
for any p € (pg, o0). After this, Long [50, Theorem 6.6.3] improved their result by proving that
w € A,(Q) with p € (1, o) if and only if the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L”(Q, w dP).
Recently, the sharp weighted Doob maximal inequalities have been studied by Osekowski [59, 60].

On another hand, the classical Fefferman—Stein vector-valued inequality was proved by Fef-
ferman and Stein in their celebrated paper [20]. Later, Andersen and John [1, Theorem 3.1] es-
tablished the weighted version of the vector-valued inequality for the Hardy—Littlewood maximal
operator. For the Doob maximal operator, Jiao et al. [37, Theorem 6.1] proved the Fefferman—
Stein theorem in rearrangement invariant spaces, Hytonen et al. [32, Theorem 3.2.7] gave a version
in the Banach-valued setting.

The well-known Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality was proved by Burkholder et al. in their
excellent article [10, Theorem 1.1], and is read as follows: Let @ : [0, o) — [0, c0) be an Orlicz
function. If @ is convex and there exists a positive constant C such that, for any 4 € (0, 00),
®(21) < CD(A), then, for any martingale [ := (f,)nez,

(1.2) Lq)(S(f))dP~L®(M(f))dP,

where S(f) = (X2 1fu — fuz11)'/? and the equivalent positive constants are independent of f.
After their outstanding work, Bonami and Lépingle [7, Theorem 1] proved the weighted version
of (1.2). Then Johnson and Schechtman [41, Theorem 3] extended (1.2) to the setting of rear-
rangement invariant function spaces.

Moreover, more martingale inequalities were recently studied by Osgkowski [61, 62], Kikuchi
[44,45,46] and Ho [31, 30]. Especially, Bafuelos and Osgkowski studied the weighted martingale
inequalities in [3, 4]. We refer the reader to recent monographs [32, 63, 64] for more discussions
on martingale inequalities. On another hand, various martingale Hardy spaces were considered
in many articles, for instance, martingale Hardy spaces, martingale Lorentz Hardy spaces and
martingale variable Hardy spaces were studied by Weisz [76, 77, 75] and Jiao et al. [49, 40, 39,
35, 38]. Moreover, martingale Lorentz—Karamata Hardy spaces and multi-parameter martingale
Hardy spaces were investigated by Ho [29], Jiao et al. [36] and Weisz [75]. Variable martingale
Hardy spaces, martingale Morrey Hardy spaces, martingale BLO spaces, martingale Besov spaces
and Tribel-Lizorkin spaces were studied by Nakai et al. [56, 55, 57, 52, 66]. Martingale Musielak—
Orlicz Hardy spaces were dealt with by Xie at al. in [79] which mainly concern Musielak—Orlicz
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Hardy spaces determined by Musielak—Orlicz functions of uniformly upper type p = 1 only (see
Definition 2.9 below for its definition).

The theory of martingales has an extensive application in dyadic Fourier analysis; see, for
example, the monographes by Schipp et al. [68] and Golubov et al. [25]. In particular, Walsh—
Fourier series were investigated for example in the monographes [68, 25] and the article [78].
Besides the partial sums (s f)ren (see Section 6 below for its definition) of the Walsh—Fourier
series of a martingale f, many articles (see, for example, [40, 74]) also considered the Fejér means
defined by setting

n

1
(1.3) ouf == Y sifs ¥nel.
n
k=1
It is known that, to obtain some convergence results for the Fejér means, one needs to investigate

the maximal Fejér operator o, defined by setting, for any martingale f,

o.f = suplo, fl.
neN
In [74, 78], using dyadic martingale theory, Weisz proved that the maximal operator o is bounded
from H,[0, 1) to LP[0, 1) for any given p € (%, o). Very recently, Jiao et al. [40, Theorem 7.15]
investigated the boundedness of o, from variable Hardy spaces to variable Lebesgue spaces.
Recall that a function ¢ : Q X [0,00) — [0, 00) is called a Musielak—Orlicz function if for
any x € Q, the function ¢(x,-) : [0,00) — [0, 00) is an Orlicz function, namely, ¢(x, -) is non-
decreasing, ¢(x,0) = 0 and lim,—,« ¢(x, f) = oo, and the function ¢(-, f) is a measurable function for
any given t € [0, o). The Musielak—Orlicz space L¥(Q)) is defined to be the set of all measurable
functions f with finite Luxemburg (also called as the Luxemburg—Nakano) norms ||fl|r¢q) defined
by setting

I fllz¢(@) := inf {/l € (0,00) : fggo(x, [f(0)]/ ) dP(x) < 1}.

It was originated by Nakano [58] and developed by Musielak and Orlicz [53, 54].

Observe that Musielak—Orlicz spaces are the natural generalization of many important spaces.
For example, let p € (0,00), w be a weight, ® an Orlicz function and p(-) : RY — [1,00]
a measurable function. If ¢(x,7) := P, w(x)t?, ®(r) or t"® for any x € R¢ and t € (0, ),
then L¥(R?) become the classical Lebesgue spaces, the weighted Lebesgue spaces, Orlicz spaces
(see, for example, [65]) or the variable Lebesgue spaces (see, for example, [14]), respectively.
Moreover, if ¢(x,t) := tP + w(x)t? for any x € Réand t € (0,00), 1 < p < q < oo, we obtain
the double phase functionals (see, for example, [5, 13]). For more examples, see Example 2.16
below. The Musielak—Orlicz spaces not only have their own interest, but they are also very useful
in partial differential equations [2, 5, 28, 26], in calculus of variations [13], in image restoration
[27,43] and in fluid dynamics [73, 51].

Furthermore, Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces on R¢ are fruitful in dealing with many prob-
lems of analysis; see, for example, [12, 48, 34, 80]. Especially, they naturally appear in the
endpoint estimates for the div-curl lemma and the commutators of Caldrén—Zygmund operators
(see [6, 8, 80]). See also the monograph [80] for a detailed and complete survey of the recent
progress related to the real-variable theory and its applications of Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces.
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Although the theory of Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces has rapidly been developed in recent years,
the corresponding martingale theory associated with Musielak—Orlicz functions has not yet been
developed well.

In this article, we first obtain the boundedness of the Doob maximal operator on L¥(Q2). Us-
ing this and extrapolation method, we prove the weighted Fefferman—Stein vector-valued Doob
maximal inequality and a Fefferman—Stein vector-valued inequality on L¥(€2). As applications,
we obtain the dual version of the Doob maximal inequality, the weak type maximal inequality and
the Stein inequality on L¥(Q), which are new even in weighed Orlicz spaces. Then we establish
the atomic characterizations of martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces H;(Q), Py(Q), 0,(Q),
Hg (Q) and HQ’I (Q), which is totally different from the classical martingale Hardy spaces (see, for
example, [76]) and the classical martingale Orlicz Hardy spaces (see, for example, [52]). Using
these atomic characterizations, we explore the relationship among these martingale Musielak—
Orlicz Hardy spaces. Our theorems improve the Orlicz case [52, Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6]
of Miyamoto et al. Moreover, our martingale inequalities partially improve Kazamaki [42, Theo-
rem 1]. Since Musielak—Orlicz functions unify the weight and the Orlicz function, and Musielak—
Orlicz spaces are not rearrangement invariant, it is natural to ask whether or not (1.2) still holds true
on L#(€)). We give an affirmative answer to this question. Indeed, by establishing the Davis de-
composition of Hf, (Q) and H% (Q), we obtain the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality on L?(€2).
Finally, using the previous martingale inequalities, some applications in Fourier analysis are pre-
sented in this article. We prove that the maximal Fejér operator is bounded from H,[0, 1) to
L?[0,1). As a consequence, we obtain several convergence results on both the partial sums and
the Fejér means of the Walsh—Fourier series. In particular, both the boundedness of the maximal
Fejér operator and the convergence results are new even for the weighted Hardy as well as for the
(weighted) Orlicz Hardy spaces.

To be precise, this article is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we first recall some notation and notions on martingale theory, Musielak—Orlicz
functions and weights. Then we give some properties and examples of Musielak—Orlicz functions.

In Section 3, with the help of [47, Theorem 2.7], we first prove that the Doob maximal operator
M is bounded on L¥(Q); see Theorem 3.2 below. Via this, we prove the weak type inequality
and the dual version of the Doob maximal inequality; see Theorems 3.3 and 3.5 below. Then,
using the extrapolation theorem (see Theorem 3.9 below, which is a variant of [16, Theorem 3.9]
on probability spaces), we obtain the weighted Fefferman—Stein inequality for the Doob maximal
operator; see Theorem 3.11 below. By establishing a vector-valued version (see Theorem 3.10
below) of the extrapolation theorem (see Theorem 3.9), we also obtain the Fefferman—Stein vector-
valued inequality on L¥(Q) (see Theorem 3.12 below). The extrapolation theorems in L#(RY) were
proved by Cruz—Uribe and Hést6 [15]. However, the extrapolation theorems in [15] need to use
the fact that the maximal operator is bounded on the dual spaces. It is hard to obtain an explicit
expression of the dual space of L#(€) and hence the boundedness of the maximal operator on it
is difficult to obtain. However, the dual space of the weighted Lebesgue space L”(Q, wdP) is
already known (see, for example, [16, Theorem 3.9]), which enables us to obtain the extrapolation
theorem for the weighted Lebesgue space LP(£2, w dP) (see Theorem 3.10). Using both this and an
interpolation theorem of sublinear operator on L¥(Q) (see Theorem 3.1 below), we prove Theorem
3.12. Remarkably, our method skillfully avoids the requirement that the Doob maximal operator is
bounded on the dual space of L¥(Q). It should be mentioned that Theorem 3.12 is a probabilistic
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version of [15, Corollary 6.1] and Theorem 3.12 covers the unknown weighted Orlicz case; see
Remark 3.13. Via Theorem 3.12, we totally cover the Stein inequality [71, Theorem 3.8], which
is further generalized to the Musielak—Orlicz case; see Theorem 3.14 below.

The target of Section 4 is to establish the atomic characterizations of five Musielak—Orlicz
martingale Hardy spaces, Hg” (), Py(Q), H;(Q), pr (€2) and Q,(L2); see Theorems 4.1, 4.4 and
4.6 below. The above five martingale Hardy spaces include weighted martingale Hardy spaces,
martingale Orlicz—Hardy spaces in [52], weighted martingale Orlicz—-Hardy spaces, and variable
martingale Hardy spaces in [38, 40] as special cases (see also Remark 2.2 below for more details).
Unlike the classical case [80, Theorem 1.3.17], we introduce a new type of atoms which allow us
to eliminate the inaccuracy of the growth properties of ¢, which is totally different from the articles
[76, 29, 36, 75, 52, 79]. This is a key idea to improve martingale inequalities [79, Theorem 1.9].
Moreover, our atomic characterizations of Musielak—Orlicz martingale Hardy spaces totally cover
the variable martingale Hardy spaces, the weighted martingale Hardy spaces and the weighted
martingale Orlicz—Hardy spaces; see Remark 4.8 below. In particular, the atomic characterizations
of H% (QQ) and Hg (QQ) are new even for martingale Hardy spaces. It should be point out that the
classical argument used in the proof of [77, Theorem 2.2] does not work for Hg’ (Q) and pr (Q).
To overcome this difficulty, we construct appropriate stopping times under the regularity condition
(see Lemma 4.7 below), which is another key idea of this article.

Section 5 is devoted to proving the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality and to improving [79,
Theorem 1.9]; see Theorems 5.7, 5.12 and 5.16 below. To be precise, via atomic characterizations,
we first investigate some o-sublinear operators defined on weighted martingale Hardy spaces; see
Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 below. Three important examples of such operators are S, s and M, respec-
tively, as in (2.1), (2.2) and (1.1). Then we establish the relationships among five Musielak—Orlicz
martingale Hardy spaces Hg” (L), Py(Q), H;(Q), Hf; (Q) and Q,(Q); see Theorem 5.7 below. It
is noteworthy that Theorem 5.7 totally improves Miyamoto et al. [52, Theorem 2.5 and Corol-
lary 2.6] (see Remark 5.8 below). Then we prove the Burkholder—-Davis—Gundy inequality in
L?(Q) (Theorems 5.12 and 5.16). Remarkably, an important tool in the proof of the Burkholder—
Davis—Gundy inequality (see [7, Theorem 1] and [41, Theorem 3]) is the extensions of the good-A
inequalities, which invented by Burkholder and Gundy [11] (see also [9, Lemma 7.1]). However,
good-A inequalities do not work anymore in the present setting. The reason behind this is that
the space variant x and the growth variant # appeared in the considered Musielak—Orlicz function
¢(x, ) are inseparable. Using the dual version of the Doob maximal inequality and the Davis de-
composition of martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces, we give the proof of Theorems 5.12
and 5.16. Our method is different from the classical proofs of [9, Theorem 15.1] and [7, Theo-
rem 1] (see also [50, Theorem 6.6.9]), because we did not use the good-A inequality. Despite the
fact that our Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality covers several cases (see Example 2.16), the
assumptions are not stronger than that of Bonami and Lépingle [7, Theorem 1]; see Remark 5.18
below. Using the Doob maximal inequality and the Burkholder—Gundy inequality, we then prove
that the martingale transform operator is bounded on L¥(Q) (see Theorem 5.21 below).

We point out, under the condition that ¢ is of uniformly lower type p, € (0, 1) and upper type
p:; = 1 (see Definition 2.9 below for their definitions), Xie et al. [79, Theorems 1.4, 1.5 and
1.9] established the atomic characterizations of martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces Hy(€2),
P,(Q) and Q,(£2), and further explored the relationships among five martingale Musielak—Orlicz
Hardy spaces HQ’I (Q), Py(Q), H;;(Q), Hg () and Q,(L2). In this article, via introducing a new
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kind of atoms (see Definition 2.3 below), we then remove the above restriction in [79] that ¢ is of
uniformly lower type p, € (0, 1) and upper type p:; = 1 (see Theorems 4.1 and 4.4 below). More-
over, differently from [79], we also establish the atomic characterizations of Hg () and H% Q)
(see Theorem 4.6 below). These improved (or new) atomic characterizations further induce the
corresponding improvement on the relationships among these martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
spaces. Here, we also allow that the considered Musielak—Orlicz function is of the uniformly
lower type index p, € (0, %) and the uniformly upper type index p:; € (0, c0), which cause some
extra difficulties, because now these martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces have wider gen-
erality than those in [79], which cover, for example, all weighted martingale Hardy spaces and
weighted martingale Orlicz-Hardy spaces, while those martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces
in [79] cover only part of them. We point out that both the new atomic characterizations of these
martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces and the technical lemma on appropriate stopping times
(Lemma 4.7) established in Section 4 play an essential role in overcoming these extra difficulties.

In Section 6, we introduce the Walsh system and the Fejér means. We then prove that the
partial sum of the Walsh—Fourier series is uniformly bounded in L¥[0, 1) (see Theorem 6.1 below).
Moreover, we show that the Walsh—Fourier series is converges in the L#[0, 1)-norm (see Corollary
6.2 below).

Finally, in Section 7, we prove that the maximal Fejér operator is bounded from the Musielak—
Orlicz Hardy space H,[0, 1) to L?[0, 1) (see Theorem 7.7 below). Theorem 7.7 is new even for the
weighted Hardy spaces as well as for (weighted) Orlicz Hardy spaces (see Theorems 7.9 and 7.10).
Moreover, we also obtain the consequences about the convergence of the Fejér means (o7, f),en of
a martingale f (see Corollary 7.11 below).

