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ON ESTIMATES OF THE MAXIMAL OPERATOR ASSOCIATED TO
NONDOUBLING MEASURES

ADRIAN INFANTE AND FERNANDO SORIA

ABSTRACT. In this paper we show the boundedness of the non-centered Hardy-
Littlewood maximal operator M, associated to certain rotational invariant mea-
sures. We prove that this maximal operator satisfies the modular inequality

p(lxeR :Muf(x)>/1})scfw I—Zl(l+log+ %) du,

for A >0 and m > 0. We prove the modular inequality for the maximal operator
associated to rotated squares from R2 and with a radial and decreasing measure.
The technique used in the proof for cubes suggests extending this result to cones
whose axes of symmetry pass through the origin. In both cases it is proved that
the exponent of the modular inequality is m = n, which we prove is sharp.

1. Introduction

Let u be a non negative measure in R”, finite on compact sets. Given a function
fe L}OC(d 1), we define the Hardy-Littlewood maximal operator

1
(1.1) M,f(x)=sup——=
K xeQ .U'(Q)
where the supremum is taken over all cubes @ in R” containing x and u(Q) > 0.

In this paper we will state properties over measures p so that the following
modular inequality can be satisfied

f Il duy),
Q

(1.2) u({xeR”:Muf(xb)L})sCf ”%l(lﬂog“}%) du,
[R'L

for all A > 0, for any exponent m that depends only on the dimension.

The first result is reminiscent of the Jessen, Marcinkiewicz and Zygmund the-
orem (see [2] and [5]) on the boundedness of the strong maximal operator.

A set in R” defined as

I={x:a;<x<a;j+h;,i=1,...,n} with h; >0,

is called an interval of R”. When A1 =hg =--- = h,,, the interval I is called a cube.
Let u be a positive Borel measure on R". Associated to this measure, we define
the maximal operator

1
O —
Mal=sm @)

where the supremum is taken over the intervals I, containing the point x and
w(l)>0.

fI FOduty),
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2 ADRIAN INFANTE AND FERNANDO SORIA

THEOREM (1.3) (Product measures). If ui, ug,..., U, are non-negative Borel mea-
sures on R and we define the measure

du(xy, x2,...,%,) = dui(x1)d ug(xa). .. dpn(xp),

then ME satisfies the modular inequality with exponent n — 1, namely

n. | |f| +|f| n-1
(1.4) u({xeR ‘M f(x)>/1})sCfRn7(1+log 7) du,

for all A > 0.

The Gaussian measure is an example with this product structure, since e 1P
= e"xlIdele’lmlzdxg - ~e’|x"|2dxn. Our goal is to study the behavior of the mea-
sures of the type e~ dx for & # 2. We prove the modular inequality for the max-
imal operator defined with rotated squares of R% (i.e. cubes whose sides are not
necessarily parallel to the coordinate axes) and associated to a radial and decreas-
ing measure. These measures are contained in a family of measures defined by P.
Sjogren and F. Soria in [4]. In fact, the authors proved that a modular inequal-

n+l
ity can be obtained on the Orlicz space L(logL)yT (R™) with sharp exponent ”—+1,
for the case in which the maximal operator is defined over the Euclidean balls of
R™. In the case when the measure is doubling, the boundedness properties of the
respective operator defined with balls or cubes are the same. However, if the mea-
sure is not doubling then the geometry associated to cubes is crucial, for example
the Calderon-Zygmund decomposition or the Whitney decomposition.

Before beginning our main result, we first recall some definitions and notations
given in [4]. Set du(x) = y(x)dx a measure such that y(x) is a radial function,
where y(x) = yo(lx|), with yo(¢) being a continuous function, strictly decreasing
and lim;_.¢ yo(£) < co. We define the function ¢ : (0, co) — (0, co) by

1
Yol + (1)) = §Yo(t),

and the function

_ow
T(t) = Pt

In the following theorem we consider the operator defined by equation (1.1),
but the supremum is taken over rotated cubes in R?, and we denote it by M 2

THEOREM (1.5). Let du(x) = yo(lxDdx, with yo, ¢ and T as just described. If T
is decreasing in (0,00) and

lim 7(¢) =0,
t—o00

then there is a constant C such that the non-centered maximal operator M2, de-

fined on rotated cubes in R? and associated to the measure y, verifies the modular
inequality

2. 2r2 If1 LI
(1.6) ,u({xe[R .Mﬂf(x)>ﬂt})sCfRzT(l+log 7) dp, YA>0.

A consequence of the modular inequality is the following corollary, whose proof
is a standard argument of interpolation, see Corollary 10 of [4].
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COROLLARY (1.7). Under the same conditions and notations of the Theorem
(1.5), the maximal operator M 2 associated to the measure du(x) = y(x)dx is always
bounded on Lfl ([R2) for every 1< p <oo.

Throughout this paper, the symbols C, c,... denote constants that may change
from line to line, and A ~ B mean that A is equivalent to B, in the sense that
CB < A < ¢B, for some constants C, c.

2. Proof of Theorem (1.3) and (1.5)

Proof of Theorem (1.3). Let I be an interval of R”. We can write I as the carte-
sian product I x Is x --- x I, for certain intervals Iy, Io,...,I,. Clearly, u(l) =
u1(I)us(I2)- - uy(I,) and besides

1

1 1 1

_— du = du|dus-du,
umﬁv'“ mmwa w%)h“MﬂLV|M)W H
Tyo---0Ty0 T f(x),

IA

where T'; acts only over the variable x; and it is defined for each j=1,2,...,n by

1
Tif(x)= sup
! el 15

ﬁ |f(x1""’xj—17taxj+1s---7xn)|dﬂj(t)-
J

For n =1, see [2] and [3], it is proved that the maximal operator on R is always of
weak type (1,1), so each T'; is of weak type (1,1) respect to the measure du as

plx: Tif(x)> A}

[, iy dan (g Tir > A

— [£]
Cf dup--dpj-diy, Ld”j
Re-1 R

A
- %ﬁﬂw.

However, this does not suffice for what we are looking for.

In [1] M. de Guzman proposed an easy proof of the Theorem of Jessen, Marcink-
iewicz and Zygmund based on induction on the dimension, which can be adapted
to our case, taking into account the following observations. To simplify, we assume
n = 2. Using that each T; is bounded on L*, with the standard arguments of
truncation we obtain the inequality

IA

()
o {xe: ToF (x1,x2) > A} < %f [F(x1,x2)|d pa(xa),

{xe: IFGer 01> 4 }



4 ADRIAN INFANTE AND FERNANDO SORIA

uniformly in x1. Therefore,
pilx1,x0): TooT1f(x1,x2) > At =
|| dbepstes s ToTa )15 > 1

C
¢ f dpa(x1) f T £ (1, %2)d izx2)
AJr {x2:T1f(x1,%2)>A1/2}

C
= —fduz(xz)f T1f(x1,x2)dp1(x1)
A Jr {oc1: T f(a1,x9)>A/2}

C A
= —fdllz(xg)(—,ul{xliT1f(x1,x2)>/1/2}
A Jr 2

IA

+f JERES Tlf(xl,x2)>t}dt)
A2

IA

C
—fduz(xz)(f [f(x1,22)| dp1(x1)

f f If(xl,xz)ldul(xl)dt)
M2t x| fxr,x0)>1/2)
If[|f|dﬂldﬂz
2/f|
+9fduz(xz)(f If(xl,xz)l i >f 1dt)
A Jr {f1>A/4)

Cf“%'(1+log+%)d

This finishes the proof of Theorem (1.3). O

IA

IA

Basic results for the proof of Theorem (1.5). The following estimation will allow
us to prove that if the maximal operator is defined only with cubes containing the
origin, then it verifies the inequality of weak type (1,1) in any dimension.

LEMMA (2.1). Set du(x) =yo(lx))dx where yo(t) is a decreasing function. Given
a cube Q containing the origin, consider B® the smallest ball centered at the origin
containing Q. Then there is a constant C, which depends only on the dimension,
such that

u(B%) = Cu@).

Proof. Let @ be a cube containing the origin 0. We denote the side of @ by ¢.
Observe that if @’ is one of the cubes with side ¢, such that 0 is one of its vertices,
then u(Q') < (@), since i is radial and decreasing. Also, if @ is the smallest cube
centered at 0 containing @, then we can cover the cube Q° with 2" cubes Q' of this
sort. So, we have

p@Q% =2" Q) = 2" u(@Q).

Finally, if we translate 3" cubes from Q°, B® can be covered with them, and there-
fore, of smaller measure. So, we obtain

w(B®) < 273" Q). O

For the class of cubes containing the origin we may use the following result.
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LEMMA (2.2). Let u be a Borel measure. Consider the maximal operator

1
A0 = f du(y),
uf () ;:lg B ngy)' ()

where Bg denotes the ball with center at the origin 0 and radius ¢. Then, Ag is of
weak type (1,1).

Proof. We use a standard argument. For every x € E := { y: Ag f(y)> /1} there is
a ball Eg, centered at the origin and with x € Eg, such that

1 0
: fB O\ du> (B

Therefore
plly: Iyl <l < uBY = 1 [r1an.
We have,
i({y: A% 0> 1)) < sup utty: =it =5 [1F1du O
x€E )

LEMMA (2.3). In the former conditions, the maximal operator associated to
cubes containing the origin is of weak type (1,1).

Proof. 1t is a consequence of the Lemmas (2.1) and (2.2). O

For the proof of the theorem we need to introduce some notations. Given a cube
@ with side £ and not containing the origin there exists an unique point Ag in the
boundary of @, nearest to the origin. The distance of @ to the origin is denoted
by ‘AQ‘ =qq = q. Let I'g be the interior of the smallest cone containing €, with
vertex at Ag and which central axis contains the segment ()Té . If Ag is not a
vertex of @ then I'g is the semi-space {y:(y- Ag,Aq) > 0}. Let S¢q be the interior
of the smallest cone containing @, with vertex at the origin and which central axis
contains the segment ()Té Let ¢4 be the distance from (0Sg Ndl'g) to the origin.

We can show that

ty~ \/qzsin29+q2c0529+2q€c059+€2 ~(l+q),

where 6 denotes the angle of aperture of the cone I'g. Observe that n/4 <0 < n/2.
We define for each t >0

ZQ(t)Z {w(—:S"‘lztwel"Q OSQ}.

Observe that the Lebesgue measure of Zg(¢) on S n=1 denoted by 0(Zg(t)), is 0 for
0<t<gq.Forg<t<ty, wehave

n-1
202
@2.4) I(EgM) ~ | ———
t\/t2 - ¢2sin%6
For ¢ > t,,
¢sinf "t ¢ \"1
2.5 o) ~ ~l—] .
(2.5) o(Zg(®) ( - ) “q)
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Now we are able to establish the basic result of this section, which in principle
is valid in any dimension.

PROPOSITION (2.6). If for some m > 0 there are constants C and € such that the
radial measure dpu(x) = yo(lx))dx satisfies the inequality

1
e} A m
2.7 f exp(ea(zQ(t))‘:f( Q"))) Yo(t)dt < Cu(Ay),
q

for any cube @ not containing the origin, q = qq and side greater than ¢(q), then
the maximal operator associated to u satisfies the modular inequality

If1

m+1
(2.8) p({o: Mufx)>A}) <Cf (1+1 |f|) du, YA>0.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 6 of [4], once it is observed
that 0(Zg(#)) increases when ¢ increases. O

In [4] we can see a proof of the following technical lemmas.

LEMMA (2.9). Consider the infinite annulus Ay ={y: |y| > q}. If 7 is decreasing
and lim;_.o, 7(¢) = 0, then u is finite. Besides, there exists qq such that

1(Aq) ~yo(@)a" 1 p(q), ¢ > qo.

LEMMA (2.10). Under the same conditions and notation of the Theorem (1.5), if

t>q then
l-qq

Yo(t)<70(fI)( )4’(‘1) t

For q >0, we define Wo(q) = q, ¥1(q) = ¢ + ¢(q) and
(2.11) Wr1(@) = Y1 (Vr(@) =Ye() +¢(Yr(9)), k=1,2,...
For k£ = 0, we denote ap = W1 (go) to define the level sets associated to y as
So={y: 0<|yl<ao}, Sp={y:ar_1<lyl<a}, k=1,2,...
Note that yy is essentially constant on each S;. If £ =1 and y € Sj, then
ylar) <y(y) <ylar-1) =2y(ag).

In the case where y € Sp, y(0%) < y(y) < y(aop) = 2y(0"). The following result states
that the maximal operator associated to the class of cubes that intersect no more
than a fixed number of level sets S, is weak type (1,1).

LEMMA (2.12). Let y, yo and Sy, as before. Given an integer N, we define the
class
ON ={Q cubes:card{k: S, NQ #}<N}.
Then the respective maximal operator associated to p and Qy, denoted by MY, is
weak type (1,1).
Proof. Let Q € Qp a cube of center xg. We know that y(y) ~ y(xg) for all y € Q. So

w@) ~ylxg)QI,

where |@| is the Lebesgue measure of @ on R™. Therefore,

1 1
- d ~— dy.
#(Q)fQ|f(y>| () |QlfQ|f<y>| y
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For k=1,2,..., we consider

k+N
S,= U Sj (Sj=9,if j<0)
j=k-N

and [} = fXSZ' Note that if x € S;, we have

MO F(x) = M) fi ().
So,

I\
P18

,u{x:/\/lgf(x)>ﬂt} ,u{xESk:Mgf(x)>/1}

™
Il

0

~

18

Yo(ak)Hx €Sy: Mgf(x)> /1}|

(=)

IA

Q¥

Yo IfWlyolar)dy
k=0 SZ
1 °°f
~= lfWlyo()dy
/lkg() S;

1
- f FOduy). 0

Proof of the Theorem (1.5). The maximal operator associated to the measure u
and defined on the class formed by cubes @ of side smaller than ¢(q) is of weak
type (1,1), see Lemma (2.12). The same conclusion can be obtained for the maxi-
mal operator associated to the cubes containing the origin, see Lemma (2.3). The
cubes @ with g = g satisfy u(@) = C, then the operator associated to these cubes
is majorized by the norm of the function in Llll. Hence, we have that it suffices to
consider the squares (from now on n = 2) in the set

Q={Q cubes: 0¢@Q, g >qo, {>P(q)}.
Let @ € Q, we have

q+P(q)
i@ = [T [ retdo@irdr
q
1
= Y@@ {y: g=<lyl =g +d@}] =7olg)mq.
Observe that
(2.13) mq ~(€n Q)™ Plg),

where /g denotes the length of the part of the edge of the square @ corresponding
to the angle 6 and contained at the annulus centered at the origin and radius g +
$(q). If we denote T = q + £ cos0, then T? + ﬂé sin?0 = (g — qb(q))z, and therefore

qP(q)
Vq?cosZ0 +q¢(q)

lg ~

So we deduce that

1 1
2¢(q)2  if gcos?0 < p(q)
(2.14) mq ~ Ld(q) ~ qu(f)zq ¥ gene’ e
(e0sd) if g cos” 0 = p(q)
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Using estimates (2.5) and (2.13), and the Lemma (2.9), we obtain
wAy)
Q)

(t* - q?) AL | r0@ed@)

12— g2sinze (9| vol@mq

We will distinguish three cases.
Casel,/nly=V.

Zg(t)

o (Z()

IA

C

zQ(t)sc(é) (Z) <C

Case 2, /Nl ={g and gcos?0 < ¢(q).

2 g2 q!

1
t\/t2 - g2sin20 | g3¢@?

Case 3, /Nl ={g and gcos?0 > ¢(q).

1
t—qq)2

Z <C =
Q) =< o)t

<c|

2 -¢q2 gcosf - (t—qq)

Z <C =
Q)= oq) t

t\/t2 — g2sin®0 ¢(q)

where the last inequality is a direct calculation, first for ¢ = 2¢ and second for
g<t<2q.
Reorganizing the estimates, we get

l-qq
(2.15) ZQ(t)SCmax(l,(W?)),

Suppose @ is in the class Q. Let ¢ and €’ be two positives constants to be de-
termined later (the value of ¢/ will depend implicitly on €), and set ¥(v) = etV

The way which we have estimated Zg(¢) suggests us considering two cases. In the

first case, when
max|1,[—=||=|—==],
o) ¢ o) t

wAgq)
Z(2)

we have

f "y (e’a(zQ(t))
q

)Yo(t)t”_ldt S/ exp (e—g)tn_lYo(t)dt
q

t—q
P(q) t
2 oo
log2

To estimate I we use Lemma (2.10), taking € = =5~

.=1+11.
q

Q
+
N

2q

~
IN

t-g
—eZ )
o[-

227/0(q)q</>(q)f0 exp(—es)ds ~ u(Ag).

22y0(9)q f
q

IA
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To estimate 11 we make the change of variables ¢ = 2s, and we obtain

e q
— |2 t)dt
fzq exp(%(q)) vo(®)

- on E% o n-1
= e @ Yo(2s)s" “ds.
q

11

IA

Using Lemma (2.10) with ¢ = 2s and g = s, we have

11 22€%f°°() ( sl2)d
< e @ s)exp|— og2|sds
. Yo p 2¢(s) g
g el _lg2 1 [
= 2% W@We 2 1@ 2y0(s)s ds
q
~ WAy
In the second case, when
t_
max(l, (_qg)) =1,
o) t
we have
[e’s) , /J(Aq) [e’s)
f \I’(e ) )Yo(t)t dt < f exp(©)tyo(dt
q we) q
these estimates together with Proposition (2.6) finishes the proof. O

3. Maximal operator defined for exterior regular cones

The first part of this work justifies the study of the maximal operator on ex-
terior regular cones, as deduced from the notation previous to Proposition (2.6),
since these are with which we compare the rotated cubes. These cones are those
that have vertex at a point P, the symmetry axis that passes through 0 and P, and
arbitrary opening. This section shows that the maximal operator defined by these
cones and associated to a radial and decreasing measure verifies the same esti-
mate as in the case of the maximal operator on cubes, with exponent n whatever
the dimension.

Given P € R" \ {0}, with |P| = gp = q, and 0 < 6 < , we define the exterior
regular cone associated to P and 0, as the cone with vertex P, aperture 6 and
symmetry axis the line that passes through 0 and P. We will denote this cone by

1"59, or simply by I'y g, this is

rg,g = Fq,g ={x:ang(x—P,P) <0},
where ang(x, y) denotes the angle between the vectors Ox and 0-3;

Let p be a positive Borel measure in R”, we define the maximal operator on
exterior cones and associated to the measure u as

1
M3f(x) = sup
H [y03x ﬂ(rqﬁ)

f FOduy),
rqﬂ

where the supremum is taken over all exterior regular cones containing the point
x.
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THEOREM (3.1). Under the same conditions of the former section, let du(x) =
volxDdx be a radial and decreasing measure. If 1(t) is decreasing in (0,00) and

lim 7(¢) =0,
t—oo

then there is a constant C such that the maximal operator Mz associated to the
measure [ satisfies the inequality

N If] 1
(3.2) y({xEIR .M#f(x)>/1}) scfw 7(1+10g+ 7) du, YA>0.

For the measures dys = ¢’ dx we have the following result,

THEOREM (3.3). If n=2 and 6 >0, then M,i7 satisfies the inequality

log* "1 c
(3.4) ,ug{xERn: Mﬁ6f(x)>/1}SC%[Rnlflloglfldug+x, A>0.

In order to prove Theorem (3.1), we shall need the following technical results.
We begin studying the cones whose distance to the origin is smaller than g,
where q¢ is defined in Lemma (2.9).

LEMMA (3.5). Consider du(x) = yo(lx))dx with yo decreasing and we set qg > 0.
Then there is a constant C, which depends only on the dimension and q, such that
if 1"5 g 1S an exterior regular cone with q < qo and Fg g 1 the cone with vertex at

0, aperture 6 and central axis that passes through 0 and P, then Ff; = Fg g and
besides

u (Fgﬁ) =Cu (Fs’e) .

Proof. We will prove the two following equivalences:

(3.6) ,u(rf;ﬁ N{y: lyl> 2q0}) ~ U (Fgﬁ N{y: lyl> ZqO})
and
3.7) p(ré’ﬂ Ay 1yl S2q0}) ~p(r§9m{y: Iyl S2q0}).

In order to prove (3.6), observe that

o0

u(ng N{y: Il >2qo}) ~f U(erf (t)) Yo" 'dt,
’ 2q0 0
for j =0 and j = gg. It suffices then to prove that
o (Zrie(t)) ~c (ngﬁ(t)) . t>qo.

Observe that sinf ~ sinf;, where 60; is the aperture of the smallest cone with
vertex at the origin containing 6(1"5 o NB1(0). For ¢ >2q, we have

o (Zr;g(t)) ~(sin0)" ! ~ (sin0)" 1 ~ & (zrgﬂ(t)) .

This proves (3.6).
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In order to prove (3.7), we observe that u is essentially constantin {y : |y| <2qo}
and
I? 0y 191> 2g0}] ~ |Thy Ny + Iyl > 2q0)].
This finishes the proof. O

For this class of cones we can use the following lemma.

LEMMA (3.8). For any positive Borel measure y, the maximal operator given by

Agf(x): sup [fNIduly),

x€lopg ( 0,9) 0,0
is of weak type (1, 1)

Proof. 1t suffices to observe that the Vitali lemma is satisfied, because given Fg 0

and Fg IB" such that

[he Ty # 9,
and with 6’ >0, then

P P’
Lo <To 50
! . . . ! !
where Fg ¢ 18 @ cone with the same axis that Fg o and aperture 36’. Also, u (Fg 39)

~ ”(FOP,H), because p(l“f))ﬁ) ~(sinf)*~! ~ (sin30)" ! for small values of 6.

