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DEVIATION INEQUALITIES FOR BANACH SPACE VALUED
MARTINGALES DIFFERENCES SEQUENCES AND RANDOM
FIELDS*
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Abstract. We establish deviation inequalities for the maxima of partial sums of a martingale differ-
ences sequence, and of an orthomartingale differences random field. These inequalities can be used to
give rates for linear regression and the law of large numbers.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Deviation inequalities play an important role in the study of properties of partial sums of random variables. A
particular attention has been given to martingales. In Burkholder’s paper [5], distribution function inequalities
for maximum of martingales are established, and moment inequalities are derived from them. Sharp results
has been obtained for martingales with bounded increments [3, 16]. When the increments of the considered
martingale are unbounded but square integrable, it is possible to control the tail function of the martingale
by that of the increments and of the sum of conditional variances, like in [5, 6, 9, 10, 13]. When the tail of
increments have a polynomial decay, it seems that Nagaev’s inequality [22] gives the most satisfactory results. It
states the following: for any positive g, there exists a constant C'(g) such that if (Sn)n>1 is a martingale defined
on a probability space (2, F,P) and X; := S; — S;_1, then

1 1 n
) q-1 2 : q—1
P{|S,| >z} < C(q)/o P{lrgiagxn|XZ > xu}u du+C(q)/0 ]P’{ (;E [X; |]-'21}> > xu}u du.
(1.1)

The constant C(q) is of order e®*. The result (without the absolute valued in the left hand side of (1.1)) holds for
supermartingales. There are three possibilities of improvement of the version of Nagaev’s result for martingales:

— the result can only be used for square integrable martingales. One can wonder whether a similar inequality
as (1.1) holds when X; € L” where 1 < p < 2.
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— In [22], the real valued case is considered, and the proof suggests that the extension to the Banach valued
case is challenging.
— Finally, the improvement of the constant C(q) is also of interest.

Let us explain the idea of proof of an extension of (1.1) (see Thm. 1.3) in the real valued case, with square
integrability. Define

f(z) :=P{|S,| >z} and (1.2)

— , 2 T
g(z) =P {121%)(” | X;| > a:} +JP>{ (21@ (X7 | f,_l}) > x} , (1.3)
We prove in Lemma 3.1 that for any positive z.
f(22) <82 (1= )" f(a) + g (52). (1.4)

This is done by using a martingale transform of the original martingale, the former having small conditional
variances. Using monotonicity of the function g, (1.4) can be converted into an integral inequality.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 1.1, we state a deviation inequality for any Banach space
valued martingale differences sequence, then for stochastically dominated or identically distributed sequences.
In Section 1.2, we review orthomartingales, and state a deviation inequality for orthomartingale differences
random fields. Section 2 is devoted to applications to linear regression and Baum-Katz estimates martingale
differences sequence and orthomartingale differences random fields. All these results are proven in Section 3.

1.1. Martingale differences sequences
1.1.1. General case

Definition 1.1. Let (£2,F,P) be a probability space and let (B, ||| 3) be a separable Banach space. For any
p > 1, we denote by LY, the space of B-valued random variables such that || X[, = E[||X|"] is finite. Let
B

(J"—'i)i>1 be an non-decreasing sequence of sub-o-algebras of F. We say that a sequence of B-valued random
variables (X;) i>1 1s a martingale differences sequence with respect to the filtration (.7-})2.21 if

1. for any i > 1, X; is F;-measurable and belongs to Lk;
2. for any i > 2, E[X; | Fi—1] = X;—1 almost surely.

Definition 1.2. Following [23], we say that a Banach space (B, ||-||) is r-smooth (1 < r < 2) if there exists an

equivalent norm ||-||" such that

1
sup = sup {lo &ty + [l =ty =2 o =yl = 1} < <.
>

From [2] and Proposition 2.4 in [23], we know that if B is r-smooth and separable, then there exists a constant
D such that for any sequence of B-valued martingale differences (X;),,,

|

Since an r-smooth Banach space is also r’-smooth for any 1 < 7 < r, there exists a constant C, g such that
such that for any sequence of B-valued martingale differences (X;) i>1, and any integer n,

n

2 Xi

i=1

1 <DY E[|xi]. (1.5)

=1
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r
n

S

=1

E

<Cow Y E[IXI7]. (16)
=1

Our first main result is an inequality in the spirit of Theorem 1 in [22].

Theorem 1.3. Let (B, |-||) be a separable r-smooth Banach space where 1 < r < 2. For each 1 <r' <r,¢>0
and for any B-valued martingale differences sequence (Xi,fi)i>1, the following inequality holds for each n > 1
and x > 0:

1
qQ*T// ]P’{ max [| X > 2*1*‘1”/07;’1; mu} u?tdu
0

2
; <
P{ e Il > o} < 52

1<isn

1/r
2(1 / 1 n r’ 1 r_ /
—r ) : —1—q/r 1/r -1
T oz 1q2 /0 P (;_1 E [HXzH | }1—1]> > 27U CL R vu put du,  (1.7)

where S; = >, X; and Cyv g is a constant satisfying (1.6) for any n and any martingale differences sequence.

Remark 1.4. On one hand, Nagaev’s result [22] applies to real valued supermartingales, while our result is
restricted to martingales. On the other hand, when applied to the latter class of random variable, our result
gives a generalization in two directions. First, we consider Banach space valued random variables. Second, even
when restricted to real-valued random variables, our result can be used to treat martingales whose increments
do not necessarily have a finite moment of order 2.

In the independent setting, the terms E {HXiHTI |}'1-,1] are constant hence we can state the following

Corollary of Theorem 1.3.

Corollary 1.5. Let (B, ||-||) be a separable r-smooth Banach space where 1 < r < 2. For each 1 <v' <r,¢>0
and for any independent centered sequence (Xi)i%, the following inequality holds for each m > 1 and x > 0:

1
IP’{ max ||S;] > x} < q2_r// IP’{ max || X;| > 2_1_q/r,C’;lf/,T xu} u?tdu
0 1<ign ’

1<ign 29 — 1

" q/T

— r’ 2q _ ! A r’

+C7E?’B1)/ ﬁQ T 2q+q2/r x4 <§ E {HXlH }) , (1.8)
i=1

where S; = > | X; and Cyv g is a constant satisfying (1.6) for any n and any martingale differences sequence.

1.1.2. Stochastically dominated sequences

Definition 1.6. Let (X;),5, be a sequence of random variables with values in a Banach space (B, |-||) and
let X: 2 — R be a real valued random variable. We say that (Xi)i>1 < X if for all t € R and any @ > 1,
P{|X;|| >t} <P{X > t}.

