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ON DECOUPLING IN BANACH SPACES

SONJA COX AND STEFAN GEISS

ABSTRACT. We consider decoupling inequalities for random variables taking
values in a Banach space X. We restrict the class of distributions that appear
as conditional distributions while decoupling and show that each adapted pro-
cess can be approximated by a Haar type expansion in which only the same
conditional distributions appear. Moreover, we show that in our framework
a progressive enlargement of the underlying filtration does not effect the de-
coupling properties (e.g., the constants involved). As special case we deal
with one-sided moment inequalities when decoupling dyadic (i.e., Paley-Walsh)
martingales. We establish the decoupling constant in £32. As an example of an
application, we demonstrate that Burkholder-Davis-Gundy type inequalities
for stochastic integrals of X-valued processes can be obtained from decoupling
inequalities for X-valued dyadic martingales.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The UMD-property is crucial in harmonic and stochastic analysis in Banach spaces,
see e.g. [15, 16]. A Banach space X is said to satisfy the UMD-property if there
exists a constant c¢(;) > 1 such that for every martingale difference sequence (dn)N_,
with values in X one has that
N N

Zd <D Ondn <cy||Y ] dn (1)

n=tlle2@x)  lin=l £2(P;X) n=t L2 (px)
for all signs 6, € {—1,1}, i.e., one has Unconditional Martingale Differences.
Here we vary over all stochastic bases (2, F,P, (F,)N_,) and martingale difference
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sequences d, : Q — X € £2(X) with respect to (F,,)"_,. The transformations

N N
> dn Y 0ndy
n=1 n=1

are called UMD-transforms. There is an inherent property of these UMD-trans-
forms: Assume that {1,...,N} = Ungl Iy, where Iy, ..., I} are non-empty consec-
utive intervals, so that Dy := Zne 1, dn can be interpreted as a martingale difference
sequence as well, then any UMD-transform

L L
> Do) meDe
=1 =1

for m1,...,n € {—1,1} can be written as a UMD-transform of the finer sequence
(dn)N_,. Combining this observation with an approximation argument of Maurey
[26], where a martingale difference sequence is approximated by a blocked sequence
of Haar functions, one obtains: In order to verify the UMD-property of the Banach
space X, it is sufficient to consider X-valued Haar- or dyadic martingales (a mar-
tingale is dyadic if it is adapted to a dyadic filtration, dyadic martingales are also
known as Paley- Walsh martingales).

On the other hand, McConnell [27] proved that the UMD property is equivalent to
the existence of a constant c(y) such that

1 N N N
@ lin=1 Mezexy =1 lle2eix) n=1 llc2(px)

for all N € N and (F,))_;-martingale difference sequences (d,))_; and (e,)Y_,

such that £(d,|Fn_1) = L(en|Fn_1), i-e. (e,))_; and (d,,)Y_; are tangent.

Note that the first and the second inequality in (2) are of identical type. This is
no longer true if one imposes the additional condition that (e, )nen is the decoupled
tangent sequence of (d,)nen. In this case we refer to first inequality in (2) as
an upper decoupling inequality, and we refer to the second inequality as a lower
decoupling inequality. Analogously, the first and second inequality in (1) are of the
same type, and this is no longer the case if one replaces the (deterministic) (6, )nen
in (1) by a (random) Rademacher sequence (r,)nen: then one obtains the upper-
and lower randomized UMD inequalities studied in [10]. Examples of spaces that
satisfy upper decoupling inequalities but do not have the UMD property are L'
and the space of bounded o-additive measures (see e.g. [5, Examples 4.7 and 4.8]).
Moreover, quasi-Banach spaces fail to satisfy the UMD property, but may satisfy
decoupling inequalities, see [6, Section 5.1] and e.g. [5, Example 4.7].

The notions of tangent and decoupled sequences (see Definition 2.6 below) were
introduced by Kwapient and Woyczyriski in [22, 23], where also applications can be
found. The decoupled tangent sequence (e, )_; of a sequence (dy,)nen (adapted to
a filtration (F;,)nen) is unique in distribution and replaces parts of the dependence
structure of (d,)Y_; by a sequence of conditionally independent random variables.
Although the definition of decoupling might not be explicit, there are canonical
representations of a decoupled tangent sequence, see Kwapien and Woyczyriski [23]
and Montgomery-Smith [28].
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There are various applications for decoupling in the literature. The proofs of Burk-
holder [3] and Bourgain [1] of the equivalence of the UMD-property of a Banach
space X and the continuity of the X-valued Hilbert transform use decoupling ar-
guments. For certain applications only one-sided inequalities are needed. For ex-
ample, one-sided decoupling inequalities for martingales and the type- or cotype
property imply martingale type or martingale cotype, respectively, and therefore
by Pisier [31] an equivalent re-norming of the Banach space with a norm having a
certain modulus of continuity or convexity, respectively. A classical case of decou-
pling, studied on its own, concerns randomly stopped sums of independent random
variables, see for example the results of Klass [20, 21]. Another application for de-
coupling is stochastic integration. For example, to get sufficient conditions for the
existence of stochastic integrals, only the upper decoupling is needed. A starting
point for this was [23, Section 6] where the existence of decoupled tangent processes
for left quasi-continuous processes in the Skorohod space is studied. Finally, Kallen-
berg [19] proved the existence of decoupled tangent semi-martingales and two-sided
decoupling inequalities, and considered applications to multiple stochastic integrals.

Let us come back to the relation between (1) and (2). By the above reduction of the
UMD-property to Haar- or dyadic martingales the equivalence of (2) to the UMD-
property remains true if we require that (e,)"_; is a decoupled tangent sequence
of (d,)N_,. However, when attempting to pass from UMD-transforms to upper (or

lower) decoupling inequalities in (2) we encounter the following problems:

(P1) Blocking arguments do not work as expected: If in the above notation (e,,)N_;
is a decoupled tangent sequence of (d,)"_, and (E¢)l_, is a decoupled tangent
sequence of (Dg)k_,, then, in general, the distributions of Zf:[:l en and Zngl Er
do not coincide. In other words, the decoupling of (D)%, cannot be obtained by
the decoupling of (d,))_; by taking blocks.

(P2) As mentioned above, the consideration of Haar martingales in its natural
filtration are sufficient to decide whether a Banach space is a UMD-space. On the
other hand, it is unknown whether, for example, upper decoupling inequalities for
dyadic martingales in (2) imply upper decoupling for all martingales, see Section
9. Regarding the filtration it was, for example, not clear whether upper decoupling
inequalities for X-valued stochastic integrals with respect to a scalar Brownian
motion (W (t));>o in its natural filtration imply upper decoupling inequalities under
a progressive enlargement of the filtration such that (W (¢));>o remains a Brownian
motion in this filtration.

The aim of this article is to contribute to these problems as follows:

Section 3: Theorem 3.1 provides a factorization of a random variable along reg-
ular conditional probabilities. With this result we contribute to the results of
Montgomery-Smith [28] (see also Kallenberg [18, Lemma 3.22]). This result is the
key to approximate our adapted processes in terms of Haar-like series.

Section 4: The main result of Section 4 is Theorem 4.4 with the following corollary
(the definition of Pp.exs and A, (Q, F; X, Ppext) is discussed below):
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Theorem 1. Let XY, Z be Banach spaces, where X is separable, let S € L(X,Y)

and T € L(X,Z), and let p € (0,00). Assume ¥,V : [0,00) — [0,00), where A is
a non-empty indez-set, such that

sup (1+[¢))7P\(§) <00 and  sup (1+[¢])7"T(§) < oo,
£€(0,00) £€(0,00)

and such that the ¥, are lower semi-continuous and ¥ is upper semi-continuous.
Let P be a set of Borel probability measures on X such that [y ||z||Pp(dz) < co for
all i € P and such that 09 € P. Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) For every stochastic basis (Q,F,P,F) and finitely supported" (d,)>>, €
Ay (Q,F; X, Ppoext) it holds that
) , (3)
z

N N
> Sdy )gE@(ZTen
n=1 Y n=1

whenever (ep)nen s an F-decoupled tangent sequence of (dy)nen-
(2) For every sequence of independent random variables (0,)N_, C LP(P; X)
satisfying L(pn) € P, and every Ag € {0,Q}, A, € o(p1,.--,0n), n €

{1,..., N}, it holds that
) < EV < ) , (4)
y z

N N
ZlAnfl‘S’(pn Z 1An71T90:1
n=1 n=1
In Theorem 1 we use Definition 4.2, where we extend the set P to Pp.cxt 2 P with

sup EW <
AEA

sup EW¥
AEA

where (p!)N_, is an independent copy of (pn)N_.

Pt = {u €P,(X): Vj e NIK; € Nand 1, ..., tjx, € P
such that ;1 % - * pj K, g,u as j — o0
and (g1 % - * uij].)jeN is uniformly Lp—integrable}.

In Definition 4.1 A, (2, F; X, Ppext) is defined to be the set of F-adapted sequences
(dn)nen in LP(P; X) such that the regular versions k,_1 of P(d,, € - | F,—1) satisfy
Kn—1|w,] € P on a set of measure one. Theorem 1 remains valid if one exchanges
(dn)N_; with (e,)N_; in (3) and (¢,)2_; with (¢/,)N_; in (4), respectively.

