
ar
X

iv
:2

00
8.

06
92

5v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 1
6 

A
ug

 2
02

0

SHARP ESTIMATES FOR CONDITIONALLY CENTRED

MOMENTS AND FOR COMPACT OPERATORS ON Lp

SPACES

EUGENE SHARGORODSKY AND TEO SHARIA

Abstract. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, ξ be a random variable
on (Ω,F ,P), G be a sub-σ-algebra of F , and let EG = E(·|G) be the corre-
sponding conditional expectation operator. We obtain sharp estimates for
the moments of ξ − EGξ in terms of the moments of ξ. This allows us to
find the optimal constant in the bounded compact approximation property
of Lp([0, 1]), 1 < p < ∞.

1. Introduction: estimates for centred moments

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, ξ be a real valued random variable (r.v.),
and Eξ be the expectation of ξ, i.e. Eξ :=

∫

Ω
ξ(ω) dP(ω). We will always

assume that Ω consists of more than one element and that F is nontrivial, i.e.
F 6= {∅,Ω}. It seems natural to ask what the optimal estimate of the centred
p-th moment of ξ by its p-th absolute (uncentred) moment is. In other words,
one is looking for the optimal constant cp = cp(Ω,F ,P) in the estimate

‖ξ − Eξ‖p = (E|ξ − Eξ|p)1/p ≤ cp (E|ξ|p)1/p = cp‖ξ‖p, (1)

where 1 ≤ p <∞. For p = ∞, the above inequality takes the form

‖ξ − Eξ‖∞ = ess sup
ω∈Ω

|ξ(ω)− Eξ| ≤ c∞ ess sup
ω∈Ω

|ξ(ω)| = c∞‖ξ‖∞. (2)

It follows from Hölder’s inequality that |Eξ| ≤ E|ξ| = ‖ξ‖1 ≤ ‖ξ‖p. Hence
‖ξ − Eξ‖p ≤ ‖ξ‖p + ‖Eξ‖p = ‖ξ‖p + |Eξ| ≤ 2‖ξ‖p.

So, cp ≤ 2 for all p ∈ [1,∞]. On the other hand, if ξ is not a constant r.v.,
then η := ξ − Eξ 6= 0, but Eη = 0. Hence ‖η − Eη‖p = ‖η‖p, and cp ≥ 1 for
all p ∈ [1,∞].

It is well known that c2 = 1. Indeed,

E|ξ − Eξ|2 = E(ξ − Eξ)2 = Eξ2 − (Eξ)2 ≤ Eξ2.

Suppose that (Ω,F ,P) is nonatomic or, more generally, that for every α ∈
(0, 1), there exists ξ such that P(ξ = 1) = α and P(ξ = 0) = 1− α. It is clear

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 60E15, 47A30; Secondary 46B20,
46B28, 46E30, 47B07.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.06925v1


2 E. SHARGORODSKY AND T. SHARIA

that E|ξ| = Eξ = α, E|ξ − Eξ| = 2α(1− α), and

‖ξ − Eξ‖1
‖ξ‖1

= 2(1− α).

Sending α to 0, one concludes that c1 = 2. Similarly, if P(ξ = 1) = α
and P(ξ = −1) = 1 − α, then Eξ = 2α − 1, ‖ξ‖∞ = 1, and ‖ξ − Eξ‖∞ =
max{2α, 2(1−α)}. Sending α to 1 or to 0, one concludes that c∞ = 2. Putting
the above information together, one gets

c1 = 2 = c∞, c2 = 1, 1 ≤ cp ≤ 2 for all p ∈ (1,∞), (3)

where the first equality holds if there are A ∈ F with arbitrarily small positive
P(A), e.g., if P is nonatomic.

The constant cp is obviously the norm of the operatorC : Lp(Ω,P) → Lp(Ω,P),

ξ 7→ Cξ := ξ − Eξ. (4)

Applying the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem (see, e.g., [6, Theorem 1.1.1])
to this operator, one deduces from the equalities in (3) that

cp ≤ 2|1− 2
p |, 1 < p <∞ (5)

(see [30]).

