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ON NORLUND SUMMATION AND ERGODIC THEORY, WITH
APPLICATIONS TO POWER SERIES OF HILBERT CONTRACTIONS.

CHRISTOPHE CUNY AND MICHEL WEBER

ABSTRACT. We show that if a = (an)nen is a good weight for the dominated weighted ergodic
theorem in LP, p > 1, then the Norlund matrix Na = {ai—;/Ai}o<j<i, Ai = 22:0 lag| is
bounded on ¢P(N). We study the regularity (convergence in norm, almost everywhere) of op-
erators in ergodic theory: power series of Hilbert contractions, and power series ZnEN an Pp f
of L?-contractions, and establish similar tight relations with the Nérlund operator associated
to the modulus coefficient sequence (|an|)nen-

1. Introduction

Let a := (an)nen be a sequence of complex or real numbers (we take the convention N =
{0,1,2,...}. We associate with a an infinite matrix Na = (ai;): jen, called a Norlund matrix,

in the following way. For every i > 0, set A; := ZZ:O |ax|. We then define

(1)

Qij 1= ai,j/Al- if 0 S]S 7 and Al > O,
ai; =0 if j >ior A; =0.

Some authors consider instead A; = ZZ:O ag, assuming then that it does not vanish.

Then N, induces naturally a (possibly unbounded) operator on ¢’(N) for any p > 1. The
matter of deciding whether this operator is bounded on some (or any) ¢P(N) is far from being
solved. As noted by Bennett [4], it seems, so far, that the best general known condition guaran-
teeing that N, is bounded on any ¢?(N), p > 1, is that a,, = O(A, /n), see for instance Borwein
and Cass [6]. That condition is realized when, for instance (a,)nen is a non-increasing sequence
of positive numbers.

Let coo := {(tn)neny € CN : Ing € N/u, =0, ¥n > ng}. Recall that the boundedness of N,
on /P, p > 1, means that there exists C}, > 0 such that, for any sequence (u,)nen € coo,

(2) > |% > aijulP < CEYfual?

i>0 "' j=0 i>0
Equivalently, we have the dual formulation: for any sequence (vp,)nen € coo, ¢ = p/(p — 1),

(3) ST aiui/AilT < CEY oyl

J>0 i>j >0
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The latter is easily seen to be also equivalent to: for any sequence (vp)nen € oo,

(4) ST Jaiuilt =1 a7 < CEY A7

Jj20 izj j=20 20 j>0
Moreover, it follows from (B]) that
|ai|”
(5) Z AP <y,
i>0

where a;/A; has to be interpreted as 0 when A4; = 0.

We show that Norlund matrices are connected with two different topics from ergodic theory.
We establish tight relations between regularity (convergence in norm, almost everywhere) of op-
erators in ergodic theory (power series of Hilbert contractions, power series of L2-contractions,
dominated weighted ergodic theorems, and naturally associated Norlund matrices. We ob-
tain conditions ensuring norm convergence of power series of Hilbert contractions, and also
almost everywhere convergence of power series ) _yanPpf of L?-contractions. These con-
ditions are expressed in terms of the Norlund operator associated to the modulus coefficient
sequence (|an|)nen-

2. Norlund matrices and dominated weighted ergodic theorems

We first observe a connection between Norlund matrices and dominated weighted ergodic
theorems.

We say that a sequence (an)nen, of complex numbers, is good for the dominated weighted
ergodic theorem in LP, p > 1, if there exists C' > 0 such that for every dynamical system
(X,X,v,7), writing A, := >_;'_, |ax|, we have

(6) HSHP IzakaTkl ey < Cllfllerey V€ LP(v).

Here again we take the convention that --| /' arf o 7% = 0 if A, = 0.
The next lemma is well-known, it is in the spirit of the so-called Conze principle, see for
instance [29, Th.5.4.3]. It states a converse of Calderon’s transference principle.

