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PROPERTIES OF LOCAL ORTHONORMAL SYSTEMS
PART I: UNCONDITIONALITY IN LP, 1 <p < o0

JACEK GULGOWSKI, ANNA KAMONT, AND MARKUS PASSENBRUNNER

ABSTRACT. Assume that we are given a filtration (.%#,) on a probability space (€2, %, P)
of the form that each .%,, is generated by the partition of one atom of .%,,_; into two
atoms of .%,, having positive measure. Additionally, assume that we are given a finite-
dimensional linear space S of .#-measurable, bounded functions on 2 so that on each
atom A of any o-algebra %, all LP-norms of functions in S are comparable inde-
pendently of n or A. Denote by S, the space of functions that are given locally, on
atoms of .%,,, by functions in S and by P, the orthoprojector (with respect to the
inner product in L?(£2)) onto S,,.

Since S = span{1lgq} satisfies the above assumption and P, is then the conditional
expectation E,, with respect to .%,, for such filtrations, martingales (E,, f) are special
cases of our setting.

We show in this article that certain convergence results that are known for mar-
tingales (or rather martingale differences) are also true in the general framework de-
scribed above. More precisely, we show that the differences (P, — P,_1)f converge
unconditionally and are democratic in LP for 1 < p < oco. This implies that those
differences form a greedy basis in LP-spaces for 1 < p < oo.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (©2,.7,P) = (Q2,.%, |-|) be a probability space and let (.%,),>¢ be a filtration. For

1 < p < o0, given a function f € LP and denoting by E, the conditional expectation

of f with respect to the og-algebra .%,, the martingale differences (E, — E,_;)f are

orthogonal to each other and they converge unconditionally in LP by D. Burkholder’s

inequality. We use [11] as our reference for the latter inequality and for other basic

facts about martingales. Assume now that (.%,,),>¢ is a binary filtration, meaning that
(1) 7o = (0.9},

(2) for each n > 1, %, is generated by .%,_; and the subdivision of exactly one

atom A, of .#,_; into two atoms A/, A” of .7, satisfying |A| > |Al| > 0.

For notational purpose, set #_ := %, = {0, 2} and Ay = Q. Moreover, denote the

collection of all atoms in %, by .o, and define & = U,<,. In this case, the range

S, of the conditional expectation E,, consists of the piecewise constant functions. This

precisely means that f € S, if and only if for all A € 7, there exists g € span{lg}

with 14f = 149. Here we denote by 14 the characteristic function of the set A given

by La(x) =1if x € A and 14(x) = 0 otherwise. Observe that clearly, for each atom
A€ o/, we have

(1.1) {weA:[flwl=Ifllazl=1Al,  f€span{la},
where by ||f||4 we denote the L*-norm of f on the set A.
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We now switch our viewpoint and assume that instead of span{1lg}, we are given an
arbitrary vector space S C L of finite dimension k. Instead of (ILI]), we assume for
each A € & the inequality

(1.2) {we A:[f(W)] = allflla}] = elAl,  fes

for some constants ¢;, ¢y € (0, 1] independent of A. It can be checked that inequal-
ity (L2) for fixed A is equivalent to the comparability of || f||4 and the mean value
|A|7! [, |f] dP for all f € S. For some explicit examples of spaces S and collections of
atoms o7 satisfying this inequality, we refer to Section

Given any subspace V C L' and any measurable set A € .%, we let

V(A ={f -1a: feV}
Let S_; = {0} and, for each n > 0,

S(Fn) = Sn = P S(A).
Aedy

Thus, S(.#,) = S, consists of those functions that are piecewise (on each atom of
F,) contained in S. Letting P, be the orthoprojector onto S, (with respect to the
inner product on the space L?*(£2,.%,P)), we show in this article that the corresponding
differences (P, — P,_1)f also converge unconditionally in L” for f € LP, 1 < p < oc.

We even show a more general result. To describe it, observe first that the dimension
of S, /S,_1 generally is bigger than one. Therefore, we consider the following setting.
For each n > 0, we assume that we are given a strictly increasing sequence of spaces
Sn—1 = Voo C Vi C -+ C Vi, = Sy, such that dimV,, ;/V, ;1 = 1 for each j =
1,...,4,. Denote by P, ; the orthoprojector onto V,, ;. We re-enumerate the spaces
(V) forn > 0 and 0 < j < /¢, — 1 so that we have a strictly increasing sequence of
spaces (V,,,). Denote by R,, the orthoprojector onto V,,. For an integrable function
f € LY(Q) and for an index m, set

fm = Rmfv dfm:fm_fm—l-
Then we show that those differences converge unconditionally in LP for 1 < p < oo
independently of the choice of spaces (V}, ;). More precisely,

Theorem 1.1. Let (2, %,P) be a probability space, (%,) a binary filtration and S
a finite dimensional linear space of F-measurable functions on Q satisfying (L2) for
every atom A € o .

Then, for every 1 < p < oo there exists a constant C, such that for every f € LP and
all positive integers n,

I'S2 dful|, < Gl

m<n

The result of Theorem [[T] should be compared to corresponding results [4, 9] about
the unconditionality (in L” for 1 < p < oo) of univariate orthogonal spline functions
for arbitrary partitions. (In the piecewise linear case, those orthogonal spline functions
are called general Franklin functions.) A necessary prerequisite for deriving uncondi-
tionality of those functions are sharp pointwise estimates for those orthogonal spline
functions. Due to the fact that the considered splines admit smoothness conditions at
the breakpoints, orthogonal spline functions are not localized, which makes them hard
to estimate. On the other hand, note that discontinuous spline systems, i.e. such that
each knot is of maximal admissible multiplicity, are examples of systems treated in this
article.
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Our setting in the present article considers differences df,, that have the same local-
ization property than Haar systems. This allows us to prove general pointwise estimates
for df,,, which is done in Section[d. As a consequence, we prove Theorem [[.T] under very
mild assumptions on the domain of the involved functions. Here, we work with arbi-
trary probability spaces compared to some bounded interval, equipped with Lebesgue
measure, that is needed for univariate orthogonal spline functions.

Denote by 9P a function with |[¢? |, = 1, ¢¥?, € V,, and ¢? L V,,_;. Then, we
additionally show that the functions (¢ ) are democratic in L? for 1 < p < oo, i.e. we
show

Theorem 1.2. For each 1 < p < 00, there exists a constant C, depending on p, ci,ca
and the dimension of S so that

Gy (card A)YP < || > " ypp || < Cpfcard A)'/P

meA
for every finite subset A of indices, where card A denotes the cardinality of A.

If we combine the results of Theorems [[.I] and [[.2] by a result of S. Konyagin and
V. Temlyakov [7] (see also the book [I3] by V. Temlyakov), (¥7) is also a greedy basis
in its closed span U as a subset of L, meaning that the best m-term approximation
of each function f =3 ¢;9} € U in terms of the functions (¢%) is achieved (up to a
multiplicative constant) by greedy approximation, i.e. by taking just the terms in the
expansion of f with the m highest absolute values of coefficients |c;| = [|(f, ¥;)¥;]|,-

The main motivation of the work presented in this article comes from the following
question. It is known that the best n-term approximation of a function f € L?[0,1]¢,
1 < p < oo can be achieved by greedy approximation. On the other hand, P. Petru-
shev showed that the spaces corresponding to the best n-term approximation by linear
combinations of characteristic functions of dyadic cubes and by linear combinations of
Haar functions coincide, cf. [I0, Theorems 3.3 and 5.3].

In [5], we ask the question whether this is also true in the more general situation
given in the present article. Interesting special cases include general Haar systems or
orthonormal piecewise polynomial systems corresponding to rectangular partitions, as
discussed in Example 2.4l However, for this we need to know that the orthonormal
systems under consideration are greedy basic sequences in LP. This property is known
(or can be easily deduced from the unconditionality) for general Haar systems (cf. [0]),
or for orthonormal spline systems on the unit interval (cf. [4, [@]). The required result
in general is provided by Theorems [[.T] and [.2 above.