In the case where the sequences (X;);-, and (E [HXZ ||r/ | }-FID ., are stochastically dominated, the result

of Theorem 1.3 admits the following simplification.

Theorem 1.7. Let (B, ||-||) be an r-smooth separable Banach space. For each 1 < 1" < r and each q¢ > 1/,
for any martingale differences sequence (Xiv]:i)izo with values in B such that there exists real valued random
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variables X and V', for which (X;),5, < X, (IE [HXZ-HTI | fi_l}) N <V, the following inequalities hold for any
Z i>1
n>1andzxz >0:

’ 2q ’ 1 ’ _1/7,’ ’
P max ||S;]| > zn'/" § < g2 " n ]P’{X > 271/ O punt/” }uq_ldu
1<i<n 29 — 1 0 L)

20 g27r [Fee S !
q P{V>2*2*q/rc/lér x" w}min{w w7 ,1}dw; (1.9)
29 — 1 q— 7"/ 0 T
, 2g+1 q27r’ +oo ,
P max ||S;|| > 2n'/" } < / P{X > zu} min {uqfl,ur 71} du, (1.10)
1<i<n 20 -1qg—1"Jg

where S; = 23:1 X;.

1.2. Orthomartingale differences random fields

The results of the previous section can be extended in some sense to random fields, that is, processes indexed
by N? or Z¢ where d > 1 be an integer. In order to state them, we have to give a precise definition of martingales
in this setting.

We use the following notations:

1. fori= (iq)d

g—1 and j = (jq)Z:1 we write i < j if and only if i, < j, for all ¢ € {1,...,d};

2. if k and 1 € Z? the coordinatewise minimum is defined by min {k,1} = (min {k;, li})?:y

3. The addition is defined coordinatewise.

4. Ifn = (nq)Z:1 is an element of N¢, then |n| denotes ngl Ng.

5. For j € {1,...,d}, e; denotes the element of Z¢ whose j-th coordinate is 1 and all the others are zero.

Moreover, 1 is the element of Z¢ whose all coordinates are 1.
Definition 1.8. The family (Fj);cy« of sub-o-algebras of F is a filtration if 73 C Fj whenever i < j.

Definition 1.9. Let (Fi);cz. be a filtration. If for each i,j € 74 and each integrable random variable Y,
EEY |A]|FH =EEY |FKHl|FA=E [Y | ]-"min{i}j}] almost surely, (1.11)

the filtration (Fj);cza is said to be commuting.

Definition 1.10. The collection of random variables {My,n € Z?} is said to be an orthomartingale random
field with respect to the commuting filtration (F;);c a if for each n € N¢, M, is Fn-measurable, integrable and
for each i,j € Z% such that i < j,

E[M; | 7] = M. (1.12)

Definition 1.11. The collection of random variables (Xj); ;4 is said to be an orthomartingale diffrences random
field with respect to the commuting filtration (F;);cza if the random field (Sp), czq defined by

. X; ifn
g . {021<1<nX1 ifn1, (1.13)

n --— .
otherwise,

is an orthomartingale random field with respect to the filtration (F;);cz-
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In all this subsection, we shall make the following assumption on the random field (Xj);.q, namely:

for all n = 1,1 ¢ Z¢, Z Xi|| and Z Xit1|| have the same distribution. (1.14)
1<isn 1<ixn

Orthomartingale random fields have good properties with respect to marginal filtrations Féd) =
o (]-'k, ke <j ke Zd), g € {1,...,d}. Furthermore, when a coordinate is fixed, we still have an orthomartingale
random field with respect to a commuting filtration (see [18], p. 37, Thm. 3.5.1).

Lemma 1.12. Let (Xj);cza be an orthomartingale difference random field with respect to the commuting
filtration (F3)icza, with values in a separable Banach space (X, ||-||). Then the following properties hold.

(P.1) For anyn = (nq,...,n4_1) € N1 the sequence (S(n’j)) 18 a martingale with respect to the filtration

(F;d)>j>o'

(P.2) For anyn = (ny,...,ng_1) € N=L, the sequence (maxicim ||Sap )
with respect to the filtration (]—'(d)) .
Jz

Jj=20

. 18 a non-negative submartingale
Jj=0

J

(P.8) For any j € N, the random field (S(n’j))
(H

1

Ly 18 an orthomartingale with respect to the commuting filtration

)ieza—1, where Fo is the o-algebra generated by | J;cz Fieq -
We now state the analogue of Theorem 1.7 for strictly stationary orthomartingale differences random fields.

Theorem 1.13. Let (B, ||-]|) be an r-smooth separable Banach space. For each 1 <1’ <r, ¢ > r' and positive
integer d, there exist a constant C depending only on ', q, d and B such that for any orthomartingale differences
random field (Xi, F3),;cqa with values in B satisfying (1.14), the following inequality holds for any n € N? and
x> 0:

’ t+oo /
P {lril'aj( |Si]] > = |n|1/r } < C/ P{||X1] > zu} min {uq_l,uT _1} (1 + [logu|)** du. (1.15)
<ixn 0

Remark 1.14. One can integrate the previously obtained inequalities to get moment inequalities. For example,
it is possible to recover a multidimensional Burkholder-like inequality in the stationary case, like in [8]. Like in
the one dimensional case, it is also possible to establish inequalities in weak ILP spaces like in [17], Remark 6.

2. APPLICATIONS

2.1. Linear regression

We consider the stochastic linear regression model given by

X =00, +er, 1<k<n, (21)

where

~ (Xk)1<p<n are the observations,

— (¢k)1<pe<n are the regression variables and
XV

~ (k) 1<p<n the driven noises.

We shall make the following assumptions:

(A.1) the sequence (¢x); <<, is independent;
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(A.2) the o-algebra generated by ¢, 1 < k < n is independent of the o-algebra generated by e, 1 < k < n;
(A.3) Foreach k€ {2,...,n}, E[ex | o(e;,1 <i<k—1)]=0and E[g] = 0.

Let 6,, be the least square estimator defined by

9 — ZZ:l d)k‘Xk
" Z?:l ¢22

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the assumptions (A.1), (A.2) and (A.3) hold. Suppose that ¢; € LY for some p > 2
and let C := maxi<i<n E||g;|"] Then for any ¢ > p and any = > 0,

(2.2)

- 2
P16, — 6| D ¢2>a )y <O ﬁ?ﬂ)q/%*p. (2.3)
=1

Let us compare Theorem 2.1 with the results in [11]. When z is large, Theorem 2.1 and Theorems 3.3 and
3.4 in [11] give an upper bound of order x 7.