Lemma 1. Let (an)nen be good for the dominated weighted ergodic theorem in LP, p > 1. Then,
with the best constant C' > 0 appearing in ([O), we have for every (vy)nez € (P(Z),

(7) Z(sup A—|ZaJvZ+J ) SCPZ|vj|p.

iez, " "20 i€z
Proof. Let (vp)nez € ¢P(Z). Let N > M > 1 be integers (one has in mind that N > M).
Take X = {-N,—-N+1,...,N—1,N}, v := Tlﬂ Zivsz 0 and 7 the transformation given
by 8(k) =k+1if k # N and §(N) = —N. Define f on X, by f(k) = vy for every k € X. By
[©)), we have

1 N+1-M 1 n
i < — kP
T, (s, 'ZWM') s 1 2 and 071,
N
cr
(8) <Oy = NI D luil

i=—N
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Multiplying (8) by 2N + 1, letting first N — 400 and then M — +o0, we derive (). O
Remark. Our proof is based on the use of the dominated weighted ergodic theorem on periodic
systems (the rotations on Z/(2N + 1)Z). To give a proof based on the dominated weighted
ergodic theorem on a single (but ergodic and non-atomic) dynamical system, one could use
Rohlin’s lemma (see for instance Weber [29] p.270] for a statement of the lemma).

We deduce the following.

Proposition 2. Let a = (an)nen be a good weight for the dominated weighted ergodic theorem
in LP, p > 1. Then, the Norlund matriz N, is bounded on ¢P(N). Moreover, for every non-
increasing sequence of nonnegative numbers (bp)nen, writing ¢ := (anbn)nen, Ne is bounded on

r(N).

Remark. It is unclear whether ” N, bounded on ¢P” implies ” N, bounded on ¢P”| in general.
Proof. Let (up)nen € ¢P(N). Define (vy,) € P(Z) as follows. v, := u_y if n <0 and v, := 0 if
n > 0. Using () and for every i > 1 the trivial estimate

1, < 1,
— | < — Ui
Ail E_O ajv_iyj| < igpo Anl E_O a;v_itil,
J= J=
we infer that

1 < p
S (T aominil) <Ol = €Y Juil.
i>0 v j=0 i€Z i>0
Using that v_;1; = u;—; when j <4, we derive that N, is bounded on ¢P.

To prove the last assertion, one just has to notice that, using Abel summation, (¢, )nen is a
good weight for the dominated weighted ergodic theorem. 0.

Of course, as one can see from the above proof, the fact that a = (a,)nen be a good weight
for the dominated weighted ergodic theorem in L? is a much stronger statement than the fact
that N, be bounded on ¢?(N). Hence, Proposition 2] should not be seen as a method to prove
boundedness of some Norlund matrices, but as a source of examples of Norlund matrices, since
there are many examples of sequences that are known to be good for the dominated weighted er-
godic theorem. We provide some of them below. One may also consult the survey by Bellow and
Losert [3] for dominated weighted ergodic theorems with bounded weights. More arithmetical
sequences may be found in Cuny and Weber [17].

Examples. The following sequences (a,)nen are good for the dominated weighted ergodic
theorem in LP| for every p > 1:

(i) (Bourgain and Wierdl, [7], [30]) Let P be the set of prime numbers and take a,, := op(n),
for every n € N.

(79) (Bourgain, [9]) Let S be the set of squares and take a,, := ds(n), for every n € N.

(737) (Cuny and Weber, [I7]) Take ag = 0 and for every n € N take a,, = d,, the number of
divisors of n.

We now give an example which does not work on every LP, p > 1. Let (X, 3, u,0) be an
ergodic dynamical system. Let g € L(u), for some 1 < ¢ < 0.

(iv) (Bourgain, Demeter, Lacey, Tao and Thiele, [8], [21] and [19]) There exists X € ¥ with
w(X) = 1 such that for every z € X, (an)nen := (g 0 0"(z))nen is good for the dominated
weighted ergodic theorem in L? for every p > 1 such that 1/p+1/¢q < 3/2.
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Let us notice that none of the above examples satisfies the previously mentionned criterium:
Sup, ey n|an|/An < 00. The fact that the Norlund matrix associated with the sequence (an)nen
in example (4i) is bounded has been proved by Borwein [5].

3. Norm convergence of power series of Hilbert contractions

Let P be a contraction of a (real or complex) Hilbert space H. Given a sequence of complex
numbers (ap)nen and f € H, we are interested in finding conditions involving (||P" f||%)nen

sufficient for the norm convergence of )\ an,P"f.