Now, we fix some conventions on notation used in this article. Throughout the article, we
always let N := {1,2,...}, Z; := N U {0} and C denote a positive constant, which may vary
from line to line. For any p € (0, ), we denote by p’ the conjugate exponent to p, namely,
1/p+1/p” = 1. We use the symbol f < g to denote that there exists a positive constant C such
that f < Cg. The symbol f ~ g is used as an abbreviation of f < g < f. We also use the following
convention: If f < Cgand g = hor g < h, we then write f < g ~ hor f < g < h, rather than
fSg=hor f<g<h. Forany subset E of Q), we use 1 to denote its characteristic function.

2 Preliminaries

This section includes some basic notions and lemmas used in later sections.

Denote by M the set of all martingales f := (f,)nez, related to {F,}uez, such that fo = 0.
Let 7 be the set of all stopping times related to {#,},cz,. For any f € M and v € 7, we write
SV = A{fvanlnez, to denote the stopped martingale and B, := {x € Q : v(x) < oo}.

Now we recall the definition of the martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces. For any f € M,
denote its martingale difference by

dof i= fo— fio1,  VneN.

Then the quadratic variations S ,,(f) and S (f), and the conditional quadratic variations s,(f) and
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s(f) of a martingale f are defined, respectively, by setting, for any n € N,

1

2.1) Su(f) 1= [Z |d,-f|2} . S := {Z |d,-f|2}
i=1 i=1

1
2
H

(2.2) sal(f) 1= {ZEH |dl-f|2) and  s(f) = {ZEH |dl-f|2) :
i=1

i=1

Let A be the collection of all nondecreasing, nonnegative and adapted sequences (A,,),ez, of func-
tions. Recall that a sequence (4,),cz, of functions is said to be adapted if, for any n € Z,, 4, is
¥, measurable. Let Ay, := lim,_, 4,. For any f € M, let

A[P(f) == {(Anez, €A1 |fol < Aymy forany n e N, Ao € LY(Q)}
and
ALQI(f) = {(Anez, €A Syu(f) < Ay foranyn e N, A, € LY(Q)}.

Definition 2.1. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. The martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
spaces H:;(Q), pr (Q), H;(Q), P,(Q) and Q,(Q) are defined, respectively, as follows:

HY(Q) = {f € M Il = IM(Dlie) < oo}
HY(Q) = {f € M Ifllgs () = IS (Dllzeq) < o}

H(Q) = {f € M: Il = Is(Hlle) < o0},

inf ||/loo||L<P Q) <
(An)nez, EA[PH(Q)] “

Py(Q) := {f e M Ifllp, =
and

0, (Q) = {f e M: fllg, = leollze@) < °°}~

inf

(An)nez, EA[Qp(V)]
Remark 2.2. The above five martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces are the generalization of
several known martingale Hardy spaces. For example, let p € (0, o), w be a weight, ® an Orlicz
function on (0, o) and p(-) : Q — [1, o] a measurable function. If ¢(x, 1) := w(x)t?, ®(t), "™ or
w(x)®(r) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, o0), then the corresponding martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
space becomes, respectively, the weighted martingale Hardy space, the martingale Orlicz—Hardy
space (see [52, p. 671]), the variable martingale Hardy space (see [40, Chapter 2]) or the weighted
martingale Orlicz—Hardy space.
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Definition 2.3. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. A measurable function a is called a (¢, c0),-
atom if there exists a stopping time v related to {¥F,},cz, (v is called the stopping time associated
with a) such that

(1) a, =E,a=0ifv >n,

(i) lIs(@)llz=s,) < ||13V||Z$(Q)-
Similarly, (¢, 00)g-atoms and (g, o)y-atoms are defined, respectively, via replacing (ii) in the
above definition by
IS @I,y < 1,174
and
IM@Iz,) < 11,114

Let r € (0,00). Denote by A(p, ) (resp., As (g, 00) or Ap(p, 00)) the set of all sequences

of triples {,uk,ak, VM ez, where {/lk}keZ are non-negative real numbers, {1z are (g, c0)s-atoms

(resp., (p, 00)g-atoms or (¢, 00)y-atoms), and (VKhez € T satisfying (i) and (ii) of Definition 2.3,

and also
"
} < 00,

L?(Q)

,Uleyk
s ;o)

Definition 2.4. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function and r € (0,00). The atomic martingale
Musielak-Orlicz Hardy space H%"* () (resp., HE ™ (@), HES(Q)) is defined to be the space

at,r at,r

of all f € M satisfying that there exists a sequence of triples, {,uk, d* V¥er € A(p, 00) (resp.,

As (¢, ) or Ayy(p, 00)), such that, for any n € Z,,
2.3) D =t

keZ

Moreover, let

W, |
. Wk
||f||H:ﬁ,’or0,x(Q) (resp., ||f||H§1°,°’S @’ ||f||H:ﬁ,’oro,M(Q)) = inf lz {—| } } < 00,

A L)

where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of f as above.

The stochastic basis {F,},e7, 1s said to be regular if there exists a positive constant R such that,
forany n € N,

(2.4) Jo < R

holds true for any nonnegative martingale (f;),cz, -

The weights we consider in this article are special weights, that is, the martingales generated
by a strictly positive ¢ € L'(Q). To be precise, let ¢(-,1) := {@n(-, D}nez, be the martingale
generated by ¢(-, f) for any ¢ € [0, o). For simplicity, we still use ¢(:, ) to denote the martingale
¢C. 1) 1= {@nC, Dhnez.

The definition of A, weights for martingales was introduced by Izumisawa and Kazamaki in
[33], which is now generalized to the Musielak—Orlicz case as follows.
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Definition 2.5. Let g € [1, 00). A positive Musielak—Orlicz function ¢ : Q X [0, c0) — [0, o0) is
said to satisfy the uniformly A,(L2) condition if there exists a positive constant K such that, when
q € (1, 00),

q-1
sup E, (o), 1) [En (go_q%l ) -, t)] < K P-almost everywhere, VneZ,
1€(0,00)

and, when g = 1,

sup E,(@)(, 1)

< K P-almost everywhere, VneZ,.
1€(0,00) @(, 1)

@ is said to satisfy A (Q) if ¢ € A4(€2) for some g € [1, o0).
It is easy to see that, for any p, g € (1,00) with p < g, A1(Q) C A,(Q) C Ay(Q) C An(Q).
Assuming that ¢ is a Musielak—Orlicz function, let
q(p) :=inf {q €ll,o): pe Aq(Q)}.

The following S condition appears naturally in the weighted martingale inequalities. For more
discussions, see Doléans—Dade and Meyer [17] and also Bonami and Lépingle [7].

Definition 2.6. Let 7 € [0, c0). The martingale ¢(-, ) := {¢,(:, #)} ez, 18 said to satisty the uniformly
S condition, denoted by ¢ € S, if there exists a positive constant K such that, for any ¢ € [0, ),
n € N and almost every w € Q,

1
(2'5) ?‘Pn—l(wa t) S ‘Pn(w, t) S K‘Pn—l(wa t)'

The conditions S~ and S* denote two parts of S satisfying only the left or the right hand side of
the preceding inequalities, respectively.

The following lemma comes from Doléans—Dade and Meyer [17] (see also [50, Corollary
6.3.3)]).

Lemma 2.7. Let p € (1,00) and w be a weight. If w € A,(Q) N S~, then there exists a positive
constant € such that w € A,_g(Q).

Bonami and Lépingle [7, Section 3] gave an example to illustrate that there exists a weight
w € Ap(Q), while w & (U ge(0,00) Ap-e(Q).

Lemma 2.8. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function and ¢ € Aw(QQ). If the stochastic basis {Fplnez,
is regular, then ¢ € S.

Proof. Since ¢ € A(Q), it follows that there exists an index p € (1, c0) such that ¢ € A,(£2). For
any x € Q and ¢ € (0, ), let

1

ox, 1) = (e, D] 7T and  @u(x, 1) == By (@(, ) (x), n€Z,.
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Then, by the Holder inequality of the conditional expectation and ¢ € A,(€2), we find that there
exists a positive constant K such that, for any n € Z,,

P p-1
1= [En (ﬁ@l’)] < ¢n [En (¢—ﬁ)] = 0.0, <K

From this and the regularity, we deduce that, for any n € N,

¢on-1 <KG, ) < KRG < KR g,

where R is a positive constant as in (2.4). This implies that ¢ € S™. Notice that the right hand side
of (2.5) follows from the regularity condition (2.4). Thus, we have ¢ € S, which completes the
proof of Lemma 2.8. O

Definition 2.9. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. For any p € (0, ), ¢ is said to be of
uniformly lower (resp., upper) type p if there exists a positive constant C(,), depending on p, such
that, for any x € Q and ¢ € [0, ), 5 € (0, 1) (resp., s € [1, o)),

(2.6) @(x, s1) < CipysPp(x, ).

Remark 2.10. Obviously, if ¢ is both of uniformly lower type p; and of uniformly upper type
D2, then p; < po. Moreover, if ¢ is of uniformly lower (resp., upper) type p, then, it is also of
uniformly lower (resp., upper) type p for any p € (0, p) (resp., p € (p, ©)).

Definition 2.11. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. For any given r € (0, o), let
o (x, 1) = @(x,1), YxeQ, Yrel0,).
The following lemma can be proved with standard arguments, the details being omitted.

Lemma 2.12. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. Then, for any measurable function f and
r € (0, ), it holds true that

1A eg0.1) = 1 Vzer 10,1y -

Lemma 2.13. Assumed that r € (0,00). If ¢ is a Musielak—Orlicz function of uniformly lower
(resp., upper) type p € (0, ), then ¢, is of uniformly lower (resp., upper) type pr.

Proof. The desired result follows from the fact that, for any x € Q, s € (0, 1) and ¢ € (0, o),
@r(x, st) = @(x, s'1) < Cipys” plx, 1) = Cpys” @r(x, 1),
where C(,) is the positive constant as in (2.6). This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.13. O

Definition 2.14. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. Then the function

2.7 @' (x, 1) = sup [ur—@(x,u)], YxeQ, Yre(0,),

ue(0,00)

is said to be complimentary to .
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Let us denote by ¢} the complimentary function to ¢,.
The following lemma gives the relationship between the Musielak—Orlicz function and its com-
plimentary function.

Lemma 2.15. Suppose that ¢ is a Musielak—Orlicz function and ¢* its complimentary function. If
@ is of uniformly lower (resp., upper) type p with p € (1, 0), then ¢* is of uniformly upper (resp.,
lower) type p’.

Proof. Suppose that ¢ is of uniformly lower type p, namely, there exists a positive constant C()
such that

@(x, s1) < C(pysPo(x, 1), VxeQ,Vse(0,1],Vte(0,00)
or, equivalently,
o(x,1) < CipysPp(x, t]s), VYxeQ,Vse(0,1],Vre (0,00).

We may suppose that C,) € [1,00). Let @(x,1) := Cp)sPe(x,t/s) for any x € Q, t € (0,00)
and s € (0,1] and (¢)* be its complementary function. By (2.7), we know that, for any x € Q,
t € (0,00) and s € (0, 1],

(@) (x,1) sup [ut — @(x,u)] = sup [ut - CpysPe(x, u/s)]

1€(0,00) u€(0,00)

sup [stu - CipysPe(x, u)] =Cs” sup [C(_;)sl_ptu - o(x, u)]
ue(0,00) ue(0,00)

= C(pysPe*(x,C 51770,

Since ¢(x) < @(x), from (2.7), it follows that (¢)*(x, 1) < ¢*(x, t). Thus, we obtain, for any x € Q,
t€(0,00)and s € (0, 1],
CipysPe™(x, C(_pl)sl_pt) < ¢ (x,1).

This further implies that, for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, 00),
28) ') < Co " WPV e = COTTIW (D, Vv e [1/Cp), 00).

Since C(,) € [1, o), this shows that ¢* is of uniformly upper type p’.
The desired result can be proved similarly when ¢ is of uniformly upper type p. Indeed, simi-
larly to (2.8), we conclude that, for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, 00),

* 1/(p—1 !k
@ (x, ) < C(Ij)(” Wt D, Yve(0,1/Cypl.
Since ¢™ is increasing, we have, for any v € (%, 1] and ¢ € (0, ),
p
¢"(xv) < @* (1) < TV o (x. 1)
and hence ¢* is of uniformly lower type p’. This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.15. O

Now we give some examples of Musielak—Orlicz functions with various properties.
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Example 2.16. All the following functions ¢ are Musielak—Orlicz functions, where w is a special
weight on Q.

®

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

)

(vi)

(vii)

For any given p € (1, c0) and any x e Qandt e (0,00), let o(x, t) = w(x)tp/p [or ¢(x,1) :=
w(x)t”]. Then ¢*(x,1) = [w(x)] 7~ 1t” /p’ lor ¢*(x,1) = [w(x)] P~ lt” /p'p P l]for any x € Q
and t € (0, 00), where p’ is the conjugate index of p and hence ¢* is of uniformly lower type
p~ for any p~ € (0, p’] and of uniformly upper type p* for any p* € [p’, o).

Let @ € (2,00) and ¢(x,1) := w(x)t*(1 + |log#|) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0,00). It is not
difficult to show that ¢ is of uniformly lower type @ — € and of uniformly upper type a + &,
where ¢ is an arbitrary positive constant. By Remark 2.10 and Lemma 2.15, we know that
¢* is of uniformly lower type p~ for any p~ € (0,a’) and of uniformly upper type p* for
any p* € (o, o).

Let o(x,1) := w(x)(e' —t— 1) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0,0). Then we know that ¢ is of
uniformly lower type p~ for any p~ € (0, 2]. However, ¢ does not have any uniformly upper
type property.

Let a € (1,00) and @(x, 1) := w(x)t*(1 + log(1 + ¢)) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, o). Then ¢ is
of uniformly lower type @ and of uniformly upper type « + ¢ for any € € (0, ). Thus, ¢*
is of uniformly lower type p~ for any p~ € (0, a’) and of uniformly upper type p* for any
ptela, ).

Let @ € [2,00) and ¢(x, ) := w(x)t*/log(e + t) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0,0). Then ¢ is
of uniformly lower type @ — ¢ for any € € (0, o) and of uniformly upper type a. Thus, ¢*
is of uniformly lower type p~ for any p~ € (0, a’] and of uniformly upper type p* for any

pte(a, ).
Leta € (1,00), 5 € (0,0), y € [0,2a(1 + log2)] and
ta/
(log(e + )Y + (log(e + 1)”

e(x,t) =

for any x € Q = [0,1) and ¢ € (0, 00). Then ¢ € A;(Q), which is of uniformly lower type
a — ¢ for any € € (0, 00) and of uniformly upper type a. Thus, ¢* is of uniformly lower type
p~ forany p~ € (0,a’] and of uniformly upper type p* for any p* € (a’, ) (see Yang et al.
[80, p. 11]).

