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OPTIMAL RANGE OF HAAR MARTINGALE TRANSFORMS
AND ITS APPLICATIONS

SERGEY ASTASHKIN, JINGHAO HUANG, MARAT PLIEV, FEDOR SUKOCHEV,
AND DMITRIY ZANIN

ABSTRACT. Let (Fn),>0 be the standard dyadic filtration on [0,1]. Let Ex,
be the conditional expectation from L; = L1[0,1] onto Fy, n > 0, and let
Ex_, = 0. We present the sharp estimate for the distribution function of the
martingale transform 7' defined by

o0
T =3 (Bt —Erp  f), FE Ly,
m=0
in terms of the classical Calderén operator. As an application, for a given
symmetric function space E on [0, 1], we identify the symmetric space Sg, the
optimal Banach symmetric range of martingale transforms/Haar basis projec-
tions acting on FE.

1. INTRODUCTION
Recall that the Haar system is formed by the functions hg o(t) = hi(t) = 1,

1te AZE]!
hn,k:(t) — h2n+k(t) - —1,t S A%ﬁl

0, for all other ¢ € [0, 1],

where n = 0,1,..., k = 1,...,2" and A, = ((j — 1)27™,52™™), m = 1,2,...,
j=1,...,2m Tt is well known (see e.g., [17, Ch. 3] or [20, Proposition I1.2.c.1])
that this system is a basis in L, = L,[0,1] for all 1 < p < oo and even in every
separable symmetric function space [20, Proposition I1.2.c.1]. Moreover, according
to a remarkable result due to Paley [22] (see also [20, Theorem II.2.c.5.] or [17,
§3.3]):

The Haar system {h,}32, is an unconditional basis in L,, for every

1 <p<oo.

This result turned to be extremely rich in its connections with many important
problems of interest in analysis and probability theory. In particular, it served as the
starting point for in-depth research undertaken by Burkholder, who has obtained
sharp inequalities of Paley type for general classes of martingale transforms (see
[6, 7, 8]).
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Nowadays, martingale transforms provides insights not only into probability and
statistics but also into harmonic analysis, geometry of various classes of Banach
spaces, operator algebras and mathematical physics (see e.g. [3, 9, 28, 13] and
references therein). It is worth to note that the properties of the transformed mar-
tingales differ markedly from those of initial martingales (see e.g. the remark at the
very beginning of [8], “... there do exist small martingales with large transforms”).
The main result of this paper, the sharp estimate for the distribution function of
the Haar martingale transform in terms of the classical Calderén operator, indicates
that Burkholder’s remark remains relevant also in this setting.

We detail now our setting. Let (F,)n>0 be the standard dyadic filtration on
[0,1]. Given an arbitrary sequence € = {€}n>0, with €, € {-1,0,1}, n > 0, we
consider a class of special martingale transforms T, defined by

(1.1) Tw =Y e (Enz—E, 12), 2 € Ly,
n>0

where E,, is the conditional expectation from L; onto F,,, n > 0, and the series are
understood in the sense of convergence in measure.
The classical Calderén operator S is defined by

t 1
(1.2) (Sz)(t) ::%/0 x(s)ds+/t “’f) ds, € L.

Our main interest in this paper lies in the comparison of the distribution func-
tions of elements |T.z| and |S(x)], or equivalently, of their decreasing right-continuous
rearrangements p(7T.x) and p(Sx), respectively. Any martingale transform T of the
form (1.1) is a contraction in Ly and is of weak type (1,1) with constant 2 (this
can be derived from [17, Theorem 3.3.7] or [21, Theorem 5.1]). Moreover, it is
self-adjoint in the sense that

1 1
/ Tex(s)y(s)ds = / x(s)Tey(s)ds, =,y € Lo.
0 0

Therefore, T, has an upper pointwise estimate given by the operator S: there exists
a constant Cyps such that

(1.3) w(Tex) < CapsSpu(x), Ve = {€m}tm>0 and Vo € Ly

(see e.g. [10, Appendix], [14, Proposition 5.2.2, p. 50], [29], [2, Example 4.15] and
[15], [31] for a more general setting). The estimates of the type (1.3) are well
known not only for transforms 7. but also for other classical operators such as the
Hilbert transform and the conjugate-function operator (see, for instance, [30, § 2]
and [4, Theorem 3.6.10]), which, in fact, admit a converse. However, the case of
the converse estimate for martingale transforms remains open, and we state it here
as follows

Is estimate (1.3) optimal?
A similar question was also raised in [12] in the non-commutative setting. The main
result of the present paper not only answers this question in the affirmative, but

it also shows that the required optimality is achieved in fact by just one operator
T =T, with e = {1,0,1,0, - - },,>0, i.c.