The organization of the article is as follows. Section ] lists some explicit examples of
spaces S and atoms o7 satisfying inequality (L2)). In Section [3we give a criterion under
which U,,S,, is dense in LP. In Section [4] we prove some crucial pointwise estimates for
P, f that are used subsequently. Sections [ and [6] show Theorem [[.1] by deriving a
decomposition of L-functions similar to Gundy’s decomposition for martingales. In
Section [l we show Theorem Section [§] treats the case of infinite measure spaces.
In the last Section [ we investigate the questions of unconditionality and democracy
in the setting of non-binary filtrations, meaning that we consider splitting A, € <7,
into r > 2 atoms A,,1,...,A,, of .%, instead of just two. In particular, we show that
general results as Theorem [T that show unconditionality independently of the choice
of (V,;), are not possible in this case.
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2. EXAMPLES

In this section we give a list of explicit examples of probability spaces (2, %, P), finite-
dimensional vector spaces S and binary filtrations (.%,,) satisfying inequality (L2) for
some constants ¢y, co.

Before we discuss examples, we make the following simple observation:

Lemma 2.1. Let (Q,.%,P) a probability space with | -| = P and (#,) be a binary
filtration. Let S be chosen such that there exist two constants C,n so that for all
A € o we have the inequality

(21) 71 < (9

) Mls ses

for all ¥ -measurable subsets E C A.
Then, inequality (L2)) is satisfied for all A € o with the constants ¢; = (2C)~™ and
Cy = 1/2

Proof. Let A € o be a fixed atom and let f € S be arbitrary. We assume without
restriction that ||f||a > 0. Then, we just need to apply assumption (2.1]) to the .%-
measurable set

E={weA:|f(w)] <alfla},
with a = (2C)™". Indeed, doing that implies
ClA| ClA|
<
I7la < (g7 ) Wl < (g7 ) 171
Since [[f||la > 0 we obtain |E|" < a(C|A|)™ and the specific value of « yields |E| <
|A]/2. Therefore,

AV E| = [{w € A: [f@)] 2 all £} = 2L

Since A € & and f € S were arbitrary, this shows ([L2) with the constants ¢; = a =
(2C)™™ and ¢ = 1/2. O

Thus, if we give examples satisfying (2.]), we in particular have (L2) as well.

In the following two examples (Examples 2.2l and [23)]), let Q2 be a bounded subinterval
of R, .# be the Borel o-algebra, A the (one-dimensional) Lebesgue measure and P = |- |
the renormalized Lebesgue measure \/\(€2).

Example 2.2. Let S be the space of polynomials of degree at most n. Then, the
classical Remez inequality states that for every f € S and every bounded interval A
and every measurable subset F C A we have

4| A
114 < (2) 141

Thus, for every binary filtration (.%,), where all atoms A € &/ are intervals, we use
Lemma 2] to deduce inequality (I2]) with the constants (e.g.) ¢; =8 " and ¢y = 1/2.

Example 2.3. Let (\;)}_; be arbitrary complex numbers. Set
S :=span{exp(Ax:) : k=1,...,n}.
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F. Nazarov’s extension [§ of P. Turan’s lemma states that for every f € S, every
bounded interval A and every measurable subset £ C A we have
C|A| n—1
< . — =t
(2:2) 1714 < exp (gm0 AA) (T) " 11
for some constant C. Letting Cq = exp ( maxi<p<, |RAx| - M(€)/(n — 1))C, we have as
a consequence

CQ‘A| n—1
(2:3) Il < (Z2) " ISl
|E|
Inequality (23]) shows assumption (Z2.I)) of Lemma 211 Therefore, Lemma 2] implies
inequality (L2)) with the constants ¢; = (2Cq) ™" and ¢y = 1/2.
In particular, (L2)) is satisfied if S is the space of trigonometric polynomials up to
some degree n.

Now, let 2 C R be a convex body (i.e. a compact convex subset of R? with nonempty
interior), .# the Borel o-algebra on © and P = | - | be the d-dimensional Lebesgue
measure renormalized so that |Q] = 1.

Example 2.4. If p(z) = Y ;

containing d-dimensional multiindices, then the degree of p is defined as maX{Zle Qy
a € I}. For a fixed non-negative integer n, let S be the space of polynomials of degree
at most n.

Then, the multivariate Remez inequality (see [3] [I]) states that if A C R is a convex
body and £ C A a measurable subset, for all f € S we have

4d| A\
1#1a < (5 ) Iflle:
£
_ Thus, for every binary filtration (.#,), where all atoms A are convex sets whose closure
A has the same Lebesgue measure than A, we use Lemma[2.I]to deduce inequality (L.2])
with the constants ¢; = (84)™" and ¢ = 1/2.

a,r® is a d-variate polynomial where [ is a finite set

We remark here that similar to the multivariate Remez inequality as in Example 2.4]
there are multivariate versions of (23]), see for instance the result [2] by N. Fontes-Merz.
Therefore, by Lemma [21] such spaces of functions also satisfy inequality (2] and are
thus examples of the general framework discussed here.

Example 2.5. Let 7y : [0, 1] — C be a curve of unit length that is two times continuously
differentiable and let S be the space of polynomials of degree at most n. Let P be the
one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on the image of 7. Then, there exist constants
1,2 € (0,1] that may depend on v such that, for all intervals I C [0, 1] and denoting
by ~; the restriction of v to the interval I, we have the inequality

P({z € v () = allfll}) 2 colul,  fes.

This inequality is easy to see if 7y is a straight line and if 7 is not a straight line, we
approximate v by straight lines and use translation and dilation invariance of the class
of polynomials of at most degree n.

Remark 2.6. If inequality (LZ) is satisfied for some vector space S, any subspace of
S clearly satisfies ([L2]) as well. Thus, in each of the above examples it is possible to
replace the space S considered there by any linear subspace thereof.
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3. DENSITY OF U,S,, IN LP SPACES

Here and in the following we assume that (€2,.%,P) is a probability space, (.%,) is a
binary filtration and S C L is a vector space satisfying inequality (L2]) for each atom
A € o/. We also use the notation introduced in Section [Il

Next, we give a condition in terms of the filtration (.%,) under which U,,S,, is dense
in LP. Here we also have to assume something about the space S, but as we will see in
the remark below, this condition is necessary.

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < p < oo and assume that the following two conditions are
satisfied:

(1) ‘mfes{f = O}‘ =0,

(2) for all € > 0 and every A € ¥ there exists a positive integer N and a set
B € Zy satisfying |AAB| < e.

Then, U,S,, is dense in LP(Q, F).
Remark 3.2. (a) After the choice of a basis py,...,pr of S, we have

{r=0}= ﬂ{pz = 0},
fes
which in particular implies the measurability of the set (,.4{f = 0}.
(b) Condition (1) is necessary: for assume that condition (1) is not satisfied. Let
D = Ngeg{f = 0} € F, with |D| = ¢ > 0. By definition of S,,, every function
f € U,S, vanishes identically on D, thus

= dof 1o — flz. inf |[1p — fI[}-

nsn f Unsn
This implies that U,,S,, is not dense in LP(£2, J)
(c) If the o-algebra .# is generated by U,.%,, then condition (2) is satisfied.