Let (Ω,F ,P) = ([0, 1],L, λ), where λ is the standard Lebesgue measure on
[0, 1] and L is the σ-algebra of Lebesgue measurable subsets of [0, 1]. (Equiv-
alently, one can assume that Ω is a complete separable metric space, F = B
is the Borel σ-algebra of Ω, and P is nonatomic; see, e.g., [7, Theorem 9.2.2].)
C. Franchetti proved (see [15]) that in this case,

cp = cp([0, 1],L, λ) = max
0<α<1

Cp(α) =: Cp for all 1 < p <∞, (6)

where

Cp(α) :=
(

αp−1 + (1− α)p−1
)

1
p

(

α
1

p−1 + (1− α)
1

p−1

)1− 1
p

. (7)

A simple analysis shows that

C1 := lim
p→1+0

Cp = 2 = c1, C∞ := lim
p→∞

Cp = 2 = c∞, (8)

C2 = 1 = c2, Cp′ = Cp for p′ =
p

p− 1
, Cp ≤ 2|1− 2

p |

(see [15] and (3)). Given (6), the last inequality is the same as (5), while the
equality Cp′ = Cp follows also from the fact that the adjoint of the operator
C : Lp(Ω,P) → Lp(Ω,P) (see (4)) is C : Lp′(Ω,P) → Lp′(Ω,P), and hence

cp′ = ‖C‖Lp′(Ω,P)→Lp′ (Ω,P) = ‖C∗‖Lp′(Ω,P)→Lp′ (Ω,P) = ‖C‖Lp(Ω,P)→Lp(Ω,P) = cp.

One can also find the following explicit values in [15]:

C3 =
1

3

(

17 + 7
√
7
)1/3

= 1.0957 . . . , C4 =

(

1 +
2

3

√
3

)1/4

= 1.21156 . . .

The proof of (6) in [15] was quite complicated. A much simpler alternative
proof was produced by T.F. Móri (see [25]), who was apparently unaware of
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C. Franchetti’s work. The latter proof goes as follows. First, consider a r.v.
ξα such that P(ξα = −b) = 1− α and P(ξα = 1− b) = α, where

b :=
α

1
p−1

α
1

p−1 + (1− α)
1

p−1

. (9)

Then

Eξα =
α(1− α)

1
p−1 − (1− α)α

1
p−1

α
1

p−1 + (1− α)
1

p−1

, E|ξα|p =
α(1− α)

(

α
1

p−1 + (1− α)
1

p−1

)p−1 ,

E|ξα − Eξα|p = α(1− α)
(

αp−1 + (1− α)p−1
)

,

(E|ξα − Eξα|p)1/p

(E|ξα|p)1/p
=
(

αp−1 + (1− α)p−1
)

1
p

(

α
1

p−1 + (1− α)
1

p−1

)1− 1
p

,

which shows that cp ≥ Cp. It will be important to us in the next section that
the opposite inequality

cp(Ω,F ,P) ≤ Cp (10)

holds for all probability spaces (Ω,F ,P). The main ingredient that makes
T.F. Móri’s proof easier than that of C. Franchetti’s is the observation that
every zero mean probability distribution on R is a mixture of distributions
concentrated on two points and having zero mean (see [18, Lemma 14.4] for
a beautiful elementary proof, which is attributed there to K.L. Chung). This
allows one to reduce the proof of (10) to showing that

(E|ξ −Eξ|p)1/p

(E|ξ|p)1/p
≤ Cp

holds for every r.v. ξ that takes only two values. The latter is an elementary
although not an entirely trivial calculation.

Yet another proof of (6) was produced by G. Lewicki and L. Skrzypek (see
[20]), who were apparently unaware of T.F. Móri’s work. They considered
the case where Ω = {1, . . . , n} and P is the uniform distribution: P(k) = 1

n
,

k = 1, . . . , n, and proved that for n = 3, 4 and for all sufficiently large n, one
has

cp = max

{

Cp

(

k1
n

)

, Cp

(

k2
n

)}

, (11)

(see (7)), where

k1 := max

{

k ∈ N :
k

n
≤ αp

}

, k2 := min

{

k ∈ N : αp ≤
k

n
<

1

2

}

,

and αp ∈ (0, 1/6) is the unique point at which Cp(α) attains its global max-
imum in [0, 1/2]. They also conjectured that the above result holds for all
n ∈ N. (If n = 3, 4, then the inequality k

n
< 1

2
means that k = 1, and (11)
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takes the form

cp =
((n− 1)p−1 + 1)

1
p

(

(n− 1)
1

p−1 + 1
)1− 1

p

n
.

This result was obtained originally in [34] for n = 2, 3, 4.) G. Lewicki and L.
Skrzypek showed that cp in (11) tends to cp in (6) as n→ ∞ and recovered C.
Franchetti’s result.

As mentioned above,
1 ≤ cp(Ω,F ,P) ≤ Cp

holds for all probability spaces (Ω,F ,P). It turns out that for every c ∈ [1, Cp]
there exist a probability space (Ω,F ,P) such that cp(Ω,F ,P) = c. Indeed, let
Ω = {−1, 1}, P(−1) = 1 − α, P(1) = α. Then cp = Cp(α) (see [25]), and one
can choose α in such a way that cp = c, since

Cp(1/2) = 1 = lim
α→0

Cp(α) = lim
α→1

Cp(α), Cp = max
0<α<1

Cp(α).