(1.4) Tz:= Y (Bomz —Eom 12), x € Ly.

m>0
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In order to state the main result, Theorem 1 below, we recall that the dilation
operator g, s > 0 (on the linear space of all measurable functions on [0,1]) is
defined by osz(t) = x(t/s)x, ,, (t/), t € [0,1].

Theorem 1. For every function x € Ly there exists f € L1 such that
|| < Boun(a) and o3 Su(x) < 12u(Tf).

Recall that Paley’s result for L,-spaces was later extended (see e.g. [20, I.2.c] or
[18, Theorem I1.9.6]) to the setting of separable symmetric function spaces having
non-trivial Boyd indices (equivalently, separable interpolation spaces between L,
and Lg, for some 1 < p < ¢ < oo [20]). The same condition is equivalent to
the boundedness of the Calderén operator S on a symmetric function space (see
e.g. [4, Chapter 3, Theorem 6.10 and Corollary 6.11]). Therefore, an immediate
consequence of Theorem 1 is the fact that the unconditionality of the Haar basis
in a symmetric function space E can be equivalently restated in the terms of the
boundedness of the operator T in E (cf. [19]). Moreover, this result allows us to
identify the optimal Banach symmetric range of martingale transforms on F, for
any given symmetric function space F on [0, 1].

In Section 4.1, we introduce the least receptacle Sg of the Calderén operator
S on a quasi-Banach symmetric function space E such that £ C L; and, as an
application of Theorem 1, we show that the optimal symmetric quasi-Banach range
of T on such a space F coincides with Sg (see Theorem 16 and Corollary 17).
Moreover, in Section 4.3, we prove the following:

Corollary 2. Assume that E C Ly and F are quasi-Banach symmetric function
spaces on (0,1). The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The martingale transform T is bounded from E into F.
(2) The Hilbert transform* H is bounded from E into I .
(8) The Calderdén operator S is bounded from E into F.

If, in addition, E is separable, then each of the statements (1) — (3) is equivalent
to the following:

(4) The projections Pa : Ly — Lo, A C N, defined by setting

hi, i€ A
Pyhi =< " .
0, i¢A
extend to bounded linear mappings from E into F. Moreover,
sup ||PA||E—>F < oo.
ACN
In the case when E has non-trivial Boyd indices, the space S coincides with
E and from this angle, the result of Corollary 2 extends and complements classical
results of Paley and others cited above.

LAs usual, the Hilbert transform H on [0, 1] is defined by the principal-value integral:

Hax(t) := lim 2(s) d
=0 J|t—s|>5 t — s

s, t€[0,1]

(equivalently, in this context we can consider the conjugate-function operator = — Z, see e.g. [4,
p. 160]).
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In the special case, when the space E is a Lorentz space E = Ay(0,1) with ¢
satisfying some natural conditions., we provide a precise identification of the space
Sk as another Lorentz space (see Section 4.2 and Corollary 20).

In conclusion, we apply our results to the theory of narrow operators (see [26,
25]). In Section 4.4, we show that the identity operator on every separable quasi-
Banach symmetric function space E is a sum of two narrow operators (given by
basis projections with respect to the Haar basis) bounded from E into Sg. This
application extends the known result (see [26, 24, 25]) that the identity operator
on a separable symmetric space E with non-trivial Boyd indices is a sum of two
narrow operators bounded in E, which plays an important role in the theory of
narrow operators.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Decreasing Rearrangement. Let (I, m) denote the measure space I = (0, 1)
equipped with the Lebesgue measure m. Denote by S(0,1) the space of all mea-
surable real-valued functions on (I,m) (more precisely, classes of functions which
coincide almost everywhere).

For x € S(0,1), we denote by p(x) = p(t;z) the decreasing right-continuous
rearrangement of the function |z| (see e.g. [20, II, p. 117] or [4, p. 29]), that is,

plt;z) :=inf{s >0: m({ue[0,1]: |z(u)] > s}) <t}, tel.

2.2. Symmetric (Quasi-)Banach Function Spaces. For the general theory of
symmetric Banach function spaces (resp. quasi-Banach spaces), we refer the reader
to [4, 18, 20] (resp. to [16]).

Definition 3. We say that a (quasi-)normed space (E, ||-|| ) is a symmetric (quasi-

Jnormed function space on [0, 1] if the following hold:

(a) E is a subset of S(0,1);

(b) Ifx € E and ify € S(0,1) are such that |y| < |z|, theny € E and ||yl 5 < ||z| g

(¢c) If = € E and if y € S(0,1) are such that p(y) = wp(x), then y € E and
1Yllz =l g -

If, in addition, (E, ||-||p) is a (quasi-)Banach space, then (E, ||| ) is called a sym-

metric (quasi-)Banach function space.

