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INTRODUCTION

The question as to whether every square-summable non-negative
sequence {a,},.z could be majorized by the sequence of moduli of
Fourier coefficients of a continuous function f was posed by Sidon in
1932 (see [12]) and was answered in the affirmative only 45 years later
by de Leeuw, Katznelson and Kahane [3] (in fact they proved that, in
addition, the estimate ||fllcr, < const (Z|a,|?)'/* can always be ensured).
This result was then refined in the author’s paper [7]. It was proved
in [7], among other things, that if a, = 0 for n < 0 then the function
fin question can be chosen in such a way that its Fourier coefficients
corresponding to the negative integers vanish. This suggests the following
definition.

Let G be a compact abelian group with dual (discrete) group I'.
Suppose that X is a Banach space of measurable functions on G such
that X = L2(G) (a set theoretic inclusion) and the natural imbedding
of X to L?%(G) is continuous. A subset E of I' is said to be massive
for X (or X-massive) if there is a constant K such that for every
numerical family {a,}, .y in I>(E) there is a function f in X with

If(n)| = la,| for yeE; f(y)=0 for y¢E;

172
Ifllx < K< Y Iaylz) :

Y€ E

So, the result of the author [7] mentioned above means that the set
of non-negative integers Z, is massive for the space C(T) (T is the
group of the circle, T={zeC:|z[}). In fact, in [7] a stronger result
was established, namely, that this set is massive for a smaller space U
consisting of all functions f such that the two series 3 fmyz",

nz0
Y f(n)z" converge uniformly on T. The norm in U is defined as
n<o0

follows :

Y foe

k<n<l

Iflly = Sup{

: k,leZ,ksl;CeT}-

It is well-known that every set is massive for L?, 2 < p < oo (see
[16], Ch. 5, Theorem 8.6). On the other hand, not every set is massive
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for C(T) (for example, no infinite Sidon set is C(T)-massive; in
particular, the geometric progression {2"},., is not C(T)-massive). Thus
it is natural to try to describe the sets massive for C(T) or smaller
spaces (e.g., for U) or at least, to begin with, to give as many examples
of such sets as possible. For the first time I heard of this general
problem several years ago from Prof. J.-P. Kahane.

The starting point for the present work was the following concrete

question : set E, = | ) [2%%,2%**1]; is E, massive ?
k>1

The contents of [7] suggests that the question of massiveness of a
given set E for C(T) is connected with the behaviour on the space
L*(T) of the corresponding multiplier M,

MN@D=E Y for  or  (Mgf) = Jig,

neE

1 standing for the indicator function of E. For E to be C(T)-massive
it is sufficient, e.g., that M; be of weak type (1,1) i.e. satisfy the
inequality

mes {| Mgf| > A} < const A™H|fll ) -

Just this consideration was used in [7] to prove that Z, is massive.
But for the above set E, this scheme fails because Mg  is not of weak
type (1,1). Incidentally, the absence of weak type implies that Mg
does not act from L' even to the space of measurable functions with
the topology of convergence in measure (since Mg, commute with
translations) — see [9], [11].

Nevertheless E, is C(T)-massive. The proof is based on the fact
that Mg is still « L'-regular » to a certain extent, namely, we shall see
that it satisfies the «interpolation inequality »

1) 1M fll, < CIFIZL I M 1257,

where 1 < p<2and C, a, 0 <a <1 depend on p only. It is worth
noting that if T is an operator of weak type (1,1) then (1) with T
substitued for Mg  is automatically true; moreover, the same holds if
T acts continuously from L! to L' for some r, 0 < r < 1. But this
continuity property is not necessary for the inequality of type
(1) — besides Mg, the multiplier Mz xz, in the case of the group
T2 can provide an example. In [7] an interpolation inequality for the
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last mentioned multiplier was established and then used in the proof
of the fact that Z, x Z, is massive for C(T?).

Now the problem arises to investigate multipliers satisfying inequalities
of type (1). This problem proves to be interesting in itself, so it would
be unnatural to restrict ourselves only to multipliers generated by
indicator functions. In the sequel we denote by M, the multiplier
generated by a bounded function x on Z:

~def
M) =
(this makes sense at least for f e L%(T)). The function x is called the
symbol of the multiplier in question. If x = 1; with E = Z we still
write My for M,.

The paper is divided into two parts. In the first part we describe
two classes of multipliers satisfying the inequality of type (1) or a
stronger inequality (we shall see that in many cases the L'-norm of
the function f on the right can be replaced by its norm in a wider
space, e.g. in U*). The second part is devoted to applications of these
results. For example, it is proved there that the set E, is massive for
U (and not only for C(T), as already claimed). Moreover, if we fix
some points n,, m € [2%*,22%"1] then for every sequence {a,} in I*(E,)
there is a function f in U such that: f(n) = Au 5 | f(n)| = |a,| for

1/2
neEy; f(n) =0 for n¢ Eg; |Iflly < c( ) |a,,|2) :
n € Eg

It is also worth mentioning that in the second part of the paper
we give examples of sets massivg_for C(T) but not for U. One of
them is Z_ U {2*},,, where Z_ = Z\Z, . It is easy to see that this
set is not massive even for the space of such functions f in C(T) that
Y f(n)z" is the Fourier series of a continuous function. There is another

n=0

natural class intermediate between C(T) and U, namely, the space
Ugymm Of functions representable as uniform limits of symmetric partial
sums of their Fourier series. Examples of sets massive for C(T) but
not for Umm Will be presented as well. Note that the previous results
stating that the class of sequences of Fourier coefficients is « close » to
> (beginning with the material cited in the introduction of [7] and
finishing by the result mentioned in the preceding paragraph) essentially
satisfy the principle «all that is true for C(T) can be done for Uj,nn
also ».
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Now we introduce some more notation (some have already been
introduced in passing): m is the normalized Lebesgue measure on T ;
I.1l, is the norm in the space L?(m) or L?(X,m), where X is a Banach
space, 0 < p < o0 (we do not hesitate to use the term «norm » for

p
the functional f H(J Lf1? dm) if p<1); C, is the subspace of C(T)

consisting of the functions f with f(n) = 0 for n < 0; z is the identity
mapping of T.

For a Banach space X, 2(X) denotes the class of X-valued
trigonometric polynomials, i.e. of functions g of the form

(©)) g@ = Y xL, CeT,
nel

where x, € X and the set {n: x, # 0} is finite. Set 2,(X) = {ge 2(X):
the x, ’s in (2) vanish for neZ_}. #_(X) is defined analogously, with
Z, subsituted for Z_. (In other words, 2,(X) and #_(X) are the sets
of X-valued analytic and anti-analytic polynomials, respectively.) For
0 < p < o we denote by H?(X) the closure of 2,(X) in L?(X,m) and
by H?(X) the closure of Z_(X) in L?(X,m). If X = C we write simply
P, Py, P, H?, H? .

The Riesz projections P, and P_ are defined on 2(X) as follows :
if g is given by (2) then

P.g= )Y x,2", P_g= 3 x,:2".
n=0 n<0
It is well-known (see, e.g., [4], p. 484) that if X is a Hilbert space then
P, and P_ can be extended, for 1 < p < o0, to continuous projections
of LP(X) onto H?(X) and H?” (X) respectively, their L?(X)-norms being
bounded by const p?(p—1)~!. Moreover, P, and P_ are of weak type
(1,1) if X is a Hilbert space :

m{||P.gllx>A} < const A7 lgll;, A>0

for ge 2(X), and the same is true for P_ (consult the same book [4],
p. 486).

Different constants in estimates for the most part will be denoted
by C (with or without indices) ; the variations of constants from one
estimate to another are not always reflected in notation.
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PART 1. INEQUALITIES

1. Statements.

1.1. Symbols Vanishing on Z_. We are interested in inequalities of
the type |[M,fll, < CIIfII3IIM,fll;* and their refinements (here 1<p<g,

0<a<1 and x is a bounded function on Z). Note that in the non-
trivial case, when M, is not of weak type (1,1), estimates of this sort
are the more interesting, the more « intensively » the function x vanishes
(because one should not expect to obtain much information from
the knowledge of ||M,f]|, if x vanishes « very intensively »). In support
of this remark we show that the estimate in question trivially
holds if g =2 (the most important case for applications),
8% inf{|x(n):neZ} > 0 and M, is bounded in L? (the latter will be
fulfilled in the most of examples considered). Indeed, we have
Ifll; < 87 IM,fll, and thus

IM.fll, < Clifll, < CIAIFIAIZ™® < C3HIAITIMLfIIZ S,
where p = o + (1—w)27 L.