All the above results remain true for complex valued random variables ([35,
Ch. IV, Miscellaneous theorems and examples, 13], see also [17], [24]). In
the next section, we extend them to conditional expectations and then use
the obtained results in Section 3 to find the optimal constant in the bounded
compact approximation property of Lp([0, 1]), 1 < p <∞.

2. Estimates for conditionally centred moments

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space, G be a sub-σ-algebra of F , and let
EG = E(·|G) be the corresponding conditional expectation operator. Then
EG : Lp(Ω,F ,P) → Lp(Ω,G,P), 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ is a contractive projection that
preserves constants, i.e.

∥

∥EGξ
∥

∥

p
≤ ‖ξ‖p, EG

(

EGξ
)

= EGξ for all ξ ∈ Lp(Ω,F ,P),

EG
1 = 1,

where 1(ω) = 1 a.s. (see, e.g., [29, Section 2.1, Theorem 9 and Section 2.2,
Theorem 1] or [1, Lemma 6.1.1]). In fact, every contractive projection on
Lp(Ω,F ,P), p ∈ [1,∞)\{2} that preserves constants is the conditional expec-
tation operator EG for a certain sub-σ-algebra G ⊆ F (see [2], [13], [31], and
[29, Section 2.2, Theorem 6]).

Remark. The conditional expectation operator EG is a contractive projection
on a wide class of Banach function spaces that includes all rearrangement
invariant spaces, e.g. Orlicz and Lorentz spaces (see [10], [22, Theorem 2.a.4],
and [5, Ch. 2, Theorem 4.8]). The survey paper [28] contains wealth of
information on contractive projections in Banach function spaces and on their
representability as conditional expectation operators. An example of a Banach
function space over ([0, 1],L, λ), on which EG is unbounded for a certain sub-
σ-algebra G can be found in [27, Example 4.8].
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We are interested in the best constant cp = cp(Ω,F ,G,P) in the estimate

∥

∥ξ − EGξ
∥

∥

p
≤ cp‖ξ‖p, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, (12)

i.e. in the norm of the operator I −EG : Lp(Ω,F ,P) → Lp(Ω,F ,P),

cp(Ω,F ,G,P) =
∥

∥I − EG
∥

∥

Lp(Ω,F ,P)→Lp(Ω,F ,P)
, (13)

where I is the identity operator.

Similarly to Section 1, one has the following:

∥

∥EG
∥

∥ = 1 =⇒
∥

∥I − EG
∥

∥ ≤ 2.

If G 6= F , then there exists a r.v. ξ such that η := ξ−EGξ 6= 0. Since EGη = 0,
one has ‖η − EGη‖p = ‖η‖p, and

∥

∥I − EG
∥

∥ ≥ 1 for all p ∈ [1,∞]. For p = 2,
it follows from

E|ξ − EGξ|2 = E|ξ|2 −E|EGξ|2 ≤ E|ξ|2

(see [18, Theorem 6.1(vi)]) that c2(Ω,F ,G,P) = 1. The following result is an
analogue of (10).

Theorem 2.1.

cp(Ω,F ,G,P) ≤ Cp, 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ (14)

(see (6)–(8), (13)).

Proof. Since C1 = 2 = C∞, it follows from the above that one only needs to
consider the case 1 < p < ∞. Take any ε > 0 and any ξ ∈ Lp(Ω,F ,P).
Since EGξ ∈ Lp(Ω,G,P), it can be approximated by a countably valued G-
measurable function, i.e. there exist pairwise disjoint sets An ∈ G and numbers
an ∈ C, n = 1, . . . , N , N ∈ N ∪ {∞} such that P(An) > 0, ∪N

n=1An = Ω, and

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

EGξ −
N
∑

n=1

an1An

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ε a.s.

Then
∣

∣

∣

∣

1

P(An)

∫

An

ξ dP− an

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

P(An)

∫

An

EGξ dP− an

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

P(An)

∫

An

(

EGξ − an
)

dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

P(An)

∫

An

(

EGξ −
N
∑

k=1

ak1Ak

)

dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

P(An)

∫

An

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

EGξ −
N
∑

k=1

ak1Ak

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

dP < ε.
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Hence

∥

∥ξ − EGξ
∥

∥

p
≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ −
N
∑

n=1

(

1

P(An)

∫

An

ξ dP

)

1An

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

(

1

P(An)

∫

An

ξ dP

)

1An
−

N
∑

n=1

an1An

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

N
∑

n=1

an1An
− EGξ

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

<

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ −
N
∑

n=1

(

1

P(An)

∫

An

ξ dP

)

1An

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

+ 2ε.