The set E) = {x eER™: Agf(x) > )L}, A >0, is the union of the cones with vertex
in the origin {I'p g, };., such that

|fldu>A.
#(To,0) Jry, fldp

As p is regular, then it suffices to prove that

C
uE) < 5 [ IF@Idu),
Rn

for any compact set K c E,. If K is one of these compact sets then there are finite
number of cones I'1,I'g,..., 'y, of the class {roﬁi}ieT covering K. We order them
by the size of the angle, such that, 6; =02 >...=0y.

By induction, we proceed to choose a sequence of disjoint cones {fk}. SetT'; =
1. If 1<k <N and I'1,Ts,...,[1_1 are chosen, let I, be the first cone with
the preceding order, disjoint with I'1, T,..., [4_1, and so on. We obtain the family

{fj};]:l. IfTo € {T;}\{T;} then there is j, € {1,2,...,J} such that 0, > a, Fanf"gjo #

@, and we have ', cT'gg o Namely,

N J
U Iy c U Fggj.
k=1 j=1

So
N J o 1 1
M(K)SM(UFk)Su(UF:se,)S—fJ - Ifldus—flfldu-
k=1 =1 AL Ta, A
This finishes the proof. O

LEMMA (3.9). The maximal operator defined over the class of cones I'y g, with
q < qo, is of weak type (1,1).
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Proof. The Lemma (3.5) implies that if l"f; o 1s a cone with g < qo, then

1 j’ 1
L[ fondp <c—— f FOIduy).
u(rn,) i u(r5e) TS

q,0 0,0

This and Lemma (3.8) it suffices to conclude the proof. O

For the cones I'y g with g > 0 we want to use an analog result to the Proposition
(2.6). For this, we need to define the set quﬂ(t) as in the former section. Namely,

Sr,,®)={weS" " twe Ty}

We have that o (quﬁ(t)) =0,if 0 <t < g, and in other case

n-1
(2 - ¢?)sin@

t\/t2 - ¢2sin%0

We need a result that relates the measure of a certain given cone I'y g with the
measure of the infinite annulus A, :={y: [yl >q}, ¢ >0.

(3.10) o (Zr, ) ~

PROPOSITION (3.11). Set y(x) = yo(lx|), where yo(t) is decreasing and continu-
ous on (0,00). If for some m > 0 there are two constants C and €, such that the
measure d(x) = yo(lx))dx satisfies the inequality

wAg)
IJ(rq,Q)

1
(3.12) f exp (60 (Zg.0(8) )m Yo" tdt < C(A,)
q

for any exterior regular cone I' g, with q > qo, then the maximal operator associ-
ated to U, satisfies the modular inequality

m+1
,u({x:Muf(x)>/l})SCf |ft—l(1+log+|f7|) du, A>0.
Rn

The proof of this Proposition is similar to the proof of the Proposition 6 in [4],
if we notice that o (qu,g(t)) increases when ¢ increases too.

Proof of Theorem (3.1). From Lemma (3.9) we know that the maximal operator
associated to those cones I'y g with g < q¢ is of weak type (1,1). So, it suffices to
consider the maximal operator defined over the class

I*={Tq0: q>qo}-

For proving the modular inequality for this class, it suffices to prove that the
hypothesis of the Proposition (3.11) are satisfied, with m =n—1. Let I'; 9 be a
cone of the class I'*. We have

1
(3.13) H(Tq.0)= 1 (Tg0 N Barpi)(0) = 510(@)Cy sin0)" ' p(q),

where

- qP(q) '
vV ap(q)+q>cos?6




ON ESTIMATES OF THE MAXIMAL OPERATOR 13

For ¢t > g we have,

A
o(2r,,) Lo <
) pu(Tg)
-1
t2—q2 n qn—l
<C
t\/(tz—q2)+qzcos29) ent

<C t—q (( q ) +qcose))
V(2 =q2)+q2cos20 \\ 9(q) ¢(q)

<C (t—q)é( q )%+( t—q qcose))
t () \/(t2—qq)+qzcos26 P(q)
el (et
) ¢ ¢lq) ¢

14 t—_qg)”
P(q) t

Reorganizing the inequality, we have

R
U(quﬁ) H(rq,e) <(C|[max11, o)t .

Let € and €’ be two constants to be determined later, and set ¥(v) =
According to the previous maximum value, in the case when

max

n-1

<C

1(n-1)
e’ .

we have

IA

S Ay
| (ea(zrqg(t)) o )) ot dt
q

T o) f exp (e%%) Yo(®)dt
q.0 q

2q 00
= f +f .=I1+1I1I.
q 2q

To estimate I we use Lemma (2.10), with € = %

I 2 (q) -1 % t- d
< n n —
Yolq)q fq eXP( € )q ))
< 2”y0(q)q"71¢(q)j(; exp(—es)ds ~ [i(Ag).

To estimate I1 we make the change of variables ¢ = 2s,

o q n-1
— |t t)dt
qu P (€<P( )) Yo®

n_ €= n-1
2"e @ }/0(28)5 ds.
q

II

IA
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From Lemma (2.10) with ¢ = 2s and q = s, we have

[e.e]
II < 2”e6%‘1>[q yo(s)exp(—z(:(s) log2)sn_1ds
1 log2 1 o
< 2”e€7q>e_77‘1>f 2y0(s)s" 1ds
q
~  w(Ayg).
In the case when
s 2]
P(q) t
we have
f ‘P(e'a(Zr 9)(t)“(—q)y0(t)t”—1dt < f exp(e)t" Lyo(t)dt
q v wT'q,0) q

This estimation shows that we can apply Proposition (3.11) to the class I'* with
m =n —1 and obtain the modular inequality, which is the conclusion of Theorem
(3.1). O

Proof of the Theorem (3.3). To prove the inequality (3.4) it suffices to study the
operator associated to the class
I*={Ty0: q>qo}.

So, as we have seen, the maximal operator out of this set is of weak type (1,1) (see
Lemma (3.8)).
Consider the operator

— 1
M,;f(x)= sup

o1
t d d t ,
q<p;0<6 /J(Aq)fq (9n—1 flx’—w|<9|f( w)ldo(w) | dpo(t)

where x = px’ e R, xS™ 1. So, M, u is majorized by the composition of two operators,
one of them acting upon the angular variable and the second acting on the radial
variable, both of the weak type (1,1). So, we have that M, u satisfies the inequality
LlogL, namely

pix: M“f(x)ﬂ}scofw%(l”of %)du,

for any A > 0.
IfT'y g €I'*, we know from (3.13) that

Tq0) = Cyo(@)d(q) (¢(q)sin)"

and u(Agq) ~ }/O(q)q"_l(p(q) (see Lemma (2.9)). Besides, if tw, px' € g0, with ¢, p€e
R, and w,x' € S"7!, then

|x’—w| <0 ~sinb.
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Therefore, if x = px' € 'y g we have,

U l1 f
Ifldp<
( qﬂ) Tgp

1 o0
—f f ) AT, () |f tw)l do(w)d po(?)
q, 9 "

HAq )(s1n6)” 1 f 1
——— |f(tw)ld d ot
”(A )f ( ) Sr, o0l — ]! ftw)ldo(w)dpo(®)

<c(

q )) pf(x)—cmq))"-lM’uf(x)

< CE(xD))* M f (x),

where 7(q) = 1/7(q) is an increasing function. So we obtain,

(3.14) M, f(x)= sup

A Ifldus < CE(x1)" M, f (x).
weTgger* 1(Tq0) fl"q,g fldus x pic:

As the measure is ys = e"x'&, we know that ¢(q) ~ ¢'~% and #(q) ~ ¢°
1
Set ® =®,_1(u) = u(l+log"u)* !, u>0 and Y(v) =e’" . Using the Young
inequality, uv < C(®(u) + ¥ (v)), in the right side of (3.14), we obtain

|6

M fx)<C (M M, f(x) +Ce T .

We have,
p) c
. 3 . A3
,ug{x. Mmf(x)>l} Sug{x. M fx)> (20)}+ hd
Using that @ 1(1) ~ (log# for A > 1, we finally obtain
(log* A)*1 C
o Mzﬁf(x»A}scg—f Fillog!fldpis + = 0

4. Counterexample: the exponent n of the modular inequality for M 2 is
sharp

In this part we will prove the sharpness of the exponent of the modular in-
equality for the Gaussian case.

THEOREM (4.1). Let M32 be the maximal operator associated to the Gaussian

measure, dug(x)dx = e"x‘zdx, and defined over exterior regular cones. Let ®(u) be
an increasing function with ®(0) = 0 and such that ®(u) = uG(u), where G satisfies

that
Gu)

m T
u—oo (log™ u)?
Then, given any constant C, it is always possible to find out a function f and 1 >0
such that

ué{x M3, f)> A >cf ('ﬂ)du

For proving this theorem, we will need the following lemma.
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LEMMA (4.2). If uis a measure that verifies the hypothesis of the Theorem (3.1),
and Iy g is an exterior regular cone with q > qo, then

q sinf

Vap(q)+q>cos?6

Proof. Using the definition of Zr_, we have

n-1
wTq,0) ~ Yo(q)( ) (p(g)™.

WTyp) ~ f fs trt)do) Bt
q "

e 1
- f o (Zr,, )" o,
q
where, as we already said,

n-1
(2 - ¢?)sin@

t\/t2 — q2sin?60

n-1

o (quﬂ) ~

Therefore, we have

o) t2— PAP 2]
pTye) = C f (7~ g7)sin " Lyo(t)dt

7 | \/t2 - q2sin?0

( sinf nl
Vap(q) +q?cos? 0
n-1

f""(t o Vad(q) + g2 cos?0
q \/ 12— q2%sin?6

i 0o _ n-1
I
Vap(q)+q%cos?6 q Plq) ¢t

" Lyo(t)dt

<
c sinf " (P(@)" Ay
q
Vad(q) +q2cos?20 7
sinf ot
gst n
< Cyolg) (p(g))".
Vapg) +q?cos?6
This inequality together with the equation (3.13) finishes the proof. O

Proof of the Theorem (4.1). Let R >0 be a number given later. We denote B* as a
ball of center (R,0,...,0) and radius ¢(R). We define the function f by

xB*(x)

pa(B*)

We take € > 0 and let I'g be an exterior regular cone with aperture 0 = /4,
whose closer point to the origin is @ = (Ry,0,...,0), where Ry = R — /ycos8, and
fo =ep(R)logR. Observe that ¢(¢) <« ¢9 < R and R ~ R).

For j=0,1,...,k, set Rj =y ;(Ro) (see (2.11)), where £ is given by

fx)=

4 0
wi(Ro) < R + 22

<Yr+1(Ro).
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From this inequality we can deduce

fycost

Wwr(Ro)—Ro < <yYr+1(Ro)—Ro.

Using the definition of y;(Ro) we know that wr(Ro) = Ro + Z?;& ¢(R;) ~ Ry +

k¢p(Ro), the last equivalence is obtained since R ~ Ro implies ¢(R;) ~ Pp(R) ~ %.
Hence,

¢
—° ~k(R),

namely, k& ~ ¢(R) =clogR.
We denote the exterior regular cone by I';, j =0,1,...,k, whose vertex is @; =
A;=(Rj,R;,...,R;), and its aperture angle 0; is given by

¢;sing, = (2%)’20 sinf).

Set A = mln{u(r) 7j=0,1,.. ,k}.AsB*ch,foreveryj,wehave

1
d = =1
ﬂz(rj) | R = s =

For every j=1,2,...,k, T; denotes the biggest number that satisfies
R+R;
Sj{tweleS"_lz TJ <t<Rj, |w—(1,0,...,0)|<Tj}cUF‘3‘,
a

where I'? form the class of exterior regular cones containing B*, with the same
distance respect to the origin and the same aperture that the cone I';.
So, it can be deduced that

R
p2(8 ) = Cyo(R PR HR) ™ ( 7

For the junction, it is verified

:“Z(USJ) = Z,UQ(S —S;j_1)+u2(So) ~ Z,uz(S ),

Jj=0 Jj=1 Jj=1

and U?:o S;c {x: Mﬁzf(x) > /1}. So we obtain

po o My, f(x) = A}

%

7

k
¢ Y YoR) PR (
Jj=0

l

k
R ) PR )"
J;Om( DR ) (¢(R>)

1

k
Y pa(@)ogR)™ ™t
Jj=0

\%

1 1
Zk(logR)”_l > cz(logR)”.

ol 52 )ame= 36 ()
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we only need to prove that, for sufficiently large R, it is verified

1 #2(Qk)) 1 ,
C-G|=—=—=7|< >(logR)".
A (,Uz(Q*) < 3 (ogR)
Observe that
uw(R) = 1 @)  voRp)OER)" R
M2@Q*)  H2(@")  YoR)GR)"
and that

4y
logu(R) ~(R®-R2)~R(R -Ro) ~ i

From the hypothesis on G, from limg_.o, u(R) = co and

. 1 “n . n
}%LIEOG(Am(B*))(logR) < CI%El;oG(u(R))(logu(R)) =0.

finishes the proof. O

5. Counterexample: the exponent n — 1 for the estimation of M 2 in
quasinorm is sharp

In this section we will prove that for measures of type e"x‘gdx, 6 > 0, the in-
equality in quasinorm (3.4) can not be improved.

THEOREM (5.1). For 6 > 0 fixed, we define dus(x) = e dx. Let ®(u) be an
increasing function with ®(0) =0 such that ®(u) = uG(u) where G verifies
G(u)
im ——— =0.
u—oco (logu)~1

Then, for every constant C there exists a function f and A > 0 such that
C
. 3
s {x L M3 f () > /1} > (fR O(FDd s + 1) .
Proof. For sufficiently large R > 0, whose value will be given later we define

1
fr(x) = m){AzR (x).

For |x| > R we denote I'g g(x) as the regular exterior cone containing x and whose
distance of T'g g(x) to the originis R. If = § and x = (R, 0,...,0) we simply denote
it by I'g. For |x| = R we have

1
M3 > — d
Wl 2 e b, RO i)

1
— WIdus(y) = Ar.
15(TR) rR,glfRM us(y) = AR

Therefore, s {x: MﬁﬁfR(x) > AR} > us(Ag). It is clear that A ~ m. On the
other hand, as

l

us(T'r)® ( ) Hs(Agr)

1
— || D d
AR (f (7r) ”5) us(Agr)

1
moel L
Hot'R us(Agr)
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it suffices to prove that

1
Ap)=CusTr)G|——|,
us(AR) =2 Cus(I'r) (#§(A2R))

for sufficiently large R. The measure of the cone I'g is
n—1

(GR))"

Rsin%
VRO(R)+R2cos? §
~ Yo(RR" 1pR)T(R)" ! ~ us(Ag)t™ L.

Therefore, it suffices to prove that

us(Tr)  ~ yo(R)

1
lim G (—)T(R)n_l =0.
R—oo  \ps(Agr)
As 1 1 1
1 n- 1 n- 1 \"
log—— ~ 1o ~ROD _ (—) ,
( . Hé(AZR)) ( g m(zR)) "@®)
we obtain
lim G(—)T(R)”*l <
R—oo  \ps(Agr)
1 1 —(n-1)
sClimG( )(10 ) =0,
R—co \is(Agr) gua(A2R)
this concludes the proof. O
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PROPER LATTICES AND SPECTRALLY INVARIANT SUBSPACES OF
A LINEAR OPERATOR

SLAVISA V. DJORDJEVIC

ABSTRACT. A proper lattice of X is a pair (A,L) composed of a bounded linear
operator A on X and its invariant finite-dimensional subspace L. The set of all
proper lattices of X is denoted by PI(X). For (A,L) € PI(X), the operator A in-
duces two operators, the restriction operator A7, and the operator 7&2 from the
quotient X/L into itself, i.e. ZZ(n(y)) = 1(A(y)), where 7 is the natural homoeo-
morphism between X and the quotient space X/L.

In this note its shown that (A,L) is a proper lattice if and only if there are a
finite sequence of eigenvalues {11,...,A4,} € 0p(A) and an appropriate set of lin-
early independent eigenvectors {x1,...,x,} such that L = L(x1,...,x5). Moreover,
A; is a simple pole of A if and only if A; ¢ G(ZZ ).

Following this concept we can define a spectrally invariant (finite dimen-
sional) subspace of linear operator T as an invariant subspace E such that o(T|g)
OU(TE) = @. Also, we give some properties of stability of spectrally invariant sub-
spaces.

1. Introduction

Let X be a Banach space, and B(X) denotes the space of all bounded linear
operators from X to X. For T € B(X), let N(T), R(T), o(T) and o,(T) denote
respectively the null space, the range, the spectrum and the point spectrum of 7T'.
Let n(T) and d(T') denote the nullity and the deficiency of T' defined by

n(T)=dimN(T), and d(T) = codimR(T).

Let m19(T') denote the set of Riesz points of T (i.e., the set of isolated eigenvalues
of T of finite algebraic multiplicity). Then A € mo(T) is called a simple eigenvalue
(pole) of T if its algebraic multiplicity is 1. Let mo(T") denote the set of all isolated
eigenvalues of T of finite geometric multiplicity (i.e. 0 < n(T — 1) < 00).

The ascent, notated by asc(T'), and the descent, notated by dsc(T"), of T are
given by

ase(T) =inf{n : N(T™) = N(T"*1)}, dse(T) = inf{n : R(T™) = R(T" " 1)};

if no such n exists, then asc(T") = oo, respectively dsc(7T') = co.
An operator T € B(X) is said to be Drazin invertible if there exists an operator
D e B(X) such that

T%'D=T% DTD=D and TD =DT

for some nonnegative integer d. It is known that 7T is Drazin invertible if and only
if T has finite ascent and descent.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 47A15; Secondary 47A25, 47A75.
Keywords and phrases: eigenvalues, eigenvectors, invariant subspaces.
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Let A be an n x n complex matrix. Following [7], we say that A is an eigen-
matrix for T' € B(X) if there exists an n-tuple h = (h1,... b)Y (which we call the
corresponding eigenvector) of independent vectors in X such that

(Te---#T)h=Ah.

It easy to see that for every eigenmatrix A of T € B(X) we have o(A) = 0,(A) <
0 p(T). Moreover, for any invertible n x n matrix I', the matrix I' AT is an eigen-
matrix of T' as well.

2. Manifold of proper lattices and pols of a linear operator

Let Py(X) denote the collection of all finite dimensional subspaces of X. The
manifold of proper lattices of X is the set

PUX)={(A,L)e B(X) x Pp(X): A(L)c L}.

In another words, a proper lattice of X is a pair (A,L) composed of a bounded
linear operator A on X and its invariant finite-dimensional subspace L.

Let S ¢ X be an arbitrary subset. Then £(S) denotes the subspace of X gener-
ated by the set S.

PROPOSITION (2.1). Let (A,L) € PI(X). Then there are a finite sequence of
eigenvalues {A1,...,An} € 0,(A) and an appropriate set of linearly independent
eigenvectors {x1,...,x,} such that L = L(x1,...,x,). Moreover, every sequence of
linearly independent eigenvectors {x1,...,x,} corresponding to a sequence of eigen-
values of an operator A € B(X) generates an invariant subspace L such that (A,L) €

PUX).

Proof. Let dim(L) = n. By [7], p. 740, the existence of an invariant subspace of
dimension 7 is equivalent to the existence of an of n x n eigenmatrix A of A. More-
over, every eigenvalue of the matrix A is an eigenvalue of A (see ([7]) Proposition
(2.8)). Let {A1,...,A,} = 0p(A) c 0,(A) and {x1,...,x,} be sequences of linearly
independent appropriate eigenvectors. Obviously, L = L(x1,...,x,).

For the second part of the proof it is easy to see that for every x € L = L(x1q,...,
Xp), Ax € L. O

Let (A,L) € PI(X), where L = L({x1,...,x,}), {x1,...,%,} is a set of linearly in-
dependent eigenvectors for the sequence of eigenvalues {11,...,1,} € 0,(A). Then
the operator A induces two operators, the restriction operator A7, and the opera-
tor A\L from the quotient X/L into itself, i.e. A\L is the operator A\L(n( ) =1(A(y))
where 7 is the natural homoeomorphism between X and X/L. It is known that
the spectrum of any of the operators A, Az, and A\L is contained in the union of
the spectrum of rest of them (see [4]). The special interest is when equality holds
and Theorem (2.9) give us an answer for it.

In the following, we will always connect the finite dimensional invariant sub-
space L for an operator A € B(X) with the sets of eigenvalues {A1,...,A,} € 0,(A)
and with the set of linearly independent corresponding eigenvectors {x1,..., x,}
that generate L.

PROPOSITION (2.2). Let (A,L)€ PI(X). Then, foranyic{l1,2,...,n}, 1; ¢ ap(ﬁ)
if and only if n(A - 1;)=n(A ;L — A;) and asc(A - 1;)=1.
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Proof. (=:) Let 1; ¢ O'p(Az). Suppose that n(A — 1;) > n(A, — A;). Then there
exists x ¢ L such that (A — 1;)x =0 implies

(AL - A)lx+ L1 =[(A - A;)x] = [0].

Hence, 1, € UP(AZ).

Next, suppose that there exists x € N(A —1;)2\N(A - ;). Then (A - 1;)%(x)=0
and (A—1;)x # 0. Clearly, (A7 —A;)2[x+L] = [0]. If we suppose that (A7, —A;)x+L] #
[0], then A; € UP(AZ). Hence, suppose that (AZ - Ailx+L]=[0].

If we suppose that [x + L] # [0], we have again that 1; € UP(AZ). Let [x+L]=
[0], or equivalently x € L, so x is a linear combination of linearly independent
eigenvectors x; (corresponding to eigenvalues 1;). Let x = Z;‘Zl a;xj. Then

n
0=(A-21)%®) =Y aj(A;—1,)%x,
J=1

and, by linear independence of the vectors x1,...,x,, we have a; = 0, for i # j.
Hence, x = a;x; and, in this case, we have (A — 1;)x = 0. This last contradiction
implies that N(A — 1;)2 = N(A - ;).