1. In Theorem 3.3 of [11], it is assumed that sup; ||E[|e;|” | o {ex,1 <k <i—1}]||,, < -+oo, which is more
restrictive than the assumption in Theorem 2.1.

2. In Theorem 3.4 of [11], sup; ||E [\€i|2 |o{er, 1 <k<i— 1}] H < 400 and that there exists a positive
(o)

6 and Cy such that for all i > 1, E {|51|p +6} < (1, which is more restrictive than our result, since only

boundedness of the sequence of moments of order p is required.

2.2. Baum-Katz estimates for martingale differences sequences and orthomartingale
differences random fields

2.2.1. Martingale differences sequences

For p > 1, we denote by LP»* (respectively L") the set of random variables X such that
sup;o PP {||X|| > t} < 400 (respectively lim;_, o tPP {||X|| >t} = 0). We also write LPlog?L (with ¢ > 0)
the set of random variables X such that E [|| X" (log, ||X|\)q] is finite, where log, (z) := max {0, log ||z}

Theorem 2.2. Let B be an r-smooth Banach space for 1 < r < 2. Let (XZ-)@1 be a martingale differences
sequence with values in B. Assume that one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(C.1) there exists a real valued random variable X in L" such that (X;);5, < X and there ezists a real valued

random variable V' such that for all i, (E[||X;|" | Fi-1])is1 =V and V € LlogL.
(C.2) There exists a random variable X € L"logLL such that (||X;|]);5; < X.

Then for each o € (1/r,1] and each positive x, the series 3,23 n"* 2P {maxi<icn ||Si]| > n®x} converges.

Let us compare this result with a previous one. In [7], convergence of the series

—+oo
Z npo‘_QIP{ max ||S;] > no‘x} (2.4)
n=1

1<ign

have been established for sequences satisfying (XZ-)i;1 <Xand X elPforl<p<randl<1l/a<p Our
result covers the case p = r. Our inequalities can also be used to treat the case 1 < p < r. However, we could
only establish the convergence of (2.4) in the case 1 < 1/« < p, whereas the results of [7] cover the case pa = 1.

When a moment of order greater than two is finite, we can formulate precise results in terms of integrability
of the increments and of the conditional variance term.
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Theorem 2.3. Let p > 2, 1/2 < a < 1 and let B be a separable 2-smooth Banach space. There exists a
constant C (p, B) such that the following holds: for each B-valued martingale differences sequence (X;, F;) such
that (Xi);5, < X and (E [ X7 | Fi1]),o, <V,

1. if X e LP/2H10 qnd V € LP/2°° then for each x > 0,

sup np(a1/2)IP’{ max ||S;| > n"‘x}
n>1 1<i<n
< C(p,B) (suptp/2+1]ID{|X|| >t} P27 fsup tP/ 2P {V > t} :v_p> ; (2.5)
>0 >0

2. if X € }Lg/2+1’°° and V € LP/2°° then for each x > 0,

lim np(al/Q)IP{ max ||S;] > naa:} =0; (2.6)
n——+oo 1<ign
3. if X e LP/?t and V € LP/2, then
+oo ( /2
p(a—1/2)-1 ) a -p P P
Sn P{lrgié{n ISil| > n x} <C(p.B)a (IXI+ |VIES).- (2.7)

n=1

We can formulate an analogous result when we make no assumption on the conditional variances.

Theorem 2.4. Let p > 2, 1/2 < a < 1 and let B be a separable 2-smooth Banach space. There exists a
constant C (p, B) such that the following holds: for each B-valued martingale differences sequence (X;, F;) such
that (| Xi));5, < X,

1. if X € LP*° then for each x > 0,

supnP@~1/2p {1rn_ax 1S > no‘x} < C(p, B)sup tPP{X >t} z~P/?71; (2.8)
n>1 IN t>0
2. if X € L™ then for each x > 0,
lim np(a_l/z)}}”{ max ||.S;]| > nam} =0; (2.9)
n—+o0o 1<i<n
3. if X € LP then
+oo
an(“_l/Q)_llP’ {1r£1a<x S:]| > n“x} <CpB)z P |X];. (2.10)

n=1

For condition (C.2) to be satisfied, we require X € L?logL rather than in L2. One may wonder whether
that stronger condition is really needed. Its “necessity” for stationary martingale differences sequences is proved
below. It also show that the result of Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 do not hold for p = 2.

Recall that (X, X, P, ) is a dynamical system if (X, X, IP) is a probability space and : X — X is a measurable
map such that P (6~'A) = P(A) for all A€ X. If f: 2 — R is measurable, then the sequence (fo6%) _  is
strictly stationary. .

We start with the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.5. Let v > 1. There exist a dynamical system (X, X, P,0) and a non-negative measurable function
f =0 o0on X such that, for every 0 <e <1, fX f (log+ (f))l_‘E dP < 0o and

2" —1
> 2””1)1@{ > fob > 2’”} = +00. (2.11)

n>=0 =0

Proposition 2.6. Let a > 1/2. There exists a stationary (and ergodic) sequence of martingale
differences (Xi);5, such that for every 0 < e < 1, E[X% (log™ |X1|)1—g] < oo and the series

n o— 2n
Zn>12 @ I)P{‘Zilei

In [15], Baum-Katz type estimates have been formulated for martingales differences arrays, extending the
results in [1]. It has been extended to the Banach space valued setting in [14]. However, it seems that

our results cannot be compared with those of [15] because these ones require a control of the LP-norm of
n i E(IXG]T | Fical:

> 2”"} diverges.

Remark 2.7. A similar statement holds when n?(®~1/2=1P {max; c;<,, ||S;|| > n®z} is replaced by the quantity
2n(a=1/2)P fmax; ¢;con ||Si]| > 2"z} in item (3) of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4. In view of Theorem 3.7 in [21] when
a = 1, the weight 2"P/2 is optimal for stationary ergodic martingale differences sequences in the following sense:
if (Rn)n>1 is a sequence of real numbers with goes to infinity and p > 2, then there exists a stationary martingale
differences sequence (X;), such that X; belongs to L” but the sequence (2””/2Rn]P’ {maxicicon |9i] > 27})
does not converge to 0.

n>1

2.2.2. Orthomartingale differences random fields

Let (Xj)jcze be an ii.d. real-valued random field. Theorem 4.1 in [12] gives the equivalence between the
following two assertions for e > 1/2 and p > max {1/«, 1}:

1. X7 belongs to L” log;d_1 L;
2. for each positive ¢,

> |nm—21@{ max || S| > 6|n|o‘} < +00. (2.12)

pf 1<i<n
n

Deviation inequalities has been used in [19, 20] for the question of complete convergence of orthomartingale
differences random fields.
Similar results as in Section 2.2.1 can be proved for some orthomartingale differences random fields.