Proof of Theorem[31. Choose a basis py,...,pr of S and assume that (2) is satisfied.
Observe that also, by (1), we have | Y, {p; = 0}] = 0. Let A € #. We intend
to approximate 14 in LP by functions in U,S,. Fix ¢ > 0. First, we split C \ {0}
into disjoint cubes (I;);ecz\ oy so that for each j, and every z,y € I;, we have that
z/y€ B(l,e) :={z€C:|z—1| <e}. Fori=1,...,kand j € Z\ {0}, define the sets
Cij =Api € Ij}
and C; o = {p; = 0}. For j = (j1,...,jr) € Z*, define the disjoint sets
Dj =A N 017]'1 N---N Ck,]'k‘

Let W be a finite set of indices j € Z*\ {0} so that |Ujew D;| > (1 —¢)|A| and for each
j € W we have that |D;| > 0. This is possible for every ¢ > 0 since by assumption (1),
we have |Dy| = 0. For each j € W, choose a set B; € Fy, with

|B;jAD;| < ¢,

where €; depending on ¢, p, k will be chosen later. Since B; € Fy,, it can be written
as a finite union of disjoint atoms (A;,), from Fy, .
For g =1 —¢y/2 € (0,1) with ¢ being the constant in (L2), split the indices ¢ into

L= {0 AN D;| < qlAjl}, A= {l:]A;,NDj| > q|A;l}.
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We have the following estimate
(3.1)

:wB\D|—§jmﬂ\D|>§jmﬂ\D|—§jmﬂmDﬂ>1—q§jmm

€T £ery ¢eT

For j € W, let u; := p; with ¢ € {1,...,k} chosen so that j; # 0. Let w; € D; arbitrary.
Then, set v := w;/u;(w;) and Ej := Ugep,; Aj. Observe that ([B.I) then implies

U A <+ 0-9 e

ZEFJ'

(3.2) |E5AD;| < |B;AD;| +

Now, we define the approximation f of 14 to be a suitable finite sum of the following
form.
f = Z Uj]]-Ej c UnSn
JEW

The values of the function v; on D; are contained in the ball B(1, ) by construction of
the sets D; and the intervals I;.

Next we see that |v;] is bounded on E; by ¢;'(1 4+ ¢). Assume the contrary, i.e.,
assume that [v;]|4,, > (1 +¢)/c; for some £ € A;. This would imply using (L2)) that

(33) el < Hwe A ol = allolla 3 < How € Ay o] > 1+e}.
On the other hand, since ¢ € Aj,
(3.4) q|Ajel < [D; NV Azl < {w € Aj s vy < 1+ €}

Both (33) and (34 simultaneously are impossible by definition of ¢ = 1 — ¢3/2 and
thus we obtain ||v;[|ze(z,) < (1 +¢)/c1.

Since we know the inequality |U;ew D;| > (1 —¢)|A|, in order to estimate || f — L4/,
it suffices to estimate the p-norm of the function 6 = f — ZjeW Ip,. Define ¢, =
> iew(1=v;)Lp;nE; and d; = 6 —d;. Since the range of v; on D; is contained in B(1,¢)
and the sets D; N E; are disjoint, we obtain ||01]|, < e. Moreover, we have the pointwise
inequality 18] < 3%y (1 + [y lme))o,ar, < Syaw(L+ (L)) Ip,ag, By
[B2), this implies in the case p > 1

1620l < (L+ (1 + ) H(1+ (1 —q) ™) e,
JEW
and in the case p < 1
I6lF < 1+ L+ VPA+1—g) ") e
JEW

In both cases, we can choose (¢;) depending on €, p, k such that ||dz||, < e. Combining
this with the estimate for ||01]/,, we obtain that the characteristic function 1,4 of each
set A € . can be approximated arbitrarily closely by functions in U,,S,, in LP, which
implies the conclusion. 0J

4. A POINTWISE BOUND FOR P, ;

We continue to use the notation from Section[Il In particular, P, denotes the ortho-
projector onto S,,. Since S C L*>(), the operators P, can be extended to L'(Q) and
it is easy to see that for each n it satisfies

(4.1) P,(1gf) = 1gP,f, Be %, fel
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Indeed, if g € S,,, we have

/ (Lpf — 1P, f)5dP / (f — Pof)TpgdP,

which vanishes since 1gg, together with g, is contained in S,,, which is the range of P,.
If n, j are chosen so that V,, ; = V,, we have of course P, ; = R,,. Define the index set
[n = {m : Sn—l g_ Vm Q Sn}

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that n > 1 and let g € S,, with g L S,_1. Then g vanishes
identically a.e. on the complement AS of A,.

Proof. Let A = A¢. Then, 149 € S,_1, which implies that

0= {9 Lag) = [ loPaP.
A
which gives that g vanishes a.e. on A = A¢. O

Remark 4.2. Let n > 1. Since for m € I,,, the function df,, is orthogonal to S,,_1, this
implies that the support of df,, is a subset of A, for m € I,,.

Also this implies that for each B € .%,,_; and each m € I, and every f € L', we
have Rm(]].Bf) = ]]-BRmf

We denote by [E,, the conditional expectation with respect to .%,,. We use the symbol
A(t) < B(t) in order to denote the fact that there exists a constant C' depending only
on ¢y, ¢o from (L2) and £ so that for all ¢ we have the inequality A(t) < C'B(t), where
t denotes all implicit or explicit dependencies that the objects A and B might have.
Similarly, we use the notations A(t) 2 B(t) and A(t) ~ B(t).

Lemma 4.3. Letn > 1 and let ¢p € S,, with ) L S, 1 and ||¢]]s = 1.
Then we have the estimates

A;L 1/2
lollag =0, ¥l S 1AL, H¢HA%§5‘LJ| ’
If |AY] > (1 — ¢2/2)| ALl the latter estimate can be improved to
(42) ||7~M " 5 Sup HUHA% |A;1|1/2

ueS HUHAn ‘An‘

Proof. We first show that |[1)|| 4, and [[1)|| 4~ are both positive. Write ¢» = )11, +1Po1 4n
with 11,1, € S and assume that ¢); = 0 a.s. on A/. Since v is orthogonal to S = S(Q2)
and 1y € S, we have
0= (i) = [ [afdP,
Ay

which implies 1 = 0 a.s. on A” and therefore, ¢ = 0 a.s. contradicting the assumption
|¥]]2 = 1. Thus we have ||¢1||4, > 0. By a similar argument, testing 1 with 1 instead
of 1y, we obtain |[1)z]| 4 > 0.

The assertion about ||[¢)| 4c is just Lemma {1 Observe that the L?-normalization
condition of ¥ becomes

(4.3) hiAJM%P:[;

where in the last inequality we used (2] for the atoms A” and A
particular, this yields the estimates

(4.4) [olla, S1ARIT2 ollag S 1ARITY2

AP+ [ 1O AP [ AT+ 101, 14
/

respectively. In
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Now we distinguish the following cases.

CASE I: Assume |A7| < (1 — ¢3/2)|A,|. In this case we have |4, | ~ |A| ~ |A]].
Therefore, the second estimate in (4] implies the assertion.

CAseE II:  Assume |A”] > (1 — ¢2/2)|A,|. By orthogonality of ¢ to S, we have
(10,19) = 0. Evaluating this condition yields

-

which implies the inequality

@5) ALl S [ WaPaP =] [ i d?] < gl A

11y dP + / 1| dP,

"
An

/
n

Thus, since |[¢2|az > 0 by the first part of the proof, we divide by |A7|||1)2]| 47 and use
the estimate for [|¢)| 4, = [|11]/a; from (4] above to get

42|y, | AL
[©]lay = llvallay S S
' 2]l 4z |A7]
Since |A7| > (1 — ¢2/2)|A,|, inequality (L2) implies ||1)a]|ar =~ ||[¥2]la,. Thus, this
inequality and the fact that ¢, € S in particular implies (4.2]). O

Theorem 4.4. For every integer n > 0, every g € L' and every j € {0,...,0,}, we
have the following pointwise inequality:

|Pojg] SEn1lg] + Ealgl.

Proof. Assume that n > 0 and j € {0,...,¢,}. Let A be an atom of .%,,_; and let
g1,-..,9m be an orthonormal basis of {f14 : f € ran P, ;} so that ¢i,...,gs is an
orthonormal basis of {f14 : f € S,_1}. We know that L < M < 2k. Additionally,
we know that L < M only if A = A, and j > 0. Thus, in order to estimate P, jg =

Zij\il(g,gi>gi on A, it suffices to estimate the expression (g,g¢;)g; on A for a fixed
1< <M.

