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ABSTRACT. We present a survey of the theory of y-radonifying operators and
its applications to stochastic integration in Banach spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The theory of y-radonifying operators can be traced back to the pioneering works
of GEL'FAND [40], SECAL, [110], GROss [42, 43], who considered the following
problem. A cylindrical distribution on a real Banach space F' is a bounded linear
operator W : F* — L?(2), where F'* is the dual of F' and (§,.%,P) is a probability
space. It is said to be Gaussian if Wx* is Gaussian distributed for all z* € F*. If T
is a bounded linear operator from F' into another real Banach space E, then T' maps

every Gaussian cylindrical distribution W to a cylindrical Gaussian distribution
T(W): E* — L*(Q) by

T(W)z* =W (T*z*), z*€FE".
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The problem is to find criteria on T which ensure that T(W) is Radon. By this
we mean that there exists a strongly measurable Gaussian random variable X €
L?(2; E) such that

TW)z* =(X,z%), z*€E"

(the terminology “Radon” is explained by Proposition 2.1 and the remarks following
it). The most interesting instance of this problem occurs when F' = H is a real
Hilbert space with inner product [-,-] and W : H — L?(Q) is an isonormal process,
i.e. a cylindrical Gaussian distribution satisfying

EW(hl)W(hg) = [hl,hg], hl,hg c H.

Here we identify H with its dual H* via the Riesz representation theorem. A
bounded operator T' : H — E such that T(W) is Radon is called ~y-radonifying.
Here the adjective ‘“y-’ stands for ‘Gaussian’.

GROSS [42, 43] obtained a necessary and sufficient condition for y-radonification
in terms of so-called measurable seminorms on H. His result includes the classical
result that a bounded operator from H into a Hilbert space E is y-radonifying
if and only if it is Hilbert-Schmidt. These developments marked the birth of the
theory of Gaussian distributions on Banach spaces. The state-of the-art around
1975 is presented in the lecture notes by Kuo [69)].

v-Radonifying operators can be thought of as the Gaussian analogues of p-
absolutely summing operators. For a systematic exposition of this point of view
we refer to the lecture note by BADRIKIAN and CHEVET [4], the monograph by
SCHWARTZ [108] and the MAUREY-SCHWARTZ seminar notes published between
1972 and 1976. More recent monographs include BOGACHEV [9], MUSHTARI [84],
and VAKHANIA, TARIELADZE, CHOBANYAN [117].

In was soon realised that spaces of y-radonifying operators provide a natural
tool for constructing a theory of stochastic integration in Banach spaces. This
idea, which goes back to a paper of HOFFMAN-J@RGENSEN and PISIER [48], was
first developed systematically in the Ph.D. thesis of NEIDHARDT [93] in the con-
text of 2-uniformly smooth Banach spaces. His results were taken up and further
developed in a series of papers by DETTWEILER (see [29] and the references given
there) and subsequently by BRZEZNIAK (see [11, 13]) who used the setting of mar-
tingale type 2 Banach spaces; this class of Banach spaces had been proved equal,
up to a renorming, to the class of 2-uniformly smooth Banach spaces by PISIER
[98]. The more general problem of radonification of cylindrical semimartingales has
been covered by BADRIKIAN and USTUNEL [5], SCHWARTZ [109] and JAKUBOWSKI,
KWwAPIEN, RAYNAUD DE FITTE, ROSINSKI [55].

If E is a Hilbert space, then a strongly measurable function f : Ry — FE is
stochastically integrable with respect to Brownian motions B if and only if f €
L?(R; E). It had been known for a long time that functions in L?*(R,; E) may fail
to be stochastically integrable with respect to B. The first simple counterexamples,
for E = (P with 1 < p < 2, were given by YOR [119]. ROSINSKI and SUCHANECKI
[104] (see also ROSINSKI [102, 103]) were able to get around this by constructing a
stochastic integral of Pettis type for functions with valued in an arbitrary Banach
space. This integral was interpreted in the language of y-radonifying operators by
VAN NEERVEN and WEIS [90]; some of the ideas in this paper were already implicit
in BRZEZNIAK and VAN NEERVEN [14]. The picture that emerged is that the space
y(L?(R,), E) of all y-radonifying operators from L?(R,) into E, rather than the
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Lebesgue-Bochner space L?(R. ; E), is the ‘correct’ space of E-valued integrands for
the stochastic integral with respect to a Brownian motion B. Indeed, the classical
It6 isometry extends to the space v(L?(R, ), E) in the sense that

o 2 ~
]EH/O ¢dBH = 1912 (r2®. ).m)

for all simple functions ¢ : Ry — H ® E; here (;~$ : L?(R,) — E is given by
integration against ¢; on the level of elementary tensors, the identification ¢ — a is
given by the identity mapping f ® x — f®x. For Hilbert spaces, this identification
sets up an isomorphism

L2(R+: B) = A(LA(R+), E).

In the converse direction, if the identity mapping f ® x — f ® = extends to an

isomorphism L2(R; E) ~ v(L?(R, ), E), then E has both type 2 and cotype 2, so

E is isomorphic to a Hilbert space by a classical result of KWAPIEN [70].
Interpreting B as an isonormal process W : L?(R,) — L?(2) by putting

(1.1) win= [ " jaB,

this brings us back to the question originally studied by Gross. However, instead
of thinking of an operator Ty : L?(R;) — E as ‘acting’ on the isonormal process W,
we now think of W as ‘acting’ on T} as an ‘integrator’. This suggests an abstract
approach to F-valued stochastic integration, where the ‘integrator’ is an arbitrary
isonormal processes W : H — L?(Q), with H an abstract Hilbert space, and the
‘integrand’ is a ~-radonifying operator from H to E. For finite rank operators
T = 22[:1 h ® z the stochastic integral with respect to W is then given by

N N
W(T):W(Zh®x) =Y Wh) o

In the special case H = L?(R;) and W given by a standard Brownian motion
through (1.1), this is easily seen to be consistent with the classical definition of the
stochastic integral.

This idea will be worked out in detail. This paper contains no new results;
the novelty is rather in the organisation of the material and the abstract point
of view. Neither have we tried to give credits to many results which are more or
less part of the folklore of the subject. This would be difficult, since theory of
~v-radonifying operators has changed face many times. Results that are presented
here as theorems may have been taken as definitions in previous works and vice
versa, and many results have been proved and reproved in apparently different but
essentially equivalent formulations by different authors. Instead, we hope that the
references given in this introduction serves as a guide for the interested reader who
wants to unravel the history of the subject. For the reasons just mentioned we
have decided to present full proofs, hoping that this will make the subject more
accessible.

The emphasis in this paper is on y-radonifying operators rather than on stochas-
tic integrals. Accordingly we shall only discuss stochastic integrals of deterministic
functions. The approach taken here extends to stochastic integrals of stochastic
processes if the underlying Banach space is a so-called UMD space by following the



4 JAN VAN NEERVEN

lines of VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR, WEIS [88]. We should mention that various alter-
native approaches to stochastic integration in general Banach spaces exist, among
them the vector measure approach of BROOKS and DINCULEANU [10] and DIN-
CULEANU [32], and the Doléans measure approach of METIVIER and PELLAUMAIL
[83]. As we see it, the virtue of the approach presented here is that it is tailor-made
for applications to stochastic PDEs; see, e.g., BRZEZNIAK [11, 13], DA PRATO and
ZABCZYK [27], VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR, WEIS [86, 89] and the references therein.
For an introduction to these applications we refer to the author’s 2007/08 Internet
Seminar lecture notes [85].

Let us finally mention that the applicability of radonifying operators is by no
means limited to vector-valued stochastic integration. Radonifying norms have
been used, under the guise of l-norms, in the local theory of Banach space for
many years; see e.g. DIESTEL, JARCHOW, TONGE [30], KALTON and WEIS [62],
PIsIER [101], TOMCZAK-JAEGERMANN [114]. In harmonic analysis, v-radonifying
norms are the natural generalisation of the square functions arising in connection
with Littlewood-Paley theory (see e.g. STEIN [111]) and were used as such in
KALTON and WEIS [63], HYTONEN [49], HYTONEN, McINTOSH, PORTAL [50], and
HYTONEN, VAN NEERVEN, PORTAL [51]. Further applications have appeared in
interpolation theory, see KALTON, KUNSTMANN, WEIS [60] and SUAREZ and WEIS
[112], control theory, see HAAK and KUNSTMANN [44], and in image processing, see
KAISER and WEIS [58]. This list is far from being complete.

This paper is loosely based on the lectures presented at the 2009 workshop on
Spectral Theory and Harmonic Analysis held at the Australian National University
in Canberra. It is a pleasure to thank the organisers Andrew Hassell and Alan
Mclntosh for making this workshop into such a success.

Notation. Throughout these notes, we use the symbols H and E to denote real
Hilbert spaces and real Banach spaces, respectively. The inner product of a Hilbert
space H will be denoted by [-, ]y or, if no confusion can arise, by [-,-]. We will
always identify H with its dual via the Riesz representation theorem. The duality
pairing between a Banach space E and its dual E* will be denoted by (-,-)g g~
or simply (-,-). The space of all bounded linear operators from a Banach space FE
into another Banach space F is denoted by .Z(F, F'). The word ‘operator’ always
means ‘bounded linear operator’.

2. BANACH SPACE-VALUED RANDOM VARIABLES

Let (A, <7, 1) be a o-finite measure space and F a Banach space. A function
f: A — FEis called simple if it is a finite linear combination of functions of the form
1p®ax with B € & of finite p-measure and « € F, and strongly measurable if there
exists a sequence of simple functions f,, : A — E such that lim,, .., f,, = f pointwise
almost surely. By the Pettis measurability theorem, f is strongly measurable if and
only if f is essentially separably valued (which means that there exists a null set
N € o/ and a separable closed subspace Ey of E such that f(£) € FEy for all £ ¢ N)
and weakly measurable (which means that (f,x*) is measurable for all z* € E*).

When (9, %#,P) is a probability space, strongly measurable functions f : Q@ — E
are called random wvariables. Standard probabilistic notions such as independence
and symmetry carry over to the F-valued case in an obvious way. Following tradi-
tion in the probability literature, random variables will be denoted by the letter X
rather than by f. The distribution of an E-valued random variable X is the Borel
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probability measure pux on E defined by
px(B) :=P{X € B}, Be B(E).

The set {X € B} :={w € Q: X(w) € B} may not belong to .#, but there always
exists a set F' € % such that the symmetric difference FA{X € B} is contained in
a null set in .#, and therefore the measure pux is well-defined.

For later use we collect some classical facts concerning E-valued random vari-
ables. Proofs, further results, and references to the literature can be found in
ALBIAC and KALTON [1], DIESTEL, JARCHOW, TONGE [30], KwAPIEN and WoOyY-
€ZYNSKI [73], LEDOUX and TALAGRAND [76], and VAKHANIA, TARIELADZE, CHOB-
ANYAN [117].

The first result states that F-valued random variables are tight:

Proposition 2.1. If X is a E-valued random variable, then for every € > 0 there
exists a compact set K in E such that P{X ¢ K} < e.

Proof. Since X is separably valued outside some null set, we may assume that FE
is separable. Let (z,,)n>1 be a dense sequence in E and fix € > 0. For each integer
k > 1 the closed balls B(x,,, %) cover F, and therefore there exists an index Ny > 1
such that

Ny,
IP’{X € nLZJlB(:cn, %)} >1-— 2%

The set K = (5, UnNilB(l‘n, 1) is closed and totally bounded. Since E is
complete, K is compact. Moreover, P{X ¢ K} <3, 2 ke = ¢. O

This result implies that the distribution px is a Radon measure, i.e. for all
B € #(F) and € > 0 there exists a compact set K C B such that ux(B\ K) < ¢.
Indeed, the proposition allows us to choose a compact subset C' of E such that
ux(C) >1— %6, and by the inner regularity of Borel measures on complete separable
metric spaces there is a closed set ' C B with u(B\F) < 3e. Theset K = CNF has
the desired properties. Conversely, every Radon measure y on E is the distribution
of the random variable X (x) = z on the probability space (E, B(E), ).

Motivated by the above proposition, a family 2~ of E-valued random variables
is called uniformly tight if for every € > 0 there exists a compact set K in E such
that P{X ¢ K} <eforall X € 2.

A sequence of E-valued random variables (X, )n>1 is said to converge in dis-
tribution to an E-valued random variable X if lim, . Ef(X,) = Ef(X) for all
f € Cyw(E), the space of all bounded continuous functions f on E.

Proposition 2.2 (PROKHOROV’s theorem). For a family & of E-valued random
variables the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) & is uniformly tight;

(2) every sequence in 2 has a subsequence which converges in distribution.

Excellent accounts of this result and its ramifications can be found in BILLINGS-
LEY [7] and PARATHASARATHY [95].
We continue with a maximal inequality.

Proposition 2.3 (LEVY’s inequality). Let Xi,...,Xn be independent symmetric
FE-valued random variables, and put S, := Z?:I X; forn=1,...,N. Then for all
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7 2 0 we ha,'Ue
<

This inequality will be used in Section 4. It is also the main ingredient of a
theorem of ITO and Nis1O, presented here only in its simplest formulation which
goes back to LEVY.

Proposition 2.4 (LEVY, ITO-NIsI10). Let (X,,)n>1 be a sequence of independent
symmetric E-valued random variables, and put S, := E?Zl Xj form = 1. The
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) the sequence (Sp)n>1 converges in probability;

(2) the sequence (Sp)n>1 converges almost surely.

Let (x;)ier be a family of elements of a Banach space E, indexed by a set I.
The sum ), ; z; is summable to an element s € E if for all £ > 0 there is a finite
subset J C I such that for all finite subsets J’ C I containing J we have

’S—ij

jer
Stated differently, this means that lim; s; = s, where sy :=>_
is taken along the net of all finite subsets J C I.

As we shall see in Example 3.2, this summability method adequately captures
the convergence of coordinate expansions with respect to arbitrary maximal or-
thonormal systems in Hilbert spaces. For countable index sets I, summability is
equivalent to unconditional convergence. The ‘only if’ part is clear, and the ‘if’
part can be seen as follows. Suppose, for a contradiction, that },_; z, = s uncon-
ditionally while Zie 1 Tn is not summable to s. Let I = (in)n>1 be an enumeration.
There is an € > 0 and an increasing sequence J; C Jo C ... of finite subsets of I
such that {i1,...,ix} C Ji and [[s — s, || = . Clearly Uy, Jp = 1. I T = (i}, )n>1
is an enumeration with the property that Jx = {i},...,i%y, } for all & > 1 and
suitable N7 < Ny < ..., the sum Zn>1 Ty fails to converge to s. This contradicts
the unconditional convergence of the sum » ,; z; to s.

Convergence of sums of random variables in in LP(€; E) has been investigated
systematically by HOFFMANN-J@RGENSEN [47]. Here we only need the following
prototypical result:

<e.

jes T and the limit

Proposition 2.5. Let 1 < p < oo, let (X;)ier be an indexed family of independent
and symmetric random variables in LP(; E) and let S € LP(Q; E). The following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) > ;7 Xi is summable to S in LP(Q; E)

(2) > ier{Xi,x*) is summable to (S,x*) in LP(SY) for all z* € E*.
Proof. We only need to prove the implication (2)=-(1).

Let [I] denote the collection of all finite subsets of I. For J € [I] set Sy :=

> jes Xj. From (2) it easily follows that for all J € [I] and 2* € E* the random

variables (Sy,x*) and (S — Sy, z*) are independent. If we denote by .#; the o-
algebra generated by {X; : j € J}, for all z* € E* it follows that

(E(S|.71),2") = E((S,2")|F5) = (Ss, 27)

in LP(Q). As a consequence,
E(S|Z;) =S,
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in LP(Q; E). Now (1) follows from the elementary version of the E-valued martin-
gale convergence theorem (see DIESTEL and UHL [31, Corollary V.2]). O

We continue with a useful comparison result for Rademacher sequences and
Gaussian sequences. Recall that a Rademacher sequence is a sequence of inde-
pendent random variables taking the values +1 with probability % A Gaussian
sequence is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Gaussian random vari-
ables.

Proposition 2.6. Let (1,)n>1 be a Rademacher sequence and (n)n>1 a Gaussian
sequence.

(1) For all1 < p < oo and all finite sequences x1,...,xn € E we have

N
EH Z Ty
n=1

(2) If E has finite cotype, then for all 1 < p < oo there exists a constant
Cp.E 2 0 such that for all finite sequences x1,...,xn € E¥ we have

N
EH Z'Ynxn
n=1

For the definition of cotype we refer to Section 11. We will only need part (1)
which is an elementary consequence of the Kahane contraction principle (see KaA-
HANE [57]) and the fact that the sequences (vn)n>1 and (7,,|vn|)n>1 are identically
distributed when (r,,),>1 is independent of (v)n>1.

We finish this section with the so-called Kahane-Khintchine inequalities.

p

N
D .
< (éw)gEH > nn
n=1

p

N

p

R potes
n=1

Proposition 2.7 (Kahane-Khintchine inequalities). Let (r,)n>1 be a Rademacher
sequence and (Yn)n>1 o Gaussian sequence.

(1) For all1 < p,q < oo there exists a constant C, 4, depending only on p and
q, such that for all finite sequences x1,...,xy € E we have

N 1 N 1
(]EHZTnxn p)p < Cp,q(EHZmzn q>q-
n=1 n=1

(2) For all1 < p,q < oo there exists a constant Cp 4> depending only on p and

q, such that for all finite sequences x1,...,xn € E we have

N 1 N 1

PN » aN ¢

(IEHZ%% )p<03,q(]EHZ”Wn )
n=1 n=1

The least admissible constants in these inequalities are called the Kahane-Khint-
chine constants and are usually denoted by K, , and K . Note that K, , =1 if
p < g by Hoélder’s inequality. It was shown by LATAELA and OLESZKIEWICZ [74]
that Kg,l = \/5

Part (2) of the proposition can be deduced from part (1) by a central limit
theorem argument (which can be justified by Lemma 9.1 below); this gives the
inequality K , < Kp 4.
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3. 7-RADONIFYING OPERATORS

After these preparations we are ready to introduce the main object of study, the
class of y-radonifying operators. Throughout this section H is a real Hilbert space
and F is a real Banach space. Gaussian random variables are always assumed to
be centred.