For each s > 0, the dilation operator o5 given by osz(t) = x(t/s)x,,,,(t/s),
t € [0, 1], is well defined and bounded on every (quasi-)Banach symmetric function
space E.
The Boyd indices [20, 18] of a Banach symmetric function space E are defined
by
ol p - Infloslpp
o(E) = lim = P28, B(E) = lim — P
In general, 0 < a(E) < S(E) < 1.

2.3. Calder6n operator. The classical Hardy (or Cesaro) operator C' and its
(formal) dual C*? are defined by setting
1 S
(Cx)(s) := —/ x(u) du
0

S

2For any x,y € L2, we have fol (Cz)(s)y(s)ds = fol z(s)(C*y)(s) ds.
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and
(C*z)(s) ::/ #du,

respectively [11]. It is well known that C' : Ly — Li and C* : Ly — Ly,
where the quasi-Banach symmetric space L1 o := L1 5 (0, 1) consists of all functions
2 € S(0,1) such that the quasi-norm

lzll,, . = sup tu(t;x)
k 0<t<1

is finite.
One can easily see that the Calderén operator S (see (1.2)) satisfies the following
equality

(Sx)(t) = (Cx)(t) + (C*x)(t), = € Ly.
3. PROOF oF THEOREM 1

Let {F, }n>0 be the standard dyadic filtration on [0, 1]. Let E,, be the conditional
expectation from L; onto F,,, n > 0, and assume for convenience that E_; = 0.
Also, we denote I, := (27771, 277) J, := (0,27"), n > 0, and set

(3.1) E= ] b
n>0
Recall (see (1.4)) that the martingale transform T is defined by the formula
Tf= Z (Emf_Emflf)-

m>0
m is even

3.1. Pointwise upper estimate: the case of the operator C*. In this sub-
section, we were inspired by the proof of Theorem 1 in [19]; see also [1, Chapter
13.2].

For a measurable function x € L1, we define a function f; by setting

o0

(3.2) A=) D" (@) b,

n=0
where {hn.1}n>0 is a subsequence of the Haar system {h,, }. Note that
(3.3) by = Xipyr = Xt = X(ga-n-1) = Xg=n—19-ny> T > 0.

The following proposition delivers a pointwise upper estimate for an element
C*(u(x)) in terms of the operator T and the function f; introduced above.
Proposition 4. Let x € Ly. If E and f1 are as in (3.1) and (3.2), respectively,
then

1
(Tf)xe = MXE 01 C" ().

We split the proof of Proposition 4 into several steps.
The first lemma is just a simple observation. We provide a short proof for the
reader’s convenience.

Lemma 5. Let a, € R, n > 0. We have

o) 00 m—1
Zanhn,l - _QOXIO + Z <<Z an) - am) le'
n=0 m=1 n=0
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Proof. By the definitions of h,, 1, I, and J,,, we have

00 00
Y
apln1 = 2% X,]n+1 — X1,
n=0 n=0
00 00
= § anx~]n+1_§ an Xy,
n=0 n=0
00

o0 o0
= an E X1y — E amXy,,
0 m=0

n= m=n+1
00 m—1 00
= Z X1 Z Ap — Z amXy,,
m=1 n=0 m=0
00 m—1
= —apX,, + Z <<Z an) _am> X -
m=1 n=0

This completes the proof. 0
For the sake of convenience, we observe the following standard result.

Lemma 6. Let {by}n>1 C R be a sequence with alternating signs and with increas-

ing absolute values. We have
m—1
n=1

Lemma 7. Let x € Ly. If fi is as in (3.2), then we have
|f1] < 209p(x).

< 20byy].

Proof. Let
by = (—-1)""p (27" h2), n>1
This is a sequence with alternating signs and with increasing absolute values. By
the definition of f;, we have
o0
fl = Z bnhn,l'
n=1

By Lemma 5, we have

m—1
Fle, = (D ba) —bm, m>1
n=1
By Lemma 6, we have
Al < 2l = 2027 2) < 200p(2)| . m> L
I’V?‘L m

A combination of these inequalities yields | f1]| < 209u(x) on every I,,, m > 1, and,
therefore, on (0, 3). On the interval (3, 1), we have

(3.2)
= p(0z) <ple)x, -

1

’le

This completes the proof. 1

(3.1
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Proof of Proposition 4. By definitions (1.4) and (3.3), we have Th, 1 = hy for
every odd natural number n and Th,; = O for every even natural number n.
Therefore, we have

Tfl - Z(-l)nJrl (2 n- 1 )Thn 1 = Z /L (277171;:17) h/n_rl = Z Cnhn,lv
n=0 n>1 n>1
n is odd
where
{u (2_"_1;96) ,  nis odd;
Cp =
0, n is even.

