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MARTINGALE INEQUALITIES FOR SPLINE SEQUENCES
MARKUS PASSENBRUNNER

ABSTRACT. We show that D. Lépingle’s L;(¢3)-inequality
E[fy| Fn 21/2“ <2-H 21/2“ " € T
H(; i) 2 ()7 e

extends to the case where we substitute the conditional expectation operators with or-
thogonal projection operators onto spline spaces and where we can allow that f, is
contained in a suitable spline space (%, ). This is done provided the filtration (%)
satisfies a certain regularity condition depending on the degree of smoothness of the func-
tions contained in .(.%,,). As a by-product, we also obtain a spline version of H;-BMO
duality under this assumption.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article is part of a series of papers that extend martingale results to polynomial
spline sequences of arbitrary order (see e.g. [I7, (15, 12, 10, 14, 13, &]). In order to explain
those martingale type results, we have to introduce a little bit of terminology: Let k be
a positive integer, (:#,) an increasing sequence of g-algebras of sets in [0, 1] where each
F, is generated by a finite partition of [0, 1] into intervals of positive length. Moreover,
define the spline space

S(F,) = {f € C*2[0,1] : f is a polynomial of order k on each atom of .%,

and let P be the orthogonal projection operator onto . (%,) with respect to the
Ly inner product on [0, 1] with the Lebesgue measure | - |. The space .71 (%#,) consists
of piecewise constant functions and PV is the conditional expectation operator with
respect to the g-algebra .%,. Similarly to the definition of martingales, we introduce the
following notion: let (f,)n>0 be a sequence of integrable functions. We call this sequence
a k-martingale spline sequence (adapted to (%,)) if, for all n,

ngk)fn—i-l = fn

For basic facts about martingales and conditional expectations, we refer to [I1].
Classical martingale theorems such as Doob’s inequality or the martingale convergence

theorem in fact carry over to k-martingale spline sequences corresponding to arbitrary

filtrations (#,) of the above type, just by replacing conditional expectation operators by

the projection operators PW. Indeed, we have

(i) (Shadrin’s theorem) there exists a constant Cj depending only on k such that

sup ||P7§k) : Ly — Ly|| < C,
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(ii) (Doob’s weak type inequality for splines)
there exists a constant C} depending only on & such that for any k-martingale spline
sequence (f,) and any A > 0,

sup,, || fnll1

A

)

[{sup [fn] > A} < Ci

(iii) (Doob’s L, inequality for splines)
for all p € (1, 00] there exists a constant C,; depending only on p and k such that
for all k-martingale spline sequences (f,,),

H sgp | ful Hp < Cpk Slrllp | fllps

(iv) (Spline convergence theorem)
if (f,) is an L;-bounded k-martingale spline sequence, then (f,) converges almost
surely to some L;-function,

(v) (Spline convergence theorem, L,-version)
for 1 < p < oo, if (f,) is an L,-bounded k-martingale spline sequence, then (f,)
converges almost surely and in L,,.

Property (i) is proved in [17], properties (ii) and (iii) in [15] and properties (iv) and

(v) in [I0], but see also [14].

Here, we continue this line of transferring martingale results to k-martingale spline
sequences and extend D. Lépingle’s L;(¢y)-inequality [9], which reads

) | Bz )| <2+ (2™

provided the sequence of (real-valued) random variables f, is adapted to the filtration
(F,), i.e., each f, is .Z,-measurable. The spline version of this inequality is contained in
Theorem (.11

This inequality is an L; extension of the following result for 1 < p < oo, proved by
E. M. Stein [19], that holds for arbitrary integrable functions f,:

(12) | Bz <al(Z 2]

for some constant a, depending only on p. This can be seen as a dual version of Doob’s
inequality || sup, |[E[f|-Z]|ll, < ¢l fll, for p > 1, see [1]. Once we know Doob’s inequality
for spline projections, which is point (iii) above, the same proof as in [I] works for spline

projections if we use suitable positive operators 7T,, instead of P™ that also satisfy Doob’s
inequality and dominate the operators pw pointwise (cf. Sections Bl and B.2]).