Definition 3.1. An H-isonormal process on a probability space (92, .%#,P) is a map-
ping W : H — L%(2) with the following properties:

(i) for all h € H the random variable W (h) is Gaussian;

(ii) for all hy,he € H we have EW (h1)W (ha) = [h1, ha].

Isonormal processes lie at the basis of Malliavin calculus. We refer to NUALART
[94] for an introduction to this subject. We shall use isonormal processes to set up
an abstract version of the vector-valued It0 stochastic integral. As the scalar It6
stochastic integral arises naturally within Malliavin calculus, the theory developed
below serves as a natural starting point for setting up a vector-valued Malliavin
calculus. This idea is taken up in MAAS [78] and MAAS and VAN NEERVEN [79)].

We turn to some elementary properties of isonormal processes. From (ii) we have

E‘W(Clhl + Czhg) — (01W(h1) + CQW(hQ))|2 =0,

which shows that W is linear. As a consequence, for all hy,...,hxy € H the random
variables W (hy),...,W(hy) are jointly Gaussian (which means that every linear
combination is Gaussian as well). Recalling that jointly Gaussian random variables
are independent if and only if they are uncorrelated, another application of (ii)
shows that W(hy),...,W(hy) are independent if and only if hy,...,hy € H are
orthogonal.

Ezample 3.2. Let H be a Hilbert space with maximal orthonormal system (h;);cr
and let (y;)ier be a family of independent standard Gaussian random variables with
the same index set. Then for all h € H, Y, ; vi[h, h;] is summable in L?(2) and

W(h) := Z%[hahi]a heH,
iel
defines an H-isonormal process. To see this let h € H be fixed. Given € > 0 choose
indices 11, ...,in € I such that

N
Hh =S (b s, || < .
n=1
For any finite set J’ C I containing i1, ...,iy we then have, by the Pythagorean

theorem,
(I
jed’
This implies that 0, ;[h, hi]h; is summable to h. Since W clearly defines an isomet-
ric linear mapping from the linear span of (h;);cs into L?(€2) satisfying W (h;) = v,
>ieq Vilhs hi] is summable in L?(2). Denoting its limit by W (h), the easy proof
that the resulting linear map W : H — L?(Q) is isonormal is left to the reader.

FEzample 3.3. If B is a standard Brownian motion, then the It6 stochastic integral

W (h) ::/O hdB, he L*(Ry),
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defines an L?(R, )-isonormal process W. Conversely, if W is an L?(R )-isonormal
process, then

B(t) := W(]l[()’t]), t >0,
is a standard Brownian motion. Indeed, this process is Gaussian and satisfies
EB(S)B(t) = []1(073), l(O,t)]LQ(R+) = s At for all S,t = 0.

Example 3.4. Let B be a Brownian motion with values in a Banach space E and let
¢ be the closed linear span in L?(2) spanned by the random variables (B(1),z*),
x* € E*. Then B induces an L?(R; 7 )-isonormal process by putting

W (f @ (B( / fd(B,z*), feL*Ry), z*cE".
To see this, note that since (B, z*) is a real-valued Brownian motion,

E[(B(t),z")|* = tE|(B(1),2")|?
for all ¢ > 0. Hence by normalising the Brownian motions (B, z*), the Itd isometry
gives

W(f @ (BQ),z"))W(g® (B(1),y%) = E(B(1),z*)}(B(1),y")[f, 9lL> =)
= [f@(B(1),z%),9 @ (B(1),2")] 2w, .0¢)-

Remark 3.5. In many papers, J#-cylindrical Brownian motions are defined as a
family W = (W (t));>0 of bounded linear operators from ¢ to L?(f) with the
following properties:

(i) for all h € S, the process (W (t)h);>o is a Brownian motion;
(i) for all ¢1,t5 > 0 and hy, hy € S we have

E(W (t1)h1 - W (t2)ha) = (t1 A t2)[ha, ha).

Subsequent arguments frequently use that the family {W(¢t)h : t > 0, h € H°} is
jointly Gaussian, something that is not obvious from (i) and (i ) If we add this as
an additional assumption, then every #7-cylindrical Brownian motion defines an
L?(R,; 5)-isonormal process in a natural way and vice versa.

In the special case s# = L?(D), where D is a domain in R?, L?(D)-cylindrical
Brownian motions provide the rigorous mathematical model of space-time white
notse on D.

In what follows, W : H — L?(Q) will always denote a fixed H-isonormal process.
For any Banach space E, W induces a linear mapping from H ® F to L?(Q) ® E,
also denoted by W, by putting

W(hoz):=Wh) e

and extending this definition by linearity. The problem we want to address is
whether there is a norm on H ® E turning W into a bounded operator from H ® F
into L?(Q; E).

Ezample 3.6. Let B be a Brownian motion and let W : L2(R;) — L?(Q2) be the
associated isonormal process. Identifying E-valued step functions with elements in
L?(R;) ® E we have

)

S
W(]l(a b) ® x) = / LTiap) ® xdB.
0
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Thus, W can be viewed as an FE-valued extension of the stochastic integral with
respect to B. In the same way, for isonormal processes W : L?(R,;.2#) — L?(f2)
we have

W(lap @h) @) = / L) ® (h®x)dW,
0

where the right-hand side is the side the stochastic integral for 57 ® E-valued
step functions with respect to Z’-cylindrical Brownian motions introduced in VAN
NEERVEN and WEIS [90].

Suppose an element in H ® F of the form ij:l h, ® x,, is given with hy,..., hx
orthonormal in H. Then the random variables W (hy), ..., W (hy) are independent
and standard Gaussian and therefore

EHZW ®37n _EHZ’YTL'T’IL

where (7,,))_; is any Gaussian sequence. The right-hand side is independent of the
representation of the element in H ® F as a finite sum 25:1 h, ® x, as long as we
choose the vectors hq, ..., hx orthonormal in H. Indeed, suppose we have a second
representation

2

)

N M
n=1 m=1

where the vectors hf,...,h), are again orthonormal in H. There is no loss in
generality if we assume that the sequences (h,)Y_; and (h/,)M_, span the same
finite-dimensional subspace G of H. In fact we may consider the linear span of the
set {h1,...,hy, h'l, ..., kY } and complete both sequences to orthonormal bases,

say (hi)X_, and (h})E |, for this linear span. Then we may write

K K
S heon =Y o
k=1 k=1

with 2y =0for k=N+1,...,K and a,, =0 for k=M + 1,..., K. Under this
assumption, we have M = N = K and there is an orthogonal transformation O on
G such that Oh), = hy, for all k =1,..., K. Then

K K

zp =Y _[W, helal = [Ohy, byl

j=1 j=1

Let O = (0jx) denote the matrix representation with respect to the basis (hg)&_,.
Then,

B i ] 3o o ] 3 (S o)t~ | et

)

where v} := Zk:l 0k Yk Writing v = (y1,...,7x) and 7 = (7v1,...,7%), this
means that

7' =0r.
As Ré-valued Gaussian random variables, v and 4/ have covariance matrices I (by
assumption) and OIO* = I (since O is orthogonal), respectively. Stated differently,
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the random variables 73— form a standard Gaussian sequence, and thereby we have
proved the asserted well-definedness.

Definition 3.7. The Banach space v(H, F) is defined as the completion of H @ FE
with respect to the norm

th ®xn7HE HZ%%

where it is assumed that hq,..., hy are orthonormal in H.

i

The following example is used frequently in the context of stochastic integrals,
where H; = L?(Ry) and Hy = 5 is some abstract Hilbert space:

FEzxzample 3.8. Let H; and Hs be Hilbert spaces and let H 1®H>, denote the Hilbert
space completion of their tensor product. Then for all h € Hy and hy,...,hy € Ho,
T1,..., TN € F,

HZ (h® hyp) @ n

n=1

Zh R Ty,

n=1

= [|hll &, :
v(H1®Hs,E v(Hz,E)

The preceding discussion can be summarized as follows.

Proposition 3.9 (It6 isometry). Every isonormal process W : H — L2(2) induces
an isometry, also denoted by W, from v(H, E) into L?(; E).

For H = L?*(Ry; ) this result reduces to the It6 isometry for the stochastic
integral with respect to J#-cylindrical Brownian motions of VAN NEERVEN and
WEIs [90].

We continue with some elementary mapping properties of the spaces y(H, E).
The first is an immediate consequence of Definition 3.7.

Proposition 3.10. Let Hy be a closed subspace of H. The inclusion mapping
o : Hy — H induces an isometric embedding ig : v(Ho, E) — v(H, E) by setting

ig(ho & SC) = ioho X x.
The next proposition is in some sense the dual version of this result:

Proposition 3.11 (Composition with orthogonal projections). Let Hy be a closed
subspace of H. Let Py be the orthogonal projection in H onto Hy and let By denote
the conditional expectation operator with respect to the o-algebra %y generated by
the family of random variables {W(hg) : ho € Ho}. The operator Py extends to a
surjective linear contraction Py : v(H, E) — ~(Hg, E) by setting

Po(h@l’) ::P0h®:v
and the following diagram commutes:
V(H.E) ——  LXQE)

B Eo |

v(Ho, E) —L— L2(Q, %y E)
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Proof. For h € Hy we have EgW (h) = W(h) = W (Fyh). For h L Hp, the random
variable W (h) is independent of {W(hq),...,W(hn)} for all hy,..., hx € Hy, and
therefore W (h) is independent of .%,. Hence,

EoW(h) =EW(h) =0=W(0) = W(FPy(h)).

This proves the commutativity of the diagram

g Y 12

P()l ]E()J/
Hy —— L*(Q, %)
For elementary tensors h ® x € H ® F it follows that
EsW(h®z) =EW(h) @ x = W(Pyh) ® x, = W(Py(h ® x)).

By linearity, this proves that the E-valued diagram commutes as well. That Py ex-
tends to a linear contraction from v(H, E) to v(Hy, E) now follows from the facts
that Eq is a contraction from L?(Q; E) to L?*(Q, %o; E) and both W : v(H, E) —
L?(Q; E) and W : y(Hy, E) — L*(Q, Z0; E) are isometric embeddings. The surjec-
tivity of Py follows from the surjectivity of Eg. O

Proposition 3.12 (Composition with functionals). Every functional x* € E* ex-
tends to a bounded operator x* : v(H,E) — H by setting
¥ (h®x) := (x,z")h

and the following diagram commutes:

v(H,E) —Y— L[2(Q;E)

H Y 120
Proof. For elementary tensors we have
W' (h @) = (z,2*)W(h) = (W(h & a),a").
By linearity this proves that Woz* = 2* o W on H ® E. That z* extends to
a bounded operator from vy(H, E) — H now follows from the fact that both W :
H — L*(Q) and W : v(H, E) — L*(Q; E) are isometric embeddings. O

In particular it follows, for T € v(H, E), that the E-valued random variables
W (T) are Gaussian (cf. Definition 7.1). This point will be taken up in more detail
in Section 7.

So far we have treated H ® E as an abstract tensor product of H and E. The
elements of H ® E define bounded linear operators from H to E by the formula

(h@z)h' :=[h,h]z, K € H,
and we have

N
S
n=1

2 2

N
= hnah n
! [

(IS

N
< IEH >
n=1

2 N
= sup ‘ ‘

Andn
[(an)iTyll2<1 ™ 21

2 N
S 0m
n=1

2
~(H,E)
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where the inequality follows from the fact that for any x* € E* of norm one and
any choice (a,)N_; € £3, of norm < 1 we have

N 9 N N N
S anten 2| <Y lanl Y M) <Yl 22
n=1 n=1 n=1 n=1
N 2 N 2
—E[ Y nlwn,a")| <E| Y man
n=1 n=1

This shows that the identity map on H ® E has a unique extension to a continuous
and contractive linear operator

j:v(H,E)— Z(H,E).

To prove that j is injective let W : H — L?(Q2) be an isonormal process. For all
T e HRE,say T = Zﬁle hy,®1,, as before, the adjoint operator (1)* € L (E*, H)
is given by (j7T)*z* = Zgzl@ma:*)hn, SO

N s N
E[(W (T),2")2 = B| > ufwn,a*)| = 3 lwn, )P = 1GT) 2"
n=1 n=1
By approximation, the identity of the left- and right-hand sides extends to arbitrary
T € v(H,E). Now if jT = 0 for some T € v(H, E), then
E(W(T),2")* = [|(5T)"z"||* = 0
for all * € E*, so W(T') = 0 and therefore T' = 0.

Definition 3.13. An operator T € Z(H, E) is called v-radonifying if it belongs to
V(H, E).

From now on we shall always identify «(H, E') with a linear subspace of Z(H, E).
Proposition 3.14. Every operator T € v(H, E) is compact.

Proof. Let lim,,_,o, T,, = T in y(H, E) with each operator T;, of finite rank. Then
lim, 0o T, =T in £ (H, E) and therefore T is compact, it being the uniform limit
of a sequence of compact operators. O

The degree of compactness of an operator can be quantified by its entropy num-
bers. Proposition (3.14) can be refined accordingly; see Section 13.

Under the identification of v(H, E) with a linear subspace of Z(H, E), Proposi-
tion 3.12 states that if W is an H-isonormal process, then for all T € y(H, E) and
x* € E* we have

(W(T),z*) =W (T*x").

Similarly, Proposition 3.11 states that for all T € v(H, E) and orthogonal projec-
tions P from H onto a closed subspace Hy we have T'|p, € v(Hy, E) and

T o |l (#r0,8) < Tl (r,8)-

As an application we deduce a representation for the norm of v(H, E) in terms
of finite orthonormal systems.
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Proposition 3.15. For all T € v(H, E) we have

N
2
1715 115y = sup E|| Y- 3T
n=1

where the supremum is over all finite orthonormal systems h = {hy,...,hn} in H.

Proof. The inequality ‘<’ is obtained by approximating 17" with elements from HQFE.
For the inequality ‘>’ we note that for all finite-dimensional subspaces Hy of H we
have |||y, m) = IIT|#, |ly(Ho,5)- The operator T'|p,, being of finite rank from
Hjy to E, may be identified with an element of Hy ® E, and the desired inequality
follows from this. O

Definition 3.16. An operator T' € .Z(H, E) satisfying

2

N
sup EH nynThn < 00,
h n=1
where the supremum is over all finite orthonormal systems h = {hy,...,hy} in H,

is called vy-summing.
The class of y-summing operators was introduced by LINDE and PIETSCH [77].

Definition 3.17. The space of all v-summings operator from H to E is denoted by
Yoo (H, E).

With respect to the norm

2
)

N
1715, o) = sup B 3= 3T
n=1

Yoo (H, E) is easily seen to be a Banach space. Proposition 3.15 asserts that every
~-radonifying operator T is y-summing and
1Tl i1, 2) = T Ml 11, ) -

Stated differently, v(H, F) is isometrically contained in v (H, E) as a closed sub-
space. In the next section we shall prove that if ' does not contain a closed subspace
isomorphic to ¢g, then

’yoo(H7E) = ’Y(H,E),

that is, every y-summing operator is v-radonifying.
The next proposition is essentiall due to KALTON and WEISs [63].

Proposition 3.18 (y-Fatou lemma). Consider a bounded sequence (T),)n>1 in
Yoo (H, E). If T € L (H, E) is an operator such that

lim (T, h,z*) = (Th,z*) heH, z* € E",

then T € voo(H, E) and

TNl 1.y < T inf ([T [l (21, 2)-
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Proof. Let hq,...,hk be a finite orthonormal system in H. Let (z},)m>1 be a se-
quence of unit vectors in E* which is norming for the linear span of {Thq,...,Thi}.
For all M > 1 we have, by the Fatou lemma,

K
2

supM‘<Z%Thk,x,*n>‘ glinni)i(;le sup ‘<Z%T hi, >‘

= k=1

< linnlgf ”TnH'yoo(HaE)'

Taking the limit M — oo we obtain, by the monotone convergence theorem,

K 2
EH Z%Thk” < liminf 1Tl (11, )
k=1

O

We continue with a useful criterion for membership of v, (H, E). Its proof
stands a bit apart from the main line of development and depends on an elementary
comparison result in Section 6, but for reasons of presentation we prefer to present
it here.

Proposition 3.19 (Testing against an orthonormal basis). Let H be a separable
Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (hn)n>1. An operator T € L(H, E) belongs
to Yoo (H, E) if and only if

2
n|| < 00.

N>1

N
sup EH Z Tn
n=1

In this situation we have

N
S = sup ]EH .
| H'yp (H,E) N>1 nz::l%

Proof. Let {h),...,h}} be an orthonormal system in H. For K > 1 let Px denote
the orthogonal projection onto the span of {hy,...,hg}. For all z* € E* and
> k we have
K

k
> (SPihly,a*)? < [P S*a*|> = (Shy,z7)%.

j=1 n=1

From Lemma 6.1 below it follows that

k 9 K
5| sr| <3| 3
7=1 n=1

Hence by Fatou’s lemma,

K—oo

k 2 k 2 N
EHZ%Sh;H gliminfEHZ%SPKh;H §supEHZ'yn
j=1 =1 n=1

It follows that

N
S|P < sup EH
H me(HJ” \.N21 gégvn

The converse inequality trivially holds and the proof is complete. [
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We continue with two criteria for «-radonification. The first is stated in terms
of maximal orthonormal systems.