Theorem 2.8. Let B be a separable r-smooth Banach space. For each B-valued orthomartingale differences
random field (X);cza satisfying (1.14) and such that X; € L” log? L, for each positive ¢ and each o € (1/r1],

() (o (2)]

Remark 2.9. One could also formulate the corresponding result where r is replaced in (2.13) by 1 < p <.
But this could be established in a more general context than ours, namely, that of stochastically dominated
orthomartingale differences random fields, by using truncation arguments like in [7].

Z |n|m_2]P’{1maX |1Si]| > e |n|a} <C(r,d,B)E

<ix
neNd

Theorem 2.10. Let B be a separable 2-smooth Banach space and p > 2. For each B-valued orthomartingale
differences random field (X;);cza satisfying (1.14) and such that Xy € IL? logd_1 L, for each positive € and each
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a € (1/2,1],

> |n”(“1/2>1p{113ax ISi]| > & n|® } C(r,d,B)E

(n;ilny(w <|| 1||)> ] (2.14)

Remark 2.11. On one hand the results in [20], we do not require boundedness of the conditional moments.
On the other hand, their result do not require that (|.Xj|);c,. is identically distributed hence the results are not
directly comparable.

3. PROOFS

3.1. Proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.7

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We first start by a distribution function inequality, which was first established in the
real valued case and r’ = 2 in [5] (see also [23], p. 24 for a proof).

Lemma 3.1. Let (B,|||) be an r-smooth Banach space for some 1 < r < 2 and let 1 < v’ < r. Then for any
6 € (0,1) and any B-valued martingale differences sequence (X;);5, with respect to the ﬁltmtion (Fi)is1, the
following inequality holds for anyn > 1 and x > 0:

5\
IP’{ max ||S;]| > 2x} <Cyp () P{ max .Sy > w}
1<i<n ’ 1-6 1<i<n
n /7'
+P{II£?<X7L 1 X > 51:} +P (Z;]E {HX,-HT | ]-}_1D > 0w p, (3.1)

where Cy p is defined by (1.6) and S, = i | X

Proof. We assume that n > 2 since for n = 1, the result is obvious. We define A; = B; = C; = () and for
2<1<n

A; = {Kmax |Su|| € (3:,2x)}, (3.2)
B; = { max || X.| < 51‘}, (3.3)
1<u<i—1

C; = {Z;IE [\|Xi\|’“’ |fu,1} < (5x)r'}. (3.4)

We then introduce
Y;' = ]‘Ai]‘Bi]‘chi7 1 < 7 < n. (35)

We show that the following inclusion holds:

n 1/
{élzagxn |S: | > 21‘}0{11%&31”)(1‘” < 536}(1 (;E [||Xz|| | .7-}4) <z p C {
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Indeed, let w be an element of the left hand side of (3.6). Then for any i € {2,...,n}, w belongs to B; N C;.
Consequently, > 0 | Vi (w) = > 514, X; (w). Let I := {i €{2,...,n}:we A;}. Let M; := maxicu; ||Si]-
Note that ||S1 (w)] = || X1 (w)]] € dx < @, since 0 < § < 1 hence M; < x and M, > 2x. Since for any ¢ €
{1,...,n—1} we have || X; (w)|| < dz, it follows that 0 < M,;y; — M; < dz. Consequently, I is of the form
{i,i0 < i < jo} for some integers iy > 2 and jo < n. Therefore,

n

> Vi (w)

i=1

io—1

Z Xi (w)

>

ZXZ (w) —

i=1q

— [[Xi ()] - (3.7)

ZXi (w)

Now, (3.6) holds in view of the inequalities HZZL X (w)” > 2z,
[ Xiq ()| < da.
Taking the probabilities on both sides in (3.6), one gets

S5 X @) < @ (since w € L) and

n /7’
P { max ||S;| > 230} N { max || X;] < (596} N (ZE [||Xz||T | .7:1‘—1}> < ox
1<i<n 1<i<n =

’ ’
n T T

Y Y

i=1

n

> Y

i=1

<P >((1=82)" y<((1-68)az) E (3.8)

Observe that A;, B; and C; belong to F;_1, hence (Y;) i>11sa martingale differences sequence. The combination
of (3.8) with (1.6) yields

n 1/r’
P { max ||S;] > 2x} N { max ||X;] < 5:r} N (ZE [||XZ||T | ]—'il}> < oz
1<ign 1<ign =

< (=99 Crp Y E 7). (39)
Since for i > 2,
E[IVI"] =E[E[IVI7] | Fia] = E 14l 10 E[IX]7 | Fini ] (3.10)
we derive that
B (1) <& [t max 150> o b 1o 8 [0 | 7] (311)
Observe that
Z 16X | Fiot] < (52 (3.12)

Indeed, if Z; are non-negative random variables, Z! := 22:1 Z, and E; = {Z! < t}, we have
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n—1
= Z;IEj - Z ZJ/'IEJ‘H
j=1
n—1
= Z;lEn + Z Z]/ (1E_7~ — lEj+1) — Zile
=2

since Ej11 C Ej, the second term is smaller than Z;ZQI t (1Ej — 1Ej+1) =11g, —t1lg, and consequently,

n

> Zilg, < (Z, - t)1p, +tlg, — Zilg, < t. (3.13)
=2
Combining (3.9), (3.11) and (3.12), we get (3.1). This ends the proof of Lemma 3.1. O
Let us define the functions
f: xHP{fiﬂgn'S” >x} and (3.14)
n 1/r'
g:x— P {1I£iagxn 1 X > x} +P <Z;]E [||Xz|| | ‘7-"1-_1}> >z ). (3.15)

We established in Lemma 3.1 that for any > 0 and any ¢ € (0,1),

f(22) < Cor (1f5) f @)+ 9 (02). (3.16)

/

Let ¢ > 0 be fixed and n := Cy p (%) . Let ¢ > 0 be fixed, a, := f(2™), b, := n7"a, and ¢, := g (2"J).
Then

boi1 =1"""Yang KT Man + ) = by +07 " ey, (3.17)
Consequently,
N-1 N-1
by =bo+ D bny1 — by <ag+ Y 17" e, (3.18)
n=0 n=0
which gives
N-1
an <aon® + Z N ey, (3.19)

n=0
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and with the change of index j = N — n, we derive that for any positive ¢ and any integer N,