In Theorem 1 (i) = (ii) is obvious, our contribution in (ii) = (i) is as follows:
We extend the class of random variables, the admissible tangent distributions, and
allow every progressive enlargement of the natural filtration of ¢ = (¢,)2_;. We
avoid the straight blocking argument as in the case of UMD-transform, but still
get a counterpart to the Haar martingales in (4). Regarding problem (P2) we
show that in (3) and (4) the same class of conditional distributions can be taken.
Regarding the enlargement of filtration we obtain the positive result as desired.
Common settings in Theorem 1 are the following:

1Only for only finitely many n one has d, # 0.
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A YA€) V() | supyen EX, ([[SF]ly) <EV (TG )
T =N R o TSFlere) < CTTGTarers)
card(A) = 1 | Tgespy > 0 | Crer P(ISFlly > 1) < CE|TCE

(0, 00) Mlesny | CPeP [SF||zro@y) < CEITG| cr(p.2)

Section 5: Theorem 5.1 provides a characterization of the measures P;f'gd(t where
PRad .= {16_¢ + 30 : £ € R}

Section 6: We study upper decoupling inequalities for dyadic martingales and equiv-
alent properties. More specifically, given p € (0,00) and a bounded and linear op-
erator T': X — Y between Banach spaces X and Y, where X is separable, we let
D,(T) := inf ¢, where the infimum is taken over all ¢ € [0, oo] such that

<c

N N
!
E Tl Up—_1 E TnUn—1
n=1 Lp(P;Y) n=1 Lr(P;X)

for all N > 2, for all vop € X and v, := hy(r1,...,r,) with h,: {-1,1}" —» X,

n € {l,...,N—1}, where (r,))_; is a Rademacher sequence (the r,, are independent
and take the values —1 and 1 with probability 1/2) and (/,)N_; is an independent

copy of (r,)_;. Using Theorem 1 we prove the following (see Theorem 6.6 below):

Theorem 2. For a separable Banach space X and p,q € (0,00) the following
assertions are equivalent:
(1) D,(Ix) < o0.
(2) There exists a ¢ € (0,00) such that for every stochastic basis (Q, F,P,F =
(Ft)tejo,00))s every F-Brownian motion W = (W (t))c(0,00) and every sim-
ple F-predictable X -valued process (H(t))ic[o,00) it holds that

‘ /0 " H(aw )

with the square function S(H)(w) := || f — fooo S H (t,w)dt||(£2((0,00);x) -

<c ”S(H)HLQ(IF’)
L3(P;X)

The relation between decoupling and stochastic integration has already been studied
in e.g. [5, 9, 36]. Our contribution is that we take dyadic decoupling as a starting
point and allow a progressive enlargement of the filtration in (1) = (2). Therefore,
our result is an extension of both [5] and [9]: in [5] assertion (2) was proved under
the (so far more restrictive) assumption that one has a general upper decoupling.
On the other hand, it seems that the argument provided by Garling [9] requires the
integrands to be adapted with respect to the filtration generated by the Brownian
motion they are integrated against.

Section 7: Here we discuss the behavior of the upper decoupling constant for dyadic
martingales in the space £% and prove the following result:

Theorem 3. For the diagonal operator

, &k
D icop —cg with D X)) i= | —
Vlog + ©0 0 VIog ((€k>k_1) ( 11 log(k:)

we have Dy (D\/@) < 00.
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Section 8: For the decoupling with respect to dyadic martingales as considered
in Sections 6 and 7 we show in Theorem 8.3 that it is also natural to allow an
upper decoupling with respect to a different distribution and that a Banach space
X allows for decoupling with respect to a distribution in some fixed chaos obtained
from PRad if and only if Dy(Ix) < co.

In Section 9 we compare the decoupling constants in our results to related decou-
pling constants and state some open problems. Appendix A contains the proof of
Theorem 4.4. For the reader’s convenience, Appendix B contains a classical ex-
trapolation result, Proposition B.1, which is provided in the exact form that it is
needed in Section 6.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Some general notation. We let N={1,2,...} and Ny = {0,1,2,...}. For a
vector space V and B C V weset —B := {x € V: —z € B}. Given a non-empty set
Q, we let 2% denote the system of all subsets of Q and use AAB := (A\ B)U(B\ A)
for A, B € 2. A system of pair-wise disjoint subsets (A;);cr of 2 is a partition of €,
where I is an arbitrary index-set and A; = () is allowed, if | J;.; A; = Q. If (M, d) is a
metric space we define d: M x2M — [0, oc] by setting d(x, A) := inf{d(z,y): y € A}
for all (z, A) € M x 2. If V is a Banach space and (M,d) a metric space, then
C(M;V) is the space of continuous maps from M to V, and C,(M; V') the subspace
of bounded continuous maps from M to V.

BANACH SPACE VALUED RANDOM VARIABLES: Throughout this paper we let X be
a separable Banach space (not identically to {0} to avoid pathologies) and equip X
with the Borel o-algebra B(X) generated by the norm-open sets. For z € X and
e > 0, the corresponding open balls are given by B, . := {y € X: ||z — y||x < €}
For B € B(X) we let B denote the closure of B (with respect to ||| y), we let
B° denote the largest open set contained in B, and we let 9B denote the set
B\ B°. Given a probability space (€2, F,P) and a measurable space (S, %), an F /-
measurable mapping £: Q — S is called an S-valued random variable. Therefore
an X-valued random variable is an F/B(X)-measurable mapping. For a random
variable £ : Q — S the law of ¢ is given by L(§)(A) :=P( € A) for A € 3. If &
are S-valued random variables on probability spaces (Q;, F;, P;), ¢ = 1,2, then &
and & are identical in law if £L(&1) = L(&2).

LEBESGUE SPACES: For X a separable Banach space and (.5, X)) a measurable space,

we define £°((S,X); X) to be the space of ¥/B(X )-measurable mappings from S to
X. If (S,X) is equipped with a o-finite measure p and p € (0, 00), then we define

£2((8, B X) = { € € L2008 50005 X5 Il = [ 6l s < o0}

If there is no risk of confusion we write for example £ (u; X) or Lp( ; X) as short-
hand notation for £P((S, X, n); X), and we set LP((S, X, u)) = LP((S, X, pu); R).
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PROBABILITY MEASURES ON BANACH SPACES:

(1) By P(X) we denote the set of all probability measures on (X, B8(X)) and
for p € (0,00) we let

Po(X) = {u € P(X / |12 du(z) < oo}

(2) Given an index set I # 0, a family (u;)ier C Pp(X) is uniformly LP-inte-

grable if

lim sup/ |lz||% dui(x) = 0.

K00 iel J{||ol|x>K} *
Accordingly, a family of X-valued random variables (&;);cr is uniformly
LP-integrable if (L£(&;))ier is uniformly £P-integrable.

(3) For pp € P(X) and py, € P(X), n € N, we write o 7i> i as n —> oo if
converges weakly to p, i.e. if limy, o0 [y f(2)dun(z) = [y f( ) for
all f € Cp(X;R). Moreover, for a sequence of X- Valued random Varlables
(&n)nen and an X-valued random variable £ (possibly defined on different

probability spaces) we write &, N & as n — oo provided that £(&,) N L(€)
as n — oo.

One main aspect of this article will be to work with a non-empty subset P C P(X)
instead of with the full set of measures P(X) (see Theorem 4.4 below). Here we
will mostly assume that §y € P with 6o(B) = 140ep; being the Dirac measure at
0 € X. This is done to consider finitely supported sequences of X-valued random
variables (d,)nen in a convenient way, but sometimes also for convenience within
the proofs.

We shall frequently use the following well-known result, which relates £P-uniform
integrability and convergence of moments:

Lemma 2.1. Let p € (0,00), let X be a separable Banach space, and let pi, (fin)neN
be a sequence in Pp(X) such that pn s w. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) fX Hx”pdﬂn - fX H‘THP i,
(2) (n)nen is uniformly LP-integrable.

Proof. Apply e.g. [18, Lemma 4.11 (in (5) limsup can be replaced by sup)] to the
random variables &, &1, &2, . .. where £ = ||C|[% and &, = ||¢a %, and where £(¢) = p
and L(¢p) = pin. O

STOCHASTIC BAsSIs: We use the notion of a stochastic basis (Q, F,P,F), which is
a probability space (2, F,P) equipped with a filtration F = (F,,)nen,, Fo € F1 C
- C F, and where we set Foo :=0 (UneN0 fn). For measurable spaces (9, F) and
(S,8), and € = (&,)nen a sequence of S-valued random variables on (2, F), we let
= (F$)nen, denote the natural filtration generated by &, i.e. }'g = {0,Q} and
Féi=0(&1,...,&,) forn €N, and FE := (&, : n € N).

CONVENTION: If there is no risk of confusion, given an index set I # 0 and a
family (a;);cr of random variables or elements of some Banach space, we say that
this family is finitely supported if only finitely many of the a; are not zero.
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2.2. Stochastic kernels. We provide some details for regular versions of condi-
tional probabilities we shall use later.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a separable Banach space. Given a measurable space
(S,%), a map k : S — P(X) is called a kernel if it is ¥/B(P(X))-measurable,
where

B(P(X))=c({{neP(X): u(A) e B}: A€ B(X),B e BR)}).
The following lemma is used later:

Lemma 2.3. Let X be a separable Banach space, then B(P(X)) is countably gen-
erated.

Proof. As X is separable, there exists a countable m-system IT C B(X) that gen-
erates B(X). Indeed, for a dense and countable subset D C X we may choose as
T-System

H:z{ﬂBmk’Ek:nEN,xkED,skE(O,oo)ﬁ@,kzl,...,n}.
k=1

Define the countable system S C B(P(X)) by
S={{pePX): u(B) e (a,b)}:a,beQ,—c0 < a<b<oo,Bell}.