Theorem 3.20 (Testing against a maximal orthonormal system). Let H be a
Hilbert space with a mazimal orthonormal system (h;)icr and let (v;)icr be a family
of independent standard Gaussian random variables with the same index set. An
operator T € £ (H, E) belongs to v(H, E) if and only if

> iTh;

iel

is summable in L*(S%; E). In this situation we have

TN,y = EH Z YiThi
il

2

Proof. We may assume that ~; = W (h;) for some H-isonormal process W.
We begin with the ‘if’ part and put X := >, ;7Th;. Given ¢ > 0 choose

i1,...,in € I such that for all finite subsets J C I containing i1, ...,iy we have
E||X — X,||? < €2, where X := > jesVilThj. Set Ty =3 . ;h;j ®Th;. Then for
all finite subsets .J, J' C I containing i1,...,7y we have

ITs = Ty llyey = IW(Ts) = W(Tr)l2ip) = 1 X5 = Xrllzie) < 2.
It follows that the net (T'y) s is Cauchy in v(H, E) and therefore convergent to some
S e~(H,E). From
W (S*z*) = Z%<Thi,x*> =W(T"z")
iel
it follows that S*x* = T*z* for all #* € E* and therefore S =1T.

For the ‘only if’ part we note that ), [h;, T*2*|h; is summable to T™*z* (cf.
Example 3.2) and therefore

(W(T),a*) = W(T*z") = > [he, T*x" W (hi) = > yilhi, T*2"] = 7i(Thi,x*)

iel il il
for all z* € E*. Hence by Proposition 2.5, > ,;vTh; = W(T) in L?*(O;E).
Finally, by Proposition 3.9, E|| >, ; v Thi||? = E|W(T)||* = HT||?/(H ") O

For operators T € .Z(H, E) we have an orthogonal decomposition

(3.1) H = ker(T) @ ran(T™).

The following argument shows that for all T € v(H, E) the subspace ran(T*) is
separable. Let T, — T in v(H, E) with each T,, € H ® X. The range of each
adjoint operator T} is finite-dimensional. Therefore the closure of |, ran(7;;) is
a separable closed subspace Hy of H. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, Hj is weakly
closed. Hence upon passing to the limit for n — oo we infer that ran(7*) C Hy
and the claim is proved.

If (hy)n>1 is an orthonormal basis for any separable closed subspace H' C H
containing ran(7*), then Theorem 3.20 implies that an operator T € Z(H, E)
belongs to v(H, E) if and only if the sum > -, ¥,Th,, converges in L?(Q; E), in
which case we have

2

IT 1 1,y = E|| 32 2T h

n>1
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In particular, if H itself is separable this criterion may be applied for any orthonor-
mal basis (hp)n>1 of H and we have proved:

Corollary 3.21. If H is a separable Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (hp)n>1,
and if (Yn)n>1 is a Gaussian sequence, then a bounded operator T : H — E belongs
toy(H, E) if and only if 3,1 mThy converges in L?(S; E). In this situation we

have
2

112 512y = B 3 30T

n>1

In many papers, this result is taken as the definition of the space v(H, E). The
obvious disadvantage of this approach is that it imposes an unnecessary separability
assumption on the Hilbert spaces H. We mention that an alternative proof of the
corollary could be given along the lines of Proposition 3.19.

The next criterion for membership of v(H, F) is phrased in terms of functionals:

Theorem 3.22 (Testing against functionals). Let W : H — L?(Q) be an isonormal
process. A bounded linear operator T : H — E belongs to v(H, E) if and only if
there exists a random variable X € L*(Q; E) such that for all x* € E* we have

W(T*z*) = (X, z")
in L2(Q). In this situation we have W(T) = X in L*(Q; E).

Proof. To prove the ‘only if’ part, take X = W (T).

For the ‘if’ part we need to work harder. Let G be the closed subspace in
L?(2) spanned by the random variables of the form (X, z*), 2* € E*. By a Gram-
Schmidt argument, choose a maximal orthonormal system (g;);er in G of the form
g; = (X, z}) for suitable xf € E*. Then (g;);cs is a family of independent standard
Gaussian random variables. Put h; = Tz} and x; = Th;. From

[hi; hj] = EW (hi)W (h;) = B(X, 27)(X, 27) = Egig; =0 (i # j)
we infer that (h;);cr is a maximal orthonormal system for its closed linear span Hy in
H. Expanding against (g;):er, for all z* € E* we have (X,2*) = >, _;ci(X,xf) =
> ier Cigs with summability in L?(€) (cf. Example 3.2), where
ci = B(X, 2"} (X, x}) = [T"z*, Tz} = (Th;,z").

Hence, (X,2*) = Y_,c; 9i(Th;, «*) with summability in L?(€2). This being true for
all z* € E*, by Proposition 2.5 we then have X =), _; g;Th; with summability in
L?(Q; E). Now Theorem 3.20 implies that T € v(Hy, E). Since T vanishes on Hg",

Proposition 3.10 implies that T' € v(H, E).
The final assertion follows from (W(T),z*) = W (T*z*) = (X, z*). O

el

A bounded operator T from a separable Hilbert space into another Hilbert space
FE is y-radonifying if and only if 7" is Hilbert-Schmidyt, i.e., for all orthonormal bases

(hn)n>1 of H we have
> I Tha | < oc.

n>1
The simple proof is contained in Proposition 13.5. Without proof we mention

the following extension of this result to Banach spaces F, due to KWAPIEN and
SZYMANSKI [72] (see also [9, Theorem 3.5.10]):
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Theorem 3.23. Let H is a separable Hilbert space and E a Banach space. If
T € v(H, E), then there exists an orthonormal basis (hy)n>1 of H such that

> Tha* < o

n>1

4. THE THEOREM OF HOFFMANN-JORGENSEN AND KWAPIEN

In the previous section we have seen that every ~-radonifying operator is -
summing. The main result of this section is the following converse, essentially due
to HOFFMANN-J@RGENSEN and KWAPIEN: if E/ does not contains a closed subspace
isomorphic to ¢y, then every y-summing operator is y-radonifying.

We begin with some preparations. A sequence of F-valued random variables
(Yn)n>1 is said to be bounded in probability if for every € > 0 there exists an r > 0
such that

sup P{||Y,.|| > r} <e.
n=1

Lemma 4.1. Let (X,,)n>1 be a sequence of independent symmetric E-valued ran-
dom variables and let S,, = Z?:l X;. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) the sequence (Sp)n>1 is bounded almost surely;
(2) the sequence (Sp)n>1 is bounded in probability.

Proof. (1)=-(2): Fix e > 0 and choose r > 0 so that P{sup,,»; [[Sn|| > r} < e. Then
P{||Sn]| > r} < P{sup ||Sn|| >r} <e
n>1

for all n > 1, and therefore (S,,)n>1 is bounded in probability.
(2)=(1): Fix ¢ > 0 arbitrary and choose r > 0 so large that P{||S,| > r} < ¢
for all n > 1. By Proposition 2.3, for all n > 1 we have
p{ sup || Skl > r} < zp{usnn > 7“} < 2.
1<kLn
It follows that P{supy~; [|Sk|| > r} < 2¢ for all r > 0, so P{sup, > [|Sk|| = oo} < 2e.
Since € > 0 was arbitrary, this shows that (S,)n>1 is bounded almost surely. O

In the proof of the next theorem we shall apply the following criterion, due to
BEssAGA and PELCZYNSKI (see [1]), to detect isomorphic copies of the Banach
space ¢g: if (yn)n>1 is a sequence in E such that

(i) limsup,, o [[ynll > 0;
(ii) there exists M > 0 such that || Z?Zl a;y;|| < M for all k£ > 1 and all
ai,...,a € {7131}a
then (yn)n>1 has a subsequence whose closed linear span is isomorphic to c.

Theorem 4.2 (HOFFMANN-J@RGENSEN and KWAPIEN [47, 71]). For a Banach
space E the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) for all sequences (X, )n>1 of independent symmetric E-valued random vari-
ables, the almost sure boundedness of the partial sum sequence (Sy,)n>1 ¥Mm-
plies the almost sure convergence of (Sp)n>1;

(2) the space E contains no closed subspace isomorphic to cg.

Proof. We shall prove the implications (1)=(3)=(2)=-(3)=(1), where
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(3) for all sequences (xn,)n>1 in E, the almost sure boundedness of the partial
sums of Zn>1 TnXy implies lim, oo x, = 0.

(1)=-(3): This implication is trivial.

(3)=(2): Let u,, denote the n-th unit vector of co. The sum }_, -, rn(w)uy fails
to converge for all w € Q while its partial sums are uniformly bounded.

(2)=(3): Suppose (3) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence (zy,)n>1 in E
with limsup,,_, |75 > 0 such that the partial sums of }°, -, r,2, are bounded
almost surely.

Let ¢ denote the o-algebra generated by the sequence (r,,)n>1. We claim that
for all B€ ¥,

nh_)rr;o P(BN{r, =-1}) = nh_}rr;o P(BN{r, =1}) = 3P(B).

For all B € ¥y, the o-algebra generated by r1,...,ry, this follows immediately
from the fact that 7, is independent of ¥y for all n > N. The case for B € ¢4 now
follows from the general fact of measure theory that for any B € 4 and any ¢ > 0
there exist N sufficiently large and By € ¥y such that P(ByAB) < ¢.

Choose M > 0 in such a way that

1
< > —.
P{sw HZ%H MY >

By the observation just made we can find an index n; > 1 large enough such that
for all a; € {—1,1} we have

1
su T , T :a}>f.
oo [ ] <20 o=} > ]

Continuing inductively, we ﬁnd a sequence 1 < ny < ny... such that for all all
choices aq,...,a; € {—1,1},

1
o [ < 0 =on =) >
Now define
” .f{ rj, j=mny for some k >1
I =y, else.
Then by symmetry, for all £ > 1 we have
1
g e <40 o r o g
n>1
Since .
]P){’I“nlzal, ey Tnk—ak} 2k

it follows that for all k¥ > 1 and all choices aq,...,ax € {—1,1}, the event

n
{sup HE rjxjH\ , sup Hg ’I"IJH\ s Tpy =Q1, ..., rnk:ak}
J=1

n=1 n>1

has positive probability. For any w in this event,

k Nk Nk
1 1
Hzaﬁm = H§Z7“j(w)xj+§z7”§(w)%H
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1

N
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Since this holds for all choices ay, ..., a; € {—1,1}, the Bessaga-Pelczy1iski criterion
implies that the sequence (z,,);>1 has a subsequence whose closed linear span is
isomorphic to cg.

(3)=(1): Suppose the partial sums of >_ -, X, are bounded almost surely.

Let 1 < ny < ng < ... be an arbitrary increasing sequence of indices and let
Y := Snyyy — Sny- The partial sums of } 7, -, V) are bounded almost surely.

On a possibly larger probability space, let (r,,)»>1 be a Rademacher sequence in-
dependent of (X,,),>1. By Lemma 4.1, the partial sums of Zk>1 Y}, are bounded in
probability on 2x, and because (Yy,)n>1 and (r,Y,)n>1 are identically distributed
the same is true for the partial sums of ) k1 Tk Y- Another application of Lemma,
4.1 shows that the partial sums of this sum are bounded almost surely. By Fubini’s
theorem it follows that for almost all w € €, the partial sums of >, -, r¢Yy(w)
are bounded almost surely. By (3), limg_,o Y3 (w) = 0 for almost all w € Q. This
implies that limg_,o Yy = limg_, 00 Sny,, — Sn,, = 0 in probability.

Suppose now that the sequence (S,,),>1 fails to converge almost surely. Then
by Proposition 2.4 it fails to converge in probability, and there exists an € > 0 and
increasing sequence 1 < ny < ny < ... such that

P{||Snpry — Snill =} > Vk=1,3,5,...

This contradicts the assertion just proved. O

k+1

Now we are in a position to state and prove a converse to Proposition 3.15.

Theorem 4.3. Let H be a Hilbert space and E a Banach space not containing a
closed subspace isomorphic to cog. Then voo(H, E) = vy(H, E) isometrically.

This result implies that when E does not contain a copy of cg, results involving
~v-summing operators (such as the v-Fatou lemma (Proposition 3.18) and the 7-
multiplier theorem (Theorem 5.2) may be reformulated in terms of y-radonifying
operators.

Proof. Let T € v5(H, E) be given and fixed; we must show that T' € v(H, E).
Once we know this, the equality of norms ||T'(|,_(a,g) = [T (a,E) follows from
Proposition 3.15.

We begin by proving that there exists a separable closed subspace H; of H such
that 7" vanishes on Hi-. To this end let Hy be the null space of T and let (h;)ies
be a maximal orthonormal system for H; := Hg. We want to prove that H; is
separable, i.e., that the index set I is countable. Suppose the contrary. Then there
exists an integer N > 1 such that ||Th;|| > 1/N for uncountably many ¢ € I. Put
J:={iel: |[Thi|| > 1/N}. Let (jn)n>1 be any sequence in J with no repeated
entries. For all N > 1 we have

N
B[ > s,
n=1

where M is the supremum in the statement of the theorem. This means that
the sequence of random variables Sy = 25:1 Y. Thj,, N > 1, is bounded in
L?(); E), and therefore bounded in probability. By Lemma 4.1, this sequence is
bounded almost surely. An application of Theorem 4.2 then shows that the sum
Zn>1 YnThj, converges almost surely. Now Proposition 2.6 can be used to the
effect that the Rademacher sum -, r,Th;

2
<M7

converges almost surely as well. But

n
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this forces lim,,_,o T'h;, = 0, contradicting the fact that j, € J for all n > 1. This
proves the claim.

By the claim we may assume that H is separable; let (hy,)n>1 be an orthonormal
basis for H. Repeating the argument just used, Zn>1 YT hy, converges almost

surely. To prove the L?(; E)-convergence of this sum, put Xy := Z;\Ll v;Th;
and X := Zn>1 Yo' hy,. By Fubini’s theorem and Proposition 2.3,

E sup [|X.]? :/ ZTP{lsupNHXnH >r}dr
0

1<n<N <n<

< / 4rP{|| X || > r}dr = 2E|| X x|
0

Hence Esup, >, || X,||> < 2sup,,5; E[| X, ||* by the monotone convergence theorem,
and this supremum is finite by assumption. Hence lim,, ., E[| X, — X||* = 0 by the
dominated convergence theorem.

An appeal to Theorem 3.20 and the remark following it finishes the proof. O

The assumption that E should not contain an isomorphic copy of ¢y cannot be
omitted, as is shown by the next example due to LINDE and PIETSCH [77].

FExample 4.4. The multiplication operator T : £2 — ¢y defined by

T((a”)"21) = (an/\/m)n2l

is y-summing but fails to be y-radonifying.
To prove this we begin with some preliminary estimates. Let « be a standard
Gaussian random variable and put

6y =Pl <= [ it L[,
. B \/ﬂ _\/; \/ﬂ o \/27 .
An integrations by parts yields, for all » > 0,
1 o0 e*%y
G ry=1— — R dy
(4.1) v Ve ) Vi
. _%T o0 —%y —%7‘
-1 2 e 1 e dy>1 ie

TV i Vel i

Another integration by parts yields, for r > 2,

Gy =1— 2 ear n 2 ear 3 ® =3y d
(4.2) V2or Jr Vem v 21 ). v Y
. 2 e 2" 1 e 2r
<l-—(1-rHSg1- %"
\/27r( ) T V2or VT

Let (un)n>1 be the standard unit basis of £2. We check that the assumptions of
Proposition 3.19 are satisfied by showing that

’ :supE( sup i)<00
co  N>1 Nign<nlog(n+1)

N
sup EH Z YT up
Nzl n=1
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Using (4.1) we estimate, for ¢ > 4,
7]

N
P EPRERY = G(tl +1
{ 151121\7 log(n + 1) } H og(n +1))

n=

—

N 1
1;[ (1 \/ﬂ\/n+1ttlog(n+1)>

n

2

nz: \/n—l—l ttlog(n—i—l)

2
< .
V2mlog?2 \/2t—4t ; (n+ 1)2

In the last line we used that for t > 4 we have (n +1)" = (n + 1) ~*(n + 1)*
2t=4(n + 1)*. Therefore,
7 ? 2 1 /°° 1
]E( su 7) <4+
lgnEN log(n + 1) V27 log 2 1;1 (n + 1)2 4 V/2t4¢
To prove that T is not v-radonifying we argue by contradiction. If T is -
radonifying, then the sum X :=}- -, v,Tu, converges in L?(9Q;¢p). The relation

co=J [ {@n)nz1 €co |za] <1}

N>1n>N

dt < oo.

implies

Z H P{|’Yn|2 log = ZP{ ﬂ {|Xn‘ < 1}} >1

N>1n>N N>1  n>N
where X, is the n-th coordinate of X. But for N > 7 we have log(n + 1) > 2 for
all n > N and (4.2) gives

1 1
[T 2 <toem+ 1}y < [ (1= o= yme) =

n>N n>N

noting that

1
Z V(n+1)log(n +1) B

n>N
This is contradiction concludes the proof.
5. THE «-MULTIPLIER THEOREM

The main result of this section states that functions with y-bounded range act
as multipliers on certain spaces of y-radonifying operators. This establishes a con-
nection between the notions of v-radonification and y-boundedness.

Definition 5.1. Let FE and F be Banach spaces. An operator family  C Z(E, F)
is said to be y-bounded if there exists a constant M > 0 such that

N 2\ 1 N 2\ 1
(3 ) < w(elS )

forall N > 1,allTy,..., Ty € J,and all zy,...,zny € E.
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The least admissible constant M is called the v-bound of 7, notation: (7).
Every y-bounded family .7 is uniformly bounded and we have

sup ||T|| < (7).
TeT

Replacing Gaussian random variables by Rademacher variables in the above defi-
nition we arrive at the related notion of R-boundedness. By a simple randomization
argument, every R-bounded family is y-bounded; the converse holds if E has finite
cotype (since in that case Gaussian sums can be estimated in terms of Rademacher
sums; see Proposition 2.6). The notion of R-boundedness plays an important role
in vector-valued harmonic analysis as a tool for proving Fourier multiplier theo-
rems; we refer to CLEMENT, DE PAGTER, SUKOCHEV, WITVLIET [24] and the
lecture notes of DENK, HIEBER, PRUSS [28] and KUNSTMANN and WEIS [68] for
an introduction to this topic and further references.

It is not hard to prove that closure of the convex hull of a y-bounded family in
the strong operator topology is v-bounded with the same ~-bounded. From this one
deduces the useful fact that integral means of y-bounded families are y-bounded;
this does not increase the y-bound.