An obvious condition is the following

(9) S lanlllP" flla < oo.

neN

Sufficient conditions involving (|| f + ...+ P f|#)nen have been obtained when P is unitary
(i.e. P* = P~1) or, more generally, normal (i.e. PP* = P*P), if moreover (a,)nen is regular
(at least nonnegative and nonincreasing). Let us mention the papers [23] and [13], see also [14]
for some LP versions.

Recall that, see for instance Nagy and Foias [25] (see also Shéffer [?] for an explicit matrix
construction), P admits a unitary dilation, that is, there exist another Hilbert space I, with
H C K, and a unitary operator U on K such that EU™ = P" for every n > 1, where F is the
orthogonal projection onto H.

We start with some simple lemmas. The first one appears in Cuny and Lin [16], but we recall
the short proof.

Lemma 3. For every n € N and every { > 1, the spaces (U~ "P" — U~ ""1P"* )Y and
U—"=tP"9 are orthogonal (in K).

Proof. Let f,g € H. Let n € Nand £ > 1. We have
<(U7npn _ vanflanrl)f7 Ufnflpn+fg>lc _ <UEP"f, PnJrlg>’C _ <U671Pn+1f, ‘PnJrEg>’C
_ <Pn+ff, ‘PnJrEg>’C _ <Pn+£f, ‘PnJrEg>’C —0.
([

Lemma 4. Let f € H be such that |P"f|ly — 0 as m — +oco. Then, for every n > 1,
P fl13, = |P*fllE = Yps, lUFPHf — U1 P2 In particular, for any positive and
non-decreasing sequence (by)n>0, the following are equivalent (setting b_; = 0).

(Z) EnEN(b" - bnfl)”Pan?H < 005
(i) Ppen bu|UTP™f = U TP f|IR < o0

Remarks. Notice that by Kronecker’s lemma, if (i) holds || P" f||3; > 1_o (bk+1—bk) = | P f|3,(bns1—
bp) — 0 as n — 4oo. In particular, since (b, )nen is non decreasing, |P™f|l% — 0. Item (i) is
satisfied if 3, byn+1 || P2 f|13, < oo.

Proof. Since ||P"f|| — 0, for every n € N, we have, (with convergence in K)

(10) Pnf — Z(UkanJrkf _ Ufkflpn+k+1f) )
k>0
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By the above lemma the terms of that series lie in orthogonal spaces. Hence,
1P fll = Y[ UTFPrHef — U Rt PR
k>0
=D IUTFPA U PRY R
k>n
where we used that U is unitary (and a change of variable) for the last identity. Then, the
equivalence of (i) and (i¢) follows by Fubini. O

Given a sequence of complex numbers (a;,)nen, consider the following conditions

(11) D lanl (D laxl) 1P f15, < oo,
k=0

neN

(12) ST Jal) U Pf — U P R < o0

neN k=0

By Lemma (@), when ||P"f|y — 0, (II) and (IZ) are equivalent. Assume that (@) holds.
Then, since (||[P™f||#)nen is nonincreasing, sup,cy ||[P™f|| Y p_olax] < oo and () holds.
Hence, () is always weaker than (@I).

Proposition 5. Let (an)nen € CV be such that Nya be bounded on ¢(N) where |a| = (an)nen-
Let f € H be such that either of conditions [Il) or (I2) hold. Then, the series Y. _yanP™f
converges in H.

neN

Proof. Since N, is bounded on ¢*(N), then by (@) (with p = 2)

2
a"’l
neN "~
Let ¢ > p > 1 be integers and write V, ,f = EZZP apP*f. For every n € N, let u, =
|{UPrf—U-""1P"!f|c and v, := Apu,, where A,, = > oh_o lak|. Finally, let v := (vn)nen.
By Lemma [ and using that U is unitary, we have

d 2
(149 WV IF = YN0 P Voo f = U P f1E < 3 (D lanlunie) -

neN neN  k=p

By Cauchy’s criteria one has to prove that ||V, of|lx — 0 as p,¢ — +oo. Using the Lebesgue
dominated theorem for the counting measure on N; it suffices to prove that

q
(15) > Jakltn ik ot 0
k=p
and that
2
(16) S (X lanluni)
neN k>0

The convergence ([I3)) follows from Cauchy-Schwarz combined with the assumed condition (I2)

and (I3).
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FTo prove (I0), it suffices to notice that