Define A := {A € B(X): P(X) 3 p— p(A) € Ris o(S)/B(R)-measurable}. One
may check that A is a Dynkin system containing II, whence the m-A-Theorem
implies o(II) C A C B(X) and thus A = o(II) = B(X). O

Remark 2.4. Let X be a separable Banach space and (5, %) a measurable space.

(i) Alternatively one can say that a mapping x: S x B(X) — [0,1] is a kernel
if and only if the following two conditions hold:
(a) For all w € S it holds that x[w, -] € P(X).
(b) For all B € B(X) the map w — k[w, B] is £/B(R)-measurable.

(ii) Let the space (S,%) be equipped with a probability measure P and let
IT C B(X) be a countable m-system that generates B(X) (see the proof of
Lemma 2.3). For two kernels k,x’: S — P(X) the following assertions are

equivalent:
(a) k|w, B] = k'[w, B] for P-almost all w € S, for all B € II.
(b) Klw, ] = K'[w,] for P-almost all w € S.

We need the existence of kernels describing conditional probabilities:

Theorem 2.5 ([18, Theorem 6.3]). Let X be a separable Banach space, (Q, F,P) a
probability space, G C F a sub-o-algebra, and let £ : Q — X be a random variable.
Then there is a G/B(P(X))-measurable kernel xk: Q — P(X) satisfying

k[, B =P € B|G) a.s.

for all B € B(X). If k' : Q — P(X) is another kernel with this property, then
K =K a.s.

We refer to x as a regular version of P(§ € -|G).
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2.3. Decoupling. We briefly recall the concept of decoupled tangent sequences as
introduced by Kwapien and Woyczyniski in [23]. For more details we refer to [7, 24]
and the references therein.

Definition 2.6. Let X be a separable Banach space, let (2, F,P, (Fn)nen,) be a
stochastic basis, and let (dp)nen be an (Fn)nen-adapted sequence of X -valued ran-
dom variables on (2, F,P). A sequence of X -valued and (F,,)nen-adapted random
variables (en)nen on (82, F,P) is called an (Fy)nen,-decoupled tangent sequence of
(dn)nen provided there exists a o-algebra H C F satisfying o((dp)nen) C H such
that the following two conditions are satisfied:

(i) TANGENCY: For alln € N and all B € B(X) one has
P(dy € B| Fr1) = Plen € B| Fu1) = Plen € B|H) a.s.

(i1) CONDITIONAL INDEPENDENCE: For all N € N and By,...,By € B(X)
one has

P(e; € B1,...,en € By |H) =P(e; € By |H)-...-P(eny € By |H) a.s.
A construction of a decoupled tangent sequence is presented in [24, Section 4.3].

Ezample 2.7. Let (2, F,P, (Fn)nen,) be a stochastic basis, (¢n)nen and (¢}, )nen
two independent and identically distributed sequences of independent, R-valued
random variables such that ¢,, and ¢/, are F,,-measurable and independent of F,,_1
for all n € N, and let (vn)nen, be an (Fyn)nen,-adapted sequence of X-valued
random variables independent of (¢} )nen. Then (@], vn_1)nen is an (Fp)neny-
decoupled tangent sequence of (p,v,—_1)nen, where one may take

H = 0'((9071)7161\17 ('Un)nENo)'

Similarly, (¢n)neny and (¢!, )nen could be X-valued random variables and (vp, )nen,
R-valued.

3. A FACTORIZATION FOR REGULAR CONDITIONAL PROBABILITIES

By Theorem 3.1 below we contribute to the results obtained in Kallenberg [18,
Lemma 3.22]) and Montgomery-Smith [28]. Our contribution is that we provide a
factorization in the strong sense, not a representation in the distributional context.
Theorem 3.1 is used to prove Proposition A.8 below, but might be of independent
interest. Also the usage in the proof of Proposition A.8 yields to a refined argument
for the existence of a decoupled tangent sequence, so that it contributes to [23] (cf.
[7, Proposition 6.1.5]) as well.

Theorem 3.1. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space, G C F be a o-algebra, let d €
LO(F;R) satisfy d(Q) € [0,1), and let 5: Q x B([0,1)) — [0,1] be a regular condi-
tional probability kernel for L(d|G). Let (Q, F,P) := (2x(0,1], FoB((0,1]), P A),
where X is the Lebesque measure on B((0,1]). Set [0,0) := 0 and define H: Q@ —
[0,1], d°: Q x [0,1] = [0,1] by

H(w,s) := r[w, [0,d(w))] + sklw, {d(w)}], ()

d°(w, h) := inf{z € [0,1]: k[w, [0,2]] > h}. (6)
Then

(i) H is F/B([0,1])-measurable, independent of G @ {0, (0,1]}, and uniformly-
[0,1] distributed,
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(ii) d° is G @ B([0,1])/B([0, 1])-measurable, and
(iii) there is an N € F with P(N') = 0 such that d°(w, H(w, s)) = d(w) for all
(w,s) € (Q\N) x (0,1].

Proof. (i): For all n € N, £ € {1,...,2"} let Ay, = [(£ —1)27",£27"). Define
H,: Q—[0,1] by

Hy(w,s) = Z Ligea, o (W) (m[w, [0, (£ —1)27™)] + sk|w, Amg]).
=1

Note that H,, is F/B([0,1])-measurable. Moreover, for all (w, s) € Q it holds that
|Hn(w7 S) - H(Wv S)l

< Laea, 3 @)1+ 8)kw, An g\ {d(w)}]
=1
— 0 asn — oo.

In other words, H is the point-wise limit of F/B([0, 1])-measurable functions, in
particular, H is F/B([0, 1])-measurable.

We now prove that the law of H, is given by the Lebesgue measure (g 1) on B([0, 1])
and that H,, is independent of G ® {0, (0,1]} for allm € N. Let n € N, G € G and
B € B([0,1]). Note that for all a,b € [0,1] satisfying a + b < 1 it holds that

b fol Lia+sbeB} ds = Ajo,1)(BNa,a+b]). Using this and Fubini’s theorem we obtain
P(GnN{H, € BY})

2" 1
= Z/ / {aea, }(w) dPds
=170 JGN{weN: Kk[w,[0,({—=1)27™)]+sk[w,An ]EB}

2" 1
:Z/ fi[waAn,fz]/ Liweq: kfw,[0,(0-1)2-7)]+swlw, A, e B} (W) ds dP
=176 0

on

=3 [ Moy (B 0 e 0,6 = )2, s, 0,02
=176

This proves that H,, is uniformly-[0, 1] distributed and independent of G {, (0, 1]}
for all n € N. This completes the proof of (i), as H is the point-wise limit
of (Hn)nen. (Use e.g. that R-valued random variables &1,&; are independent if
and only if for every two bounded continuous functions f,g € C(R) it holds that

E[f(&1)9(&2)] = E[f(€)]E[f(&)])
(ii): For all z € [0, 1] note that

{d° <2} = {(w,h) € Q2 x[0,1]: K[w,[0,2]] — h >0} € G @ B([0,1]). (7)
(iil): It follows from (7) and the definition of H that we have, for all z € [0, 1], that
{(w,s) € Q: d°(w, H(w,s)) <z}
={(w,s) € Q: klw, [0, 2]] = £lw, [0, d(w))] + sk[w, {d(w)}]}
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can be written as B, x (0,1] ome B, € F and that we have that
By x (0,1] 2 {(w,s) € Q: d(w) < 2} =: C,, x (0,1].

On the other hand from the fact that the image measure of the map (w,s)
(w, H(w, s)) as map a map from Q into Q x [0, 1] equals P ® A we obtain, for all
€ [0,1], that

1
]P)(BI) = @(Bw X (0, 1]) = E/ 1{d0(w,h)§z} dh d]P’(w)
0

1
= ]E/O Linfw 10,2120} @h dP(w) = Ek[, [0, z]] = P(Cy).

It follows that P(B,\ C;) = 0 for all = € [0, 1]. Let N := Ugegnio,1)(Bq \ Cy) so that
P(N) = 0. Then, observing that B, = Ngegn(z,1)By and Cy = Ngeqniz,1)Cq for all
z € [0,1), we have for all (w,s) € (2\N) x (0,1] that d°(w, H(w, s)) = d(w). O

Corollary 3.2. Let (Q,F,P) be a probability space, G C F a o-algebra, X a
separable Banach space, d € LO(F; X). Let (2, F,P) := (2x(0,1], F®B((0,1]),P®
A), where A is the Lebesgue measure on B((0,1]). Then there exist random variables

H:Q—1[0,1],d": Qx[0,1] = X such that

(i) H is a uniformly-[0,1] distributed random wvariable independent of G ®
{010, 1]},
(ii) d° is G @ B([0,1])/B(X)-measurable, and
(iii) there is an N € F with P(N') = 0 such that d(w) = d°(w, H(w, s)) for all
(w,s) € (Q\N) x (0,1].

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1 and the fact that that X
is Borel-isomorphic to [0,1), see e.g. [8, Theorem 13.1.1]. O

4. REDUCTION OF GENERAL DECOUPLING

To formulate our main result we introduce two basic concepts: In Definition 4.1 we
introduce a set of admissible adapted processes characterized by an assumption on
the regular versions of the - in a sense - predictable projections, and in Definition
4.2 we introduce an extension of a given set of probability measures that is natural
in our context.

Definition 4.1. Let X be a separable Banach space, p € (0,00), 0 # P C Pp(X),
and (Q, F, P, (Frn)nen,) be a stochastic basis. We denote by Ap(, (Fpn)neny; X, P)
the set of (Fn)nen-adapted sequences (dp)nen in LP(P; X) with the property that
for all n € N there exists an Q,—1 € F satisfying P(Qn—1) =1 and Kp—1]w, | € P
for all w € Q,,_1, where k,—1 is a regular version of P(d,, € - | Frn_1).