Let (A, o, ) be a o-finite measure space. With slight abuse of terminology,
a function ¢ : A — ZL(E,F) is called strongly measurable if ¢z : A — F is
strongly measurable for all # € E. For a bounded and strongly measurable function
¢:A— Z(H,E) we define the operator T,, € £(L?(A; H), E) by

Tof = [ ofdn

Note that if ¢ is a simple function with values in H ® E (such a function will be
called a finite rank simple function), then Ty € v(L?(A; H), E).

Now we are ready to state and prove the main result of this section, due to
KALTON and WEIS [63] in a slightly simpler formulation.

Theorem 5.2 (y-Bounded functions as y-multipliers). Let (A, .7, 1) be a o-finite
measure space. Suppose that M : A — ZL(E,F) is strongly measurable and has
~v-bounded range M = {M(t) : t € A}. Then for every finite rank simple function
¢: A— ~(H,E) the operator Targ belongs to Voo (L*(A; H), F) and

1Tr || yo (22 (A1), 7y < YA) (| Tolly (L2 (A1), E)-
As a result, the map M : Ty — Thy has a unique extension to a bounded operator
M :y(L*(4; H), E) — 5oo(L*(A; H), F)
of norm | M|| < y(4).

Proof. The uniqueness part follows from the fact that (L?(A) ® H) ® E is dense in
VLA H), E).

To prove the boundedness of M we let ¢: A— H® E be a finite rank simple
function which is kept fixed throughout the proof. Since we are fixing ¢ there is
no loss of generality if we assume H to be finite-dimensional, say with orthonormal
basis (h,))_;. Also, by virtue of the strong measurability of M, we may assume
that the o-algebra o7 is countably generated. This implies that L?(A) is separable,
say with orthonormal basis (g )m>1-



24 JAN VAN NEERVEN

Step 1 — In this step we consider the special case of the theorem where M is a
simple function. By passing to a common refinement we may suppose that

k k
o= 1pU;, M=> 1p M,
j=1 j=1

with disjoint sets B; € &/ of finite positive measure; the operators U; € H ® E are
of finite rank and the operators M; belong to .#. Then,

k
M¢=> 1p M;U;.

j=1

This is a simple function with values in H ® F' which defines an operator Ths¢ €
Y(L*(A; H), F), and

KON
1Taes |2 (p2asmry, ) = EH SN viny/ (B Mk,
j=1n=1
k N
< (VANE| 32D i u(B,) 250
j=1n=1

= (VAN T 2 a0y, )

Step 2—Let (A;);>1 be a generating collection of sets in .7 and let, for all k > 1,
&, = o0(Aq, ..., Ar). Define the functions My, : A — Z(E, F) by

ka = E(Mx|4a7k)

2

Since &7, is a finite o-algebra, M}, is a simple function. It is easily checked that for
all f € L*(A; H) we have Tar, o f = TvgE(f| ), and therefore

klirglo Taof =T f

strongly in F. By the y-Fatou lemma (Proposition 3.18) it follows that Thss €
Yoo (L2(A; H), E) and

1T2rgllyo (24 H),B) < lim inf | Targllyn2asmy,my < VATl (L2 a5m),B)-
O

It appears to be an open problem whether the operator M actually takes values
in y(L?(A; H), E) even in the simplest possible setting A = (0,1) and H = R. Of
course, an affirmative answer for Banach spaces E not containing an isomorphic
copy of ¢q is obtained through an application of Theorem 4.2.

We continue with some examples of v-bounded families. The first two results
are due to WEIS [118].

Ezample 5.3. Let (A, o, ) be a o-finite measure space and let 7 be a y-bounded
subset of Z(E,F). Suppose f : A — Z(E,F) is a function with the following
properties:

(i) the function £ — f(&)x is strongly p-measurable for all x € E;

(ii) we have f(£) € .J for p-almost all £ € A.
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For ¢ € L'(A) define T{ € Z(E, F) by
T{x ::/ o) f(&)xdu(€), zc€kE,

The family 9¢ = {T(Z$ llo|l1 < 1} is 4-bounded and 7(<7¢) < (7).
Ezample 5.4. Let f : (a,b) — Z(F, F) be continuously differentiable with

/ 1/ ()]l ds < oc.

Then J; :={f(s) : s € (a,b)} is y-bounded and v(F%) < || f(a)|| + f Ilf'(s)|l ds.

The next example is taken from HYTONEN and VERAAR [53]. A related example,
where Fourier type instead of type is used and the cotype is not taken into account,
is due to GIRARDI and WEIS [41].

Ezample 5.5. If X has type p and cotype ¢, then the range of any function f €
ny/lr(Rd;f(X, Y)) is y-bounded. Here Bd/T(Rd Z(X,Y)) is the Besov space of
exponents (r,1,d/r).

The next example is due to KAISER and WEIS [58] (first part) and HYTONEN
and VERAAR [53] (second part).

Ezample 5.6. Define, for every h € H, the operator Uy, : E — v(H, E) by
Uy =h®z, zck.
If E has finite cotype, the family {Up : |||l < 1} is y-bounded. Dually, define, for
every h € H, the operator M}, : v(H,E) — E by
M,T :=Th, T €~(H,E).
If E has finite type, the family {M} : ||| < 1} is y-bounded.

The final example is due to HAAK and KUNSTMANN [44] and VAN NEERVEN and
WEISs [92]; it extends a previous result for LP-spaces of LE MERDY [75].

Ezample 5.7. (A, o/, 1) be a o-finite measure space, let E have property («) (see
Definition 13.11 below) and let ¢ : A — Z(FE) be a strongly measurable function
with the property that integral operators with kernel ¢ belong to y(L?(A), E) for
all z € E. For g € L?(A) we may define an operator T, € Z(E) by

Tyx := / g oz du.
A
Then the family {7}, : |g||2(a) < 1} is 7-bounded.

This list of examples could be enlarged ad libitum. We refrain from doing so and
refer instead to the references cited after Definition 5.1.

6. THE IDEAL PROPERTY

Our next aim is to prove that v(H, E) is an operator ideal in .Z(H, E). The
proof of this fact relies on a classical domination result for finite Gaussian sums in
E. Although a more general comparison principle for Gaussian random variables
will be presented in Section 8, we shall give an elementary proof which is taken
from ALBIAC and KALTON [1].
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Lemma 6.1 (Covariance domination I). Let xq,...,zp and yy,...,yn be elements
of E satisfying
M N
Z T, T yna
m=1 n=1

for all x* € E*. Then for all 1 < p < o0,

N
p p
SEH E TnYn
n=1

Proof. Denote by F' the linear span of {z1,...,Za,91,...,yn} in E. Define Q €
Z(F*, F) by

S

N M
* * *
Qz": § Yn, 2 E 'Tma Ima FARISH T
n=1 m=1

The assumption of the theorem implies that (Qz*,2*) > 0 for all z* € F*, and it is
clear that (Qz7,23) = (Qz3,27) for all 2],z € F*. Since F is finite-dimensional,

by linear algebra we can find a sequence (xj)ﬁ R’; 41 in F'such that @ is represented
as
M+k
Qz* = Z (xj,2")x;, 2" €F".
J=M+1

Now,

M+k N

Z (T, 2%)2 = Z(yn,z*>2, zf e F*.

m=1 n=1

The random variables X := Z%Jrlk YmEm and Y := ZnN:1 ~1Yn have Fourier trans-
forms

M+k
Eexp(~i(X,a")) = exp (= 5 Y {ema")?),
Y
Eexp(~i(Ya")) = exp (= 5 3 (nsa")?).

Hence by the preceding identity and the uniqueness theorem for the Fourier trans-
form, X and Y are identically distributed. Thus, for all 1 < p < oo,

) 2

Noting that

M
P
EH Z 'memH <
m=1

the proof is complete. This inequality follows, e.g., by noting that if X and Y are
independent F-valued random variables, with Y symmetric, then for all 1 < p < oo
we have E[|X||P < E||X + Y||P. Indeed, since X — Y and X + Y are identically

distributed, by the triangle inequality we have (]E||X||p)% < %(EHX — pr)% +
LE|X +Y|P)7 = (B]|X +Y[?)7. O
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We continue with a result which describes what is arguably the most important
property of spaces of y-radonifying operators, the so-called ideal property. It can
be traced back to GROSs [42, Theorem 5].

Theorem 6.2 (Ideal property). Let H and H' be Hilbert spaces and E and E’
Banach spaces. For all S € L(H',H), T € voo(H, E), and U € Z(E, E’) we have
UTS € v (H', E") and

WUTSly a5y < NUNT [y 2.2 1S]]-
IfT e~v(H,E), then UTS € v(H',E’") and
IOTS|| < NUIHITS]-

Proof. The left ideal property is trivial. Thus the first assertion it suffices to prove
that if T' € yoo (H, E), then T'S € voo (H', E) and | TS|y a5y < 1Ty a2 IS
Let (h})¥_, be any finite orthonormal system in H’. Denote by H', H, E the
spans in H', H, E of (I} )J 1 (Sh’)] 1 ( (TSh )¥_, respectively. Then T and S
restrict to operators T:H—EandS:H — H.
Let (hm)m:1 be an orthonormal basis for H. For all 2* € E* we have

k M
D ATShy ™) = IS T 2|5 < |S°12 1T 1% = ISP D (Thum, ™).
Jj=1 m=1

Hence, by Lemma 6.1,

k ) M o,

E[| Yo wTsny| < USPE| Y vnThm | < USIPITIZ 1,

7j=1 m=1
The desired inequality follows by taking the supremum over all finite orthonormal
systems in H'.

Next let T € v(H,E) be given. If T € H ® F is a finite rank operator, say
T= Zi\;l hy ® Ty, then TS = 25:1 S*h, ® x,, belongs to H' ® E. Hence T'S €
v(H',E), and by Proposition 3.15 and the estimate above we have ||T'S|| /5y <

| T\l (a,2)||S||. For general T € v(H, E) the result now follows by approximation.
[

As a first application we show that arbitrary bounded Hilbert space operators
S € Z(Hy,Hy) extend to bounded operators S € Z(v(Hi, E),v(H2, E)) in a
natural way.

Corollary 6.3 (KAaLTON and WEIS [63]). Let Hy and Hsy be Hilbert spaces. For
all S € £(Hy, Hy) the mapping

g:h®x1—>5’h®x, he H, x€ E,

has a unique extension to a bounded operator S € £ (v(Hy, E),v(Ha, E)) of the
same norm.

Proof. For rank one operators T = h ® x we have STh' = [h, S*h/Jz = TS*I'.
By linearity, this shows that for all T € H ® F we have ST = T oS*. The
boundedness of S now follows from the right ideal property, which also gives the
estimate ||S|| < ||S||. The reverse estimate is trivial. O
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If ¥ C ¥(Hy, Hs) is a uniformly bounded family of Hilbert space operators,
the family .7 C Z(y(H1, E),y(Ha, E)) is uniformly bounded as well. If E has the
so-called property («) (see (see Definition 13.11), then 7 is actually y-bounded
(see Section 5 for the definition). This result is due to HAAK and KUNSTMANN
44].
| lNe continue with two convergence results, taken from Cox and VAN NEERVEN
[26] and VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR, WEIS [88].

Corollary 6.4 (Convergence by left multiplication). If E' and F' are Banach spaces
and U,,,U € Z(E,F) satisfy lim,,—.oo Up, = U strongly, then for all T € v(H, E)
we have U,T =UT in vy(H, F).

Proof. Suppose first that T is a finite rank operator, say T = Zle hj ® x; with
hi,...,h; orthonormal in H and x1,...,z; from E. Then

k 2
Tim (U7 = UT P _JHEOEHE yj(Un—U)g;jH —0.
i=1

The general case follows from the density of the finite rank operators in v(H, E),
the norm estimate [|U,T — UT|ya,ry < [[Un — UllIT|ly(#,E), and the uniform
boundedness of the operators U,,. (]

Corollary 6.5 (Convergence by right multiplication). If H and H' are Hilbert
spaces and Sy, S € L (H',H) satisfy lim, o S} = S* strongly, then for all T €
~v(H, E) we have limy,_,oc TS, =TS inv(H',E).

Proof. By the uniform boundedness principle, the strong convergence lim,, .o S

S* implies sup,,»; [|Sn|| < oo. Hence by the estimate ||T" o (S, — )|,k
| T\l (#,2]|Sn — S| it suffices to consider finite rank operators 7' € v(H, E), say
T = Z%:l hm @ @, If BY, ..., k), are orthonormal in H', then by the triangle
inequality,

(g i T o (S = Sa)b,
j=1

N

%3 [, (S = S) 1] me)f

M=

)= (E] 2

m=1

(k]

1

ECH
I

3 s (5 = S| )

e
M=

m];l j=1 ) )
= 3 el (B] S (05"~ S]] )
m=1 j=1

M
< wm IS han — Sl
m=1

Taking the supremum over all finite orthonormal systems in H’, from Proposition
3.15 we obtain

M
1T 0 (S = Sp)lly,m) < Z [@m 15" han = Sp -
m=1

The right-hand side tends to zero as n — oo. ]

Here is a simple illustration:
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Ezample 6.6. Consider an operator R € v(H, E) and let (h,,),>1 be an orthonormal
basis for (ker(R))* (recall that this space is separable; see the discussion preceding
Corollary 3.21). Let P, denote the orthogonal projection in H onto the span of
{h1,...,hy}. Then lim, .o RP, = R in v(H, E).

Corollary 6.7 (Measurability). Let (A, <, ) be a o-finite measure space and H
a separable Hilbert space. For a function ¢ : A — v(H, E) define ph : A — E by
(ph)(t) :== ¢(t)h for h € H. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) ¢ is strongly p-measurable;

(2) &h is strongly pu-measurable for all h € H.

Proof. It suffices to prove that (2) implies (1). If (hy)n>1 is an orthonormal basis
for H, then with the notations of the Example 6.6 for all £ € A we have

¢(6) = lim ¢(¢) =@Z

n—oo

with convergence in the norm of v(H, E). The result now follows from the measur-
ability of the right-hand side. O

7. GAUSSIAN RANDOM VARIABLES

An R%valued random variable X = (Xi,...,Xy) is called Gaussian if every
linear combination ijl ¢; X; is Gaussian. Noting that Zj‘:l ¢; X; = (X, c) with
¢c=(e1,...,cq), this suggests the following definition.

Definition 7.1. An E-valued random variable is called Gaussian if the real-valued
random variables (X, z*) are Gaussian for all z* € E*.

Gaussian random variables have good integrability properties:

Proposition 7.2 (FERNIQUE). Let 2" a uniformly tight family of E-valued Gauss-
ian random variables. Then there exists a constant 3 > 0 such that

sup Eexp(3]X||2) < oo
Xex

Proof. We follow BOGACHEV [9] and FERNIQUE [37].
For each X € 2 let X’ be an independent copy of X. Then X — X’ and X + X’
are identically distributed. Hence, for all t > s > 0,

PUIXI < s} P{IXN > ¢}
v AR U B
<P{|IX] - IIX’H ! <sV2, X+ X7 > 12}

< B X > ﬁs}
al

-5
-IP{ X' > },
} X > ==
where in (%) we used that

—
N

t—s
{l¢ =nl < svV2 and £+77>t\[}C{§> \/5 and n > \@}
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By the uniform tightness of 2", there exists r > 0 such that P{||X| < r} > 3
for all X € Z'. Then
S EEY: 90 Y
PHIX] <} 3
Define to := r and t,,1 := r + \/2t,, for n > 0. By induction it is easy to check
that ¢, = r(1+v/2)((v2)"*! — 1). Put
_ PUIXI >t}
Ap41 = ’
P{IX <7}
By (7.1) and the fact that X and X’ are identically distributed,
PUXI > r+v2a} _ (PUIXT > a3\
il = < =a2,  VYn>0.
T T R{IXT < Pixf<ry) "
Therefore, a,, < a" < 372" and P{|| X|| > t,} = P{|X| <7} an < 3. With
B = (1/(24r2)) log 3 we have, for any X € 2,

Eexp(B]X|1°) < P{IX|| < to} - exp(Bt3) + D P{tn < | X]| < tara} - exp(Bti 1)

n > 0.

n>0
< exp(er) + 3 e exp (9714 V) (VD) - 177))
n=0
< exp(er?) + Z exp (2” [— log 3 + 46r2(1 + \/5)2} ),
n>0

where we used that to = r and 4(1 + v/2)? < 24. By the choice of 3, the sum on
the right-hand side if finite. O

It is known that
1 2
E exp (EHX” ) < o0
if and only if a? > 0%, where

% = sup E|(X,2")?
llz*]I<1
is the weak variance of X; see MARCUS and SHEPP [80] and LEDOUX and TALA-
GRAND [76, Corollary 3.2].

Fernique’s theorem (or rather the much weaker statement that E[X||? < oo)
allows us to define the covariance operator of a Gaussian random variable X as the
operator Q € Z(E*, E) by

Qz* =E(X,z") X.
Noting that E(X,z*)? = (Qx*, x*), the Fourier transform of X can be expressed in
terms of @ by

Eexp(—i(X,z*)) = exp(—3(Qz*,z%)).

If T € v(H,E) is a y-radonifying operator and W is an H-isonormal process,
then W (T) is a Gaussian random variable. We shall prove next that every Gaussian
random variable X : ) — FE canonically arises in this way. To this end we define
the Hilbert space Hx as the closed linear span in L?(f2) of the random variables
(X, z*). The inclusion mapping Wx : Hx — L*(Q) is an isonormal process.
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Theorem 7.3 (KARHUNEN-LOEVE). Let X be an E-valued Gaussian random vari-
able. Then the linear operator Tx : Hx — E defined by

Tx(X,z") = E(X,2") X,
is bounded and belongs to v(Hx, E), and we have
Wy (Tx) = X.
Proof. For all z*,y* € E* we have
(Tx (X, 2%), y) ] SENX, 27) (X, y)] < X2 [ 2 [ %) |22
= (X, ") KX, ™) p20) < Mx KX, 2") a1y,

where My is the norm of the bounded operator from E* to L?(f2) defined by z*
(X, x*). This proves that Tx is a bounded operator of norm || Tx || < Mx. To prove

that Tx € v(Hx, E) we check the assumptions of Theorem 3.22: for all z* € E*
we have Ty a* = (X, z*) and therefore Wx (Txz*) = Wx((X,z*)) = (X, z*). O

These results are complemented by the next characterisation of y-radonifying
operators in terms of Gaussian random variables.