Applying (10) to the probability spaces
(

An,Fn,
1

P(An)
P
)

, where

Fn := {A ∩An| A ∈ F},
one gets

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ξ −
N
∑

n=1

(

1

P(An)

∫

An

ξ dP

)

1An

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

p

=
N
∑

n=1

∫

An

∣

∣

∣

∣

ξ(ω)− 1

P(An)

∫

An

ξ dP

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dP(ω)

≤
N
∑

n=1

Cp
p

∫

An

|ξ(ω)|p dP(ω) = Cp
p‖ξ‖pp.

So,
∥

∥ξ −EGξ
∥

∥

p
≤ Cp‖ξ‖p + 2ε for all ε > 0,

i.e.
∥

∥ξ − EGξ
∥

∥

p
≤ Cp‖ξ‖p for all ξ ∈ Lp(Ω,F ,P).

�

Example 2.2. One might ask whether EGξ is a “better approximation” of ξ in
the Lp norm than Eξ, i.e. whether the inequality cp(Ω,F ,G,P) ≤ cp(Ω,F ,P)
holds. The following example shows that, in general, this is not the case. Let
1 < p < ∞, αp ∈ (0, 1) be a point at which Cp(α) attains its maximum (see
(7)), Ω = {−1, 0, 1}, P(−1) = τ(1−αp), P(1) = ταp, P(0) = 1−τ , 0 < τ < 1,
and

G =
{

∅, {0}, {−1, 1},Ω
}

.

If τ is close to 0, then it is natural to expect cp(Ω,F ,P) to be close to the
constant cp for the probability space consisting of two points with probabilities
1 − τ and τ , i.e. to Cp(1 − τ) and hence to 1 (see the end of Section 1). On
the other hand, if ξ is a random variable supported by {−1, 1}, then EGξ is
also supported by the set {−1, 1}, where it is constant. Hence cp(Ω,F ,G,P)
is greater than or equal to the constant cp for the probability space consisting
of two points 1 and −1 with probabilities αp and 1 − αp, i.e. to Cp(αp) = Cp.
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Then one has cp(Ω,F ,G,P) = Cp due to Theorem 2.1. Here is a more detailed
argument.

For any r.v. ξ, one has

Eξ = τ(1− αp)ξ(−1) + ταpξ(1) + (1− τ)ξ(0).

Consider the random variables η, ζ , and ξ0 defined as follows

η(±1) = Eξ, η(0) = 0,

ζ(±1) = 0, ζ(0) = τ(1− αp)ξ(−1) + ταpξ(1),

ξ0(±1) = 0, ξ0(0) = (1− τ)ξ(0).

It is easy to see that

‖η‖p = τ 1/p|Eξ| ≤ τ 1/p‖ξ‖p
‖ζ‖p = (1− τ)1/pτ |(1− αp)ξ(−1) + αpξ(1)|
≤ (1− τ)1/pτ ((1− αp)|ξ(−1)|p + αp|ξ(1)|p)1/p ≤ (1− τ)1/pτ 1−1/p‖ξ‖p,
η(ω) + ζ(ω) + ξ0(ω) = Eξ for all ω ∈ Ω.

Hence

‖ξ −Eξ‖p = ‖ξ − (η + ζ + ξ0)‖p ≤ ‖ξ − ξ0‖p + ‖η‖p + ‖ζ‖p
≤ ‖ξ‖p + τ 1/p‖ξ‖p + (1− τ)1/pτ 1−1/p‖ξ‖p ≤

(

1 + τ 1/p + τ 1−1/p
)

‖ξ‖p.
So,

cp(Ω,F ,P) ≤ 1 + τ 1/p + τ 1−1/p,

and choosing a sufficiently small τ , one can make cp(Ω,F ,P) arbitrarily close
to 1. On the other hand, let ξ(−1) = −b, ξ(1) = 1 − b, ξ(0) = 0, where b is
defined by (9) with α = αp. Then the same calculations as in Section 1 show
that

EGξ(±1) =
αp(1− αp)

1
p−1 − (1− αp)α

1
p−1
p

α
1

p−1
p + (1− αp)

1
p−1

, EGξ(0) = 0,

∥

∥ξ − EGξ
∥

∥

p

‖ξ‖p
=
(

αp−1
p + (1− αp)

p−1
)

1
p

(

α
1

p−1
p + (1− αp)

1
p−1

)1− 1
p

= Cp.