The usage of those operators T, is also necessary in the extension of inequality (L))
to splines. D. Lépingle’s proof of (L)) rests on an idea by C. Herz [7] of splitting E[f,, - h,]
(for f, being .#,-measurable) by Cauchy-Schwarz after introducing the square function
Si= Zegn ft:
(1.3) (E[fn - hal)* < Elfa/Sn] - E[Suhy]
and estimating both factors on the right hand side separately. A key point in estimating
the second factor is that S, is .#,-measurable, and therefore, E[S,,|.%,] = S,. If we want

to allow f, € (%), S, will not be contained in % (.%,) in general. Under certain
conditions on the filtration (.%,), we will show in this article how to substitute S,, in
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estimate (IL3) by a function g, € .7%(.%,) that enjoys similar properties to S,, and allows
us to proceed (cf. Section B4 in particular Proposition 3.4] and Theorem [B.6]). As a by-
product, we obtain a spline version (Theorem 2] of C. Fefferman’s theorem [4] on H'-
BMO duality. For its martingale version, we refer to A. M. Garsia’s book [5] on Martingale
Inequalities.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we collect all tools that are needed subsequently.
2.1. Properties of polynomials. We will need Remez’ inequality for polynomials:

Theorem 2.1. Let V C R be a compact interval in R and E C V' a measurable subset.
Then, for all polynomials p of order k (i.e. degree k — 1) on V,

Pl < (4@ 1Pl o).

Applying this theorem with the set £ = {z € V : [p(x)| < 8*!|p[|1.. )} immediately
yields the following corollary:

Corollary 2.2. Let p be a polynomial of order k on a compact interval V C R. Then
{z eV i lp(@)] = 87 pllan}| > [VI/2.

2.2. Properties of spline functions. For an interval o-algebra .# (i.e., Z is generated
by a finite collection of intervals having positive length), the space .#; (%) is spanned by
a very special local basis (NNV;), the so called B-spline basis. It has the properties that each
N; is non-negative and each support of N; consists of at most k neighboring atoms of .%.
Moreover, (1V;) is a partition of unity, i.e., for all € [0, 1], there exist at most k functions
N; so that N;(z) # 0 and >, N;(z) = 1. In the following, we denote by E; the support of
the B-spline function N;. The usual ordering of the B-splines (/N;)—which we also employ
here—is such that for all 4, inf £; <inf E;,; and sup E; < sup E; ;.

We write A(t) < B(t) to denote the existence of a constant C' such that for all ¢,
A(t) < CB(t), where t denote all implicit and explicit dependencies the expression A and
B might have. If the constant C' additionally depends on some parameter, we will indicate
this in the text. Similarly, the symbols 2 and ~ are used.

Another important property of B-splines is the following relation between B-spline
coefficients and the L,-norm of the corresponding B-spline expansions.

Theorem 2.3 (B-spline stability, local and global). Let 1 < p < oo and g = > a;Nj;.
Then, for all 7,

(2.1) las| S 15172 Mgl
where J; is an atom of F contained in E; having mazimal length. Additionally,
(2.2) gy = ll(as|E51"7) e,

where in both 1) and 22, the implied constants depend only on the spline order k.
Observe that (Z1]) implies for g € (%) and any measurable set A C [0, 1]

2.3 < .
(23) ol S | el
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We will also need the following relation between the B-spline expansion of a function
and its expansion using B-splines of a finer grid.

Theorem 2.4. Let ¢ C .F be two interval o-algebras and denote by (Ng;); the B-spline
basis of the coarser space 1(9) and by (Ngz;); the B-spline basis of the finer space
Fe(F). Then, given f = Zj a;Ny ;, we can expand f in the basis (Ng;);

Z Cleg,j = Z bz'N/f,i,
j i

where for each i, b; is a convex combination of the coefficients a; with supp Ny ; 2
supp Nz i

For those results and more information on spline functions, in particular B-splines, we
refer to [16] or [3]. We now use the B-spline basis of .%;(.#) and expand the orthogonal
projection operator P onto . (.%) in the form

(2.4) Pf:Zaij</Olf(x)Ni($> dz) - N,

for some coefficients (a;;). Denoting by E;; the smallest interval containing both supports
E; and E; of the B-spline functions V; and N; respectively, we have the following estimate
for a;; [15]: there exist constants C' and 0 < ¢ < 1 depending only on k so that for each
interval o-algebra .# and each 1, j,

|
(2.5) lay;| < 0L

2.3. Spline square functions. Let (.%,) be a sequence of increasing interval o-algebras
in [0, 1] and we assume that each .7, is generated from %, by the subdivision of exactly
one atom of .%,, into two atoms of .%,,,. Let P, be the orthogonal projection operator
onto 7% (-%,). We denote A, f = P,f — P,_1f and define the spline square function

sr= (X aur)”

n

We have Burkholder’s inequality for the spline square function, i.e., for all 1 < p < o©
([12]), the L,-norm of the square function Sf is comparable to the L,-norm of f:

(2.6) 1Sfllp = [[fllp: f €Ly
with constants depending only on p and k. Moreover, for p = 1, it is shown in [6] that
(2.7) I1Sflh =~ sup (1Y endaflh,  Sfe Ly

ee{-1,1}% "

with constants depending only on k and where the proof of the <-part only uses Khint-
chine’s inequality whereas the proof of the Z-part uses fine properties of the functions

A, f.
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2.4. L,(¢,)-spaces. For 1 < p.q < oo, we denote by L,(¢,) the space of sequences of
measurable functions (f,) on [0, 1] so that the norm

o = () (1) )"

is finite (with the obvious modifications if p = 0o or ¢ = 00). For 1 < p, ¢ < oo, the dual
space (see [2]) of L,(¢,) is Ly(¢y) with p' = p/(p — 1), ¢ = ¢/(qg — 1) and the duality

pairing
()} = [ 30 huttaa (0

Hélder’s inequality takes the form [{(fn), (¢2))| < [|(fo) Iz, 1(90)]l 2, ce,)

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we prove our main results. Section B.1] defines and gives properties of
suitable positive operators that dominate our (non-positive) operators P, pointwise. In
Section B.2] we use those operators to give a spline version of Stein’s inequality (L.2]).
A useful property of conditional expectations is the tower property E4Ezf = Egf for
¢ C .#. In this form, it extends to the operators (P,), but not to the operators 7" from
Section Bl In Section we prove a version of the tower property for those operators.
Section B4 is devoted to establishing a duality estimate using a spline square function,
which is the crucial ingredient in the proofs of the spline versions of both Lépingle’s
inequality (L)) and H;-BMO duality in Section @l

3.1. The positive operators 7. As above, let .% be an interval o-algebra on [0, 1], (N;)
the B-spline basis of .7 (.#), E; the support of N; and E;; the smallest interval containing
both E; and E;. Moreover, let g be a positive number smaller than 1. Then, we define the
linear operator T'= Tz , 1 by

li—j]
K(x,t) =Y T () - 1g ().

We observe that the operator 7' is selfadjoint (w.r.t the standard inner product on L)
and

2(k+1
(3.1) k<K, / K(t,z)dt < (1—+q)’ re0,1],
which, in particular, implies the boundedness of the operator 7" on L; and L
(k + 1) (k: + 1)
ITfll < Il 1T f e < 1/ oo-
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Another very important property of 1" is that it is a positive operator, i.e. it maps non-
negative functions to non-negative functions and that 7' satisfies Jensen’s inequality in
the form

(3.2) p(Tf(2) < K'T(p(Ks - f)) (@), f€ L,z e0,1],

for convex functions . This is seen by applying the classical Jensen inequality to the
probability measure K (¢, z)dt/K,.
Let . f denote the Hardy-Littlewood maximal function of f € Ly, i.e.,

1
A5@) s [ 17wl dy,
1z | 1] J;
where the supremum is taken over all subintervals of [0, 1] that contain the point x. This

operator is of weak type (1,1), i.e.,

{atf>M <O flh, feLiA>0

for some constant C. Since trivially we have the estimate ||.Z f|l« < ||f]|o, by Marcin-
kiewicz interpolation, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C, depending only on p so
that

12 fllp < Gl flp-

For those assertions about .#, we refer to (for instance) [1§].
The significance of 7" and . at this point is that we can use formula (2.4]) and estimate
([Z3) to obtain the pointwise bound

(3.3) |Pf(z)| < Cu(T|f)(x) < Codl f(z),  f€L,xel0,1],

where T' = Tz , . with ¢ given by (2.0) and Cy, Cy are two constants solely depending on k.
In other words, the positive operator 1" dominates the non-positive operator P pointwise,
but at the same time, T' is dominated by .# pointwise independently of .%.