2 2
> (Dlarlunss) <D0 (3 law-nlu) = 1N vl
neN k>0 neN  k>n
<IN P VI = N1 D Adur
neN

O

The proposition has been proved in [I6] in the case where a,, = n~'/2. An important case
corresponds to the situation where a, = 1 for every n € N. Then, the proposition gives a
sufficient condition (namely >, . n||P™f||3, < oo) for f to be a coboundary (i.e. f = (I —P)g
for some g € H). This sufficient condition has been obtained independently by Volny [28] in the
special case where P is a Markov operator on L?(m). His proof (which does not appeal to the
notion of Norlund matrices) is essentially the same, since the shift on the space of trajectories
of the associated Markov chain plays the role of the unitary dilation.

Proposition 6. Let (a,)nen € CV. Assume that for every contraction P on a Hilbert space H
the following property holds : 7If () holds for some f € H then ), yanP"f converges in
H”. Then, N, is bounded on £2.

Proof. Let P be a contraction on a Hilbert space H satisfying the above property. Let £ := {f €
H oY enlan] (o lakl) [P FII3, < co. Then, £ is a Hilbert space and we define an operator
T on L, by setting T'f = > .y a,P" f for every f € L. Then, by the Banach-Steinhaus, theorem
T is continuous. Hence, there exists C'= Cy p, such that || > _yanP" fll% < O, cn(bny1 —
ba)[| P f1I3)1/? < o0.

Let us prove the proposition. We give a probabilistic proof. Let (Q, F,P) be the probability
space given by Q = {—1,1}%, F the product o-algebra and P = pu®% with u(0) = u(1) = 1/2.
Let 6 be the shift on Q and (e, )n,cz be the coordinate process. In particular, e,41 = &, 06 and
(en)nez is iid.

Denote Fy := o{g;,i < 0}. Set H := L*(Q, Fo,P) and K := L*(Q2, F,P) and define two opera-
tors U and P on K and H respectively by U f = fof for every f € K and Pf = E(fo8|F) for ev-
ery f € H (then P is a Markov operator). Clearly, U is a unitary dilation of P. Let (u;)ien € oo
and define f := Y, u;&; € H. Assume moreover that Y, . |an| (X 5_g lar|))||[P" f||3, < oo, or
equivalently (by Lemmal), >, o (X, |ak|)2||U’”P"f—U*"’1P”+1fH%. Notice that P" f =
> ien Witne—i and that |[U-"P"f — U~ tP*Hf|I3 = w2, Moreover, || Y., .yanP"fl|3, =

n:

Sien | X onen ntival®. Hence, Yo I3 cn antisnl® < C* X, cnbnlual?, ie. @) holds with
q = 2, and the proof is complete. ([

We shall now prove that Proposition Bl cannot be improved.
Definition 1. We say that a contraction P on H is Ritt if sup,cyn||P" — P"| < cc.

Proposition 7. Let P be a contraction on H. For every 0 < a < 1, consider the following
properties.

(i) The series ), n(n+1)"*P" f converges in H ;
(i) Ppen(n+ D72 P fIF < oo .
Then, (it) = (). If moreover P is Ritt then (i) = (ii).
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Remark. By [I1], when P is a positive operator on L?(m) then (i) of the proposition implies
that the series ) _y(n+41)"*P" f converges m-almost everywhere and the associated maximal
function is in L?. The fact that (i) = (i4) has been proved by Cohen, Cuny and Lin [10] using
results from Arhancet and Le Merdy [2]) when o € (0,1) and P is a positive Ritt contraction
of some L?(m) (there are also analogous results in L? in [10]).

Proof. The fact that (ii) = (i) is a direct application of Proposition Bl Assume that P is a
Ritt operator and that »_ % converges in H.
We start with the case 0 < aw < 1. By Proposition 4.6 of Cohen, Cuny and Lin [II] (see also

their example (v) page 8), we have

E:HPf+-~+Jﬂ”ﬂﬁ

220m

< 00,
n>0

Then, using (3) of Cohen, Cuny and Lin [10] combined with Lemma [I3] below, we infer that
350 237297 | P2” f|12, < oo, which finishes the proof, in that case.