Letl < p < g < ocoand ¢(x,t) := ' + w(x)t? for any x € Q and ¢ € (0,00). Then ¢
is of uniformly lower type p~ for any p~ € (0, p] and of uniformly upper type p* for any
p* € [q, ). Thus, ¢* is of uniformly lower type p~ for any p~ € (0, ¢’] and of uniformly
upper type p* for any p* € [p’, ). If w € A,(QQ), we claim that ¢ € A (Q). Indeed, since
w € Aw(Q), it follows that there exists go € [1, 00) such that w € A, (). If go = 1, it is
clear that ¢ € A;(Q). Now we assume that gy € (1, c0). Notice that, for any n € N,

P+ wyt? 14+ w,td?

w
P+ wid < 1{x€Q: wp(X)<w(x)} + m {xeQ: w,(x)>w(x)} <I+ Wn
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From this and w € A, (Q), we deduce that

sup En@ﬂc,n[En(¢‘%H)(atﬂqw4 = sup

p g\ !
"+ w,t? )90~
E, -

P+ wrd

1€(0,00) 1€(0,00)
wyar) [
<1+ En((—”)"" )]
w
__1 \]490—1
~1+E,wl|E, (w ‘40*‘)] <1,

namely, ¢ € A, (€2), which completes the proof of the above claim.

Example 2.17. Let ¢(x, 1) := "™ for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, 0),

1 < py :=essinf p(x) < py ;= esssup p(x) < .
xeQ e

Then ¢*(x,¢) = 19 for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, o), where ﬁ

lower type p~ for any p~ € (0, p1] and of uniformly upper type p
¢ ¢ Ax(Q) (see, for example, [81, Remark 2.23]).

+ - = 1. Thus, ¢ is of uniformly

g(X)

for any p* € [p;, ). However,

The following key lemma was originated from [53, Theorem 13.18] and improved by [15,
Lemma 2.7 and Remark 2.9].

Lemma 2.18. Let ¢ be Musielak—Orlicz function and ¢* its complimentary function. If ¢ is of
uniformly lower type 1, then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € L¥(Q),

1
(2.9) Ellflle(Q) < sup fedP < 2||flle)-
geL (), ligll <1 vQ

1@
Notice that, if the Musielak-Orlicz function ¢ is of uniformly lower type p, with p, € (1, c0),
then (2.9) holds true.
Actually, Lemma 2.18 was proved in [15] for Musielak—Orlicz functions ¢ satisfying that there
exists a positive constant C such that, for any 0 < s < fand x € Q,

plx.s) _ o)

(2.10) g ;

We should point out that (2.10) holds true if and only if ¢ is of uniformly lower type 1. Indeed, if
@ is of uniformly lower type 1, then, for any 0 < s < ¢ and x € Q,

o(x, s) = so(x, ;t) < Ci:go(x, ).

Conversely, if (2.10) holds true with some positive constant C, then, for any s € (0, 1), ¢ € (0, o0)
and x € Q,

, st Jt
L, 51) < CSD(): ) — (x, st) < Csp(x, 1).

st



14 GUANGHENG XIE, FERENC WEISz, DACHUN YANG AND YONG J1a0

3 The Doob maximal operator

In this section, we explore the boundedness of the Doob maximal operator.

To prove the Doob maximal inequality for Musielak—Orlicz spaces, we need the following
interpolation theorem about the sublinear operator on L¥(€2), which was proved in [47, Theorem
2.7] (see also [80, Theorem 2.1.1]).

Theorem 3.1. Let p;, p> € (0,00), p1 < pp and ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly
lower type p, and upper type p:;. If0 < p1 <p, < p:; < pr < oo and T is a sublinear
operator defined on LP'(Q, ¢(-, 1) dP) + LP2(Q, ¢(-, 1) dP) satisfying that, for any i € {1,2} and
any a € (0, 00), t € (0, 0),

(3.1 e({xe Q: IT(NH] > a} 1) < Cia™” fg [f (I o(x, 1) dP,

where C; is a positive constant independent of f, t and a. Then T is bounded on L¥(Q) and,
moreover, there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € L?(Q),

L¢(X,|T(f)(x)|)dPSCLSD(X, lfC0l) dP.

Theorem 3.2. Let ¢ € Ax(QQ) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
upper type pg. If

(3.2) q(p) < p, < py < 0,

then the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L?(Q) and, moreover, there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any f € L?(Q),

fgtp(x, M(f)(x))dP(x) < Cfgso(x, [/ (0l dP(x).
Proof. From the definition of g(¢), it follows that, for any pi, p» € (g(¢), ), ¢ € A, () and

¢ € A, (). Combining this and the weighted Doob maximal inequality (see [50, Theorem 6.6.3]),
we find that, for any f € LP1(Q, ¢(:, 1) dP) + LP2(Q, ¢(:, 1) dP), a € (0, 0) and ¢ € (0, o0),

p({xeQ: M(f)(x)>al,t)<a™ fg [M(HD)]" ¢ (x,1) dP < a7 fg |f O (x, 1) dP
and
e({xeQ: M(f)(x)>al,t) <a™? fg [M(f)()] ¢ (x.1) dP < a™P? fQ |fOIP2(x, 1) dP.

From this, Theorem 3.1 and the fact that M is a sublinear operator, we deduce that M is bounded
on L?(€), which completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. O

As a consequence, we apply Theorem 3.2 to obtain the following weak type inequality of the
Doob maximal operator on L¥(Q).
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Theorem 3.3. Let ¢ € Ax(Q) be a Musielak=Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
upper type p:; satisfying (3.2). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € L¥(Q),

sup [P ||1{er; M(f)(x)>p}” M(Q)] < Cllfllee)-
p€(0,00)

Proof. For any f € L¥(Q) and p € (0, c0), by Theorem 3.2, we know that there exists a constant
C € (1, ) such that

Lixeq: M(p)(0>p)(X) ) f ( p )
) dP(x) = , dP
fggo(x 1 llze)/p ) {xeQ: M(f)(x)>p}¢ ! 1Al ze () )
< f go(x, M(f )(x))d]P(x)sC f go(x, /) )dP(x):C.
Q 1A Nl e () Q 1 Nlze )

Combining this and the uniformly lower type p, property of ¢, we find that, for any p € (0, ),

11 : (x)) 1 f ( 1 xeQ: M(f)(x)> (x))
{xeQ: M(f)(x)>p} { (Hx)>p}

X, |CCr- [P dP(x) < — X, dP(x) < 1.
fg"”( [“Cop] If e /o O=F Jo? If e /o )

Therefore, for any p € (0, o), we have

1 L
[12eex M(f)(X)>P}HL¢(Q) < P [CC@;)]”“’ 1A llLe (-

Thus, we obtain

%
pe00) [ [tace: ool oy| < [€Cwn |7 IMlr@.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.3. O

Using Theorem 3.2, we also obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and uniformly
upper type p;. If ¢* € Ax(Q) satisfies

(3.3) q(¢") < (py) < (py) < oo,
then the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LY (Q).

Proof. Lemma 2.15 and (3.3) imply that (3.2) holds true for the function ¢*. Combining this and
Theorem 3.2, we know that M is bounded on L¥ (Q). This finishes the proof of Corollary 3.4. O

Now we turn to the dual version of Theorem 3.2. A detailed treatment of the following in-
equality for LP(Q) was given by Dilworth in [18]. Moreover, Burkholder et al. [10, Theorem 3.2]
proved it in Orlicz spaces. Our result provides a general case of the dual version of the Doob
maximal inequality.
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Theorem 3.5. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, for some p, €
[1, 00). If the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LY (Q), then there exists a positive constant
C such that, for any sequence (gy)ren of non-negative & measurable functions,

Z BEx(gr) Z 8k

keN keN

<C
L)

L)

Proof. For any non-negative measurable function f € L¥ (Q) with || Sl @ <L by Remark 2.10,
Lemma 2.18, the monotone convergence theorem and the assumed boundedness of M on LY (Q),

we obtain
[ Y rwora=Y [ Ewrde=Y, [ amnar

keN keN keN
D8
keN

ng

keN

||M(f)”Lw*(Q)
L (Q)

<3 [ ssupEpar <2

ke keN

ng

keN

< ”f”Lw*(Q) <

L?(Q)

LP(Q)

From this, Lemma 2.18 and the fact that };cEx(gx) is non-negative, the conclusion follows
immediately. This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.5. O

As an immediate consequence of Corollary 3.4 and Theorem 3.5, we have the following corol-
lary.

Corollary 3.6. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and uniformly
upper type p;;. If ¢* € A(Q) satisfies (3.3), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for
any sequence (gy)ren of non-negative & measurable functions,

Z Ex(gk) Z 8k

keN keN

<C
L#(Q)

L#(Q)
Remark 3.7. In Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.6, the sequence (gz)ren is not assumed to be adapted.

Corollary 3.8. Let ¢ be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, for some p, €

[2,00). If the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on Lw:/Z(Q), then there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any f € M,

||f||H;(Q) < C||f||H£(Q)-
Proof. Forany f e Mandk e Z,,let g := |dk+1f|2. Combining this, Lemmas 2.12 and 2.13, and
Theorem 3.5, we find that

1/2

> Ex(ldiar 1)

keZ.

A s @) = NIs(Hllzeq) =

Zm%mdw

keZ,

L#(Q) LA12(Q)
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1/2

<D e P

keZ,

~ IS (f)||Lw(Q) ~ ||f||H§(Q)’
L12(Q)

which completes the proof of Corollary 3.8. O

Letp € [1,00)and w € A,(Q). Denote by S the set of pairs (f, g) of nonnegative and measurable
functions. If we write

fg [f(0] w(x)dP(x) < C L [s0)]” wx)dP(x), V(f,8) €S,

we mean that the above inequality holds true for any pair (f, g) € S and the positive constant C
depends only on p and the A,(£2) constant of w as in Definition 2.5.

The following extrapolation theorem, Theorem 3.9, plays a crucial role in the proof of the
vector-valued extrapolation theorem, Theorem 3.10 below. The proof of Theorem 3.9 is similar to
that of [16, Theorem 3.9], the details being omitted.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that, for some pg € [1, 00) and wy € A, (Q), there exists a positive constant
C such that

(3.4) fg [£(0)]7° wo(x) dP(x) < Cfg [8(0]™ wo(x) dB(x), VY (f,8) €S.

Then, for any given p € (1,00) and w € A,(L2), there exists a positive constant C such that

fg [f(0) w(x)dP(x) < C L [¢(0)]” w(x)dP(x), VY (f,) €S.

Theorem 3.10. Assume that wy € A, (Q) for some pg € [1,00), and the set S satisfies (3.4) with
some positive constant C. Then, for any given p, r € (1,00) and w € A,(Q), there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any pair sequence {(fj,g;)}jen C S,

(3.5) [Z f;]r <c||>] g;]r

e e
JE LP(Q, wdP) J<

LP(Q, wdP)

Proof. For any given r € (1, 00), let

S, :={(F,G): F::[ij’] .G =

JjeN

Zg§~] Ay g)hjen € Sy

JjeN

Now, we claim that (3.4) holds true with py = r for the set S,. Indeed, for any (F,G) € S,, there
exists a sequence {(fj, &)} jen C S such that

F=[ij’]r and G =

JEN

1

Zg;-]; -

JEN
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For any given w € A,(Q2), from Theorem 3.9 with p = r, it follows that
f [F0) w(x) dB(x) = ) f [ £0] W de(x)
Q e

<> f |gi(0)] W) dPo) ~ f (GO w(x) (),
Q Q

JjeN
which proves the above claim. Using this claim and Theorem 3.9 for the set S,, we know that, for

any given p € (1,00) and w € A,(Q),

f [F(0)]” w(x) dP(x) < f [GX)])” w(x)dP(x), Y (F,G)€S,,
Q Q

which implies that (3.5) holds true with some positive constant C. This finishes the proof of
Theorem 3.10. m|

Using Theorem 3.10, we obtain the following weighted Fefferman—Stein vector-valued inequal-
ity for the Doob maximal operator.

Theorem 3.11. Let p € (1,00) and w € A,(Q). Then, for any given r € (1,00), there exists a
positive constant C such that, for any sequence {f;} jen of measurable functions,

{Z [ng)]’}:

JjeN

1

<c|[z |

JjeN

LP(Q, wdP) LP(Q, wdP)

Proof. Let p € (1, o). Denote the family of extrapolation pairs by
S:={(MN),1fD): feLP(Q, wdP)}.

Then, by the weighted Doob maximal inequality (see, for example, [50, Theorem 6.6.3]), we find
that, for any given p € (1,00), w € A,(Q) and for the set S, (3.4) holds true with some positive
constant C. Applying Theorem 3.10, we immediately obtain the Fefferman—Stein vector-valued
inequalities for the Doob maximal operator M on LP(Q, w dP). This finishes the proof of Theorem
3.11. m]

Now, we are in a position to prove the following Fefferman—Stein vector-valued Doob maximal
inequality on Musielak—Orlicz spaces.

Theorem 3.12. Let ¢ € Ax(Q2) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p:; satisfying (3.2). Then, for any given r € (1, 00), there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any sequence {f;}jex of measurable functions,

1

<c [Z W];

JjeN

(3.6) {Z [M(fj)]r}i

JjeN

L¢(Q) L#(Q)
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Proof. Letr € (1,0). Forany j € Nand x € Q, if }’ jex | /(0" # 0, let

fi(x)

fix) = ———
[ZjeN /5ol T

and, if 3’ jey [ f5(0)" = 0, E-(x) := 0. Then, for any given r € (1, c0) and any x € Q, we obtain

1IN #0,

= r _ jeEN
(3.7) j% 7 0 if ]ZN £l =0.
Jje

Since g(¢) < p, < p;, we can choose p; € (q(¢), p,) and p> € [p:;, o0). For any given r € (1, 00),
consider the operator

1

~\1r

i = Y MR
JjeN

where h € LP1(Q, ¢(-,1)dP) + LP*(Q, ¢(-,1)dP). Then, from the sublinearity of M and the

Minkowski inequality, we deduce that T is a sublinear operator. By (3.7) and Theorem 3.11, we
find that, for any i € {1, 2}, @ € (0, 0), t € (0,c0) and h € LP'(Q, ¢(-, 1) dP) + LP>(Q, ¢(:, 1) dP),

(3.8) elxeQ: [T >ahn=g[{xeQ: {Z | M (nf;) (x)]’} >al,t
jeN

Pi

SaP fg hCoP” [Z |?}(x)|’y ¢ (x,1) dP(x)

JjeN
<a P f P (x, 1) dB(Y).
Q

Thus, T satisfies (3.1).
For any given r € (1, c0) and any sequence {f;} jen of measurable functions, let

hy o= [Z |fj|’]1 .

JEN

Then, for any j € N, hrfj = fj. Combining this, (3.8) and Theorem 3.1, we conclude that, for any
given r € (1, o),
f o(x, T(hy)(x)) dP(x) f @(x, hy(x)) dP(x),
Q Q

which implies that (3.6) holds true with some positive constant C. This finishes the proof of
Theorem 3.12. m|
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Remark 3.13. Theorem 3.12 is a probabilistic version of [15, Corollary 6.1]. It should be noticed
that [15, Corollary 6.1] does not capture weighted cases. This is because the assumptions of [15,
Corollary 6.1] requires the weight to be essentially constant; see [15, p.4331] for more details.
However, Theorem 3.12 can cover this important case. To be precise, in Theorem 3.12, if we
choose ¢(x, 1) := w(x)D(?) or ¢(x, 1) := 7 + w(x)t? for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, o), where 1 < p <
g < oo, w is a special weight and @ is an Orlicz function, then, by Example 2.16, we know that
Theorem 3.12 cover the weighted Orlicz case and the case of the double phase functional, which
are also new.