N
FENE < FOnN ) 0T g (028 (3.20)

j=1

Now, we choose § := 2_1_‘1/’"/0;,)1}?/, which is smaller than 1, as C, g is bigger than 1. Applying (3.20) with
x = 2Nt and letting N going to infinity (accounting f (2*Nx) <land 0<n<1), we get

+oo
fla) <Yy (6270a). (3.21)

Since the function g is non-increasing, we have

2—dt1 9—i+1

. . 29 — 1 .
/ g (uzd)u?™'du > g (277 z6) / ui'du = g (27720) 2774 (3.22)
27 2= q
hence
+oo o—i+1
f(x) < 2qq 1 an712jq/ g (uxd) vt du. (3.23)
—1 -
Notice that
N < Cop2 277 I, <271, (3.24)
hence
q 1
f(x) < 57 177_1/ g (uzd) u? *du. (3.25)
- 0
Since
1-5\" 1" :
"1_<5) @%<<Q Crlp <2777, (3.26)
we get (1.7). This ends the proof of Theorem 1.3. O

Proof of Theorem 1.7. We shall need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that X and Y are two non-negative random variables such that for each positive x, we
have

aP{X > 2} <E[Y1{X >2}]. (3.27)

Then for each t, the following inequality holds:

+oo
P{X > 2t} < / P{Y > st} ds. (3.28)
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In particular, (3.28) holds if X and Y are two non-negative random variable such that X < E[Y | X] almost
surely.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Rewriting the expectation as

“+o00 “+o0
E[V1{X >2t}] = / P{Y1{X > 20} > u}du < (P{X > 2} +/ P{Y >ubdu,  (3.29)
0 t
we derive by the assumption the bound
—+o0
2tP{X > 2t} <tP{X > 2t} +/ P{Y > u}du. (3.30)
t
We conclude using the substitution s := u.
For the last part of Lemma 3.2, we notice that since {E[Y | X] > z} € 0 (X),
2P{X >z} <zP{E[Y | X] >z} (3.31)
<EEY | X]1I{E[Y | X] > z}] (3.32)
=E[Y1{X > z}], (3.33)
hence the assumption of the first part is satisfyied.
O
We apply Theorem 1.3. The first term of (1.7) is controlled in the following way:
1 , n 1 ’
/ P {1r£1_a<x | X || > zun'/" }uqldu < Z/ IP{HXZH > zunt/" }uqfldu (3.34)
0 N i—=1 Y0
1 ’
< n/ P {X > zun'/" }uqfldu. (3.35)
0

In order to control the second term of (1.7), we notice that for any non-negative non-decreasing convex
function ¢: R — R,

E[¢ (iZE [l m])] < %Z]E o (BE[1Xll" | Fiea)) | <El6 (V)] (3.36)
i=1 1=1

where the last inequality follows from the equalities

E [qs (E [||XZ-||T' \me - /O+OOP{¢ (E [||XZ-||T' \fHD > t} dt (3.37)

- /OWP{E (1| Fir] € 7 (8, +00)) } at, (3.38)

the fact that ¢! (¢, +00) is an interval of the form (x;, +00) and the stochastic domination assumption.
By Theorem 6 (part (c) and with the order <3) in [24], there exists a probability space (§2',.A4’,P') and

random variables X’ and Y’ such that X’ has the same distribution as £ 3" | E {HXiHr/ | .7-'1-,1}, Y’ has the
same distribution as V' and such that X' <E[Y’ | X'].
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Therefore, inequality (3.29) holds with X := X" and Y = Y”, hence by Lemma 3.2 the estimate

P{igﬂi 101" | Ficat] > 2u17} < /1+OO]P’{V >’ | ds (339

is valid for any n. We can deduce from inequalities (1.7) and (3.39) that (1.9) is satisfied after having used the
elementary identity

1 “+o00 , 1 “+o00 g
T q—1 _ . —r
/0 /1 h(u v) doud™ du = q—r//o h(w)mm{w ,1}dw (3.40)

with h (t) == JP’{V > xr’t/Q}.
In order to prove (1.10), we bound the two terms of the right hand side of (1.7) independently of n. Let us
start by the first term, which can be written as

/v

n*q/rl/ ]P’{ max | X5 > 21q/T/C_1érlwv} v dw. (3.41)
0

’
r
1<isn ’

If v < 1, we use the bound =%/ 4=t < v9=1 (since ¢ > ). If 1 < v < /", then n'~9/"p4=1 L v =1 We
thus have

1
[ e e i > 2 T
0 n '

S

+oo ’ / ’
< / P {X > g 1-a/r C;}]ér xv} min {vq_l,vr _1} dv. (3.42)
0

Let us treat the second term. For any non-negative non-increasing convex function ¢: R — R,

E [qs (igﬂa [x” |fi_1]>] < iEE [ (B[l 1 Fima] )
<23 fafo (i) 1 7)) <5 o (x)].

i=1

Using again Theorem 6 in [24], we derive that

1 n 1/r'
/ P <Z]E [||XZ||T \ .7:i1]> > 2_1_Q/T/C;’1ér zu pultdu
0 i=1
1 p+too ,
< /0 /1 P {X > -/ C’;}ér xu} u?du. (3.43)

Combining (3.42) and (3.43), we get (1.10). This ends the proof of Theorem 1.7. O

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.13
Let us prove (1.15). Let B be a separable r-smooth Banach space and let v’ € (1,2], ¢ > ' be fixed.
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Lemma 3.3. Let (fa),>, be a sequence of functions from (0,+0c) to itself such that:

1. for any martingale differences sequence (X;);», with values in B such that (|| X;|),5, is identically

distributed and E {HX1||T,} < 400, any n = 1 and any positive x,

+oo
IP’{ max || S;|| > nt/" x} < / P{||X1]| > zv} f1 (v) dv, (3.44)
0

1<i<n

where Sy, = >0 Xi;
2. for any d > 2 and any positive w,

+oo +oo
fa(w) = /0 /0 fa—1 (u) f1 (u) ﬁl {uu' < w}dudu’. (3.45)

Then for any integer d > 1, any orthomartingale differences random field (Xi);cpa satisfying (1.14),
n =

E [||X1||7/] < +00, any 1 and any positive x,

’ +Oo
P{lril;ix ||Si]| > 2d_1m|n|1/r } </ P{||X1]] > zv} fq(v)dv, (3.46)
<ixn 0

where S; is defined by (1.13).