By Lemma 5, for even m,

(3.4) ThH|, = <Z cn> —Cm = Z w2 " ).

0<n<m—1
n is odd

For an even natural number m > 1, it follows that

m—1
S a2 2 3 pe )
n=0

0<n<m-—1
n is odd

d

g 32 e

210g o—n—1 S

3.5 > -

(3:5) - 210g Z/Z n-1

1 /1 ( )ds
= — S r)—
210g(2) Jo-m HAS 27

1 * —m
= Tlog@) ¢ M@NET).

()

By (3.4) and (3.5), we have

1 . .
Tfl}lm =z 210g(2) (U%C N(iﬂ)) ‘Im, m > 1 is even.

This completes the proof. (I

3.2. Pointwise upper estimate: the case of the operator C. As above, we
denote I, = (2771 27) J, = (0,27"), n > 0. For any integer n > 0, we define
the function g, by setting

(3.6) gn=y 27y
k=0

, ifu >0;
0, ifu<D0.
For any x € L1, we define the function fs by

(3.7) for= Y w27 ),

n>0

n is even

U
where u4 =

Now, we state the main result of this subsection.
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Proposition 8. Let x € Ly. If E and f2 are as in (3.1) and (3.7), respectively,
then

1
(Tf2) xe 2 gxe - Cpl@).
We split the proof of Proposition 8 into several steps.

Lemma 9. Let x € L1. We have

|fo| < oap(z).
Proof. Observe that
(3.7 —n— —n—
=0 w2 Ee)x,, <Y w7 ) (G, X, ,) < oaple).
n>0 nZO

O

Lemma 10. Let n > 0 be an even number. If E and g,, are as in (3.1) and (3.6),
respectively, then

1
where I, = (27771, 27",

Proof. Let e = {(—1)"},>0 and consider the operator T as in (1.1), i.e.

Tef: Z(_l)m(Emf_Em—lf)a f € Ll-

m>0
Clearly,
X1, m>n+1;
(3'8) ]meln = { 7{7?—1—77,
2 Xs: M,
and hence

EmXIn :Em—lxjnu m 2> n+ 2.
Since E_; = 0, it follows that

n+1

TeXIn = Z(_l)m(EmXIn —EmflxIn)
m=0
n+1 n
(3.9) = Y (-1)"Emx,, — > (1) 'Emx,,
m=0 m=0

38, . = mom—1—n
= (=)™, 2 ) (D)m2m Ty,
m=0

By the definition of J,, and I,,, we have

0o
Xom = Z X1, -
k=m
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Therefore,
Z(_l)m2mflanJm _ Z( m2m 1-n Z X,
m=0 m=0
0o min{k,n}
.10) S S (e
k=0 m=0
o & (_2)min{k,n}+1 -1
=2 ' Z X1, -3
k=0

Now, we arrive at

(3'9) n mom—1—n
Tox,, = (=1)"x, +2> (=1)m2m='=y,

m=0

(_2)min{k,n}+1 -1
-3

(3.10) N e
=7 (D)™, 42 Zer'

k+1 —+1 —1

= (—-)"x,, +27 "Zx, 2 =1y ”Zx, _7
If n is even, then

k k+1 St n+1
. okt 41 on+l 4 1
(311)  Tox,, +x,, =27 Zx,k —+2 DXy

k=n 3
Thus, for any even number n > 0, we have
n—-1 k+1 e —n
(3.11) 2 + 1 2+2
(Toxs, +X1,) X | ( "> X, D e P
k=0 k=n

Y

n—-1 k+1 oo
( DR )x

k=0

2 .
X - ZQ( k)+.xlk>'

k=0

Since T, +id = 2T (see (1.4)), the assertion follows.

Lemma 11. For every n > 0, we have

where gy, s defined by formula (3.6) and J, = (0,27").
Proof. 1f t € Iy, k > n, then we have g,(t) = 1 and (Cx,, )(t) = 1. If t € I
(27%=127%) k < n, then t ¢ J,,, and therefore,

m(J, 1 " n
(Cx,, () = ¥ 7 < < oktlon — g 9k=n — 94 (1),

and the desired inequality follows.
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Proof of Proposition 8. Applying successively the definition of f5 (see (3.7)), Lemma
10 and Lemma 11, we obtain

(Th)x, = Y. w2 " %2)(Tx,, )Xs
n=20
1 —n—2
> g D w2 g,
n20
1 —n—2
(3.12) > X O DL p@ ),
n>0

n is even

Recall that I, = (27"71,27") and J,, = (0,27"). Observe that

Z p(27" %)y, > Z w272 2) (X, +Xi,,,) = 1(@),

n>0 n>0
n is even n is even
which together with (3.12) yields the assertion. O

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1. Here, we complete the proof of Theorem 1, which is a
simple consequence of the estimates obtained in the previous subsections.