Theorem 3.12 also implies that the following Musielak—Orlicz version of the Stein inequality
(see [71, p. 103, Theorem 8]) holds true.

Theorem 3.14. Let ¢ € Ax(Q) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p:; satisfying (3.2). Then, for any given r € (1, 00), there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any sequence (gi)ren of non-negative & measurable functions,

{Z [Ek(gk)]r}7 <C Z (gk)"
keN

L9(Q) keN L9(Q)
Proof. Notice that, for any k € N, Ex(gr) < M(gy). Then the desired conclusion follows immedi-
ately from Theorem 3.12. This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.14. O

1
-

Remark 3.15. For any given p € (1,00), when ¢(x,1) := t” for any x € Q and ¢t € (0, ),
Theorem 3.14 with r = 2 was studied by Stein [71, p. 103, Theorem 8], and then Theorem 3.14
with r € (1, c0) was investigated by Dilworth [18, Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 2.4]. If, in Theorem
3.14, we choose ¢(x, t) := ¢t for any x € Q and 7 € (0, o), then Theorem 3.14 with r € (1, oo) breaks
down (see [18, Remark 2.7]). Thus, since ¢ in Theorem 3.14 is of wide generality, Theorem 3.14
generalize the Stein inequality to more general case. Especially, let p € (1, o) and w be a weight,
if p(x, 1) := w(x)t? for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, c0), then Theorem 3.14 becomes the weighted Stein
inequality, which is also new.

4 Atomic characterizations

In this section, we establish the atomic characterization of martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
spaces HJ(Q), Py(Q), 0y, (Q), HY (Q) and H3 (Q).

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. Then, for any given r € (0, 1],

H;(Q) = Hzﬁ”of"v(ﬂ) with equivalent quasi-norms.
Proof. We prove this theorem by two steps.
Step 1) Prove H;(Q) C Hft”o:’s(Q). To prove this, let f € H;(Q). For any k € Z, the stopping

time v* is defined by setting

V= inf{n €2y Spr1 () > 2]‘} (inf @ = 00).
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Obviously, the sequence (vV€)ze7 of stopping times is non-decreasing. Similarly to the proof of [77,
Theorem 2.2], we have, for the stopped martingale ka =(fy k),,e% = (funvkInez, »

Z (f,r - I k) = fu almost everywhere.

keZ

For any k € Z, let

p o= 21 ||1{Vk<°°}||Lw(Q)‘

Moreover, for any k € Z and n € Z,, if uk # 0, let

otherwise, let aﬁ := 0. We first show that, for any fixed k € Z, ak = (aﬁ)nez+ is a (¢, 00)s-atom. By
the definition of &, it is easy to know that d*is a martingale. Then, for any n € Z,, when VK> n,
by the definition of f 7 we have

k+1 k
Ay A
4.1) a, = == 7 1= 7

=0.

Thus, a* satisfies Definition 2.3(i). From (4.1), we further deduce that

(o)

l{vk—oo} S(a ) 1 Vk>n n—1 (|d ak| ) Z En—l (|1{yk2n}dnak|2) = 0
=1 n=1

n

Thus, we have
{xeQ: s@)x) %0} c By

Moreover, by the definition of vk, we obtain

+1\2
s(ak)] _ZE” 1(|d k|) [Vm(f)] S(z;kl) |

which implies that (aﬁ)nez+ is an L2-bounded martingale and hence (a’,‘l)nez+ converges in LX(Q).

Denoting the limit still by a*, then, for any n € Z,, E,(d") = aﬁ. Forany n € Z, and n < VK, we

know that aﬁ =0 and ||s(d")| 12@Q) < % Therefore,

-1
LP(Q)°

Hs(ak)HLm(ka) < a = Hlek

Thus, a* satisfies Definition 2.3(ii) and we further conclude that a* is a (g, 00)g-atom.

We now show that {yk a*, VFhez € As(p, 00). To this end, we first notice that

w >l - Sy

Al
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For any k € Z, by the definition of vk, we find that By ={xeQ: s(fHx) > 2%} and Bk D B .
Let Gy := B,x\B 1, then Gy :={x € Q: 2k < s(HHx) < 2k+1h Now we claim that, for any given
r € (0, c0),

4.3) 2(2“11 ) = _1[22"“1}

keZ keZ

Indeed, for any k € Z, B x = U‘;.‘;k G . From this and the fact that {G}iez are disjoint, it follows

that, for any k € Z,
15, = > 1g,
=k

which, implies that, for any given r € (0, 00),

Z 2k+11 Z ok+Dyr [Z 1. ] Z Z 2(k+1)r1Gj

keZ kez JEZ k<j keZ

Combining this and the fact that {Gy}xcz are disjoint, we obtain (4.3). This proves the above claim.
From this claim, the definition of G, and (4.2), we deduce that, for any given r € (0, c0) and any
A € (0, ),

(| B, ) 1 "
4.4) LQD[X,E{ZLHB%HMQJ} ]dP(x) f [ E(zr_1) 22 lck(x)] dP(x)

keZ keZ

2\ ()W)
L 2o

keZ

2\ s(HW)
SLgo[x,2(2r_1) 1 ]dP(x).

For any given r € (0, o), letting A := 2(%)% ||f||H;(Q), then we obtain

(lme])

This implies that, for any given r € (0, ), f € HY™(Q) and ||f||H¢oov(Q) < ||f||H s« The proof

at, r

2r
< 2(2, — 1) 1Al -

L(Q)

78 PGS

g e

of Step 1) is now complete.
Step 2) Prove Hj;(Q) € H(Q). To show this, for any given r € (0, 1], let f € HL 7 (Q).

at, r at, r
Then we can write f = 3,7 u*a* for some sequence of triples,

i, d* A, € Alp, 00).
By Definition 2.3(i), we know that, for any k € Z,

[xeQ: s@) #0}c B,
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Thus, for almost every x € Q, we have

$@)(0) < |50 iy 15,00 < 18,00 1, [0 -

Combining this and the subadditive of the operator s, we find that, for any given r € (0, 1] and
A € (0, 00),

s(S)(x) f U S(ak)(X) f H 1 (x)
fgw(x, - )dP(x)S i [ P }dIP(x)s [ Zﬂlllgkllm(g) dP(x)

kezZ keZ
1
©p  (x) }

1
< olx,—
fg [ A {kZZ; s, lle@)
Therefore, for any given r € (0, 1], we conclude that f € Hg(€2) and ||flluz @) < IIfIl HES () This
finishes the proof of Theorem 4.1. ’ O

dP(x).

Remark 4.2. Clearly, Theorem 4.1 does not need the assumptions that ¢ is of uniformly lower
type p for some p € (0, 1] and of uniformly upper type 1. This is different from [79, Theorem 1.4]
which need the both assumptions.

Remark 4.3. If ¢ is of uniformly upper type p for some p € (0, oo) and @(x, -) is right-continuous
at 0 for almost every x € Q in Theorem 4.1, then the sum ;" 1/‘ a* converges to f in H? »(Q) as
m — oo, { — —oo. Indeed, for any m, € € Z and ¢ < m, we obtain

F=dd = (f =) and [s(r- N = s - (2]

k=1

From this, we deduce that, for any m, £ € Z with { <m and x € Q,

(4.5) ¢ [x, s [f - Zu"a"} (x)} <o(xs(f =)@+ s(f) W)
k=1

<o(x2s(f - ")) + e (x25 () ).
In addition, for any m, £ € Z and almost every x € Q,
lim s(f-"")@=0 and lim s(f") ) =
m—oo [——c0

Combining this and ¢(x, -) is right-continuous at O for almost every x € Q, we conclude that, for
any m, { € Z and almost every x € Q,

(4.6) Tim o(x.25(f= ")) =0 and lim o(x.25(f) ) =0
Also, we find that, for any m, € € Z,

s(F="") <5 and s(F7) < s(h),

which, together with (4.5), (4.6), the fact that ¢ is of uniformly upper type p for some p € (0,00)
and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, implies that the series }/" uka* converges to
flnH (Q) norm as m — oo, [ — —o0.
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Similarly, we also obtain the following atomic characterizations of P,(Q) and Q,(Q).

Theorem 4.4. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. Then, for any given r € (0, 1],

P, (Q) = H"D’OO’M(Q) and  Q,(Q) = HPSS Q) with equivalent quasi-norms.

at, r at, r

Proof. The proof of Theorem 4.4 is similar to that of Theorem 4.1. So we just give the outline and
omit the details. We only give the proof for P,(£2) because it is just slightly different from the one
for Q,(Q).
Let f € Py(2) and (4,),en be an adapted non-decreasing sequence satisfying that, for any
n €N, |ful £ 4,-1 and A € L¥(Q). The stopping times, in these cases, are defined by setting, for
any k € Z,
Voi=inf{neN: 4, > 24 (inf0 = ).

For any k € Z, let a* and u* be defined as in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Then, similarly to the proof
of Theorem 4.1, we easily know that a* is a (¢, o0)-atom. By the argument same as in the proof
of Theorem 4.1, we can prove that, for any given r € (0, 1],

1
k 7 1
u g (x) 25 \"
4.7 —_ <2 Aoo .
(4.7) {Z T loey (2,_1) Meollzec

keZ 19(Q)

< Ifllp, @ and Py(€) ¢ HESM ().

at,r

This implies that, for any given r € (0, 1], ||f]] HEM (@)

H‘Ps‘x’aM

Conversely, for any given r € (0, 1], assume that f € H,,

(). Then we can write f =
3 ez 1k d* for some sequence of triples,

k

{'uk’a ’Vk}keZ € Au(p, ).

Forany n € Z,, let

Ay = Zlukl{xeﬂ: vk(x)<n} ”M(ak)”L“(Q) )
keZ

Then {A,},ez, is a nonnegative adapted sequence and, for any n € Z,, |f,| < A,-1. Thus, for any

given r € (0, 1], we have
"
LY (Q) keZ

From this, it follows that, for any given r € (0,1], f € Py(€2) and ||fllp,@) < Ifllyeem @ This
finishes the proof of Theorem 4.4. ’ O

k
1z,

Z H
5, lle@

keZ

1, (x)

I 1lp, @ < lldcollze@) <
s, lle@)

L#(Q)

Remark 4.5. If ¢ is of uniformly upper type p for some p € (0, c0) and ¢(x, -) is right-continuous
at 0 for almost every x € Q, then we claim that the sum ", uka* converges to f in Py(Q) as
| — —oo and m — oo. Indeed, for any n € N and £, m € Z, let

) 4
An1 1= Z ﬂkl{xeﬂ: vh(x)<n} ”M(ak)”L“’(Q) and 4,2 1= Z '“kl{er: vh(x)<n} ”M(ak)”m(g)'

k=m+1 k=—c0
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Then {A,, 1 }nexr and {4, 2},en are nonnegative adapted sequences and, for any n € N and ¢, m € Z,
k+1

) l
fu= Y < DT -8 D)

k=l k=m+1 k=—00

k+1 k

VA

m+1

-

o0 4
k k k k
= Z H I{XEQ: vE(x)<n—1} |an| + Z H 1{x€Q: vk(x)<n-1} |an| < /ln—l,l + /ln—1,2-
k=m+1 k=—00

Using this, the analogue of (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain

— 0 asl— —ocoand m — oo,
Py(Q)

W_ifﬁ
k=1

which completes the proof of the above claim.

The following atomic characterizations of Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces Hg” (Q) and Hg Q)
are new even for classical martingale Hardy spaces. For the dyadic stochastic basis, it was proved
by Weisz [78].

Theorem 4.6. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function and of uniformly lower type p € (0,00). If
¢ € S and the stochastic basis is regular, then, for any given r € (0, 1],

Hgl Q) = H"D’OO’M(Q) and Hf, Q) = HPSS (Q) with equivalent quasi-norms.

at,r at,r

To show Theorem 4.6, we need the next technical lemma, which might have some independent
interest.

Lemma 4.7. Let w be a special weight and w := (Wy)nez, € S™. If the stochastic basis {Fplnez,
is regular, then, for any given nonnegative adapted process y = (Yy)nez, and A € (|lyollr=(q), ),
there exists a stopping time T, such that

4.8) (xeQ: M(y)(x)> A} Cc{xeQ: 1)(x) < oo},
4.9) sup yu(x) =: M-, (y)(x) < 4, YxeQ
n<t(x)
and
(4.10) w({fxeQ: 1i(x) <o) KRKw({xe Q: M(y)(x)> 1},

where R and K are the same as in (2.5) and (2.4), respectively. Moreover, for any A1, A, € (0, o)
with A1 < Ay, T S Th,

Proof. Let 4 € (|lyollz=(q), ©) and vy = (¥,)uez, be any nonnegative adapted process. For any

n €N, let
1

Wy—1(X)

1
G, = {x eQ: E(l{xeg; yn(x)>A}W|ﬂ—1) (x) > —}

RK
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and
T(x):=inf{neZ;: xe Gy}, YxeQ.

Clearly, for any n € N, G,, € ¥,,-1 and hence 7, is a stopping time. We claim that (4.8) holds true.
Indeed, by w € S7, the regularity and the fact that (y,),ez, is adapted, we find that, for any n € N,

1
i 5,050 = W—E(l{xeg: y,,(x)>A}W|ﬂ) <
n

K
RE (l{xGQ: y,,(x)>ﬁ}w|7"n—1) .

n—1

From this, it follows that, for any n € N,
(4.11) {xeQ: y,(x) > A} CG,.

Since A > |lyollz=(q). it follows that, for any x € {x € Q: M(y)(x) > A}, there exists n € Z, such
that
xef{xeQ: y(x) > ).

Combining this and (4.11), we obtain x € G,. This implies that 7,(x) < n, and hence (4.8) holds
true. This proves the above claim.

Now we show (4.9). When x € {x € Q : 1 (x) = 0}, (4.9) follows from the assumption
A > |lyollz=@). When x € {x € Q: 7,(x) = oo}, by (4.8), we know that

fxeQ: 1i(x) =0} C{xeQ: M(y)(x) < A}.

In the remaining case x € {x € Q : 0 < 7,(x) < oo}, there exists a positive integer n such that
7(x) = n. From the definition of 7, it follows that x ¢ () _, G,,. Combining this and (4.11), we
obtain
n
X € U{xEQ: Yu(x) < A}.
m=1

This implies that M., (y)(x) < A. Therefore, (4.9) holds true.

Next we prove (4.10). From the definition of 7, and {x € Q : 7,(x) = n} € F,, it follows that,
for any n € Z,,

(xeQ: y(x)=n={xeQ: 1(x) =n}N Gy

1 1
= {X €Q: Wn(x)E(l{er; Yeer (0> WIT) (DL aer: 7=} (X) > ﬁ}

1 1
= {x €eQ: Wn(x)E(l{xeﬂ: Va1 (0)>AN{xeQ: ‘r/l(x):n}w|$'n) (x) > ﬁ} s
which, together with (4.8) and the fact that, for any n, m € Z, and n # m,
(xeQ: i(x)=nn{xe: T (x) =m} =2,

implies that

w(xeQ: 1,(x) < o)) = Z w(xeQ: 1,(x) =n))

nez,
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< Z RK f e (1{er; Yns1 (0> N {reQ: ‘r,l(x)=n}w|?_-n) (X)w(x) dP(x)

— Z Kf Wi (o) (l{er Y1 ()>BN{X€Q: T3 (x)=n} W|ﬂ) (X)w,,(x) dP(x)

nez,

= Z REW({x€Q: yp1(X) > U N{xeQ: 11(x) =n))
nez,

< Z REw({xeQ: M(y)(x)> A NixeQ: 14(x) =n))
nez,

=RKw({xeQ: M(y)(x)> A}).