(<:) First, we will show that (A —1;)"1(L) = N(A - 1;)+ L. Since N(A - 1;) +
L c(A-1;)"1(L), we have to show only the opposite inclusion. Fix i = n and let
x € (A —21,)"XL). Then there exists x € X such that L 3 (A - A,)x = Z?:l a;x; and
(A= 2n)*x = X7 @i(A; = Ap)xi. Then for w = X7~ fix; € L, where f; = y2—, if
Ai—=Apn #0,and B; =0if 1; - A, =0, we have (A=1,)%(x—w) =0. Since asc(A—21;) =
1, it follows that x —w =ne N(A - A,,). Hence, xe L+ N(A — 1,).

By [2], Proposition 7, we have

n(A=Ap)=n(AL = Ap) +n(AL - Ap)
and, since n(A - 1,)=n(A | — 1,), we have n(& —Ap)=0and A, ¢ UP(AZ). O

For many practical reasons, it is important that the eigenvalues connected with
chosen proper lattices be (simple) poles of A. For example, it is known that if
Ao € mp(A), then for any sequence {A,} in B(X) that converges in norm to A, there
exists a sequence {1,} such that A, € 19(A,) and 1,, — Ag9. Moreover, if 1 is a
simple pole, then for almost all positive integers n, 1, is a simple pole of A,,
and the corresponding eigenvectors x, converge to xo. (For the previous see [1],
Theorem (2.17)). Following this, our interest is that 1; are simple poles, and we
will give necessary and sufficient conditions to obtain that A; are such points in
op(A).

THEOREM (2.3). Let (A,L) € PI(X). Then A; ¢ 0(Ar) if and only if the following
conditions hold:

@D nA-1)=n(AL-1);

>i1) asc(A — ;) =dsc(A—-A;)=1.

Proof. (<:) Using the proof of the previous proposition, if asec(A — 1;) =1, then
A-2)"YL)=N@A-1,)+L.
By [2], Proposition 7, we have

(2.4) n(A - Ai)=n(A;L — 4+ n(AL - 4;).
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and
(2.5) d(A-1)=d(A;L - 1) +d(AL - A;).

Then by applying the condition (ii) we have that A —A; is Drazin invertible and,
consequently, A — A; is a Fredholm operator with A; € iso g(A). The continuity of
the index implies

(2.6) n(A—-21;)=d(A-1;).

Since any finite dimensional operator is a Fredholm operator with index zero,
we have

(2.7 n(A-21;)=n(AL-1;)=d(A|L - 1)).

Now, by the equations (2.4) to (2.7) we have d(A¢ — Ag) = n(Ag — Ao) = 0, i.e.
Ao € o(Ay).

(=) LetA; ¢ U(A},), then by Proposition (2.2) the conditions (i) and (ii) hold and
by [5], Proposition 2.2,

asc(A — ;) =asc(A;L —1;) =1 and dsc(A — A;) =dsc(A L — A;).

Since A|r, — A; is a finite-dimensional operator, then asc(A|;, —A;) = dsc(A |, — A;)
and the proof is completed. O

COROLLARY (2.8). Let (A,L) € PI(X). Then A; ¢ o(Ay) if and only if A; is a
simple pole of A and n(A — ;) =n(A;L — ;).

THEOREM (2.9). Let (A,L) € PI(X). Then U(A|L)ﬁO'(AE) = @ if and only if
L= V?le(A —A;), where A; is a simple pole of A, i =1,...,n. Moreover, 6(A) =
o(AiL)Uo(AL).

Proof. Let the finite dimensional invariant subspace L of A € B(X) be generated
by a finite sequence of eigenvectors connected with an appropriate sequence of
eigenvalues {11,...,4,}. Then o(A|L) = {A1,...,1,} and {/ll,...,)tn}ma(g\L) = @.
Then, by Theorem (2.3) and Corollary (2.8), we have that L = V?:IN (A-21;), where
A; is a simple pole of A, for every i = 1,...,n. The opposite implication is a direct
consequence of Theorem (2.3).

In the case when o(A 1) N U(AZ) = @, Corollary (2.2) of [4] implies that o(A) =
o(AL)uo(AL). O

3. Spectrally invariant subspaces of a linear operator

Following notations from [6], we say that the closed T-invariant subspace E c
X is spectrally invariant if (T )no(Tg)=o. By [6], Theorem 2, every spectrally
invariant subspace is a reducing subspace in the sense that there exists a projec-
tion P € B(X) commuting with T such that P(X) = E. In this case there exists a
subset F' such that (E,F) is a spectrally invariant pair satisfying X =E e F,

po(Tu 0 ). (E E
_( 0 Tzz)'(F)_'(F)
with 0(T11) = 0(T|g), 0(T22) = o(Tg) and o(T) = 0(T11) U (T2).

THEOREM (3.1). Let (A,L) € PI(X) where L is spectrally invariant for A. Then
there exists a § > 0 such that for any operator B € B(X), with | A—-B ||< 6, there
exists a spectrally invariant finite dimensional subspace M and (B,M) € PI(X).
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Proof. By Theorem (2.9) there exists a finite tuple of distinct simple poles (11,...,
Ay), such that L = V?le(A —A;i). Then, by [1], Theorem 2.18, for any B € B(X)
close enough to A there exists a finite tuple of distinct simple poles (u,..., ;) of
B close to (A1,...,1,) (in C*) such that

n n
dim \/ N(A - 1;) =dim \/ N(B — ;).
i=1 i=1

It is easy to see that M = V/?_; N(B—-p;) is a spectrally invariant finite dimensional
subspace of B. O

Let (A,L) € PI(X), where L is spectrally invariant for A. Then the proof of
Theorem (3.1) and the proof of [1], Theorem 2.18, (c), claim that for any sequence
{A;} = B(X) that converge in norm to A there exists a sequence {L j} = Po(X) such
that (Aj,L;) € PI(X) and L; — L. Of course, the sense of L ; — L we take is taken
from PI(X); let dimL =dimL j(= n) and let {y; ; : i = 1,...n} be a set of eigenvalues
of A; such that its appropriate vectors x; ; generate L; and yu; ; — A; together
with x; ; — x;, j — oo (for more details see [1], p. 98). Hence, in the particular case
when L is spectrally invariant for A, we can claim that there exists a sequence
{(A;,L;)} = Pl(X) such that (A,L;) — (A,L). In the general case, for an arbitrary
(A,L) € PI(X) we cannot claim that for every sequence of operators that converges
to A we will find a sequence of eigenvalues and eigenvectors such that (A;,L;) —
(A,L). Moreover, the following theorems give us a method to construct a sequence
of proper lattices that converges to (A,L).

THEOREM (3.2). Let (Ag,Lo) € PI(X) with dimLy =n. Then A € B(X) has an
n x n eigenmatrix A with eigenvector x1 € X" if and only if the following system of

equations
(App®---0Ap)hi=(A-(Ap1e---9A11))X0

(Ag18--®A21)X0=(A—(Ag2® - ®Agz))hy
holds, where

A=

An A12]
Ag1 Agg

is the matrix representation of the operator A with respect to the direct sum Ly &
Xo =X where Lo = L({x,...,49}), x0 = (x?---x0)T, hy = (h1---h,)T and x; =x0 +
h;.

Proof. Let Lo = E({x(l), ... ,x,OL}). Since dim L = n, there exists a closed subspace X
Al Axg

of X suchthat X =Ly® X. Let A = [
Az Agg

€ B(Lo 9 X() have eigenmatrix A
and eigenvector x1 =xXg +hj. Then

Axo+hy)=(A®---®A)xo+hy) =
=(A11@-0A11)x0+(A12@ - ®A12)h1) +(A21 8- © Ag1)X0 +(Ag2® - & Agz)hy)

(Arp@---®Ap)h; =(A-(Ann&---®A11))X0

(Ag1 @ ®A21)x0 =(A—(Ag2®---® Ag2))hy.

For the opposite implication, suppose that the equations hold for some h; € X
and an n x n complex matrix A. It is easy to see that A is an eigenmatrix of A
with eigenvector x¢ + hj. O

—
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REMARK (3.3). If dimLg =1, using that the 1 x 1 matrix A = (1) is an eigenma-
trix of A if and only if A is an eigenvalue of A, the previous theorem becomes a
more general case of [3], Theorem 6. Moreover, in [3] the case is excluded when
h1 =0, but we can to see that then Ag; =0, or L is an invariant subspace of A.
This implies that x¢ is an eigenvector for the eigenvalue 1; of A.

THEOREM (3.4). Let (Ao,Lo) € PU(X) with Lo = L(xY,...,x0}). Then there ex-
ists a transformation F : Myx, x X" — B(X) defined in a neighborhood U of
(Ao, (x9,..., x2)) such that

F(Ag,(xY,...,20) = Ag, (F(A, L(x1,...,%0)), L(x1, ..., %)) € PLX)

for every (A,(x1,...,x,)) € U, and F is continuous at (AO,(x(l), ... ,xg)).

Proof. Let X =Lo®Xo,Lo=L({x?,...,x9}), x0 = (9---2)T and let Ao have matrix
representation
A% A0
— |41 2

Ao = [ 0 Aézl
with respect to the decomposition of the space X. Let (A,(%1,...,Z,) € U, L =
LU#1,...,%,)) and A = (1; j)?jzl‘ Using the decomposition of X and appropriate no-
tation, let x =x¢ +ho (X = (%1 ---%,)T, ho = (h1---hp)T), we define F(A, (%1 ---&p)) €
B(X) by the operator matrix

~ ~ ~ All A02
FA G, %)) = | 4 AE; :Lo®Xo— Lo & X,
21 29
with
(3.5) Ano) = Axo-Apho and
' Ag1(x0) = Ahg-Ayhy,

where for T' € B(K), K € {Ly,Xo,X}, we use the notation T=Te&---&T € B(K™). By
Theorem 3.4, it is easy to see that F(A, (%1,...,&,))L) L, i.e. (F(A,(Z1,...,%,),L)
e PlI(X).

Let x=1,+h, € X(= Lo @ Xp) be an arbitrary norm one vector. Then

F(A,(&1,...,%n))x —Agx = (A11 — Al + Ag1l, = (by (3.5))
= (A - Ao)lx + Z(hy),

where Z is defined using A, A(l)2 and Ag2. Now it easy to see that | F(A, (%1,...,%p))—
Aol converge to zero when A — Ag and hy— 0. O
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CLASSIFICATION OF CONSTANT ANGLE HYPERSURFACES IN
WARPED PRODUCTS VIA EIKONAL FUNCTIONS

EUGENIO GARNICA, OSCAR PALMAS, AND GABRIEL RUIZ-HERNANDEZ

ABSTRACT. Given a warped product of the real line with a Riemannian manifold
of arbitrary dimension, we classify the hypersurfaces whose tangent spaces make
a constant angle with the vector field tangent to the real direction. We show that
this is a natural setting in which to extend previous results in this direction made
by several authors. Moreover, when the constant angle hypersurface is a graph
over the Riemannian manifold, we show that the function involved satisfies a
generalized eikonal equation, which we solve via a geometric method. In the
final part of this paper we prove that minimal constant angle hypersurfaces are
cylinders over minimal submanifolds.

Introduction

Several classical, well-known geometric objects are defined in terms of making
a constant angle with a given, distinguished direction. Firstly, classical helices are
curves making a constant angle with a fixed direction. A second example is the
logarithmic spiral, the spira mirabilis studied by Jacob Bernoulli, which makes
a constant angle with the radial direction. In a third famous example which had
applications to navigation, the loxodromes or rhumb lines are those curves in the
sphere making a constant angle with the sphere meridians.

Recently, several authors had established and investigated some generaliza-
tions of the above situation. In 2007, F. Dillen et al. characterized those surfaces
M in S? x R whose normal vector ¢ makes a constant angle 0 with the direction
tangent to R (see [7]). Two years later, F. Dillen and M. I. Munteanu gave in [8] a
similar characterization theorem for constant angle surfaces in the product H? xR,
using the hyperboloid model for the hyperbolic plane H2. In the final part of the
paper they classified the constant angle surfaces with constant mean curvature
in this Riemannian product.

Another nice paper in this direction is [13], where M. I. Munteanu made a
review of some applications of constant angle surfaces and gave a complete clas-
sification of the so-called constant slope surfaces in R3, that is, those surfaces
making a constant angle with the radial position vector field. He showed that a
surface S c R? is a constant slope surface iff either it is an Euclidean 2-sphere
centered at the origin or it can be parameterized by

r(u,v) = usinf(coséf (V) +siné f(v) x f'(v)),
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where 0 is a constant different from 0, ¢ = &(u) = cotflogu and f is a unit speed
curve on the Euclidean sphere $2.

It is also worth mentioning the recent paper [10], where Dillen, Munteanu,
Van der Veken and Vrancken classified the constant angle surfaces in the warped
product I x, R2. We will discuss the relation of this and other works with ours in
Section 3. This class of surfaces or curves making a constant angle with respect
to some direction have been also investigated in Minkowski space, see [1] and [12]
for details.

Using another approach, A. Di Scala and the third named author studied in [4]
the helix submanifolds of Euclidean spaces, i. e., submanifolds making a constant
angle with a constant direction. They builded constant angle hypersurfaces of
R**1 as follows: Given an orientable hypersurface L of R” with a unit normal
vector field 7, let 7 : L x R — R**1 be defined by

r(x,s)=x+s ((sin@)n(x) + (cos6)d),

where 0 is constant and d =(0,...,0,1). Then f parameterize a hypersurface mak-
ing a constant angle 0 with the fixed direction determined by d. Moreover, they
showed that, except for some trivial cases, any helix hypersurface admits locally
such a parametrization. They also showed that these non-trivial constant angle
submanifolds are given locally as graphs of functions whose gradient has constant
length (that is, solutions of the so-called eikonal equation). In [5], they showed
further that any function satisfying the eikonal equation may be characterized as
a distance function relative to an embedded hypersurface in the ambient space.

All of the above results suggest the existence of a general framework in which
it is natural to consider the study of constant angle submanifolds. As it will turn
out along this paper, a natural choice for that purpose is an ambient space M
given as a warped product of the form I x, P", where I is an open interval and
p:I — R" is a smooth positive function. We consider those submanifolds making
a constant angle with the vector field d; tangent to the R-direction. Of course, the
case of the Euclidean ambient space is obtained by considering P"” = R" and the
constant warping function p = 1.

The plan of this paper is the following. Section 1 gives the basic geometric
properties of constant angle hypersurfaces in a warped product, showing that
they have a rich extrinsic and intrinsic geometry. In Theorem (1.5) we prove
that if the projection of 0; to the tangent space of a constant angle hypersurface
does not vanish, it determines a principal direction on the hypersurface. In the
terminology of the recent works [6], [9] and [14], the hypersurface has a canonical
principal direction relative to the distinguished vector field d;. Also, we prove
that the integral lines of this tangential component are lines of curvature and
geodesics of the hypersurface.

In Section 2 we state our main result giving a complete characterization of
constant angle hypersurfaces in I x, P" (see Theorem (2.3)):

Let M’Hl be the warped product I x,P". A connected hypersurface M of Misa
constant angle hypersurface in M if and only if it is an open subset of either
o A cylinder of the form I x L"~!, where L is a hypersurface of P; or
o The graph of a function f : P — R satisfying the generalized eikonal equation

0.1) IVfl=C-(pof),
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where C is a constant, p stands for the warping function and the graph of f
is defined as the set of points (f(p), p) with p € P.

We also give a geometric method to build the solutions of the generalized eikon-
al equation, by generalizing the technique given in [5] for the case of the classical
eikonal equation. Our result in the context of constant angle hypersurfaces is the
following (see Corollary (2.8)):

Let M’Hl be the warped product I x,P". A connected hypersurface in M is
a constant angle hypersurface with 6 € (0,71/2) if and only if it is the graph of a
function f :P — R of the form f = hod, where d measures the distance to a fixed
orientable hypersurface L <P and h satisfies

do
so Cp(0)

hs) =

with C =tan6.

In Section 3 we show the relation between the parametrizations of constant
angle surfaces obtained by the authors already mentioned in this Introduction
and our language. Note that our setting includes all codimension 1 cases, and in
particular, the case of surfaces in every 3-dimensional warped product of the form
Ix, P2.

Finally, in Section 4 we prove that minimal constant angle hypersurfaces are
cylinders over a minimal submanifold of codimension two. We deduce this result
from the following nice property:

Let f: Q cR® — R be a smooth function with connected open domain Q. If f is
harmonic and eikonal then f is linear in Q.

1. A canonical principal direction
Throughout this paper, we will use the following notations:

. M’Hl will denote a warped product of the form I x, P", where I is an open
interval, P is a Riemannian manifold and p : I — R™.

e Vis the Riemannian connection on M relative to the warped product metric.

« 0, will denote the unit vector field tangent to the R-direction in M.

o M will be a connected orientable hypersurface in M.

e V will denote the induced Riemannian connection on M.

e ¢ € X(M) will be a unit vector field, everywhere normal to M.

¢ 0 will denote the function on M measuring the angle between d; and ¢.

Definition (1.1). We say that M is a constant angle hypersurface iff the angle
function 6 is constant along M.

Remark (1.2). Given a constant angle hypersurface, we may choose the orien-
tation of M so that 6 € [0,71/2], as we will do.

Our aim here is to classify all constant angle hypersurfaces M of the warped
product I x, P". A trivial case occurs when 6 = 0. In the language of the warped
product structure, { = d; and then a connected constant angle hypersurface is
contained in a slice {¢¢} x P. So, we suppose in this section that 0 € (0, 7/2].
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Let us fix some additional notation. As usual, we have the Gauss and Wein-
garten equations for hypersurfaces:

VyZ=VyZ+II(Y,Z), Vyé=-A;Y,

where Y ,Z € X(M), 11 is the second fundamental form of M and A is the shape
operator associated to ¢. Recall also that IT and A are related by the formula

II(Y,Z),¢) =(A:Y ,Z).
Let 02— be the component of d; tangent to M, that is,
0f =0, (01,0)¢,
Note that 0 € (0,7/2] implies 02— # 0 and we may define

9,
(1.3) T=—.
16/ |
Hence we may write
(1.4) 0¢ = (sinB)T + (cosO)¢.

Now we are ready to give some basic geometric properties of the constant angle
hypersurfaces.

THEOREM (1.5). Let M be a constant angle hypersurface of MMI such that
0 €(0,7/2]. Then the integral lines of the vector field T defined in (1.3) are lines of
curvature of M ; in fact,

p/
AT =-cos0—T.
P

In other words, T is a principal direction of M. Moreover, these lines are
geodesics of M, that is, V7T = 0. .

Additionally, the integral lines of T are geodesics of M iff either 0; is parallel or
0 = n/2.

Proof. Suppose first that 0 € (0,7/2), which implies cosf # 0. Differentiating (1.4)
with respect to a vector field W € X(M), we obtain

(1.6) Vwo; = (sin0)Vw T + (cos O)Vwé.

Suppose additionally that (W,T) = 0 or, equivalently, (W,d;) = 0. To calculate
Vw0, we may suppose that W is given as a lifting of a vector field on P and use
standard derivation formulas in warped products (see [15], p. 296, Prop. 35,
for example) to obtain that Vyyd; = (p'/o)W. Taking the components tangent and
normal to M in the above formula and using that cosf # 0, we have

!
AW = ——L W+ (tano)Vy T,
pcos@

and II(W,T) =0, which implies that
(AT, W) =(AW,T) =II(W,T),5)=0

for every W € X(M) such that (W,T) = 0. In turn, this fact implies that A;T is a
scalar multiple of T, i.e., T is a principal direction of M.
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We return to the general expression (1.6) and take W = T'. In order to use the
derivation formulas for warped products again, we write

T = (sin0)0; + (cosO)[(cosO)T — (sinB)¢],
and note that the vector field (cos0)T — (sin8)¢ is orthogonal to d;. Hence,
Vrd; = (sinf)Vs,0; +(cos0)V(coso)T—(sin0)é10t

/

(cos@)% [(cosO)T — (sinO)¢T;

so that the tangent and normal components of (1.6) are
!/
cos202-T = (sinO)V T - (cosO) AT
0

and ,
—sin6 COSB%E = (sin®)II(T, T).

From the first of these expressions, since A;T is a scalar multiple of T' (and
sinf # 0), we deduce that the same happens with V7 T'; but as T is a unit vector
field, we have V7T =0; i.e., the integral lines of T' are geodesics in M. Also,

!

AT = —cosHP—T,
P

meaning that T is a principal direction. In the case of the second fundamental
form, we have

o'
I(T, 7= —cosH;g‘.

Since we are analyzing the case cos # 0, II(T,T) =0 if and only if p’ = 0; i.e.,
p is constant. In this case, Vwo,; =0 for every vector field W € X(M). That is, the
integral lines of T' are geodesics of M if and only if 9, is parallel.

The analysis in the case 0 = /2 is similar, but easier, since in this case equation
(1.4) reduces to T = 3;. We have that VT = %tat =0 and then the integral lines of
T are geodesics of M, thus they also are geodesics of M. If W € X(M) is orthogonal

to T' we have on one hand )

VwT =Vwo, = 2w,
0

and on the other hand, ng =VwT +II(W,T), which implies that II(W,T) = 0.
As in the previous case, this in turn implies that A;T is a scalar multiple of T' and
T is a principal direction. In fact, since VpT =VpT +II(T,T) =0, we have

(AT, Ty=IT,T),¢) =0,
and then AT =0 and T is a principal direction. O

Theorem 1.5 says that the constant angle hypersurfaces with 0 € (0,7/2] are
examples of hypersurfaces with a canonical principal direction, which means that
there exists a vector field in the ambient such that the component of this vector
field tangent to the surface is a principal direction for the shape operator of the
surface. This notion has been studied recently by several authors; see, for example
[6], [9] and [14], where the authors classify surfaces with a canonical principal
direction in H? x R, $% x R and R? x R, respectively.
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2. Construction and characterization of constant angle hypersurfaces

In this section we prove our main results, classifying the constant angle hyper-
surfaces in any warped product of the form I x, P". First we consider the case of
0 =m/2:

PROPOSITION (2.1). Let M be a connected hypersurface of I x,P". M is a con-
stant angle hypersurface with 0 = n/2 if and only if M is an open subset of a cylin-
der I x L™, where L is a (n — 1)-dimensional hypersurface of P.