Firstly, assume that ¢« < L. Then, since g; is L*-normalized and contained in S,,_;
and A is an atom of .%,_;, ([.2)) implies

1= / g dP > d|Algil%

with d = c?cy. Therefore we estimate on A as follows

1 _
(4.6) (g, g)ai] < / g1 dP - lgal% < —— / lg]dP = d™" - Eu_1|g.
; Al

Secondly, assume that L < i < M, which implies A = A,,. We also assume that
n > 1 since if n = 0, the result follows in the same way as in (£.0)). We have to estimate
the expression (g, g;)g; both on A and on A;. Denote ¢ := ||g;||az and s := ||g;||a: .
Thus, we can estimate |(g, g;)g;| on A using Lemma [L.3] as follows.

|<979i>gz“ < 62/

A
- 14y
A Jy

lg| dIP+€S/ lg| dP
A

’
n

lg| AP + lg| dP < E,_1]g| + E,lg]

[An| Sy,
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and similarly on A/,

(g, 9:)gi| < 58/

lg| AP + 52/ lg| AP
A A

1 /
n n

91dP+ = [ 1ol 4P S Boalgl + Erlgl.

L1 L
| Anl Jar A7
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

A simple consequence of Theorem [.4lis that the operators P, ; and R,, are uniformly
bounded on L' and on L™ by a constant that depends only on ¢;, ¢y and k.

Example 4.5. Here we give an example to show that the assertion of Theorem [£.4] is
not true in general if we split the set A, into more than two subsets. We consider the
case ) = [0, 1], Lebesgue measure |- |, £ =1 and S = span{lg}. Let C; U Cy U C3 be
a partition of 2 with the following properties: |C| = |Cs| and |C3| = € for some small
parameter € > 0. Define
h = Oéljlcl — Oég]].c2 + 043103

where we choose the positive numbers oy, ap ~ 1 and ag ~ |Cs| /2 = ¢~ /2 such that
Eh = 0 and ER? = 1. Let g be a function with ¢ = 0 on Cy that has the same sign
than h on C7 U Cs. Then, we evaluate for t € C

(9. h)h(t) = / gkl o he) 2 e / ool da.

This implies that an inequality as in Theorem [£.4]is not possible as € > 0 was arbitrary.
For more results in this direction, we refer to Section [l

5. DECOMPOSITION OF L!'-FUNCTIONS

Let T be a stopping time with respect to the filtration (.%,). Moreover, let f € L.
We set g, := P,f for n > —1. Then, we define g7 := (g7()) () if T'(z) < oo and we
set gr(x) = f(x) if T(z) = oo.

Proposition 5.1. Let T be a stopping time and f € L*. With the above notation, we
have

(1) Elgr| S E[f].
(2) If n >0 and j € {1,...,0,} we have

Lireny(Paf) = Lirzny (Pni97).
Proof. We have by (&) and the uniform L'-boundedness of the operators P, ;

E|gr| = / P+ / 90| dP
{T=c0} — Jir=n}
5/ \f|dP+§:/ fldP=E|fl,
{T=c0} —~ Jir=n}

which proves item (1).
Now we prove item (2): Since the set {T" > n} is %, _;-measurable and by Remark[1.2]
we see that

Lirzny (Pojgr) = Puj(Lirznygr) = Po ((H{T:oo} + 1{T=£})QT)

>n
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=P, (1{T=oo}f +2 ]l{T:“PZf)

>n
with the series converging in L'. By (&I and the continuity of P, ; on L', we obtain
Lirsny(Pajgr) = Poj(Lg=ocy f) + > Puj(Pe(Liz=sy f))

>n
= Pn,j(:ﬂ-{T:oo}f) + Z P”J(]]'{T:Z}f>’
>n

where the last equation is true since the range of the projector P, ; is a subset of the
range of the projector P, for £ > n. We thus obtain

Lirsny(Fnjg7) = Pn,j<(]l{T:oo} +> 1{T=z})f) = Poj(Lirsny ) = Yrony (Pus f),
>n
since the set {T' > n} is %, 1 measurable. O

Utilizing the above results—in particular Theorem [L.4—we next show that an inte-
grable function f admits a decomposition similar to Gundy’s decomposition for mar-

tingales (see e.g. [11]).
Theorem 5.2. Let f € Sy for some positive integer N with E|f| < 1. Then, for each
A > 0 there exists a decomposition f = a + b+ c with a,b,c € L' satisfying

(1) |lally £ 1 and P(sup,), |da,| #0) S AL

(2) ||, ldbal]], S 1

(3) llell £ 1 and [lcfls S A

Proof. Let A > 0 and let f € Sy with E|f| < 1. We recall the notation g, = P, f and
the definition of the index set I, = {m : S,_1 € V,, € S,}. Let ¢3 be the implicit
constant from Theorem L4l Define the stopping time r with respect to (%#,) to be

r=inf{n > 0:E,|g.| > \/(4c3) or ma}xEn|fm| > A}
meiln
Moreover, define v_; = 0 and

= > L Balldfnl) = D Ba(lpmmyldful), 1> 0.

mely mely

Let
s=inf{n > —1: Z Eovei1 + sz > A}
(=—1

Then, T := min(r, s) is also a stopping time with respect to ().
PART I: Define

a:=f—gr
Then, Proposition 5] and the assumption || f||; < 1 immediately implies ||al[; < 1. If
T(x) = oo we have da,,(z) = 0 for all m by item (2) of Proposition .1l and thus

{sup |da,,| #0} C{T < o0} ={r <o} U{s < oo}.
Therefore, by Theorem .4 and Doob’s maximal inequality,
(5.1)

P(r < o0) < P(supmaIxE |fn] > N/(4c3)) < P(8c3supE,|f| > A) < 8¢5 L\f| <AL
n>0
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Now we show that P(s < co) < A7, We begin by using Chebyshev’s inequality:
(5.2)

P(s < o0) = IP’( i (Epvns1 + v,) > )\) <A i E(E, (Vpi1) +v,) <2271 iEvn.

n=-—1 n=-—1 n=0

In order to estimate the integral of v, = > ., E,(|df;n|)Lp=n}, we fix an index m € I,
and write

(5.3) E(|dfm|Lir=ny) < E([fn|Lr=n}) + E(| fr1]Lir=ny)-

Since for m € I,,, the support of df,, is contained in A, by Lemma LI we know
that {r = n} C A,. If we assume that {r = n} is not empty, this implies by the
Fn-measurability of the set {r = n} that it can either be A” A! or A, if n > 1 and
{r =0} can only be  if it is nonempty.

In order to continue the estimate in (5.3)), we are going to show that E(Ly—py|fim]) S

~Y

E(L{r=n}|gn|) for m € I, or m such that f,, = g,—1. To this end, we distinguish two
possibilities for the sets {r = n}:

CaSeE 1: {r =n} = A, with the atom A, of .%,_y: Since f,, = P, g, for some j
and the operator P, ; is uniformly bounded on L',

(54) En—l(|fm|]]-{7’:n}) = ]l{rzn}En—l|fm| ,S ]]-{rzn}En—1|gn| = En—l(|gn|]l{r:n})
CASE 2: Let A:={r=n} e {A, A}, which means that n > 1 and B := (A, \ A) C
{r > n}. By Theorem (4]

A
/|fm|§03/(En—1|gn|+En|gn|):CS(| |/ |gn|+/|gn|)
A A |An| An A
A [ A [ )
5.5 =y ———m— gnl + 1+ 9n
) (e o+ () o
= / / ) i /
SC T A1 . 1l gn +2 gn S_A+20 gna
3(‘A|+|B‘ Jonl+2 [ 1anl) < 3141+ 26 [ oo

where in the last inequality, we used the inequality [, |gn.| < A|B|/(4¢3), which is
implied by B C {r > n}. Since A = {r = n}, we know that either E,|g,| > \/(4c3)
on A or there exists my € I, so that E,|f,,,| > A on A. In both cases, using (5.5) for
m = my in the second case, we obtain the inequality

(5.6) / 190l 2 AL

Using (5.6) we continue the calculation in (B.3]) to deduce
[l < [ g
A A
which implies

(5.7) E(Lir=ny|fm]) = E(La|fm]) S E(Lalgn]) = E(Lfr=n}|gnl).
Combining cases 1 and 2, we continue the calculation in (53)) to deduce

where the last inequality follows from P, f = ¢, and the fact that the operators P, are
uniformly bounded on L'. Therefore, the definition of v,, implies