For p >0 and k € N, let
1
app = / 271 (1 + [log )" dt. (3.47)
0

Lemma 3.4. Let (cd)@1 be the sequence of real numbers such that

2a+l g9
T p— and (3.48)
Cq = C4—1 (]. +ag—r',d—2 + 2d_1aq,7«/’d,2) . (349)

Then the sequence of functions (fd)d>1 defined by
fa: u— cqgmin {uq_l, u’"/_l} (1+logu))®™, u>0 (3.50)
satisfies the conditions of Lemma 3.3.

Inequality (1.15) is a direct consequence of Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. The proof is done by induction on d. The case d = 1 is contained in the assumptions.
Assume that inequality (3.46) holds for some d > 1 for any orthomartingale differences random field (Xj); zq

satisfying (1.14), E [||X1||T/] < 400, any n = 1 and any positive z.
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Let (Xi);czat1 be an orthomartingale differences random field with respect to the commutatitve filtration
Fi)icparr satisfying (1.14). Using property (P.2) in Lemma 1.12 and Lemma 3.2 applied to
i€Z yng g y

X = max [|Si] andY = max |Sin.. | (3.51)
S 1<ip<ng
1<k<d+1 1<k<d
we get
/ +OO
IP’{ max || S| > 2% |n|1/r } < / P{ max HSi;nd+1 H > 291y |n|1/r dv. (3.52)
1<i<n 1 1<ip<ng
1<k<d
We now apply the induction hypothesis to Y, = nd“ Xik, ]-' = Fing,, and T := mndil to get

Nd41

ZXlk

> xndilvu} fa—1 (u) dudw. (3.53)

, —+oo +oo
P{ max ||| > 2% |n[Y/" } / /
1<i<n

After having appylied the one dimensional case, we derive that

IP’{ max || Si|| > 2dm|n|1/r } < / P{||X1]| > zvuu'} fa—1 (v) f1 (v') 1 {v > 1} dvdudu’.
+o00)?

1ixn s

and the substitution w := vuu’ for fixed u and v’ combined with (3.45) end the proof of Lemma 3.3. O

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Item 1 follows from Theorem 1.7 after a substitution in the integral of the right hand side
of (1.10).
Let us show item 2. Let d > 2 be fixed. Observe that

400 1 w/u 1 , w/u w/u ,
/ fi(w) =1 {uw <w}ldu' =, / — min {vqfl,vr *1} dv < ¢ min / vq*de,/ o™ 2dv
0 u 0 v 0 0
c1 . w\ -1 w r'—1
< (7))
r—1 u U

hence

+oo  p+oo 1
/ / fa—1 (u) fu (UI) —1 {uu’ < w} dudu’
0 0 uu
< T/ci 1 /0+oo fa—1 (w) min { (%)H , (Z)T/_l} du. (3.54)

Let g: u > fg1 (u)u™?! min{(%)qil ) (Q)Tlfl} and I (w) := +°° g (u) du. Assume that w < 1. Spliting the

u

integral into three parts (from 0 to w, from w to 1 and from 1 to infinity), we get

v r'—1 1 g—1
I(w)zcd’l/ w =t (1 + log )t () du+cd,1/ (14 ogul)u (2)7 du
0 u

w u

—+o0 q—
+ Cd—1 /1 w1+ |1ogu|)d_2 u? (%) ' du =: cqg—1 (I (w) + Iz (w) + I3 (w)). (3.55)
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Let us bound these integrals. We have
L (w) = wr/_l/ w1 (1 + logu))? ™ du
0

and the substitution z = u/w gives

1
I (w) = wd™t / gd-r' -1 (14 [logz| + |logw|)d72 dz < wq_12d_1aq,r/}d,2 (1+ \logw\)d*2 )
0

Observe that for u € (w, 1),

1”’1(1+\bgUDd’2u’1(%)q_l::wq*10-+ﬂoguDd’2u*1<zvr4(1+¢bgu4f*2u*1
hence
I (w) < w*™" (14 flogw])~.
Finally,
oo g
I3 (w) = wq_l/1 wa=rr (1+ [log ul)? = ag_pr g_pwt ™!
hence

I'(w) < cqaw™" (14 logw])* ™ (1+ag—pa2+2'"agas).

(3.56)

(3.57)

(3.58)

(3.59)

(3.60)

Now, if w > 1, a similar result by spliting the integral into three parts (from 0 to 1, from 1 to w and from 1 to

infinity) yields for w > 1:
I(w) < caqw” 7 (14 flogw)™™ " (14 ag—pas+ 2 a1 a-2) .
This concludes the proof of Lemma 3.4.

3.3. Proof of the results of Section 2
Proof of Theorem 2.1. A computation gives that

Zr'lfl ¢i5i
0, — 0 — 2i=L @i
21

We define

. _ Qg
&i: ]

‘Fi :U(€u71<u<zy¢]a1<1<n)y 7'217]:0:0(¢j71<.]<n)7

(3.61)

O

(3.62)

(3.63)

(3.64)
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and G; ;=0 (gy,1 <u <) fori > 1 and Gy = {0, 2}. In this way, for ¢ >

i

E[& | Fiil = ]
j=19j

E [Ei ‘ ]:1‘,1] . (365)

Since ¢ (¢;,1 < j < n) is independent of o (¢,,,1 < u < %), equality
Ele; | Fic1] =Ele; | 0 (eu, 1 < u < 4)] (3.66)
holds and the right hand side was assumed to be equal to zero. Moreover, by independence, E[¢; | Fo] = 0

hence (&;, F, )z>1 is a Inartlngale differences sequence. Since (6,, —0) /> i, ¢7 = >, &, an application of
Theorem 1.3 with B = R and ' = 2 yields

P 0, — 0], | > ¢?>xp < A+ A, (3.67)

where
202 1
Ay = 50— 1q/0 P{lrgaganA > 271 q/2:ru} u? du, (3.68)
0a-2 n 1/2
Ar =51 / P (ZE (€2 | Fii] 1) > 27179 2y 5 w9 du (3.69)

We bound A; using Markov’s inequality:

2q 2
A < qZ/ |£Z| > 2_1_Q/2xu} uwitdu (3.70)
2172 E| 2P+PQ/2 P 3.71
< N .
20— 1q-— pe Z (1] ( )

Using independence and the convexity inequality Y., [¢;]" < (30, gbf)p/ valid for p > 2, we get that
E[&]"] < C hence