Theorem 7.4. For a bounded linear operator T € £ (H,E) the following are
equivalent:

(1) T en(H, E);

(2) there exists an E-valued Gaussian random variable X satisfying

E(X,2*)? = |[T*z*|2, 2" € B"
In this situation we have || T2 5 ) = E[| X,

Proof. (1)=(2): Take X = W(T'), where W is any H-isonormal process.

(2)=(1): Let G be the closure of the range of T* in H. Then W (T*z*) := (X, z*)
defines a G-isonormal process, and Theorem 3.22 implies that T € (G, E). Since
T =0 on G+ it follows that T € v(H, E).

To prove the final identity we note that for all z* € E* we have E(W (T),z*)? =
E(X,z*)2. This implies that the Gaussian random variables W(T) and X are
identically distributed. Therefore by Proposition 3.9, E||X||? = E|W(T)|? =

||T||5(G,E) = ||T||’2Y(H7E). -

8. COVARIANCE DOMINATION

Our next aim is to generalise the simple covariance domination inequality of
Lemma 6.1.

We begin with a classical inequality for Gaussian random variables with values
in R? due to ANDERSON [2]. The Lebesgue measure of a Borel subset B of R? is
denoted by |B].

Lemma 8.1. If C and K are symmetric conver subsets of R%, then for all x € R¢
we have

[(C—2)NK|<|CNK].
Proof. By the Brunn-Minkowski inequality
LC+a)nK+L(C—a)nK]i>1

see FEDERER [36, Theorem 3.2.41]),

—_— o~

C+z)NK[1+i(C—2)nK]|1.
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Now (C —x) N K = —[(C + x) N K] and therefore |(C —x) N K| = |(C + x) N K].

Plugging this into the estimate and raising both sides to the power d we obtain
L(CH+z)NnK+3[(C—2)nK]|>|(C—-2)NK]|

Since 3[(C+z)N K]+ [(C—2)NK] C CNK this gives the desired inequality. [

Recall our convention that Gaussian random variables are always centred.

Theorem 8.2 (ANDERSON). Let X be an R%-valued Gaussian random variable
and let C C R? be a symmetric convex set. Then for all x € R? we have

P{X+2eC} <P{X eC}.

Proof. If K is symmetric and convex, then by the lemma,

/ Loma(y) 1k (y) dy < / 1o(y) 1k (y) dy.
R4 Rd

Approximating y — exp(—3y?) from below by positive linear combinations of in-
dicators of symmetric convex sets, with monotone convergence we conclude that

P{X+zeC}=

W / y) exp(—Lyl?) dy
m/

y) exp(—3ly*) dy = P{X € C}.

O

As an application of Anderson’s inequality we have the following comparison
result for E-valued Gaussian random variables (see NEIDHARDT [93, Lemma 28]).

Theorem 8.3 (Covariance domination II). Let Xy and X3 be Gaussian random
variables with values in E. If for all x* € E* we have

E(X1,2%)? < E(Xz,a")?,
then for all closed convex symmetric sets C in E we have

Pl{Xl g C} ]PZ{XQ g C}

Proof. We proceed in two steps.

Step 1 - First we prove the theorem for E = R?. Let Q; and Q2 denote the
covariance matrices of X; and X5. The assumptions of the theorem imply that
the matrix Q2 — @7 is symmetric and non-negative definite, and therefore it is the
covariance matrix of some Gaussian random variable X5 with values in R¢. On
a possibly larger probability space (Q, F ,]f") let X ; be independent copies of Xj.
Then X; + X3 has covariance matrix Q1 + (Q2 — Q1) = Q2. Hence, by Fubini’s
theorem and Anderson’s inequality,

P{X2 S C} P{Xl + X3 € C} P{Xl S C}

Step 2 - We will reduce the general case to the finite-dimensional case by a
procedure known as cylindrical approximation. Let X1 and X be Gaussian random
variables with values in a real Banach space E. By strong measurability, X; and
X, take their values in a separable closed subspace of F almost surely and therefore
we may assume that FE itself is separable.

For each u € CC there exists an element z¥ € E* such that (u,z}) > 1 and
(z,z%) < 1for all x € C. Since C is symmetric, we also have —(x,x) < 1 for all
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x € C. Choose balls B, with centres u such that (v, z}) > 1 for all v € B,,. The
family {B, : u € CC} is an open cover of CC and by the Lindel6f property of E it
has a countable subcover {B,,, : n > 1}. Let us write B, := B,,, and z, := z, .

Put

Cn:={zecFE: [(z,2})| <1, n=1,...,N}, N> 1.

Each Cy is convex and symmetric, we have C; 2 Cy O ... and, noting that u ¢ Cy
for all u € By, (ys, On =C.

Define RY-valued Gaussian variables by X, n = TyX; for j = 1,2, where
T : E — RY is given by Tyz := ((z,2}),..., (x,2%)). The covariances of X; y are
given by TnQ;T%, and for all £ € RY we have

(TN@Q1TNE, §) = (1 TRE TRE) < (Q2TRE, TRE) = (TNQ2TNE, ).
Hence, by what we have already proved,
P{X, € Oy} =P{Xoy € [-1,1]N} < P{X1 ny € [-1, 1]V} = P{X, € Cn}.
Upon letting N — co we obtain P{X, € C} < P{X; € C}. O

Corollary 8.4. Let X1 and X5 be Gaussian random wvariables with values in E
and assume that for all x* € E* we have

E<X17 'T’*>2 g ]E<X2a l’*>2.
Suppose ¢ : E — [0,00) is lower semi-continuous, convex and symmetric. Then,
E¢(X1) <E¢(Xa).

Proof. By the assumptions of ¢, for each r > 0 the set C,. := {x € E: ¢(x) < r}
is closed, convex and symmetric. Therefore, by Theorem 8.3,

P{op(X1) <7} =P{X; € C} > P{X, € C,} = P{p(X2) <7}

Hence,

oo

BoCt) = [ Plo0x) > rdr < [T o) > rhdr = Eo(Xa).
O

In particular we obtain that E||X1]|? < E||X2||? for all 1 < p < oo; this extends
Lemma 6.1.

Our next aim is to deduce from Theorem 8.3 a domination theorem for Gaussian
covariance operators (Theorem 8.8 below). The proof is based on standard repro-
ducing kernel Hilbert space arguments; classical references are ARONSZAJIN [3] and
SCHWARTZ [107]. We have already employed reproducing kernel arguments implic-
itly with the introduction of the space Hx in the course of proving Theorem 7.3. In
the absence of Gaussian random variables X, a somewhat more abstract approach
is necessary.

The starting point is the trivial observation that covariance operators @ €
Z(E*, E) of E-valued Gaussian random variables are positive and symmetric, i.e.,
(Qx*,z*) > 0 for all z* € E* and (Qx*,y*) = (Qy*, z*) for all z*,y* € E*.

Now let Q € Z(E*,E) be an arbitrary positive symmetric operator. On the
range of ), the formula

[Qx*a Qy*]HQ = <Qx*a y*>
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defines an inner product [-,-]p,. Indeed, if Qz* = 0, then [Qz*, Qy*]n, =
<Qx*7y*> = Oa and if Qy* = Oa then [QI*7Qy*]HQ = (Qx*,y*) = <Qy*ax*> =0
by the symmetry of Q. This shows that [-,-]g, is well defined. Moreover, if

[Qr*, Qz*|y, = (Qz*,z*) = 0, then by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have,
for all y* € E*,

Q™) < (Qa*,2")3 (Qy",y")2 =0,
Therefore, Qz* = 0.

Let Hg be the real Hilbert space obtained by completing the range of () with
respect to [-,-]m,. From

1Qz* 1%, = (Qa,2") = (Qa",2")| < QI (5.5 ll="|I?
1
we see that @ is bounded from E* into Hg, with norm < HQH;(E* 1) From

Q™ y")| < Q™ || g QY™ g < Q™ |16 1R 22 1o) Y7l
it then follows that
Q™| < QN 25+, 1) 1QZ™ || g -
Thus, the identity mapping Qz* — Qz* on the range of () has a unique extension
to a bounded linear operator, denoted by ig, from Hg into E and its norm satisfies

lioll <1Qll.zE~ Hy)-
The pair (ig,Hq) is the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) associated
with Q.

Remark 8.5. In the special case where (@) is the covariance operator of an F-valued
Gaussian random variable X, then Hg and the space Hx introduced in the proof
of Theorem 7.3 are canonically isometric by means of the mapping i¢,z* — (X, z*).

The next proposition has its origins in the work of GROss [42, 43]; see also
BAXENDALE [6], DUDLEY, FELDMAN, LE CaM [34], KALLIANPUR [59], KUELBS
[64], and SATO [106].

Proposition 8.6. Let (ig, Hg) be the RKHS associated with the positive symmetric
operator Q € L (E*,E). The mapping iq : Hg — E is injective and we have the
identity
As a consequence, Q) is the covariance operator of an E-valued Gaussian random
variable X if and only if iq € v(Hg, E). In this situation we have

EIX|* = lliQ|3 (g, 5)-

Proof. Given an element z* € E* we denote by h,- the element in Hg represented
by Qz*. With this notation we have ig(hy+) = Qx* and

[hm*ahy*]HQ = <Q£L'*,y*>
For all y* € E* we then have
[hfr“hy*}HQ = (Q:v*7y*> = <iQ(hm*)7y*> = [hw*ﬂ;z)y*}HQ'

Since the elements h,+ span a dense subspace of Hq it follows that hy- = igy™.
Therefore,

Qy" =iq(hy) = iq(igy”)
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for all y* € £, and the identity @ = iq o i, follows. Finally if igg = 0 for some
g € Hg, then for all y* € E* we have

[g7 hy*}HQ = [Q»lay*]HQ = <2Q973/*> = 07
and therefore g = 0. This proves that iq is injective. O

For an interesting addendum to the second part of this theorem we refer to
MATHIEU and FERNIQUE [81]. Using a deep regularity result for Gaussian processes
due to TALAGRAND, they prove that if Q@ € £ (E*, F) is positive and symmetric,
then ig € v(H, E) if and only if there exists a sequence (hy,),>1 in H such that the
following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) lim, oo |[hn]|? logn = 0;
(ii) [[ighll < sup,, > |[h, hy]| for all h € H.

Proposition 8.7. If Q,R € Z(E*, E) are positive symmetric operators such that

then as subsets of E we have ir(Hg) C iq(Hg), and this inclusion mapping induces
a contractive embedding Hr — Hg.

Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for each z* € E* the mapping i5,y" —
(R*z*,y*) extends to a bounded linear functional ¢+ on Hg of norm |[¢g+| <
lis2*||. By the Riesz representation theorem there exist a unique element h,- € Hg
such that [ify*, hy~] = (Rz*,y*) for all y* € E*. Then

(iQhe=,y") = (Ra™,y") = (iriga™, y").

This shows that igh,« = iriix*. The contractive embedding Hr — Hg we are
looking for is therefore given by ijx™ +— hg-. (Il

Theorem 8.8 (Covariance domination III). Let Q € Z(E*, E) be the covariance
operator of an E-valued Gaussian random variable X. Let # be the set of positive
symmetric operators R € Z(E*, E) satisfying

(Rz*,2%) < (Qa*,2%), a* € B*.

Then each R € Z is the covariance operator of a E-valued Gaussian random vari-
able X and the family {Xr : R € Z} is uniformly tight. Moreover, for all R € #
and all 1 < p < 0o we have

E|Xr[? < E[X|P.

Proof. By the second part of Proposition 8.6 we have ig € v(Hg,E). By the
right ideal property, for all R € % we have ir = ig o ir,g € Y(Hg,E), where
irqQ : Hr — Hg is the embedding of Proposition 8.7. Hence by the second part
of Proposition 8.6 there exists an F-valued Gaussian random variables Xz with
covariance operator R.

Let € > 0 be arbitrary and fixed, and choose a compact set K C FE such that
P{X € K} > 1 —e. By replacing K by its convex symmetric hull, which is still
compact, we may assume that K is convex and symmetric. In view of

E(Xp,2*)? = (Rz*,2*) < (Qz*,2*) = B(X,z*)?,
from Theorem 8.3 we obtain that P{Xr € K} > P{X € K} > 1 —=¢. O
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9. COMPACTNESS

Recall that a sequence of E-valued random variables (X, )n>1 is said to converge
in distribution to an E-valued random variable X if lim, . Ef(X,) = Ef(X)
for all f € CL(F) (see Section 2). As it turns out, it is possible to allow certain
unbounded functions f.

Lemma 9.1. Let (X,,)n>1 be a sequence of E-valued random variables converging
in distribution to a random variable X. Let ¢ : E — [0,00) be a Borel function
with the property that

sup E¢(X,,) < oo.

n>1

If f: E — R is a continuous function with the property that
[f@)] < c(lzl)¢(z), x€FE,
where c(r) | 0 as r — oo, then

lim Ef(X,) =Ef(X).

n—oo

Proof. Put
R, if f(x) > R,
fa(@)={ f@), if —R<f2) <R,
—R, if fr(z) < =R,
Then fr € Ob(E) and

(9.1) Jim Efp(Xs) = Efr(X).
We also deduce that
lim (supB|f(X,) ~ fr(X,)|) < lim (suI;E(nw(XnM}|f<Xn>|))

R—o0

(9.2) oo
< Jim c(3(R)) supE (L 5x,)1>R) #(Xn)),
where

O(R) :==sup{d > 0: |f(z)| < R for all ||z|| < }.
From limp_,o 6(R) = oo we see that the right-hand side of (9.2) tends to 0 as
R — oo. Combined with (9.1), this gives the desired result. O

The main result of this section gives a necessary and sufficient condition for
relative compactness in the space v(H, F). In a rephrasing in terms of sequential
convergence in y(H, E), this result is due to NEIDHARDT [93].

Theorem 9.2. Let W be an H-isonormal process. For a subset F of v(H, E) the
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) the set T is relatively compact in v(H, E);

(2) the set {W(T): T € T} is relatively compact in L*(;E);

(3) the set {W(T): T € T} is uniformly tight and for all x* € E* the set
{T*z*: T € T} is relatively compact in H.

Proof. (1)(2): This is immediate from the fact that W is isometric.

(1)=(3): By the continuity of T'+— T*z*, {T*x* : T € T} is relatively compact
in H. It remains to prove that the set {W(T): T € 7} is uniformly tight. For
this it suffices to prove that every sequence in this set has a subsequence which is
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uniformly tight. Let (7),),>1 be a sequence in 7 and set X,, := W(T,,). By passing
to a subsequence we may assume that (7},),>1 is convergent in v(H, E).

We shall prove that the sequence (X, )p>1 is uniformly tight. Fix ¢ > 0 and
choose mg > 1 so large that 22720 < . For every m > mg we choose N,, > 1 so
large that

||Tn —T,, ~(H,E) S 2—2m Vn > N,

Let X, := W(T,, — Th,,). By Chebyshev’s inequality, for n > N,,, we have
P{[| Xp,mll > 27"}) < 22"E[| X ml” = 2°™(| T — T, 2o,y < 2777

For m > mg we also choose compact sets K,,, C E such that
P{X, € K} >1-272m 1<n< Ny,
and let V,, :={x € E: d(z,K,,) <2 ™}. For n > N, we have
B{X, ¢ Vin} < B{|[Xo— X, | > 27"} +P{ X, & Ky} < 2727 42727 = 12,
On the other hand, for 1 < n < N,,, we have
P{X, &V} <P{X, € K,,} <272 272",
It follows that the estimate P{X,, & V;,} < 2'72™ holds for all n > 1

Let
= () Vo

mz2mo

If finitely many open balls B(z;,2~™) cover K,,, then the open balls B(xz;,3-27™)
cover V,,. Hence K is totally bounded and therefore compact. For all n > 1,

]P){Xn ¢ K} < Z IP{X” ¢ Vm} < Z gl—2m < 92—2mq <e.

m>=mg m2=mgo

This proves that (X,,),>1 is uniformly tight.

(3)=(1): Let (T},)n>1 be a sequence in 7. We must show that its contains a
Cauchy subsequence.

Choose a separable closed subspace Ey of E such that each X,, = W(T,,) takes
values in Fy almost surely. Noting that the weak*-topology of the closed unit ball
in £ is metrisable, we can choose a sequence (z7);>1 in E* whose restrictions to
Ey are weak*-dense in the closed unit ball of Ef. After passing to a subsequence we
may assume that for all j > 1 the sequence (7,;7);>1 converges in H and that the
sequence (X, ),>1 converges in distribution. We claim that lim,, ,,— 00 Xp—Xpm =0
in distribution. To see this fix arbitrary sequences n, — oo and my — oco. After
passing to a subsequence of the indices k we may assume that (X,, — X, )e>1
converges in distribution to some FEjy-valued random variable Y. Taking Fourier
transforms we see that for all j > 1,

Eexp(—i(Y,z})) = kli_)rr;]EeXp(—i(Xnk — Xony» 5))
= klim exp(—3 ||y x5 — Ty, 25]) = 1.

ngj mg J
It follows that exp(—i(Y,z*)) = 1 for all * € E*, and therefore Y = 0 by the
uniqueness theorem for the Fourier transform. This proves the claim.
Thus, for all f € Cy(E) we obtain

lim Ef(X, — Xn) = Ef(0).

m,n— oo
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By Lemma 9.1 combined with Proposition 7.2 and Theorem 7.4,
. . 2 _ . . 2 _
lim |7, TmH'y(H,E) m’]}lIBOOEHXn Xl 0.

m,n— oo
O
Here is a simple application:

Theorem 9.3. Let T be a subset of £ (H,E) which is dominated in covariance
by some fized element S € y(H, E), in the sense that for all T €  and x* € E*,

172" < [|5™2"]].
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) the set T is relatively compact in v(H, E);
(2) the set {T*x* : T € T} is relatively compact in H for all x* € E*.