Thus, (4.10) holds true.
Finally, for any A, A, € (0, o) with A} < A, we know that, for any n € N,

E (l{xeg: yn(x)>Al}W|7:n—1) >E (l{xeg: yn(x)>/lz}w|ﬂ—l) .

Combining this and the definitions of G, and 1,, we obtain 7, < 7,,. This finishes the proof of
Lemma 4.7. |

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 4.6.

Proof of Theorem 4.6. We prove this theorem only for ny (Q) because the proof for Hz (Q) is
similar. We do this by two steps.
Step 1) Prove Hg”(Q) c HZ™ M(Q). To this end, let f := (fy)nez, € Hg”(Q). For any k € Z and

at, r
nonnegative adapted sequence (| f,|)nez, , by Lemma 4.7, we know that there exists a stopping time

v* such that

xeQ: M(H)x)>2K clxeQ: V(x) < o} =: By,
{

(4.12) M (f)(x) < 2%, VxeQ
and
(4.13) o(freQ: x) <)1) <RKg({xe Q: M(f)x) >25.1), Ve (0,).

Moreover, the sequence {V¥}icz of stopping times is non-decreasing and v — oo as k — oo.
Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.1, for any k € Z, let

p=3% 20 ||lek||L¢(Q) :

Moreover, for any k € Z and n € Z,, if uk # 0, let

P fv _fv

a, =
wk
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otherwise, let a’,‘, := 0. We first show that, for any fixed k € Z, d = (aﬁ)nez+ is a (g, 00)y-atom.
Clearly, d* is a martingale and

(4.14) [xeQ: M@)(x) #0} c B

By (4.12), we have, for any n € Z,.,

1 —
|"ﬁ|<fl,# M (P M) < [,

which implies that
(4.15) M@ i, < M8 NI70 -

Thus, for any p € (1, ), (a’;),,ez+ is an LP-bounded martingale and hence (a’;),,ez+ converges in
LP(Q). Denoting this limit still by a*, then B, (¢*) = ak. For any n € Z, if v* > n, by the definition
of ka, we have

O A

ok 1

Combining this and (4.15), we conclude that disa (¢, c0)pr-atom.
Now we show that {/%, a*, v}}iez € Ap(e, 00). To this end, for any k € Z, let Gy := B, \B k1.
Similarly to the proof of (4.3), we find that, for any given r € (0, o),

Z _1zzk16kr'

keZ keZ

=0.

,Ulevk

s, lle@)

Combining this, (4.13) and the fact that {Gy}iez are disjoint, we know that, for any given r € (0, o)
and any 4 € (0, o),

| .0 1) e
N |ileo | [ |F - 26,0 | dP
L‘P[x P {é [Hlek”L“’(Q)l } ] (x) = f [ ' (2r ) é G (x)} (x)
6" ) 2k)
- — | dP(x)
DIEEESE
6 \7 ok
Séﬁkw[x’(zr_l) I}dp(x)
6" ok
<kk Y | ( ) }dP( )=
é {xeQ: M(f)(x)>2k} <p[x 25 —1 x

Since ¢ is of uniformly lower type p € (0, o), we know that, for any given r € (0, c0) and any

A€ (0,),
1
6" i 2k
I's f ¢ x(—) = | dP(x)
Z XeQ: 2/<M(f)(x)<2/+1} [ 2r—1) A

keZ j=k
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1 .
k] . 6" \r 2/
< 2k=pp f @ x,( ) — | dP(x)
é sz (e 2/<M(f)(x)<2/*") 2r=1) A4
1
- 6" \" M(/)(x)
(k=pp
SZZ2 f }ap[x,(zr_l) }dP(x)

= (reQ: 2/ <M(f)(x)<2/*! z

6 \" M(f)(x)
sfgw[x,(zr_l) ) )dP(X)-

From this, we deduce that, for any 4 € (0, o),

1 N’ ¢\ MO
fgso[x,z{z }]dP(x)ngo[x,(zr_l) - }dP(x),

kezZ
which, together with the fact that ¢ is of uniformly lower type p, implies that, for any given

r € (0, 00),
»

keZ

1, (x)

LB ,llze ()

ﬂlevk (x)
s ;o)

"
} < ”f”HgI(Q)-

L?(Q)

By this, we further know that, for any given r € (0,00), f € H*D’M’M(Q) and ||f]| HESM () <

at,r ~

I£1] HY (@) The proof of Step 1) is now complete.
Step 2) Prove H"D’OO’M(Q) - Hg’(Q). To show this, for any given r € (0, 1], Let f € H“”OO’M(Q).

at, r at, r
Then we can write f = Yo7 u*a* for some sequence of triples,

{'uk’ d, Vk}keZ € An(p, ).
By Definition 2.3(i), we know that, for any k € Z,
{xeQ: M@)x) #0}c By
Thus, for almost every x € Q, we have
M(@")(x) < IM@@)l=@ 15, (x) < 15, (Dl lI4q)-

Combining this and the subadditivity of the operator M, we find that, for any given r € (0, 1] and
any 4 € (0, 00),

k k kq
[ 20) s < [ w[x,zw] s [ gp[zﬂ_ﬁ} B

= A, lle@)
T
} ] dP(x).

fgo[;{z

Therefore, we conclude that, for any given r € (0,1], f € ny (Q) and || f]| HY(©Q) < I HESM ()
which completes the proof of Theorem 4.6. ’ O

ﬂlevk (x)

LB ,llze ()




30 GUANGHENG XIE, FERENC WEISz, DACHUN YANG AND YONG J1a0

Remark 4.8. From Example 2.17, it follows that Theorems 4.1, 4.4 and 4.6 cover the atomic
characterizations of the variable martingale Hardy spaces in [40, Theorem 3.11, Theorem 3.12
and Proposition 4.19]. Let w be a special weight and @ be an Orlicz function. For any x € Q and
t € (0, 00), if o(x, 1) := w(x)D(¢), then Theorems 4.1, 4.4 and 4.6 give the atomic characterizations
of the weighted martingale Orlicz Hardy spaces, which is also new.

S Martingale inequalities

Let X be a martingale space and Y a measurable function space. An operator 7 : X — Y is
said to be a o-sublinear operator if, for any complex number «,

154

Lemma 5.1. Let a be a measurable function. If there exists a stopping time v such that, for any
neNwithn <v, E,(a) =0, then, for any n € N,

ngT(fk)| and [T (af)| = lalIT(f)|.

k=1

E,(aly) = Ey(a)ly, YAE€T,.
Moreover, let T be any one of operators S, s and M. Then, for any (¢, co)p-atom a,
T(aly) =T(@)ls, VYAeTF,
where v is the stopping time associated with a.

Proof. Since A € ¥, it follows that, for any n € N, A N {v < n} € ¥,_1. By this, we find that, for
any n € N,

En(alA) = En(alAﬁ{v<n} + alAﬂ{vZn}) = En(a)lAﬂ{v<n} + En(alAﬂ{VZn})-

Now we claim that, for any n € N, E,(alanp>n) = 0. Indeed, for any m € N and m > n, we have
E,(a)1{y=p = 0. Combining this and A N {v = m} € ¥,,, we know that, for any B € F,,

algnpysm dP = f adP = f EadP = 0.
jl; niv=n ,,Z;l BNAN{v=m} Z B

m=n NAN{v=m}

This proves the above claim. Notice that, for any n € N, E,(a) = 0 on the set {x € Q : v(x) > n}.
Therefore, we conclude that, for any n € N,

En(aly) = En(a)lAﬁ{v<n} =E(a)14.
From this, it follows that, for any (¢, co)r-atom a,
T(aly) =T(a)ly, VYAETF,

where v is the stopping time associated with a and 7" any one of operators S, s and M. This finishes
the proof of Lemma 5.1. O
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Let w be a special weight and p € (0, ). For any x € Q and r € (0, ), let ¢(x, 1) := w(x)t’.
Let us denote the corresponding Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces by Hﬁ” (Q, wdP), Hf; (Q, wdP),
H ;,(Q, wdP), 0,(Q, wdP) and P,(Q, wdP), respectively.

Theorem 5.2. Let w € Aoo(Q) N S™ be a special weight and p € (0, ). If, for any g € (2, 0),
T : Hg Q) —» L1UQ) (resp., T : Hf]” (Q) — L1(Q)) is a bounded o-sublinear operator and, for any
(¢, 00)g -atoms (resp., (¢, 0)y-atoms) a,

(5.1) T(a)la = T(aly), VAeF,

where v is the associated stopping time with a, then there exists a positive constant C such that,
forany f € Q,(Q,wdP) (resp., f € P,(Q, wdP)),

IT(Pllr@ude) < Clfllg,@uary  (respo ITAllr@ude < CIFllp,@ude)) -

Proof. For any p € (0,00), x € Q and 7 € (0, 00), let (x, 1) := w(x)t?. For any given f € Q,(Q),
by Theorem 4.4, we know that there exists a sequence of triples, {,uk, d V¥ier € Ay (¢, 00), such

that f = Y ez u*a* and

lr ﬂle .
(5.2) [Z 2“‘“”1,%1 - {Z v

Y
—_— < fllgu@)s
1B,z } v
kez @ kez , .

where r € (0, 1], a* is a (¢, 00)g-atom with the associated stopping time vKand pf = 2111 By lze()
for any k € Z. By the o-sublinearity of the operator 7', we have

HOEDWANCGE

kezZ

From this and Lemma 2.12, it follows that, for any r € (0, 1],

2K el

keZ

1

(b}

keZ

1

7

1Tz <

>

LA Q)

LY (Q)

where ¢/, is as in Definition 2.11. By this, Lemma 2.18, (5.1) and the fact that a = aklgvk for

any k € Z, we may choose a function g € L””T/r(Q) with norm less than or equal to 1 such that, for
any r € (0, min{1, p}],

TPl = [ D[ 1] gz

keZ

S Z f 2(k+1)r||lek||2¢(Q)lekEV" (|T(ak)|r Igl) dP.
kez Y

From the Holder inequality, we deduce that, for any r € (0, min{1, p}] and ¢ € (max{2, p}, o),

.3 T )”Zv’(mﬁé fg 2D g, L [Bos (T ()] ™ B (Igl(q”)')]l/(q/ry dP.
€.
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For any k € Z and A € F«, by (5.1), Lemma 5.1 and the boundedness of 7" from H;Iq (Q) to LI(Q),
we find that

f |T(a)|* ap = f 7@ 10)|" dP < f [s@1p)]" dP < f s (@] ap.
A Q Q A

By this and the fact that d“is a (¢, 00)s -atom, we know that, for any A € F«,

f 7@ dP <115, 1I,¢ o P(A),
A
which implies that, for almost every x € Q,

Ex (|T@)[") () < 15,11 -

From this, (5.3) and Lemma 2.18, it follows that, for any » € (0, min{1, p}] and ¢ € (max{2, p}, o),

n\11/G/r)
(5.4) Ty < D f 2k, ey (gt )" ap
Q

keZ

< fg Doty [M(Igl(‘””')]”w)' dP

keZ
R I O
Ly, (@) Ly,

keZ

<

@

If p/r > 1, Example 2.16(i) tells us that <p*1‘/r(x, 1) = w(x)l_(p/’)'t(p/’)'p_ﬁ for any x € Q and
t € (0, o), and hence we can write the second norm in the last expression of (5.4) as

@\ P f @\ 1G oy
(5.5) H[M(Igl )] L P Q[M(|g| )] w dP.

Since w € A (L), it follows that there exists r € (0, min{1, p}] and r # p such that w € A,/(Q).
From this, it follows that w!=#/"" ¢ Ap/ry(€). By Lemma 2.7 and w € S™, we know that there
exists & € (0, co) such that w!=®/" ) e A(p/ry-£(€2). We can choose g large enough such that

(p/n)'[(q/r) > (p/r) —e.
By this, (5.5) and the Doob maximal inequality (Theorem 3.2), we have

/Yy
[ iy < [t ge <1,
Ly @ Ja
because ”glly"T/r(Q) < 1. From this, (5.2) and (5.4), we deduce that
1/r i
TPl || D24 1, <[> 2%, < fllgy@»
keZ L‘pl/r(Q) keZ 19(Q)

which completes the proof for Q,(€). The proof for P,(£2) is similar. This finishes the proof of
Theorem 5.2. O
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Similarly to the proof of Theorem 5.2, we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Letw € A(2) N S™ be a special weight and p € (0,2). If T : H}(Q) — L*(Q)isa
bounded o -sublinear operator and, for any (¢, 00)s-atom a,

(5.6) T(a)la = T(aly), VAeF,

where v is the associated stopping time with a, then there exists a positive constant C such that,
S
for any f € H(Q, wdP),
IT(Hller@wary < Cllf @ wde)-

Proof. For any ¢ € (0, 1), we choose r small enough such that (p/r)’ /(2/r) > (p/r)’ — &, this is

due to ,
(p/ry 1
im =
=0 (p/r) — ¢ l1-¢

and 1lim(Q2/r) = 1.
r—0

Combing this and the proof of Theorem 5.2 with g replaced by 2, we obtain the desired conclusion.
This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.3. O

Corollary 54. Let w € A(2) N S™ be a special weight.

(1) If p € (0, ), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € M,

(5-7) ”f”H]Iy(Q,Wd]p) < C||f||Pp(Q,deP), ||f||1-1157 (QwdP) < C”f”Q,,(Q,deP),
(5.8 1Al @waey < ClIFllP,@wde)» 1A @war) < CllAllg,@war)
and

(5.9 Al @waey < Cllfllp, @ wap), I/ a3 @.wapy < Clifllg, @ wap)-

(ii) If p € (0, 2), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € M,
(5.10) I ey @ waey < ClFllEg@wde), 1A s @uwapy < ClA Ny @ wap)-

Proof. The two inequalities in (5.7) follow easily from Definition 2.1. For the two inequalities in
(5.8), consider the operator 7 = M or S in Theorem 5.2. Then the both inequalities in (5.8) follow
from the Burkholder—Gundy inequality

IS (Pllzay ~ IM(Pllzas Vg€ (l,0)

(see, for example, [77, Theorem 2.12]), Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2.
The both inequalities in (5.9) can be deduced from choosing 7" = s and applying the inequality

Is(Hllza@) < IM(Pllza) ~ IS (Hllzac Vq € (2,0)

(see, for example, [77, Theorem 2.11(ii)]), Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2.
In order to prove the both inequalities in (5.10), consider the operator 7 = M or S in Theorem
5.3. Then the desired inequalities in (5.10) follow immediately from

IS (N2 S Is(Hll2  and  [IM(Hllz2q) S Is(Hll2@)

(see [77, Theorem 2.11(i)] or [11, Theorem 5.3(ii)]), Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.3. This finishes
the proof of Corollary 5.4. O
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Remark 5.5. Inequalities (5.10) with a special class of weights were first studied by Kazamaki
[42, Theorem 1]. Since the weight in (5.10) is of wide generality, (5.10) generalizes [42, Theorem
1] in the case when p € (0, 2).