3.2. Stein’s inequality for splines. We now use this pointwise dominating, positive op-
erator 1" to prove Stein’s inequality for spline projections. For this, let (.%,,) be an interval
filtration on [0, 1] and P, be the orthogonal projection operator onto the space .4 (.%,)
of splines of order k corresponding to .%,. Working with the positive operators Tz, ,
instead of the non-positive operators P,, the proof of Stein’s inequality (2] for spline
projections can be carried over from the martingale case (cf. [I9, ]). For completeness,
we include it here.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that (f,) is a sequence of arbitrary integrable functions on [0, 1].
Then, for1<r<p<ooorl<p<r<oo,

(3.4) 1P fu)lzpey S W)l

where the implied constant depends only on p,r and k.

Proof. By ([B.3]), it suffices to prove this inequality for the operators T,, = Tz, . With ¢
given by (X)) instead of the operators P,. First observe that for r = p = 1, the assertion
follows from Shadrin’s theorem ((i) on page[ll). Inequality (3.3) and the L,-boundedness
of A for 1 < p' < oo imply that

(3.5) | sup |T,.f]|
1<n<N

P! < Cp%”f”p’a f € Lp’



MARTINGALE INEQUALITIES FOR SPLINE SEQUENCES 7

with a constant ), depending on p’ and k. Let 1 < p < oo and Uy : L,({Y) — L,
be given by (g1,...,9n8) — Zjvzl T;g;. Inequality (B.5) implies the boundedness of the
adjoint Uy : Ly — Ly ((X), f— (T;f)IL, for p’ = p/(p — 1) by a constant independent
of N and a fortiori the boundedness of Uy. Since |Tjf| < T}|f| by the positivity of Tj,
letting N — oo implies ([B.4]) for 7T,, instead of P, in the case r = 1 and outer parameter
1 <p<oo.

If 1 <r < p, we use Jensen’s inequality ([B.2]) and estimate ([B.I]) to obtain

N N
S ITigl" < Ti(lglN)
i=1 j=1

and apply the result for » = 1 and the outer parameter p/r to get the result for 1 <r <
p < 00. The cases 1 < p < r < oo now just follow from this result using duality and the
self-adjointness of 7}. U

3.3. Tower property of 7. Next, we will prove a substitute of the tower property
EsEzf =Eyf (¢4 C %) for conditional expectations that applies to the operators 7.
To formulate this result, we need a suitable notion of regularity for o-algebras which
we now describe. Let .% be an interval o-algebra, let (N;) be the B-spline basis of .7 (%)
and denote by E; the support of the function N;. The k-regularity parameter v, (%) is
defined as
W(F) = maxmax(| Bl /| Eil, [ B |/ Eil),

where the first maximum is taken over all ¢ so that E; and FE;,; are defined. The name
k-regularity is motivated by the fact that each B-spline support E; of order k consists of
at most k (neighboring) atoms of the o-algebra .7.

Proposition 3.2 (Tower property of T'). Let 4 C .7 be two interval o-algebras on [0, 1].
Let S = Ty o and T = Ty . for some o,7 € (0,1) and some positive integers k,k'.
Then, for all ¢ > max(7, o), there ezists a constant C' depending on q, k, k" so that

(3.6) ISTf(z)| < C -+ (T gl f) (), f €L,z e|0,1],
where v = v,(9) denotes the k-regularity parameter of 4.

Proof. Let (F;) be the collection of B-spline supports in .}/ (%) and (G;) the collection of
B-spline supports in .7%(%). Moreover, we denote by Fj; the smallest interval containing
F; and Fj and by G; the smallest interval containing G; and Gj.

We show (B.6]) by showing the following inequality for the kernels Kg of S and Kr of

T (cf. (&)

(3.7) /O Ks(z,0)Kr(t,s)dt < C/*Y T’G—ngi (@)1g,(s),  as€0,1]

for all ¢ > max(7, o) and some constant C' depending on ¢, k,k’. In order to prove this
inequality, we first fix x, s € [0, 1] and choose i such that = € G; and ¢ such that s € F.
Moreover, based on ¢, we choose j so that s € G and G; D F. There are at most k choices
for each of the indices i, £, j and without restriction, we treat those choices separately, i.e.,
we only have to estimate the expression

Z a‘m_i|7“r_£‘|Gm N FT|
|Gim||F€r|

m,r
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Since, for each r, there are also at most k + &’ — 1 indices m so that |G, N F,.| > 0 (recall
that ¥ C %), we choose one such index m = m(r) and estimate

mn)=il A\, 0 A F
o T m(r) r
M=
zr: |Gi,m(7’) | |FZT’|

Now, observe that for any parameter choice of r in the above sum,
Gimry U Fir 2 (G5 \ Gj) UG,
and therefore, since also G,y N F, C Gy iy N Flp,