Proof. Suppose M is a constant angle hypersurface with 6 = /2. By transversal-
ity, the intersection of M with a fixed slice {¢o} x P" is (isometric to) a hypersurface
L of P". Since 0; is everywhere tangent to M in this case, we reconstruct M by
departing from this intersection and following the flow of d;, obtaining the afore-
mentioned cylinder. The converse is clear. O

In view of this result, we may suppose from now on that 6 € [0,7/2). Using
transversality, we may suppose additionally that M is given locally as a graph
of a real function f : P — I. We will prove that such a graph is a constant angle
hypersurface if and only if f satisfies a condition on the norm of its gradient (see
equation (0.1)). In the following definition we fix the classical terminology for this
kind of functions.

Definition (2.2). Let P" be a Riemannian manifold and f : P — I a differentiable
function, where I is a real interval. We say that f is eikonal if it is a solution of
the eikonal equation

IVil=C,

where Vf denotes the gradient of f and C is a given constant. More generally, let
p: I — R* be a differentiable positive function. We say that f is a transnormal
function if it satisfies the generalized eikonal equation (0.1), namely,

IVFI=C-(pof).

The concept of transnormal function is related to the class of submanifolds
called isoparametric submanifolds which are level hypersurfaces of isoparametric
functions. According to [18], a transnormal function is a smooth function f satis-
fiying the equation [Vf|? = bof, where b is a smooth function which can be zero at
some points. In our case b = Cp > 0. An isoparametric function is a transnormal
function that also satisfies the condition Af =a o f, where a is a smooth function.
It is well known that Cartan investigated such functions on space forms; see [2]
and [18] for more details. An interesting result in [18], is that a transnormal
function in $” or in R” is isoparametric.

The next theorem is our main result, giving the precise relation between the
transnormal functions and the constant angle hypersurfaces.

THEOREM (2.3). Let M’Hl be the warped product I x,P*. A connected hyper-

surface M of M is a constant angle hypersurface in M if and only if it is an open
subset of either

o A cylinder of the form I x L1, where L is a hypersurface of P; or
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o The graph of a transnormal function f :P — I satisfying equation (0.1) for
the warping function p. Here the graph of f is defined as the set of points
(f(p),p) with peP.

Proof. Let M be a constant angle hypersurface in M. By Proposition (2.1), we
may suppose that 0 € [0,7/2) and that M is a graph of a function f. Let us denote
by Vf the lift to M of the gradient of f. Then it is easy to see that a vector field ¢
everywhere normal to the graph of f may be chosen as
E=(pof)?0;—Vf.
Using the definition of the warped product metric and the fact that ; and Vf
are orthogonal, we have that the square of the norm of ¢ is given by
& = + (o PIVFIP=(po fP(po > +IVfIP),

and consequently the angle 0 between ¢ and 9; satisfies

cosl = <i,6t> = L
H Vpo FE+IVF2
Note that cos6 # 0 for 0 € [0,7/2). Hence we may express |[Vf| in terms of po f as
IVfl=(tanB)pof),

which means that f is transnormal with C = tan6.
Conversely, if we consider the graph of a transnormal function satisfying equa-
tion (0.1), the angle 6 between its normal ¢ and 0; is such that

1
(2.4) cosH=<i,0t>= pef = ;
<] V(o f2+IVFI2  V1+C2
meaning that the graph of f is a constant angle hypersurface. O

In short, Theorem 2.3 proves that every constant angle hypersurface is locally
the graph of a function satisfying a partial differential equation on a Riemann-
ian manifold P”, the generalized eikonal equation (0.1). In the final part of this
section we will solve this equation explicitly by a geometric method using the
distance function to an arbitrary hypersurface in P".

As a first step, in our next Proposition we prove the (local) existence of solutions
using a constructive method.

PROPOSITION (2.5). Let P" be a Riemannian manifold and p : I — R" a dif
ferentiable positive function. Fix an orientable hypersurface L c P and a tubular
neighborhood L. of L such that the distance function d to L is well-defined in L.
and is differentiable in L\ L. Also, define a real valued and invertible function
h:I—>R* by

s do
so Cp(0)’
where C #0. Then f =hod is transnormal in L\ L.

(2.6) rl(s)=

Proof. It is well-known that |Vd|=1in L.\ L; then,
IVFI IV(hod)|=(h'od)IVd|=h'od

1
= G hGeq O Pehed=Crlpol),
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which proves the claim. O

Now we analyze the (local) uniqueness of solutions of the generalized eikonal
equation. We will use the results proved by Di Scala and the third named au-
thor in [5], where they studied the local uniqueness of the solutions of an eikonal
equation.

PROPOSITION (2.7). Let f :P — I satisfy IVf|=C-(pof) for C #0. Then f is
given locally as in Proposition (2.5).

Proof. Letd =h™1of, where h™! is defined in equation (2.6). Let us calculate the
gradient of d in P :
— -1 _ -1y _
Vd=V(h "o f)=((h"") o fIVf C-(pof)vf'

Therefore, [Vd| = 1. Theorem (5.3) in [5] implies then that for every point p € P
there exists a neighborhood U of p in P and a hypersurface L < P such that d|y
measures the distance from a point in U to the hypersurface L. This proves that
f = hod has the form given in Proposition (2.5). O

We are ready to translate the above results to our constant angle hypersurfaces
setting.

COROLLARY (2.8). Let Mnﬂ be the warped product I x,P". A connected hyper-
surface in M is a constant angle hypersurface with 0 € (0,7/2) if and only if it is the
graph of a function [ :P — R of the form f = hod, where d measures the distance
to a fixed orientable hypersurface L cP and h satisfies
do

hl(s) = )
(s) so Cp(0)

with C =tan0.

3. Applications and Examples

In this section we will construct some examples of constant angle hypersurfaces
and will show the relation of our construction with those made in the papers
already mentioned in the Introduction.

Example (3.1). Let us consider the upper-half space model for the hyperbolic
space H"*1, which can be expressed as the warped product (0,00) x o R*, where
p(t) = 1/t. Then, taking s =1,

s do 1 (¢ $2-1
:h_l = :—f d = —.
rEh®= | oo - ch 79 3¢

Hence, s = h(r) = V2Cr + 1. The hypersurface we consider is L = R"~1, identi-
fied as usual with the points (x1,...,x,-1,0) so that the (oriented) distance func-
tion to L is x,, the n-th coordinate function on R”.

Therefore, the explicit expression of the function f =hod is

f(x1,...,x3)=hod(x1,...,x,) = h(x,) = V2Cx, + 1.
We calculate the gradient of f as

C

— 4,
V2Cx, +1

Vf(xl,--',xn) =
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where 0, = 0x,. Note that

CZ
\Y 2o~ —(? 2(xy,... .
| f(xlr 7xn)| Zan+1 (pof) (xl’ 7xn)

Application (3.2). In[13], Munteanu studied the surfaces in three-dimensional
Euclidean space whose normal vector at a point makes a constant angle with the
position vector of that point, showing (Theorem 1 in [13]) that a constant angle
surface is an open part of the Euclidean 2-sphere or it can be parameterized by

(3.3)  r(u,v)=u{sinO[cos(cotOInu)a(v) + sin(cotfInu)- a(v) x a'(v)1},

where 6 #0 and « is a unit speed curve a: I — S2.
To translate Munteanu’s analysis to our context, note that the Euclidean 3-
space minus the origin is isometric to the warped product

(0,00) x, S(sin0), p(t) = —;
sinf
here $2(sinf) denotes a 2-dimensional sphere with radius sinf. Of course, the
natural isometry of this warped product with R3\ {0} is given explicitly by (¢, p) —
tp.
To be able to compare Munteanu’s result with our Corollary (2.8), we note that
the function A given by equation (2.6) is given by

§ do _ sin0
1 Cp(o) C

ris) = ns.

Also, we will obtain an expression for the distance function in $2 to the curve
a that appears in (3.3). Note that the expression in braces in (3.3) gives a point
¢(u,v) in $%(sin@) and that its distance d = d(¢(u,v)) to a(v) is precisely the prod-
uct of the radius and the angle between the two vectors; i.e.,

d(p(u,v)) =sinf-cotf-Inu = cosf -Inu;
recalling that C may be seen as tanf, we have
d(p(u,v) = k™' (w),
which gives
flp(u,v)) =hod(p(u,v))=u.

This fact means that a constant angle surface in (0,00) x, S$2(sin@) is given by

the graph (f(¢(u,v)),p(u,v)) of f, i. e., by
(u,¢(u,v)) = (u,sinBlcos(cot O Inu) a(v) + sin(cotO1lnu) - a(v) x a'(v)]);

but this expression corresponds precisely to equation (3.3) via the aforementioned

isometry of (0,00) x, S$2(sinf) with the Euclidean space. Thus, we recover Mun-
teanu’s result.

Application (3.4). In our last comparison we consider the work [10], where
Dillen et al. analyzed the hypersurfaces in the warped product I x, R2 making a
constant angle with the vector field d;. Theorem 1 in [10] states that an isometric
immersion 7 : M2 — M =1 x,R? defines a surface with constant angle 0 € [0, 7/2]
if and only if, up to rigid motions of M, one of the following holds locally:
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1. There exist parameters (u,v) of M, with respect to which the immersion r is

given by
usinf do v
3.5) r(u,v)= (usin@,cotﬁ (f —)cosv—f glo)sinodo,
p(o)
usinf v
cotd (f ﬂ)sinv+f g(a)cosada)
p(o)

for some smooth function g.
2. r(M) is an open part of the cylinder x — G(¢) = 0 for the real function G given
by

t
G(t) = cotﬁf do
p(o)

(Here (x,y) are the standard coordinates in R?.)
3. r(M) is an open part of the surface ¢ = ¢ for some real number ¢¢, and 6 = 0.

We will discuss items (1) and (2) of this theorem. In relation with item (2)
and in analogy with our previous discussion of Munteanu’s work, we see that the
function G may be written in our terminology as

do t do
— = =h7l(2).
p(o) Cp(o) ®

To obtain the cylinder x — G(¢) = 0, we proceed as follows: We build a constant
angle curve in the (¢,x)-plane, that is, a curve making a constant angle with the
vertical vector field ;. Note that this plane is a warped product I x, R.

By Corollary 2.8, we may build this curve by first taking a codimension one
manifold in R, i.e., fixing a point in the real axis, which we may take as the origin.
Next, we calculate the distance function d in R to this point, which obviously
gives d(x) = x. Hence, the graph of f =hod = h =Gl is the constant angle curve
we were looking for. By taking the cylinder over this curve in the 3-dimensional
space, we obtain the constant angle surface given in item (2).

To analyze item (1), we define the following curve a(v) in the (x, y)-plane:

t
G@) = cotef

av) = (—fvg(a)sinada,fvg(o)cosada);

which may be obtained from the second and third coordinates in (3.5) making
u=0.
Note that a'(v) = g(v)(—sinv,cosv), so that (cosv,sinv) is a unit vector field every-
where normal to this curve. An easy calculation shows that the second and third
coordinates in (3.5) give a parametrization ¢(u,v) of a neighborhood of @ by Fermi
coordinates; in fact, the distance of a point in this neighborhood to the curve a is
precisely
usinf do

p(a))’
which is equal to A 1(zsin) in our terminology. From this we have that the
eikonal function f given in Corollary 2.8 is

f(p(u,v)) =hod(p(u,v)) =usind;

d(p(u,v)) =coth (f

that is, equation (3.5) is the expression of the graph of f in I x,, R2.
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Remark (3.6). Note that instead of usinf we may use a function ¥(u) in the
upper limit of the integrals appearing in (3.5) to obtain a point ¢(u,v) in the plane
whose distance to the curve a is

y(u)
d(u,v)zcota(f do )

(o)
so that f(¢(u,v)) =yp(u).

4. Minimal constant angle hypersurfaces

Let us recall that a function in Euclidean space is called eikonal if its gradient
has constant length.

LEMMA (4.1). Let f : U cR"™ — R be a smooth function defined on the connected
open subset U. If f is a non constant harmonic and eikonal function then f is
linear.

Proof. The idea is to prove that f is locally linear and then to use that U is con-
nected. So in our argument we can take smaller open neighbourhoods if it were
necessary. Without loss of generality we can assume that |[Vf|2 = 1. Then the level
hypersurfaces of f are equidistant embedded hypersurfaces in R” because the dis-
tance between two level hypersurfaces is measured along the integral curves of
the vector field Vf, which has constant length. Since f is harmonic and eikonal
every level hypersurface f1(¢) of f is minimal in R” because the mean curvature
vector field H of the level hypersurfaces is given by

1 1
—WAIH' _IVf|2v|vf|’

see [17] for details. As we said before, in our case we can conclude that H =0, i.e.
every level hypersurface is minimal. So, {f ‘1(t)}t€f(U) is a family of equidistant
minimal hypersurfaces of R*. We will prove that this is possible if and only if
every level hypersurface in the family is a hyperplane.

Let A1, g, ... A,_1 be the principal curvatures of f1(¢). It is known that for every
t € F(U) close to to, the principal curvatures of f~1(¢) are given by

A A2 An-1
1-(t—t)A’ 1-(t—to)Ae” " 1-(t—t)An-1
This is a consequence of the relation between the shape operator A of f~1(¢¢) and
the shape operator A; of f~1(t): A, =(I —tA) 1A. See [3] page 38.
Since every level hypersurface £ ~1(¢) of f is minimal, the mean curvature of £ ~1(¢)
is zero:

(4.2) H=

M A2 An-1 B
+ Foob—————— =
1-(—tg)h1 1-(t—tp)Ae 1-(—to)An-1
Taking the derivative with respect to ¢ and evaluating in ¢ = ¢ty we obtain that
/1% +/1§ +...+ )L?L_l =0, which implies that A; = A3 =... = A,_1 = 0. Therefore f~1(¢)
is totally geodesic, i.e. it is part of a hyperplane. This proves that f is linear. [

Remark (4.3). As noted by the referee, Lemma 4.1 is a consequence of classi-
cal results obtained by Levi-Civita and Segre (see [11] and [16]) in the context
of isoparametric hypersurfaces; we included the above proof for the sake of com-
pleteness. The referee also pointed out to us that we may prove the lemma in a
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shorter way using the well-known Bochner’s formula, valid for any smooth func-
tion f over a Riemannian manifold:

(4.4) %A|Vf|2 = (Vf,VAf)-Ric(Vf,Vf)—|Hessf|%.

In order to prove the lemma, note that R” is Ricci flat and f is harmonic and
eikonal; hence Bochner’s formula implies that Hessf = 0. So, the second order
partial derivatives of f are zero. This proves that f is linear.

The next Corollary (4.5), improves Theorem (2.8) in [4] which says that a con-
stant angle hypersurface M in Euclidean space is minimal if and only if every slice
of M is also minimal. Our Corollary here gives a complete, explicit classification
of these hypersurfaces.

COROLLARY (4.5). Let M be a connected constant angle hypersurface in R with
respect to a constant direction X. If M is minimal then either M is part of a
cylinder, over a minimal hypersurface in R or M is part of a hyperplane.

Proof. We can assume that X is a unit vector field. If X is tangent to M, then it
is clear that M is part of a cylinder over a hypersurface L in a R*~! orthogonal to
X. Moreover, L should be minimal because M is minimal.

If X is transversal to M then M if the graph of a smooth function f, the height
function in direction X. Since M is minimal, every slice of M with hyperplanes
orthogonal to X is minimal in the Euclidean ambient, which follows from Theorem
2.8 of [4]. Equivalently, every level hypersurface of f is minimal. Under the
hypothesis that f is eikonal and using relation (4.2), the latter condition holds if
and only if f is a harmonic function. So, f is an eikonal and harmonic function.
By Lemma (4.1), f is linear. Therefore, M is part of a hyperplane. O
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CONSTRAINING EXTENT BY DENSITY: ON GENERALIZATIONS OF
NORMALITY AND COUNTABLE PARACOMPACTNESS

CHARLES J. G. MORGAN AND SAMUEL G. DA SILVA

ABSTRACT. It is well known that in the class of separable spaces both normality
and countable paracompactness imply certain constraints on the sizes of closed
discrete subsets. In this paper we show that analogous constraints hold for gen-
eralizations of such properties. We also discuss the limitations one has to deal
with when trying to find similar constraints for separable, countably metacom-
pact spaces.

1. Introduction

Determining upper bounds — in terms of the size of dense sets — on the sizes
of closed discrete subsets of topological spaces satisfying particular properties is
a longstanding procedure in General Topology. It goes back, at least, to the fourth
decade of the twentieth century, with the seminal work of Jones ([10]). There
the classical result that is nowadays referred to as “Jones’ Lemma” — that normal
separable spaces cannot include closed discrete subsets of size ¢ — was established.
Jones, moreover, also showed that under 2“ < 2“1 such spaces cannot include
uncountable closed discrete subsets.

Using the language of cardinal functions, we say that normality is a topolog-
ical property that “constrains the extent in terms of the density.” Recall that
the extent of a topological space X, e(X), is the supremum of the cardinalities of
all closed discrete subsets of X and the density of X, d(X), is the smallest car-
dinality of a dense subset of X (in each case subject to the proviso that if the
supremum/minimum, resp., is not infinite the value is set as w). In these terms
the statement “the cardinality of the closed discrete subsets of X is constrained
by the minimal cardinality of a dense subset of X” reduces to “e(X) < d(X)”. The
“separable case” is to look at X with d(X) = w, and “countable extent” is an abbre-
viation for “non-existence of uncountable closed discrete subsets”.

Another topological property under which extent is constrained by density (in
the separable case) is countable paracompactness. Fleissner [6] has shown that
countably paracompact, separable spaces cannot include closed discrete subsets
of size c.

In this paper, we show that similar constraints hold for generalizations of the
properties so far mentioned.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: Primary 54D20, 54A25, 03E65; Secondary 54A35,
03E35, 03E55.

Keywords and phrases: cardinal functions, seminormal spaces, countably semi-paracompact
spaces, countably metacompact spaces.
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In §2 we work with semi-normal spaces, which generalize normal spaces in
exactly the same way that semi-regular spaces generalize regular spaces. For this
class of spaces we obtain restrictions on extents in terms of densities which are
entirely similar to those that hold for normal spaces, but by a different argument:
the proof of Jones’ Lemma is based on a careful construction of a injective function
from the family of subsets of a given closed and discrete subset into the family
of the subsets of a given dense set, while our results are based on a notion of
separation of families.

In §3 we consider countable paracompactness! and introduce a wide-reaching
notion of u-semi-paracompactness — where p is supposed to be an infinite cardi-
nal. This concept generalizes the notion of y-paracompactness due to M. E. Rudin
[18]. Our definition is based on decreasing sequences of closed sets and decreas-
ing sequences of semi-open sets — and this definition seems to be broader, as we
discuss, than the expected version based on semi-open refinements of open cov-
ers. We present a number of constraints on the size of closed discrete subsets for
this very general class of spaces, again by different arguments: the previously
obtained constraints (as well as [6] see also [24] and [21]) were established (for
case U = w) by constructing a suitable countable open cover and considering a lo-
cally finite open refinement, while our results deal directly with the decreasing
sequences mentioned above.

We remark that whenever one considers uncountable closed discrete subsets
of separable countably paracompact spaces one has to deal with small dominat-
ing families. These combinatorial structures are related to large cardinals (see
below) — and it follows that the problem of comparing extent and density in the
class of separable countably paracompact spaces involves intrinsic set-theoretic
difficulties.

Returning to our general problem of constraining extent by density, a related
theme is to find restrictions on the cardinalities of closed discrete subsets sat-
isfying relative versions of normality and countable paracompactness — or even
relative versions of their generalizations. We do not go into the details of these
results here, but limit ourselves in the main to statements of some of them and
giving references to the relevant literature.?

It would be highly desirable to find constraints for extent in terms of density
similar to those discussed in §2, §3 for (non-trivial) classes of separable, countably
metacompact spaces. In §4 we give examples of specific classes of such spaces
where instances of those constraints do not necessarily pertain and discuss the
limitations with which one therefore has to deal when addressing this problem.
We conclude, in §5, with some notes and questions.

We end this introduction with some standard references and definitions.

For small cardinals such as p, b and 9, and for basic information on spaces
from almost disjoint families (the so-called Isbell-Mréwka spaces), see [4]. For
information on cardinal functions we refer to [7].

For f, g€ “lw write f < g, f <* g, when the set {a < w1 : g(a) < f(a)}is empty,
countable, respectively. (The latter is the mod countable order).

1A space X is [countably] metacompact (resp. paracompact) if every [countable] open cover of X
has an open refinement which is point finite (resp. locally finite).

2Specific information on relative versions of normality and countable paracompactness may be
found in [21], [16] and [22].
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D < is a dominating family if it is cofinal in (*1w,<*), meaning (V[ € “1w)
(3g € D)[f <™ g]. The size of the smallest dominating family in “'w is denoted by
cf("lw,<*). We recall that ¢f (“1w,<*) = ¢f (“1w, <) (see [2]).

A small dominating family is a dominating family of functions in “'w of size
not larger than the continuum. (Of course, if 2% = 21 all families of functions are
“small”.)