Assume now that o = 0. Let g := > _ P"f. Then, f = (I — P)g. Hence, by Theorem 8.1
of Le Merdy [24],

neN

donllPflIE =Y nl P = P)glF < llgln.

neN neN
which is the desired result. O

4. Almost everywhere convergence of power series of L2-contractions

Once norm convergence has been proven, one may wonder, in the case where H = L?(m),
whether almost everywhere convergence holds. As mentionned in the remark following Propo-
sition [7, for "regular” sequences, if P is a positive contraction of L?(m) then norm convergence
implies almost everywhere convergence. However, as we shall see below (see Proposition [I0),
there is no such result for contractions that are not positive. Let us mention that the almost
everywhere convergence of power series (for regular (a,)nen) for unitary or normal operators on
L?(m) has been proven under conditions involving (||f + ...+ P"f|2)nen in [23] and [13], see
also [15] for LP-versions.

Theorem 8. Let (an)nen € CV be such that Nia be bounded on (*(N) where |a| = (|an|)nen.
Let Ay, := "} _, lax|. Let P be a contraction on L*(m). Let f € L*(m) such that

(17) Z(log(” +1))2 A5, 0 |P? fll72(my < 00
n>1

Then, the series an, P™f converges m-almost everywhere and

N
sup ‘ Z anP" f

S o]

neN

€ L*(m).

Remark. A sufficient condition for () is the following

Azn n
(18) Z(loglog(n + 3))271—_;1_1”]3 f||2L2(m) < 00.

n>1
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Proof. Let N € N. We have

N+l
Z an PRI < N ak| [PFF.
el | 2 P Y el P4
Hence,
n
Z I 2N<nn<1£211)v(+1_1| Z anP" f] H%2(m) < Z ASN“HPQNf”QN(m) < 00.
NeN - k=2N NeN

N
In particular, it suffices to prove that (Zn —0@nP" f)N>0 converges and that sup | Zn ganP"f| €
L3(m).

By (I4), for every g > p, we have

29—1 29-1
(19) 1Y anP gy < S0 (3 lawhunsr)
n=2p neN  k=2p

2
Set d(p,q) = ZneN( iq:;,l) |ak|un+k) and notice that d is super-additive in the following

sense: for every m > 1 > k, d(k,l) + d(I,m) < d(k,m). By Proposition 2.2 of Cohen and Lin
[12], there exists C' > 0, such that for every n > 0,

k < 2 n ogn+l -
I max S anPH ] Za < Cln 4 1%d(2", 27— 1)
== k=22"
Assume that
(20) > (n+1)%d(2", 2" — 1) < 0o
n>0

Then, using ([[9) and Cauchy-Schwarz we see that

g2ntl
n on+l1
Sy e Fllezem)” SZWZ (n+1)%d(2", 2"+ 1),
neN  k=22" neN neN
This finishes the proof, provided that we can show (20).
But, 20) reads
22t )
SN+ 12(Y Jarlunik) < oo
neN £>0 k—02¢
Using that || - [le2 < || - |ler, we infer that
22«#171
2 2
SIS awlunsr) <D0 (D (logloglh +3))|axluntk)
neN £>0 k02t neN k>0

< Z (Z loglog(n + k + 3))2|ak|un+k)2

neN k>0
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Then, proceeding as in the (end of the) proof of Proposition [l we see that ([20) holds provided
that

> (loglog(n +3))*A%u’ < oo,

neN
which follows from (7)) using that (A,,),en is non-decreasing and that 227:2:1 ui < HPTfH%z(m).
(]

Corollary 9. Let (X,X, u,6) be an ergodic dynamical system. Let g € LP(u) for some p > 1.
There exists X € ¥ with u(X) = 1 such that for every x € X, setting (an)nen := (g0 0™(z))nen
the following holds: for every 0 < o < 1, every contraction P on L*(m) and every f € L?(m)
such that

3" (g log(n +3)(n + 1) P[] < oo,

neN

anP"f
neN (n+1)«

the sequence Y converges m-almost everywhere and the associated mazximal function

if in L*(m).