(5.8) > Eu, SE|f| <1
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Inserting this inequality in (5.2)), we finally obtain
P(s < 00) S AL
PART II: Observe that
9ran = 9ram-1) = Lir=n} (Gn — Gn-1) = LpnyLissn} (9n — Gn-1)-
This gives

91 = (9180 = 97a0-1) = > Y Lozmy Lsznydfom:

n>0 n>0 mely,
Now, let n > 0 and m € I,, and define
Tm = ]]-{r>n}]]-{szn}dfm7
5m = ]]-{r:n}]l{SZn}dfm

Recall that by R,, we denote the orthoprojector onto the space V,, so that df,, =
Ryf — Ry—1f. Then, observe that since {r > n} and {s > n} are .%,_;-measurable,
we have Ry 1(Vm + 0m) = LgsnyLlissny Rm—1(df) = 0 by Remark This means
that v,, + J,, is a difference sequence with respect to the operators (R,,). Thus, the
difference sequences

dbm = 6m - Rm—15m7 de = Ym + Rm—l(sm

define the functions b and c¢. Fix the parameter n and consider

E[ Y 1oul| =E| 3 Lpmn Lszmy

mEIn meln

< IE[ 3 n{r:n}ufm@ — Eu,.

mEI'rL

Therefore, by estimate (5.8
S Bl £ Y Ev. S 1

Since the operators R, are uniformly bounded on L', this implies EY" |db,,| < 1 and

also,
olly = dcmH < ¥ H db,, H <1
el H; < el o+ [ el 5
It remains to estimate the L*°-norm of ¢. We have

Z Tm = G(r—1)As-

Let z € {r =n} and for ¢ < n, let B be the atom of .%, that contains z. Since g, € Sy,
lgells < (Eelgel) ().

By the minimality of n in the definition of the stopping time r, this implies

HQZHB 5 A.

This argument yields the inequality

|32 | = Nge-spmolloe A
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Now we estimate the second part of ¢. Since {s > n} is .%,_;-measurable, by
Remark [£.2]

‘ZRm_lém‘ = > Rm—l(ﬂ{szn}]l{r:n}(dfm))‘
m n>0 mel,
= |2 Tom D Rm—l(ﬂ{mn}dfm))
n>0 mely
2»> Rm_l(n{r:n}dfm))
n=0 mel,
s—1
< Z Z Rm—l(]]-{rzn}dfm)‘ + ‘ Z Z Rm—1 (]]'{T:”}dfm)‘
n=0 m&l, n=s mel,
s—1
<Y D Bt +E) Lpapldfinl) + 3> [ Runet (Lpnydfin) .
n=0 mel, n=s mel,

where the last inequality follows from Theorem .4l Looking at the definition of the
stopping time s, we see that the first term is bounded by 2c3A. For the second term
we distinguish the cases where {r = n} = A, is an atom of .%,,_; or {r = n} is only an
atom of .%,. Let m € I,. In the first case, we have by Remark that

Rm—l(]l{r:n}dfm) = ]]-{r:n}Rm—l(dfm) = 0.

In the second case, we assume that A := {r = n} € {A], A’} which yields that
B:= (A, \ A) C {r > n}. Since

0= Rm—l(]]-Andfm) = Rm—l(:ﬂ-Adfm) + Rm—l(]]-Bdfm>7
we get
|Rm—1(]l{r=n}dfm)| - |Rm—1(]]-Bdfm)|
The fact that » > n on B now yields
11dfmllec < [Lfmllec + L fm-1llc S A

by definition of the stopping time r and inequality (L2). Since the operator R,, 1 is
uniformly bounded on L*, we obtain ||R,,—1(1gdfm)|ls < A. Inserting those estimates
into the above, we get that

|5 ] 2

This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

6. UNCONDITIONALITY OF THE DIFFERENCES df,,

Once we know this Gundy-like decomposition, almost the same proof as in the mar-
tingale case yields the following result. We include it for completeness.

Theorem 6.1. Let f € L* and let f,, = Zj<m e;df; for some sequence of signs ().
Then -

(6.1) sup AB(sup| foo| > A) S Elf].

A>0
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Proof. 1t suffices to prove the result for functions in U,.S,. Indeed, assuming the in-
equality for functions in U,S, and f € L', we obtain

(Sup |fm| > \) = hmP(Sup ‘fm‘ >A) < Hf"”l < ||f||17

m<n >\

where we used (6.I]) for functions in 5, and the uniform boundedness of the operators
(P,) on L', respectively.

Therefore, we now prove the stated inequality for functions f € U, S, using Theo-
rem Assume w.l.o.g. that E|f| < 1. Then we decompose the function f by using
Theorem into f = a + b+ ¢. Then, we see that fm =y + b + ¢, and we have

P(sup | fr| > 3X\) < P(SUp |dn| > A) + P(sup |by| > A) + P(sup || > )
and we estimate each of those three parts separately.
(1) If sup,, |@m| > A this implies in particular that sup,, |da,,| # 0 and therefore
P(sup | @] > A) < P(sup |da,,| # 0) <A1

by item (1) of Theorem
(2) For the second term, we estimate

Sup [b| <Y |dbyl,

which implies by Chebyshev’s inequality
P(sup [by| > A) S ATEY  [dby| S AT

where the latter inequality is a consequence of item (2) in Theorem
(3) First we note that ¢,, = R,,éy. Therefore, by Theorem 1.4l and Doob’s inequal-

ity,
['sup [ém[l2 < 2¢slénl2.
m
Since the terms dc; are orthogonal to each other for different indices j, we obtain
1enl2 = llenll2,
which yields by Chebyshev’s inequality

P(sup ] > A) < A Esup 6] S A °Elen]” < A7%[|ewl|Elen].
Using now item (3) of Theorem [.2] yields
P(sup |G| > A) S AL
Combining those steps yields the assertion of the theorem. 0

Now it is a simple task to prove the unconditionality in LP, 1 < p < oo for the
differences (df,,):

Proof of Theorem[I1. Just use Theorem and the Marcinkiewicz interpolation the-
orem. 0
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7. DEMOCRACY OF THE DIFFERENCES df,,

We denote by v, ; the unique (up to sign) function contained in V,, ; that is orthonor-
mal to V), ;1. Recall the pointwise estimate from Lemma which reads

0, on A¢,
(7.1) Wngl S 14LI72, on Aj,
[ALIV2 /AL, on A7

We use this estimate to perform the following calculation:

1 = 2 = / o[ dP + / s P AP < AL sl + A s

Al Al
< Al y 2 n
S 11w, + 1

which yields that there exists a constant d > 0 so that if |A|/|A”| < d, we get the
inequality

(7.3) [l 4, = [AL[7H2.
For 1 < p < oo, Theorem [I.1] implies that

(7.4) I3 anstinsll, = | (X lenstons®) |

with constants that also depend on p.
Next, we want to check that we can also use some variant of the square function.
Before we formulate this result we recall Stein’s martingale inequality [12], which reads

forl <p<oo
75 H E,ha|?)"? <H ha?) 2
73) (S )] 5 (2 )],

where h,, are arbitrary functions and the implied constant only depends on p.

Lemma 7.1. For all 1 < p < oo, we have

1/2 1/2
St =[S 2

where the implied constants depend on cq,co, k and p.

)
p

Proof. Note that estimate ((Z.I]) implies also that

Ta
tn 5] S Enot (W> on A7
Therefore, by Stein’s inequality ([7.5])

(7.6) | (3 langwn)”

n?.]

12 ]]-A’ 1/2
To get the converse inequality, first fix n and con81der the two cases
Case 1: |A!|/|A2| < d. Here we estimate for all j, using (73]) and (L2)

Ta,
|A, |1/2 N n|¢n,]|

p
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Case 2: |Al|/|AY| > d. Here, by (Z2), we have
[nsllag, 2 1ALT2 0 or ([nllag 2 1AR|ITY2 > d VR A 2,
Using again (L2)), this implies

Lar
|A/ |1/2 S En_1|wn7j|‘

Combining those two cases, we arrive at the inequality

|A’ |1/2 S IEn—1|¢n,j| +En|¢n,j|.