Definition 4.2. For a separable Banach space X, p € (0,00) and O # P C P,(X)
we let

Pt = {u € Pp(X): Vi €eNIK; €N and i1, ..., pjx, €P
such that puj1 % - * j1j K E;lu as j — oo

and (uj)l R Mj>Kj)j€N s uniformly Lp-integmble}.
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The following Lemma 4.3 reveals some basic properties of Pp_ext. To this end, for
€ (0, 00) we introduce on P,(X) C P(X) the metric

(1. = do (1, } [ el o)~ [ fatr vt ®)

where dy is a fixed metric on P(X) that metricizes the w*-convergence, see for
example [29, Theorem I1.6.2].
Lemma 4.3. Let p € (0,00) and let P C P,(X) be non-empty. Then

(Z) ( p- ext)p—ext == Pp—ext and
(11) Ppoext is the smallest d,-closed set Q with @ D P and pxv € Q for all
w,v e Q.

Proof. The assertion follows from Lemma C.1 given the convolution is continuous
with respect to d,. To verify this, we let p, v, un, vn € Pp(X), n € N, such that

limy, 00 dp (14, pon) = limy, o0 dp (v, vn) = 0. It is know that p, * v, N u* v as well
(one can use [18, Theorem 4.30]). Because for K > 0 we have

g max(0p-1) / 2+ ylEdpn (@) dvn(y) < / 2| dpin ()
[le+yllx>K} {llzllx>K/2}

9op+1
+ ol ) + 2 [ NolFedon(o) [ Nl edon(z)
{llyllx>K/2} X X

we get that p, * v, is uniformly LP-integrable and use Lemma 2.1 to obtain the
convergence of the p-th moments. (Il

Now we formulate the main result of this section, i.e., Theorem 4.4 below. The
proof of this theorem can be found in Appendix A.

Theorem 4.4. Let X be a separable Banach space, let ® € C(X x X;R) be such
that there exist constants C,p € (0,00) for which it holds that
[@(z,y)| < O+l + [lyl%)
for all (z,y) € X x X, and let P C Pp(X) with 5o € P. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:
(i) For every stochastic basis (Q, F,P,F) with F = (Fy)nen, and every finitely
supported® (dn)nen € Ap(Q,F; X, Ppext) it holds that

Ed (i dy, i en> <0, (9)

provided that (en)nen s an F-decoupled tangent sequence of (dp)nen.

(i) For every probability space (Q, F,P), every finitely supported sequence of
independent random variables p = (<pn)n€N in LP(P; X) satisfying L(pp) €
P for all n € N, and every A, € Ff, n € Ny, it holds that

n7

E® <Z onla, Z wgunl> <0, (10)
n=1 n=1

where (@), )nen is an independent copy of (pn)nen.

2Recall that this means that there is an N € N with d, =0 for n > N.
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Remark 4.5. For a sequence of random variables (14, _,¢n)nen as in the setting of
statement (ii) in Theorem 4.4 it holds that (14, ,@n)nen € Ap(Q,F#¥"; X, P) with
Fe@' = (f,f’@,)neNo given by }"Ef’“pl = {0,Q} and }";f*“’l = 0(01, P s Py Oh)
for n € N. In particular, the implication (i) = (ii) is obvious by Example 2.7.

Theorem 4.4 can be extended to more general ®. This is done by exploiting the
following observation that is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.4:

Corollary 4.6. Let X be a separable Banach space and let ) € C(X x X;R), A €
A, for an arbitrary non-empty index-set A. Suppose that there exist a p € (0,00)
and constants Cy € (0,00), A € A, such that

[Px(@,y)| < Ox(1+ |zl + llyll%)

for all (z,y) € X x X, and let P C Pp(X) with §o € P. Then assertions (i) and
(i) of Theorem 4.4 remain equivalent when inequalities (9) and (10) are replaced

by
sup E®, dny, ) en| <0
and
sup E®x | > ¢nla, 1y Y @hla, | <0,
A€A n=1 n=1
respectively.

This corollary allows us to prove Theorem 1 from Section 1:

Proof of Theorem 1. The statement for general A follows from the case A = {\g}
so that we may assume this case and let ¥ := W, . By the lower- and upper

semi-continuity we can find continuous gé,ﬁl : [0,00) = [0,00), £ € N, such that
i) 1 w(€) and C(1 + €]P) > Wg(ﬁ) L U(g) for all £ € [0,00). Next, we set

B(z,y) = (| Sz|y) — TZ(HTyHZ), ¢ € N. Then the monotone convergence
theorem implies that for all £, € £P(X) the conditions sup,cy E®,(§, 1) < 0 and
E [O([|S¢]ly) — ¥ (||Tnl|z)] < 0 are equivalent. O

Let us list some common choices of P in the setting of decoupling inequalities. To
do so, we exploit the following lemma:

Lemma 4.7. Let C,p € (0,00), let X be a separable Banach space, let (Q, F,P) be
a probability space, and let ® € C(X;R) be such that

|[@(2)] < C(1 + [l=ll%) (11)

for all x € X. Assume &,&, € LP(P; X), n € N, such that &, N & asn — oo and
that (&) nen is uniformly LP-integrable. Then

lim E®(,) = ED(E). (12)

n—oo
Proof. Tt follows from the uniform LP-integrability of (&,)nen and estimate (11)

that (®(&,))nen is uniformly Ll-integrable. Moreover, note that ®(&,,) N D(&) as
n — 00, so that we may apply Lemma 2.1 for p = 1. (I
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We remark that &, — £ in LP(P; X), &,,& € LP(IP; X), implies the assumptions of
Lemma 4.7 (see [18, Lemma 4.7]).

Ezample 4.8 (ADAPTED PROCESSES). If p € (0,00) and P = P,(X), then Pp.ex; =
P by Lemma 4.7 and the space A,(Q,F; X,P) consists of all (F,)nen-adapted
processes (dp )nen in LP(P; X).

Ezample 4.9 (LP-MARTINGALES). If p € [1,00) and P consists of all mean zero
measures in Pp(X), then Pp.ext = P by Lemma 4.7 (one can test with ®(x) := (z, a),
where a € X’ and X’ is the norm-dual) and A,(Q,F; X, P) consists of all LP-
integrable F-martingale difference sequences.

Ezample 4.10 (CONDITIONALLY SYMMETRIC ADAPTED PROCESSES). Suppose p €
(0, 00) and P consists of all symmetric measures in P,(X). As a measure u € P(X)
is symmetric if and only if for all f € Cy(X;R) it holds that [, f(z)du(z) =
Jx f(=z)du(z), it follows that Pp.cxi = P. Moreover, the set A,(2, F; X, P) con-
sists of all sequences of X-valued (F,)nen-adapted sequences of random variables
(dn)nen such that d,, € LP(P; X) and d,, is F,,—1-conditionally symmetric for all
n €N, ie., for all n € N and all B € B(X) it holds that P(d,, € B|F,—1) = P(d,, €
—B|Fn-1) as.

Ezample 4.11 (ONE DIMENSIONAL LAWS). If p € (0,00), § # Py C P,(R), and
P =P(Po,X):={p€Pp(X): Jpo € Po, x € X: pu(-) = po({r e R: rz € -}) },

then an X-valued random variable ¢ satisfies L(p) € P if and only if there exists
an z € X and a R-valued random variable ¢g such that ¢ = zpy and L(gg) € Po.
Moreover, A, (€2, F; X,P) contains all sequences of the form (¢,vp—1)nen where
(¢n)nen is an (Fp)nen-adapted sequence of R-valued random variables such that
©n 1s independent of F,,—1 and L(p,) € Py, and v,—1 € LP(F,,—1; X) for all n € N.
Finally, it holds that

P((PO)p—cxt; X) g Pp—cxt-

For a discussion of the case that Py = {1(6_1 + 61)} and X = R we refer to the
next section.

5. CHARACTERIZATION OF Pp oyt FOR RADEMACHER SUMS

Given p € (0,00) and a non-empty P C Pp(X), there does not seem to be a simple
characterization of Pp_cxt as defined in Definition 4.2. However, Theorem 5.1 below
deals with this question in the specific case that X = R and P = PRad .= {%6,5 +
%(55 : £ € R}. Recall that a Rademacher sequence is a sequence of independent,
identically distributed random variables (7, )nen satisfying £(rq) = %571 + %51.
Theorem 5.1. Let PR = {16_¢ + 16c : £ € R}. Then Prad, = PR for all
p € (0,00) and for every p € PR there exist o € [0,00) and (an)nen € €2 such
that 1= L(oy+> oo, anry), where v is a standard Gaussian random variable and
(rn)nen s a Rademacher sequence independent of .
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Proof. Letp € (0,00) and let p € Plﬁggt, and let (7, )nen be a Rademacher sequence.
Then for k € N there exist finitely supported ax = (a5 )nen € £2 such that ay ,, > 0

and, if we define ¢y := Y07 | @k nrn, then (¢Yi)ken is uniformly LP-integrable and

L) = p.
(a) Tt follows from the Kahane-Khintchine inequalities that (¢ )ken is uniformly
Li-integrable for all ¢ € (0,00), from which we can conclude that ngﬁt = ggﬁt

for all p, ¢ € (0,00) and that sup,cy E|¢|? < co. As the law of ¢, is invariant with
respect to permutations of the underlying Rademacher sequence we assume that

0<agnt1 Lagy, forall nkeN,

so that

SUp G, = supag,1 < sup |laglle =: ¢ < 0.
k,nEN keN keN

(b) Finding an appropriate sub-sequence (§;) en of (¢¥x)ken: Step (a) implies
that