Theorem 5.6. Let ¢ € Aw(€2) N'S™ be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,,
and uniformly upper type p:; satisfying 0 < p, < p:; < oo. Suppose that the o-sublinear operator
T satisfies (5.1) and, for some q € (max{l, p:;}, 00) and any t € (0, 00),

(5.11) IT(Dllzr@ecnary < ClAllE @0 dp)» V f € Hy(Q,¢(,1)dP),

where C is a positive constant independent of f and t € (0,00). Then there exists a positive
constant C such that, for any f € Hy(Q),

(5.12) IT(Nllee) < Cllfllag©)-

The same holds true if one replaces the spaces H ;(Q, ©(-, 1) dP) and H‘;(Q) by Q,(Q, ¢(-, 1) dP) and
0,(Q) or by P (Q, (-, 1) dP) and P,(Q), respectively.

Proof. Let f € Hy(Q). Then, by Theorem 4.1, we know that there exists a sequence of triples,
{uk a*, VF e € As(ep, ), such that f = Zkezukak and, for any A € (0, 00),

2
(5.13) fg go[x,EZZkHle(x)} dB(x) < fg <p(x,4s(f3(x))dP(x),

keZ

where V¢ = inf{n € N 1 s,,1(f) > 25}, pf = 2k+1||1ka||Lw(Q) and Gy := B\B 1 for any k € Z
(see (4.4)). Thus, for any k € Z, we have Gy = {x € Q : 2k < s(f)(x) < 2%+1} Since {Giliez, are
disjoint, we obtain, for any k € Z, 1 By = Z‘j’.‘;k 1G,-- From this, it follows that, for any 4 € (0, 00),

T
s [ <p(x, %) #ws [ ¢ [x = > T 13k<x)} a2 ()

kezZ
f [x - ZZu"lT(a")(x)l 1g, (x)] dP(x)
Q keZ j=k
_ Zf [x - Z 2, |T(ak)(x)|} dP(x)
JEZ k=—00

Letg € (max{p:;, 1},00) and ¢ € (0, 1) be such that g(1 — ¢) = p:;. Since ¢ is of uniformly upper
type p:;, we know that ¢ is of uniformly upper type ¢g. From this, the Holder inequality and the
fact that {Gy };ez are disjoint, we deduce that, for any A € (0, 00),

<X [ ] 22,

JEZ

j+1

q
2]
e |T(“k)(x)|] ‘P(X, T) dP(x)
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+Zf ( j+l)dP(x)

JEZ

q .
, j
- Z 2(j+1)g f [ 2t )" Z 7—ktqr(k+1)q ”1

k=—0c0
+ f [x —22J“16 (x)] dP(x)
Q ]EZ
1 q f Ky A4 271
S V |T(d")()| so(x,— dP(x)
jZZ: 20P% = Lo(Q) G A

-y 2i*lq dP 1+ L.
+fQ [x > G(x)] () =11 + 1

JEZ

L q 2j+l
oo IT@H@) ( - )dP(x)

Since ¢ is of uniformly upper type p,, from (5.11), the fact that {G,} ez are disjoint, a*is a
(¢, 00),-atom and U;’;k Gj = B, for any k € Z, we deduce that, for any 4 € (0, c0),

L‘P(Q)Z P f [T(@))|" ¢ (x —) dP(x)

(5.15) I = Z 2kp; |11

kezZ

< Z 2k17¢ L<P(Q) Z ij f |T(Cl )(x)|q 2(}+l k)p‘P(P(X _) dP(x)
keZ

~ Z ”13 kLo f |T(ak)(x)|q " (X, 7) dP(x)
keZ

2k
S kZé HlByk Zw(g) L ) [S(ak)(x)]q @(X, 7) dP(x)

2k 2k
< Yol @i, [ o %)< [ ofn2) @,
keZ Bk kez ¥ Bk

Combining this and the fact that ¢ is of uniformly lower type p, and, for any j € Z, s(f) > 2/ on
G, we know that, for any 4 € (0, c0),

15929 3] I FES PERRD 39 2y I O A

keZ j=k keZ j=k
. Zékz ok-ir f (p(x’ s(fj(x)) 0o < fg . (x, S(f/i(x)) o
JEZ k=—c0

From this, it follows that, for any 4 € (0, 00),

1< f go(x, m) dP(x) + I,.
Q A
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Combining this and (5.14), we deduce that, for any A € (0, c0),

f¢(x, w) PG < f (,D(x, S<f><X>) JP(0) + 1o,
Q A Q A

which, together with (5.13), implies that, for any A € (0, 00),

fgo(x, lT(f)(x)l)d]P(x)sfgo(x, S(f)(X)) dP(x).
Q A Q A

Thus, we complete the proof of (5.12).
Assume now that f € Q,(€). Then there exists an optimal control sequence (/1511)( SDnez, such

that S,,(f) < A, (f) with A8 (f) € LY(Q). If a is a (¢, c0)s-atom, then 1 (a) < IS (@)l In
the proof of (5.12), instead of (5.15), using (5.11), we conclude that, for any A € (0, o),

2k
s ) s, f |T(ak)(x)|qg0(x, 7) dP(x)

keZ
2k
S é ” B Lw(g)f [flg)(ak)(x)]q <P(x, 7) dP(x)
< Z ”lB ke () ||S(dk)||qm(g)f ( ) dP(X) < Zf (x _) dP(X)
keZ keZ

Thus, the proof of (5.12) with H;(Q) replaced by Q,(€2) can be finished as above. The proof of
(5.12) with H;(Q) replaced by P, () is similar. This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.6. O

Theorem 5.7. Let ¢ € Ax(QQ) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p:; satisfying 0 < p, < p:; < 0o,
() If o € S™ and p:; € (0,2), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f €

H(Q),
(5.16) 1Al @) < Cllflay@-

(i) If ¢ € S™ and p; € (0,2), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f €
H(€),
(5.17) 11153 @ < CllAllay@)-

(iii) If ¢ € ST, then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € Q,(L),

(5.18) 1Al ) < fllp, @) 1A ls @) < Ifllgy@
(5.19) 1A ls @ < Cllfllp, @ 1Al @) < Cllfllg, @
(5.20) 1Al < Clifllp, @) I 3@ < Cllfllg, -
and

1
(5.21) Ellfllpw(g) < fllg,@ < Clifllp -
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Moreover, if {(Fulnez, is regular, then
HY(Q) = P,(Q) = HY(Q) = HS(Q) = 0,(Q)
with equivalent quasi-norms.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, we know that the operators M, S and s are all satisfy (5.1). Then (5.16) and
(5.17) follow from (5.10) and Theorem 5.6 with 7= M or T = §. Inequalities (5.18) come easily
from the definition of P,(€2) and Q,(€). Inequalities (5.19) and (5.20) follow from Corollary 5.4
and Theorem 5.6 by choosing 7' = M, S or s.

To prove (5.21), we use (5.19). If f = (fu)nez, € Qy(2), then there exists an optimal control
(A (F)nez. such that S ,(f) < A, () with A8 (f) € L#(Q). Since

ol < Maci(F) + 22, (),
by the second inequality of (5.19), we have

1
1lesey < Wl + A0 . . < 1Alo,@.

Le(Q)

Thus, we have f = (fy)nez, € P,(Q). Then, by the definition of P,(L) (see Definition 2.1), we
know that there exists an optimal control (/lﬁ,z) (f)nez, such that, for any n € N, |f,,| < /1512_)1( f) and
/12?( f) € L¥(Q). Notice that, for any n € N,

Sa(f) < Suci () + 222, ().

Using the first inequality of (5.19), we obtain the second inequality of (5.21).

Further, assume that {#,},cz, is regular. Since ¢ € A(£2), from Lemma 2.8, it follows that
¢ € S. By this and (5.21), we know that P,(2) = Q,(Q2). Let f € P,(Q). From Theorems 4.4 and
4.6, it follows that, for any given r € (0, 1],

Ifllz,c@) ~ Il gy ~ gy
Similarly, for any f € Q,(€), we know that, for any given r € (0, 1],
“f”Q‘p(Q) ~ ||f||H:ﬁ”O:’S Q) ~ ”f”H[E(Q)‘

By the regularity condition of {#,},cz,, we find that, for any n € N, |d,, f > < RE,_(ld, f %) (see,
for example, [77, Proposition 2.18]) and hence

Su(f) < R su(f).

Since s,(f) € Fn,—1 for any n € N, from the definition of Q,(£2), we deduce that

Ifllo,@) S Is(Hllze) ~ 1f a3 @)-
Now (5.20) yields that
Ifllo,@ ~ A llEs @),
which completes the proof of Theorem 5.7. O
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Remark 5.8. (i) Let p € (0, 00). If ¢(x,¢) := t” for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, ), then Theorem 5.7
in this case becomes [77, Theorem 2.22].

(i) Let @ be an Orlicz function. Theorem 5.7 when ¢(x, t) := ®(¢) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, o)
was proved by Miyamoto et al. [52, Theorem 2.5 and Corollary 2.6]. But, the assumptions
of [77, Theorems 2.11 and 2.12] require that ¢ is of lower type p, and of upper type p:;
satisfying 0 < Ps < p:; < 1. However, Theorem 5.7 only needs p:; € (0,2) in (5.16) and
(5.17). Therefore, in this sense, Theorem 5.7 generalizes and improves [52, Theorem 2.5
and Corollary 2.6].

(iii) Let w € Aw(€2) be a special weight and @ an Orlicz function with lower type p,, and upper
type p,, satisfying 0 < p, < p; < oo. Letting ¢(x,1) := w(x)®(¢) for any x € Q and
t € (0, 00), then Theorem 5.7 with such a ¢ is completely new.

Now we are ready to generalize the well-known Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality. To this
end, we shall need the Davis decomposition of the martingales from H, fp (Q) and Hg” (Q) and some
additional notions.

Definition 5.9. Let ¢ be a Musielak—Orlicz function. The martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
space G,(Q) is defined by setting
- m}.
L#(Q)

Lemma 5.10. Let ¢ be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, for some p, €
[1, 00). If the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L (Q) and fe Hf; (Q), then there exist
h € Gy(Q) and g € Qy(Q) such that f, = h, + g, for any n € Z,, and there exists a positive
constant C, independent of f, such that

> ldufl

nez,

G,(Q) = {f e M: fllc, =

Mllg,@ < Cllflys iy and  lgllg, < Clfllys -

Proof. Let f € Hf; (Q). Suppose that 0 = g < A; < --- is an adapted sequence of functions such
that, for any n € Z,,
S.(f) <A, and Ay :=sup A, € LF(Q).

nez,

Clearly, for any n € N, we have

dnf = dnflixeq: 14,0524, 0} + Anflxeq: 1,(0<24,-1 (0)}-

For any n € N, let

n

hy = ) [diflixeq: a>2401 — Bi=1 (difLixeq: po>24001)]

and

=

gn =) |diflixeq: nw<2t ) — Bie1 (diflixeq: am<2a (o)) -
=1
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Then, forany n € N, f,, = h, + g,. For any k € Z, on the set {x € Q : Ax(x) > 24,1 (x)}, we have
Ax < 2(Ax — A4—1), henceforth

ldi fll{xeq: 4052010} < Akdixeq: 402410} < 2(Ak — Ak—1)-

Thus, we conclude that, for any n € N,
n n
(5.22) Z dih] < 24, + 2 Z Erot (A = Aep).
k=1 k=1

From this and Theorem 3.5, it follows that

IAllG, @ < 1wllLe)-

On another hand, for any k € N, we have

ldi fIl{xe: pw<2t10) < Adixeq: w<2e1 () < 24k-15

which implies that
|digl < 421

Combining this and (5.22), we conclude that, for any n € N,

Sn(g) < Sn—l(g) + |dng| < Sn—l(f) + Sn—l(h) + 4/1n—1
n—1
< Ay + 24,21 +2 Ero1(Ag — k1) + 44,1
k=1

From this and Theorem 3.5, it follows that
ligllo, @) < leollze()-

For any n € Z,, letting A,, := S ,,(f), we then obtain the desired conclusion. This finishes the proof
of Lemma 5.10. |

Using Theorem 3.5, we also obtain the Davis decomposition of ny (Q), whose proof is similar
to that of Lemma 5.10, the details being omitted.

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢ be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, for some p, €
[1, 00). If the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LY (Q) and fe Hgl (), then there exist
h € Gy,(Q) and g € P,(Q) such that f, = h, + g, for any n € Z,, and there exists a positive
constant C, independent of f, such that

1AllG, @) < Cllifllgypy  and  ligllp,@) < Cllfllgyq)-

The generalization of Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequalities reads as follows.
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Theorem 5.12. Let ¢ € Aw(€2) N S™ be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,
and uniformly upper type p:; satisfying 1 < p, < p:; < oo, If the Doob maximal operator M is
bounded on LY (Q), then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any martingale f € M,

1
(5.23) E”f”Hg(Q) < ”f”Hg(Q) < C||f||Hg(Q)-

Proof. First we prove the second inequality of (5.23). Let f € Hf, (Q). By Lemma 5.10, we know
that there exist 1 € G,(2) and g € Q,(Q) such that, for any n € Z,, f,, = h, + g, and

(5.24) Wllgy@ < Iflys oy Illope < Ullys .

It is easy to show that M(h) < }.,cz. |d,h|. From this, it follows that

Al ) < IAllG, -

Using this, (5.19) and (5.24), we conclude that

Al @) < Wallg oy + gl ) < hlle, @) + lgloy@ S 1Allus @)-

The first inequality of (5.23) can be proved in the same way. This finishes the proof of Theorem
5.12. ]

Remark 5.13. If, in Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11 and Theorem 5.12, the boundedness of the Doob
maximal operator on LY (Q) is replaced by the condition that ¢* € A, () satisfies (3.3), then,
from Corollary 3.4, we deduce that Lemmas 5.10 and 5.11 and Theorem 5.12 still hold true.

Now, we turn to Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequalities for the endpoint case: the uniformly
lower type index p,, = 1. To this end, we first prove the following theorem, which is a generaliza-
tion of [10, Theorem 3.2].

Theorem 5.14. Let ® : [0,00) — [0,00) be an Orlicz function and w a weight. Let o(x,t) =
w(x)D(t) for any x € Qand t € (0,00). If w € A1(Q) and ¢ is of uniformly lower type 1 and of
uniformly upper type p:; for some p:; € [1, 00), then there exists a positive constant C such that,
for any sequence (gi)kez, of non-negative ¥ measurable functions,

Z Ex(gk) <C Z 8k

keZ keZ

L#(Q) Le(Q)

Proof. Let dP := = wdP. Denote the expectation and the conditional expectatlon operators related
to P, respectively, by E 5 and E,. Since w € L'(Q), we may assume that Pisa probability measure.
Then (Q, F, {Fnlnez, » ]P) is a probability space. Combining this and [10, Theorem 3.2], we obtain

(5.25) Eo [i fa?n<gn)) sBo [i gn].

n=1 n=1
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For any ¥ measurable function f, by [50, Proposition 6.1.7] (or [17, Section 4]), we know that,
for any n € Z,,

= 1

By this and w € A{(Q), we find that, for any n € Z,

— 1
En(f) =E, (W_fw) 2 En(f)

which implies that

fg ¢ [x, Z En(gn)(x)) dP < fg ® [x, Z gn(X)] dP.
n=1 n=1

This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.14. O

Remark 5.15. In Theorem 5.14, the uniformly lower type 1 and the uniformly upper type p* €
[1, 00) properties of ¢ can be replaced by the condition that @ is convex and ® € A, (that is,
O(2t) < KO(¢) for any t € (0, 00)). Indeed, if @ is of lower type 1, then, by [28, Proposition 2.3]
(see also [15, Lemma 2.2]), we know that @ is equivalent to a convex function. On another hand,
it is clear that ® € A, if and only if ¢ is of uniformly upper type p* € [1, ).