In applications the case when x~'(0) > Z_ often occurs (this holds
e.g. for x=1g , where E, is defined in the introduction). We start with
considering this case. First we describe a basic interpolation estimate
involving HP?-functions.

A sequence {[,};», of subintervals of the half-line (0,00) (I,=[a,b;])
is called separated if there is B > 1 such that the intervals (a,B~',b,B)
are mutually disjoint (we also use the term « B-separated sequence » if
we want to name the constant B explicitely).

Let {L}xs1i=[ax,b]) be a separated sequence of intervals and
suppose that b, < a,,, for all k. Set J, = [0,a,) J; = (by,a,+,) for
k > 1 and define a function y on Z by setting y(n) =0 for n <0,
y(n) = t, for ne J, and y(n) = s, for ne I,.

THEOREM 1. — Suppose that the above sequences {s;}i>, and {t;}i>o
are uniformly bounded and |s;| < const min {|t,_,|,|t|} with a constant
independent of k. Let r <1 <p<gq,p *=0r"'+ (1-0)g"'. Then
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for f € 2, we have |M,f|, < CIfIRIM,fl;~° (C depends only on r, p,
q and y).

Note that the estimate of Theorem 1 is true for r > 1 as well, but
this case is not interesting because M, acts in L" for r > 1 (see the
beginning of the next section). Note also that it is very easy to extend
the estimate to all f in H" (in this case M,f should be understood as
the boundary values of the function Y y(n)c,z" analytic in the disc

n=>0
{lz|<1}, c, being the Taylor coefficients of f; if M, f ¢ H® we agree
that || M, fl|;=00).

Now we can state an interpolation inequality valid for arbitrary (i.e.
not only analytic) functions.

COROLLARY. — Let x be a function on Z with x|Z_ = 0. Suppose
that for some r < 1 we have ||M.f||, < C||fll; for all fin . If y is
from Theorem 1 then for 1 < p < q and f € P

M fll, < CLfIRIMfllz %, pl=r0+471(1-96).
Indeed, if fe # then M,f e #, and by Theorem 1
MM fll, < CIMfI}IMMfll;7° < C,lIAISIM ;70 a

It is clear that if | M f], < CllIflll, fe£ for some norm |[||.]||
then the inequality of the corollary holds with ||f]|; on the right replaced
by |lIflll. We shall use this in PartIl to prove that certain sets are
massive for some spaces smaller than C(T) (actually a little bit more
refined inequality will be used). Now we note that the function x = 17,
does satisfy the hypotheses of Corollary by the classical Kolmogorov
theorem. The latter has been strenghtened considerably in [15], namely,
it was proved there that ||Mz_ fll, < Gl/fllgs, 0 <1 <1, where

J}g dm

Thus we obtain the following refinement of inequality (1) of the
introduction :

1M fll, < const [Ifl|% | Mg fI17°,  fe L.

(To prove this, combine the estimate for M, from [15] just quoted
with Theorem 1 in which it should be taken
Ik = [22k—1+1,22k_1],sk = 0, tkzl.)

def
Ifllg» = sup

:geU,Hgllusl}.
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Now we give a generalization of Theorem 1. Roughly speaking, it
means that on the intervals [, we are free to apply again certain
multiplier transforms and, moreover, the process can be iterated. This
will lead to massive sets of more sophisticated structure.

Define by induction a sequence </, of classes of functions on Z.
o/, consists of all functions y as in Theorem 1. We say that the
collection of intervals {I,} mentioned in this theorem is adjusted to y.
We assume that the end-points of I, ’s are in Z,\{0}.

Suppose that we have defined the class «/; and for every function
u in &/; a collection of intervals {I,} adjusted to it, where I, = [a;,b,],
a,, b,eZ, \{0}. Fix such u and {I,} and suppose that in each I, a
point ¢, and two (finite or empty) systems of intervals {A,} and {A}}

are chosen. Assume further that the end-points of these intervals are
integers, A, < (ax, ¢, Ay < (¢, b] and that for each fixed k each of
the « translated » systems {A;;—a,}, {by— Ay} is B-separated with some
B independent of k. Let functions y, and y, be constructed by these
« translated » systems according to the same rule as y from Theorem 1
was constructed by I, ’s mentioned there. Of course, the numbers {t;}
and {s;} used in the construction vary from one system to another.
But we assume that all of them as well as the constants in the
inequalities |s;| < const min {|t;_,|,|t;|} are bounded uniformly in k.
Define now a function v:

u(m), n¢l I

oM = Jum)y(nta), nela,cl
u(")y;c(bk —n), ne (e, byl

The collection of all intervals A,;, A}, is said to be adjusted to v. The
class of;.; consists of all functions v so obtained.

TueoREM 1 bis. — If ues/; and r < 1 < p < q then | M,f], <
ClfIFIMf137 for fe P,. Here o, 0 < a < 1 depends on j and C does
not depend on f.

CoroLLARY. — If x is as in Corollary to Theorem 1 and ue o ; then
IMyufll, < ClfIFIM,,fllz~ for all fe?. O

The proof of Theorem 1 bis presented in this article gives o = ¢/*1
where 0 is from Theorem 1. It is worth noting that, in general, the
estimate | M,fll, < ClIfIII°IM,fll37" is the stronger, the greater B is,
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whatever be a (quasi) norm |[||.]|||. This follows immediately from the
fact that to prove this estimate it is sufficient to check it under the
additional assumption |M,fl|, = 1, ||[f]|l < 1 (we shall use this fact in
the sequel several times). Indeed, suppose that under this assumption
we have ||M,fll, < Cl|If]|®. Then the same is true with no restrictions
on |[lIflll, because for [[Ifll>1 we have [ M,f], <
IMfll, =1< [IIf11|P. Now the homogeneity allows us to get rid of
the assumption ||M,f]|, = 1 as well.

We shall not need to know the best possible o, though in principle
this might be of some interest. Note in this connection that the estimate
in Corollary to Theorem 1 remains true with 0 defined by
p 1=0+ (1—-0)g'. See Section 3 of PartIl for more detail.

1.2. Symbols Bounded away from 0 on Z_. A bounded function x
on Z is said to satisfy the Hormander-Mikhlin condition if
6)) sup2* Y [x(n+1)—x()|? < 0.

ko gkgimgok+l

We recall that this condition guarantees that M, is continuous in L*
for 1 <p < oo and is of weak type (1,1) (see the next section for
more information). So we can use as « x» in Corollary to Theorem 1
any bounded function satisfying (1) and vanishing on Z_. The function
u = xy (for which this Corollary gives the interpolation inequality) in
interesting cases does not satisfy any longer the Hormander-Mikhlin
condition even if x does. But the Marcinkiewicz condition
?2) sup Y lun+1)—u)| < ©
ko gkgim<ak+1

is evidently fulfilled if x satisfies (1). Recall (see e.g.[14]) that, for any
bounded function u, (2) implies that M, acts in L?, but in general the
weak type (1,1) inequality fails for such multipliers. The interpolation
inequality may fail for them either, as the example of u =1

shows. Indeed, if for this u we had |[M,fl, < CIfI} IM.fll;~"
for some 1<p<gq then M, would act in L' (because

1/2
IIMJI!,‘A’(Z lf(2")|2) for every r, 0 < r < 0).

k=1
In fact a moment reflection shows that the gap between condition (2)
and the condition "u = xy with x satisfying (1) and ye &/ is rather
big. It turns out, nevertheless, that an interpolation inequality follows
from the Marcinkiewicz condition provided inf |u(n)| > 0.

n<0
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THEOREM 2. - Suppose  that  sup{lu(n)l:neZ} < o0,
inf {lu(n)l :n <0} >0 and u satisfies (2). Then M, fll, <
Cpaa 13 ilMufll‘}‘a. Here 1 < p < q, and o can be any positive number
strictly less than © defined by p™' =0 + (1 — 0)q~ 1.