Jech and Prikry showed that “2¢ < 2“1 + 2% regular + There is a small domi-
nating family” implies that “There is an inner model with a measurable cardinal”
([9D). On the other hand, Watson has shown that the existence of a small domi-
nating family is equivalent to the existence of a separable countably paracompact
space with an uncountable closed discrete subset ([24]). It follows that, under
“cf(29) = 2% < 2“1” and “There are no inner models with measurable cardinals”,
countably paracompact separable spaces have, necessarily, countable extent.

2. On semi-normal spaces
We start by giving a couple of combinatorial definitions and remarks.

Definition (2.1). (i) If A, B and C are sets such that A< B and BNC =@ we
say that B separates A from C.

(ii) Let X be a set. If 4 = P(X) x P(X) is a set of pairs of disjoint sets we say
that B < P(X) is a separating family for A, or simply that B separates A, if for all
(A,C) € A there is some B € B which separates A from C.

This notion of separation has immediate consequences when it comes to giving
upper bounds for the cardinalities of certain specific sets.

PROPOSITION (2.2). Let X be a set and suppose B separates A, where Ais a
set of pairs of disjoint subsets of X. Let H be a subset of X and suppose H is a
subfamily of {(A,H\A) : A€ P(H)}. Then H < A implies |H| <|B|. In particular,
if H={(A,H\A) : AeP(H)} < Athen 2H! < |B|.

Proof. For each (A,H\A) € H let By € B separate A from H\A. ThenBynH =A
and so the function (A,H \ A) — B, is an injection from H to B. O

It is easy to see that if X is a topological space and H < X then H is a closed
discrete subset of X if, and only if, every subset of H is closed. It follows that the
preceding proposition has the following corollary:

COROLLARY (2.3). Let X be a topological space and suppose that B separates
the family A of all pairs of disjoint closed subsets of X. If H is a closed discrete
subset of X then 2l < 11

Proof. Under the assumptions, {(A,H\A) : AcH}c A. O

As usual, let RO(X) denote the family of all regular open sets of a topological
space X — i.e., the open sets O satisfying O = intO. Recall that, if D is a dense
subset of X, then V =V nD for any open set V, and therefore there are at most
20! sets of the form the closure of an open set, and similarly for sets of the form the
interior of a closed set. This gives us the well-known inequality [RO(X)| < 2¢X)
for every topological space X.
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The following notion of semi-normal spaces generalizes normal spaces analo-
gously to the way that semi-regular spaces generalize regular spaces. Recall that
a topological space is semi-regular if every point has a base of regular open sets.

Definition (2.4) ([23]). A topological space X is semi-normal if RO(X) separates
the family of all pairs of disjoint closed subsets of X.

Indeed, spaces satisfying the above definition are those in which every closed
set has a base of regular open sets.

For a semi-normal space X, RO(X) is a separating family, of size not larger than
29 for the family A of all disjoint closed subsets of X. So, applying Corollary
2.3 for B = RO(X), we establish the following version of Jones’ Lemma for semi-
normal spaces:

THEOREM (2.5). If X is a semi-normal topological space and H is a closed dis-
crete subset of X then oM < 2d(X), hence |H| < 243, Moreover, if 2d(X) L 9d(X)*
then |H| < d(X), and thus e(X) < d(X).

Proof. Indeed, Corollary 2.3 gives us 2#! < |B] = [RO(X)| < 2¢%X). The remaining
claims follow by elementary cardinal arithmetic. O

In particular, semi-normal separable spaces behave just like normal separable
spaces when it comes to comparing extent and density.

3. On countably semi-paracompact spaces

Throughout this section, u is always supposed to be an infinite cardinal.

M. E. Rudin noted some time ago that one of the usual equivalents of countable
paracompactness (due to Ichikawa [8], see [5], Theorem 5.2.1) is more appropriate
for generalization than the formulation in terms of locally-finite refinements of
open coverings. She defines p-paracompact spaces, integral to her definition of
u-Dowker spaces, as follows.

Definition (3.1) ([18], §4.3). A space X is p-paracompact if for every decreasing

sequence of closed sets (C, : @ < ) such that M C, = @ there is a decreasing
a<y

sequence of open sets (A, : a < p) such that Cy c A, for all @ < p and D A_a =@.
a<p
Weakenings of the notion of an “open” set have frequently been considered. One
can consult [17] for a survey up to the early 2000s, and there has been a noticeable
spurt of work in the area since then. Among these several “weak versions of open
sets”, we call the reader’s atention to Levine’s notion of semi-open sets (1963),
which will be very useful here.

Definition (3.2) ([11]). Let X be a topological space. A set A € X is semi-open if
A cintA. C <X is semi-closed if its complement is semi-open.

We remarked above that, for any topological space X, O = V nD whenever O
is an open set and D is a dense set. Levine’s notion gives us characterizations
for this kind of phenomena: he proved that U is a semi-open set if, and only if,
U =UnD for all dense sets D and D is a dense set if, and only if, U = U nD for
all semi-open sets U (see [12]).
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For the sake of completeness, we give a proposition with some basic facts on
semi-open sets.

PROPOSITION (3.3). Let X be topological space. The following statements hold:
(1) A € X is semi-open if, and only if. there is an open set O such that O <A < O.
(2) The intersection of an open set with a semi-open set is semi-open.

B)If{A; : i el}isa family of semi-open subsets of X, then .UIA,- is also semi-open.
1€

Before the proof we remark that, regarding (2), it is easy to see that the inter-
sections of a pair of semi-open sets need not to be a semi-open set.

Proof. (1): Notice that, if A is a semi-open set, one has just to take O =int(A) and
we get the “only if” part. Conversely, if there is an open set O as in the statement
then O Cint(A)< A < A O and therefore int(A) = X, thus the desired holds.

(2): Let U be open and A be semi-open. With respect to A, consider an open set
O as in (1). We have

UnOcUNASUNOcUNO,

the last inclusion valid because U NY cUNY for any set Y, provided U is open.
Then the open set U N O testifies that U N A is semi-open, by (1).

(3): We choose an open set O; for each A;, under the conditions of item (1). It
follows that UO; c UA; < U O_L c U O;, the latter since | B; < U B; for any

. iel iel i'el iel . . el iel
family of B;’s. Hence U O; witnesses that |J A; is semi-open. O
iel iel

In the last 25 years, many generalized topological properties, stated in terms
of weakenings of the notion of open set, have been introduced and investigated.
Works in this line of research have been written by Di Maio, Noiri, Dontchev and
Ganster, amongst others; we refer to Noiri’s survey [17] for more details and refer-
ences. Accordingly, given the theme of this paper, we generalize Rudin’s definition
as follows.

Definition (3.4). A space X is p-semi-paracompact if for every decreasing se-

quence of closed sets (C, : a < ) such that M Cy, = @ there is a decreasing
a<u

sequence of semi-open sets (A, : @ < p) such that C, < A, for all a < p and

N Ag=0. If u = w we say X is countably semi-paracompact.
a<y

Equivalently: for every increasing open cover (O, : a < u) there is an increas-
ing sequence of semi-closed sets (Fy : a < u) with Fy, < O, for each @ < p and
such that U intF,=X.

a<p

For the case y = w we have equivalences mirroring the usual ones for countably
paracompact spaces, as we will see in the following result. The statement corre-
sponding to (i7) in the following proposition was taken in [1] as the definition of
countably S-paracompact.

PROPOSITION (3.5). Let X be a topological space. The following statements are
equivalent:

(1) X is countably semi-paracompact.

(i1) Every countable open cover of X has a locally finite semi-open refinement.

(iii) Every open cover U ={U; : i <w} of X has a locally finite semi-open refine-
ment V ={V; : i <w} with V; CU; for each i < w.
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Proof. First we prove the equivalence between (i) and (iii). It is clear that (iii)
implies (i7). On the other hand, if VV is any locally finite semi-open refinement of
U, consider for every W € W the natural number i(W) = min{i < w : W € U;} and
let Vi=UIWeW : i(W)=1}. V=(V;:i<w) is a locally finite refinement of W
and the V;’s are semi-open by (3) of Proposition 3.3.

We proceed by proving that (iii) implies (i). For this, suppose (C; : i<w) is a
decreasing sequence of closed subsets of X satisfying N C; = @. By (iii), let V =

<w
(Vi : i <w) be a locally finite semi-open cover such that V; € X \ C; for all i < w.
Let A; = U V; for i <w. Then each A; is semi-open (again by (3) of Proposition

3.3), the famlly of the A;’s is decreasing and, as U V; € U X\C; =X \C;, we have
Jsi Jsi

CiEX\UngAi

j<i
for each i < w; and n A_, = @ holds as, by the local finiteness of V, each x € X has

<
a neighbourhood coln‘éuained in some X \ Aj.

Finally, we prove that (i) implies (ii). As already remarked in the definition,
(i) is equivalent to the following statement:

(*) For every increasing open cover (O; : i < w) there is an increasing sequence
of semi-closed sets (F; : i < w) with F;; € O; for each i < w and such that U int(F;) =
X' 1<w

To see that (%) = (ii), let U = (U; : i < w) be any countable open cover of X and

consider the increasing open cover (O; : i < w) defined by putting O; = U U for
Jsi
all i < w. Consider the increasing sequence of semi-closed sets (F; : i < w) given by
(*). For every i <w, let V; =U; \ U Fj. As the sequence of the F;’s is increasing,
J<i
each one of the V;’s is semi-open, by (2) of Proposition 3.3 — since they all can be
written as the intersection of an open set with a semi-open set. Notice that, for

every i < w,
U.Fjg UOJ'Q UUj
J<i J<i Jj<i
and therefore U; \ U U; cU; \ U F; =V;, and this clearly implies that the family
Jj<i J<i

=(V; :i <w) is a cover of X (thus a semi-open refinement of /). What is left

to prove is the local finiteness of V. But, as X = U int(F;), every x € X has an
i<w

open neighbourhood of the form int(F}) for some k < w, and this neighbourhood

is disjoint from the semi-open set V; for j = £ — and this completes the proof. [

For uncountable cardinals y, it is easy to adapt the proof of implication (ii) =
(1) of the preceding proposition and show that if every open cover of X with size not
larger than p has a semi-open refinement which is locally less than p, then X is
u-semi-paracompact. However, the proof of the converse does not similarly admit
an easy adaptation, and indeed it is not clear to the authors if such a converse
holds without some additional assumption on the nature of the space. This seems
to indicate that our notion of p-semi-paracompactness is preferable to the obvious
alternative formulations.

Now we present the main theorem of this section.
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THEOREM (3.6). Let x be an uncountable cardinal. If X is a countably semi-
paracompact separable space and H € X is a closed discrete subset of size x then
there is a dominating family of size at most 2% in *w.

Proof. Let X be countably semi-paracompact, w a dense set in X and x \w a
closed discrete subset of X. Let {G, : a < A}, for some A < ¢, be an enumera-
tion of all decreasing sequences of subsets of w, say G, = (G4, : n <), which
satisfy N @z @3

n<w
For each a < A define a function f, : (x \ w) — w such that, for every € x \ w,

max({n : BE€Gq,)) if{n:BeGenl#0
0 otherwise.

fa(ﬁ): {

Let F ={f, : @ <A}. We claim that F is a dominating family in **“w — and this
clearly suffices for us.
Indeed: let g € *\“w be arbitrary. For every n < w let H, = g~ 1“(n} and let

C,= U H,. Asx\wis closed and discrete and {H, : n < w} is a partition of k \ w,
mz=n

C=(C, : n <w) is an decreasing sequence of closed subsets of X with empty
intersection.

By countable semi-paracompactness, let A= (A, : n <w) be a decreasing se-
quence of semi-open sets with C,, € A, for each n < w such that Nn<wA, = 3. We
have A_n =A, nw for each n < w, since A,, is semi-open (by Levine’s characteriza-
tion, [12]). So, there is some ¢ < A such that (A, Nw : n<w)=(G¢, : n<w).

It follows that g is dominated by f¢, because if § € x \w and m = g(f) then
peH,<C, <A, < A_m =A,Nw=G¢py and therefore g(f) =m <max{n:fe€
Gf,n}:ff(ﬁ)~ O

We proceed by presenting some immediate consequences of the preceding the-
orem.

In the view of the results of Jech and Prikry on small dominating families in
“1¢ already remarked (see Section 1), we have the following:

COROLLARY (3.7). Under “cf(2%) = 2% < 2“1” and “There are no inner models
with measurable cardinals”, countably semi-paracompact separable spaces have
countable extent.

We next present a statement which is a strengthening of Fleissner’s result on
the size of the closed discrete subsets of countably paracompact spaces ([6]). Our
argument is purely combinatorial: by a standard diagonal argument, families
of size x in (w,<) are not dominating — in particular, there are no dominating
families of size ¢ in ‘w. So, Theorem 3.6 gives us the following:

COROLLARY (3.8). A countably semi-paracompact separable space cannot in-
clude a closed discrete subset of size c.

The following result is a corollary to the proof of Theorem 3.6. We emphasise
that, in light of the discussion immediately before the statement of the theorem,
the hypothesis is, as far as our knowledge goes and in comparision with all previ-
ous results of this type, the weakest presented in the literature.

3Note that these are precisely the decreasing locally finite sequences of subsets of w.
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COROLLARY (3.9). If X is a p-semi-paracompact space for any pu < d(X) and
H c X is a closed discrete set of size x > d(X) then there is a dominating family of
size at most 24%) in ¥y,

Proof. Immediate. O

By the above mentioned diagonal argument on dominating families, one can
similarly easily deduce from this last corollary that a space X which is y-semi-
paracompact, for u < d(X), cannot include a closed discrete subset of size 2¢%),

This makes plain that, even in this very general context, we have to deal with
constraints on the extents of these spaces — and that these constraints are stated
in terms of their densities.

Defining the notion of relative countable semi-paracompactness in the natural
way,? it is straightforward to check that obvious adaptations of what we have just
done also give:

COROLLARY (3.10). The existence of a separable space with an uncountable
closed discrete subset which is also relatively countably semi-paracompact implies
the existence of a small dominating family.

COROLLARY (3.11). Separable spaces cannot include closed discrete subsets
which have size ¢ and are countably semi-paracompact in them.

4. Obstructions: on what cannot be extended for separable, countably
metacompact spaces

Countably paracompact spaces have constraints on their extents in terms of
their densities, in the separable case — and, moreover, we have just proved that
analogous constraints hold for certain generalizations of countable paracompact-
ness. It is very natural to ask: what about countably metacompact, separable
spaces? In what follows we show that, even supposing additional properties for
the space, there are easy examples of countably metacompact, separable spaces
for which extent is not constrained by density.

There are additional properties which it is very natural to consider in this
case. Let us review some of these properties. It is well known that countably
metacompact normal spaces are countably paracompact (see e.g. [5], 5.2.6), and
therefore one should investigate what happens when one adds hypotheses weaker
than normality — for instance, pseudonormality.

A topological space X is pseudonormal if countable closed sets have arbitrarily
small closed neighbourhoods, or, equivalently, disjoint closed sets are separated
by disjoint open sets whenever at least one of the closed sets is countable.

Let us turn in another direction. A topological property which is commonly
considered together with countable metacompactness is orthocompactness. In-
deed, in the literature the relationship between countable metacompactness and
orthocompactness is usually compared with the relationship between countable
paracompactness and normality, because of obvious similarities found in several
results involving finite topological products (see, e.g., [19]).

ycXis countably semi-paracompact in X if for every decreasing sequence (C; : i <w) of closed

subsets of X with M C; = @ there is a decreasing sequence of semi-open sets (4; : i <w), such that
1<w
CicA;foralli<wand N A;nY =g.

i<w
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A topological space X is orthocompact if every open cover has an open refine-
ment which is interior preserving, i.e., the intersection of any subfamily of the
open refinement is an open set.

In what follows, we show that considering both topological properties together
with countable metacompactness (even simultaneously), one may exhibit easy ex-
amples for which density does not constrain extent — either absolute examples or,
at least, consistent ones.

PROPOSITION (4.1). The following statement is a theorem of ZFC:

“There is a countably metacompact, orthocompact, separable space with a closed
discrete subset of size ¢”

The following statement is consistent with ZFC + 2 < 2%1;

“There is a countably metacompact, orthocompact, pseudonormal, separable space
with uncountable extent”

Proof. Here we use Isbell-Mréwka spaces W(A), constructed from almost dis-
joint families of subsets of w. Every such space is separable, countably meta-
compact (see [20] for a proof) and also orthocompact: every space W(A) has an
open refinement on which every A € A is covered by only one open set of the form
{A}U(A\n,), where ns < w. The intersection of any subfamily of this refinement
is a subset of w and therefore is open in W(A). So, any almost disjoint family of
size ¢ shows that the first statement is a theorem of ZFC.

For the second statement, we use the fact that any almost disjoint family of
size less than b is pseudonormal (see [20] or [4] for more details), and therefore it
suffices to exhibit a model of ZFC on which b > w1 and 2% < 2“!: in such a model,
any almost disjoint family of size w; will give us the desired consistency.

In order to get a model satisfying these requirements, we can, e.g., use a very
general theorem due to Cummings and Shelah ([3], Theorem 2), which asserts,
as a particular case, that the cardinals in the triple (b,0,¢) may assume any “rea-
sonable” values. More precisely: suppose that 6,x and u are cardinals of a model
of GCH satisfying w1 <60 =c¢f(0) < cf(x), « < u and cf(u) > w. Then there is a
forcing such that in the generic extension we have b =6, 0 =« and ¢ = y. Apply-
ing this theorem for 6 = x = wg = Ry and p =R, then in the extension we have
b=0=wy and 2 = R,,;, and it follows that 2 < 2“1 also holds in the extension
(for if 2 = 2“1 in the extension then w1 = c¢f(R,,) = c¢f(2“1) — but this contradicts
Konig’s theorem, which states that A < ¢f(2%) for every infinite cardinal A). O

5. Notes and Questions

First of all, we would like to call the reader’s attention to the following subtlety:
there are models of 2% = 2“! in which it is easy to find examples of separable,
normal, countably paracompact (a)-spaces for which extent is not constrained by
density. It suffices to get a model of w; < p and, taking a subset Y of R of size w1
in this model, consider the well-known space M(Y '), the Moore space derived from
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Y. If|Y|=w;i <p, then 2® =2“! and M(Y) is a separable, normal, countably para-
compact space with uncountable extent (see [20] for more details®). Therefore, it
is reasonable to suppose that the general problem of finding topological and set-
theoretical conditions implying e(X) < d(X) should be investigated in models of
2 < 2“1, This motivates and justifies our interest in the consistency of the second
statement of Proposition 4.1.

We also remark that, by previous results of the authors (see [15]), topological
(or any kind of) properties that imply the existence of small dominating families
cannot hold under a certain weak parametrized diamond principle, ®(w, <) (one of
the family of such principles introduced by Moore, Hrusak and DZamonja in [13]).
In view of Theorem 3.6, we have the following:

THEOREM (5.1). ®(w, <) implies countable extent for separable countably semi-
paracompact spaces.

There are some questions and problems which are naturally suggested by our
work. In particular, there are questions which may be regarded as generalizations
of questions formerly presented by the authors. For instance, on the one hand, in
the view of the preceding theorem — since all weak parametrized diamond prin-
ciples similar to ®(w,<) imply 2 < 2%1, see [13], it is quite natural to ask the
following question which, on the other hand, generalizes a question asked by the
authors in [15].

QUESTION (5.2). Does 2% < 21 alone imply countable extent for separable count-
ably semi-paracompact spaces?

Despite the obstructions presented in Section 4, the authors are still very inter-
ested in investigating the borders between countable paracompactness and count-
able metacompactness — specifically, with regard to the general problem under
consideration: when does density constrain extent ?

PROBLEM (5.3). Find topological properties P such that countably metacom-
pact spaces which satisfy P have their extents constrained in terms of their den-
sities. Obuviously, we are interested in properties P which neither imply countable
paracompactness when combined with countable metacompactness, nor are satis-
fied by every Isbell-Mréwka space.
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51n fact, if |Y| < p then M(Y) also satisfies a related topological property: Matveev’s property (a).

In previous works of the authors, this property was extensively studied, side-by-side with normality
and countable paracompactness (see [14], [15], [16], [20] and [22] for results and references).
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RIGID GEMS IN DIMENSION N

PAOLA BANDIERI AND CARLO GAGLIARDI

ABSTRACT. We extend to dimension n = 3 the concept of p-pair in a coloured
graph and we prove the existence theorem for minimal rigid crystallizations of
handle-free, closed n-manifolds.

1. Introduction

The concept of p-pair in a 4-coloured graph was introduced for the first time by
Sostenes Lins in [12]. Roughly speaking, it consists of two equally coloured edges,
which belong to two or three bicoloured cycles. A graph with no p-pairs was then
called rigid in the same paper, where the following basic result was proved:

Every handle-free, closed 3-manifold admits a rigid crystallization of minimal
order.

The proof is based on the definition of a particular move, called switching of
a p-pair. Starting from any gem I' of a closed, irreducible 3-manifold M, a finite
sequence of such moves, together with the cancelling of a suitable number of 1-
dipoles, produces a rigid crystallization I’ of the same manifold M, whose order is
strictly less than the order of T'.

The above existence theorem plays a fundamental réle in the problem of gen-
erating automatically essential catalogues of 3-manifolds, with “small” Heegaard
genus and/or graph order (see, e.g., [12], [3], [5], [4], [14]).

In the present paper, we extend the concepts of p-pair, switching and rigidity
to (n + 1)-coloured graphs, for n > 3.

Our main result is the proof of the existence of a rigid crystallization of minimal
order, for every handle-free n-dimensional, closed manifold. It will be used in a
subsequent paper to generate the catalogue of all 4-dimensional, closed manifolds,
represented by (rigid) crystallizations of “small” order.