Proof. Let (X,X,,0) and let g € LP(u). Let X be the set appearing in the example (iv).
Modifying X if necessary we may assume that A, = |ag| + ...+ |a,| < K(z)n, for some finite
K(z) > 0. Then, for every z € X, (g0 0"(x))nen is good for the dominated weighted ergodic
theorem. Applying Proposition2] we see that, with ¢ = (¢p)nen := ((n+1)7*f 00™(2))nen, Ne
is bounded on (2. Set C,, := >"}'_, |ck| (we see C,, as a function on X ). By Theorem [§ (see the
remark after the theorem), we are back to prove that Y -, (loglog(n + 1))2C%,||P"f||3 < oc.
But this follows our assumption (and an Abel summation) since A,, < K (x)n. O

We shall now prove that Corollary [ (and hence Theorem [)) is sharp.

Proposition 10. Let 0 < a < 1. There exists an operator P on some L*(m) and f € L?(m)
such that, for every e > 0, > \(loglog(n + 3))*7¢(n + 1)!2*||P"f||3 < oo and the series
Y men(n+1)"*P"(f) diverges m-almost everywhere.

Remarks. The proof is related to some arguments of Gaposhkin [22] and makes use of a
counterexample by Tandori in the theory of orthogonal series. The construction of the operator
P is related to the construction of the operator used in the proof of Proposition[6l Actually, the
operator P used in the proof is a one-sided shift, hence is a co-isometry which prevent it from
being Ritt. This raises the question whether it is possible to find a Ritt contraction satisfying
the conclusion of the Proposition.

Proof. Let (€,)nen be an orthormal system on some L2(m) that we shall specify later. We
define an operator P on Vect{e, : n € N} as follows. For every f = > Cnen let Pf =
> en Cnt16n. One may extend P to the whole L?(m) as one please.

1
(n+1)3/2-« \/log(n+2) log log(n+3)3/2

neN

For every n € N, let ¢, := and define f as above.

We have
2N 2N
S tn+1)TP =3 (4 1) ckinen
n=0 n=0k>0
We first prove that
2N
(21) Z Z (n+ 1) “pgner :=vn —> 0 m-a.e.

N—o00
n=0k>2N 41
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We have
2N
bon= X (Do) o0 3 gL
lonllz2(my = n “Chtn)” < ¢ e < )
(m) a = v N(log(N +1))3
Hence, > yey ||UNH%2(m) < oo and (ZI)) holds.
Next, we prove that
2N
(22) Z Z (n4+1)"%kyner :=wny — 0 m-a.e.
k=0n>2N+41 N=eo
We have
2N c
2 —« 2 N —« 2
) = n+1 Chan ) < C2 n+1 ) < —-v---.
H N||L2(m) kgo(n>2ZN+l( ) k+ ) (n>2ZN+1( ) ) N(lOg(N—Fl))B

Hence, 3=y ey lwn|[Z2(,,) < 00 and ([22) holds.

Combining those first results, we see that we are back to finding (g, )nen such that (Eiio D nso(nt
1) %cptker) Nen diverges m-almost everywhere.
For every k > 1, define
o dx
/0 z%(x + k)3/2=2(log(x + k) (log log(z + k + 2))3)1/2
= kL2 / du .
o u*(u+1)32-(log(ku + k)(loglog(ku + k + 2))3)1/2

Hence, (\/Eak)kzl is non-increasing. Moreover, it is not hard to see that the series

Z (Z(n + 1)_acn+k - Oék)Ek

k>0 n>0

Qf =

converges m-almost everywhere.
Then, by a result of Tandori, see Theorem 2.9.1 page 143 of Alexits [I] (combined with Theo-

N
rem 2.7.3 page 120) there exists an orthonormal system (¢, )nen such that the (Zizo QnEn)NeN
diverges m-a.e., and the proof is complete.

5. Extensions, problems

Recall that an operator T on H is said to be similar to a contraction if there exists a continuous
invertible operator V from H onto H such that [|[VTV~!|| < 1, i.e. such that VTV~! be a
contraction.

Clearly, all the results from section 3] extend to operators that are similar to a contraction.
Now, when H = L?(m), it can be checked that all the results from section [ also hold for
operators that are similar to a contraction, even though the operator V' in the definition need
not be positive.