Hence cp(Ω,F ,G,P) = Cp. �

Theorem 2.3. For every p ∈ [1,∞] and every c ∈ [1, Cp], there exists a
sub-σ-algebra G ⊂ L such that

cp([0, 1],L,G, λ) = c. (15)

Proof. Take any β ∈ (0, 1) and consider the mapping

Jβx = Jβ(x) :=
β

1− β
(1− x), x ∈ [β, 1].
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It is cleat that Jβ is a homeomorphism of [β, 1] onto [0, β], and

J−1
β y = J−1

β (y) = 1− 1− β

β
y, y ∈ [0, β].

Let
Gβ := {Jβ(A) ∪ A : A ⊆ [β, 1], A ∈ L} . (16)

It is easy to see that Gβ is a sub-σ-algebra of L and that every Gβ-measurable
r.v. takes equal values at x ∈ [β, 1] and Jβx. Then the condition

∫

Jβ(A)∪A

ξ(t) dt =

∫

Jβ(A)∪A

EGβξ(t) dt for all A ⊆ [β, 1], A ∈ L

implies that

EGβξ(x) = EGβξ(Jβx) = (1− β)ξ(x) + βξ(Jβx), x ∈ [β, 1],

EGβξ(y) = EGβξ(J−1
β y) = (1− β)ξ(J−1

β y) + βξ(y), y ∈ [0, β]

for every ξ ∈ L1([0, 1],L, λ). Hence
ξ(y)− EGβξ(y) = ξ(y)− (1− β)ξ(J−1

β y)− βξ(y)

= (1− β)(ξ(y)− ξ(J−1
β y)), y ∈ [0, β], (17)

ξ(x)− EGβξ(x) = ξ(x)− (1− β)ξ(x)− βξ(Jβx)

= β(ξ(x)− ξ(Jβx)), x ∈ [β, 1]. (18)

Suppose 1 < p <∞. Then

∥

∥ξ −EGβξ
∥

∥

p

p
= (1− β)p

∫ β

0

∣

∣ξ(y)− ξ(J−1
β y)

∣

∣

p
dy

+ βp

∫ 1

β

|ξ(x)− ξ(Jβx)|p dx

= (1− β)p
β

1− β

∫ 1

β

|ξ(x)− ξ(Jβx)|p dx+ βp

∫ 1

β

|ξ(x)− ξ(Jβx)|p dx.

Let κ :=
(

β ((1− β)p−1 + βp−1)
)1/p

. Then it follows from the above that

∥

∥ξ − EGβξ
∥

∥

p
= κ

(
∫ 1

β

|ξ(x)− ξ(Jβx)|p dx
)1/p

≤ κ

(

(
∫ 1

β

|ξ(x)|p dx
)1/p

+

(
∫ 1

β

|ξ(Jβx)|p dx
)1/p

)

(19)

= κ

(

(
∫ 1

β

|ξ(x)|p dx
)1/p

+

(
∫ β

0

|ξ(y)|p dy
)1/p(

1− β

β

)1/p
)

.

Suppose ‖ξ‖p = 1 and let γ :=
∫ 1

β
|ξ(x)|p dx. Then

∫ β

0
|ξ(y)|p dy = 1− γ, and

∥

∥ξ − EGβξ
∥

∥

p
≤ κ

(

γ1/p + (1− γ)1/p
(

1− β

β

)1/p
)

=: κΨβ(γ). (20)



CONDITIONALLY CENTRED MOMENTS AND COMPACT OPERATORS ON L
p

9

Solving Ψ′
β(γ) = 0, one gets

γ
1
p
−1 − (1− γ)

1
p
−1

(

1− β

β

)1/p

= 0

⇐⇒
(

γ

1− γ

)
1−p

p

=

(

1− β

β

)1/p

⇐⇒ γ =

(

β
1−β

)
1

p−1

1 +
(

β
1−β

)
1

p−1

=
β

1
p−1

(1− β)
1

p−1 + β
1

p−1

(21)

⇐⇒ 1− γ =
(1− β)

1
p−1

(1− β)
1

p−1 + β
1

p−1

.