Y2 for k,meN. (13)
As (aj,1)jen is bounded it contains a convergent sub-sequence (a;1 ;)ien with limit
ao,1- Because (a;1 5)ien is bounded as well, there is a convergent sub-sequence

Qg S CN-

(@jg,z)z‘eN with limit ag 2. Continuing, we extract from (alj;nfl.’m)ieN a convergent
sub-sequence (aj;n,m)ieN with limit ag ,,. Finally, for m € N, we pick k,,, € {j/" : i €
N} with 1 < ky < kg < --- such that |ay,, n—aon| < em™ /2 foralln € {1,...,m}.
By (13) it follows that |ag.n —ax,, »| < cmin{m=/2 n=1/2} for all n,m € N. More-
over, by Fatou’s lemma we have ||ag||;2 < ¢ and therefore sup,, oy ||ax,, —aolle2 < 2c,
whence there exists a o € [0, 2¢] and a sub-sequence (b;) jen := (akmj )jen such that

m; > j for all j € N and lim;_,« ||b; — aoll¢z = 0. Note that by construction we
have

a0, = bjn| < cmin{j~/%, =12}
for all j,n € N. The random variables & = > 2 bj a1y, j € N, form a sub-
sequence of (¥ )ken, so that &; L o as well.
(c) Decomposition of (¢;);en: By construction there exists a non-decreasing se-

quence (N;) en in Nsuch that lim;_, o, N; = oo and such that lim;_, ny;l lag,n—
bin|> =0, eg. N;j:=[j"] for some r € (0,1). Now we decompose

N o)
gj = Z bj,nrn + Z b‘,nrn =1y + Cj'
n=1

n:Nj+1

The random variables n; and (; are independent. Moreover,

o0 2 N] o0
2 2 .
E g aonn —Nj| = g lao,n — bjnl” + g lagn|* =0 as j— oo.
n=1 n=1 n=N;+1

Regarding the ({;)jen we observe that, by construction,

o0

‘li)m sup |bj,| =0 and li}m E bjnl? = 02,
oo . o0
J n>N,; J n=N,+1
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where we use lim; o [|bj — aollz = 0 and lim;_, [lao — (bjnln<n;)nenllez = 0.

Adapting the Lindeberg condition [18, Theorem 5.12]) yields that (; w o~y where
v is a standard Gaussian distributed random variable. Now the assertion follows
by the independence of n; and (;, and because of n; = Y nen @0,nTn- (Il

Remark 5.2. Let (r,)nen be a Rademacher sequence and define

P = {E <i anrn> D an)yq € 62} .

Then we have the following:
(i) P ¢ PRad as P does not contain the Gaussian law N(0,1): let (7, )nen

be a Rademacher sequence and a = (an)nen € £2, and suppose & :=
Yoo anry ~ N(0,1). We have E¢? = |la||% and E¢* = 3|al|}. — 2| al|%.
Hence if E€2 = 1, then E€* < 3, so that £ cannot have a standard Gaussian
law.

(ii) There are symmetric measures in P2(R) that do not belong to PHad: we
take a symmetric u € P2(R) such that for a random variable £ with the law
u we have P(¢€ = 0) > 0, E€2 = 1, and E€* = 3. The condition P(¢ = 0) > 0
implies that we can assume £ = > | a,7y, for a = (an)nen € £2. But now

we can conclude with the argument from (i).

6. DYADIC DECOUPLING AND STOCHASTIC INTEGRATION

In this section we consider the case of decoupling of dyadic martingales and combine
our main result, i.e., Theorem 4.4 with a standard extrapolation argument to obtain
a decoupling result that is useful for the theory of stochastic integration of vector-
valued stochastic processes, see Theorem 6.6 below.

Before we start we explain by the next lemma that any reasonable upper decoupling
implies that the underlying Banach space X cannot contain subspaces Ex of di-
mension N, N =1,2,..., such that the Banach-Mazur distances of En to {3 are

uniformly bounded in N. The lemma is an adaptation of the examples found in
[10] and [37].

Lemma 6.1. Let g € [2,00). Then there exists a constant ¢, € (0,00) such that for
all N € N, every sequence of independent, identically distributed R-valued random
variables o = (pn)N_;, and every sequence of independent, identically distributed
mean-zero R-valued random variables ¢ = (¢},))_, independent of ¢ and such that
E(|¢}]9) < oo there exists an (F$)N_o-adapted (% -valued sequence (vy)N_) such
that:

q q
(i) By dona ) ) <t NEB(eL ).
N
(i) If for some c € (0,200), n € (0,1] it holds that P(|e1] > ¢) = n, then
P (H nyzl Sﬁnvn—1||e;<;v > C"QN) > 1 for N >2/n.

Proof. Set Dy := {—1,1}" and for every a € D,,, n € {1,...,N — 1} define
Dy(a) :={e €Dn:e1 =au,...,en = an}. Moreover, for alln € {1,..., N} define
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an: Q@ —{=1,1} and v,_1: Q@ — £>°(Dy) by

1 n
an(w) = IV ¥ (w) >0
Un-1(W)(€) = enlby((ar(w),an_1()))(€);

where we agree that vo(w)(e) := e1. Note that (v,) = is (F#))_-adapted. More-
over, for all w € (2 it holds that

Unl )

=Y lea), (14)

which can be exploited in the following way to obtain the second assertion of the
lemma: We let A,, := {|¢n| > c}. The we get for N > 2/n that

£2° (D)

N N N
P(lenl > "TN> > P(Zun > %) ZP’(ZlAn an—1>
n=1 n=1 n=1
(N 1
DL EUA W ES
Nn—1<¢<N

where we use that Nn — 1 is less than or equal the median of the binomial distri-
bution [17, Corollary 1]. On the other hand, for all w € € it holds that

Z@n Un 1

é“’(DN)
< sup (Jea (W)@l (W) + - A a1 (W), (w)] 4 e, (W)
ne{l,...,N}
<3 sup o (w)@h(w) + ...+ an(w)e, (W)],
ne{l,...,N}

which by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (using that ¢’ has mean zero and
is independent of ¢) leads to the first assertion of the Lemma. g

6.1. Stochastic integrals and y-radonifying operators. Let X be a separable
Banach space, let (2, F, P, (F¢)e[0,00)) be a stochastic basis®, and let W = (W;)i>0
be an (F):e[o,00)-Brownian motion, i.e., a centered R-valued Gaussian process such
that for all 0 < s <t < o it holds that W; is F;-measurable, W;—Wj is independent
from Fs, and EW,W; = s. A process H: [0,00) x Q — X is called simple and
predictable provided that there exists a partition 0 = tp < --- < ty < oo and
random variables v,, € L2(F,; X), n € {0,..., N — 1}, such that for all ¢ € [0, c0)
it holds that

N
H(tw) =Y Lty (o1 (w).
n=1

For H: [0,00) x @ — X an X-valued simple predictable process we define the
stochastic integral fooo H(s)dW (s) in the usual way and we define

’U,HZ£2(( ))XQ—>X by uH / f

3We do not need the usual conditions on the stochastic basis in this article.
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Note that for all w € Q we obtain a finite rank operator uy(w) : £2((0,0)) — X.
Given a finite rank operator T : £2((0,00)) — X one can define the y-radonifying

norm [|-[ 2 ((0,00)):x) PY

i YnT'en

n=1

TNy (22((0,00)):x) =

3

L3P, X)

where (e,,)nen is an orthonormal basis of £2((0,00)) and (V,)nen is a sequence
of independent standard Gaussian random variables on some probability space
(Q,F,P"). The ~-radonifying norm is independent of the chosen orthonormal
basis. For more information about the 7-radonifying norm see, for example [32,
Chapter 3] or the survey article [34]. For the relevance of v-radonifying norms to
the definition of vector-valued stochastic integrals, see the definition of and results
on W, (X) in Definition 6.3 and Theorem 6.6 below, or see [35] for more details.

6.2. Decoupling constants. In order to state our result, Theorem 6.6, we first
recall that a random variable f € £°((Q, F,P); X) is conditionally symmetric given
a sub-o-algebra G provided that P({f € B} N G) = P{f € —B} N G) for all
B e B(X) and G € G.

For future arguments it is convenient to provide an explicit representation of a

probability space with a dyadic filtration, as well as an extended space on which
we can explicitly define decoupled dyadic martingales:

Setting 6.2. For D := {—1,1}" let r = (r,)nen, mn: D — {—1,1}, satisfy rn(e) =
en. Let Fp :=o(ry :n € N) and (Fpn)nen = (Fyy)nen, and assume that Pp is the
probability measure on Fp such that Pp(ry = e1,...,rn =€) =27" forn € N and
e € D. Moreover, let (D', Fy, Py, (7}, )nen, (Fp n)nen) be a copy of this construction.

We also introduce some constants:
Definition 6.3. Assume the Setting 6.2, let X be a separable Banach space, and
let p € (0,00).

D,(X): Let D,(X) € [0,00] be the infimum over all ¢ € [0,00] such that for all
N > 2 it holds that

N N
E TnUn—1 <c E T Un—1
n=1 LP(Pp; X) n=1 Lr(PpRP);X)

for allvg € X and vy, := fr(r1,..., ) with fr: {-1,1}" - X, ne{l,...,N—1}.