Lemma 12. Let x € Ly and let f := f1+ fa, where f1 and fo are defined in (3.2)
and (3.7), respectively. We have

1
[fl < 3oap(z) and (Tf)-xs 2 gxs 03 Sp@).
Proof. By Lemmas 7 and 9, we have

LFI < [fil + [ f2] < 202p(x) + oap(z) < 3oap(z).

On the other hand, Propositions 4 and 8 imply
(Tf) xe = (TH) xe + (Th2) Xe

1 1
> . c* - .C
= 21log(2) Xp 01 () + 6XE p(r)
1 . 1
2 gXE- o1 C"p(z) + GXz o1Cp(x)
1
and everything is done. 0

Lemma 13. Ify = u(y) € S(0,1), then

1

3019 < Xz - Y),
where E is defined in (3.1).
Proof. Observe that from the definition of E it follows

Xge Y < 02(Xp - Y)-
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Thus, by [4, Proposition 2.1.7], we have

1 1 1 1
5049 = 508 (Xpe Y+ X 1) < 5L < Y) + 500X - Y)
1 1
< ghlxe - y) + 5o3uxe - y) < BXe - Y),
and the proof is completed. O

Proof of Theorem 1. Let f be defined as in Lemma 12. Then, |f| < 3osu(z).
Moreover, by Lemmas 12 and 13, we have

p(TD) > W((TF)X0) 2 plxs oy Sule)) >

1
EoéSu(x).

4. APPLICATIONS TO THE GEOMETRY OF BANACH SPACES

4.1. Optimal symmetric quasi-Banach range for the martingale trans-
forms. From Theorem 1 and estimate (1.3) it follows that the optimal symmetric
Banach range of the martingale transform 7" on a quasi-Banach symmetric function
space E coincides with that of the Calderén operator S on E. Thus, we arrive at
the problem of a description of the least receptacle of the operator S acting on E.
To solve the latter problem, we employ the description of the optimal symmetric
range for the Calderén operator defined on a quasi-Banach symmetric space on
(0,00) given in [31].

For definitions related to quasi-Banach symmetric spaces on (0, c0) (which differ
only slightly from those in the case [0, 1]) we refer the reader to the books [4, 18, 20].
In particular, S(0,00) is the set of all measurable functions z on (0, c0) such that
m({t:|z(t)| > s}) is finite for some s > 0.

Recall that

L1,66(0,00) := {f € 5(0,00) : [ fll, _(0,00) = iggtu(t; f) < oo}
and
e ds
Aiog(0,00) := §z € 5(0,00) : [l (0,00) = ; u(s;x)m <00

The Calderén operator (on the semiaxis) is given by

(Soo)(t) := %/0 x(s)ds + /too x(s)%, x € Ajog (0, 00).

For convenience of the reader, we describe first shortly the main result in [31].
Further, we still denote a symmetric function space on [0, 1] by E, while the notation
E(0, 00) will be reserved for symmetric function spaces on (0, 00).

Given quasi-Banach symmetric space E(0, 00) such that E(0,00) C Ajg(0, 00),
we define the linear space Sg(0, c0) by
(4.1)  Sp(0,00) = {z € (L1,00 + Loo)(0,00) : Fy € E(0,00), p(x) < Soop(y)}
equipped with the functional

= [llls, o, = iyl g - plz) < Sp(y)}-

Theorem 14. [31, Theorem 26] Let E(0,00) C Ajog(0,00) be a quasi-Banach sym-
metric space on (0,00). We have
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(i) (Se(0,00), [lls, (0,00)) is a quasi-Banach symmetric function space.
(i1) Sg(0,00) is the optimal symmetric quasi-Banach range for the operator S on
E(0,00).

Below, we obtain a similar identification of the optimal symmetric range for the
Calderén operator on a given quasi-Banach symmetric space on (0, 1).
Definition 15. Let E be a quasi-Banach symmetric space on (0,1) such that E C
L1. Define the linear space
(4.2) Sp=A{r € Li0c = L1,00(0,1) : Jy € E, p(x) < Su(y)},
and equip it with the functional

z = |zlls, = nf{|lyllp - p(z) < Suy)}

Theorem 16. Let E C Ly be a quasi-Banach symmetric space on (0,1). We have

(i) (Seslllls,) is a quasi-Banach symmetric function space.