Using Stein’s inequality (ZH), we conclude

[ i), <l (S lonstnst) ],

which, together with (IEI) completes the proof of the lemma. O

For 1 < p < oo, let ¥y, ; = ¥y, j/||¥nj]l, be the renormalized version of the functions
Yy ;. Note that using the above lemma, we obtain

(7.7) gl = [AL[YPH2.
Then, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 7.2. For1l < p < oo, the functions ( nj) are democratic in LP, i.e., we have

for all finite sets A of indices (n j) the equivalence

Z (08 ]H cardA)l/p

(n,j)eA

where card A denotes the cardinality of A.
Proof. First, we remark that Lemma [[ 1] and (7)) imply

n1/2|| o Lag 172
| tanswtis )| = [ lansP i)™
n’.] n7-7
Therefore, using also ([.4]), we obtain

]lA’ 1/2]||P ]lA% p/2
(7.8) Z @bp,JHp = H \A’ ‘2/])) - /Q <(Z)A A/ |2/p> P
n,j)e n

Note that for dlfferent mdlces n,m we have either A/ N Al = () or one is strictly
included in the other. Moreover, if A/ C A/ we have geometric decay of measures
|A | < |Al|/2. Therefore, by a geometric series argument and the remark that for each
n, there are at most k& numbers j so that (n,j) € A, we get pointwise

(X i) = (s i) = s i~ 0
~ max = max ~ :
/ 2/p n, / 2/p> n.i / /
2 T, SHETA, WIRTA S 2 T
Inserting this in (Z.8]), we obtain

Z prHp / Z o dIP’ = card A,

(n,7)EA (n,7) EA n

which concludes the proof. O
If we use this theorem, together with Theorem [[L1] and Theorem [B.1] we get
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Corollary 7.3. For 1 < p < oo, the functions (¢, ;) are a greedy basis in the LP-closure
of U,S,,.

If additionally } Nfestf = 0}‘ = 0 and U,.7, generates .F, the functions (¢, ;) form
a greedy basis in LP.

8. INFINITE MEASURE SPACES

Let (2,4, m) be a measure space with m(§2) = co. Let (¥,),ez be a filtration on €2
such that for each n € Z, the o-algebra ¥, is generated by ¢, _; and the subdivision of
each atom A of ¢, 1 into two atoms A’, A” of ¢, having positive and finite measure.

Let o7, be the collection of all atoms of ¥, and set &/ = U,cz4,. Let S be a
finite-dimensional space of ¢4-measurable functions on €2 such that there exist constants
1,02 € (0,1] so that for each f € S and each A € &7 we have

Hwe A:[fw) = allfllat = clAl.

For each atom A € o7, consider the spaces Vy ,, satisfying
S(A) =V C - CVay, =SA) @ SA")

and dim V4, /Vam-1 = 1 for each m = 1,...,04. Moreover, consider the functions
7vbA,m € VA,m satisfying ¢A,m 1 VA,m—l and ||¢A,m“2 =1

We now show that for each 1 < p < 0o, the renormalized system {@Di’m cAe 1<
m < La}, given by ) = tam/[[amllp, is unconditional and democratic in LP. We
achieve this by using our results for probability spaces locally on atoms.

To this end, consider finitely many pairs A of indices (A, m) with A € & and 1 <
m < £4. Choose ng € Z sufficiently small such that for each (A, m) € A, there exists
an atom B € 47,, such that A C B. Let

' ={B € 4, | there exists (4,m) € A with A C B}.

For each B € I, we consider the probability space (B,¥ N B, m(-)/m(B)) and a binary
filtration (.Z2),> on this probability space that contains of the o-algebras (4,NB),>n,-

n
Moreover, we choose the spaces (V,,;) (as given in Section [I)) corresponding to (:%7),>o

such that
(8.1) Vo n>00<7<l,}={Vam:Acd ACB0<m</l,}.

Define (¢, ;) corresponding to the spaces (V,, ;) as in the beginning of Section [7] and
consider, for 1 < p < oo, the renormalized version ¥ ; = ¥, ;/|¥n ll,- Because of
equality (81l), the corresponding functions 1, ; and 14, also coincide and we deduce
from the results in Sections [0 and [1 that for each fixed B € T, the system

{Whm Aced ACB 1<m< 4}

is unconditional and democratic in LP with the same constants for each B € I'. Let
f= Z(A,m)eA aA7m¢ﬁ7m for some coefficients (a,,). Then we estimate

| S st ]S S sonn]

(A;m)EA BEeT (A,m)eA:ACB

=] Xt

BeT ' (A,m)eA:ACB P

Y
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which is true since the sets B € I' are disjoint and the support of thm is a subset of
A. By the unconditionality of {¢/, : A C B,1 <m < (4} for each B € T, we obtain

p
S| Y et = sl
Bel'  (A;m)eA:ACB P per

The latter term is now equal to || f[|5, which shows the unconditionality of (¢, ) in LP.
Similarly, by the uniform democracy of {¢% ,, : A C B,1 <m < {4} for each B €T,

| 30 vl =2 3 il =20] 3 el

(Am)eA BeT (A,m)eA:ACB BeT ' (A,m)eA:ACB
~ anrd{ A,m) e N: AC B} =cardA,
Ber

which also shows the democracy of (¢4 ) in LP.

9. NON-BINARY FILTRATIONS

In this last section, we expand on the setting when the filtration (.%#,) on the prob-
ability space (€,.%,P) is not necessarily binary, meaning that an atom A, of %, 1 is
divided into r = r(n) > 2 atoms A, 1,...,A,, of .%,. We assume that for all n, the
ordering of those atoms is such that |A, | < --- < |A4,,| and that r(n) is bounded
independently of n.

Define the intermediate o-algebras %, = %, C --- C Jn » = Z, by the condition
that for u = 1,...,r and restricted to A,,, the o-algebra .%, , consists of the atoms

Aty App1, Ap U UA, .

Create a binary filtration (%) that consists precisely of the o-algebras .%, , with n
being a positive integer and 1 < p < r(n). Denote by &7, o7’ the collection of atoms of
the filtrations (.%,) and (.%,) respectively.

We now show that if a space S satisfies (L2) for the filtration (.%,), it also satisfies
(T2) for the binary filtration (.%)). It is essential here that the refinement of .%,_; to
F, is done such that we take away the smallest remaining atom in each step.

Proposition 9.1. Let S C L™ be a finite-dimensional vector space so that there exist
constants ¢y, co € (0,1] such that for each atom A € o/ we have ([L2), i.e.,

(9-1) {weA:|f(w)zalflla} = elAl,  fes

Then, there exists a constant ¢, € (0,1], depending only on ¢y and sup,, 7(n), such
that for all A € &' we have

(9.2) {we A:[fW) Zalflladl = &lAlL, - fes.

Proof. Fix n and assume (@) for A € {A,,A,1,..., A, }. Let dy = ¢ and dy =
d2/(1 +d;) = (1 —a)d; with @ = (1 +d;)”" < 1. We show that the set A’ :=
ApoU---UA,, satisfies ([0.2)) with the constant ¢}, = dy. To this end, we distinguish
two cases:

Case 1: |A4,.1] < 1_C|£—1d1|An| = ady|A,|: Here we estimate for f € S

{we A [f(W) = allfla}l = {we A [f(w)| = allflla.}
> (1= a)di|An| 2 (1 — a)di| A = do| AT,

where we used ([O.1]) for A = A,,.
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CASE 2:  |A, 1| > ady|A,]: Let € {2,...,7} be such that ||f||a = ||f]|4,,.. Then

we estimate

Hwe A [f(w)l = allfladl 2 {w e Any: [f (@) = allflla.,} = dilAnl,

where the last inequality follows from (@.1I) with A = A, ,. Continue with d;|A, ,| >
di|Ana| > adi|A,| > adi|A'| = dy| 4.