As it was with Theorem 1, the construction that leads to Theorem 2
can be iterated. Let %, be the class of all functions u satisfying the
hypotheses of Theorem 2. Every separated sequence of intervals in Z.
is said to be ajusted to every function in %, . If for some n the class 4,
has already been defined, take u in 4%, and a sequence {I;},]; = [a;, b)]
adjusted tou, and suppose that inf {lu(n)|:n¢ () I} > 0. Fix a point

1

¢, €la;, b)) and consider for each ! two functions on Z, y, and y;, such
that

sup ) <o, sup Y y@mtl) — ym)l < oo

k okgim<okt1
and the same with y’ in place of y. Then consider the function v,
u@®, t¢U1r
1

u@®y,(t — ay, té¢la;,cl
u(@)y; (t — by, te(c, byl

The class %,., consists of all functions v obtained in this way. By a
system of intérvals ajusted to v we mean any system & of intervals such
that : (i) for each Ie & there exists [ with either I < [a;,¢] or I < [¢;,b]],
and (ii) for each [ the systems {I — a,: Ie &, I < [a;,c]} and {— I + b;:
Ie &, I < [c,b)]} are B-separated with some B independent of /.

v(t) =

THEOREM 2 bis. — Let ue%,, 1 <p <gq. Then for some C and
B,O<PB<1, we have the interpolation estimate |M,fl, <
CIIfIE 1M, flg "

1.3. Commentary. The Plan of the Exposition. In proofs of some
theorems stated we repeatedly use the inequality ||.||, < ||.|ls for r < s.
Thus it is unlikely to be possible to transfer all these theorems to the
real line in place of T literally. But of course they can be transferred
in some form which is close to literal in simple cases. For example if

E, = (J [2%%,2%*'] (but this time the intervals are considered in R)
k=1
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def
then for the operator Mg , Mg f= (Ig, )Y we have the estimate

|ME0f”Lp(R) < DP.q ||f||L1(R) |ME0f| LZ(R)

for all fin L*(R)n L?>(R) (here 1 <p <gq,p ' =0+ (1 —0)q ).
We do not discuss the case of R any more.

Note also that for the time being the theory considered is essentially
one-dimensional : the most natural questions on interpolation inequalities
for multipliers in the case of multidimensional tori T" are open. It is
unknown, for example, whether the inequality

M1l pgem, < C AU gy M1 25

is true for M = M, , and n > 3. See[8] for a discussion of this
problem. For n = 2 this inequality was proved by the author [7]. See

also [1] for some refinements of this inequality still pertaining to the
case n = 2.

Proofs of Theorems 1 and 1 bis on the one hand and 2 and 2 bis
on the other are based on different ideas and are presented in Sections 4
and S5 respectively. To shorten calculations we prove completely only
Theorems 1 and 2. The other two will be verified under many simplifying
assumptions, but it will be quite clear how one can get rid of them.

In Section 2 more or less standard facts about multipliers are stated
in the form convenient to us. Nothing except these facts is needed to
prove Theorems 2 and 2 bis. To the contrary, Theorems 1 and 1 bis are
finer. To prove them we shall need an extra inequality discussed in
Section 3. The idea of its proof was used (for similar purposes) by the
author in [6] and [7] and then by Bourgain [1]. ‘

Note also that Theorems 1 and 1 bis are the most interesting for
applications. Theorems 2 and 2bis are used rather as sources of
counterexamples and should be considered as certain complements to
the first two.
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2. Information on multipliers.

2.1. The Hoérmander-Mikhlin Condition and H'-Multipliers. Suppose
that a function x: Z — C satisfies |x(n)l < A,neZ and also the
Hormander-Mikhlin condition

6)) sup2* Y Ix(n+ 1) - x(m*=C< 0.

ko gkgpngokt1
Then for the function K,K(6) = ) x(n)e™° (assume e.g. that the set

{n:x(n) # 0} is finite to avoid technical difficulties with the definition
of K) we have

2) j K(t — 9) — K(t)| dt < const,
2180 < Jtl < x|

the constant depending on C and A only. (The proof of the counterpart
of this fact for R in place of T can be‘found, e.g., in [4], p. 210-214;
for T essentially the same argument works).

It is the last estimate for K that allows one to prove the properties
of M, with x satisfying (1) listed in the beginning of subsection 1.2
(consult [4], Section I1.5). We have in addition

”fo“1 < C”f"l for fG Hl
with C depending only on 4 and «const» in (2) (see e.g. [2], p. 581,
or [4]).

Moreover, suppose that {x;} is a sequence of functions on Z that
satisfy (1) uniformly in [ and assume sup |x;(n)] < co. Define an
n,l

operator T on LP(I1%,m) (this space consists of sequences of functions
{g,} with J(Elg,lz)P/zdm< ) by the formula T({g;}) = {M,g;}. Then,

for 1 < p < oo, T is continuous : ||Tg|, < C,llgll,, g € L?(I*,m) (see e.g.
Theorem 3.11 in Section V.3 of [4]).

In [2] it was proved that for a bounded function x satisfying (1)
the operator M, is a multiplier of A" for r > 2/3. To prove Theorems 1
and 1 bis we shall need a result of the same kind for arbitrary r > 0.
If r is small, (1) should be replaced by a condition requiring greater
«smoothness » of the symbol of the multiplier. For us the following
result will suffice.
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ProroSITION. — Let g be a function in C®(0,00) satisfying
[(d/dt)’g(t)l < Cat™® for all non-negative integers B. Define a function x
on Z by x(n) =0 for n < 0, x(n) = g(n) for n > 0. Then the multiplier
M, maps H" to H" for everyr,0 <r < 1,and L’ to L* for 1 < p < o0.
Moreover, the norm of M, for each particular r or p depends only on
constants Cg.

Sketch of the proof. — We prove only the H"-part of the proposition
by reducing it to the counterpart for the real line that can be found
in the monograph [4] (Section III.7, Theorem 7.30). Suppose for simplicity
that g has compact support (this is sufficient for our purposes but in
fact leads to no loss of generality) and extend g by 0 to the negative
half-axis. Let F be the inverse Fourier transform of g and f(t) =
Y. x(n)e™. Then f is the periodization of F: f(r1) = Y F(t + 2=l
neZ leZ
(the series converges rapidly).

M, is the operator of convolution with f, so it is sufficient to prove
that for every r-atoma on the unit circle the L"(T)-norm of a=xf is
bounded by some constant depending only on a certain number of
Cg's. (Consult the same monograph [4] for characterizations of H'-
spaces in terms of atoms). (It is probably worth noting that some
specific features of the situation we consider make it particularly simple.
The above uniform L'-estimate trivially implies the uniform estimate of
functions a f in the space H" as well, because a * fe H? for every r-
atom a in view of the fact that x(n) = 0 for n < 0).

Now we can write

r

dt =

|

If we extend a by 0 to the complement of [—m,m] we obtain an
r-atom for the real line and the last expression is nothing but
laxFll7, ® This is bounded by a constant depending on a finite number

of Cg’s by the result quoted in the beginning of this proof. O

an?lasfll;, < ¥

leZJ —n

Jm a(w)F(t—u+2nl) du

r

dt.

r a(w)F(t—u) du

-n

The next lemma easily follows from the Proposition.
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LemMmA 1. — Let A > 1. There exist functions ¢;, j > 0 on Z with
the following properties :

(a) (Pj ? 09 Z (pj = ﬂz+\{0), (pj(n) = 0 for n ¢ [Aj_l,Aj+1]'
j

(b) If u=Y ¢€0;, gl <1 then for every fixed r the operators M,
are bounded uniformly in all collections {€;} as operators from H" to H"
for r <1 and from L" to L™ for r > 1.

Proof. — Let o be a function in C®(R) such that a(s) = 1 for
s> A4 a(s) =0 for s < A Y2 and 0 < o < 1 everywhere. Define
Y by Y(s) = afs) for s < 1 and Y(s) = 1 — a(s4 ) for s > 1. Clearly
Y e C*(R) and if we set Y;(s) = Y(s4 /) then Y V;(s) is 1 for 5 > 1

j=0
and 0 for s <O. If |¢;| < 1 then the function g = ) g; satisfies the
hypotheses of the proposition with some constants C; independent of
the collection {g;}. So we can set ¢; = {;|Z. O

CoroOLLARY. — With the above functions @; we have

1/2
(3 war?)

for all fin H if r < 1 and for all fin L" if r > 1.