(ii) Sg is the optimal symmetric quasi-Banach range for the operator S on E.

Proof. (i). For simplicity of notations, we may assume that ||X(o,1> ||E = 1. Define
a symmetric quasi-Banach function space F'(0,00) on (0,00) by setting

F(0,00) i= {& € L1(0,50) : el 0,00y = 1@ )X,0 | + 1] 1, 0,00y < ] -

We claim that for every z supported on (0,1), we have
1
(4.3) 112 lsz0.00) < I2lls, < 2 M2lls0 0,00 -
Indeed, if z € Sg, then there exists y € E such that

p(x) < Sply) and |lyllg < 2|zs, -

Extending y to a function on (0,00) by setting y = 0 on (1,00), we still have
w(x) < Soop(y). Moreover, in view of the embedding E C Ly with constant 1 (see
e.g. [18, Theorem I1.4.1]), it holds

19l p0,00) = 191l + 10ll L, 0,00y < 2l < 425, -
Taking the infimum over all such y, we infer that ||2s, 0. < 4[7ls, -
Next, let € Sp(0,00) With support in (0,1) and let y € F(0,00) be such that
(@) < Seop(y) and [yl p(g,00) < 2%l s, (0,00) (s€€ Theorem 14). Without loss of
generality, we may assume that y = u(y). Set

0= (s0+ [ 99T )xun @ te O

S

We have
u(tz) < (Sw)(t) < (S2)(B), te (0,1).
Also,
* ds
Il < oo s+ [ 9%

< Hwa,l) HE + Hy”Ll(O,oo)
= ||y||F(0,oo) <2 ||$||3F(o,oo) .

Taking the infimum over all such z, we get |25, < 2[5, (o) -



OPTIMAL RANGE OF HAAR MARTINGALE TRANSFORMS 13

Clearly, [|-||s, is a homogeneous functional. Since [|-||s, (g ) 18 @ quasi-norm
(see Theorem 14 above), it follows from (4.3) that |||| 5, is also a quasi-norm.

Let us now prove the completeness of (S, [|||s,)- Let (zn)n>0 be a Cauchy
sequence in Sg. By (4.3), (4 )n>0 is a Cauchy sequence in Sp(0, 00). By the com-
pleteness of Sp(0, 00), we have that x,, — = in Sp(0, 00). Clearly, « is also supported

n (0,1). Again using (4.3), we conclude that 2, — 2 in Sg. On the other hand,
by the definition of ||-||s_, we obtain that the quasi-norm |||  is symmetric.

(ii) From the definition of Sg it follows immediately that Sg is the minimal
receptacle of the operator S in the category of quasi-Banach symmetric function
spaces (see also [31, p.3549] for a full proof in the setting of (0, 00)). O

The following result is a combination of Theorems 1 and 16 with estimate (1.3).

Corollary 17. Assume that E C Ly is quasi-Banach symmetric function space
on (0,1). Then, the space Sg generated by the Calderdn operator S is the optimal
symmetric quasi-Banach range for the martingale transform T on E.

4.2. Optimal symmetric Banach range for the martingale transforms in
Lorentz spaces. Here, we apply the results obtained in the preceding sections
to present a description of the optimal symmetric Banach range of the martingale
transforms on Lorentz function spaces on [0, 1].

Let ¢ : [0,1) — [0, 1) (respectively, ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00)) be an increasing concave
function such that lim; o4 ¢(t) = 0 (or briefly ¢(+0) = 0). The Lorentz space Ay
(respectively, Ay(0,00) is defined by setting

e {x € 5(0.1): el = [ (s ) do(s) < oo}

(respectively,

8o(0.09) = { € 50.50) el = [ ntsia)aots) <o ).

In [32], the optimal Banach symmetric range of the Calderén operator So, on
Lorentz spaces Ay(0,00) was determined. Let us state their main result.

Theorem 18. [32, Theorem 11] Let ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) be an increasing concave
function such that ¢(0+) = 0. Suppose the function

e O(uw)
¥lw) = v}gfl 1+ log(w)

@ Then, the conditions Ay(0,00) C Aiog(0,00) and

= 0.
/0 @dwru/u %dt < cpu(u), u>0,

imply the following:
(i) The Calderén operator Seo : Ag(0,00) — Ay (0, 00) is bounded;
(ii) for every x € Ay(0,00), there exists y € Ay(0,00) such that p(x) < Soeopt(y)
and [[ylla, 0,00y < 811Zll 4, (0,00) -

satisfies limy_ oo

We apply Theorem 18 to obtain a similar result for Lorentz function spaces on
[0, 1], i.e., we determine the optimal range of the Calderén operator S on a Lorentz
space Ay as some Lorentz space Ay.
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Let ¢ : [0,1) — [0,1) be an increasing concave function such that ¢(0+) = 0.
We set