2 )
Y < olm)=il =,
(G \ G5) UG ;

which, using the k-regularity parameter v = (%) of the o-algebra ¢ and denoting
A = max(7, o), we estimate by

29" i — <« ji—m|-+|m—]
Z S Am—l )\7”_ 5 )\Z_m m_]
|G ; 2 |G ;

rim(r)=m

7" i~
< P — G+ 1) Al
\Gz'j|(|Z i1+1)

where the implied constants depend on A, k, &’ and the estimate Zrzm(r):m A=t < \m=l
used the fact that, essentially, there are more atoms of .# between F, and F; (for r as in
the sum) than atoms of ¢4 between G, and G;. Finally, we see that for any ¢ > A,

for some constant C' depending on ¢, k, k', and, as € G; and s € G}, this shows inequality

B.D). [
As a corollary of Proposition 3.2, we have

Corollary 3.3. Let (f,) be functions in L. We denote by P, the orthogonal projection
onto S, (F,) and by P}, the orthogonal projection onto . (%) for some positive integers
k,k'. Moreover, let T,, be the operator Tz, 4 from B3]) dominating P, pointwise.

Then, for any integer n and for any 1 < p < oo,

H > B (L 507) 2 S 1 (Paf)

’
p

ST | D 12
>n

p

where the implied constants only depend on k and k'.

We remark that by Jensen’s inequality and the tower property, this is trivial for con-
ditional expectations E(:|.%,) instead of the operators P,,T,,, P;_; even with an absolute
constant on the right hand side.

Proof. We denote by T, the operator Tz, 4 and by T, the operator T'z, ¢ 4, where the
parameters ¢,q < 1 are given by inequality (B.3]) depending on k and &’ respectively.
Setting Uy, := Tz, max(q,q)1/2,k» We perform the following chain of inequalities, where we
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use the positivity of 7,, and ([B3]), Jensen’s inequality for 7, _,, the tower property for
T, T, _, and the L,-boundedness of U, respectively:

HZT (P f)? ) <‘ ZT (T |fel) ))
<HZT (17.52)|)
>n
< ITT D+ || D T(@a?) |
I>n
S 1Al + 3wl Z)* - | S Uar2)
>n
Sz || D5
>n p
where the implied constants only depend on &k and £'. (]

3.4. A duality estimate using a spline square function. In order to give the de-
sired duality estimate contained in Theorem [3.6] we need the following construction of a
function g, € #(.%,) based on a spline square function.

Proposition 3.4. Let (f,) be a sequence of functions with f, € S (F,) for all n and set
=2 1
<n
Then, there exists a sequence of non-negative functions g, € (%) so that for each n,
(1) 9n < Gni1,
(2) Xa'* < g
(3) Eg, < IEX}/Z, where the implied constant depends on k and on sup,,<, Yi(-Fm).

For the proof of this result, we need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let ¢; be a positive constant and let (Aj);\’:1 be a sequence of atoms in F,.
Moreover, let £ : {1,...,N} = {1,...,n} and, for each j € {1,..., N}, let B; be a subset
of an atom D; of F ;) with

(3.8) Bil>er Y A
i:0(1) >L(j),
iCD;

Then, there exists a set-valued mapping ¢ on {1,..., N} so that

(1) l(j) = e1lA;] for all j,
(2) ¢(j) € B; for all j,
(3) p(i) Np(j) =0 for alli # j.

Proof. Without restriction, we assume that the sequence (A;) is enumerated such that
0(j+1) <{(j) forall 1 <j < N — 1. We first choose (1) as an arbitrary (measurable)
subset of By with measure c1|A;|, which is possible by assumption (B.8]). Next, we assume
that for 1 < j < jy, we have constructed ¢(j) with the properties

(1) ()] = il A1,
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(3) ¢(4) N Uicsep(i) = 0.
Based on that, we now construct ¢(jo + 1). Define the index sets I' = {i : £(i) > £(jo +
1),D; € Djy41} and A = {i : ¢ < jo+1,D; C Dj,11}. Since we assumed that ¢ is
decreasing, we have A C I'" and by the nestedness of the o-algebras .%#,, we have for
i < jo+ 1 that either D; C Dj 1y or |D; N Dj 41| = 0. This implies