Summarizing the two cases, we get inequality (@.2) for A = A’ with the parameter
cy = dy. Defining the numbers d; 1 = d3 /(14 d;) recursively, we perform this argument
inductively to obtain that all atoms A" C A, in &7’ satisfy inequality (@.2) with the
parameter ¢, = d,_; € (0,1]. O

Example 9.2. Consider the space Q@ = [0,1] and S = span{p} with p(t) = t for
t € [0, 1]. Divide [0, 1] into the partition of the intervals [0, d], (3, 1 —¢),[1 —¢, 1]. Then,
Section 2 shows that ([2)) is satisfied in this case for the sets {[0, 1], [0, 4], (4,1 —¢), [1 —
g, 1]} with some uniform constants ¢y, ¢ € (0, 1] in 9, €.

On the other hand, it is also clear that for each choice of constants ¢}, ¢, € (0,1]
there are parameters 0, > 0 such that the converse of (L2]) is satisfied for the set
K =10,0]U[1 —e,1] and the function f = py, i.e., we have

Ht e K :pi(t) > i} < 5| K| = &4(6 + €).

Thus, if the splitting is not chosen in the way described above, for the intermediate
atoms we not necessarily have ([L2)) uniformly for all partitions.

Let S C L™ be a finite-dimensional vector space that satisfies (@) for all A € o7,
The above proposition shows that (0.2)) is satisfied for all A € &/’ and some different
constant ¢,. Since (%) is a binary filtration, we get from our previous results that

the corresponding orthonormal system (¢, ;) (defined in the beginning of Section [7)
is unconditional in L? and its p-renormalization is democratic in LP for 1 < p < oc.

Therefore, for 1 < p < oo and the orthonormal system (v, ;), we have the estimate

(9.3) H Z +(f, %])wé]
n,j

<Ol fer

for some constant C'independent of f and independent of the choice of signs. For each n
and p=1,...,7 =1, let (5 )¢ consist of those finitely many functions ¢;, ; satisfying

g € S(Fnpr) and ¢y, L S(F, ). Inequality (L)) implies, for each p=1,...,7—1
and each /,

0, on (Am,u U---u An,T)Cv
(94> ‘wn,ﬂ,f‘ 5 |An,u|_1/2a on An,/m
|An7u|l/2/|An|> on An,/ﬁ-l U---u An,r-

On the other hand, we choose, for each n, an L?*-normalized function 1,4, that is
contained in S(.%,) and orthogonal to S(.%,_1), meaning that

r—1
(95) wAn = Z Z an,u,f,lvbn,u,ﬁ
p=1 ¢

. —1 . .
for some scalars (ay, ) with > 277, 57, |an,uel> = 1. The number of terms in the inner

sum over ¢ is bounded from above by the dimension of the space S.
Having set up the notation, we now investigate the question whether the functions
(14, )n can also be unconditional /democratic in LP, 1 < p < co. As we will see below,
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this is not possible in general and this fact extends Example L5, where we showed that
certain pointwise inequalities for ¢4, are not possible in general.
Since (¢, ;) is unconditional in L? for 1 < p < oo, Lemma [Tl implies

ol = (5 b 2)", = (5 o)
—1

= S Al 2D

/J,:

(9.6)

In the analysis of the functions (14, ), the latter expressions are important, so we make
the following definition.

Definition 9.3. Let 1 < p < oo. We say that the system (¢4,) satisfies condition
(O,), if there exists a constant C' such that for all n and all p,v =1,...,r —1,

D Ntnguel D lanpml[An /P72 A, |27V < O
J4 m

We note that condition (O;) is satisfied for any choice of functions (¢4, ). Moreover,
(O,) is satisfied if and only if (O,/) is satisfied with p’ = p/(p—1). Additionally, if (O,)
is satisfied for some p € [1,2), then we also have (O,) for all ¢ € (p, 2].

Note that condition (O,) is satisfied in particular if the measures of the atoms
Apa, ..., Ay -1 are comparable with a constant independent of n. Moreover, if r =
r(n) = 2 for all n, condition (O,) is also satisfied, since the measure |A,, .| of the largest
of the atoms A, 1,..., A, does not appear in (O,).

Theorem 9.4. Let 1 < p < oo. Then, the following assertions are true.
(1) If (¢a,) satisfies the estimate

(9.7) | " 0f v v,

SSCUf e fel?,

for some constant C' independent of f and the choice of signs, then condition
(O,) is satisfied.

(2) If condition (Oy) is satisfied, then (14,) satisfies estimate Q1) for some con-
stant C' independent of f and the choice of signs.

(8) If condition (O,) is satisfied, then the renormalized system (V% ) given by ¢ =
Ya, /l|Ya,ll, is democratic in LP.

Statement (2) in particular gives that (O;) implies unconditionality of (¢4, ) in LP.

Proof. First consider statement (1). If (¢4, ) satisfies (@.7), we have in particular that
there exists a constant C' such that for all n and all f € LP

[ 1a,llp < Cllflp-

This condition is equivalent to the fact that for all n

[Va,llp - (1904, [l < C.

with p’ = p/(p — 1) and the same constant C. Inserting (9.6]) in this inequality implies
condition (O,).
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Next we prove statement (2). Observe that for fixed n and f € LP we have that

<.f ,QDAn ,QDAH Z Zan,u€ Qn,pm .f ¢n,u€>¢num

w,r=1 lm

Using the square functions, the fact that (¢, ;) = (¥n) satisfies estimate ([@.3) and
Lemma [T], it is enough to show the following estimate for establishing (0.1):

H<ZZZ‘ZZMW%M f Ynue) \Anu\)m

n v=1l m

p

SH(ZZZ' sl ) -

n p=1

(9.8)

p

To this end, we investigate, for fixed n, fixed u,v = 1,...,r — 1 and fixed ¢, m the

expression
|an 00 & La.,
nv”vé n,v,m |An V‘

and consider the trivial o-algebra ¢ = ¢, ,, = {0, A4, ,UA,,} on A, ,UA,,. We
observe

A
Es1 = —"b ]
T Al AT

and thus we write

(IAnul + [Anu])? La ’
1a pUAn, = ]]-?4 WUAn, — 7 7 (Ew ) '
nuUAn nouUAn,y |AW| \Aw|1/2
Then we estimate
1o 14 L, 04,2
) o 2( Z4npd4n .y
|an“£anum‘ ‘Any‘ |an,u£anum‘ <|A |1/2) < ‘an,,u,fan,l/,m‘ ( |An7y|1/2 )
o (A ] + | An])? ( La )2
= |Qn,ptCGn,vm By
| " ‘ |An,,u||An,u| ‘Anu‘1/2
14 2
<4C2<E ) ,
g\Awl”z

where the last inequality follows from (O;). Inserting this inequality in the left hand
side of inequality (O.8)) and using Stein’s martingale inequality (Z3]) for the o-algebras
%, v gives the right hand side of (O.8)). This finishes the proof of statement (2).

In order to prove statement (3), we first show that under condition (O,), we have
the inequality

(9.9) Z |an,“,£HAn,u|l/P—1/2 5 |An,uo|1/p_1/2
J4

forall p=1,...,7—1, where p1p = po(n) € {1,...,r—1} is chosen so that Y, |an ,0.¢| =
MaxX,—1,__r—1 Y |anpe|l. Without restriction, assume that p < 2 so that 1/p —1/2 > 0.
Observe that due to the assumption Z;;ll S oo lan el =1 we have Y, |an 00l = 1. We
distinguish two cases for the value of pu.

CASE 1: o < pip. In this case we have |4, ,| < |4, | and condition (O,) implies

| Ay [ 21/2=1/2) ) )
2 NannellAnal P S T i < FAna T S A
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proving (@) for p < po.
CASE 2: > pig. In this case we have |4, ,,| < |A,,| and condition (O,) implies

Z |a"7mé||An,u|l/p_l/2 N |A"7MO|1/p_1/2,
l

proving ([@.9) also for pu > po.
Therefore, by ([@.6]) and (0.9),

(9.10) [P,y = ZIA a7 WZWMI o Ay g |72

n=1

Now, we write

ﬁ
,_.