W,(X): Recall the notation introduced in Section 6.1. Let W,(X) € [0, 00] be the in-
fimum over all ¢ € [0,00] such that for every stochastic basis (Q, F,P, (Ft)ie[0,00))
every (Fi)iejo,00)-Brownian motion W, and every (Fi)ic(o,00)-simple predictable
process H: [0,00) x Q — X one has that

| v

< e | llurlly 20000 | ooy -
Lr(P;X)

UMD, *(X): Let UMD, »*(X) € [0, 00| be the infimum over all c € [0,00] such that
for every stochastic basis (2, F,P, (Fp)nen) and every finitely supported sequence
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of X -valued random variables (dn)S2, such that d,, € LP(Fn; X) and dy, is Fp_1-
conditionally symmetric for all n € N it holds that

i dn i Tndn
n=1

n=1

<c
Lr(P;X)

(15)

LP (PRPp;X)

Hy(X): Let (hn)nen be the Haar system for £2((0,1]) with esssup(|hy|) = 1, and

let Hy(X) € [0,00] be the infimum over all ¢ € [0,00] such that for all finitely
supported sequences (Tn)nen in X one has that

> hntn <c|[d rnhnan
n=1 £r((0,1]);X) n=1 L7 ((0,1]xD;X)

|H|p(X): Let (hn)nen be as in the definition of Hy(X), and let |H|,(X) € [0, 00] be
the infimum over all ¢ € [0, 00| such that for all finitely supported sequences (xn)nen
in X one has that

) )
n=1 n=1

Remark 6.4. Note that the processes (7,v,_1)"_; considered in the definition of
D, (X) above are precisely the X-valued dyadic martingales.

<c
Lr((0,1];X)

£2((0,1]xD; X)

Remark 6.5. Theorem 4.4 (see also Theorem 1) and Theorem 5.1 imply that for
a stochastic basis (Q, F,P, (F,)ney), independent standard Gaussian random vari-
ables (g,))_; such that g, is JF,-measurable, but independent from F,_;, and
vp € LP((Q, Fn, P); X), n € N, one has for all N € N that

N N
/
§ gnUn—1 § gnvnfl
n=1 n=1

where (g/,)N_, are independent standard Gaussian random variables defined on an
auxiliary probability space (', F',P).

< Dp(X)
Lr(P;X)

: (16)

Lr (PRP/;X)

The aim of this section is to verify the following two theorems. The relation between
the constants introduced in Definition 6.3 is given by the first theorem:

Theorem 6.6. Let X be a separable Banach space and p € (0, 00).
(i) If Dp(X) < 00, then Dy(X) < oo for all ¢ € (0,00).
(ii) If K, 2 is the constant in the LP-to-L* Kahane-Khintchine inequality, then
WP(X) < Kp,2Dp(X)'
Conversely, if Wp,(X) < 0o, then Dp(X) < 0.
(iii) Dy(X) = UMD (X) = Hy(X) = [H|,(X).

The second theorem states that, in a sense, Dp,(X) is minimal for all p € [2, 00).
To state this theorem we introduce the following notation (see also Example 4.11):
for v € P(R) we define

Pw,X):={pePX):JxeX:u(-)=v({reR:rze-})}.
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Theorem 6.7. Let X be a separable Banach space, p € [2,00), let p € Pp(R)
satisfy [ rdu(r) =0, 0? := [ |r|*> du(r) € (0,00), and let v € P(R) be the standard
Gaussian law. Then the following holds:

(Z) P(77X> g (P(qu))p—cxt-

(i) If there exist ¢ € (0,p], ¢ € (0,00) such that for every probability space
(Q, F,P), every finitely supported sequence of independent random variables
© = (¢n)nen satisfying L(¢n) € P(u, X), and every A, € F?, n € Ny, it
holds that

<c
La(P;X)

(17)

oo oo
> enla,, > ¢hla,,
n=1 n=1

where (¢, )nen is an independent copy of (Yn)nen, then Dg(X) < oco.

La(P;X)

Proof. (i) Let (&,)nen be a sequence of independent, p-distributed random vari-
ables, and let p, := L((oy/n) "t > 7, &). Observe that £((oy/n) &) € P(p, R).
Moreover, it follows from e.g. [2, Theorem 5] that u, EN 7y and that [, |7[? dpn(r) —
Jg I[P dy(r). Tt thus follows from Lemma 2.1 that v € (P(i,R))p-ext and hence
,P(Wv X) - (,P(Mu X))p—ext'

(ii) Observe that v € (P(u,R))pext implies v € (P(p,R))gext for all ¢ € (0,p].
Applying Theorem 4.4 (Theorem 1) implies inequality (16) with p replaced by ¢
and D, (X) replaced by ¢ from inequality (17). The part (ii) of the proof below of
Theorem 6.6 gives exactly W,(X) < oo, and applying Theorem 6.6 once more (this
time directly) gives Dg(X) < o0. O

For the proof of Theorem 6.6 we shall use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.8. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space, let X be a separable Banach space,
let p € (0,00), let G C F be a o-algebra, and let f € LP(F; X) be G-conditionally
symmetric. Then there exists a sequence of G-conditionally symmetric F-simple
functions (fn)nen such that lim, o ||f — faullcre;x) = 0.

Proof. Let (gn)nen be a sequence of o(f)-simple functions such that lim, o || f —
gnllLr@@;xy = 0. For n € Nlet m, € N and B, € o(f), zpp € X, k €
{1,...,mn}, be such that g, = >\ znrl{sep, ,}- Define, for n € N, f, =
s om T k(Lisen, o} — 1{—feB, ,}) and observe that f, is G-conditionally sym-

metric because f is G-conditionally symmetric. Moreover, the conditional symmetry
of f implies that £(f) = L(—f), whence

1 = fall 2o @:x)

%(f _ zxn,kl{f@n,k}) - ( f- zwn,kl{fegn,k})
k=1 k=1

f= Z Tnkl{ren, i}

k=1

Lr(P;X)

1oyt il
<2G-1 =257 f = gl o eix)-

Lr(P;X)
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Proof of Theorem 6.6. Part (i) is the assertion of Proposition B.1 below.
Part (ii): First we check Wp(X) < Kp2Dp(X). For 0 = tp < --- < ty < 00
inequality (16) gives

N

Z (Wi, — Wi, )Un—1

n=1

< Dp(X)
Lr(P;X)

N
S WL =W vaa
n=1

L7 (PRP/;X)

for all £,-integrable and F,_,-measurable random variables v,_1 : = X where
(W{)t>0 is a Brownian motion defined on an auxiliary basis (', 7', ', (F})c[0,00))-
Exploiting the Kahane-Khintchine inequality gives that

N
S W =W Jvas
n=1

L7 (PQP’;X)
N 2 5 ’
< Kpo / / Z(W{n (W) =W, _(W))op-1(w)|| dP'(W)]| dP(w)
Q "ln=1 X
For H := 25:1 L(t,_1,tn)Vn—1 the result follows by the known relation

1

N 2 3

/Q, W (W) =W, (@)1 @) dP' (@) | = llua (@)l (22(0,00)))-
n=1 X

Conversely, let us assume that W,(X) < co. Then Lemma 6.1 implies that X has
finite cotype. Thus the proof of [37, Theorem 2.2] guarantees that D,(X) < occ.
Here we exploit the fact that [25, Proposition 9.14] works (in their notation) with the
parameter r € (0,1) as well: one starts on the left-hand side with £", estimates this
by L', applies [25, Proposition 9.14], and uses [25, Proposition 4.7] (Khintchine’s
inequality for a vector valued Rademacher series) to change £ back to £” on the
right-hand side.

Part (iii) is divided into several steps:

PROOF of H,(X) = |H|p(X): This is immediate as, in the notation of Definition
6.3, the sequences (r,h,)Y_; and (7,|h,|)Y_; have the same distribution for all

N eN.

PROOF of Hy(X) < UMD, *(X): This inequality follows by taking dp = hpan,
and F,, = o(ho, ..., hn), n € Ny, in the definition of UMD}**(X).

PROOF of D,(X) = |H|p(X): We use the following standard construction. Let

Ne{2,3,..}let Ay :={(n,k):n=0,...,.N=1,k=0,...,2" =1}, Ay :=D,
and let

Apg = {Zn:(rj +1)2072% = k} € Fon for (n,k)e€An\{(0,0)}.
j=1

If we set hpp := Tny1la,, for (n,k) € Ay, then (hp i) k)eay has the same
distribution as (he)2-; ", Let vg € X and fo: {~1,1}" = X, n € {1,...,N — 1},
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be given and let v,: D — X, n € {1,...,N — 1} satisfy v, = fn(r1,...,7). Let
Zn i € X be the value of v, on A, j for (n,k) € Ax. Then one has

N —127—1
E TnUn_1 = E B kTnk and E U1 = E E Trt P k| T k-
n=1 (n,k)EAN n=0 k=0

(18)
Next, observe that (77,1 |hn kl)(nk)eay and (77, g 1hn k|) (n,k)eay have the same dis-
tribution, where (77, ;)(n,k)ea is @ Rademacher system on an auxiliary probability
space. This implies that D,(X) < [H|,(X). Similarly, given (znx)(m,keay, We
can construct (v, )Y-! such that (18) holds. This implies D, (X) > |H|,(X).

PROOF of UMD} *(X) < D,(X): With Lemma 6.8 we approximate each d, in
LP(Fp; X) so that we may assume that the d,, take finitely many values only. Let

=inf{||d,(w)|lx :n=1,...,N, w € Q, dy(w) # 0} >0

where inf () := 1. Take an z € X with 0 < ||z||x < €o and the Rademacher sequence
(r)N_, given by the Setting 6.2. If we define

dp(w,e') == dp(w) + 7 (), then d,(w,e’)#0

for all (w,e’) € Q x IV, then d, is conditionally symmetric given the o-algebra
Fn-1® Fp ,_1- Because we may let ||lz[| | 0 it suffices to verify the statement for

(d,)N_, or, in other words, we may assume without loss of generality that for all
n € N the range of d,, is a finite set that does not contain 0.