Using Theorem 5.14 and Remark 5.15, we can prove the following theorem in the way same as
the proof of Theorem 5.12, the details being omitted.

Theorem 5.16. Let @ : [0,00) — [0, c0) be an Orlicz function and w a special weight. Let
o(x, 1) := w(x)D(t) for any x € Q and t € (0, ). If ¢ is of uniformly lower type 1 and of uniformly
upper type p:; for some p:; € [1,00) and w € A|(Q), then there exists a positive constant C such
that, for any martingale f € M,

1
E”f”Hg(Q) < “f”[—[gf(g) < C||f||1-15(g)-

Now, we compare Theorems 5.12 and 5.16 with Bonami and Lépingle [7, Theorem 1]. To this
end, we need the following notion, which was first introduced by Doléans—Dade et al. [17].

Definition 5.17. Let p € (1,) and w be a special weight. Then w is said to satisfy an A ()
condition, denoted by w € A,(€), if there exists a positive constant C such that, for any n € Z,,

1 [~ 1 \1P-1
—[En(wﬁ)] <c

Wn

Then w is said to satisfy :4\00(9) ifwe /T,,(Q) for some p € (1, ).
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Remark 5.18. Recall that Bonami and Lépingle [7, Theorem 1] proved that, if w € :4\00(9) ns-,
then the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality holds true in the weighted Orlicz case. Now we
claim that ;4\00(9) NS~ is slightly stronger than the condition A (Q2)NS™. Indeed, let w € ZOO(Q) N
S7, then there exists an index p € (1, c0) such that w € ZP(Q). From [7, p. 298], we deduce that
weA, »(Q) is equivalent to

E, (wﬁ) <Cpwi, VneZ,.

Combining this, w € S™ and [17, Proposition 5], we know that there exists an index g € (1, o)
such that w € A,(€2). From this, it follows that w € A(€2) N S™. This proves the above claim (see
also [50, Proposition 6.1.8 and Remark 6.6.9]).

Thus, when ¢(x, 1) := w(x)®(¢) for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, o), the assumption on the weight of
Theorem 5.12 is slightly weaker than the assumption on the weight of [7, Theorem 1]. However,
Theorems 5.12 and 5.16 can not cover [7, Theorem 1], because Theorem 5.12 needs that the Doob
maximal operator M is bounded on L¥ (Q) and Theorem 5.16 needs w € A;(Q). If olx,t) =P
for any x € Q and ¢ € (0, 00), with p € [1, o), then Theorems 5.12 and 5.16 become the classical
Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (see [10]).

The following corollary follows immediately from Lemma 2.8 and Theorems 4.1, 4.4, 4.6 and
5.7.

Corollary 5.19. Let ¢ be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and uniformly
upper type p:; satisfying 0 < p, < p; < oo If ¢ € Ax(Q) and {Fplnez, is regular, then, for
any given r € (0, 1], H,(Q) = Hft”o:’T(Q) with equivalent quasi-norms, here T stands for any one

of operators M, s and S, and H,(Q2) denotes any one of five Musielak—Orlicz martingale Hardy
spaces HY (Q), P,(Q), H3(Q), H3(Q) and Q,(<).

Definition 5.20. For any f := (f,)nez, € M, the martingale transform 7 is defined by setting, for

any n € N,
n

(T P i= ) vi-1dif and (T o = 0,

k=1

where, for any k € Z,, vy is Fx measurable and ||v||z~) < 1.
Now we turn to the boundedness of the martingale transform on L#(Q).

Theorem 5.21. Let ¢ € A(Q) be a Musielak—Orlicz function satisfying (3.2). If the stochastic
basis {Fplnez, is regular, then the martingale transform T is bounded on L¥(Q).

Proof. Since |[vk|lz=) < 1, we have S(7 f) < S(f) P-almost everywhere. From this, Theorems
5.7 and 3.2, it follows that

17 fllze) < IM(T Pl < 1S (Dl S IM(Pllzey < [1fllze@.

which completes the proof of Theorem 5.21. O
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6 Walsh system and Fejér means

Let us investigate the dyadic martingales. Namely, let Q := [0, 1), P be the Lebesgue measure
and ¥ the set of all Lebesgue measurable sets. By a dyadic interval, we mean one of the form
[£27",(k + 1)27") for some k,n € Z, and 0 < k < 2". For any given n € Z, and x € [0, 1),
denote by 7,(x) the dyadic interval of length 27" which contains x. For any n € Z, the g-algebras
generated by the dyadic intervals {/,(x) : x € [0, 1)} is denoted by . It is easy to see that (F,)cz,
is regular and increasing.

For any n € Z,, the Rademacher function r, is defined by setting

1 ifxeod),
r(")“{ 1 ifxeld1)

and, for any x € [0, 1),
ra(x) := r(2Q"x).

It is clear that, for any n € Z,, r, is ¥,+; measurable. The product system generated by the
Rademacher functions is the Walsh system

Wy 1= 1—[ ek, VYnezZ,,

keZ..
where
6.1) n= Z n2k, mefo, 1),
keZ,

Recall (see Fine [21]) that the Walsh-Dirichlet kernels, defined by setting, for any n € N,

=

D, = Wk,

1
=0

=~

satisfy
Do) = 2k ifx e [0,275), Viez
2 =10 ifxe2k ), +

If f e L'[0,1), for any n € Z,, the number f(n) := E(fw,) is called the nth Walsh—Fourier
coefficient of f. We can extend this definition to martingales as follows. If f := (fi)iez, IS a
martingale, then, for any n € Z,, let

fln) = lim E(fiw,).

Since, for any k, n € Z, and n < 2% w, is F measurable, it can immediately be seen that the
above limit does exist. Recall that, if f € L'[0, 1), then E;f — f in the L'[0, 1)-norm, as k — co,
hence, for any n € Z,,

fln) = lim E(Eefwn).
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Thus, the Walsh—Fourier coefficients of f € L'[0, 1) are the same as the ones of the martingale
(Ex f)kez, obtained from f.

For any n € N, denote by s, f the nth partial sum of the Walsh—Fourier series of a martingale
f, namely,

n—1
suf = ), Flow.
k=0

If fe L'10, 1), then, for any n € N,

1
snf(x) = f JODy(x+1) dt,
0

where + denotes the dyadic addition (see, for example, Schipp et al. [68] or Golubov et al. [25]).
It is easy to see that, for any n € Z,,

(6.2) sof = fu

and hence, by the martingale convergence theorem [64, Theorem 1.34], we know that, for any
p e[l,00)and f € L7[0, 1),

lim sonf = f in the L?[0, 1)-norm.

n—oo

This result was generalized by Schipp et al. [68, Theorem 4.1]. More precisely, they proved that,
for any p € (1,00) and f € LP[0, 1),

lim s, f = f in the L?[0, 1)-norm.

n—oo

Using the method of martingale transforms, we generalize [68, Theorem 4.1] to L#[0, 1).

Theorem 6.1. Let ¢ € A,[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function satisfying (3.2). Then there exists
a positive constant C such that, for any f € L¥[0, 1),

sup [Isufllrero.1y < Cllflleqo.ny -
neN

Proof. 1t was proved by Schipp et al. [68, p. 95] that, for any n € N,

Snf = WnTO(an)a
where

Tof = Z ni_1d f

k=1
and the binary coeflicients n; are defined as in (6.1). Combining this, Theorem 5.21 and |w,| = 1
for any n € N, we know that, for any n € N,

snfllzefo.1y = 1ToUWilllero.ny < I wallzego.1y < Wfllzero.ny »

which completes the proof of Theorem 6.1. O
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Corollary 6.2. Let ¢ € Ax[0,1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function satisfying (3.2). Then, for any
feL?[0, 1),

(6.3) lim s, f = f in the L¥[0, 1)-norm.

n—o0

Proof. 1t is enough to show that the Walsh polynomials are dense in L?[0, 1). Indeed, by (6.2), f,
is a Walsh polynomial. By Theorem 5.7, we know that, for any n € Z,,

1 1 1
(6.4) fo 0 (6 1f() = fu(0)) dix < fo o (e, M(f — £)()) dx ~ fo o (6 S(f — £)() dx.

For almost every x € [0, 1), we have
o 1/2
lim §(f = )00 = lim | > |dii f2| =0,
n— o0 n—o0 P

By this and the facts that S(f — f,)(x) < S(f)(x) and ¢ is of uniformly lower type p,, we know
that, for almost every x € [0, 1),

S(f =S
S(HHx)

From this and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, it follows that

Pe
Tim @ (x,S(f = f)(x) < lim [ ] ¢ (5 S () = 0.

1
lim [ ¢ (x,S(f = f)x) dx = 0.
0

n—oo

Combining this and (6.4), we have
nli_{Iolo Ilf = fallero,1y = 0.

This proves that the Walsh polynomials are dense in L¥[0, 1). The corollary follows from Theorem
6.1 with the usual density argument. This finishes the proof of Corollary 6.2. O

If we do not suppose that ¢ € A,[0, 1) satisfies (3.2), then (6.3) is not true. However, to
generalize the convergence result, in this case, we can consider a summability method. Recall
that, for any n € N, the Fejér means o, f of the Walsh—Fourier series of a martingale f is defined
in (1.3). Of course, {0, f}nen has better convergence properties than {s, f},en. It is easy to show
that, for any f € L'10,1) and n € N,

1
Cfnf(x)=f JOK,(x+1) dt,
0

where, for any n € N, the Walsh-Fejér kernel K, is defined by setting

1 n
K=~ ;Dk.
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It is known (see Fine [21] or Schipp et al. [68, Theorem 1.16]) that, for any n € N and x € [0, 1),

N-1 N-1

(6.5) Kn(0)] < 327N 3" [Dy(x) + Dy (427771
J=0 =)

and

(6.6) Kon(x) = % 27"Don(x) + Z 277" Don(x4+277 1],

J=0

where N is a positive integer such that 2V~! < n < 2V,

7 The maximal Fejér operator on H,[0, 1)

We have proved in Theorem 5.7 that, if ¢ € A(Q) is a Musielak—Orlicz function with uni-
formly lower type p,, and uniformly upper type pj and {F,}.cz, regular, then all the five martingale
Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces are equivalent. In this section, we consider the dyadic o-algebras,
s0 {Fulnez, is regular. If we deal with Musielak—Orlicz Hardy spaces, we always suppose the other
conditions, namely, ¢ € A«[0, 1) is a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p:;. Denote by Hy[0, 1) one of the five martingale Musielak—Orlicz Hardy
spaces.

In this section, we prove the boundedness of o, from H,[0, 1) to L?[0, 1). It is known that, for
any f € L¥[0, 1), the Doob maximal operator M(f) can be written as

1
M(F)(x) = sup —— fdP],

where / is a dyadic interval and P a Lebesgue measure. Motivating by this and the kernel functions
(6.5) and (6.6), we give two other dyadic maximal functions, which are originally introduced by
Jiao et al. [40]. Let f € L?[0,1), r € (0,00) and v be a bounded measure. For any n € N and
x €0, 1), let

1
X) :=su A — f dv
vrn(f)( ) 13)13 JZ(; V(I+2_j—1) Lio-i-1 f
and
n—1 n-1 1
74 X) ;= su RU—mroli=mron=i . — f dv|,
wrn(F)00 ,95 = v(I+[27771, 27771 427T)) 1+[2—j—1,2—jfl+2f")f

where the suprema are taken over all dyadic intervals / with length 27", which contain x. For
v = P, we write simply U,, and V,.,,. The proof of the following theorem is similar to that of [40,
Theorems 7.7 and 7.10] and the details are omitted.

Theorem 7.1. Let p € (1,00] and v be a bounded measure. If r € (0, 00), then there exists a
positive constant C such that, for any n € N and f € LP([0, 1), dv),

WUy rn(Olleo,ny,avy) < Cllfllzrqo,1),dv)-
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Ifre (%, 1], then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any n € N and f € L”([0, 1), dv),

Vs rn(ONzrqo,1).av) < Cllflleo,1),dv)-

Let p € (1,00). Suppose that w € A,[0,1) and v is the measure generated by w, namely,
dv = wdP. For any dyadic interval 7, by w € A,[0, 1), we have

1/p V-1 (p-D/p
P —1/(p=
P(l) f T4 < 55 (f l WdP) U dP]
1/p 1 p-1\1/P
P4 ~1/(p-1)
[v(l)f rd ] {P(I)f [P(I)flw dP] }
L
S[V(I) fllfl dv]

Using this, we can prove the next theorem in the usual way (see, for example, Strémberg and
Torchinsky [72]), the proof being omitted.

Theorem 7.2. Let p € (1,00) and w € A,[0, 1). If r € (0, 00), then there exists a positive constant
C such that, for any n € N and f € LP([0, 1), wdP),

(7.1) U n(Ollego,nwdry < ClFlLeqo,1),war)-

Ifre( %, 1], then there exists a positive constant C such that, for anyn € N and f € LP([0, 1), wdP),

(7.2) Ve (ONrqo,0.mwary < Cllfllzeqo,1),wap)-

Theorem 7.3. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p:; satisfying (3.2). If r € (0, o), then there exists a positive constant C such
that, for any n € N and f € L?[0, 1),

”Ur,n(f)”L«O[O,I) < Cllfllzero,n) -

Moreover, if r € (%, 1], then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any n € N and
feL?[0,1),

”V””(f)”bﬂ[o,l) < Cllifllgeqony -

Proof. Using Theorems 3.1 and 7.2, we can show Theorem 7.3 by the way same as the proof of
Theorem 3.2, the details being omitted. This finishes the proof of Theorem 7.3. O

Next we give a sufficient condition for a o-sublinear operator to be bounded from H,[0, 1) to
L#]0, 1).

Theorem 7.4. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LA [0, 1) for
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some r € (0, min{1, Ap_}]. Suppose further that the o-sublinear operator T : L*[0,1) — L*[0, 1)
is bounded and
(7.3) <C
LAIr[0,1)

s

LAUr[0,1)

2 W) 1@ 1)

kezZ

D2 e

kezZ

where C is a positive constant and, for any k € Z, 1y is the stopping time associated with the
(¢, 00)pr-atom a* and ,uk =3 2k||1{7k<oo}||m[o,1). Then there exists a positive constant C such that,
forany f € Hy[0, 1),

1T (Nllzero.1y < Cllflla,p0.1)-

Proof. Let f € Hy[0, 1). By Corollary 5.19 and Theorem 4.6, we know that there exist a sequence
(ak)kez of (¢, 00)y-atoms such that

1/r
(7.4) f= Z“kak and Z (3 . 2")r 1{1k<oo}] S N lle10.1)s

keZ keZ L[0,1)

where the sequence (7y)xez are stopping times, respectively, associated with (@ )rez and, for any
keZ, //‘ =3 2k||1{‘rk<oo}“L‘F[O,1)- Then we have

ITPllzson < || D HT@N g0

kezZ

+
L#[0,1)

D T (@ e

keZ

=:B; + B,.
L£[0,1)

We first estimate B;. Notice that, for any k € Z, the sets {r; = {};cz, are disjoint and, for any
t € Z,, there exist a finite set Ay and disjoint atoms (Ix¢m)men,, C F¢ such that {7y =€} =
Umenr, Ik.em- Thus, for any k € Z, we have

(7.5) tm<ot={J U tem
f€Z+ mEAk’g

where {Ix ¢ m}tez,, men,, are disjoint for fixed k. From this and r € (0, 1], we deduce that

(7.6) Br<| > () ), Q) [T,

keZ teZ, mehy

1/r

LA1/7]0,1)

Since r < p,, by Lemma 2.13 and Remark 2.10, we know that ¢y, is of uniformly lower type 1.