< Glfll,

r

Proof. — Let r; be the Rademacher functions. We get from Lemma 1
that

1% 750 My f1I7 < CHIf;

uniformly in t €[0,1]. Now integrate this in ¢t over [0,1] and apply the
Khintchine inequality. O

2.2. The Littlewood-Paley Decomposition. This is the name of the
following statement.

Let {a,},.z be a strictly increasing family of integers such that
(3) supcard {n: a,e[2%,2**U[-2¥*!, -2} = C < .
k
Set I, = [a,,a,+,). Then for 1 < p < oo we have the two-sided estimate

()]

(c, and C, do not depend on f).

4) plfll, < < Glifll,, f € LP(T)

14
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The standard argument leading to this theorem (that can be found
e.g. in [14], Chapter IV, Section 5) after iterations gives the analogous
result for more general decompositions of Z into intervals. (Cf. also
[13] for the case of R.) We give the precise statement.

Define by induction a class 2 of decompositions of Z into intervals.
First we attribute to 2 all decompositions generated by sequences
satisfying (3), as above. Next, if De 2 and D = {[a,,b,)}, we attribute
to 2 all decompositions that can be obtained by further subdivision of
intervals [a,,b) by some points a; = a;, < ay; < -+ < a,, <
b,s < --- < by, = b; such that the sequences {a;;—a,};<j<, and
{bs—b; }1<j<v satisfy (3) with C independent of s (v and v can depend
on s).

Generalized Littlewood-Paley Theorem. Estimate (4) is true for every
decomposition of class 2.

As to the proof we note only that in the argument leading to the
classical Littlewood-Paley decomposition the Hérmander-Mikhlin theorem
is ordinarily used. To obtain the generalization just stated by iterating
this argument the variant of this theorem for LP(I%,m) mentioned in
the preceding subsection should be employed.

2.3. The Marcinkiewicz Multiplier Theorem. This theorem has already
been mentioned in Section 1. The Marcinkiewicz condition (inequality
(2) in Section 1) is weaker than that of Hormander and Mikhlin but
does not guarantee the weak type (1.1) estimate for the multiplier in
question. On H! we have, however, a substitute for this estimate: if u
is a bounded function satisfying (2) of Section1 and w, = 1
k > 0 then for fe H' we have

m{(Q.| M, f1*)>*>} < const A~1||f]l;.

[2k'2k+ 1) ’

Note that this statement is unlikely to have multidimensional counterparts.

We shall need a similar fact for [?>-valued functions as well as a
variant of the Marcinkiewicz theorem for them. Here is the statement.

Complement to the Marcinkiewicz Theorem. Let {v,} be a sequence
of functions on Z satisfying

sup [v,(n)| < 00, sup Y o (n+1)—v,(n)] < .

sn Sk pkgin<ok+1
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(@ If 1 <p< oo and (QIf;|*)'?e L? then

IQIM, fs1%) I, < const [((Z|£1%)"2,.

() Let A > 1, w,=1 (k=0). If f, e H* for all s then

()

Proof. — We begin with (b) restricting ourselves to the scalar valued
case. (I was not able to find a reference even for this case, though the
proof is standard.) So in place of the sequence {v,} we have only one
function v.

Zf\[Ak,Ak+ 1)

1/2
’”{(Z 'kavs.ﬁlz) >7»} < const A1
k,s

1

For each k let X, be the continuous function on R equal to 1 on
[4%, 4**Y), to zero on (— o0, A* 1) U (4**2, + ) and linear on each
of the intervals [4*"!, 4%] and [4**!, 4**?]. Set x, = X,|Z. Then the
functions ) &,x, with |g,| < 1 satisfy the Hormander-Mikhlin condition
uniformly in all collections {g,}. Thus we have for fe H!:

©)) QI M, /1), < const |Ifll; .
Set g, = M, f, @ = min{neZ:n>4*}. Then

M, f = v(@)@"P. (F%g) —2* P (% g) +
Y (@P.Eg) 2P E* )M —v(n—1).

ag<n<ayg i1

Denote the term written before the summation sign by h,. Since v is
bounded, we obtain by the weak type (1,1) inequality for P, on

L%(1?):
1/2 1/2
m {(Z |hk|2> > k} <A <Z lgk|2>
k k !

Thus by (5) all we need will be proved if we establish the estimate
2\ 1/2
(6) m{(Z( Y lom—ov@m-1) |P+(2"gk)l)) > x}g
k ag<n<ay 41
1/2
(Z ng|2>
k

and the analogous estimate with P, (z"g,) replaced by P, (z%+1g,) (the
proof of the latter is the same as for (6) and will be omitted).

cAt

1
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Set d, = [v(m)—v(n—1)|"2, ¢, = d,z"g, (for each k the index n

satisfies @, < n < a,+,). Then
1/2
(z I(Pk,nlz>
k,n

1/2

m{(Z |P+(pk’,,]2> > x} <CA?
k,n

This implies (6) because, on the one hand, for a fixed k we have by

the Holder inequality and the Marcinkiwicz condition for v :

Y lom—ovn=DP. (gl =

ap<n<apy1

1

1/2

Y tv(n)—v(n—l)l”zIP+((Pk,,.)ISconst( y IP+(<pk,..)lz>,

ap<n<ap41 ag<n<apiq

and on the other hand
PIRLMERS (sup Y Id,.l2>Z lgul® < const Y [g,|%,
k,n ap<n<ap i1 k k
again by the Marcinkiewicz condition.

The [?-valued case of (b) can be proved by a routine repetition
of  essentially the same  argument. Hint:  Write first

1
IC LAIDM2), ,\(J Y. r,()fill; dt, the r, being the Rademacher functions.
0

For almost every ¢ the function Y r,(¢)f; is in H' and so we can apply
to it the multiplier with symbol Zrk(t)xk. This leads to

1/2, 1/2
(Z !Mxkfslz) (Z )fs12>

in place of (5). And so on.

To prove (a) one should repeat with minor changes the standard
proof of the Marcinkiewicz theorem (see e.g., [14], Chapter IV, Section 6
for the latter in the case of R instead of T). O

< const
1

1

3. Interpolation inequalities for vector-valued spaces L'/H'.

3.1. The Statement. Commentary. Let X be a Banach space. Denote
by {|[.lll;, 0 <t < oo the norm in the quotient space L'(X)/H-(X).
(The definition of H' (X) and H'(X) was given in the Introduction.
We also recall that 2(X) denotes the space of X-valued trigonometric
polynomials).
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THEOREM 3. — Let 0 <r<p<g<oo, p '=0r"1+ (1-0)q*.
Suppose also that the number s defined by s™' = p~* — q~! is strictly
greater than 1. Then

g, < Cpg.r llIgIIE 11gllg
for every g in P(X).

Remark. — The proof presented below gives C,,, <
C2Y7(r+1)r !s3(s—1)"! for some numerical constant C.

COROLLARY. — Suppose in addition that p > 1 (in this case automatically
s > 1) and X is a Hilbert space. Then for g€ #(X) we have

1P gll, < Cp o liglyIPoglla~°.

Proof of the Corollary. — If h generates the same class as g in
the quotient space LP(X)/HZ(X) then P,g=P,h. Thus
P.gll, < sz(p—l)"|||g|||p. On the other hand it is evident that
lliglll, < ligll, and [lIglll; < [IP.gll,- U

Let us comment the Corollary. It has just been used that for ¢ > 1
we have |||glll, < [|P.gll, < C(@)|llglll, for all g, and hence for r > 1 the
estimate reduces (to within the constant) to the trivial estimate
IP.gl, < IP.glyIP.gll;~° If r=1, the situation is slightly more
complicated, but still the inequality in question can easily be derived
from the weak type (1,1) estimate for P, . But for r < 1 no kind of
such argument will work. Thus the conclusion of the Corollary
for r < 1 can be considered as a certain substitute for the L’-regularity
of P,.

The main ingredient of the proof of Theorem 3 given below (a
«trick » with multiplication by an appropriate outer function) has
already been used by the author in [6] (Lemma 1) and [7] (Section 4)
for X = C, but sharp estimates (with the exponent 8) were not presented
there. It [1] (proposition 4.1) the same trick was employed to prove the
counterpart of the Corollary for the Lorentz space L'* (again for
X=0):

(1 IP.gll, < C,,llgld o IPiglli~°,

def
where 1 <p<gq,p '=0+(1—-06)q", llgl o= supAm{gl>A}.
A>0

In applications r < 1, p > 1 will always hold.