So, Ψβ attains its maximum at γ given by (21), and, using the equality

1

p(p− 1)
+

1

p
=

1

p− 1
,

one gets

∥

∥ξ − EGβξ
∥

∥

p
≤ κ







β
1

p(p−1)

(

(1− β)
1

p−1 + β
1

p−1

) 1
p

(22)

+
(1− β)

1
p(p−1)

(

(1− β)
1

p−1 + β
1

p−1

)
1
p

(

1− β

β

)1/p







= κ
β

1
p−1 + (1− β)

1
p−1

β
1
p

(

β
1

p−1 + (1− β)
1

p−1

)
1
p

=
(

(1− β)p−1 + βp−1
)1/p

(

β
1

p−1 + (1− β)
1

p−1

)
p−1
p

for all ξ ∈ Lp([0, 1],L, λ) with ‖ξ‖p = 1. Choosing ξ such that
∫ 1

β
|ξ(x)|p dx

equals γ given by (21) and

ξ(Jβx) = −
(

(1− γ)(1− β)

γβ

)1/p

ξ(x),

one gets the equality ‖ξ‖p = 1 and equalities in (19) and (22). Hence,

cp([0, 1],L,Gβ, λ) =
∥

∥I − EGβ

∥

∥

=
(

(1− β)p−1 + βp−1
)1/p

(

β
1

p−1 + (1− β)
1

p−1

)
p−1
p

= Cp(β)

(see (7)). So, one can choose β in such a way that cp([0, 1],L,Gβ, λ) = c (cf.
the end of Section 1).
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Suppose now p = ∞. It follows from (17), (18) that
∥

∥ξ − EGβξ
∥

∥

∞
= max{β, (1− β)} ess sup

x∈[β,1]

|ξ(x)− ξ(Jβx)|

≤ 2max{β, (1− β)}‖ξ‖∞
for all ξ ∈ L∞([0, 1],L, λ). If ξ(Jβx) = −ξ(x), x ∈ [β, 1], then

∥

∥ξ − EGβξ
∥

∥

∞
= 2max{β, (1− β)}‖ξ‖∞.

Hence
c∞([0, 1],L,Gβ, λ) =

∥

∥I − EGβ

∥

∥ = 2max{β, (1− β)}.
This proves (15) for c ∈ [1, 2). For c = 2, one can take G = {∅, [0, 1]} and use
(3).

Finally, suppose p = 1. Since the adjoint of the operator I−EGβ : L1([0, 1]) →
L1([0, 1]) is the operator I − EGβ : L∞([0, 1]) → L∞([0, 1]) (see, e.g., [18,
Theorem 6.1(vi)]), one has

c1([0, 1],L,Gβ, λ) =
∥

∥I −EGβ

∥

∥

L1([0,1])→L1([0,1])
=
∥

∥I −EGβ

∥

∥

L∞([0,1])→L∞([0,1])

= c∞([0, 1],L,Gβ, λ) = c.

�

The sub-σ-algebra Gβ (see (16)) is close to the full σ-algebra L in the sense that
the σ-algebra generated by Gβ and the set [β, 1] coincides with L. It turns out
that if a sub-σ-algebra G is much smaller than L, then cp([0, 1],L,G, λ) = Cp.
More precisely, if (Ω,F ,P) is a separable nonatomic probability space and
there exists a r.v. ξ on (Ω,F ,P), which is independent of a sub-σ-algebra
G ⊂ F and has a nontrivial Gaussian distribution, then cp(Ω,F ,G,P) = Cp,
1 ≤ p <∞ (see [12], [16], or [27, Definitions 1.5–1.7, Corollary 4.25, Corollary
6.12 and the paragraph following it]).

3. Estimates for compact operators on Lp([0, 1]) spaces

For a Banach space X , let F(X) and K(X) denote the sets of bounded linear
finite rank and compact linear operators on X , respectively.

Definition 3.1. A Banach space X is said to have the bounded compact ap-
proximation property (BCAP) if there exists a constant M ∈ (0,+∞) such that
given any ε > 0 and any finite set F ⊂ X, there exists an operator T ∈ K(X)
such that

‖I − T‖ ≤M and ‖x− Tx‖ < ε for all x ∈ F. (23)

We denote by M(X) the infimum of the constants M for which the above
conditions are satisfied.

Many autors (see, e.g., [8], [9], [21], [22], and the references therein) have the
condition ‖T‖ ≤M in place of ‖I−T‖ ≤ M in the definition of BCAP and of
related approximation properties. Let m(X) be the infimum of the constants
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M for which the conditions in this alternative definition of BCAP are satisfied.
It is clear that

m(X)− 1 ≤M(X) ≤ m(X) + 1.

If one is not interested in sharp constants, then it usually does not matter
whether one knows m(X) or M(X). However, the latter appears naturally
in estimates for the essential norms of operators by their measures of non-
compactnes and it is desirable to know the value of M(X) (see [3], [14], [19],
[32]). It is well known that m(Lp([0, 1])) = 1, 1 ≤ p < ∞ (see, e.g., [26,
Lemma 19.3.5]). The next result answers the question about the exact value
of M(Lp([0, 1])).