Proof. By Theorem 8.8 the family {W(T') : T € 7} is uniformly tight and therefore
the result follows from Theorem 9.2. O

Corollary 9.4 (y-Dominated convergence). Suppose lim,, o, Toixz* = T*z* in H
for all x* € E*. If there exists S € yv(H, E) such that

0< | Thz"lu < [1S"2" |
foralln 21 and z* € E*, then lim, .o T, =T in v(H, E).
10. TRACE DUALITY

In this section we investigate duality properties of the spaces v(H, E). As we
shall see we have a natural identification (y(H, E))* = v(H, E*) if E is a K-convex
Banach space. In order to define the notion of K-convexity we start with some
preliminaries.

For a Gaussian sequence v = (7,,),>1 we define projections 7}, in L?(Q; E) by

N
(10.1) X =Y E(mX).
n=1

Identifying L?(); E*) isometrically with a norming subspace of (L2(2; E))*, for all
X* € L*(; E*) we have

N
(102) ()X = 3 1 E(a X",

Lemma 10.1. If v = (yn)n>1 and v = (7))n>1 are Gaussian sequences, then for
all N > 1 we have

7l = ll7nll-
Proof. Define the bounded operator 7y on L?(Q; E) by
N
(10.3) v X =Y 1E(mX), X e L*OE).
n=1

On the closed subspace L?(Q; E*) of (L?(Q2; E))*, the adjoint operator 7 is given
by

N
(10.4) TN XT =Y WmE(,X"), X' e LX(%E).
=1



v-RADONIFYING OPERATORS - A SURVEY 39

Now let X € L?(Q; E) be given. Given € > 0 choose Y* € L?(; E*) of norm one
such that (1 +¢&)[(mnyX,Y™)| > [[*n X||z2(;p)- Then, first comparing (10.1) and
(10.3), and then (10.2) and (10.4),

7 Xl L2@ip) = mn X L20:m) <

(1+e)
(1+e)
< A+ )X L2 m) TN Y [ L2 (0 E7)
(I+¢)
(I1+e)

= (L+ o)X z2 i (7)Y " 20 )
< A+ )y llIX N L2 (i)

Since € > 0 was arbitrary this shows that ||} < H7r7vl l. By reversing the roles of

~ and 4" we also obtain the converse inequality H7r7vl | < I7X]l- O

This allows us to define
Kn(E) = |lm} .
Clearly, the numbers Ky (FE) are increasing with N.

Lemma 10.2. For any closed norming subspace F of E* we have
N

EH Z TnTn
n=1

< K3 (B) sup {|

2

2
(@, ) <1}.
Proof. Put X := EnN:1 YnTy. Since L2(Q; F) is isometric to a norming closed sub-
space of (L?(Q; E))*, given ¢ > 0 we may choose X* € L?(Q; F) of norm one
such that (1 + &)X, X*)| > [ X||r2(o;p)- Noting that 73X = X and putting
xk = E(y,X*) we obtain

X2 i) < (1+)[{X, X7)[ = (14 &) (m} X, X))

M=

N
2
sxy,...,xy €F, IEH Z'ynx:;
n=1

n=1

= (14 e)[{X, (my)" X7)| = (1 +5)’ > (w7

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, the proof is concluded by noting that z, € F' and

N 2 N 2
E|| 3 oz = E|| 3 3mEn x| = Elr) X2 < i |12 = K3 (B).
n=1 n=1

Definition 10.3. A Banach space E is called K -conver if

K(E):= Isvu>p1 Kn(E)

is finite.

Closed subspaces of K-convex spaces are K-convex. The next result shows that
K-convexity is a self-dual property:

Proposition 10.4. A Banach space E is K-convez if and only if its dual E* is
K -convez, in which case we have K(E) = K(E*).
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Proof. The identity (10.2) shows that (7%)* = 75 . As an immediate consequence
we see that if E is K-convex, then E* is K-convex and K(E) = K(E*). If E* is K-
convex, then E** is K-convex, and therefore its closed subspace F is K-convex. [

The notion of K-convexity has been introduced by MAUREY and PISIER [82] and
was studied thoroughly in PISIER [100, 101]. Usually this notion is defined using
Rademacher variables rather than Gaussian variables. In fact, both definitions are
equivalent. In fact, one may use an argument similar to the one employed in Lemma
10.1 to pass from the Gaussian definition to the Rademacher definition, and a
central limit theorem argument allows one to pass from the Rademacher definition
to the Gaussian definition. For the details we refer to FIGIEL and TOMCZAK-
JAEGERMANN [38] and TOMCZAK-JAEGERMANN [116].

Ezample 10.5. Every Hilbert space E is K-convex and K(E) = 1.

Ezample 10.6. Let (A, o/, u) be a o-finite measure space and let 1 < p < co. Then
LP(A) is K-convex, and more generally if E is K-convex then then LP(A;FE) is
K-convex and

K] L,K(E), if2<p<oo,

K(LP(A;E)) < :
(L7(4; ) {K;QK(E), ifl<p<2and ; +1=1

Here K, and K, are the Gaussian Kahane-Khintchine constants.

First let 2 < p < co. The projections defined by (10.1) in E and LP(A; E) will be
denoted by 7}, and B pegpectively. For X € L?(Q; LP(A; E)) we obtain,
using Jensen’s inequality, Fubini’s theorem, the Kahane-Khintchine inequality, and

the K-convexity of E,

Bl X ey =B( | immx&»ﬂpdu(e))g
n=1

<=/| > 1B X dute))

N s .
< (K;,z)Q(/A (]EH Z%E(%X(f))H )2 du(g)) G
< P10 ( [ ©IX©I) duce))’

= (K] )% Ik 17 Bl x )]

L5 (A)

< (72?7 1B IX (€)1

L (a)

2
— (K5I PE( [ 1K1 ane))”
— (KT PENX o

This proves the result for 2 < p < 0.

Next let 1 < p < 2. We can identify (L?(A; E*)) isometrically with a closed sub-
space of (LP(A; E))*, %—&-% = 1. Since E* is K-convex, by what we just proved the
space L1(A; E*) is K-convex. Hence LP(A; E), being isometrically contained in the
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dual of LI(A; E*), is K-convex, and K (LP(A; E)) < K(LI(A; E*)) < K] ,K(E*) =
K, K(E*).

Ezample 10.7. The space ¢ fails to be K-convex. To see this, let (,)n>1 be a
Gaussian sequence and let (un)n>1 be the standard basis of ¢g. Set

N
Xy = Z sgn(Yn ) Un, -

n=1
We have || Xn||z2(0;c0) = 1 and E(v, Xn) = E|lyn|un, = /7/2un, so
T N 2
7 X XNE|Z, = §EH > ntin .
n=1

°0
Arguing as in Example 4.4, the right hand side can be bounded from below by a
term which grows asymptotically like log N. It follows that |7 | > C'log N.

A deep theorem of PISIER [100] states that a Banach space E is K-convex if and
only if E has non-trivial type (the notion of type is discussed in the next section).
The following simple proof that every Banach space with type 2 is K-convex was
given by BLASCO, TARIELADZE, VIDAL [8]; see also CHOBANYAN and TARIELADZE
[19] and MAUREY and PISIER [82].

Proposition 10.8. If E has type 2, then E is K-conver and K7 (E) < T3 (E).

Proof. Let X = Z?:l lg,z; be simple, with the measurable sets {2; disjoint and of
positive probability. Let y; := \/P(2;)z;, so

k
EIXIP =" lly®
j=1

and .
B(X,z*)? = Z(yj,x*>2, z* e B
j=1
Let 2, := E(7,X). Then, by the orthonormality of Gaussian sequences in L?,
N N k
S (emea®)? = 3 E(n(X,0%)? S E(X,2)2 = 3 (072
n=1 n=1 j=1

Hence by covariance domination,

2 k 2
o3l
k=1

k
< (17 (B)? Z Iy I* = (T35 (B)*E[ X ||*.

N
E|lr} X |2 = E|| > ynzn
n=1

It follows that ||7}| < Ty (E). Since N > 1 was arbitrary this gives K(E) <
T3 (E). O

The next result is essentially due to PISIER [101]; its present formulation was
stated by KALTON and WEIS [63]. It describes a natural pairing between v(H, E)
and v(H, E*), the so-called trace duality.
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Theorem 10.9 (Trace duality). For allT € H® E and S € H ® E* we have

tr(S* )| < 1Tl ) 151221, -
As a consequence, for all S € v(H, E*) the mapping ¢g : T — tr(S*T) defines an
element ¢s € (v(H, E))* of norm
sl < ISl (a,24)-

If E is K-convex, the mapping ¢ : S — ¢g is an isomorphism of v(H, E*) onto
(v(H,E))* and
IS1lyca.6+) < K(E)ls-

Proof. For the proof of the first assertion we may assume that T = 22[:1 hp ® Ty,
and S = 25:1 hn, @ x} with hq, ..., hy orthonormal in H. Then,

N N N
03 @ @i @ | = | Y (@)
n=1

m=1n=1

N N
= ‘E< > Y, Z%x;i>
m=1 n=1

Lemma 10.2, applied to the Banach spaces E* and the norming subspace £ C E**,
shows that

18 lye,5) < K(B) sup {[ex(S"T)| s Tl < 1} = K(B)]ds].

This shows that ¢ is an isomorphic embedding of v(H, E*) into (y(H, E))*.

It remains to prove that ¢ is surjective. To this end let A € (y(H, E))* be given.
We claim that the bounded operator S : H — E* defined by (z,Sh) = (h ® z, A)
belongs to y(H, E*) and that S = A in (y(H, E))*. Fix any finite orthonormal
system (h,))_, in H. By Lemma 10.2, applied to E* and the norming subspace
E C E**

N
E| > 7Sk
n=1

[br(5*T)| =

<N TNy, )18y (2, 27)-

2

) N
< K%(E) sup ’ Z(xn, Shy)
n=1

= K2 (E)sup | 3 (hn @ 0, M) = KB
n=1

Example 10.7 shows that a K-convex subspace cannot contain an isomorphic copy
of ¢y, and therefore an appeal to Theorem 4.3 finishes the proof. ([

Our final result relates the notion of K-convexity to isonormal processes.

Theorem 10.10. Let E be K-convez and let W : H — L*(Q) be an isonormal
process. The closure of the range of the induced mapping W : v(H, E) — L?(Q; E)
is the range of a projection PV in L*(Q; E) of norm ||PV| < K(E).

Proof. Let (h;);cr be a maximal orthonormal system in H. We claim that the
projection Py is given as the strong operator limit lim ; P}/V, where

PYX =Y yE(y;X),
=
with v; = W (h;). Here the limit is taken along the net of all finite subsets J of I.
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To see that the strong limit exists, recall that every X € L2?(Q; E) can be ap-
proximated by simple functions of the form X = ZZ: ~ 14, ® z,. By the uniform
boundedness of the projections PIV and linearity it suffices to show that the limit
lim P}’VXn exists for each X,, := 14, ® x,,. But in L?(Q), the limit lim P}’V]lAn
exists by standard facts about orthogonal projections in Hilbert spaces.

From ||PY|| < K(FE) for all finite subsets J C I we infer |[PV|| < K(FE). O

11. EMBEDDING THEOREMS

As we have seen in Example 3.6, if W : L?*(Ry; H) — L?(2) is an isonormal
process, then the induced isometric mapping

W y(L*(Ry; H), E) — L*(%; E)

can be interpreted as a stochastic integral. Indeed, the stochastic integral of the
H ® E-valued function f ® (h ® z) can be defined by

/oof®(h®x)dW;:W((f®h)®x),
0

and this definition extends by linearity to functions ¢ € L?(R,) ® (H ® E). The
isometric property of the induced mapping W then expresses that

o0 2
B| [ oaw| = ITolE s, m.m
where T': L?(Ry) ® (H ® E) — (L*(R}) ® H) ® E is the linear mapping

T(fehex):=(f®h) .

Since (L?(Ry) ® H) ® E is dense in v(L*(R4; H), E), the stochastic integral has
a unique isometric extension to v(L*(Ry; H), E). It is therefore of considerable
interest to investigate the structure of the space v(L*(Ry; H), E). In this section
we shall prove various embedding theorems which show that suitable Banach spaces
of v(H, E)-valued functions embed in v(L?(R ; H), E).

The simplest example of such an embedding occurs when E has type 2.

Definition 11.1. A Banach space E is said to have type p € [1,2] if there exists a
constant C,, > 0 such that for all finite sequences x1,...,zy in F we have

N o 1 N 1
(EHZrnxn )2 SCP(Z”;«””P)”.
n=1 n=1

The space F is said to have cotype g € [2, o0] if there exists a constant C;; > 0 such
that for all finite sequences x1,...,xy in E we have
2) :

N 1 N
(D lealt)” < €4 (8] 3 v
n=1 n=1

For ¢ = oo we make the obvious adjustment in this definition.

The least constants in the above definitions are denoted by T,(E) and C,(E),
respectively, and are called the type and cotype constant of E.

Remark 11.2. In the definitions of type and cotype, the Rademacher variables may
be replaced by Gaussian random variables; this only affects the numerical values
of the type and cotype constants. The Gaussian type and cotype constants of a
Banach space E are denoted by T (E) and CJ (E), respectively.
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It is easy to check that the inequalities defining type and cotype cannot be
satisfied for any p > 2 and ¢ < 2, respectively, even in one-dimensional spaces FE.
This explains the restrictions imposed on these numbers.

Example 11.3. Every Banach space has type 1 and cotype co.

Ezxample 11.4. Every Hilbert space has type 2 and cotype 2. A deep result of
KWAPIEN [70] states that, conversely, every Banach space with type 2 and cotype
2 is isomorphic to a Hilbert space.

Ezample 11.5. Let (A, 7, 1) be a o-finite measure space and let 1 < r < co. If
E has type p (cotype q), then L"(A; E) has type min{p, r} (cotype max{q,r}). In
particular, L"(A) has type min{2,7} and cotype max{2,}.

Let us prove this for the case of type, the case of cotype being similar. If r < p
we may replace p by r and thereby assume that 1 < p < r < oco; we shall prove
that L"(A; F) has type p, with

Ky, T,(E), ifl1<r<2;
(L' (A B) < Koy Koo Ty(B) = T,(E), itr=2
K, o.T,(E), if2<r<oo.

Here K, and K, > are the Kahane-Khintchine constants.
Let f1,..., fv € L"(A; E). By using the Fubini theorem, the Kahane-Khintchine
inequality, type p, Holder’s inequality, and the triangle inequality in L» (4),

o~ : il ;
(EH;%JCH LT'(A;E)) - </A]EH7;T”JC”(§)
N o
<l [ (#] S rstel) )
n=1

1

du(f)) ’

N 1
= KTy () (D2 Il )
n=1

An application of the Kahane-Khintchine inequality to change moments in the left
hand side finishes the proof of the first assertion.

If a Banach space has type p for some p € [1,2], then it has type p’ for all
p’ € [1,p]; if a Banach space has cotype ¢ for some ¢ € [2, o0], then it has cotype ¢’
for all ¢’ € [¢,00]. A simple duality argument shows that if E has type p, then the
dual space E* has cotype p/, % + % = 1. If E is K-convex and has cotype p, then
the dual space E* has type p/, % + ﬁ = 1. The K-convexity assumption cannot be

omitted: ¢! has cotype 2 while its dual ¢ fails to have non-trivial type.
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The next theorem goes back to HOFFMANN-J@RGENSEN and PISIER [48] and
ROSINSKI and SUCHANECKI [104]; in its present formulation it can be found in VAN
NEERVEN and WEISs [91].

Theorem 11.6. Let (A, <7, 1) be a o-finite measure space.

(1) If E has type 2, then the mapping (f @ h) @ x — f @ (h® x) has a unique
extension to a continuous embedding

L*(A;7(H, B)) — +(L*(A; H), B)

of norm at most To(E). Conversely, if the identity mapping f@x — fQux
extends to a bounded operator from L>=(0,1; E) to v(L?(0,1), E), then E
has type 2.

(2) If E has cotype 2, then the mapping f @ (h®z) — (f @ h) @ x has a unique
extension to a continuous embedding

Y(L*(A; H), E) — L*(A;7(H, E))

of norm at most Ca(FE). Conversely, if the identity mapping f @ © — f®
extends to a bounded operator from v(L?*(0,1),E) to L'(0,1; E), then E
has cotype 2.

Proof. We shall prove (1); the proof of (2) is very similar.

Let (f)M_, and (h,))_; be orthonormal systems in L?(A) and H, respectively,
with f, = ¢ 14, for suitable disjoint sets A, € &; here ¢, :== 1//p(An) is a
normalising constant. Let (Vmn)m,n>1 be a Gaussian sequence on (Q,.#,P) and
let (7],)m>1 be a Rademacher sequence on a second probability space (@, 7', P').
For each w’ € Q' the Gaussian sequences (Vmn)m.n>1 and (7m (W) Ymn)m.n>1 are
identically distributed. Averaging over ', using Fubini’s theorem and the type 2
property of L?(Q; E), we obtain

M N
32> @ ha) @

m=1n=1

2
(L2 (A;H), E)

M N

2

m=1n=1
M N 2
/ /
=EE E T'm E YmnTmn
m=1 =1

2

M N
<THE) > E| Y mnnn
m=1 n=1
M N 9
—13(B) Y ]EH >
m=1 n=1

M N
= TZQ(E) Z CEYL/'L(Am)IEH Z TnLmn
m=1 n=1

2

2

M N
_ Tg(E)H ST o ® (i @ )

L?(Ayy(H,E))
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It is easy to check that elements of the form M S (£, ® h,) ® 2, and
Yot Yoy (fm @ (hn ® Tynn) are dense in y(L*(A; H), E) and L*(A;y(H, E)),
respectively. This gives the first assertion.