FOURIER COEFFICIENTS AND MULTIPLIERS 165

We emphasize that in Theorem 3 no hypotheses on L?(X)-regularity
of P, are involved. We have formulated Theorem 3 and its corollary
for vector-valued functions because this will really be needed in the
sequel. But it should be noted that the vector-valued situation presents
here no complications compared with the scalar case.

Note also that we can do all of this with H' substituted for H-
and P_ for P..

3.2. The Proof of Theorem 3. Recall that 2_(X) is the set of
X-valued antianalytic polynomials. It is clear that for every €>0 there
are g;, g, in Z(X) such that g — g, eZ2_(X), g — g,€2_(X) and
Igill, < A+e)lllglll,, lgally < (T+e)lliglll,.  Set f=g, — g (so
f€?_(X)). Define a function « on T by a(§) = Mig; Qlix" if llg; ©)llx > A
and o) = 1 if |ig;(2)llx < A. Let t be the outer function for which
It = o a.e.: T =exp(loga + iH (loga)), where H is the harmonic
conjugation operator. It is clear that Tfe H' (X) for allt. We show
that with A appropriately chosen the function g, + Tf is just the

representative of the class generated by g whose LP-norm admits the
estimate we want, to within €. We have

g2 +7fll, < CUR 2+ NI, + 11 =D)gall,) = CIg,ll, +11(1—T)gall,)

where C=11if p>1 and C = 2'7if p < 1. By the definition of T,
1l < 1 and [7(§)g,@)llx < A a.e. Thus [Tg,l, < A\*"llg,ll)*. The term

I(1—7)g,ll, will be estimated by using the Holder inequality :

(1 =)gall, < llg2llg (fll - dm)”S.

Let us estimate the integral on the right. Let e = {{e T : [Ig; (O)llx > A}.
Then |1—1| < 2 on e and on T\e we have

[1 — 1| = |1 — exp (iH (log @))| < const |H (log a)].
So

<J|1—r|s dm>1/s< C(m(e) + j |H (log o)|* dm)'* <
T

C(A""llg4lID*+ C, <J

e

llog o dm)”s.
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Consider the distribution function vy, y(t) = m{|ig,llx>t}. Clearly
Y(t) < t77igyll7. Now

1/s 1/s
( f llog af* dm) = (j (log IM" g4l dM> =
e llgqlix>2

© t s—1 dt 1/s ©
(J S<1°g X) Y(®) 7) < C(X"Ilglllij (log o) ‘o7 do)li=
x .

1
Cr,s()“—'”gln ;)l/s'

1/s
Thus finally (Jll—rlsdm> < G, (A "lg4/I7)*" and

-r r -r r
g2+ 7fll, < Cpqr (7»1 P lgill? + A s ligalls ngllq>-

Now it suffices to put A = ||g,||7¢ /¢ 1-a™h ||g2||;'_1"'_1“'_1’. O

4. Symbols vanishing on Z_.

4.1. The Proof of Theorem 1. Let fe #,. Choose a constant 4 > 1
so close to 1 that each interval [477!, 47*!] (j > 0) meets at most one
of the intervals I, from the definition of the function y before the
statement of Theorem 1. (Since the sequence {I,} is separated, such a
choice is possible.) Let {@;};», be the sequence of functions given by
Lemma 1 (subsection 2.1) for this A. By the Corollary to that lemma

1/2]

J

(6] < Cifll.

r

Consider three sets of values of j:
G, = {j: o1, = ¢; for some k}
G, = {j: ¢1;, =0 for all k}
G; = Z.\(GyuG,).

If j € G, then there is a unique k = k(j) with @;(a,)) # 0 or @;(b;;) # 0
(it is .possible that the both inequalities hold ; recall that I, = [a;, b)) .
Set u; = 1—wo,ap®js ;i = Vi 50®s5 Wi = Ty +0)®; With k = k(j).

Fix an integer N and a numerical sequence {a;} and consider the
sequence {ajib"‘”HMq,ff }ie 6s.j<n- This sequence is an [*-valued trigo-
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nometric polynomial. We apply to it the Corollary to Theorem 3. Since
PJ,(Z""U)HM(,I.]") = Zb"mHMwa, we get

p/2 1/p
(JE, o) em) "<
oo r/2 o/r a/2 (1-9)/q
{3 o (3, o)
Jj€Gjy JEG3

where p~! = 0r! 4+ (1—0)g~'. (We have extended the summation to
all j e G5 because the estimate is uniform in N). In virtue of (1) the

first factor on the right is majorized by C|f|®, provided
sup |o;| < oo. If in addition |a;| < const [t,;+,| for all j (¢,'s are from
J

the statement of Theorem 1) then it is easy to see that the second
factor on the right is majorized by C||M,f H,}“e. (Indeed, by Corollary

(_Z My, )”l

P, in LI(I*) we get from this that

to Lemma 1, ¢ < ClIM,f||,. Using the continuity of

P

Je G3
CIIM,fllp). So if the a,’s are subjected to the both conditions then

( Y oM, f] 2)1/7]

je Gy

g S

(2

< CIfIIM,f1137°.

p

If, moreover, |o;| < const || for all j € G; then we get in the same
way (by using the variant of Corollary to Theorem 3 with P, replaced

by P_): .
(2, )

3)
JjeG3

< ClIfIRIM, f1127°.

p

From the Holder inequality and (1) we obtain

1/ ' 1/
< ) |5k’<j)M«>,~f|2> 1 ( ) |sk(j)ijf|2> 1
Jj€G3 J€G3

and again the second factor on the right is majorized by || M, f 1179, in
virtue of the continuity of the Riesz projection in L4(/?) and the
inequality |s;| < const min (|£,], |tc+|) from the hypotheses of Theorem 1.
Combining this inequality with (2) and (3) in which we put o; = s,

we find 1y
< Y |Sk(j)M.;if|2> ’]

jeG3

1-9
0
< Cliflly

p

b

p

< ClAIRIM,fllg~°.

14
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Set now a; = t,; in (3) and o; = ty;+, in (2). Then (3) and (2)
together with the last inequality give

(5,0

The analogous estimate with G; or G, in place of G5 is also true and
is much simpler: if je G; u G, then y is constant on the support of
¢; and so the desired estimate follows from the Hoélder inequality and

(1). Thus
1/
<Z |M‘PJM)’f]2) 71

Jj=0

< CUAfIRIM, flig~°.

p

< ClIfISIM, f11 470,

p

Since for every ne Z, the relation @;(n) # 0 can hold for at most two
adjacent values of j, we can apply the Littlewood-Paley theorem to the
sums over odd and even j’s separately to obtain that the term on the
left majorizes || M,fl,. O

4.2. Concerning the Proof of Theorem 1 bis. We restrict ourselves
to symbols of class o/, (the further advance is made by repeating the
same procedure). Let y and {/,} be as in Theorem 1 and let intervals
Ay, Ay = I, and functions y, be such as described in the definition of
o/ (for simplicity we assume that ¢, from this definition coincides with
b, for each k and so there are no intervals A; and functions y;). So
we consider the multiplier with symbol «,

ym), n¢lJ L
a(n) = k
ymyi(n+ay), nel.

We shall prove the interpolation inequality for functions f in 2,
satisfying ||fll, < 1, |IM,fll; =1 (see the end of subsection 1.1 for a
reduction of the general case to this).

We keep the notation from the proof of Theorem 1. Some estimates
obtained in the course of that proof will be used. Let E= (] I,

B=ylg, y=y— B. We can apply Theorem 1 to y and obtain .

(5] ]

because || M, fll, < const |M,f||, in view of the Marcinkiewicz theorem.

“ < CIfIRIM,flI3 -8 < CIIfIE,

p
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(Note that when considering the classes 7, with n > 1 one should use
at the same point the L%continuity of a multiplier whose symbol does
not satisfy the Marcinkiewicz condition. This continuity property can
be derived from Generalized Littlewood-Paley theorem and part (a) of
the Complement to the Marcinkiewicz Theorem stated in Section 2).
Since |s,| < const min {|t;],|t+,]}, it follows from (4) that

1/
( L sipMuyenf |2> 7]

jEG3

< ClfIE.