Theorem 3.2.

M(Lp([0, 1])) = Cp, 1 ≤ p <∞ (24)

(see (6), (7)).

The above result implies thatM(L1([0, 1])) = 2. This equality andM(L∞([0, 1]))
= 2 follow from the well known fact that the spaces L1([0, 1]) and L∞([0, 1])
have the so called Daugavet property, i.e. ‖I + T‖ = 1 + ||T || for every
T ∈ K(Lp([0, 1])), p = 1 or ∞ (see [11], [4], [23], and [27, Ch. 6]).

The proof of (24) consists of proving the inequalities M(Lp([0, 1])) ≤ Cp and
M(Lp([0, 1])) ≥ Cp. We prove the former with the help of Theorem 2.1 and
derive the latter from an estimate for compact operators on Lp([0, 1]) (see
Theorem 3.4), which we think might be of an independent interest.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 ≤ p <∞, δ ≥ 0, γ ∈ C, and let T ∈ K(Lp([0, 1])) be such
that

‖γ1− T1‖Lp ≤ δ.

Then

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp ≥ ‖I − γE‖Lp→Lp − δ. (25)

Proof. Take an arbitrary ε > 0. Since T ∈ K(Lp), there exists K0 ∈ F(Lp)
such that ‖T−K0‖Lp→Lp ≤ ε (see, e.g., [21, Sections 1a and 1e]). The operator
K0 admits the following representation

K0f =

N
∑

j=1

(
∫ 1

0

gj(t)f(t) dt

)

hj, ∀f ∈ Lp([0, 1]),

where gj ∈ Lp′([0, 1]), hj ∈ Lp([0, 1]), j = 1, . . . , N , N ∈ N. Approximating the
functions gj by simple functions and rearranging the terms, one can construct
an operator K1 ∈ F(Lp) such that ‖K0 −K1‖Lp→Lp ≤ ε and

K1f =
M
∑

k=1

(
∫

Ak

f(t) dt

)

ϕk, ∀f ∈ Lp([0, 1]),

where ϕk ∈ Lp([0, 1]), k = 1, . . . ,M , M ∈ N, and Ak are pairwise disjoint
measurable subsets of [0, 1] of positive measure such that [0, 1] = ∪M

k=1Ak.
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Let νp(γ) := ‖I − γE‖Lp([0,1])→Lp([0,1]). There exists χ ∈ Lp([0, 1]) such that
‖χ‖Lp = 1 and ‖χ− γEχ‖Lp ≥ νp(γ)− ε. Let κ := Eχ. The probability space
(Ak,Lk,Pk), where

Lk := {A ∩Ak : A ∈ L}, Pk :=
1

λ(Ak)
λ,

is isomorphic (modulo sets of measure 0) to ([0, 1],L, λ) (see, e.g., [7, Theorem
9.2.2 and Corollary 6.6.7]). Let wk : Ak → [0, 1] be such an isomorphism and
let χk := χ ◦ wk. Then ‖χk‖Lp(Ak ,Pk) = 1, ‖χk − γEkχk‖Lp(Ak,Pk) ≥ νp(γ)− ε,
and Ekχk = κ, where Ekξ :=

∫

Ak
ξ(t) dPk(t) =

1
λ(Ak)

∫

Ak
ξ(t) dt. Finally, define

ψ by ψ(t) = χk(t), t ∈ Ak, k = 1, . . . ,M .

Since
∫

Ak

(χk(t)− κ) dt = κλ(Ak)− κλ(Ak) = 0,

one gets K1 (ψ − κ1) = 0 and Eψ = κ. Hence

‖(I −K1)ψ‖Lp = ‖ψ −K1ψ‖Lp = ‖ψ −K1 (κ1)‖Lp

≥ ‖ψ − T (κ1)‖Lp − 2ε ‖κ1‖Lp ≥ ‖ψ − γκ1‖Lp − |κ|‖γ1− T1‖Lp − 2ε|κ|

≥
(

M
∑

k=0

∫

Ak

|χk(t)− γκ|p dt
)1/p

− (δ + 2ε)|κ|

=

(

M
∑

k=0

∫

Ak

|χk(t)− γEkχk|p dt
)1/p

− (δ + 2ε)|κ|

≥
(

M
∑

k=0

(νp(γ)− ε)p
∫

Ωk

|χk(t)|p dt
)1/p

− (δ + 2ε)‖ψ‖Lp

= (νp(γ)− δ − 3ε)‖ψ‖Lp.