Biye\ U 00| = 1Bival = | Bior 0 | ()

i<jo 1<jo
> Z |A;| — ‘Djo—i-l N U SO(Z)‘
iel 1<jo
>ad -] U e
ieA i€A\{jo+1}
>a ) A= Y aldl=aldnl
i€A i€eA\{jo+1}

Therefore, we can choose ¢(jo + 1) C Bj,+1 that is disjoint to ¢(i) for any ¢ < j, and
l©(jo + 1)| = c1]Ajy+1| which completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[3.4) Fix n and let (IV, ;) be the B-spline basis of .%;(.%,,). Moreover,
; ) 1/2
for any j, set E,; = supp N, ; and a,; = maxic, MaxX,.g, 5E,, ||Xg||Loo(E“) and we

define £(j) < n and r(j) so that Ey;) ) 2 En; and a,; = || X 2/03(E€(j),r(j)). Set

Gn = Zan,j—NnJ € ()

J

and it will be proved subsequently that this g, has the desired properties.
PROPERTY (1): In order to show ¢, < g,11, we use Theorem 2.4] to write

gn = E a'n,an,j - E ﬁn,an-l—l,ja
J J
where (3, ; is a convex combination of those a,, with E,,,; C E, ,, and thus

gn S Z (T'E max an,r)Nn+1,j~
r :

n+1,ngn,r

By the very definition of a, j, we have

max Q- S An+1,5,
T:En+1,ngn,r J

and therefore, ¢, < ¢,,+1 pointwise, since the B-splines (V.41 ;); are nonnegative functions.

PROPERTY (2): Now we show that X2 < gn. Indeed, for any z € 0, 1],

) ) 1/2 1/2
@) = 3N 2 i s = i 1l 5, 2 Xl

since the collection of B-splines (N, ;); forms a partition of unity.
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PROPERTY (3): Finally, we show Eg, < EX, 12 , where the implied constant depends
only on k and on sup,,, 7x(#n). By B-spline stablhty (Theorem [2.3]), we estimate the
integral of g, by

1/2
(3.9) Bgn S D Bl - 1Xe) 1 )
j
where the implied constant only depends on k. In order to continue the estimate, we next
show the inequality

(3.10) 1 Xl ooy S max || Xl )5

™ s:|Ep .NEys|>0

where by J; s we denote an atom of .%, with J, s C Ej ¢ of maximal length and the implied
constant depends only on k. Indeed, we use Theorem in the form of (Z3)) to get
(fm S yk(yg) for m < 6)

Xl Loy < D Ml

m</t
(3.11) ) )
S Z Z ||fm||Loo(Je,s) = Z Z ||fm||Loo(J5,S)-
m</{ S:|E(’SOE(’T‘>0 SZ‘ELSOE(’T‘>0 m</t

Now observe that for atoms I of .%,, due to the equivalence of p-norms of polynomials
(cf. Corollary 2.2)),

1
Ml § 3 777 [ 7= 1 [ X0 < Wil
n; beel) me 11 /i W
which means that, inserting this in estimate (3.11),
IXelizny S D I Xelliwe,
s:|Eg sNE¢ »|>0

and, since there are at most k indices s so that |E, s N Ey,| > 0, we have established

B.10).

We define Ky, to be an interval Jy s with |Ey, N Ey 4| > 0 so that

X = ||X .
SZ‘E(%aEDZS|>O || ZHLOO(JZ,S) || ZHLOO(KZ,T')

This means, after combining ([B.9) with ([B.I0), we have
(3.12) Egn S Z [l - 1 X 12

Loo (Ko(j),r(5))"

We now apply Lemma with the function ¢ and the choices
Aj - JnJ’, D Kg r(]

B; = {t € D;: Xy (t) > 8‘“‘”||Xe<j>|lLoo<Dj>}-

In order to see assumption (B.8]) of Lemma B.5] fix the index j and let i be such that
((i) > £(j). By definition of D; = Ky, the smallest interval containing J,,; and D;
contains at most 2k — 1 atoms of .%;) and, if D; C Dj, the smallest interval containing
Jn,i and D; contains at most 2k — 1 atoms of 3%(]-). This means that, in particular, J, ;
is a subset of the union V' of 4k atoms of %) with D; C V. Since each atom of .7,
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occurs at most k times in the sequence (A;), there exists a constant ¢; depending on k
and Supu<€(]) 'Vk( ) < SUPy<n ’}/k( ) so that