2. Notations

In the following all manifolds will be piecewise linear (PL), closed and, when
not otherwise stated, connected. For the basic notions of PL topology, we refer to
[17] and to [8]; “=” will mean “PL-homeomorphic”. For graph theory, see [9] and
[18].
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We will use the term “graph” instead of “multigraph”. Hence multiple edges
are allowed, but loops are forbidden. As usual, V(I') and E(I') will denote the
vertex-set and the edge-set of the graph I'.

If T is an oriented graph, then each edge e is directed from its first endpoint
e(0) (also called tail) to its second endpoint e(1) (called head).

An (n + 1)-coloured graph is a pair (I',y), where I' is a graph, regular of degree
n+l,and y: ET)— A, ={0,...,n} is a map with the property that, if e and f are
adjacent edges of E(I'), then y(e) # y(f). We shall often write I" instead of (T, y).

Let B be a subset of A,,. Then, the connected components of the graph I'p =
(V(F),y’l(B)) are called B-residues of (I',y). Moreover, for each c € A,, we set
¢ =A, \{c}. If B is a subset of A,, we define gg to be the number of B-residues of
T'; in particular, given any colour c € A,, g denotes the number of components of
the graph I's, obtained by deleting all edges coloured ¢ from I'. If i,j € A,,i # J,
then g;; denotes the number of cycles of I', alternatively coloured i and j, i.e.
8ij = 8}

An isomorphism ¢ : T — I is called a coloured isomorphism between the (n+1)-
coloured graphs (T',y) and (I",y’) if there exists a permutation ¢ of A, such that
poy=7'o¢.

A pseudocomplex K of dimension n [11] with a labelling on its vertices by
Ay, =10,...,n}, which is injective on the vertex-set of each simplex of K is called a
coloured n-complex .

It is easy to associate a coloured n-complex K(I') to each (n + 1)-coloured graph
T, as follows:

- for each vertex v of I, take an n-simplex o(v) and label its vertices by A,;
- if v and w are vertices of I joined by a c-coloured edge (¢ € A,), then identify
the (n — 1)-faces of o(v) and o(w) opposite to the vertices labelled c.

If M is a manifold of dimension n and I" an (n + 1)-coloured graph such that
|[K(I')] 2 M, then, following Lins [12], we say that I' is a gem (graph-encoded-
manifold) representing M.

Note that T is a gem of an n-manifold M iff, for every colour c € A,, each
é-residue represents S" 1. Moreover, M is orientable iff I is bipartite.

If, for each c € A,, I's is connected , then the corresponding coloured complex
K(T') has exactly (n + 1) vertices (one for each colour ¢ € A,); in this case both T’
and K(I') are called contracted. A contracted gem I, representing an n-manifold
M, is called a crystallization of M.

The existence theorem of crystallizations for every n-manifold M was proved by
Pezzana [15], [16]. Surveys on crystallizations theory can be found in [7], [2].

Let x,y be two vertices of an (n + 1)-coloured graph I joined by % edges {es,...,
er} with y(ep) =iy, for A =1,... k. We call ®© = {x,y} a dipole of type k, involving
colours iy,...,ip, iff x and y belong to different (A, \{i1,...,iz})-residues of T.

In this case a new (n + 1)-coloured graph I'' can be obtained by deleting x,y and
all their incident edges from I' and then joining, for each i € A, \{i1,...,i3}, the
vertex i-adjacent to x to the vertex i-adjacent to y. I" is said to be obtained from
T by cancelling (or deleting) the k-dipole ©. Conversely I' is said to be obtained
from I by adding the k-dipole ©.

By a dipole move, we mean either the adding or the cancelling of a dipole from
agemI .
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As proved in [6], two gems I and I represent PL-homeomorphic manifolds iff
they can be obtained from each other by a finite sequence of dipole moves.

An n-dipole O = (x,y) is often called a blob (see [13], where a different calculus
for gems is introduced). If ¢ is the (only) colour not involved in the blob ®, and
x',y’ are the vertices c-adjacent to x and y respectively, then the cancelling of ©
from I' produces (in I’) a new c-coloured edge €', joining x’ with y’. Following
Lins, we call the inverse procedure the adding of a blob on the edge e'.

Two vertices x,y of an (n + 1)-coloured graph I" are called completely separated
if, for each colour ¢ € A,, x and y belong to two different é-residues. The fusion
graph T'fus(x,y) is obtained simply by deleting x and y from I' and then by gluing
together the “hanging edges” with the same colours.

The following result was first proved, for case (a), in [12] and, for case (b), in
[12] (n = 3) and in [10].

LEMMA (2.1). Let X,y be two completely separated vertices of a (possibly dis-
connected) graph T.
(a) If x and y belong to the (only) two different components I and I'" of T, repre-
senting two n-dimensional manifolds M' and M" respectively, then T'fus(x,y)
is a gem of a connected sum M'#M".
(b) If T is a gem of a (connected) n-manifold M, then T'fus(x,y) is a gem of M#H,
where H is either S" 1 xSt or S*"1%S! (i. e. the orientable or non-orientable
(n —1)-sphere bundle over S1).

Note that such a manifold H is often called a handle (of dimension n). A man-
ifold M is called handle-free if it admits no handles as connected summands (i.e.
if M is not homeomorphic to M'#H, M’ being any n-manifold).

3. Switching of p-pairs

Let (I',y) be an (n + 1)-coloured graph. Let further (e,f) be any pair of edges,
both coloured ¢, of T'.

If we delete e,f from I', we obtain an edge-coloured graph T, with exactly four
vertices of degree n (namely, the endpoints u,v of e and the endpoints w,z of f).

Now, there are exactly two (n + 1)-coloured graphs (I'1,y1),(I'e,y2) (different
from (T, 7)) which can be obtained by adding two new edges (both coloured c) to T:
such edges are either e1,f;, joining u with w and v with z respectively, or eg,fs,
joining u with z and v with w respectively. (See Figure 1, Figure 1a and Figure
1b, where, without loss of generality, we consider ¢ = 0)

We will say that (I'1,y1) and (I'9, y2) are obtained from (I, y) by a switching on
the pair (e, f).

Actually, we are interested in particular pair of equally coloured edges of T.
More precisely:

Definition (3.1). A pair R = (e,f) of edges of T, with y(e) = y(f) = ¢, will be called:
(a) a p,-pair involving colour c if, for each colour i € A, \ {c}, we have I';. ;;(e) =
Lie,iy(£);
(b) a pp-1-pair (n > 1), involving colour c, if there exists a colour d # ¢, such
that:
(bl) F{c,d)(e) ?f F{C,d}(f), and
(b2) for each colour j € A, \{c,d}, T j1(€) =T ().
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(Cy)
Figure la.

(ry)
Figure 1.

Cy)
Figure 1b.
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The colour d of above will be said to be not involved in the p,_1-pair R.
By a p-pair, we will mean for short either a p,-pair or a p,_1-pair.

THEOREM (3.2). Let (I',y) be an (n + 1)-coloured graph, R = (e,f) be a p-pair of
I' and let (I'1,y1) be obtained from (T',y) by any switching of R. Then:
(a) if R is @ pp—1- pair, then T and T'1 have the same number of components;
(b) if R is a pp- pair, then I'1 has at most one more component than T.

Proof. As before, let us call u,v the endpoints of € and w,z the endpoints of f. Let
further T be the graph obtained by deleting e and f from T

As it is easy to check, u,v,w and z lie in the same component of I'.

(a) If R is a p,—1- pair, then u,v,w and z also lie in the same component of T
(and therefore of I'y).

For, let d be the colour not involved in R. By definition of p,_1- pair, 'y 4)(e)
and I'; g1(f) are two different bicoloured cycles of I', the first one containing e and
the second one containing f.

Hence there are two paths of T, which join u with v and w with z, respectively.

On the other hand, if j is any colour, j # c,d, then I ;(e) =T’ j(f) is a single
bicoloured cycle, containing both e and f.

This proves that there is a path of T', which joins u with either w or z.

This completes the proof of (a).

(b) If i € A, \{c}, then by definition of p,-pair, I'ic ;j(e) = I'i,;;(#). This proves
that there are two paths of T, the first one joining u with either endpoint of f, w
say, and the second one joining z with v.

This shows that T (hence also I'1) has at most one more component thanI'. O

In the following, we will show that in some particular, but geometrically rel-
evant cases, it is possible to choose a “preferred” way to switch a pair of equally
coloured edges of (I, y).

CASE (A): T bipartite.

If R = (e,f) is any pair of edges, both coloured c (in particular, if R is a p-pair)
of a bipartite (n + 1)-coloured graph (I',y), then it is easy to see that only one of
the two possible switching of R is again bipartite.

If, further, V,V; are the two bipartition classes of I' and we orient e,f from
Vo to V1, so that their tails x¢ = e(0),yo = f(0) belong to Vj, and their heads x; =
e(1),y; = f(1) belong to Vi, the (bipartite) switching (I'',y’) of R is obtained as
follows:

(I) delete e and f from T (thus obtaining T);

(II) join x¢ with y; and x; with yo by two new edges €’,f’, both coloured c.

CASE (B): T non bipartite, with bipartite residues.

If T is a non bipartite graph, but for each colour i, I'; has bipartite components
(residues), then we shall consider two subcases.

Subcase (B1): R =(e,f) is a pp—1-pair of T, involving colour ¢ and not involving
colour d.

Let = be the residue of I'; containing both e and f (note that e and f belong to
the same i-residue, because for every colour i # c,d, I'ic ;)(€) = ['(c5)(£).)

Let V), V7 be the two bipartition classes of = (recall that = is bipartite), As in
Case (A), let us orient e from Vy to V;. Now, the switching of R = (e,f) is the
(n + 1)-coloured graph (I'',y’) , obtained as before (Case (A)):
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(I) delete e and f from I’;
(II) join x¢ = e(0) with y; = f(1) and x; = e(1) with yo = f(0) by two new edges
e',f both coloured c.

Subcase (B2): R = (e,f) is a p,-pair (involving colour ¢) of T and n = 3.

Let us orient arbitrarily the edge e, as before, let us call xg = e(0) and x; = e(1).
Let now i be any colour different from c. The orientation on e induces a coherent
orientation on all edges of the cycle I';. ;;(e) and, in particular, on the edge f (with
the induced orientation).

Now, we shall prove that the orientation on f (and hence its tail and its head)
is independent from the choice of colour i (i # ¢).

For, let 2 be any colour of A,,h # ¢, and let yg, yll1 be the tail and the head of
the edge f, with the orientations induced by the cycle I'i. ;)(e) (e being oriented as
before). )

Let now j€ A,,j #1,c. In order to prove that yf) = yJ0 (and, as a consequence

yi1 = yll), let us consider a further colour &, with &2 # 1, j,c.

Note that such a colour 2 must exist, since n =3 and therefore A,, contains at
least four colours.

Let now = be the k-residue of I', which contains e. = is bipartite and contains
both the cycles I'i. ;3(e) and I'ic jj(e). As a consequence, yi) = y‘:). In fact, supposing

on the contrary, yf) = yJ , we could construct an odd cycle of =.
The construction of the switching (I',y’) of the p,-pair R = (e,f) can now be
performed as in the above cases:

(I) delete e and f‘from T, 7 )
(I) join xp with y] and x; with y by two new edges e',f', both coloured c.

Remark (3.3). The above cases include all p-pairs of gems representing ori-
entable n-manifolds (Case (A)), all p,,—1-pairs of gems representing non orientable
n-manifolds (Case (B1)) and all p,-pairs of gems representing non orientable n-
manifolds, with n = 3 (Case (B2)).

The only remaining case is that of a ps-pair of a gem I' representing a non
orientable surface, for which it is not always possible the choice of a standard
switching.

In fact, for n = 2, the procedure described in Case (Bg) doesn’t work, as it de-
pends on the choice of the colour i. !

4. Main results

The present section is devoted to prove the following Theorems (4.1) and (4.5),
which concern the geometrical meaning of switching p-pairs in gems of n-dimens-
ional manifolds.

As in Section 2, let H be a handle, i.e. either (5" 1 x $1) or (5" 1% S1).

THEOREM (4.1). Let (I',y) be a gem of a (connected) n-manifold M, n=3, R =
(e,f) be a p,-pair in T and let (I'',y') be the (n + 1)-coloured graph, obtained by
switching R. Then:

1The case n =2 is completely analyzed in [1], also for graphs representing surfaces with non-empy
boundary.
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(a) if (I",y') splits into two connected components, (I'},v}) and (T'yys) say, then
they are gems of two n-manifolds M} and M., respectively, and M = M{#M;
(b) if (T',y') is connected, then it is a gem of an n-manifold M' such that M =
M'#H.
Moreover, if (T,y) is a crystallization of M, then (I'',y') must be connected, and only
case (b) may occur.

In order to prove Theorem 4.1, we need some further constructions and a dou-
ble sequence of Lemmas, which will be proved by induction on n.

LEMMA (4.2). —stepn Let (Z,0) be a gem of the n-sphere S™, n =2, R = (e,f)
be a py-pair of ¥ and let (Z',0') be obtained by switching R. Then X' splits into
two connected components, both representing S™.

Let now I',R = (e,f),I” be as in the statement of Theorem 4.1. Recall that (n
being = 3) any orientation of e induces a coherent orientation on f. As in Section 2,
let e(0),£(0),e(1) and (1), be the ends of e and £, so that e is directed from e(0) to
e(1) and f is directed from f(0) to f(1). Furthermore, after the switching, the new
edges e',f of I" join e(0) with f(1) and e(1) with £(0) respectively. Denote by I" the
(n + 1)-coloured graph obtained by adding a blob (i.e. an n-dipole), with vertices A
and B on the edge f' of I’ (see Figure 2)

LEMMA (4.3). —stepn  With the above notations, if I is a gem of a (connected)
n-manifold M, n = 3, then:
(i) T' (hence also T) is a gem of a (possibly disconnected) n-manifold M';
(i) e(0) and B are two completely separated vertices of I'; moreover I coincides
with Tfus(e(0),B).

Proof. First of all, we repeat here the proof of Lemma 4.2, step 2, which is exactly
Corollary 13 of [1].

Let (2,0) a 3-coloured, bipartite graph representing S2. Let R be a po- pair
in X involving colour ¢ € Ag. Then, by switching R in the only possible way, we
obtain a new graph (X’,0'), either connected or with two connected components.
Moreover, if we denote by d, % the further two colours of Ag, then X’ has the same
number of (d,%)- coloured cycles (é-residues) and one more (c,k)- coloured cycle
(ﬁ-residue), for h =d,k.

Hence y(Z') = y(£) + 2 = 4. This implies that ¥’ must have two connected com-
ponents, both representing S2.

Now, assuming Lemma (4.2), step n — 1, we prove Lemma (4.3), step n.

For, let us suppose I" to be a gem of the n-manifold M. As a consequence, for
each colour i € A, all i-residues are gems of S*~!. Now, suppose R = (e,f) to be a
pn-pair of T', involving color ¢, whose switching produces the graph I'.

Of course, the switching of R has no effects on the é-residues of I'. Hence, each
é-residue of I' is colour-isomorphic to the corresponding one of ', and therefore
represents $” 1. Let now i be any colour different from ¢ and let = be the i-residue
containing R. Of course, R is a p,_1-pair of = (where = is a gem of s"~1). Hence,
by Lemma 4.2, step n—1, the switching of R splits = into two new 1-residues of I/,
both representing $” 1.

Since all i-residues of ', different from =, are left unaltered by the switching
of R, I’ is again a gem of a n-manifold M’ (with either one or two connected
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Figure 2.

components). Let now I" be obtained from I by adding a blob (i.e. an n-dipole
0O =(A,B)) on the edge ', with endpoints e(1),£(0). Of course, I is again a gem of
M’ and, as it is easy to check, I'fus(e(0),B) is colour-isomorphic to I' (where the
vertex A plays the role of e(0)).

Now, assuming Lemma (4.3), step n, we prove Lemma (4.2), step n. Let ,R =
(e,f),2' be as in the statement of Lemma (4.2). Let further £ be obtained by adding
a blob © = (A, B) on the edge f of >’. Hence, by Lemma (4.2), step n, X' and £ are
both gems of an n-manifold M’; moreover e(0) and B are completely separated
vertices of £, and X is isomorphic to Zfus(e(0), B). If =’ (hence also ¥) is connected,
then, by Lemma (2.1), the manifold represented by ~ must have a handle H as a
direct summand, but this is impossible, since X represents S$”, by hypothesis.
Hence X' (and %) must split into two components X', I, say, representing two
connected n-manifolds M}, M;, respectively, so that S” = M #M,,. But this implies
that both M}, M, are gems of S™, too.

This concludes the proof of Lemmas (4.2) and (4.3). O

Proof of Theorem (4.1). The proof of Theorem (4.1), (a) and (b), is now a direct
consequence of Lemma (4.3), Step n, and Lemma (2.1).
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Xh

Figure 2a. Figure 2b.

If, further, I's is connected, ¢ being the colour involved in R (in particular, if
I is a crystallization of M), then I'" must be connected, too, and therefore M =
M'#H. O

As a consequence of Theorem (4.1) and of Corollary 13 of [1], we have the fol-
lowing

COROLLARY (4.4). If (£,0) is a crystallization of the n-sphere S™, n = 2 then it
cannot contain any p,-pair.

THEOREM (4.5). Let (T',y) be a gem of a (connected) n-manifold M, R = (e,f) be
a pn-1-pair of T and let (I, y') be obtained by switching R. Then I is a gem of the
same manifold M.

Proof. W.l.o.g., let us suppose ¢ = 0 to be the colour involved and d = n the one
not involved in R. By Theorem (3.2), I has the same number of connected compo-
nents as I' and, by performing the switching, it is bipartite (resp. non- bipartite)
iff T is.

Consider the graph T, obtained by replacing the neighborhood of R in T’ (Fig-
ure 3a), with the graph of Figure 3b. The switching of R can be thought as the
replacing of the neighborhood of R = (e,f) by the neighborhood of R’ = (¢/,f') (see
Figure la). Consider now the graph I" obtained by replacing the above neighbor-
hood by the graph of Figure 3b, where 01 (O3 resp.) is formed by two vertices
A’ e(1) (B, £(0) resp.) joined by n — 1 edges coloured 1,...,n—1.

We will describe two sequences of dipole moves, joining I" with T and I' respec-
tively, thus proving that I',T’ are gems of PL-homeomorphic manifolds.

The first sequence starts by considering §; = (A,A’), which is a 1-dipole. In
fact, T4 (A’) = ©1, whose further end is e(1); hence the A-residue I';(A) is different
from ©;. By deleting the 1-dipole §1 from T, yields a 2-dipole 85 with ends B, B’; in
fact T'4(B’) consists of exactly n multiple edges, whose further common endpoint
is £(0) and which differs from the A-residue I';(B). By cancelling 89, too, we obtain
I' (Fig. 3¢ and 3d).
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(ry)
Figure 3a.

®; and ©y are (n — 1)-dipoles, since the (0,n)-residue containing A’,B’ is a
quadrilateral cycle whose vertices are A,B,A’,B’ only. By deleting them from
I' (Figg. 3e and 3f), we obtain I". O

5. Rigid gems

Definition (5.1). An (n+ 1)-coloured graph (I',y), n = 3, is called rigid iff it has
no p-pairs. 2

THEOREM (5.2). The (n + 1)-coloured graph (I,y), n = 3, is rigid iff for each
i €A, the graph T'; has no p,—1-pairs.

2Note that, for n = 2, the concept of rigidity has no interest at all. In fact, if I is a 3-coloured graph
representing a closed surface, then it contains p-pairs: pg-pairs, if I' is a crystallization, either p;-pairs
or pg-pairs, otherwise. Hence, given any closed surface M 2_ it cannot exist any rigid crystallization of
Mz



Figure 3c.
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Figure 3e. Figure 3f.

Proof. Suppose that (I',y) is rigid and that there is a colour i € A, such that I;
has a p,-1-pair R = (e,f) of colour ¢ € A,, — {i}. Then R is a p-pair in I too, and T’
cannot be rigid.

Conversely, if for each i € A, (I'); contains no p,_1-pairs, but (I',y) is not rigid,
then I contains at least a p-pair R = (e, f).

If R is a p,,-pair, then R is a p,_1-pair in (I');, for each i € A,,.

If R is a p,-1-pair, and d is the non-involved colour, then R is a p,_1-pair in
I‘&. O

THEOREM (5.3). Every closed, connected, handle-free n-manifold M"™, n = 3,
admits a rigid crystallization.

Moreover, if (I,y) is a crystallization of a closed, connected, handle-free n-
manifold M™ of order p, then there exists a rigid crystallization of M" of order

<p.

Proof. Starting from any gem of M™ by cancelling a suitable number of 1-dipoles,
we always can obtain a crystallization of M" (see [7]). Suppose now that I is a
crystallization of M™; if T is rigid, then it is the requested crystallization.

If T has some p,_1-pair R = (e,f), of colour ¢ € A, and non involving colour
d € Ay \{c}, then consider the connected component = of I'; containing both e and
f. Since M" is a manifold, = represents $* ! and R is a p,_i-pair in T 5> again.
For Lemma 4.2, by switching R in I';, we obtain two connected components, both
representing $”; since T’ ; is connected (Theorem 3.2), then there is at least a 1-
dipole in I'j. Hence, I'; is not contracted; the cancellation of such 1-dipole reduces
the vertex-number.

If T has some p,-pair R = (e,f), of colour c € A, then, for each colour i € A, \{c},
the connected component of I'; containing e and f, represents S” ! and R is a p,_1-
pair in I, as before, by switching R in I';, we obtain two connected components,
both representing $"~1; since I; is connected (Theorem (3.2)), then there is at
least a 1-dipole in I';. Hence, I'; is not contracted; the cancellation of such 1-dipole
reduces the vertex-number, for each i € A, \ {c}. O
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Note that the minimal crystallizations of $*1 x S! and $*1%S! are not rigid
(see, e.g., [10]). Hence the second statement of Theorem 5.2 is false for handles.