14

From this and (1) we derive that

A A

(5 ottt ]

jeGj

+
r

> < CUIAI+IAID < CLf7,

r.

since |Ifl, <1 and 0< 6 <1. It follows directly from (1) that

(5, s

Jj€ Gy

< CJifll, (here k(j) denotes the unique number

r

k with o, = @;). Together with the preceding estimate this yields

(ge) |

Thus we have « extracted » the part of the symbol y which is subject
to changes during the passage from y to o. Now we repeat the proof
of Theorem 1 with small variations. The preceding estimate and the
Khintchine inequality imply

Ll

where d; is the left end of the unique interval I, that intersects the
support of ¢;. Let {{,} be the functions given by Lemmal with
parameter 4 so close to 1 that for every fixed m and k the translated
system of intervals {A,,—a,} contains at most one intersecting the
support of . (Recall that all these systems of intervals are B-separated
with the same B). Applying the multiplier with symbol Y r,(DV,, to

< ClIfIS.

"dmdt < ClIfIlY,

Y 07 My, f
j€e GyuGy

the function ) rj(t)Ed Mg, f we find by Lemma 1, the counterpart
j€e G1uG3
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of the Khintchine inequality for the system {r;(t)r,,(t)} and the preceding

estimate that "
2
(g o)
J,m

®)
where &; ,,(n) = @;(n)V,(n—d;). This is the counterpart of (1) from the
proof of Theorem 1 and we apply the procedure used there. Namely,
we single out the pairs (j,m) for which at least one of the end-points
of some Ay lies in the support of §;,. Then we apply appropriately
Corollary of Theorem 3 to the sum over such pairs, and so on. The
result of all this will be

< ClIf1e,

r

IMsfll, < CIAIY,

where & = ol . (0% appears because, in contradistinction to (1), the
exponent 0 is already present in (5) on the right. It should be noted
that at the end of the argument we use the Generalized Littlewood-
Paley theorem in place of the ordinary one used in the proof of
Theorem 1). Since (4) means that ||M,f], < CllflI¢, and y + 8 = a we

finally obtain ||M,fll, < C|IfII*. O

5. Symbols, bounded away from 0 on Z_.

5.1. The Proof of Theorem 2. We assume without loss of generality
that ||fll, <1, [M,fll,=1. The Ilast equality implies that
IP_fll; < const, since the Marcinkiewicz condition for the function
1, u™! can easily be verified. On the other hand,
m{|P_f|>A} < CA"1|f]l,, and so for 1 <r < g we have |P_f|, <
C,IflI5, where r™!' = 6 + (1—0)q~ ! (note that c » 1 as r » 1). Fix
some r, 1 <r < q. Since u satisfies the Marcinkiewicz condition, the
last estimate gives

ey IP_Mfl, = IMP_fll, < CIfIIT.
Besides,
@) WP Sfly < Ny +HIP-Sflly < Ul + (IP-S1, < GIAIIT-

Now we apply part (b) of the Complement to the Marcinkiewicz
Theorem (see subsection 2.3) in the scalar case. Let w, = 1 ak+1 )(A >1
is fixed). The part (b) just mentioned implies that

1/2
3) mK&MWRN>>%<aﬂwmu
k

2[4k
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The Littlewood-Paley theorem directly gives the estimate

(; IkauP+fI2>1/Z‘

« Interpolating » between this estimate and (3) we obtain

(S |

where p~! =0+ (1—-0)g™'. Another application of the Little-
wood-Paley Theorem gives now ||P,M,fl|, < C||P, fII%. Taking into
account (1) (where we put r=p) and (2) (where we do not specify r
for the moment) we conclude that

IMfll, < IP.Mfll, + IP_M,fll, < CUAIT+ A1) < 2Cf1F,

q

< ClIP. A1,

p

since ||f]l; < 1. Recall now that o is close to 1 if r is close to 1, and
so the exponent 6o can be chosen arbitrarily close to 0. O

5.2. Concerning the Proof of Theorem 2 bis. We restrict ourselves
to symbols of class #, (as in Theorem 1 bis, to advance further the
procedure should be repeated). Moreover, we consider for the sake of
simplicity only symbols v of the form

um, n¢( 1
v(n) = 1
u(n)y,(n—ay), nel,.
Here u satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 1, {/;} is a separated family
of intervals in Z, with inf {lu(n)l :‘h¢ U I,} > 0 and {y,} is a uniformly
l

bounded sequence of functions on Z that satisfy the Marcinkiewicz
condition uniformly in /. Again we assume that |[M,fl, =1, |Ifl; < 1.

Let E= () I,, ¢ = ulzg, ¥ = u — ¢. The function ¢ satisfies the
l
hypotheses of Theorem 2, and thus
IM,fll, < ClfITIMafllg~®.

The function 1, ;¢ ' satisfies the Marcinkiewicz condition, so
| Mz efll, < CIM,fll,. Besides (again by the Marcinkiewicz theorem)
I M,fll, < CIIM,fll, < C. So

©) IMofll, < ClflIT and  [[Mzgfll, < cllfII5.
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(Again, for classes %, with n>1 the Marcinkiewicz theorem is not
applicable at this point. The L'-continuity of multipliers required for
n > 1 can be derived from the Generalized Littlewood-Paley Theorem
and part (a) of the Complement to the Marcinkiewicz Theorem stated
in Section 2).

It follows from (4) that

IMeflly < e(llfli+If19) < eulifIT

Choose now a sequence {@,} of functions on Z such that o,|I, =1,
@[, = 0 for k # | and all functions Y &@,, |g| < 1 are uniformly

bounded and uniformly satisfy the Hormander-Mikhlin condition. (Such
a sequence exists in view of the fact that the intervals {I;} are separated.
It can be constructed by using the same idea as in the beginning of
the proof of the Complement to the Marcinkiewicz theorem in
subsection 2.3.) Since Myf € H' we obtain from a result quoted in
subsection 2.1 and the Khintchine inequality that

)

Note that nothing will be changed if we replace M, f in the leftmost
term by z''M 1,f (a is the left end of I)). We do this and then apply
part (b) of the Complement to the. Marcinkiewicz theorem (this time
in the vector-valued case, with the sequence of symbols

{ﬂ[O,bl—al]u((')-l- a)yi(-)}). We get

1 S ClIMflly < ClAIIS -

1/2
Q) m {(Z |M,, MM, f| 2) >x} < GRS,
k,1

where wy(n) = w(n—a), w, =1 and 4> 1 is fixed in

Zﬁ[Ak,Ak+ 1)
advance.

The further manipulations are analogous to those in the proof of
Theorem 2 after estimate (3). Namely, the L?-norm of the « quadratic
function » in the left-hand term of (5) is majorized by |[MzM,f]|, which
is less than or equal to C||M,f]|, = C. Then we «interpolate » between
this estimate and (5), and so on. At last we arrive at the inequality
IMyfll, < C||f||® for some B, 0 < B < 1. Combining this with the first
estimate of (4) we complete the proof. O
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PART II. APPLICATIONS

1. General results.

1.1. The Statement. Our aim is to prove a general theorem connecting
interpolation inequalities and massiveness of some sets. Let X be a
Banach space of functions on the circle continuously embedded into
L*(T) (in applications X will be continuously embedded even into
C(T)). Denote by X, the closure of X in L?(T) and by P the orthogonal
projection of L%(T) onto X,. If f € L? we set

jgf dm

We postulate the following « axiom » :

I1fllxx = SUP{ cgekX, IIngsl}.

Al. There exist C, o, 0 <a <1 and p, 1 < p <2 such that for
all fin X,

11, < CUAG*IAIZT.
An equivalent form of the same condition :

I1Pgll, < Cliglly*!lPgllz~
for all g in L*(T). Indeed, it is evident that || Pg|iyx = ||g|ly*, g € L?.

THEOREM 4. — Suppose that X satisfies Al. Let {@,} and {\{,} be
two orthonormal systems lying in X, and orthogonal to each other.
Suppose that {o,} is uniformly bounded in L and on the linear span of
{\s,,} the norms of the spaces L' and L* are equivalent. Let X|a,|* < 1,
[ 78,am

X|b,|%2 < 1. Then there is a function f in X such that =

la,l|, J fU,dm = b, for all n and ||f||x does not exceed some constant
independent of {a,} and {b,}.
1.2. Another « Axiom ». To prove Theorem 4 we follow more or

less closely the scheme presented in [7]. This scheme should, however,
be modified to give the «exact interpolation » by Fourier coefficients
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with respect to {\,}, as stated. To make the appropriate modification
it is convenient to introduce another « axiom ».