So, ‖I −K1‖Lp→Lp ≥ νp(γ)− δ − 3ε and hence

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp ≥ νp(γ)− δ − 5ε, ∀ε > 0,

i.e. (25) holds. �

Theorem 3.4. Let 1 ≤ p <∞, γ ∈ C, and let T ∈ K(Lp([0, 1])). Then

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp + inf
‖u‖Lp=1

‖(γI − T )u‖Lp ≥ ‖I − γE‖Lp→Lp. (26)

In particular,

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp + inf
‖u‖Lp=1

‖(I − T )u‖Lp ≥ ‖I −E‖Lp→Lp = Cp (27)

(see (4) and (6)).

Proof. Take an arbitrary ε > 0. Let

δ := inf
‖u‖Lp=1

‖(γI − T )u‖Lp.
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There exists u0 ∈ Lp([0, 1]) such that ‖u0‖Lp = 1 and ‖(γI − T )u0‖Lp < δ + ǫ.
Then there exists an approximation v ∈ Lp([0, 1]) of u0 such that v 6= 0 almost
everywhere in [0, 1] and

‖γv − Tv‖Lp ≤ (δ + 2ε)‖v‖Lp.

Let v0 := v/‖v‖Lp and

w(t) :=

∫ t

0

|v0(x)|pdx.

Then w is a strictly increasing absolutely continuous function that maps [0, 1]
onto itself. Consider the operator J defined by

(Jf)(t) := v0(t)f(w(t)), t ∈ [0, 1].

It is easy to see that J is an isometric automorphism of Lp and J1 = v0.

Set T0 := J−1TJ ∈ K(Lp). Then

‖γ1− T01‖Lp = ‖γJ−1v0 − J−1Tv0‖Lp = ‖γv0 − Tv0‖Lp ≤ δ + 2ε,

and it follows from Lemma 3.3 applied to T0 that

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp = ‖JJ−1 − JT0J
−1‖Lp→Lp = ‖I − T0‖Lp→Lp

≥ ‖I − γE‖Lp→Lp − δ − 2ε for all ε > 0.

�

Theorem 3.4 remains valid for narrow operators T ∈ B(Lp([0, 1])) ([33]; see
[27] for information on narrow operators).

Corollary 3.5. Let 1 ≤ p <∞. If γ ∈ C is an eigenvalue of T ∈ K(Lp([0, 1])),
then

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp ≥ ‖I − γE‖Lp→Lp. (28)

In particular, if I − T is not invertible, then

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp ≥ Cp. (29)

Proof of Theorem 3.2. It follows from Theorem 3.4 that for every operator
T ∈ K(X) satisfying the second inequality in (23) the following estimate holds

‖I − T‖Lp→Lp + ε ≥ Cp.

Hence M(Lp([0, 1])) ≥ Cp.

To prove the opposite inequality, take any ε > 0 and any finite set {f1, . . . , fN}
⊂ Lp([0, 1]). There exist a partition of [0, 1] into pairwise disjoint measurable
sets Ak, k = 1, . . . ,M of positive measure and simple functions g1, . . . , gN
that are constant on each Ak and satisfy the inequalities ‖fn − gn‖Lp([0,1]) <
ε/2, n = 1, . . . , N . Let G be the sub-σ-algebra of L generated by the sets
Ak, k = 1, . . . ,M and consider the conditional expectation operator EG :
Lp([0, 1]) → Lp([0, 1]). The range of EG is the linear span of the indicator
functions of the sets Ak and hence is an M dimensional linear subspace of
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Lp([0, 1]). So, EG ∈ F(Lp([0, 1])) ⊂ K(Lp([0, 1])). According to Theorem 2.1,
∥

∥I − EG
∥

∥

Lp→Lp ≤ Cp. Further, E
Ggn = gn by construction, and

∥

∥fn − EGfn
∥

∥

Lp ≤ ‖fn − gn‖Lp +
∥

∥gn −EGfn
∥

∥

Lp <
ε

2
+
∥

∥EG(gn − fn)
∥

∥

Lp

≤ ε

2
+ ‖gn − fn‖Lp < ε, n = 1, . . . , N,

since
∥

∥EG
∥

∥

Lp→Lp = 1. Hence M(Lp([0, 1])) ≤ Cp. �

All results of this section remain true for Lp(Ω,B, µ), where Ω is a complete
separable metric space, B is the Borel σ-algebra of Ω, and µ is a nonatomic
finite measure, since (Ω,B, 1

µ(Ω)
µ) is isomorphic, modulo sets of measure 0, to

([0, 1],L, λ) (see, e.g., [7, Theorem 9.2.2]).
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