Dl > > A

i+£(1) >4(5)
DiCDj

which, since |B;| > |D;|/2 by Corollary 2.2 shows the assumption of Lemma 3.5 and we
get a set-valued function ¢ so that ()] = c1|Jn;1/2, ¢(j) C By, (i) Np(j) = O for all
i, 7. Using these properties of ¢, we continue the estimate in (3:12]) and write

1/2 |Jn | 12
Egnszw X 12 0, < 8 J|/ !
J
1/2
R
©(4)
< / X2 < EX)2,
Zj: e(7)

with constants depending only on k and sup,<, vx(-%.). O

Employing this construction of g,,, we now give the following duality estimate for spline
projections (for the martingale case, see for instance [5]). The martingale version of this
result is the essential estimate in the proof of both Lépingle’s inequality (LI]) and the
H'-BMO duality.

Theorem 3.6. Let (%,) be such that v := sup,, 7 (%) < 00 and (fn)n>1 a sequence of
functions with f, € () for each n. Additionally, let h,, € Ly be arbitrary. Then, for
any N,

ZEan.hanE[(ng)m] I Zhe -
nsiN (<N

where the implied constant depends only on k and .

Proof. Let X,, .=, ff and f =0 for ¢ > N and ¢ < 0. By Proposition 3.4, we choose
an increasing sequence (g,) of functions with go = 0, g, € “(.%,) and the properties
Xa? < g, and Eg,, < EX,/? where the implied constant depends only on k£ and ~. Then,
apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality by introducing the factor g,l/ % to get

1/2
S Ellfu- hal] = ZE[ ] < [ZEf?/gn} [ZEW} .
We estimate each of the factors on the right hand side separately and set

D= SOE[f/g.), Sai= S Elgh2)

- g%k

1/2

The first factor is estimated by the pointwise inequality X2 < n:

f2
B>l <El Z i
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=E[) %} < 2B (X2 - X)) = 2EX Y.

n

We continue with X,:

- E[f: geh?] = [ﬁjf}gn — o)1

ZN anl

n= 1 Z:nN

w ZZZ
:E_Z(gn_gn—l)Pn(Zhg)]

_nj;l l=n
<5 (St —an]- s, I

where the last inequality follows from g, > g¢,_1. Noting that by the properties of g,,
E[Zgzl(gn — gn_l)] =Egn < IE<Z)(]1\,/2 and combining the two parts 3; and Y5, we obtain
the conclusion. 0

4. APPLICATIONS

We give two applications of Theorem B.6l (i) D. Lépingle’s inequality and (ii) an
analogue of C. Fefferman’s H;-BMO duality in the setting of splines. Once the results
from Section 3 are known, the proofs of the subsequent results proceed similarly to their
martingale counterparts in [9] and [5] by using spline properties instead of martingale
properties.

4.1. Lépingle’s inequality for splines.

Theorem 4.1. Let k, k' be positive integers. Let (%,) be an interval filtration with
sup,, 1 (-Zn) < oo and, for any n, f, € S (F,) and P! be the orthogonal projection
operator on S (Fy). Then,

(DI

ol = || (o Eraf)) | S
1 1
where the implied constant depends only on k, k' and sup,, vx(-%,).

L = H(fn)HLl(fz)v

Proof. We first assume that f,, = 0 for n > N and begin by using duality

E[(3 (P f)) ] = Swp B[ (L) Ha).

where sup is taken over all (H,,) € Lo ({2) with [[(H,)]|1..(s) = 1. By the self-adjointness
of P,

E[(P_1fa) - Ho] = E[fo - (P_Hy)].
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Then we apply Theorem for f, and h, = P/,_H, to obtain (denoting by P, the
orthogonal projection operator onto .7 (.%,))

@y IRl SB[ )] s "

n<N (Z(Pf/—le)z)

n<N l=n

o0

To estimate the right hand side, we note that for any n, by Corollary 3.3

P £ 3 HL
Therefore, @) implies o -
B R)] = s LY o (Proatil] SE[(S 7))
with 2 Consmntn depending only on k.k" and sup,,<y 1 (-Fn)- Lettni;NN tend to infinity,

we obtain the conclusion. O

4.2. H;-BMO duality for splines. We fix an interval filtration (.%#,)2 ;, a spline order k
and the orthogonal projection operators P, onto .#;(%,) and additionally, we set Py = 0.
For f € L;, we introduce the notation

n

Anf =P, f —P,_.f, Sn(f) = (Z(Aéf) )1/2 S(f) :Sljlpsn(f)'