A2. There exist C, o, 0 <a <1 and p, 1 < p <2 such that for
every f in X, there is a function h in L? with Ph = f and

lhll, < ClIAIG*IAIE

It is clear that A2 is implied by Al. In fact A2 is strictly weaker
than A1 but we do not dwell on presenting a counterexample.

LEMMA 2. — Suppose that X satisfies Al and let G be a subspace
of X, on which the norms | .||, and | .||, are equivalent. Set

Z = {heX:fhEdm=O for all geGy=XnG. (Z is a closed
subspace of X.) Then Z satisfies A2.

Proof. — For every g in L?*(T) denote by F, the functional on X
defined by F,(x) = fxé' dm. Note first that for ge G

ey cliglly < ||Fg||X* < ¢ ligllz-

Indeed, the second inequality is valid because X is continuously
embedded into L2%(T). To prove the first one write down
lgll, < ClIF,lI%*llgllz™* and note that |igll,<|lgll, for g in G.

Thus the subspace {F,:ge€ G} of X* is norm-closed and reflexive.
Hence it is closed in the topology o(X*,X) as well (because its ball is
weakly compact, thus o(X*,X) compact and thus o(X*,X) closed).
Consequently this space coincides with its bipolar that is nothing but
the annihilator of Z. So we have : every functional F on X vanishing
on Z is of the form F, for some g€ G.

Now let f € Z,. By the Hahn-Banach theorem there is a functional
F on X with F|Z = F;|Z and ||F||x* = ||fl|;x. F — F; vanishes on Z
and so F — F, = F, for some ge G. Set h = f + g. Then, since X
satisfies Al,

1B, < Cllhlxllhl;™ = CllfI*lhlz ™.

To complete the proof note that |hll, <IIfll; + llglly < [Ifll2 + CllFllx*

<Ifllz + C(IFsllxx + NFulix*) = lfll; + C(IFslixx + [Ifllz%) <
const ||f]l,. O
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1.3. The condition 2, and the Proof of Theorem4. Let ® = {o,}
be an orthonormal system lying in X,. Let o be a strictly decreasing
positive function on R, with lim o(tf) = 0. We say that the pair (X,®)

t—00
satisfies the condition 2, if for every ¢, t > 0 and every sequence {c,}
with Z|c,|? = 1 there are numbers ¢,, &, = £ 1 such that the function
F defined by F = Zc,g,p, can be represented in the form F= G + H
with Ge X, He L? and ||Gllx < t, ||H|, < o).

Theorem on Massiveness (see [7], Section 2). Suppose that (X,®)

satisfies 9, where o(t) = O(t™") as t —» oo, for some positive B. Then
there is a constant 4 such that for every sequence {c,} with Z|c,|? = 1

there exists a function f in X such that J‘ fo,dm| > |c,| for all n and
Ifllx < 4.
LemMmA 3. — Suppose that X satisfies A2 and ® is an orthogonal'

system uniformly bounded in L™ and lying in X,. Then (X,®) satisfies
9, for some ® decreasing near infinity as a power function.

In [7] a similar statement was given (Theorem 3 there), but it
involved an axiom of type Al in place of A2.

Proof. — Let a and p be from A2, ¢~ '+p~'=1. If Y |c,|?=1
then the Khintchine inequality implies that for some g, = + 1 we have
| Fll, < const for F = XZg,c,p,, where the constant depends on @ and
q. only. We show that this F can be represented as F = G + H with
all the properties we need.

The existence of the above decomposition with |G|y < ¢, ||H||, < &
is equivalent to the relation F e B; + B, where B, is the ball of radius
t in X and B, is the ball of radius 6 in X, (both centered at 0). The
set B; + B, is convex and has nonempty interior in X,. Thus by the
separation theorem applied in this space the relation Fe B, + B, will
be established if we prove the following claim.

Let f € X, and suppose that

) sup{U(bl-l—bz)fdml: b, € By, bzeBz} <1;

then

fFfdm’ < 172.
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But (2) implies that ||f]ly* <t ! and ||f]|, < 8~ ! (to see this take
first the supremum only over the pairs of the form (b,,0) and then
only over the pairs of the form (0,b,)). Finding for f the function h

provided by axiom A2 and taking into account that ~]‘F]'dm =
—[ Fh dm we obtain

‘ J Ffdm| < [|Fll,llhll, < const ||f]|%x|f1l37* < const t™*3 7!,

If &=dt T then < constd™ "% < 1/2 for d large enough.

[#7 am

Thus we can take o(f) = dt 1~ * with such a d. O

Proof of Theorem 4. — Note first that the operator T defined by

Tf = {J Iy, dm} maps X onto [?. Indeed, this claim is equivalent to

the estimate || 7*c|y* > const|lcll, ¢ = {c,} € I2, or (which is the same)
Y, Eaallx* > const (3 |c,|?)% The latter has already been proved (see
inequality (1) in the preceding subsection).

Now suppose that {a,} and {b,} with Z|a,|> <1, Z|b,|2 <1 are

given. Since T is onto, there is h € X with Jh\]'l,, dm = b, for all n and

llhlly < const. Consider the space Z, Z = {x eX: j‘x\'ﬁ,, =0 for all

np. This space satisfies A2 (by Lemma 2). Hence Lemma 3 and the

Theorem on Massiveness imply that there is g € Z with ||g||y < const

fgéndm. > |a,| + jhé,.dm

is the one we need.

Note that in this section we did not aim at full generality. For
example, everything could happen on an abstract measure space in
place of the circle. We could also demand only that the system {¢@,}
in Theorem 4 be uniformly L*-bounded for some s > 2.

and for all n. The function f = g + h
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2. Examples and counterexamples.

2.1. Massive Subsets of Z, . Let Y be a Banach space of measurable
functions on T continuously embedded into C(T) and satisfying the
following conditions :

(i) The set 2, is dense in Y (in particular Y lies as a set in the
disc-algebra C,).

(i) lim ||z"|}"< 1.

These conditions guarantee that every functional F on Y is uniquely
determined by its Fourier coefficients F(z"), n > 0, and, for each F,

the series ) F(z")(" converges for |{| <1 and defines an analytic
n=0

function in the disc, denoted by S F. Consider one more « axiom »,
A0 (compare with [5]).

AO. There is r, 0 < r < 1 such that for every Fe Y* the function
XA'F lies in H" and satisfies the estimate ||[JF||, < c¢||F|[y*» (c being
independent of F).

It was proved in Vinogradov’s paper [15] that the space U,,

U, = {(feU:f(n)=0 for n<0} satisfies A0 with every r, 0 <r < 1.
In his Doctor Thesis Vinogradov constructed many examples of spaces
smaller than U, and also satisfying AQO. For example, consider a finite
collection of operators T,, ..., T,, each T; being either multiplication
by a function in U,, or composition with a conformal automorphism
of the disc, or the Toeplitz operator with an antianalytic symbol. Then
the space {f e U,:T;,f € Uy for 1<j<n} satisfies AO. We do not go
into further discussion. We only mention that among these spaces there
are some for which AO is fulfilled only with a very small r.

LemMa 4. — Let E c Z. and suppose that 1ge of; for some j (the
classes o/ ; were defined before Theorem 1). Suppose that Y satisfies AQ
and set X = {f € Y:f(n)=0 for n¢ E}. Then X satisfies Al.

Proof. — As earlier, let X, be the closure of X in L*(m) and let
feX,. By the Hahn-Banach theorem there is a functional F on Y

such that F(x) = fxfdm for x € X and ||Fllyx = ||fllx*x. By AO the
function ®, ® = X'F lies in H" and [|®], < ¢||Flly* < cl|fllxx. By
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Theorem 1 bis we have for 1 < p <2

IMg®ll, < ClIOIFIME®II;™* < C'lIf115%+] Mp®@I3 7.