In dimension 3, there exist rigid crystallizations for $? x S! and $?%S!. The
minimal ones have order 20 for S? x S! and order 14 for S2%S?!.

For n > 3, it is easy to construct a rigid crystallization of $* 1 x S, if n is even,
and of S"1%S1, if n is 0dd, both of order 2(2" — 1).

The remaining cases are still open.
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HYPERBOLIC WEIGHTED HARMONIC CLASSES

DIANA D. JIMENEZ SURO, LINO F. RESENDIS 0., AND LUIS M. TOVAR S.

ABSTRACT. In this paper we introduce hyperbolic weighted harmonic classes for
harmonic functions from the open complex unit disk to the interval (-1,1).

Dedicated to Prof. Enrique Ramirez de Arellano, for his remarkable
labour as Managing Editor of the Boletin de la Sociedad Matemdtica Mexicana

1. Introduction

Denote by D = D; the open unit disk in the complex plane C and T its boundary.
Let ¢, : C — C be the Mobius transformation

a-z
¢a(2)=m, la| <1,

with pole at z = 1/@ and satisfying ¢! = ¢,. We observe that

(1=lal)1~[2/*)
(L1) 1- a2 = ——=——==(1-1zP)I¢,(2)l .
[1-az|
Let 0 <r. Define D,(0) ={z €D :|z| <r} and D(a,r) := ¢4(D(0)). For z, a €D, we
denote the Green’s function of D, with logarithmic singularity at a, by
[1-az| 1
=In .
la -z [pa(2)]
En 1994 R. Aulaskari and P. Lappan introduced in [1] the O, spaces for 1 <

p <oo as the familiy of analytic functions f: D — C satisfying the condition

sup[[ If'(2)12gP(z,a)dxdy < oo .

aeD D

The Q, spaces for 0 < p < 1 were introduced and studied by R. Aulaskari, J. Xiao
and R. Zhao in [4].

Motivated by the recently emerged Q, theory, in 1996 Ruhan Zhao introduced
in [19] the F(p,q,s) spaces of analytic functions f: D — C satisfying

supff If'2)IP(1-121%)g%(z,a)dxdy < oo,
D

acD

(1.2) g(z,a)=1n

where 0 < p <oo, -2<g<ooand 0 <s <oo.
For an analytic function f: D — D, its hyperbolic derivative is defined by

If'(2)l
1-1f)2
Considering this special type of derivative, in the eighties and nineties of the last
century, Yamashita wrote a series of papers on hyperbolic classes [13], [14], [15]

(1.3) 2=
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and [16]. In 2005 Xianon Li [7] introduced, for 0 < p < oo, the so called hyperbolic
Q; class as the set of analytic functions f: D — D such that

supf F*22gP(z,a)dxdy < oo .
aeD D

Note that the definition of hyperbolic Q;; classes is obtained from the definition
of Q, spaces when the derivative is replaced by the hyperbolic derivative.

Recently Aulaskari, Reséndis and Tovar introduced in [2] the hyperbolic
weighted Bergman classes. More precisely, for 0 < p <o0o, —2< g <00, 0 <s < o0,
define the gq,s-weighted hyperbolic p-Bergman class A*(p,q,s) as the set of
functions f: D — D such that

If ()P 2
——————(1-2|*)?g%(z,a)dxdy<oo.
ach f f 1 IfRP? & Y
The weighted harmonic spaces introduced in [9] are comprised of harmonic
functions u: D — R that satisfy

Sllpf IVu(2)P(1-121%)g%(z,a)dxdy < oo,
aeD D
and are the real valued harmonic counterpart of the spaces F(p,q,s).

The aim of this paper is to obtain explicitly properties of the weighted hyper-
bolic harmonic classes of harmonic functions u: D — (-1, 1) satisfying

[Vu(z)? 2
———(1-12*)2¢°(z,a)dxdy < co.
ach H (1-uGR2y g Y
where 0 < p <00, -2< g <ocoand 0 < s < oco.
To introduce the hyperbolic gradient in these classes of functions, consider first
the hyperbolic distance d defined as

_ } 1+ |y (2)]
d(z,w)= 3 log—l_ bl

where z,w € D. Observe that d(z,w) = 2|¢,,(2)| =

For a function u: (D,]-|gye) — ((-1,1),]- IEuc) its gradlent is determmed by the
partial derivative with respect to x and y. However for a function u: (D,|:|gyc) —
((=1,1),1-|zyp) its hyperbolic gradient is determined in the following way, for & €
R:

u(x+h,y)—ulx,y)
ALY L CC Rl CROIICTRD) NS Bl CR N DTG )

ox h—0 h h—0 ||

ou
3@
9lim lu(x+h,y)—ulx,y)| 0 ‘

[y Rl —ulx+h, y)ulx,y)| - 1-u(z)?

*

0
“ (2). In this way
Oy

Similarly for

Viu(z)= 1 ( —(2)|,

1-u(z)?

% 2
Oy

)
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The next expression initiates the motivation of this work:

u)? (ou)?
Vu@)IP  (IVu)? )1”’2 (ax) +(ay)
A-lu@2)P  A-lu@PRP  1-lu@)?2)P

p/2

/2
14T
O0x dy
R A T v 2 D
T IVu(2)|?.

Let H(D) be the class of harmonic functions u: D — (—-1,1). We define for 0 <

p <00, —2<q <00, O<s<ooanduE?—[([D)thefunctlonstqs(u)(a): D — [0,00) as

(1.4) pqs(u)(a) —f IV*u(z)[P(1- |22 ) g%(z,a)dxdy;

the hyperbolic harmonic class HI*(p,q,s) as
HI*(p,q,8):={ueHD) : supl, , (u)a)<oco};

aeD

and the little hyperbolic harmonic class HI;(p,q,s) as

HI(p,q,s):={uecHD) : hm I, ,s@@)=0}

ForO<p<oo,-2<g<oo,0<s<oocand u € H([[D) define the functions J;,q’s :D—
[0,00) as

(15) Ty gs@l@:= [ | 9@ B0 Iga@) dxdy;

the hyperbolic harmonic class HJ *(p,q,s) as
HJ " (p,q,8):={ueH(D) : supd, , (u)a)<oo};
a€D

and the little hyperbolic harmonic class HJj(p,q,s) as

HJy(p,q,s) ={uecHD) : hm JpgsW)@)=0}

In section 3 we will show that HI*(p,q,s) = ”HJ (p,q,s8)and HI;(p,q,s)=HJ;(p,
q,9).

We write ”HJ; =HJ*(p,0,0) and observe that H1*(2,0,0) = HJ*(2,0,0) = HJy
is the hyperbolic Dirichlet class of harmonic functions.

We say that u € H(D) belongs to the hyperbolic harmonic Bloch class HB*(D) if

\Y
sup(l — |z|2)|u—(2)|2 = sup(1 -z} |V*u(z)| < co
zeD 1-u(z) z€eD
and to the little hyperbolic harmonic Bloch class HBj(D) if
\Y
lim (1= 2B EL i (1 - 122 [V ue) = 0
l2|—1- 1-u(z)?  lzl-1-

In a similar way, for —1 < ¢ < oo and 0 < p, we say that u € H(D) belongs to the
hyperbolic g-Dirichlet class HJ *(p,q,0) if

J;qo(u)(a)=f IV*u@)P(1-1z12)?dxdy < oo .
= D

The main references for this work are R. Aulaskari et al [3], X. Li [7], Jie Xiao
[12], Ruhan Zhao [18], [19] and Reséndis, Tovar [9].
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Although this work is inspired in X. Li [7], the techniques and properties are
in general different.

We want to thank to Prof. Rauno Aulaskari who suggested the subject of this
paper. Likewise we want to acknowledge the referees for their important sugges-
tions and comments.

2. Basic properties of HJ*(p,q,s) and HI*(p,q,s)

In this part we clarify some elementary aspects of our functions. The following
two results are fundamental for the development of this paper.

LEMMA (2.1) ([17], Theorem 1.12). Let t > —1, c € R and define I;.: D — [0,00)

by
—z1%)!
I (a)= ff[D ToErire dxdy.
Then

(a) If c <O then I, .(a) is bounded in a.
(b) If ¢ =0, then

Itc(a)~1n (lel—17).

1-lal?’
(¢)If ¢ >0, then
1

A laDe’ (la|—17).

It,c(a) ~

We need the following result.

PROPOSITION (2.2). Let 0 < p < oo and u € H(D). Then the function
IV*u(z)|P: D — [0,00) defined by
IVu(2)?
Vu@)P = ————
IV u(2)l A= a2
is subharmonic.

Proof. Let v: D — R be a harmonic conjugate of u. If f(z) = u(x,y) +iv(x,y) is the
analytic completion of u, then In|Vu(z)| =In|f’(z)| is a subharmonic function.
Define g(z) = —In(1 — u(z)?). Thus

0g 2u(z) 0 3 2u(2)
a(z) 12062 ()25 u(z) = ()2 ux(2)
and
62 2(1 +u(z)?) 2u(z)

—( )= uy(2)? + R gL Urx(2) .

(1-u(z)?)? e
A similar result is obtained for g,,(2). From the harmonicity of u(z) we have

_d%g 0%, 201+u(x)?)
Ag(z) = —(Z) —() m

Then g(z) is a subharmonic function. As 0 < p < oo, the function In|V*u(2)|? =
pIn|Vu(z)|— pIn(1-wu(z)?) is subharmonic. We now compose with the convex func-
tion e® and this concludes the proof. O

(ux(2? +uy(2))=0.
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The following elementary estimate is well known: let ¢ € R and a € D. Then for
all zeD,

1
(2.3) (1-121%)7 < (1 - ¢pa (2D < pla,q)1—|2|?)?,
pla,q)
where
_(1+]alyldl
Mmq%(l_mﬂ

Let ¢ €R and @ € D. Then for all z€ D,

(2.4)

< ()7 < p(a,q) .
pla,q)

The class HI*(p,q,s) is Mébius invariant in the classical sense:

PROPOSITION (2.5). Letae Cwith |lal<1,0<p<oo, —2<q <ocoand 0<s<oo.
IfueHI*(p,q,s), then

b j]‘gva¢o¢aan (1-|w|*)?g*(w,b)d¢ dn
eD

1 u(¢a(w))2)p
\Y
[fo (1I L;((Z))'z)p —121%)9g°(z,c)dxdy < 00,
CceE

ifg=p-2.

Proof. Let a € D be fixed. Denote w = ¢p,(z) and b = ¢p,(c). Since the Green func-
tion is conformally invariant, then g(¢,(2), P4(c)) = g(z,c). Thus

|V(uo¢a)(w)| 9 s
- ,b)déd
ﬁé“-uwﬁmﬂw( D g"w,b)dddn

:ff IV(u(pg (pa ()P
D(1- u(¢a(¢a(z)))2)p

\Y% P _
- [ o (‘;((Z)))Z')p PP (L~ Iga(2) gz c)dxdy

10t (Pa@)IP 9 ()2 (1 = [pa(2)1*) g% (o (2), pa(c)) dxdy

Therefore if ¢ = p —2, by (1.1)

IV@od)@)P ooy
beumffn)(l u((pa(w))z)p(l lw|*)¥P“g°(w,b)dédn

Vu(z)|P
[fon(l| Z;((Z))|2)p(1_|Z|2)17724.9,‘S(Z,C)dxdy<oo. 0

In addition the class HI*(p,q,s) is Mobius invariant in the following sense.

PROPOSITION (2.6). Let a € Cwith lal <1, —2<qg <00, 0<p<oo, 0<s<oo. If
ueHI*(p,q,s), then uop, € HI*(p,q,s), that is,

IV(@oga)w)P o i
belfo a- u((pa(w))z)p(l lw|*) g°(w,b)dédn < oo .
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Proof. Let a €D be fixed. Denote w = ¢(2), b = ¢4(c). Since the Green function is
conformally invariant, then g(¢4(2),p4(c)) = g(z,¢). Thus by (2.3) and (2.4)

V(w0 ) )] )

1wl g w,bydéd

ffum (patuyp W 8w, b)dcdn

_ ff IV(u(Pa(Pa NP
D (1 - u(pa(pa(2))2)P

< p(a, P+|q|+2)ff[D %(l—lzlz)qgs(z,c)dxdy.

|t (Pa (P 1§ ()2 (1 - [ha(2)1?) g5 (Pa(2), palc) dxdy

Therefore

IV(u 0 o )w)I? )
1-wl*)?g*w,b)d¢d
be[l])ff[D(l u(¢a(w))z)p( lw|*) g*(w,b)dEdn

< pla,p +lql +2)supffD

ceD

[Vu(2)?
(1-u(z)?)?

As corollary of this proof we have the following result.

————(1-12%)9g%(z,c)dxdy <oco. O

COROLLARY (2.7). Let a € C be with la|<1land 0<p <oo, —2<qg <00, 0<s<
oo. If f e HI(p,q,s), then fop, e HI(p,q,9).

Proof. With the notation of the previous proposition, b = ¢, (c) if and only if ¢ =
Pa(b), so by (1.1)
(1-la>)(1-16%)
|1-ab|?
Therefore |c| — 1 if and only if |6 — 1. O

—lel? =1~ ¢pa(®))? =

The next proposition is an important tool.

THEOREM (2.8) ([5], Schwarz-Pick Theorem). Let f: D — D be holomorphic.
Then, for all z1,z9€ D

f(z1)—f(z2) 21— 22
1-fenf(e2)| 11-Z122
and, for all z €D,
If'@l _ 1
—-If@2 " 1-z12

From this, we can extend the inequality for our harmonic functions:
PROPOSITION (2.9). Let u,v € H(D). If f(z) = u(z) +iv(z) is the analytic com-
pletion of u with f: D — D, it follows that
|Vu(2)| 1
= .
1-u(z)?2 ™ 1-]z2
Proof. Consider a harmonic function u: D — (-1,1), and let f be as in the state-
ment. As |f'(z)| = |Vu(z)| and |u(z)| = |Ref(2)] < |f(2)], then as
1 1
= .
1-u(2)? ™ 1-|f(2)?

Finally
Vu@)l _ 1

1-u(z)?~ 1-z|2°
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Observe that |f/(2)| = |Vu(2)| = [Vv(z)|. So if u belongs to HI*(p,q,s), then as

If'(2)] < IVu—((z))l we have f € F(p,q,s) and from [9] f € F(p,q,s) if and only if
—u(z

u,veHF(p,q,s), where HF(p,q,s) means the harmonic F(p,q,s) class.

THEOREM (2.10). Let 0 < p<oo, —2<g<ooand 0<s <oo with g+s<-1.
Then the class HJ *(p,q,s) consists only of constant functions.

Proof. Let u € HJ*(p,q,s) be a nonconstant function. Then there exists 0 <b <1
such that Vu(zg) # 0 with |zg| = b. Since Vu is a continuous function, there exists
0 < <1 with Vu(z) #0 for all z € Ds(z¢). By Proposition (2.2)

P
co>Jr (w)0) = ff(W”(Z)' 1- 12127 dxdy

bp,q,s 1—u( )2)p
2n |Vu(retﬁ)|p 21g+s
/f A uGelpp L) rdodr
2n 10yp 1
f _Wuloel )PP dBf (1-r2)T*srdr.
0o (I-ube®?? Jp

Since
fZﬂ [Vu(bel®)|P
0<
(1-u(bei®)2)p
and as .
f(l—r2)q+srdr=oo
b

for g +s < —1, we get a contradiction. O

Example (2.11). Let 0< p <00, —2< g <00,0<s<ooandlet f: D — D be an
analytic function given by f(z) = u(z) + iv(z); thus u: D — (-1,1) is a harmonic
function (for instance Re(¢,(2))). Since |f'(z)| = |Vu(2)| and |u(2)| = |[Ref(2)| <
|f(2)], then by Proposition (2.9) we have

[Vu(z)|? - If'(2)P - 1

(2.12) < <
(1-u@?2)? ~ (1-1f@12)? ~ (1-1212)?
Therefore
Vu(z)|P s
f f 1' L;((Zz))'z (1-12%)7 (1= pa(2)?)’ dxdy

f f —122)77 (1= I$pa(2)?)° dxdy.

From (1.1), we have
S

|z| o
ff ~121%) 1-1¢a(2)1?)° dxdy < (1-lal?) ff T dxdy.

By Lemma (2.1) withg—p+s=tand 2s=2+¢+c, WehaveC—s—q+p—2:

e If ¢ >0, there exists C > 0 such that
q p+S C

|Z| 9\$
ff |2s dxdy = (1 ~lal ) (1 _ |a|2)sfq+P*2
and I l‘mi (1- |a|2)q_p =0 when p <2+¢q. Hence u € HJj(p,q,s).
L
e If ¢ =0, there exists C >0 such that



76 D. D. JIMENEZ S,, L. F. RESENDIS O., AND L. M. TOVAR S.

q p+s

IZI oS 1
f[ Tl aaE ——————dxdy<C(1-l|al?) logl_—laI2

1
and limjg—1- (1—|a|2)slog1 P = 0 for the parameter 0 < s. Hence
—la
ueHMJi(p,q,s).
o Ifc<O,
q p+S

-

and limyg—1- (1—lal?)* M = 0 for the parameter 0 < s. Hence u € HJ(p,q,s).

Remark (2.13). The same estimates are obtained for Im(f(z)) = v(z), so v €
HJI;(p,q,9).

Example (2.14). Let G a domain such that D c G and f: G — [-8,6]1 xR an
analytic function with |6] < 1. Then Re f(2) € HJj(p,q,s).

As the real and imaginary parts of an analytic function belonging to Q} are har-
monic functions from D to [-1,1], it is good to compare some results of the Q;
classes with the corresponding ones for hyperbolic weighted harmonic classes (see

[7D.

Example (2.15). For the restriction to the disk D of the function f(z) = z, Li has
shown that f ¢ QF for 0 <s < 1. For u(z) = Rez = x we have some similarities
but also some differences respect to f(z) =z. Let 0 <R < v2—1 and define Q =
{1+pe?eD:0< p < R,%n <0< gn}. Applying the Fatou’s Lemma and after a
straightforward calculation and estimations in polar coordinates we obtain, for
g-s—-p#-2,

; _ 2\q _ 2.5
ff[ﬂ) (1-x2)p 1-121M7 (A = 1pa(2)I")" dxdy

. |Z| )q+8
= (1- Ial)ff REe T dxdy
(1 —1~12)8 4 g-s—p+1 _ T 1 A12)8 q—s—p+2R
> 2p(1 jal )fo fiﬂ p drd =5 (1-1a*’p .

ForO<p<oo,-2<g<ocoand0<s<oo,ifg—s—p+2<0thenu ¢ HJ*(p,q,s).
Integrating, a similar result is obtained if ¢ —s — p + 2 = 0. In particular for p =2,
g =0 and 0 <s <1, the function u(z) = Re(z) ¢ HJ*(2,0,s) since —s < 0.

However, if 0 <s <1, ¢ =0 and taking in account Lemma (2.1), for

3
{0<p<1,0<s<2—p}U{15pS§,p—l<s<2—p}wehavethatuE'HJ*(p,O,s).
Example (2.16). If f € Q7, by the first inequality in (2.12) we have u = Ref €
HJT*(2,0,s).

In particular, for the restriction to D of the function f(z) = 1—(1-2)% with
0 < a <1, from [7] we know that f € Q; for all 0 <s <1, therefore,

Re(1-(1-2)%)=1- |1—x—y|“cos(aarctan Y 1) e HJ*(2,0,s)

x—



HYPERBOLIC WEIGHTED HARMONIC CLASSES 77

and

Im(1-(1-2)%) =11 —x—yl“sin(aarctan Y 1) e HJI*(2,0,s).
x—

Example (2.17). Consider the function H: D — D defined by

1-s1

1-2
H(z) = T“’-f(z),

where f(z) = Z‘,’l"zoanzzn with a, = i From [7], we know that for p =2, ¢ =0

2

and 0<s;<s<1wehave He Q} but H ¢ O}

81

u=Re(H), ueHJ*(2,0,s), however u ¢ HJ*(2,0,s1) since

1
in particular |H(z)| < % Then if

|H'(2)]? g
16 [[ (1-|H(2)2)? (1-1¢a(2)I") dxdy
\VA 2
M‘I (1|—U((Z))|2)2 (1-Ipa(2)1*) dxdy
H'(z)? \
// (1| |Hf |)|2)2 _|¢a(2)|2) dxdy .

Thus this example shows that the inclusion HJ*(2,0,s1) C HJ*(2,0,s)
(0<s1 <s<1)is strict.

PROPOSITION (2.18). For 0 < p < oo, we have HJ*(p,0,0) c HBj(D).

Proof. Take u € HJ*(p,0,0). By Proposition (2.2) we have
Va1 (2" |Vu(re)P
1-u(0?)? ~ 21 Jo (1-u(rei?)?)r
Let 0 <R <1 be fixed. After multiplying by R and integrating from 0 to R we have

[Vu(0)|P f/ [Vu(z)|? V"
(1-u(0)2)p ~ nRz Dr(0) (1— (1-uz)2)P ey

As |Vulo ¢, is also subharmonic, with the change of variable w = ¢,(z) and by

2.4)
[Vu(a)P Vu@)l” o
1-uw@?? ~ nR? f fp(a B A=uwpp P dudv
1 (1+]al)? |Vu(w)lP
ff ————dudv.
7R2 (1-1a)? J Jp@r) (1 - u@)?)?
Thus
p 4 p
(1—jal?? [Vu(a)l < (1+Ia|) /f [Vu(w)| _WVu@)® o
(1-u(a)?)r DR (1-uw)?)P
If |a| — 1~ then |D(a,R)|—0and u € HBO(A). O

We require the following result.