Note that by removing all (i.e., at most finitely many) atoms of measure zero in the
o-algebra F¢ % and ‘updating’ the definition of (d,,))_; accordingly, we may assume
that the filtration (F4)N_; has the property that F¢ is generated by finitely many
atoms of positive measure.

Bearing in mind that for all n € {1,..., N} the random variable d,, takes only
finitely many non-zero values, each with positive probability, one may check that
for every atom A € F¢_|, n € {1,..., N}, there exist disjoint sets A, A~ € F¢
such that A = ATUA~, P(AT) = (A_), and L(d,|AT) = L(—d,|A™). Now we
introduce a Rademacher sequence (p,)Y_1, pn : Q — {—1,1}, defined as follows:
for each atom A of Fe_ | we set pn|s+ = 1, and p,|a- = —1, where AT and A~
form a partition of A as described above. Moreover, we let v, := p,d, so that
dn, = pnvn. By construction, p, is independent from F¢ d _1 Vo(vy). It follows from
the definition of D,(X) and Theorem 1 (see also Example 2.7) that

N N N
Z d,, Z PrUn X) Z T Un
n=1 LP(IF’-X) n=1 L7 (P;X) n=1 £ (PQP,; X)
N
Z TV Up, X) Z rdy,
n=1 £ (POP,; X) n=1 L7 (PP); X)
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7. DYADIC DECOUPLING IN cg AND (%
The aim of this section is to determine the asymptotics of Dy (¢X). For this purpose

we begin with the proof of Theorem 3:

Proof of Theorem 3. First we fix K, N € N and restrict D /55 to D o5 : (% — (5.
We take the Rademacher variables (r,)Y_; and (r/)"_; from Setting 6.2, let vy €
02, fn:{-1,1}" = £ and v, := fi(r1,...,7,) forn e {1,...,N — 1}, and

dy, = (dsll),...,d,(f()) = 1pUp_1 D = (5 for ne{l,... N},

ME=dP 4. 4d®  for me{l,...,N},
1
2

N
Sa(MW) := (Zldé’%)
n=1

We add dy = My = (Mél), . .,MéK)) = 0 € (K to be in accordance with the
literature. By an extension of the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality [13, Lemma 4.3] it
is known (see [11, equation (4)]) that there is a ¢; € (0, 00) with

I(MINN_llBmo,, < cillS2(M®)||gwm,) for ke{l,...,K},
where 19(t) := ¢? and the BMO,-spaces are introduced in [11, p. 239]. From [11,
Theorem 1.5] we also know that, for oy, := (1 + logk)~/2

N

s a MY ST (O
ke{l,...,K} ke{l,...,K} BMOy,

n=0llBMO,,

for some ¢ € (0, 00), where one has to observe (in the notation of [11]) that 19 = s
by [11, Example 4.3]. If we introduce the operators A, B : Exy — L%(D), where Ey
consists of all sequences d = (d,,)Y_, as above (note that K, N € N are fixed),

A(d):= sup oy ’M](\f)’ and B(d):= sup Sy(M®),

then the two previous estimates yield to [|A(d)||gyo,, < c1¢2[B(d)llz=(p,)- By
[11, Theorem 1.7] we deduce [|A(d)|| z2(p,) < cl| B(d)]|z2(py) and

1
2

[, i (zN] <k>|2>
sup Y < ¢ sup d,,
ke{l,.. Kk} \/1+ log(k) oo ke{l,..K} \ ;1 .
N
= c¢|| sup Zr;dslk)
ke{l,...K} ||,—1 £2(BY) c2)
N
< c|| sup 7! d®)
Fetl Kl a1 L£2(Pp®PY)
N
= ¢ Zrildn
n=1 L2 (Py@PL;£58)
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The statement follows with K — oo by monotone convergence and by observing
that [|(x)renllco = supgen |(€x)feyllex and that the constants ¢y, ¢z, ¢ do not
depend on K and N. ([l

Corollary 7.1 below complements [30, Proposition 8.6.8, Example 8.6.13] where
it is shown that for every Banach space X, N € {2,3,...}, vop € X, and v,, =
folriy oo ry) with fr,: {=1,1}" - X, ne {1,..., N — 1}, it holds that

N
} : /
T‘n’l)n_l

n=1

<VN

L2 (]P]D;X)

Un—1

£2(Po®@Py; X)

Here the decoupling constant vV N depends on the length of the dyadic martingale
which we are going to decouple. In Corollary 7.1 we strengthen this result for
X = (3% by obtaining the same asymptotic upper bound, but now independent
from the length of the martingale.

Corollary 7.1. There is a constant ¢ € [1,00) such that for all K € N one has
1+1og(K) < Dy(0%) < cy/1+log(K).

Proof. The lower bound is known (see e.g. [10], [37], or Lemma 6.1). The upper
bound follows directly from Theorem 3, because (with the notation of the definition

of Dy(X) and with ay,...,ax being the unit vectors in £.)
HZ’]L1 T"v’hl’ £2(Pp;€52) . ‘Zg:1<r7lv"—17 ak)’
1+ log(K) B ke{l,..l.),K} 1+ log(k)
£2(Pp)
N
< Do (D\/@) Z T;’Un,1 O
n=1 L2(Py®P};052)

Given ¢ € (0,1], we say that a sequence (ay)rer C X', where X’ is the norm-dual
of X and where I = {1,..., K} or I =N, is d-norming, provided that ||ax|x =1
and supyc; [(z,ar)| > 6||z||x for all z € X.

Corollary 7.2. Let X be a separable Banach space, let (a¢)ecr C X' be §-norming
for some § € (0,1], and let P = PR*(X) := {36, + 36_, : © € X}. For ev-
ery stochastic basis (Q, F,P,F) with F = (F,)nen, and every finitely supported
(dn)nen € A2(Q,F; X, Po_oxt) it holds that
(S
n=1

i Dy (D
3 d, < 22Dvied) | | A Togh)
provided that (e, )nen is an F-decoupled tangent sequence of (dp,)nen-

)

kel £2(B:X)

5
n=1llz2(p;x)

Proof. Theorems 1 and 3 imply that for all K € N and I :=IN{l,...,K} we
have that

> d.

n=1

< sup

KeN

Sl

(g

SUp —F———
L2(B:X) kel /1 + log £2(B:X)
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Dy(D S
< M sup || sup Z en, V1 +log(k)ay
o KeN||kelx |\, £2(P;X)
Ds(D >
_ % sup [v/1+log(k) <Ze"’ak> 1
kel n=1 L£2(P;X)
(|

8. DYADIC DECOUPLING AND CHAOS

For the dyadic decoupling considered in Sections 6 and 7 we show in Theorem
8.3 below that it is also natural to allow decoupling with respect to a different
distribution (cf. Definition 8.1), i.e. one can vary the distribution used for the upper
decoupling on the right side without changing any requirements on the underlying
Banach space X. Moreover, Theorem 8.3 shows that a Banach space X allows for
decoupling with respect to a distribution in some fixed chaos obtained from PXad |
if and only if it allows for decoupling with respect the first chaos, i.e., if and only

if Dy(X) < oo.

Definition 8.1. Let p € (0,00), u,v € Pp(R), and X be a separable Banach space.
Then D,(X;p,v) is the infimum over all ¢ € [0, 00] such that

N N
/
§ PnUn—1 E wnvn—l
n=1 n=1

for all N > 2, where ¢1,...,¢on are independent random variables on (2, F,P)
with law w, Y5, ..., ¢y : ¥ = R are independent random variables on (¥, F',P’)
with law v, vo € X, and vy, = fu(p1,...,0n) € LP(P; X) forn e {1,...,N — 1}
and Borel functions f, : R" — X.

<c
Lr(P;X)

L£r(PRP/;X)

Definition 8.2. For « € P(R) and L € N a measure u € P(R) belongs to the L-th
chaos Cr(«) if there are an integer K > L and (ag,,.. 0, )1<t1<<t <k C R with

p==L Yo Gttpn e | (19)
1<l1<-<l <K

where @1, ...,0K : Q@ —= R are independent with law «.

Theorem 8.3. For a separable Banach space X, p € [1,00), L€ N, a € Pﬁfgxt,
and 8y # p € Cr(«) the following assertions are equivalent:
(1) Dp(X) < 0.
(i) There exists a symmetric v € [
(iii) Dp(X;p, 5(6-1 + 1)) < oo.
() Dp(X;p, 1) < o00.

re(0,00) Pr(R) such that Dp(X; p,v) < oco.

Proof. (i) = (ii) Let p be represented by (19) (i.e., we are given K, L € N satisfying
K > L and (ag, ... 0. )1<ts<ts<..<t<k € R). If we define v by setting

— E 1 L
V.—L alfl ..... £L<Pél"'<ﬂé,_ ’
1<l <<l <K
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where ¢f : Q = R, ((,k) € {1,...,L} x {1,..., K} are independent and symmetric
random variables with law «, then it follows immediately by iteratively applying
Theorem 4.4 (or Theorem 1) that D, (X;pu,v) < (Dy(X))Y < co. Note that that v
is symmetric and that, in general, u # v.

(ii) = (iii) By Lemma 6.1 the assumption D, (X;pu,v) < oo implies that X has
finite cotype. This enables us to apply [25, Proposition 9.14] to deduce that

N N

/ /
E P, Un—1 <c E T Un—1 :
n=1 £r (PRP/;X) n=1 L£r (PRPp;X)

where the constant ¢ > 0 depends only on p, the cotype of X, and v.