The proof of the converse relies on the preliminary observation that in the def-
inition of type 2 we may restrict ourselves to vectors of morm one. To prove this
we follow JAMES [56]. Keeping in mind Remark 11.2, suppose there is a constant
C such that for all N > 1 and all z1,...,zx5 € E of norm one we have

1

N o0 L N 1
(Bl S mea] )" < (X lial)’
n=1 n=1

Now let z1,...,zx € F have integer norms, say ||xn|| = M, and let (Ymn)mn>1 be

a doubly indexed Gaussian sequence. Since Zm 1 Vmn and Myy, are identically
distributed, we have

D SP E  h S S

Upon dividing by a large common integer, this inequality extends to x1,...,zy € E
having rational norms, and the general case follows from this by approximation.

Suppose now that F fails type 2, and let N > 1 be fixed. By the observation
(and Remark 11.2), there exist x1,...,2p € E of norm one such that

M 2 M
B[ S vmm|| = N2 Y ol
m=1

m=1

=z
3[\7

N
<oy Il - o
n n=1

[[n]|

Let I, ..., Iy be disjoint intervals in (0,1) of measure |I,,| = 1/M?2.
Then, using that the functions v/ M1, are orthonormal in L?(0,1),

- 2 1 M 2 CN?2 M
H mz::l I, N mz::l'y x i mZ::l |

M
s P T [
z__:l o I e 0.1

This shows that the identity mapping on L?(0,1) ® E does not extend to a bounded
operator from L*(0,1; E) into y(L?(0,1), E). O

Note that if ¢ := f ® (h® z), then T := f ® (h ® z) is the operator given by

(11.1) T¢g=/ dgdu, g€ L*(A;H).
A
Corollary 11.7. If the identity mapping f ® x — f®x extends to an isomorphism
L*(Ry; B) = y(L*(Ry), E),
then E is isomorphic to a Hilbert space

Proof. By Theorem 11.6, E has type 2 and cotype 2 and FE is isomorphic to a
Hilbert space by KWAPIEN’s theorem cited earlier. ([
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We continue with an example of VAN NEERVEN and WEIS [91] which shows
that in certain spaces without cotype 2 there exist bounded strongly measurable
functions ¢ : (0,1) — Z(H; E) such that the operator T}, defined by (11.1) belongs
to v(L?(0,1; H), E), even though ¢(t) & v(H, E) for all t € (0,1).

Example 11.8. Let H = (%2 and E = (P with 2 < p < co. For k = 1,2,... choose

sets A C (0,1) of measure 1 in such a way that for all ¢ € (0,1) we have

(11.2) #{k>1: te Ay} =0

Define the operators ¢(t) : £2 — (P as coordinate-wise multiplication with the
sequence (aq(t),as(t),...), where

. 1, if t c Ak7
(11.3) ar(t) = { 0, otherwise.

Then ||¢(t)]] = 1 for all ¢t € (0,1) and none of the operators ¢(t) is y-radonifying.
Indeed, this follows from Proposition 13.7 below, according to which we have ¢(t) €
v (€%, ¢P) if and only if

Dl el < oo,

k=1
where e} denote the k-th unit vector of (Il] é
sum Yo~ [[¢*(t)ep ||y diverges for all ¢ € [0, 1].

The associated operator Ty : L?(0, 1;¢?) — (P is well-defined and bounded, and

we have

=1). By (11.2) and (11.3), the

1
N 1
Tyl = [ aia =140 = 1.

Consequently,
N 1
Z ITourllye = Z pra <0
E>1 k21

and Ty is y-radonifying.

Using the scale of Besov spaces, a version of Theorem 11.6(1) can be given for
Banach spaces F having type p € [1,2]. In VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR, WEIS [87], it
is shown by elementary methods that if £ has type p, then for all Hilbert spaces
H the mapping f @ (h® z) — (f ® h) ® x extends to a continuous embedding

Bpy ?(0,1;9(H, E)) — v(L*(0,1; H), E).

Conversely, by a result of KALTON, VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR, WEIs [61], if the
identity mapping f ® z — f ® = extends to a continuous embedding

1_1
Br, *(0,1; E) — v(L*(0,1), E),

then E has type p.

The first assertion is a special case of the main result of KALTON, VAN NEER-
VEN, VERAAR, WEIS [61], where arbitrary smooth bounded domains D C R? are
considered. In this setting, the exponent ]lj — % has to be be replaced by % — %. It is
deduced from a corresponding result for D = R? which is proved using Littlewood-
Paley decompositions. This approach is less elementary but it leads to stronger
results. It also yields dual a characterization of spaces with cotype ¢ € [2, 00].
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12. p-ABSOLUTELY SUMMING OPERATORS.

Let 1 < p < 0o. A bounded operator T': E — F is called p-absolutely summing

if if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all finite sequences z1,...,zy in
we have
N
Z |1 T2, [P < CP sup Z {zn,
n=1 lelI<1

The least admissible constant C' is called the p-absolutely summing norm of T
notation ||T||7rp(E,F)~

It follows in a straightforward way from the definition that the space m,(E, F') of
all p-absolutely summing operators from F to F' is a Banach space with respect to
the norm ||-||, (z,7). We have the following two-sided ideal property: if S : B — E
is bounded, T': E — F is p-absolutely summing, and U : F' — F” is bounded, then
UTS : E' — F’ is p-absolutely summing and

NUTSn, &2,y < NUT ||, 12,7 1S1]-

We shall prove next that p-absolutely summing operators are 7y-radonifying.
The proof is an application of the Pietsch factorisation theorem (see DIESTEL,
JArRcHOW, TONGE [30]) which states that if T is p-absolutely summing from F
to another Banach space F, then there exists a Radon probability measure v on
(Bg+,weak™) such that for all z € E we have

IT)” < ITI (& F)/ [(z,2%)|Pdv(z").
B~
Recall that Kg)q denote the Gaussian Kahane-Khintchine constants.

Proposition 12.1 (LINDE AND PIETSCH [77]). If T € 7,(H, E) for some 1 <p <
oo, then T € v(H, E) and

1Ty (a1,) < max{ K3 ,, K)o T |z, (11, )

Proof. Let hy,...,hy be an orthonormal system in H. Then, by the Pietsch fac-
torisation theorem and the Fubini theorem,
)

N g 1 N
(B Xmrm][)" < 53, (2] X
n=1 n=1
< KTl (11,59 (JE/BH Hi%hn,hh]‘pdu(h));

< K;,pK,?gl\Tllﬂp(H,E)(L (iI[hn,h]Hﬁ)ng(h));’

N
< Ky K)ol T ||, (21,2)  SUD (Z hn,hH|>

Al <1

=

N

- K;pK;2HT||7rp(H,E)~

Since the finite rank operators are dense in m,(H, E), this estimate implies that
T is y-radonifying with ||T||yec (zr,5) < K3 K ol|T|lx,(#,)- Finally observe that
Kj K, =max{KJ , K),} such at least one of these numbers equals 1. O

We also have a ‘dual’ version:
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Proposition 12.2. If T € v(H, E), then T* € my(E*, H) and
1T a1y < N TNy, )-
Proof. Let (hj);>1 be an orthonormal basis for the separable closed subspace
(ker(T))* of H. For all z7,...,x% in E* we have
N

ij:HT* 12 = ZZ (Thy, ) Z<Z%Thj,xn>

n=1;2>1 n=1 j>1

N
EHZ'ijh H sup Z (z,x*)?

lzll<1,,

||TH (H,E) Sup Z

Lx*
H\ n=1

O

Our next aim is to prove that, roughly speaking, a converse of Proposition 12.2
holds if and only if E has type 2, and to formulate a similar characterisation of
spaces with cotype 2. These results are due to CHOBANYAN and TARIELADZE [19];
see also DIESTEL, JARCHOW, TONGE [30, Chapter 12, Corollaries 12.7 and 12.21].
For further refinements we refer to KUHN [65].

Theorem 12.3. For a Banach space E the following two assertions are equivalent:
(1) E has type 2;
(2) whenever H is a Hilbert space and T € £(H, E) satisfies T* € mo(H, E),
then T € v(H, E).

In this situation one has
1T,y < K(E)T (BT |7y (5, 1),
where Ty (E) is the Gaussian type 2 constant of E.

Proof. Suppose first that E has type 2 and let T € Z(H, E) be as stated. The
dual space E* is K-convex by Propositions 10.4 and 10.8, and therefore by Theorem
10.9 we have a natural isomorphism (v(H, E*))* ~ ~v(H, E**) given by trace duality.
The idea of the proof is now to show that T" defines an element of (v(H, E*))* via
trace duality. Once we know this it is immediate that T € v(H, E).

Given S € v(H, E*), define

N
(12.1) or(S) = = [T*Shp, hn

n=1
Since E* has cotype 2, the implication (1)=(2) of Theorem 12.4 below shows that
S is 2-absolutely summing and

1811wy 21,24y < C3 (E)S]ly(ar, 0y < T (E)[ S|l (a1, %)-
It follows that T*S, being the composition of two 2-absolutely summing operators,
is nuclear and therefore the sum in (12.1) is absolutely convergent and
N

|67 (S) < D IT*Shas hall < T e, 1) 1S o 1, 50)

n=1

T (E)IS |y, 2 1T N o (2% 11 -
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This shows that ¢ is a bounded linear functional on «(H, E*) of norm ||¢r| <
T (E)T*|| r, g+, #)- This proves the implication (1)=(2) and the norm estimate.

The proof of the implication (2)=-(1) is based on the observation that a bounded
operator S : F' — (2, where F is a Banach space, is 2-absolutely summing if for all
bounded operators U : > — F the composition SU : ¢ — ¢? is Hilbert-Schmidt.
To prove this, given a sequence (z,)n>1 in F which satisfies Y, -, (zn, 2%)* < 00
for all z* € F* we need to show that >, -, [[Sz, 7. < oo. An easy closed graph
argument then shows that S € mo(F, ¢?).

Let (up)n>1 de the standard unit basis of 2 and consider the operator U : (2 — F
defined by Uuw,, := x,,. The operator U is bounded; this follows from

|UR|I* = sup (Uh,z")?

llz=]I<1
— 2 *\ 2 2 *\ 2
= sup ST u (Uun,2®)? < [B7 sup S (a2
Hx*Hgln;l \|x*|\<1n>1

By assumption, SU is Hilbert-Schmidt, so >3, o, [SUunl|fa = 32,51 1S#all7e < o0
as desired, and we conclude that S € my(F, £2).
By the closed graph theorem, there is a constant K > 0 such that

||S||ﬂ-2(F752) < K sup ||SU||‘$2(1527€2).
Iuli<1
Now assume that for all T € £ (% E) with T* € my(E*, (?) we have y(¢? E).
By a Baire category argument we find a constant C' > 0 such that |72 g <
C|T*||xy(E= ¢2)- Let x1,..., 2 in E be arbitrary and given, and define Tnu,, =
and Tyu=0ifu L u, foralln=1,..., N. Then,

N 2 N
n=1 n=1

S CTH|2, (e p2y < CPK? ||(S}Lﬁg1 ITRUN%, 2 02

2
= 1 Tn 15 .5)

N
= C°K* sup U T |, 2,2y = C°K* sup > |U" Ty

Ivi<i i<t ,5
N N
— K sup 3 U malE < PRSP
i<, n=1
This shows that E has type 2 with constant 7 (F) < CK. d

Theorem 12.4. For a Banach space E the following two assertions are equivalent:

(1) E has cotype 2;
(2) whenever H is a Hilbert space, T € v(H, E) implies T € mo(H, E).

In this situation one has
1T |7y 11,2y < C3 (BT Nl (21,)
where C3 (E) is the Gaussian cotype 2 constant of E.

Proof. (1)=(2): We may assume that H is separable. Let (hy,),>1 be an or-
thonormal basis for H, let (v,)n>1 be a Gaussian sequence on a probability space
(Q,.#,P), and let (r],)n>1 be a Rademacher sequence on another probability space
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(Q, 7', ). Fix vectors 1,...,zy € H and define U : H — H by Uh,, = x, for
n=1,...,N and Uh,, =0 for n > N + 1. Then,

N N
DolTzal> =ED lynTaal?
n=1 n=1

N
Z r;l'ynTxn = (CJ(E QEH Z Tn
= n>1

= (C3(E))* HTUHQ(HE) (C3EN TS a1, U1

< (C3(E))*EE!

Moreover,
N
U= sup [Uh,h]= sup (B, B )[U i, B
IRILIR <1 [IRIL IR IST 2
: . : . :
< su [h, I ) su ( Uhy,, b’ ) < su ( xn,h/Q) .
HhHEl(Z Hh'”zl nzl[ ] ||h'\|21 n;[ |

Combining the estimates we arrive at

N
> Tl < (CHE)ITIE ) sup an,
n=1

A lI<1

(2)=(1): If T € y(¢% E) implies T € m3(¢%, E), then a closed graph argument
produces a constant C' > 0 such that | T||r, 2, 5) < C||T||(e2,5) for all T € v(¢%, E).
Now let z1,...,2xy € E be arbitrary and define T € v(H, E) by Tu, = z, for
n:l,...,NandTun :=0forn> N+ 1. Then

N
> llwal? = E:IITunH2 I3, (2, )
n=1

2

N
< CITIR ) = C°E|| Y- T
n=1

) N

= CQEH Z TnTn
n=1

Thus E has cotype 2 with constant CJ (E) < C. O

13. MISCELLANEA

In this final section we collect miscellaneous results given conditions for - and
examples of - y-radonification.

Hilbert sequences. We have introduced y-radonifying operators in terms of their
action on finite orthonormal systems and obtained characterisations in terms of
summability properties on orthonormal bases. In this section we show that if one is
only interested in sufficient conditions for y-radonification, the role of orthonormal
systems may be replaced by that of so-called Hilbert sequences. This provides a
more flexible tool to check that certain operators are indeed 7-radonifying.

Let H be a Hilbert space. A sequence h = (hy)n>1 in H is said to be a Hilbert
sequence if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all scalars a,...,ay,

. :
,<O(X o)




52 JAN VAN NEERVEN

The infimum of all admissible constants will be denoted by Cj,.

Theorem 13.1. Let (hy)n>1 be a Hilbert sequence in H. If T € ~v(H, E), then
> ons1 VT hn converges in L*(Q; E) and

E[| > T

n>1

2
< CI?L”TH?)/(H,E)'

Proof. Let (ﬁn)n>1 be an orthonormal basis for the closed linear space Hy of
(hn)n>1. Since (hp)n>1 is a Hilbert sequence there is a unique S € Z(Hy) such

that Sh,, = hy, for all n > 1. Moreover, ||S|| < Cj,. Indeed, for h = 25:1 aphy, We
have

N
ISRl = || D= antn
n=1

and the claim follows from this.
By the right ideal property we have T' o S € v(Hy, F) and

IEH > uThy o IEH > 1. TSh,
nz=1 n>1

2 N _
L <Y laal = CRII,
n=1

2
< HTO‘SHz(HO,E) < C%”T”?y(HO,E)‘

A sequence is a Hilbert sequence if it is almost orthogonal:

Proposition 13.2. Let (hy)nez be a sequence in H. If there exists a function
¢ : N — Ry such that for all n > m € Z we have |[hn, hm]| < ¢(n —m) and
> js0@(d) < 00, then (hn)nez is a Hilbert sequence.

Proof. Let (a)nez be scalars. Then

N
| 35 e
n=—N

N

2

= > ol +2 > antumlhn, bl
n=—N

—N<n<m<N

<6(0) Yl +2 3 lanllawlé(n —m)

nez n<m

=6(0) > _lanl> +2> " 6(i) D lan| o]

neL j=1 nez
< (600 +23°0()) D lawl?,
j=1 neL
where the last estimate follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. (|
For some applications see HAAK, VAN NEERVEN [45] and HAAK, VAN NEERVEN,

VERAAR [46]. We continue with some explicit examples of Hilbert sequences. The
first is due to CASAZZA, CHRISTENSEN, KALTON [17].

Ezample 13.3. Let ¢ € L*(R) and define the sequence (hy,)nez in L?(R) by h,(t) =
e?™i¢(t). Let T be the unit circle in C and define f : T — [0, 00] as

FE™) =Ygt + k).

keZ
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From

H Zanhn
nez

2 k+1 ) 2
- Z/ ‘Zanezmmgb(t)‘ dt
kez’k nez
1 ) 2 1 .
_ Z/ } Z ane2m"t¢(t + k)’ dt = / ‘ Z an627rznt
0 "nez 0 "nez

kEZ

2 .
f(e27rzt) dt

we infer that (hn)nez is a Hilbert sequence in L?(R) if and only if there exists a
finite constant B such that f(e2™*) < B for almost all ¢ € [0,1]. In this situation
we have CF = esssup(f).

Ezample 13.4. Let (Ay)n>1 be a sequence in C; which is properly spaced in the

sense that!
A7n - )\n

Re A,

fn(t) := VRedpe ™™t n>1,

define a Riesz sequence for their closed linear span, i.e., there are constants 0 < ¢ <
C < oo such that for all scalars ay,...,ay,

N 1 N N 1
C(Z|an|2)2 < Hzanfn <0(2|an|2)27
n=1 n=1 n=1

see JACOB and ZWART [54, Theorem 1, (3)<(5)]. In particular, the functions f,
define a Hilbert sequence in L?(R, ). From this one easily deduces that for any
a >0 and p € [0,1) the functions

fn(t) — e—at+271'i(n—‘,—,o)t7 ne Z7

inf > 0.

m#n

Then the functions

define a Hilbert sequence in L?(R ). The following direct proof of this fact is taken
from HAAK, VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR [46, Example 2.5].
For all ¢t € [0, 1),

2a(1—t)

g —92a e
F(€2 t):Z‘f(t+k)|2:ZG 2 (tJrk):eQai_l.

kez k>0
Now Example 13.3 implies the result, with constant Cj, = 1/v/1 — e—22,

More on this topic can be found in YouNa [120].

Conditions on the range space. For certain range spaces, a complete charac-
terisation of y-radonifying operators can be given in non-probabilistic terms. The
simplest example occurs when the range space is a Hilbert space.