$(uw)

(44) ’(/J(’U,) = 1<i,,£l<i HTg(u))’ S [0, 1)

Theorem 19. Let ¢ : [0,1) — [0,1) be an increasing concave function such that
@(0+) = 0 and let 1) be the function defined by the formula (4.4). If the inequality

(4.5) Au%ﬁﬁ+u/)%gﬁgcwmmﬁ we (0,1),

holds for some constant cy .y, then:

(i) The Calderén operator S : Ay — Ay is bounded;
(ii) for every x € Ay, there exists y € Ay such that p(x) < Sp(y) and ||yHA¢ <

8z, -

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢(1) = 1. We define the
functions ¢ and ¥ on (0, c0) by setting

— e, te(o,1)
ot) = {1+10g(t), t>1

and

T e O(uw)
Ylu) = ir;fl 1+ log(w)

If u > 1, then we have

(4.6) B(u) = inf oluw) . o 1+log(u) +log(w)

A =1.
w>11+4log(w)  w>1 1+ log(w)

Moreover, in the case when 0 < u < 1

d(u) = inf Lw)) = min{ inf duw) inf ¢(uw) }

w>1 1 + log(w 1<w<i 1+log(w)’ w>1 1+ log(w)

. p(uw) . . I+log(uw)
= min inf inf
1<w<i 14+log(w)’ w>1 14 log(w)

. _ Pluw)
_m1n{1<1££1 1+10g(w) 1}
= min {¢(u), 1}.

S

One can easily verify that 1) is increasing on (0, 1) (see also the proof of Lemma 5
in [32]). Hence, ¥(u) < (1) =1 whenever 0 < u < 1. Thus,

Y(u) =(u) for all 0 <wu < 1.
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Next, if 0 < u < 1, we have
wah(t 4t wah(t Lap(t 4t
/ —w()dt—i-u/ —w()dt:/ —w()dt—i-u/ —w()dt—i—u/ —w()dt
o ¢ T o ¢t u P
( < )

4§5) C¢7,¢¢(U) + u/l @dt

(4.6) > 1
< oot +u [
1

I
=
&

<

_|_
=
=
S

and in the case u > 1

0 =), [P0, [ * (1)
/o Tdt—ku/u t—zdt _/o Tdt+/1 dt + t—2dt
)

S

t u

(4;<5 c¢,w¢(1)+/u LIOFA RAOP
1

A
e
e
<
=
—_
~
+
<)
EER
<
~
_|_
—_

(cop + 1)o(u).

IN

Summarizing all, we obtain
wa(t 4 (t -
/ @dt + u/ %dt < (cpp + 1)p(u), u>0.
0 u

Thus, all the assumptions of Theorem 18 hold for the functions ¢ and . Hence, in
particular, the Calderén operator Soo : Az(0,00) — A;(0,00) is bounded. There-
fore, for any z € Ay C Aj(0,00) (we extend z to a function on (0,00) by setting
z=0on (1,00)), we have

15215, < [1S00zlla ;0,00) < Cllzllaz00,00) = Cllizllag

which implies that S is bounded from Ay in Ay.
To prove (ii), we take x € Ay, C A;(0,00). By Theorem 18, thereis y € A (0, 00)
such that pu(x) < Seop(y) and

. < .
(4.7) 19115 (0,000 < 8112l ;0,00

Without loss of generality, we may assume that y = pu(y). Then, if

awz@@+ﬂﬂmﬂﬂxmw»teum

s
we have

plt; ) < (Seoy)(t) < (S2)(1), T e (0,1).
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On the other hand,

o ds
HZ”Ad, < HyX(O,l) HA¢ + . y(S)?
= |‘yHA$(O,oo)
(4.7)
< 8||w||A1;(O,oo)
= 8|y, -
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Recall (see Corollary 17) that the space (Sa,, [|'ls, ) is the optimal symmetric
¢
quasi-Banach range for the martingale transform 7" on the space Ay. The following
result shows that, under the assumptions of Theorem 19, it can be identified as the
Lorentz space Ay from this theorem.

Corollary 20. If the assumptions of Theorem 19 hold, then we have Sy, = Ay.
Thus, Ay is the optimal symmetric (quasi-)Banach range for the martingale trans-
form T defined on the Lorentz space Ag.

Proof. First, by Theorem 19 (i), S : Ay — Ay is a bounded operator. Hence, it
follows from Theorem 16 that Sy, C Ay.