LEMMA (2.19). Let -2< g <00, 0<p <oo, 0<s<ooand |la|<1. Then
1

S prigi) pasN@= I} 0@ ed)0) = pla,p +1g1+ 2 g (W)
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Proof. Suppose that JJ P g,s(W@) <oo. If uod, € HJ*(p,q+s,0), then by the change
of variable formula with z = ¢,(w), we have by inequalities (2.3) and (2.4)

. V@og)@P 5 s
T gswogaO= [ [ sy L dxdy
IVu(Pal) )P

J* 0pg)0) = || ——E2=Fa "7 (1 1212)9* S dad
p.q+5,0°Pa)0) b (- u(@a@)D)P (1-121%) xdy
Vu@)? Dipl (N2 2\q+s gz
=[]} G a6 )1~ a2+ dE
Vv 4
<p@p+ial+2) [ fD s A w1~ gt dedn

=pla,p+1gl+2)J, 4 s(w)a).
Conversely, if J ;’ q +s,0(u 0 )(0) < oo then with z = ¢, (w), it is enough to consider

* IV(u °¢a)(2)|p 2.g+
o = - =7 (1- qg+s
Tp.g+s,0( 0 9a)O) ffu) (1 - ulpa(2))2)P (1=1eT dxdy

:f IVl (2))pg (2)IP

1— 2q+sd d
D (1-u(pa(2))2)P (=% ey

[Vu(w)l? 2 2
= [ G a9 )1~ a2 dudy

Vu@)|? 9 9
1-lwH?- Sdud
P(ap+|q|+2)fju‘3> (l—u(w)Z)p( [w]*)¥ (1 = e W) dudv

(u)(@). O

m pas
Let 0 < s < s’ <oo. Then it is immediate that
HI*(p,q,s)cHJ (p,q,s') and  HJ;(p,q,8)cHJI(p,q,s).
The following results clarifies the relation between HJ;j(p,q,s) and HJ*(p,q,s).

PROPOSITION (2.20). Let -2<qg <o00,0<p <oo, 0<s<ooand ueHJ*(0,q,s).

Then J ; q,s(W)(@) is a continuous function, as a function of a € D.

Proof. If u is constant on D, it is clear that J _ .(u)(a) is continuous for all a € D.

Psqss
Therefore suppose that u is not constant, in particular J, , (u)(0) #0. Leta €D

be fixed and let § > 0 be such that D(a,5) c D. The function !: D x D(a,5) — R
defined by

(1-151%°

(z,0)— fc

11-¢z|%

is uniformly continuous on D x D(a,5). Then given € > 0, there exists p > 0 such
that if |2/ —z| < p and |{' = {| < p then

l / l_l -
11z, = 1(z,0l < pqs( D0

(u)(0) < oo since u € HJ*(p,q,s). Then if |a - b| < p,
|J p q,s(Wa)— J; 7,5 =

p
ffD (l'v’;(é))'z)p ~ 12971z, 0) - Uz, b) dxdy <e. 0

Note that o/, , ¢
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COROLLARY (2.21). Let ~2< g <00, 0<p <oo, 0 <s<oo. Then HJ;(p,q,s) <
HJI*(p,q,s).

Proof. Ifu is a function with [V(z)| = 0 for all z € D, the statement is clear. Suppose
u is not a constant and u € HJj(p,q,s). Then there exists 0 <R < 1 such that

Jp q.sWa@) < J; 4,s()0) for all R <|a| < 1. By Proposition (2.20), J, , () attains
its finite maximum on Dg, so we have u € HJ*(p,q,s). O

3. Equivalence between HI*(p,q,s) and HJ*(p,q,s)

In this section we obtain basic properties for the hyperbolic weighted harmonic
classes HI*(p,q,s) and HJ*(p,q,s). In particular we will see that they coincide.

THEOREM (3.1). Let -2<qg <00, 0<p <ooand uecH(D). If J: , .(u)0) < oo

then for 0 <s <oo

[Vu(z)P 2 1 |Vu(z)P 0
3.2 1- 91n® —dxd _tff—l_ 9+ dxd
(3.2) fle a- u(z)Z)P( 121%)?1n Fhkeds [D(l—u(z)2)1’( 1z1%) xdy

where t =1t(q,s,R) for some fixed 0<R < 1.
IfJ p q,sw)0) <ocothen for 0<s<1

[Vu(z)|P —9s 92 g+ ~ff [Vu(z)P 2.0+
3.3 1- IS dxdy <t —— (1 - IS dxd
3.3) ff Aoy APy <i [ | TGP dxdy
where £ =1(q,s,R) for some fixed 0 <R < 1.

Proof. We follow the idea of the proof of Theorem 2.2 in [2]. Let ¢ =.0183403 be
the root of —Inx = 4(1 —x2). Let R be fixed with ¢ <R < 1. Define

qu

1
- _r2ya+s — _ 2\14q+s _ (1 _ p2yl+q+s
T(qu) f A-r)9rdr= 2(1+q+s)((1 c”) (1-R%) )
— 1+q9+s _ (1 _ p2\l+q+s
2(1+q+s)('999664 (1-R*) ).
. . .. Vu()|? .
Since R is fixed, 1(q,s,R) = 1(q,s). By Proposition (2.2), ——————— is subhar-
(1-u(2)?)P
monic. Then
1 2 IVu(ceie)Ip R 2 27 |Vu(ceit9)|p
. do = 1-7r2)9+s df ————df
7(q,s R)f (1-u(cei®)2)p A A e O

21 |Vu(ret®)P
1— 2\q+s df
f( ) (1-ulrei®)2)p

IVu(re)P
(1 - u(rei®)2)p

IA

1-121%9"5 dxdy
Dr(0O\D.(0)

|Vu(rel9)|l’ 9 g+

Thus

7 _Vulee)I? IVu(z)IP 2
3.4 f R T dh< Rff Y ey
(3.4) 0 (1-u(cei®)2)r 7(q,s,R) Do) (1= u(z)2)P( 1z]%) xdy
Define

¢ 1
(3.5) 0<f(q,s)=[ r(1-r?)%1n® = dr < co.
0 r
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By subharmonicity and (3.4) we have the estimate

[Vu(2)? 9 1
1-121291n° = dxd
ffD o A—uGp L7 T dxdy

2m 10yp
ff _Wulre! )P 2yapns L ggar
(1-u(rei?)2)r r

2m 10y p
f r(1-r2)71n® —dr[ [Vuce . )

= (1 - u(cei®)2)r
Vu@)P 9 g4
< #(q,9)1(g,s R)ffD 0a- u(z)z)P(l 1219 dxdy
[Vu(z)IP s
(3.6) < 1(q,s,R)i(q, S)ffn}(l e )2)p 1-|z%)7* dxdy.
From the inequality
(8.7) —Inx<4(1-x%) for each x€(c,1]
we have
IVu(2)? 2 1
1- 9In®* — dxd
ffw 0 @yt drdy
[Vu(2)? oa+
< 1- I dxd
ffum\p 0 (1- u(2)2)p( 2l dxdy
[Vu(z2)? g+s
3.8) = fﬁ)(l u(z)2)p -1z dxdy.

Let t(q,s,R) =1(q,s,R)7(q,s) + 4°. Combining (3.6) and (3.8) we have

[Vu(z)P 2yqqs 1 ff IVu(z)|P gt
- In® —dxdy=< R VBT 11229 daedy
fle a- u(z)2)p( [217)7 In i xdy<t(q,s,R) D(l—u(z)z)l’( |2]%) xdy

For 0 < s <1 we need to consider instead of (3.5) the following expression,
¢ 1
0< f rl=28(1— 2yt gr = §B[c2, 1-s,1+q+sl.
0
Here B is the incomplete Beta function, and we prove (3.3) in a similar way. [

THEOREM (3.9). Let —2< g <00, 0<p <ooand 0<s<oo. Then for u e H(D)

[Vu(2)|P %G s
(3.10) ae[[pffn)(l e )2)p(1—|z| Y gs(z,a)dxdy <o
if and only if
[Vu(z)|P 9 2\s
(3.11) sup [ || ST A= 2111~ (o)) dxdy <co.

Proof. We have
1-x2<—2lnx foreachxe 0,1].

Taking x = |¢p4(2)| we have 1 — Igba(z)l2 <2g(z,a), thus

\Y p s
f f (' W12 (1= 1ge(2)?) dxdy

1 u(z)z)P
Vu(2)IP \
ffmu' l;(zz)g)p - 121%)? g°(z,a)dxdy,
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that is,
Jp.q.sWa) <21

P.q,8
Then (3.10) implies (3.11).
By the hypothesis and Lemma (2.19), J; , ((u 0 ¢)(0) < co. Since uop,: D —
(—1,1) is a harmonic function and 0 < p < oo, then by Proposition (2.2)

[V(u o dpa)(2)IP
(1-u(pa(2))?)P

is a subharmonic function. Therefore the inequality (3.2) implies

o p
[[[ At ey — dwdy

1—u(¢e(2))?)P
IV@woda)@IP o s
<t(qu)/f ETRE ))2)p( 1zI9)"  dxdy .

Consider the change of variable z = ¢, (w) to obtain

(u)a) foreachaceD.

|V(w)|p ’ P/ 2 2
. 1— by (w)[2)? In® d
[ sy PP = )P - dedn
|V(w)|p / / 2 S
=tq.5.B) [ [ S 10, )Pl )1 19u) B dE dn

or equivalently

\Y
ff (1| ()" 1L (Pa@))IP 1L ()12 (1 = g (w)]?)? -

uw(w)?)p

(t(qys’R)(l - |(Pa(w)|2)s _lns

1
|¢a<w)|) dédn
V)P

T (1=1wl?)e .
< p(ap+|q|+2)ffD(1 )2)p(1 lwl?)

(#0.5. X1~ 1ga)P) - n* )dfdn.

|pa (W)l
As 0 < p(a,p +|q| +2) we obtain

V(W) 2
1 d
ffn}(l aGyHp LI |¢a( oy 2o

|V(w)|p 2\8
G12) = tgsR) [ TR - ) dedn

and the theorem follows. O

From Theorem (3.9) we have

COROLLARY (3.13). Let -2< g <00, 0<p <oo, 0<s<oo. Then HI*(p,q,s) =
HJ*(p,q,s).

COROLLARY (3.14). Let -2 < g <00, 0 < p <oo and 0 < s <oo. Then
HIG(p,q,8)=HI;(p,q,s).

Now we give a characterization of the classes HJ*(p,q,s) in terms of Carleson
squares:
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For 0 < s < 00, we say that a positive measure p defined on D is a bounded
s-Carleson measure provided
S
u(S)) <
IcT |I|s

where |I| denotes the arc length of I = T' and S(I) denotes the Carleson box based
on I, that is

I
S(I):{zemzie1,1—|z|su}.
|z] 27

If
,u(S(I )
1o I
for I ¢ T, we say that is a compact s—Carleson measure. By Lemma 2.1 in [3] we

obtain

THEOREM (3.15). Let 0< p <oo, —2< g <oo, 0 < s <oo. Consider u € H(D) and
[Vu(2)P 2\q+s
=—(1-]2| dxdy.
Hu (1-u(2)?)? ( ) Y
Then

e ueHJ*(p,q,s)if and only if du,(2) is a bounded s-Carleson measure.
» ueHdJj(p,q,s)if and only if du,(2) is a compact s-Carleson measure.
4. Several properties of weighted harmonic classes
It is clear that the sets HJ*(p,q,s) and HJ;(p,q,s) are not vector spaces. How-
ever they have some other interesting properties.
Although uv: D — (—1,1) is not necessarily a harmonic function when u,v €
H(D), we have

THEOREM (4.1). Let 0<p <oo, —2<qg<oo, 0<s<oo. If u,veHJ*(p,q,s),
then

IV (uv)(2)|P 9 )
1- 7(1- a Sdxd ;
aEID ff 1 ((uv)(z))2) RV 121%)*( |(P @)1°)dx y<oo

and if u,v € HJ (p,q,s), then

IV (uv)(2)P 9 )
1- 1(1-l¢q Sdxdy=0.
\a\—»l ff 1 ((uv)(z))2) 5 (11219 = 1¢a ()Y dxdy

Proof. Let u,veHJ*(p,q,s). Note that
V(uv)(z) =v(2)Vu(z) + u(z)Vu(z) forallzeD

and

[V(wv)(2)IP lv(2)Vu(z) + u(z)Vu()|P < [Iv(z)Vu(z)|+|u(z)Vv(z)| P

IA

2P |u(2)Vu(2)|P + Iv(z)Vu(z)Ip].

Since u: D — (=1,1) and v: D — (-1,1), we have u(z)?v(z)? < 1 for all z € D. Also
w(2)2v(z)? <v(z)?, then 1 -v(z)2 <1-u(z)®v(z)? and 1 - u(z)? <1-u(z)?v(z)2.
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Therefore
[V(uv)(2)IP < g lU@PIVVRIP ), WE)PIVu)?
(1-(woX2)?)? (1-v(2)?)” (1-u(2)2)?
p_IV0@IP o, Vu@)l?
(1-v(2)2)? (1-u(2)2)?
and the theorem follows. O

Remember that for u,v € H(D), uv: D — (—1,1) is a harmonic function if and
only if Vu - Vv =0, that is, if u y v are harmonic conjugate functions. In this case
we have the following.

COROLLARY (4.2). Let 0<p <oo, —2< g <oo, 0<s<ooand u,veHJ (p,q,s)
such that Vu-Vv = 0. Then uv € HJ*(p,q,s) and for u,v € HJ;(p,q,s), uv €
HJIi(p,q,9).

Now we will make our classes into convex metric spaces: for 0 < p < o0, -2 <
g <00, 0<s<ooand u,w € H(D) define the metric d in the class HI*(p,q,s) as

1
. Vu(z) Vw(z) |P P
d(u,w) :=|u(0) w(0)|+i2£ ff[D T—2GE  1-w@) du| forl<p<oo
and
. B Vu(z) B Vw(z) [P
d(u,w) := [u(0)—w(0)| +i1€1£ fle T22G?  1-w@? du| forO<p<l,

where du=(1- |z|2)qgs(z,a)dxdy.
e 1<p<oo
Observe that d satisfies the metric properties which are inherited from the
Lebesgue spaces L?(d ).

e 0<p=1l
To prove the triangle inequality we observe that is enough to show that
(a+ PP <aP +pP
forO<p<1and a>0, §>0; and this is equivalent to the inequality
1<a? +b? witha+b=1,a>0,b>0.
It is easy to see that
0<a’+(1-a)-1 withO<a <1.

Finally, we only prove that if d(u,w) = 0 then u = v, since the other properties
follow easily from the properties of the complex module. In this way

Vu(z) Vw(z)

4.3) 1-uz? 1-w@?|
and

4.4) |(0) —w(0)| = 0.
From (4.3)

Vu(z)  Vw(z)
1-u)?2 1-wz)?’
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It follows that
ou(z) ou(z) ow(z) ow(z)
0x 0y _ 0x 0y
1-u(z)2’ 1-u(z)? 1-w(z)?’ 1-w(z)?
forz=x+1iy. Now
Ou(z) ow(z)
fa—xdx Zfa—xdx
1-u(2)? 1-w(z)?
implies
1+u(z) 1+w(2)
= +C
M e P 1mwe O
then

1+u@) _ oy ltw)
1—u(z)_e 1-w(z)’
and from (4.4) it follows that e¢® = 1, which implies that C(y) = 0.
Hence
1+u)1-w@)=1-u@)1+w(2)
1-wi@)+uz)—u@w(z)=1+w(z)—u(z) - ulz)w(z)
u(z) =w(z).
PROPOSITION (4.5). Let 0 < p <oo, —2< q <oo and 0 < s <oco. Then the class

(HI*(p,q,s),d) equipped with the metric d is a complete metric space. Moreover,
HI;(p,q,s) is a closed (and therefore complete) subspace of HI*(p,q,s).

Proof. The family H(D) is locally bounded and therefore is normal. Let {u,} be
a Cauchy sequence in HI*(p,q,s) which converges to u uniformly on compact
subsets of D. Let € > 0. Then there exists N such thatifn=m >N,

Vun®  Vum@ [P e
L 1—un(2)2_1—um(z)2 (1-121%) g (z,a)dxdy< g

Then Fatou’s lemma yields

f Vu(z) Vun(2)
D

1-u(z)? B 1—un(2)?
S/ lim
[Dn—-oo

Vu,(z) Vum,(2)
1-u,(22  1—up(z)?
It follows that
e For 0 < p <1, the estimates

p
(1-121%)7 g°(z,a) dxdy

P
(1-121%)? g°(z,a)dxdy <€P.

' Vu(z) p<‘ Vu(z) B Vu,(z) |P ' Vun,(z) |P
1-u@)?| " |1-u@)? 1-up(z)? 1—un,(2)?
[Vu(z2)? C12\a o
(4.6) fn}—(l—u(z)z)l’ (1-121")" g°(z,a) dxdy
Vi, (2)IP

<eP (1-121%)9 g°(z,a) dxdy.

D (1-um(2)?)P
Thus u e HI*(p,q,s).
o for1<p<oo
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Vu(z)
1-u(z)?

S(D

P 5
1-121%)9 g°(z,a) dxdy)

47 ( |

p P
Vu(z) Vunm(2) (1_|Z|2)‘1 gs(z,a) dxdy)

1-u(2)2 1-up2)?

A

The second part of the assertion follows by (4.6) and (4.7). O

p
Vum@) 71 2 gS(z,a)dxdy)p :

1—u,(2)?2

Thus u € HI*(p,q,s).

THEOREM (4.8). Let 0<p <oo, —2<g<oo,0<s<oo. Then forall0<t<1
A-t)-HJI*(p,q,8) +tHJI *(p,q,5) = HJ*(p,q,s)
and

1-t)-HJy(p,q,9)+tHI (p,q,5)=HI;(p,q,s) .

Proof. For t =0, t =1 the result is immediate, thus we are going to consider ¢ €
(0,1). Let 0 < ¢ <1 be fixed and u, v € HJ*(p,q,s). Note that

V(1 -8u(z)+tv(2) = (1 - ) Vu(z) + tVu(z)| = (1 - 1)IVu(2)| + t|Vu(2)|

and
IV (1 - )u(z) + tv2))IP < 2P [(1 — P IVu(2)P + P V()P

for all z € D. Then
ff IV((1-tu(z)+tv()I?
—(a- t)u(z)+tv(z)))
2,,[ (l—t)"IVu(Z)I"+tp|Vv(z)|p
- (- Du@ +w@))’

(1-12%)7 (1= |pa(2)?)’ dxdy

(1-121%7 (1-I¢pa(2)%)’ dxdy.

Note that

((1 - Bu(z)+ tv(z))2 < ((1 - Dlu(z)| + tlv(z)l)2

= (1-2u@)?+2t(1-Du@)| vE)] + 2 v(z)?
1-82+2t(1-t)+ 2 v(2)?

A

IA

and

\Y

2
-(a-tu@+w@) = 1-(a-0?+2u1-0+2ue)?)
2 (1-v(2)?).
For the second term in the sum of the numerator,

Py P s
ff t?|Vu(z)| - p(l_ |z|2)q (1_|(Pa(2)|2) dxdy.
— (A= Bulz) + tv(2)) )

\Y% p s
< [ asor Al (1= Ia@)l2)” dxdy.

v(z)2
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Now, for the first term we get

2
(=Dl + to))
= (1-0%u@)?+2t1 - u@) vE)] + 2 v(z)?
A-2uz)?+2t(1—t)+ ¢
A-2uz)?+2t—¢2

((1 —Hulz)+ tv(z))2

IA

N IA

and

- ((1 —Hulz)+ tv(z))2

v

- ((1 12 u(z)? + 2t - tz)
= (1-t)(1-u2)?)

f f e 55 (1127 (1-1¢a(2)P)" dxdy
(1 t)u(z)+tv(z)))

Vu@P o s
<1+t>pff 1- w2 5 (1=121%7 (1~ 1¢a(2)1?)" dxdy,

and the theorem follows from this estimate. O

It is possible to replace the weight (1—[¢4(2)|2)° by its reflection (|4 (2)| "2 - 1)%,
as the following theorem shows.

THEOREM (4.9). Let 0<p <oo, —2<q<oo, 0<s<1be. Then ueHJ*(p,q,s)
if and only if

D
ff A (112 (a1 2~ 1)' dirdy <o
aEID 1 u(z )2

Proof. Since |, (2)2 <1 for all z €D, then (1- |(/>0L(2)|2)s < (Ipa(2)I72 = 1)3. There-

fore
ff [Vu(2)|? (1—|z|2)q (1—|¢a(2)|2)s dxdy

1-u(z)?)?
Vu(z)|P 2 1S
1-121% (I dxdy.
U 0w 5 (1=12P)7 (I¢a(2)1 2 ~1)" dxdy

Conversely, if

\Y L s
[ e O (- 16a@ dxdy <oo,
D

then consider

)IP —w?)?

1 u (,b (w) P |w|23

[Vu (,ba(w) |p 9\q+s
<7 1-|wl dédn;
ff 1 u (¢ (w) p ( )




HYPERBOLIC WEIGHTED HARMONIC CLASSES 87

where f = £(q,s,R) as in Theorem (3.1). Consider the change of variable z = ¢, (w)
to obtain

_IVu@)P 1-1¢a(2)%)°
\Y s
f f | ”((z))'Q 4P (1 ba(2)®) " dxdy;

then

V . 1_ 2\s
o= [[ 2 Vb R - B |1 (gt - LN g

(1-u(2)2)? |pa(2)I2

by the estimates for (1—|¢4(z)|?)? and |(sz(2)|2 in (2.3) and (2.4) respectively we
get

(1-1pa(2)1?)®

[Vu(2)|P 9 - 9
0 2 1- q 1- S — dxd
< plalql+ )ff Ty L1 |f-a@Py = = dxdy
and the result follows from this estimate. O
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