202

A < Cﬁq p2p“’q/2 7P, (3.72)
Now, in order to bound As, we notice that
E[&| Fia] = g €7 | Fica] (3.73)
I T

and since €7 is independent of (¢;,1 < j < n), we derive that

2

E[¢ | Fia] = s
J= J

E[e? | Gi—1]. (3.74)
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Markov’s inequality entails

p/2

n 1/2
<ZE (&7 .Fil]) > 27179 2y 5 < (au) TP 2PHPIE (Z s ¢2 (€7 ] Gi- 1])
i=1 =

Since p > 2, the function x — 2P/? is convex and by Jensen’s inequality, it follows that

p/2
<Z S 1¢2 [ 1Gi- 1]) ZE l 1¢2 (B [eF | gi—l])p/Q] : (3.75)

=1

2
Since Zfilqﬁg is independent of G;_1, we get
1= J

p/2 n 5
<ZZ 1¢2 (€7 | Gi 1]) <ZE[Z%¢?1E{(E [e$|gi_1])”/z]. (3.76)

i=1

Using an other time Jensen’s inequality gives E [( (€2 | Gi- 1]);9/2} E[E [|e;|” | Gi—1]] < C hence

p/2
(Z > ¢2 e | Gi- 1]) <C. (3.77)

Consequently,
n 1/2
(Z]E &2 | f“]> > 2717 2y 5 < O (zu) P 2PHPI/2 (3.78)

and reporting this estimate in (3.69) gives

2072
21 — 1q P

Ay < _ 1 opt+pa/2,—p (3.79)

Theorem 2.1 follows from the combination of (3.67), (3.72) and (3.79).
O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. We use inequality (1.9) with ' = r and ¢ = 2r to get that for some constants C' and ¢

depending only on r and B,

1
P{lrg_ag( S| > nal/rnl/rx} < CTL/ P{X > Cnal‘u}u%*ldu
<ign o

“+oo
+ C’/ P {Vl/r > cna_l/%‘u} min {u* " w "  du.  (3.80)
0
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Observe that

+o00 +o0 +o00
n=1

n=1 k=n
+oo k

=> ) 0 P{X € (kau, (k+ 1) 2ul}

k=1n=1
—+ o0

<) EOP{X € (kau, (k+ 1) zul}
k=1

< (zu) "E[X7]

hence

“+ o0 1 1
C’Z nm_Qn/ P{X > en®2u} u*'du < Cc_rx_"/ u"tdu.
n=1 0 0

Since for any non-negative random variable Y, 3272 n" @ 2P {y > n=1/7} <E[Y1{Y > 1}], we have

ionm_Q}P’{Vl/r > cno‘_l/Tmu} < (cur) "E [Vl {VI/T > cxu}] ,

n=1

which implies

+oo “+o0
Z nm‘sz’/ P {Vl/r > cnafl/rxu} min {u2r*1, urfl} du
n=1 0

941

(3.81)

(3.82)

< Clex)™ /JFOOIE {Vl {Vl/r > cacuH min {u" "' 0} du. (3.83)
0

Now for any non-negative real number y, let h (y) := foy min {u“l,u’l} du. If y < 1, then h(y) = y"/r and if

y > 1, then

1 Yy 1
h(y) = / u " rdu +/ uwldu = = + logy.
0 1 r

Since

CIT

/0%o E[vi{v'" > cou}| min {u 0"} du =R [Vh (VWH < %]E V] + %E [Vieg™ (V)]

we get the convergence of the series Y% 0" 2P {max; <icp ||Si]| > n®z}.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We use inequality (1.9) with 7 := x2™(@=1/2) ¢/ = 2 and q = 2p. We get

1
np(a_l/Z)IP’{ max ||S;] > no‘x} < Cnp(a_l/z)'H/ P{X > crun®}u*~du
0

1<i<n

(3.84)
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“+o0
+ Oppla=1/2) / P{V > xzuznza_l} min {uzp_l, u}du. (3.85)
0

1. Assume that X belongs to LP/2t1:% and V € LLP/2:°°, One bounds the first term of the right hand side of

(3.85) by

1
CnPe= 2D+ qup P/ 2H1p (X > t}/ (czun®)~W/2HD) 2p=1qy,
>0 0

1
= (3D D0 qup /2P (X > t} (cx)” p/QH)/ u®??72du (3.86)
0

t>0

and use (5§ —1) (a — 1) < 0. One bounds the second term of the right hand side of (3.85) by

Cnpe=1/2) buptp/QIP{V>t}/ (cx®un®*~ 1) % hin {w? u} du

>0
—+oo
= C (cz) Psupt?/?’P{V > t} min {u”~ ", u' P} du, (3.87)
>0
and since p > 2, the latter integral is finite.

Assume that X € ]Lg/QH’OO and V e LP/2:°°_ Plugging the bounds

P{X > czun®} < (czun®)P/*7" sup */*T'P{X >t} and (3.88)
t>cxu2™

P{V > cx®u’n®* '} < (ex?u®n*~ 1) 7" v/ sup PPV > t}. (3.89)

t>cr2u2n2e—1
into (3.85), we get

1
np(o‘l/Z)]P’{ max I|Si]] > n x} < C’(cx)_pm_l/ sup P 2P {X >t} ud/22du

1<i<n 0 t>crun®

—+00
+C (cm2)7P/2 / sup  tP2P{V >t} max {u” ' u' 7P} du, (3.90)
0

t>cx2u?ne

and the right hand side goes to zero by monotone convergence.
Assume that X € LP/2+1 and V € LP/2. In view of (3.85), we have

+oo 1
anﬂ(a 1/2 { max ||S ( )” > nocx} < Cznp(a—1/2)+1/ ]P){X > Cmuna}uzﬂ—ldu
n=1 0

+oo “+o00
+C Z nP@=1/2) / P {V > czzuzno‘*l/z} min {u* " u} du.  (3.91)

n=1 0

Since for any non-negative random variable Y and any ¢ > 2, /% n9='P{Y > n} < E[Y9], we get the
conclusion of item 3 of Theorem 2.3.
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The proof of Theorem 2.4 is completely analogous hence omitted.

Proof of Lemma 2.5. We use the skyscrapers construction of Kakutani as in [4].

Let (ﬂn)n>1 be a non-increasing sequence of non-negative real numbers such that Zn>1 £, = 1. For every
integer n > 1, set X, :=[0,4,] x {n} ([0, £,] equipped with the Lebesgue measure). Define then X = U,>1X,,.
Let 7 be an ergodic transformation of [0, £y]. Define an ergodic transformation 6 on X by 0(x,n) = (z,n+1) if
(z,n+ 1) € X and by 6(z,n) = (7(z),0) otherwise.