Now it suffices to note that F(z") = f(n) for ne E and thus

M() = [@). | 0
COROLLARY. — Under the hypotheses of Lemma 4 the set E is
Y-massive.
This follows directly from Theorem 4. a

In this corollary we used only a part of Theorem 4 that concerned
the system {¢,}. Now an application will be given that involves this
theorem in full generality. Recall that a set F, F < Z is said to be of
type A,(1<p<o0) if on the linear span of the set {z"},.r the norms
of L?(T) and L!(T) are equivalent. A classical example (for all p at
once) is any Hadamard lacunary set, in particular any geometric
progression. Consult [10] for some other examples.

To make the statement more transparent we take j =0, ¥ = U,
in Lemma 4.

THEOREM 5. — Let E = Z,\ | I, where {1,} is a separated sequence
k=1

of intervals in Z.. Suppose that F is a A,-subset of E. Let
Y la,|? = 1. Then there is a function g in U, with g(n) = 0 for

neE

n¢ E, |g(n)| = |a,| for ne E and g(n) = a, for ne F, and, moreover,
whose norm in U, does not exceed some constant independent of the
sequence {a,}. O

Taking in Lemma 4, j> 0 we obtain massive sets of more
sophisticated structure. For example Theorem 5 remains true if we

enlarge E by | <Ik\<U Ak,)> for a certain infinite set K < {1,2,3,...}.
]

ke K
Here for each fixed k, {A,} is a B-separated sequence appropriately
disposed in I, B being independent of k. We refer the reader to PartlI,
Subsection 1.1 for precise information on how the intervals A,; should
be disposed for the indicator function of E so enlarged to be in «/,.
Then we can repeat the same procedure with some of the A, etc.
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2.2. Massive sets containing Z_ .

Lemma 5. — If 1geB; for some j then the space Cg,
Cs = {fe C(T): f(n) = 0 for n ¢ E} satisfies Al.

We refer the reader to Part I, subsection 1.2 for the definition of
A;. Note that 1€ %#; implies E > Z_.

Proof. — Let fe(Cg), = L2 = {feL?: f(n) = 0 for n¢ E}. There
is a mesurep such that fodm = jx dip for xeCg and

Iull = Ifllcp+- The spectrum of the measure p — fm lies in Z\E
and hence in Z,, so by the F. and M. Riesz theorem (see e.g. [16],
Chapter VII, Theorem 8.1) p = hm for some function h. Applying
Theorem 2bis we obtain |[|fll, = [Mghl, < ClhlIIMgh|I}™ <
C||f||?cE)‘|\f||é_a for 1 <p<2. a

Instead of the reference to the F. and M. Riesz theorem we could
write the above inequality for the convolution of p with a Fejér kernel.

The next result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 5 and
Theorem 4.

THEOREM 6. — If 1€ B; then E is massive for C(T).
(Here it is also possible to involve A,-sets, as in Theorem 5.)

One cannot hope to replace C(T) by a much smaller space (as U)
in Theorem 6. We discuss two examples in the cases j =0 and j=1.

The relation 1;€ %4, means that £ > Z_ and E n Z, is the union
of mutually disjoint intervals (note that a one-point set is also an
interval) so that for each n the number of their end-points in [2",2"" )
does not exceed some constant independent of n. In particular, the set

Z_ U {2%,5, = F satisfies 1re%,.

Consider the space X, X = {fe C(T): P, fe C(T)}, supplied with
the norm ||flly = |Iflle + IIP+flle. It is clear that F is not X-massive
(because" Z[f(2")| < o for every functionf in X with f(k) =0 for
k¢ F). Thus F is not massive for U as well.

There is one more rather « popular » space (besides X) lying between
C(T) and U. It consists of the functions f whose symmetric partial
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Fourier sums S,.f, S,f = Y. f(k)z* converge to f uniformly. The

kl < n
author was not able to find out whether or not the above set F was
massive for this space. But sets non-massive for it with the indicator
functions in %, can easily be found. We state a more general result.
Namely, fix a strictly increasing sequence of integers {n,} and set
Y={f:1f— S,fle >0 as k— co}. The norm in Y is defined by

Ifly = sup 1SSl -

PRrROPOSITION. — There is a set E non-massive for Y with 1z€ %, .

Proof. — Without loss of generality we can assume that n,.,/n, = 2
(for Y becomes wider if we replace {n,} by a subsequence). Define a
set E by the following conditions: E o Z_, E > [n,;, ny;44] for j > 1,
E o [0,n]; En(ny-q,n,)) = {nzj_1+2’}0<,<sj, where s; > oo but
nyj—q + 2% < 2ny;_;. Clearly 1;€4%,. Let f be a function in Y with
spectrum in E. Set g = S,,zj f- S,,zj_1 f. Then the spectrum of f lies
in the union of two intervals, [—n,;, —n,;—;] and [n,;_,2n,;_;], and
its intersection with the second interval is contained in the translated
geometric progression {nzj_1+2'}0<,$sj. The convolution of g with the
product of an appropriate de la Vallée Poussin kernel by an appropriate
power of z gives the function h with A(k) = g(k) for kelnyj—y,2n,;-4]
and h(k) = 0 for ké¢[ny;-1,2n,;-,]. Besides, ||, < C|flly with C
independent of j. Hence for each j

Y 1f(ng-1+291 < Cliflly.

OSISSj

Consequently, E is not massive for Y. (It should be noted thas this
statement would still be true even if we had not imposed any restriction
on the norm of f with |f(n)| > |a,| in the definition of massive sets).

O

3. Concluding remarks.

3.1. On the Exponent 8 in the Corollary to Theorem 1. Let Y be
a space satisfying conditions (i) and (ii) from the beginning of Section 2.
If x is a bounded function on Z, x|Z_ = 0, we set for F in Y*

MFQ) = Y xF@E@)5"

n>0
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(this is an analytic function in the disc; for x = 1,, we obtain X'F
from Section 2).

As in the proof of Lemma 4 one obtains with the help of Theorem 1 :
if for some r, 0 <r <1 we have |M, F|, < const||F|lyx for all F in
Y* then for everyy in &/,

1) IM,Fll, < CIIF|3+|MFll;~°,  FeY*,
where p"' =r 10+ ¢g71(1-0), 1 <p<gqg.

ProposiTiON. — If the space Y is translation invariant then under the
hypotheses just made the estimate (1) is true with 0 defined by
pl=0+(1-0)g"'.

Sketch of the proof. — Let {@;} be the functions from the proof of
Theorem 1. By (1) in Section 4 of Partl we have

1/2
s

i

< CIMFl, < C|[F|lyx,  FeY*.

r

Since Y is translation invariant, this inequality implies the stronger one
(see [9], Lemma 1) :

1/2
m{(z M, F l2> < X} < CAYFllyx, A>0, FeY*.
j

Then one should repeat the argument from the proof of Theorem 1
using this inequality in place of (1) in Section4 of Part1l. (Note also
that one should use estimate (1) from Section3 of Part1 in place of
the Corollary to Theorem 3.) O

3.2. Interpolation Inequalities and LP?-Continuity (p>1). All the time
we considered the interpolation inequality || M, fl, < CIIfIISIM,fll;~* as
a regularity property of M, on L!(T), and, in particular, as a certain
substitute for the weak type (1, 1) inequality. It should be kept in mind,
however, that this substitute is not always quite good.

Example. — There is a set E, E = Z such that My is discontinuous
in L* for 1 <s<4/3 but the inequality |Mgfll, < C,IfII5IMgfl5",
o = a(p) is valid for all p, 1 <p < 2.

(Were My of weak type (1,1), my would be L°-continuous for
all s, 1 <s<o00.)
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For E we can take Z\F where F is a set of type A, but not of
type A4+, for any € > 0 (cf. [10] for a construction). M is discontinuous
in L® for s < 4/3 (for otherwise My would be bounded in L* and hence
F would be of type Ay).

As to the interpolation inequality, it is sufficient to check it for
4/3 < p<2. For such p the operator M, and hence My, acts in
LP(T), and so [(Mgfll, < Cl/fll, < Clifll}llfllz"* for an appropriate
o = a(p). Assuming that ||[Mgfll, = 1, |Ifll; <1 we find (by using the
fact that F is of type Ay): [IMefll, < ClIMefll; < CUIfll, +
IMgfll;) < 2C, whence ||fll, < 1 + 2C. Thus |[Mgfl|, < const||f]|]. O
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