To prove the converse inclusion, we assume that € Ay. Then, by Theorem 19
(ii) there exists y € Ay such that p(x) < Sp(y). Hence, from the definition of the
space Sy, it follows x € Sp,, and we conclude that Ay, C S, O

4.3. Proof of Corollary 2.

Proof of Corollary 2. Let E C L; and F' be quasi-Banach symmetric function
spaces on (0,1). From the estimates obtained in Theorem 1 it follows that as-
sertions (1) and (3) are equivalent. Moreover, it is well known that the Hilbert
transform H is bounded from F in F if and only if sois S : E — F (see e.g. [4,
Theorems 3.6.8 and 3.6.10] and the classical result [5, Theorem 2.1]). Therefore,
we obtain that (1) <= (2) <= (3). It remains to prove implications (3) = (4)
and (4) = (1) whenever FE is separable.

(3) = (4). Let A C N. The operator P, is a martingale transform with respect
to the Haar filtration and so, by [6] (see also [17, Theorem 3.3.7], [20, IT p.156] or
[23]), P4 can be extended to a bounded linear operator from L into L; o, with
norm which does not depend on the set A. Therefore (see (1.3) and subsequent
references), we have

w(Pazx) < capsSp(z), =€ Ly, ACN.
Hence,
1Paslly < cans [S1(@) 1z < cas Slpr Il € E, ACK.

Finally, observe that implication (4) = (1) follows from the fact that

T = Py, A:{1}U( U+, ,22"}).

n>1
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Recall that any Lorentz space Ay on [0, 1], with ¢(4-0) = 0, is separable (see e.g.
[18, Lemma II.5.1]). Thus, the next result follows immediately from Corollary 2.
It complements results in [32] (see also the motivation provided in [5, section 4]).

Corollary 21. Let the assumptions of Theorem 19 hold. The following statements
are equivalent:

(1) The martingale transform T is bounded from Ay into Ay .
(2) The Hilbert transform H is bounded from Ay into Ay.
(8) The Calderén operator S is bounded from Ay into Ay.
(4) Every Haar basis projection is bounded from Ay into Ay.

4.4. Narrow operators. Let E be a quasi-Banach symmetric function space on
[0,1] and let X be an F-space [16, 26]. A bounded linear operator T': E — X is
called narrow if for each set A C (0, 1) and arbitrary € > 0 there exists a sign = on
A (i.e., x is a function supported on A and taking values in the set {—1,1} on A)
such that ||Tz||y < e [26, Proposition 1.9(ii)].

It is well known [26, 24, 25] that the identity operator on a separable symmetric
space E is a sum of two narrow operators bounded on F whenever E has an
unconditional basis (equivalently, F is an interpolation space between L, and L,
for some 1 < p < ¢ < oo [20, II. p.161]). The main result in this subsection is
linked with the following open problem stated in [27]:

Assume that the identity operator id on a separable symmetric space E on (0,1)
may be represented as a sum of two narrow operators bounded on E. Does this
imply that E has an unconditional basis?

In Theorem 22 below, we show that the identity operator on any separable quasi-
Banach symmetric function space E such that £ C L; is a sum of two narrow
operators (basis projections), which are bounded from E into the optimal range
Sk of the Calderén operator S on E (see Section 4.1). This extends the above-
mentioned result for symmetric function spaces having non-trivial Boyd indices.

Theorem 22. If E be a separable quasi-Banach symmetric function space on (0, 1)
with E C Ly, then the identity operatorid : E — E is a sum of two narrow operators
bounded from E into Sg.

Let T be the operator defined in (1.4). We write
id=T+(id-1T).
To prove Theorem 22, it suffices to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 23. Let E be a separable quasi-Banach symmetric function space on (0, 1)
with E C Ly. Then, the operators T,id — T : E — Sg are narrow.

Proof. As above, h, j’s are Haar functions. Recall that

Th, . — hng, n %s odd (= Thy = hong, n %s even .
’ 0, n is even ’ 0, n is odd

We only prove the assertion for the operator T' as the argument for id — T follows
mutatis mutandi.

Since E is separable, it follows from [26, Lemma 1.12] that it suffices to prove
that for any dyadic interval Al = [12_—,”1, 2%) foranym =0,1,--- andl =1,--- ,2™

there exists r € E with 22 = X, and Tz =0.

)
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Observe that
1 ! a1 a1
Al —A2+1"'Am+1*A4+2‘|'A +2+A +2+Am+2

Letting

we

hom, 1, if m is even;
xr =
hmy1,201-1 + hmy1,21,  if mis odd,

have 22 = X,; and T'z = 0. This completes the proof. 0
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