The most general class of operators on H to which one may hope to extend Proposition [
is the class of power bounded operators. Recall that an operator P on H is said to be power
bounded if sup,,cy ||P" f|| < co. However, we shall see that this extension is not possible, even
if we ask the operator to be Ritt.
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The next proposition is a reformulation of Proposition 8.2 of [24].

Proposition 11. There exists a Ritt power bounded operator T on some Hilbert space H such
that, taking o = 0, (i1) of Proposition [7 does not imply ().

Proof. Let T be the operator defined in Proposition 8.2 of Le Merdy [24]. Then, T is
power bounded and Ritt and has no fixed point. Assume that for every f € H, the condition
> nen T fl5, < oo implies that Y, T f converges in #. Then, arguing as in the proof of
Proposition 6 there exists C' > 0 such that || > . T"flln < C X, cnnllT™ f||7,, whenever the
right-hand side converges.

It follows from the proof of Proposition 8.2 of [24] that for every g € H, > yn|(I —
T)T"g||3, < oo. Hence, for every g € H, the series >, . T™(I — T)g converges in H, say to h.
Then, [|Al| < CY, cynll(I—T)T"g||3, and (I —T)h = (I —T)g. Since T has no fixed point, we
infer that g = h and [|g|| < CY, oy nll(I —T)Tg|3, for every g € H. But it is proved in [24]
that this cannot hold. 0

We now give an extension of Corollary [0 to the case where o = 1.

Proposition 12. Let P be a contraction on L?(m). Let f € L*(m) be such that

log(n+ 1), Hn pio
(23) 3 B D < oo
neN
Then, Y, cn % converges in L?(m). If moreover

1P f]13 < o0

Z log(n + 1) (logloglog(n + 9))2
neN n+l
then, 3, cn 1:—:{ converges m-almost everywhere and the associated mazimal function is in
L?(m).

Proof. The norm convergence follows easily from Proposition Bl We now give the main argu-
ment for the proof of the almost everywhere convergence. Then, the rest of the proof is similar
to that of Proposition[8 Assume ([23]). We have

ont+1l_y

[P f] ny p2
Y S g < C2MP s -
k:22n

It is not hard to see that (23) implies that 3 -, 22"||P22n H%z(m) < co. Hence it suffices to

prove the desired convergence of the series along the sequence (22n)n€N. (|

A natural question is the following : does there exist analogous results to, say, Proposition [
for contractions of L? spaces. For instance, by Cohen, Cuny and Lin [I0], if P is a positive Ritt
contraction of some L, 1 < p < 2 then the condition ), (n+1)'7P*||P" f||b < oo is sufficient
for the convergence in LP of ) _y(n+1)"*P" f (and the a.e. convergence holds as well). The
approach used in the present paper partially work for Markov operators. However, it does not
seem to allow one to extend the results of [10] to Markov operators. It would be interesting
either to prove that LP extensions are possible or to find an example where it cannot.
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APPENDIX A.
We made use of the following lemma which is related to Lemma 2.7 of Peligrad and Utev
[27].

Lemma 13. Let (V,)n>1 be a nonnegative subadditive sequence (i.e. Vpim < Vo + Vp, for
every m,m > 1) Then, for every qg > 1 and every p > 1, there exists C > 0 such that

maxi<i<n Vi
ZnZl nP < Czn>0 2"17 ‘

Proof. The proof basically follows the arguments to prove Lemma 4.1 of [27]. We start with
the following basic (dyadic) decomposition. For every r > 0, and every 2" < n < 2" — 1, we
have, by an easy induction,

Vn SVn—2T+‘/2T SZ‘/Q’C

k=0
Hence,
2+l
maxl<z<n maX1<z<n
Ly Y <25 Z
Z - (p— 1)7‘ Vva
n>1 r>0 n=2" r>0

When ¢ = 1 the result follows. Assume that ¢ > 1. Let 0 < ¢ < p — 1. Using Holder’s
inequality (with 1/q + 1/q’ =1) 1, we have

Z maxi<i<n V, < Z 2(p = Zstq 9) q/q 22 key/ ) < CZ ‘2/72?; .

n>1 >0 n>0
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