E P
b”y#vﬂpn,u,ﬁ
4

pn=1
with
¥n el L.
by v = Qp : and po= T
R W Yrant = ally
Note that for all pu=1,...,r —1,

|l/p 1/2

B [¥nuellp |AW
Z|b el = Zmn#d [ ll, Z| "“A /172

by (@.10). Therefore, ([Q.9) implies Y, |bp el S 1forallp=1,....r—=1and >, |by el
1. Let now A be a finite set of positive integers. Then, this bound on the numbers

(by,e) and the unconditionality and democracy of the functlons (15 .0) gives us

DI D) 2 SUWPEN 1K1 ) wp DV

neA neA p=1
Similarly, the converse inequality |3, 4 » < (card A)YP is a consequence of
> ¢ lbnyel S 1, the unconditionality and democracy of the functions (¥, ,,), where
we also use that the number r = r(n) is uniformly bounded in n and the number of
terms in the sum over ¢ is bounded by the dimension of the space S. U

‘ > (card A)V/P.

Proposition 9.5. Suppose that the functions s, = 22;11 > 0 Ut e satisfy the
pointwise inequality

A 1/2
[An1] on A, .

< Bl
‘wAn‘ ~Y |An7,§| )

foreach k=1,... r.
Then, for each 1 < p < oo, the system (Va,) satisfies [@Q.7) and the renormalized
system (YY) ) is democratic in LP.

Proof. We show condition (O), i.e., we show for each pu,v = 1,...,r — 1 the inequality
(9-11) Y el D lan sl Al [ A |72 < C,
J4 m

for some constant C' independent of n. For each y=1,...,r—1 and each ¢, we observe
that the pointwise estimates for 1,4, in the assumptions and the pointwise estimates
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(Iﬂ) for wn,u,f imply

mpotl = [0, )] < 3 / ] -
K= n,k
]l e Z [ Al A
T B D NV P R VY
Al =) Al A A
A, 172 A S 1A,

Inserting this inequality in the left hand side of (O.I1), we obtain (Q.IT) since |A,, 1| <
|Ap,y| for all p =1,...,r — 1. Thus, Theorem now implies that (@.7) is true for
(¢4,) and (win) is democratic in LP. O

We now use this result to give an explicit example of an orthonormal system of
functions that does not fall in the category of functions of the form (v, ;) as considered
above, but is still unconditional and democratic in LP for 1 < p < oo. The example
we want to consider consists of local tensor products of functions. Assume that we are
given probability spaces (Qs, . #°,P%) for § = 1,...,d. Assume that (.%,) is a filtration
on O X -+ x Qg with Zy = {0, x --- x Qu} and .%,, is generated by .%, _; and the
partition of one atom A, = A}, x --- x A? of Z,_; into the atoms A, X ---x A%
with ms € {1,2} for each § = 1,...,d and the same ordering

|A2,1| §|Afz,2|> 621)"'>d

as above in each direction . Denote by .7, the atoms of %, and & = U,.o,. Let
ps : 1 X - x Qg — Q5 be the projection onto the é-th coordinate. Then, let ¥° :=
ps(2) be the collection of subsets of {25 that appear as the J-th coordinate projection

of some atom A € &. Moreover, assume that we are given finite-dimensional subspaces
S% C L>(€ys) that satisfy (L) for each G5 € 99, i.e.,

(9.12) {ws € G5+ [f(ws)l = arll flle, | = e2lGsl, f € 8.

Then we consider the tensor product space S = S'® --- ® S% on ; x --- x Q.
We now show that S satisfies ([L.2)) for some constants ¢}, € (0,1] and for every
G=G x- - x Gy with G5 € 99 i.e.,

(9.13) {we G:|fWlzdlfllc} z2alGl,  fes

It is enough to show that for each G of this form and each f € S, the mean value of | f| on
G is comparable to the L>®-normof fon G. Letd > 2and f € S. Let x € G1x---xXGy_4
and y € Gy and let f.(y) = f,(z) = f(z,y). The latter functions are measurable in the
respective measure spaces. Then, using the notation G’ = G X - - - X G4_1, we calculate
by Fubini’s theorem and the fact that on the coordinate projection G4, mean values of
positive functions in S¢ are comparable to their L>-norms by (@.12),

1 / 1 1
= | (@ y)|d(z,y) = —; T

G o 1Gdl Ja,
al |f(z,y)|d(x,y) a1 . TG
1 1
> > || — .
~ G /G Ifzllg, do = H|G’| /G/|fy|dxHGd

By induction, this implies that the mean of |f| on G is comparable to the L*-norm of
f on G. Thus, we have established ([@.I3]) for some constants ¢}, ¢, € (0, 1].

[f(z, y)| dy da
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Then we get, for each n and in each direction 6 = 1,...,d an orthonormal basis

(19 0.45)35 Of S°(A%) and an orthonormal basis (¥ , ;);, of the orthogonal complement

of S°(A%) in S°(A2 ;)@ S°(A2,). Then we consider the orthonormal system (¢, ;) for
indices p = (1, ..., pq) and j = (j1, ..., ja) with g # 0 consisting of the functions

(9.14) wn,u,j = w ,m,yl e ® wg,ﬂdyjd'

For fixed n, those functions are orthogonal to the space S'(Al) ® --- @ S4(A%).
We use Lemma [£3] to obtain the following estimate for every = 1,...,d and every

Js
0, on (A2)e,
(9.15) |wn,l,]5| S |A2,1‘_1/27 on Ai,h
|A2,1|1/2/|A2,2|> on Aiz

In the case s = 0 we have the estimate

sz,o,j5| S ‘Ag‘—yz on Afw

which is a consequence of (O.I2)). Assume p; = -+ = s = 0 and pgy = -+ = pg =
1 and m5+1 =.--my =1, myg = -+ = myg = 2. Then, we estimate on the set
Al x A8 x Af;% o X x AL as follows:

o ‘At+1|1/2 ‘Ad |1/2
il S (AR AR AT - 451D 72 )

(916) |At+1 |A ‘
' JAL X oo x A5 X AT X x AT |1/2
AL X x A x ASH X x AL AT o AL

For each fixed value of p € {0,1}%\{0} and j we now define a filtration on O x- - - x Qg s0
that we can use the pointwise estimate (@.I]) to show the assumption of Proposition [0.5]
for the sequence of functions (1, ,, ;)» defined in (@I4). Up to permutation of variables,

we assume without restriction that pu; = -+ = ps = 0 and pgyy = -+ = pg = 1
for some s € {1, 1 ,d}. Then we introduce the intermediate o-algebra .#/ satisfying
Fn1 CFFCF by defining the atoms of .Z# to be the sets

Al XX AR AL X AL (M, my) € {1,23770

Then, the function v, ; is contamed in the orthogonal complement of S(.%, ;) in
S(F})). Consider the filtration (.7, ) consisting of the o-algebras (), and (#}), and
let o/ be the collection of atoms of (#,). We showed above that (L2]) is satisfied for
every atom A € o and every function f € S. Observe fa\l/so that estimate (@.16]) implies

the assumption of Proposition for the filtration (%,). Therefore, we can use our
theory, in particular Proposition @5 to deduce that for every f € LP, we have the
estimate

< C[lflp,

H D ) g )

where the constant C' depends on p and on p, 7, but not on f. Since there are only uni-
formly finitely many values of 1, j, we deduce that the orthonormal system (¢, ;)
is unconditional in LP.

Additionally, Proposition implies that for each p,j, the renormalized system

(¢5 . j)n is democratic in LP. Choose a finite set A of values (n, u, j). Since (¥ , ).

[0, J
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is unconditional in LP, we get

1/2 1/2
f'\J f'\J 2

NTRDIS ,w)EA n:(n 7%])6/\

’
p

where the latter equivalence is a consequence of the fact that the number of indices
(14, 7) is uniformly bounded in n. Thus, there exist values (po, jo) such that we have

| 5 v, =)( Z @)

(n,p,5)EN (n,p0,40) EA

~ (card A)'/7,

P

implying the democracy of the system (¢, , ;)n ;-
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