=1
Observe that for ¢ < n and f,g € Ly,

(4.2) E[Ayf - Angl = E[P(Arf) - Angl = E[ALf - Po(Ang)] = 0.
Let V be the Lj-closure of U,.%%(-%,). Then, the uniform boundedness of P, on L,
implies that P,f — f in Ly for f € V. Next, set
Hip = Hip((Fn)) ={f € VE(S(f)) < oo}
and equip My, with the norm || f[|z, , = ES(f). Define

BMO,, = BMOy((.%,)) = {f €V : sup||ZT (Aef)?) oo < 00}

>n
and the corresponding quasinorm
| fllBmo, = Sup H ZT (Arf) )H1/2
>n

where T), is the operator from (B.3]) that dominates P, pointwise.
Let us now assume sup,, vx(-%,) < oco. In this case we identify, similarly to H;-BMO-

duality (cf. [4, [7, B]), BMOy as the dual space of H .
First, we use the duality estimate Theorem and (L2) to prove, for f € Hyy and
h € BMOy,

E[(P.f) - (Pah)]] < ZEUAeﬂ A S NS (N - 17l Bymoy-

<n

This estimate also implies that the limit lim,, E[( P.f)-( Pnhﬂ exists and satisfies
M E[(Paf) - (Ph)]] S 11l - [llmsco,



MARTINGALE INEQUALITIES FOR SPLINE SEQUENCES 15

On the other hand, similarly to the martingale case (see [5]), given a continuous linear
functional L on H;j, we extend L norm-preservingly to a continuous linear functional A
on Lj(ls), which, by Section 2.4], has the form

Am) =E[> om].  ne L)
‘

for some o € Ly (¢3). The k-martingale spline sequence h, = ), . Ao, is bounded in
L, and therefore, by the spline convergence theorem ((®) on page B), has a limit h € L,
with P,h = h, and which is also contained in BMOy. Indeed, by using Corollary 3.3
we obtain [|A|gvo, S [|0||Lww) = ||Al] = ||L|] with a constant depending only on & and
sup,, & (-#n). Moreover, for f € Hyy, since L is continuous on H g,

L(f) = li7£nL(Pnf) = 1i1£nA((A1f, ., 0,1,0,0,..)

= 1151121@[0—[ - Agf] = EmE[(Pof) - (Pah)].

=1
This yields the following

Theorem 4.2. [f sup,, 1 (%) < oo, the linear mapping
u: BMOy, — Hfy, h— (f = EmE[(P,f) - (P.h)])

1s bijective and satisfies
[u(h)]

where the implied constants depend only on k and sup,, Vi(-%y)-

ny,, = [[hllBmoy.,

Remark 4.3. We close with a few remarks concerning the above result and we assume
that (.%,) is a sequence of increasing interval o-algebras with sup,, (%) < cc.
(1) By Khintchine’s inequality, |[Sf[l1 S sup.eq_113z | 22, €4An f]|1. Based on the in-
terval filtration (.%,), we can generate an interval filtration (%,) that contains
(Z,) as a subsequence and each ¥, is generated from ¥, by dividing exactly
one atom of ¢, into two atoms of ¢, ;. Denoting by P the orthogonal projection
operator onto #4(%,) and AY = P? — P7 | we can write

an+1—1
Denbaf =D e DAY
n n Jj=an
for some sequence (a,,). By using inequalities (27)) and (28] and writing (S¥ f)? =
>0, AT fI?, we obtain for p > 1
ISFle S NSl < 187 Fllp S 1Sl

This implies L, C Hyy, for all p > 1 and, by duality, BMO;, C L, for all p < oo.

(2) If (#,) is of the form that each .%, ;1 is generated from %, by splitting exactly one
atom of .7, into two atoms of .%,,; and under the condition sup,, vx_1(.%,) < oo
(which is stronger than sup, (%) < 00), it is shown in [6] that

1S Fllx 2= 1F Wy

where H; denotes the atomic Hardy space on [0, 1], i.e. in this case, H; j, coincides
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