Let n > 0. For every 2" < k < 2"t — 1, let 4}, = 2”("{*1)(n+f)2(k+1—2")’ where k is such that EnZI by, =1.

For every n > 0 and every (z,k) € X, with 2" <k < 2" — 1, set f(z) = D(k+1—2")7"L.

Let 0 < e < 1. We have

ontl_q
[ #o* (1) e < €D 200k ) Y (e L2 < ED Y 1) < oo,
X n=0 k=2mn n>0

Taking D large enough, we see that for every n > 2, Zk ;n 'D (k +1- 2"’2)’Y71 > 2™7. Hence, for that
choice of D, we infer that f+ ...+ f o062 =1 > 2" on the set Ui:; [0, € on—1_1] x {k}. Hence,

on— 1
pSCARLS (Y B B S LD D WS ppt
n=0 n=0 k=1 n=0
which finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 2.6. Let v = 2a. Let X be the probability space constructed in the proof of Lemma 2.5.
Let £2; be probability space rich enough to support a sequence (e5,),~; of i.i.d. N'(0,1) random variables. Let
2 := X x () with the product measure. Let f be the function satis/fying the conclusion of Lemma 2.5. For
every n > 1, set X,, := &, f1/2 0 §™. Notice that (€n)p> is independent from (fo6"),, so that (X, )n>1 is

a stationary sequence of martingale differences (and ergodic). Set for every n > 1, s, := (ZZ 1 fo 91)1/2
have, using independence,

+o00o
2n(a 1)P > onal 2n(2o¢ 1)E / e—x2/2 dx
7;) V2T Z 27 [son

n=0

3 onCambp (2 5 92ma /g2 | oot 2 gy

n>0

2 b
> — e /2 dm) onZe—lip L2~ 92nel — 4o,
Var </0 2 el }

n>=0

7wl

O

Proof of Theorem 2.8. Tt suffices to treat the case ¢ = 1 (replace X; by X;/e to obtain the general case). We

a—1/r

apply Theorem 1.13 with ' = r, ¢ = 2r and z := |n| in order to get

“+o0
]P’{lrilax 1Ss]| > n|® } < c/ HJ’{||X1|| > |n|a—1/ru} min {u? 1w Y (1 + Jlogu)™ " du.  (3.92)
0
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ra—2

Multiplying by |n| , summing over n € N% and noticing that for any fixed N, the number of elements k € N¢

such that Z?:I ki =N is ¢cq (Nd_1 + 1) for some constant ¢y depending only on d, we get

T |n|”2P{ max. [1Si] > |n°‘}
1ixn

neNd
—+o0
< c’/ 3 olre-hEL kip{nxlu > 20 1/M Xin ku} min {u®" ! w1} (1 + [logul)*™" du
0 keNd
+oo +o0
< C/// Z 2N(ra—1)Nd—1]P;{HX1H > Q(a—l/r)Nu} min {u2r—17ur—1} (1+ |logu|)d71 du
0 N=1

and using the fact that for any real valued random variable Y,

+oo
3 oM yi-ip {Y > 2(‘**1/T>N} < KpordB [YT (log (V) 1{y > 1}} , (3.93)
N=1

we are reduced to bound

E VOIX1| (Hi(;”)T <log (”X;”)y_lmin{uzr—l,ur—l} (1 + [logu)*! du] : (3.94)

Let

Y = /O|X1| <”X1”) <log (X1>)d_lmin{u2”,u”} (1 + [log u|)* " du. (3.95)

u u

Assume that || X;]| < 1. Then

_ /0|X1| <”Xu1“) (log (”Xul”»d_l =1 (1 + [log u)* " du (3.96)

and the substitution v = u/ || X;]|| shows that
2r d—1
YV <O X (1 —Tlog (| X1[)™ - (3.97)

Now if we assume that || X1]| > 1, then

1 r d-1
y:/ <|Xl|> (log<|X1”>) w7 (1 + [logu)* ! du
0 u u
1]l v -t
() (e (FR)) et s omn® e
1

and the first term of the right-hand-side can be controlled by C || X1 " (1 + |log | X1|[)%~", while for the second,
the substitution ¢ := logu and an integration by parts yield Y < C || X1||” (1 + [log | X1]||)*. We thus got the
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estimate
Y <O X" (1 + [log || X ) (3.99)

where C' depends only on d and r. We proved (2.13) and the proof of Theorem 2.10 is finished. O

Proof of Theorem 2.10. Here again it suffices to treat the case ¢ = 1. We apply Theorem 1.13 with r’ = 2,
q=2p and z == |n|* /% in order to get
oo 1/2 d—1
P{IILI_ZLX [|Sill > |n|a} < C’/ IP’{||X1|| > n|* Y u} min {u® "' u} (1 + [logu|)* " du. (3.100)
in 0

Multiplying by |n|p(a71/2)71, summing over n € N and noticing that for any fixed N, the number of elements
k € N such that 2?21 k; = N is cq (Nd_1 + 1) for some constant ¢y depending only on d, we get

) |n|p<“/2“1f»{ max [1Si]) > |n|“}
1<ixn

neN
—+o0
< C’/ > o(pla=1/2)=1) 32{, tP{Hxlu > 2(e=1/2) T, u} min {u® 1, u} (1 4 [logul)*" du
0 keNd
+oo +00
< C”/ Z 2Np(a_1/2)Nd_IIE”{||X1|| > 2(0‘_1/1’)Nu} min {u? " u} (1 + [log u))* ™ du
0

N=1
and using the fact that for any real valued random variable Y,
+oo
> o 2ANGIp Ly S o AN < g, B VP (log (V)TN (Y 21} (3.101)
N=1

we are reduced to estimate

E V;Xll ('?”)p (log (”?”))dlmin{u?ﬂ—l,u} (1+ |logu|)d1du] . (3.102)

Let

Xl P d-1
Y = / (”Xl”> <log (”X1”>> min {u? " u} (1 + [log u))* ! du. (3.103)
0 u u

If || X1]| <1, then

XXl 1K\ s . , »
Y:/ < )<1°g( )) P (14 flogul)* ™t du < C | X1 (1 + [log [ XN, (3.104)
0

u u

I X/ > 1, then

v /(|X1|)( (|Xl)> W1 (14 log )™ du
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+/1”X1" (il)p <log ('?'))d_lu(u llog ul)’~' du. (3.105)

The first term can be bounded by C'|| X1 [|” (1 4 |log || X1|[)*~" and for the second one, the substitution ¢ := log u
shows that a similar upper bound can be given. This ends the proof of Theorem 2.10. O
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