If H and E are Hilbert spaces, we denote by % (H, E) the space of all Hilbert-
Schmidt operators from H to E, that is, the completion of the finite rank operators
with respect to the norm

2

N N
hy, @ Ty, = znl|?,
H nz::I %5 (H,E) nZ:; I

where hy,...,hy are taken orthonormal in H.

IThe formula in the published version contains a misprint
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Proposition 13.5 (Operators into Hilbert spaces). If E is a Hilbert space, then
T e~(H,E) if and only if T € £ (H, E), and in this case we have

ITNyaE) = 1T |2 (11, ) -
Proof. This follows from the identity

EH Z’ynl‘n =E Z YmIn xmyxn Z ”‘TTLHZ

m,n=1

The next two results are taken from VAN NEERVEN, VERAAR, WEIS [88].

Theorem 13.6 (Operators into LP(A; E)). For all 1 < p < oo the mapping h ®
(fez)— f® (h®a) defines an isomorphism of Banach spaces

V(H, LP(A; E)) ~ LP(A;~(H, E)).
For p = 2 this isomorphism is isometric.

Proof. Let f € LP(A)® (H ® E), say f = Z%Zl Om @ T By a Gram-Schmidt
argument may assume that the operators 7,,, € H®FE are of the form 25:1 hy QTmn
for some fixed orthonormal systems {h1,...,Axy} in H. Denoting by U the mapping
fohez) — he(f®z) from the Kahane-Khintchine inequalities and Fubini’s
theorem we obtain, writing fh,, = Zﬂm/le O @ Ty,

1 flly 1,20 = (JEHivj nfhn
o E S )
= (] e a0
= (/. HZ% ) )’

= ([ U1y 7 a1

The result now follows by observing that the functions f of the above form are dense
in LP(A;~v(H, E)) and that their images under U are dense in v(H, LP(4; E)). O

1
2
LP(A;E))

1
P

LP(A;E)

The equivalence (1)< (3) of the next result shows that an operator from a Hilbert
space into an LP-space is y-radonifying if and only if it satisfies a square function
estimate. The equivalence (1)<»(2) was noted in BRZEZNIAK and VAN NEERVEN
[15].

Proposition 13.7 (Operators into LP(A)). Let (A, &) be a o-finite measure space
and let 1 < p < oo. Let (h;)ier be a mazimal orthonormal system in H. For an
operator T € £ (H,LP(A)) the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) T e~(H,LP(A));

(2) there exists a function f € LP(A; H) such that Th = [f,h] for allh € H.
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3) (Xier |Thi|2)% is summable in LP(A).

In this case we have

||T||~/(H,LP(A)) ~p

(Z |Thi|2)%
icl

Proof. The equivalence (1)<(2) is a special case of Theorem 13.6. To prove the
equivalence (1)< (3) we apply the identity

N
IE’ Z CnYn
n=1

with ¢, = fn(§), £ € A. Combined with the Khintchine inequality, Fubini’s the-
orem, and finally the Kahane-Khintchine inequality in LP(A), for all f1,..., fv €

LP(A) we obtain
N 2\ 1 N .
IS ) IS Y,

- :

(5509
. N , 3 N 2\ 1
- (EH;%‘/:" Lp(A)) ~p (EH;%‘/:" p> ’

The equivalence as well as the final two-sided estimate now follow by taking f, :=
T'h;, and invoking Theorem 3.20. g

2

N
=D _leal

n=1

Here is a neat application, which is well-known when p = 2.

Corollary 13.8. Let (A, &) be a finite measure space. For all T € £ (H,L*(A))
and 1 < p < oo we have T € v(H, LP(A)) and

1T\ (m,zecay) Sp 1Tz, Lo (a))-

Proof. Let (h;)ier be a maximal orthonormal system in H. For any choice of finitely
many indices iy,...,ix € I and ¢ € £%;, for p-almost all ¢ € A we have

o0

N N
| > enhi)©)] < | Y eaTh,
n=1 n=1

N
<INz ap| D enti | = 1T N2 cap el
n=1

Taking the supremum over a countable dense set in the unit ball of R? we obtain
the following estimate, valid for p-almost all £ € A:

1

N =
(S TR ©F) " < ITl 202 (.
n=1

Now apply Proposition 13.7. (]

New ~v-radonifying operators from old. The next proposition is a minor
extension of a result of KALTON and WEIS [63].
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Proposition 13.9. Let (a,b) be an interval and ¢ : (a,b) — v(H, E) be continu-
ously differentiable with

b
/ (s—a)2 H(;S’(S)HA{(H,E) ds < oo.

Define Ty : L*(a,b; H) — E by

b
T,f = / o(1) (1) dt

Then Ty, € y(L?(a,b; H), E) and
b
1Tl (22 (@) ) < (0= )2 | $(0) (17,9 +/ (s —a)? |6/ ()l (m, ) ds-

a

Proof. For notational simplicity we shall identify v(H, E)-valued functions on (a, b)
with the induced operators in .Z(L?(a,b; H), E).

The integrability condition implies that ¢’ is integrable on every interval (a’,b)
with a < o' < b. Put 9(s,t) := Lup)(s)d'(s) for s,t € (a,b). Then, by the
observations just made,

b
- / U(s,t)ds

for all t € (a,b). By Example 3.8, for all s € (a,b) the function ¢ — (s,t) =
L) (5)@'(s) = Liq,6)(t)¢'(s) belongs to y(L?(a,b; H), E) with norm

1
1.0y ()0 () (22 (@it ) = [ a,s)ll2l10 ()|, ) = (5 = @) (|6 (5) 1511, ) -
It follows that the y(L?(a,b; H), E)-valued function s ~ 1(s,-) is Bochner in-

tegrable. Identifying the operator ¢(b) € ~(H,FE) with the constant function
Liapo(b) € v(L*(a,b; H), E), we find that ¢ € v(L?*(a,b; H), E) and

b
1
l&lly(L2(a,b5m), ) < (b= a)2[|0(b)ll(m, ) +/ 19 (s, M2 (ab;m),B) ds

b
= (b—a)(|¢(5) |l (ar.m) + / (s — )2 )| ¢'(8) |l (s, ) ds.
[

The next result is due to CHEVET [18]; see also CARMONA [16]. We state it
without proof; a fuller discussion would require a discussion of injective tensor
norms (see DIESTEL and UHL [31] for an introduction to this topic).

Proposition 13.10. For all Ty € v(H1, E1) and Ty € v(Hs, Ey) we have
Ty @ Ty € y(H1®Ho, B1®: E»),

where HRH' denotes the Hilbert space completion of H® H' and E1®.E» denotes
the injective tensor product of E1 and Fs.

In view of the identity C[0,1]®.F = C([0, 1]; E), the interest of this example lies
in the special case where one of the operators is the indefinite integral from L?(0,1)
to C[0,1] (see Proposition 13.17).

The final result of this subsection is a Gaussian version of the Fubini theo-
rem. For its statement we need to introduce another Banach space property. Let
(vh)m>1 and (7, )n>1 be Gaussian sequences on probability spaces (', %', P') and
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(', ", P"), and let (Ymn)mn>1 be a doubly indexed Gaussian sequence on a
probability space (2, .7, P).

It is easy to check that (7,7 )m.n>1 is not a Gaussian sequence. The following
definition singles out a class of Banach spaces in which it is possible to compare
double Gaussian sums with single Gaussian sums.

Definition 13.11. A Banach space E is said to have property () if there exists a
constant 0 < C' < oo such that for all finite sequences (Zyn)1<m<M, 1<n<nN in E
we have

1 M N M N )
EEH Z Z'Ymn-rmn Z Z,yﬂlfyﬂ'rm" < CQEH Z Z'Ymnxmn
m=1n=1 m=1n=1

In an equivalent formulation, this property was introduced by PISIER [99]. The
least possible constant C' is called the property («) constant of E, notation a(E).
Let 1 < p < oo. From

Z Z 7m7nymn
Z Z ’Vm’ynymn

E/EN

1

]E E//

< (E B

Z Z ST
G

m=1n=1

yy

= Kj,|E” Z Zwm%ymn
m=1n=1 Lr(Q)

< K’Y E// ,Ym,Ynymn

Pl 2_:1 2_:1 Lp(QV3E)

’y 2 1"
K E Z_lnzl’ym’ynymn LB
K’Y 2E E// Z Z vmvnymn
m=1n=1

and another application of the Kahane-Khintchine inequalities (in order to prove

similar estimates for the sums 2%21 25:1 YmnZTmn), We see that the moments of
order 2 in the Definition 13.11 may be replaced by moments of any order p. The
resulting constants will be denoted by «,(E). Thus, a(E) = as(E).

Ezample 13.12. Every Hilbert space H has property («), with constant a(H) = 1.
This is clear by writing out the square norms as inner products.

Ezample 13.13. Let (A, o/, ) be a o measure space and let 1 < p < co. The space
LP(A) has property («), and more generally if E has property («) then LP(A; E)
has property (), with constant

ap(LP(A; B)) = op(E).
Indeed, for fp,, € LP(A;E), m=1,...,M,n=1,..., N, we have

Do) RV Y o) R mVANE P

m=1n=1
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M N »
S it ©)| dul©)

m=1n=1
M N
ron
§ § Vi Vo
m=1n=1

The other bound is proved in the same way. This gives a,(LP(4; E)) < oy, (E); the
opposite inequality is trivial.

< ab(E) /A E'E"

P
= ol(E)E'E"

The next result is due to KALTON and WEIS [63]. For further results and refine-
ments see VAN NEERVEN and WEIS [92].

Proposition 13.14 (y-Fubini theorem). Let E have property (o). Then the map-
ping h® (W ® ) — (h® h') ® x extends uniquely to an isomorphism of Banach
spaces

V(H,y(H',E)) = y(HOH', E).

Proof. For elements in the algebraic tensor products, the equivalence of norms is
merely a restatement of the definition of property («). The general result follows
from it by approximation. |

Entropy numbers. Following PIETSCH [97, Chapter 12], the entropy numbers
en(T) of a bounded operator T' € Z(E, F) are defined as the infimum of all € > 0
such that there are x1,...,x9,_1 € T(Bg) such that

2n71

T(Bg) € |J (z; +Brp).
j=1

Here B and Bp denote the closed unit balls of E and F. Note that T" is compact
if and only if lim,, o €,(T) = 0. Thus the entropy numbers e, (T) measure the
degree of compactness of an operator T.

The following result is due to KUHN [66]. Parts (1) and (2) of can be viewed as a
reformulation, in operator theoretical language, of a classical result due to Dudley
[33] and the Gaussian minoration principle due to SUDAKOV [113], respectively.

Theorem 13.15. Let T € £ (H, E) be a bounded operator.

(1) IF 00 n~7e,(T*) < oo, then T € v(H, E);
(2) If T € v(H, E), then sup,,>, nze,(T*) < co.

If fact one has the following quantitative version of part (2): there exists an
absolute constant C' such that for all Hilbert spaces H, Banach spaces F, and
operators T' € y(H, E) one has

1
sup n?en(T7) < C||T |y (m,5)-
n>1
In combination with a result of TOMCZAK-JAEGERMANN [115] to the effect that
for any compact operator T' € £ (¢, E) one has

1
ﬁen(T*) < en(T) < 32, (T7),
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this yields (recalling that 7-radonifying operators are supported on a separable
closed subspace, see (3.1)) the inequality

1
sup n2en(T) < C||T||y(a,5)
n>1

for some absolute constant C. See CoBoOs and KUHN [25] and KUHN and SCHON-
BECK [67], where these results are applied to obtain estimates for the entropy
numbers of certain diagonal operators between Banach sequence spaces.
KUHN [66] also showed that Theorem 13.15 can be improved for Banach spaces

with (co)type 2:
Theorem 13.16. Let T € .Z(H, E) be a bounded operator.

(1) If E has type 2 and (Yoo, (en(T*))? )2 < o0, then T € v(H, E);

(2) If E has cotype 2 and T € v(H, E), then (3, 1(en(T*))2)% < 00.

It appears to be an open problem whether these properties characterise spaces
with type 2 (cotype 2) and whether they can be extended to spaces of type p (cotype

Q)

The indefinite integral. The final example is a reformulation of WIENER’s
classical result on the existence of the existence of Brownian motions. The proof
presented here is due to CIESIELSKI [20].

Proposition 13.17 (Indefinite integration). The operator I : L?*(0,1) — C]0,1]
defined by

) =/ f(s)ds, feL*0,1), telo,1],
0
is y-radonifying.

The proof is based on the following simple lemma (which is related to the esti-
mates in Example 4.4).

Lemma 13.18. For any Gaussian sequence (Vn)n>1,

e
lim su
N—><>opnZ v/2log(n+1)
Proof. For allt > 1

142
,it

2 1 2 e 1,2 2
P >t :7/ e 2% dug—/ ue 2% du = e
{Inl } NGT 21 t2r

Fix a > 1 arbitrarily. For all n > 1 we have 2alog(n + 1) > 1 and therefore

P{|vn| = V2alog(n+1)} < 2/7 (n+1)"°

The Borel-Cantelli lemma now implies that almost surely |v,| = /2alog(n + 1)
for at most finitely many n > 1. (I

Let (xn)n>1 be the L?normalised Haar functions on (0, 1), which are defined
by h1 = 1 and ¢,, := x?* for n > 1, where n = 2/ + k with j = 0,1,... and
E=0,...,27 —1, and

YF = 97/29

(g gy

-

Note that the functions x7* are supported on the interval [£= ZJ ) 55
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Proof of Proposition 13.17. 1t suffices to prove that the sum

2]
SN D), telo ],

§>0 k=1

converges uniformly on [0, 1] almost surely.
Fixing j > 0, for all t € [0,1] we have Ix7*(¢) = 0 for all but at most one
ke {1,...,27}, and for this k we have

0< IyF(t) <279/271 teo1).

Using this, for all jo > 0 we obtain the following estimate, uniformly in ¢ € [0, 1]:

27 o
SO S @I (1) < Cw) 3 S Vioa @+ Bk (1)

j>jo k=1 j>do k=1
oo 27 [eS)
SCW) Y Y Vi+ M) =Cw) > 2772 /j+1,
Jj=jo k=1 J=Jjo
where

C(w) :=sup 7|%L(w>|
n>1 y/log(n+ 1)

is finite almost surely by Lemma 13.18. This proves the result. ]

It is straightforward to show that @) := I o I'* is given by

(Qu)(t) = / sAtdu(s),  pe M1,

Here M[0,1] = (C[0,1])* is the space of all bounded Borel measures p on [0, 1].
The unique Gaussian measure on C[0, 1] with covariance operator @ is called the
Wiener measure.

Refining the proof of Proposition 13.17, one can prove that the indefinite integral
is y-radonifying from L2?(0,1) into the Hélder space C[0,1] for 0 < o < 1; this
reflects the fact that the paths of a Brownian motion are C'“-continuous for all
0<a< % Alternatively, this can be deduced from the Sobolev embedding theorem
combined with fact that the indefinite integral is v-radonifying from L2(0,1) into
the Sobolev space H*P(0,1) for all 2 < p < oo and « € (%, 1); see BRZEZNIAK [12].

Concerning the critical exponent o = %, it is known that the paths of a Brownian

1
motion B belong to the Besov space Bg(0,1) for all 1 < p < oo and there is a
strictly positive constant C' > 0 such that

. >cl=1.
(13.1) IP’{||BHB§OO(OJ) c} 1

see CIESIELSKI [21, 22|, CIESIELSKI, KERKYACHARIAN, ROYNETTE [23], ROY-

NETTE [105], HYTONEN and VERAAR [52] for a discussion of this result and further

refinements. As a consequence of this inequality one obtains the somewhat sur-

prising fact that the indefinite integral fails to be y-radonifying from L2(0,1) into
1

B2 (0,1); the point is that (13.1) prevents B from being a strongly measurable
(i.e. Radon) Gaussian random variable. A similar phenomenon in ¢*° had been
discovered previously by FREMLIN and TALAGRAND [39].



v-RADONIFYING OPERATORS - A SURVEY 61

An application to stochastic Cauchy problems In this section we shall briefly
sketch how the theory of «-radonifying operators enters naturally in the study of
stochastic abstract Cauchy problems driven by an isonormal process. For unex-
plained terminology we refer to ENGEL and NAGEL [35] and PAzy [96] (for the
theory of semigroups of operators) and VAN NEERVEN and WEIS [90] (for a discus-
sion of stochastic Cauchy problems).

Suppose A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous semigroup
S = (5(t))t>0 of bounded linear operators on a Banach space E, let Wy be an
L?(R4; H)-isonormal process, and let B € Z(H, E) be a bounded linear operator.
Building on previous work of DA PRATO andZABCZYK [27] and VAN NEERVEN and
BRZEZNIAK [14], it has been shown in VAN NEERVEN and WEIS [90] that the linear
stochastic Cauchy problem

dU(t) = AU(t) dt + BdWy(t), t >0,
U(O) = Uy,

admits a unique weak solution U if and only if for some (and then for all) T > 0
the bounded operator Ry : L?(0,T; H) — E given by

Rof = /OT S(HBF() dt

is v-radonifying from L2(0,T; H) to E. Here we give two sufficient condition for
this to happen.

Proposition 13.19. Fach of the following two conditions imply that Rr is ~y-
radonifying:

(1) E has type 2 and B € v(H, E);

(2) S is analytic and B € v(H, E).

Proof. (1): By the strong continuity and Corollary 6.4 the v(H, E)-valued function
t — S(t)B is continuous on [0, T]. In particular it belongs to L?(0, T;~(H, E)) and
therefore, by Theorem 11.6, the induced operator Ry belongs to v(L2(0,T; H), E)).

(2): By the analyticity of S the y(H, F)-valued function ¢ +— S(¢)B is continu-
ously differentiable on (0,7) and

T T
/0 t2(|S" () Bl 1,y dt < Cr / 72| Bllya,p) dt < 2077 (| Bllos1, ).

where we used the analyticity of S to estimate ||S'(¢)|| = ||AS(t)|] < Crt~* for
€ (0,T). Now Proposition 13.9 implies that Ry belongs to v(L?(0,T; H), E)). O
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