By this and Lemma 2.18, we can choose a function g € L#]0, 1) with norm less than or equal to
1 such that

1
2 Y, ) e, < [ X0 Y Y e e
keZ (eZ meNyy LP1/[0,1) keZ (€Zy meNy

Combining this, the boundedness of 7' on L*[0, 1) and (7.6), we obtain

s [ S S ¥ e e

keZ fEZ+ mGAk’/
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Z Z Z ”T(ak)”;[o,l) Hllk,amg“Ll(Q)
keZ (eZy meAyr
2

A

s Z Z 3 2k ”17k<°° ”L¢[01)”ak”m[on||11umg||L1(Q)
€Z+m€1\k¢7
1
SZZ Z 3 2k PUHm)[IP(IH " IgldP],
UL k.bm

k€Z teZ, meAy,

which, together with the definition of the maximal operator and Lemma 2.18, further implies that

B s> > > (32 fo 1 1, M(g)dP

k€Z teZ, meAyy

ZZ Z 3 2k llk,f,m ||M(g)||L¢’;/,[O’1).

keZ CeZ, mehiy L1/r10,1)

From this, the boundedness of M on L [0, 1) and (7.4), it follows that

1/r
1
Bis|> > > (329 1y, I IIQ/,,T/O1
keZ (eZ, meNy, L0 [0,1)
1/r 1/r
kY kY
<2532 Linew) >.(3-29 1{7,(@0}} < Il t0.1-
keZ LPUr[0,1) keZ L9]0,1)
On another hand, by (7.3) and (7.4), we have
1/r 1/r
K\ N k
By < | (1) [7@)] Lini=s <> 2 15 < Wl
keZ LPUr[0,1) keZ LPUr[0,1)
which completes the proof Theorem 7.4. O

Theorem 7.5. Let ¢ € A0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type P and
uniformly upper type p:;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LA [0, 1)
for some r € (%, L A p,l. Then there exists a positive constant C such that

Z (ﬂk)r [O'*(ak)]r 1{7k=00} C Z 2kr1{‘rk<°<>}

kezZ kezZ

(7.7)

>

LA1r[0,1)

LAVr[0,1)
where, for any k € Z, Ty is the stopping time associated with the (@, oo)y-atom d* and u*
3 - 291z, <oo)llzer0.1)-

Proof. Forany k € Z and € € Z,, let Ay, be as in (7.5). Moreover, for any m € Agy, let Iy ¢, be
also as in (7.5) and Ky ¢, € N satisfying P(Iy ¢.,,) = 2 Keem Tt was proved in [40, Theorem 7.14]
that, for any k € Z and x € {1} = oo},

Kiem—1

18  old)W 5 il | D) DL D) 2, )

€€Z+ mEAk’[ j:O
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Kiem—1 Kiem—1
i—K; i—Kp ¢
+ Z Z Z 277 Rkt Z 2 k’[’mllk’[’m_;_[z—j—l’2—j—1+2—i)(X)
(eZ, mEAk’[ j=0 i:j

= ||1{Tk<°°}||2i[0’1) [Ak(x) + Bk(X)] ,

which implies that

r r
19 (12 (1) [ou@)] Lirmeo < |02 @ 2 By
keZ LA1/r[0,1) keZ LA1/r[0,1) keZ LA1/r[0,1)
=71+7Zs.

By Lemma 2.18, there exists a function g € L#1r]0, 1) with norm less than or equal to 1 such
that

Kiem—1

as [ S w525 35 2 e

keZ keZ teZ, meAre j=0
keZ (el mGAk’/ j:0

f +2
Ik,[’,m. -l
Kk,(,’,m 1

- 1 1
szzkrz Z Z Y Kk,z,m)rj; llk’[’mm

keZ (eZ, mehy, =

Kk,l,m -1

SZZWZ Z Z 2 =K g

f 8 dP‘ dp,
Ik’[’m-i-z_j_l

where the last inequality follows from P(/y ¢,,) = P(Ik,g,m—i-Z_j_l) = 27Kkem  From this and Lemma
2.18, we deduce that

1 Kiem—1
i 1
25 [ 325 S 5 2l e
0 ez CeZy mENke =0 P(Ik,f,f11+2 =) Ty g 27771

s fl Z 2 Z Z llk,f,m UV,Kk,/,m(g)dP

0 Yez (eZ, mehi

S sz’ Z Z Lt ”Ur»ka(g)”L*‘T/r[o,n'

keZ (el mGAk’/ LeYr [O,l)
By this, ||g||L¢’; oD < 1 and Theorem 7.3, we conclude that
k k
710z 2y, 81,1, 101, S (125 2 Lirico)
k€Z teZ, meAyy L91/r[0,1) ’ keZ LA1r[0,1)

< 1 such that

For Z,, we choose again a function g € L0 [0, 1) with ”g”ﬁ’f/r[o b

1
7.11 7> < 2K (BL) g dP.
an o5 [ 32

keZ
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Itis clear that, forany k € Z, i, j,{ € Z.,m € Agpand j < i < Kppm— 1,
P(Ik,f,m'i'[z_j_l, 2_j_1+2_i)) = 2_i.

From this and (7.11), it follows that

Kiem—1 Kigm—1
VS Z 2]" Z 2(j_Kk’[’m)r2(l_Kk’[’m)rllk’/’,,,-i-[Z_j_l,Z_j_l4—2_i) gdP
Kiem=1 Kiem—1
< Z okr Z Z Z =K em)ro(i=Kiem)r
keZ (eZy meNy, j=0 i=j
k '_K, ,Wl) ._K, m K ,’,m_.
2S5 8 e,
0 kez = l(eZ.mery, j=0  i=j
1

gdP|dP,
Iy pm+[27771, 2777 1420)

0 kez  CeZ.mehye j=0  i=j
f gdP’
TeomH[275-1 27714271
Kk,f,m -1 Kk,f,m -1
X 19——1 9—j—117-i
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which implies that

Z, < fo 2SS Ay Vi @) P,

keZ teZ, mehye

Combining this, Lemma 2.18 and Theorem 7.3, we conclude that

7)< szrz Z 1., ||V”,Kk,f,m(g)”L‘pT/r[()’l)

keZ fEZ+ meAk’f Le1r [0,1)
§ k
2 rl{‘l’k<c>o}

Z Z Z 21y, 18l 41,0101, S
keZ

keZ teZ, mEAk’[ 1e1/r [0, l)

7N

L#1/r[0,1)

From this, (7.9) and (7.10), we deduce the desired conclusion. This finishes the proof of Theorem
7.5. O

Remark 7.6. Notice that, under the assumptions of Theorem 7.5, we have Py € ( %, 00).

Theorem 7.7. Let ¢ € A[0,1) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p, and
uniformly upper type p;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L [0, 1) for
some r € (%, min{1, p;}]. Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € Hy[0, 1),

o fllzefo.) < € ”f”H«:[O’U .

Proof. The conclusions of this theorem follows from Theorems 7.4 and 7.5 immediately. O
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Remark 7.8. If the condition, that the Doob maximal operator is bounded on L [0, 1) for some
re (%, min{1, p;}] in Theorem 7.7, is replaced by the condition that go’{/r € Ax[0,1) and

(7.12) q(py),) < (pg/r) < (py/r) < oo

for some r € (%, min{1, P}, then, from Corollary 3.4, we deduce that the conclusion of Theorem
7.7 still holds true.

Notice that Theorem 7.7 is new even for the weighted Hardy spaces [namely, for any given
p € (%,oo), o(x, 1) = w(x)t? for any x € [0,1) and ¢ € (0, 00)] and for Orlicz Hardy spaces
[namely, ¢(x, t) = O(¢) for any x € [0, 1) and ¢ € (0, c0), here @ is an Orlicz function].
Theorem 7.9. Let p € (%, o0) and w € Azp[0, 1) be a special weight. Let ¢(x,t) := w(x)t? for any
x €[0,1) and t € (0, 00). Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € H,[0, 1),

||O—*f”L‘P[O,l) <C “f”HdO,l) .

Proof. Clearly, ¢ is of uniformly lower type p and of uniformly upper type p. It is well known
that w € A5,[0, 1) implies that there exists r € (%, min{1, p}) such that w € A,/,[0, 1). By Example
2.16(i), we know that, for any x € [0, 1) and ¢ € (0, 00),

#11:00) = DT ()T

Observe that ¢ Ir is of uniformly lower type (p/r)" and of uniformly upper type (p/r)’. We can

easily check that w € A,/[0, 1) implies WP;TLI € A(p/ryl0, 1). From this, it follows that ¢} i €
A(p/ry[0, 1). Then there exists & € (0, c0) such that go’{/r € A(p/ry-¢l0, 1). Thus, we have q(ng/r) <
(p/r)" and hence 78 Ir satisfies (7.12). The desired conclusion of the theorem follows from Remark
7.8. This finishes the proof of Theorem 7.9. O

Theorem 7.7 gives back the well known result of Weisz ([74, 78]) mentioned above when
@(x,1) := t for any x € [0,1) and ¢ € (0, ), with p € (%,oo). For p = 1, it is due to Fujii [22]
(see also Schipp et al. [67]). If ¢(x,1) := tP for any x € [0, 1) and ¢ € (0, o), with p € (0, %], then
Theorem 7.7 is not true anymore (see Simon et al. [70], Simon [69] and Gat et al. [24]).

Theorem 7.10. Let ® be an Orlicz function with lower type pg, and upper type py, and ¢(x,t) :=
O(¢) for any x € [0, 1) and t € (0, ). If py, € (1/2, 00), then there exists a positive constant C such
that, for any f € H,[0, 1),

||0'*f||L¢[o,1) <C ||f||H¢[o,1) .

Proof. Choosing r € (%, min{1, pg}), we can apply Remark 7.8. Then the desired conclusion of
this theorem follows from Lemmas 2.13 and 2.15 and the fact that g(¢] /r) = 1. This finishes the
proof of Theorem 7.10. O

By standard arguments (see, for example, Jiao et al. [40]), Theorem 7.7 implies the next con-
vergence results of (o, f),en. We state these convergence results only in the general case, more ex-
actly, under the assumptions of Theorem 7.7. Let p € (%, 00), w € Az,[0, 1) be a special weight and
@ an Orlicz function. Obviously, we could formulate the convergence results if ¢(x, f) := w(x)t?
or if p(x,1) := ®O(¢) for any x € [0,1) and ¢ € (0, o), in other words, under the assumptions of
Theorems 7.9 or 7.10, which are new results as well.
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Corollary 7.11. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and
uniformly upper type p:;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L [0, 1)

for some r € (%, min{1, p;}]. If f € H,[0,1), then o, f converges almost everywhere on [0, 1) as
well as in the L?[0, 1)-norm as n — oo.

For any integrable function f, the limit of (o, f),en is exactly the function. For any k € Z,, let
I € Fy be an atom of Fy. The restriction of a martingale f to the atom I is defined by setting, for
any n € Z,

fl] = (Enfll,n > k)

Corollary 7.12. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and
uniformly upper type p:;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LA [0, 1)
for some r € (%,min{l,p;}], If f € H,[0,1) and there exists a dyadic interval I such that the
restriction f1; € L'(I), then

lim o, f(x) = f(x) for almost every x € I as well as in the L¥(I)-norm.
n—oo

Corollary 7.13. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak-Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and
uniformly upper type p:; satisfying (3.2). Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded

on L"DT/r[O, 1) for some r € (%, min{l,p;}]. If f € L¥]0, 1), then
lim o, f(x) = f(x) for almost every x € [0, 1) as well as in the L¥[0, 1)-norm.
n—0oo

Proof. By Theorem 3.2 and f € L¥[0, 1), we know that f € H,[0, 1) and hence f is integrable.
The desired conclusion follows from Corollary 7.12. This finishes the proof of Corollary 7.13. O

Considering only (0)nen, we do not need the restriction r € (%, 1].

Theorem 7.14. Let ¢ € A[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and

uniformly upper type p:;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LA [0, 1)
for some r € (0, min{1, p}]. Then there exists a positive constant C such that

PIps e

keZ

<C
LAUr[0,1)

>

L21/r]0,1)

Z (uk)r sup |O'2n (ak)|r 17, —c0)

ez neN

where, for any k € Z, Ty is the stopping time associated with the (@, oo)y-atom d* and p* =
3 211 <coplle10,1)-
Proof. Similarly to (7.8), for any k € Z and { € Z, let Ay, be defined as in (7.5). Moreover, for

any m € Ay, let Iy ¢, be defined also as in (7.5) and Ky, € N satisfying P(lx¢,n) = 2 Keem Tt
was proved in [40, Theorem 7.14] that, for any k € Z and x € {1} = oo},

Kiem—1

sup |O-2”(ak)(x)| < ”1{T<oo}||]_4<;[0’1) Z Z Z 2j_Kk'['m11k_[_m_;.27H(X).

neN teZ. mehgy j=0

Then the proof of this theorem can be finished as in Theorem 7.5. O
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We deduce the next result from this and Theorem 7.4.

Theorem 7.15. Let ¢ € A[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and

uniformly upper type p;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LA [0, 1) for
some r € (0, min{1, p}]. Then there exists a positive constant C such that, for any f € H,[0, 1),

sup | f]

<C ||f||H¢[o,1) .
neN

L#[0,1)

The following corollaries can be proved as Corollaries 7.11, 7.12 and 7.13.

Corollary 7.16. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and

uniformly upper type p:;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on L [0, 1)
for some r € (0, min{1, p‘;}]. If f € Hy|O, 1), then oy f converges almost everywhere on [0, 1) as
well as in the L?[0, 1)-norm as n — oo.

Corollary 7.17. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and

uniformly upper type p:;. Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded on LA [0, 1)
for some r € (0, min{1, p;}]. If f € Hyl0,1) and there exists a dyadic interval I such that the
restriction f1; € L'(I), then

lim o f(x) = f(x) for almost every x € I as well as in the L¥(I)-norm.
n—oo

Corollary 7.18. Let ¢ € Ax[0, 1) be a Musielak—Orlicz function with uniformly lower type p,, and
uniformly upper type p; satisfying (3.2). Suppose that the Doob maximal operator M is bounded

on L¥Ur [0, 1) for some r € (0, min{1, p;}]. If f € L¥]0,1), then

lim oo f(x) = f(x) for almost every x € [0, 1) as well as in the L¥|0, 1)-norm.
n—o0o
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