(iii) = (iv) Let 1, ..., N be independent random variables on (2, F,P) with law
w, vo € X, and v, = fu(@1,...,pn) € LP(P; X) for n € {1,...,N — 1} and Borel
functions f, : R™ — X. We use [25, Lemma 4.5] to conclude

N

z : /
Tn’Un,1

n=1

N
Z <Pn Un—1

< Dy (X;p, 5(0-1+ 1))
Lr(P;X)

L£r (PRP); X)

< |Elg} — @I Dy (X 1, 2621 + 1))

Lr (PRP'QP; X)

1
N
< 2|El¢} — I Dy (X1, 5(0-1 + 61)) Zsonvnl
n=1 £P (PQP’;X)
where ¢f,..., ¢ : ' = X and ¢f, ..., 0% : Q' — X are independent copies of
©1,--.,9n. The implication (iv) = (i) follows from Theorem 6.7. O

9. RELATIONS TO OTHER CONSTANTS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

9.1. Randomized UMD constants. Garling [10] introduced upper- and lower
randomized UMD inequalities. In our notation the corresponding constants would
be UMD, (X) and UMD, (X), where UMD, (X) is defined as UMD, *(X) but
without the condition conditionally symmetric, and UMD, (X) is the constant for
the reverse inequality. In general, this leads to a different behavior of the op-
timal constants. For example, it follows from Hitczenko [14, Theorem 1.1] that
SUP,e2,00) Dp(R) < 0o. But, as outlined in [5, p. 348], one has UMD;r (R) = \/p as
p — 00 by combining the result of Burkholder [4, Theorem 3.1] about the optimal
behavior of the constant in the square function inequality and the behavior of the
constant in the Khintchine inequality for Rademacher variables.

9.2. General decoupling constants.

(a) McConnell proved in [27, Theorem 2.2] (see also [12]) that a Banach space X
is a UMD space if and only if tangent sequences have equivalent moments.

(b) Cox-Veraar [5, Example 4.7] proved that the upper decoupling of martingales
is valid in L, note that L; is a pro-type of a non-UMD space.
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9.3. Stochastic integration. In the development of stochastic integration theory
in Banach spaces (as presented in e.g. [36] and [5]) the issue regarding the unde-
sirable assumption on the filtration in the work by Garling [9] was known to the
authors. In those articles the problem was circumvented in two ways:

(a) In [36, Lemma 3.4], a decoupling argument due to Montgomery-Smith [28] is
used to prove that for p € (1, 00) it holds that W,(X) < 5,(X), where 5,(X)
is the LP-UMD constant of X. This approach does not cover p € (0, 1], and
moreover the UMD property does not seem to be natural in this setting as (for
example) it excludes Ly, but W,(L1) < oo for all p € (0, 00) (see also [5]).

(b) In [5, Theorem 5.4] it is observed that W,(X) < oo if D§™*(X) < oo, where
Dg*(X) is the infimum over all ¢ € [0, co] such that

> d, > e
n=1 =

n=1
whenever (e,)nen is an F-decoupled tangent sequence of a finitely supported
X-valued F-adapted sequence of random variables (d;,)nen.

<c
Lr(P;X)

Lr(P;X)

9.4. Open problems. The approach in Section 9.3(b) is unsatisfactory in the
following respect: The Brownian motion is naturally connected to Rademacher se-
quences, but the definition of D5*"(X) had to use more general distributions because
of the progressive enlargement of the filtration, which was explicitly allowed in [5].
The handling of D§**(X) is more involved than the handling of D,(X) in certain
situations. One example concerns extrapolation results in the sense of Proposi-
tion B.1. Here it has been one of the contributions of [5] to prove extrapolation
properties for the general decoupling, which is more involved than our extrapola-
tion in Proposition B.1. So, the systematic approach of this article revealed the
following open questions:

(a) Is there a constant ¢, > 0, depending at most on p, such that, for all Banach
spaces X,

DE(X) < ¢, Dp(X)?

(b) Or one might ask without requiring a uniform estimate: Is that true that
Dy(X) < oo implies DF"(X) < oo?

(¢) Another problem (which was not in the focus of this article) would be: What
is the relation between D,(X) and UMD;r (X) from Subsection 9.17

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 4.4

In order to prove Theorem 4.4 it suffices, by Remark 4.5, to prove that the second
statement in the theorem implies the first. In Section A.3 we will show that this
implication is an immediate corollary of Propositions A.1 and A.8 below. Propo-
sitions A.1 demonstrates that a progressive extension of the underlying filtration
and an extension of the set P can be carried out. Proposition A.8 uses Corollary
3.2 to show that one can pass from relatively simple sequences of random variables
to the sequences considered in (i) in Theorem 4.4.
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A.1l. Progressive enlargement of the filtration and extension of P. The
main result of this subsection is

Proposition A.1. Let X be a Banach space, let & € C(X x X;R) be such that
there exist constants C,p € (0,00) for which it holds that

[@(z,y)l < CA+ [l + llyl%) (20)

for all (z,y) € X x X, and let P C P,(X) be a set of probability measures satisfying
do € P. Let Pp.ext be defined as in Definition 4.2. Then the following assertions
are equivalent:

(i) For every N € N, every stochastic basis (Q, F,P, (F,)N_,), every sequence
of independent random variables (¢n)N_; with L(¢n) € Ppext such that
Yn 18 Fpn, measurable and independent of Fn_1, and for all A, € F,, n €
{0,..., N — 1}, it holds that

N N
IE(I)(Z Pnla, Y ¢;1Anl) <0,

n=1 n=1

whenever (@))N_, is a copy of (vn))_, independent of Fy.

(ii) For every N € N, every sequence of independent random variables (¢,))_,
on some probability space (0, F,P) with L(¢y) € P, and for all A, € Ff
n €{0,...,N — 1}, it holds that

N N
IE(I)(Z Pnla, Y <p;1An1) <0,
n=1 n=1

whenever (p!,)N_, is an independent copy of (pn)N_q

Concerning the proof of Proposition A.1, it is obvious that we need only prove (ii)
= (i). For this we need a series of lemmas. Here Lemmas A.2 and A.3 are obtained
by an adaptation of [33, Lemma 12.8], in which the dyadic setting is considered
and which simplifies the procedure originally sketched in [26].

Recall that a probability space (2, F,P) is called divisible if for every A € F and
every 6 € (0,1) there exists an Ap € F such that Ag C A and P(4y) = 6P(A).

Lemma A.2. Let (Q, F,P) be a divisible probability space, X be a separable Banach
space, F € F, and let p € P(X) be of the form pu =Y ;_, aydy, for somen € N,
al,...,an € (0,1), and some distinct z1,...,x, € X. Let G C F be a o-algebra
generated by a finite partition (A;)¥_, of Q with P(A;) > 0. Then there exists an
F-measurable, p-distributed random variable ¢ that is independent of G, for which
there exist Hy, Hy € 0(G, @) satisfying Hi C F C Hs and

.....

Proof. As (Q,F,P) is divisible, we can construct a partition (A; ;):cqr,...y of Q
J

e{1,....n}
with A; ; € F for all 4, j, such that 4, = U;'l:1 A; ; forall i € {17 ..., k}, and such
that P(4; ;) = o;P(4;) for all j € {1,...,n} and all ¢ € {1,...,k}.

The partition (A;, )16{1 ,,,,, k) is assumed to satisfy some condltlons with respect to
Jje

the set F' which we shall explam below. Before doing so, we observe that given such
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a partition, the random variable ¢ defined by ¢ := Ele Z?:l 714, ; has the law
w and is independent of G = o((4;)F_,), and

a(G,p) = U({Am—: 1e{l,....k},j€ {1,...,n}).
Let Iy C{1,...,k} besuch that i € Iy if and only if A,NF =0, and I C {1,...,k}
be such that ¢ € I; if and only if A; C F. Set Imix = {1,...,k}\ (lo U1} (one or
two of the sets Iy, I1, Imix may be empty). Observe that

> P(A) =min {P(G2\ G1): G1,G2 €G,G1 C F C Ga}. (21)
1€ Imix
For i € IyUI; we simply partition the set A; into sets (Aw-)?:l that satisfy A; ; € F
and
P(A; ;) = o P(As)
for all j € {1,...,n}. For i € Ii,ix we choose the partition (A; ;)7_; not only such
that it satisfies A; ; € F and

P(Ai ;) = a;P(A;)

for all j € {1,...,n}, but also such that there is at most one j € {1,...,n} such
that 0 # FNA;; € A j. It follows from this construction and from (21) that

=

min {P(H, \ H1): Hy,Hy € 0(G,¢), Hy C F C Ha}

<> [ max }aj] P(A;)

. je{1,..., n
1€ Imix i

= [ max aj] min {]P)(GQ\Gl): G1,Go €G,Gy CF C GQ}.

Jj€{l,...,n}

O

Lemma A.3. Let (2, F,P) be a divisible probability space, X be a separable Banach
space and let jp € P(X) be of the form =Y} _ ardy, for somen € N, ay,...,a, €
(0,1), and some distinct x1,...,x, € X. Let G C F be a o-algebra generated by
a finite partition of atoms with positive measure. Then for every A € F and
every € > 0 there exists an m € N and F-measurable independent p-distributed
random variables (p1,...,¢om) that are independent of G such that there exists an
A € 0(G,01,...,pm) satisfying E|14 —14_| <e.

Proof. Let A € F and € > 0 be given. Define 0 := max;c;
m € N be such that §™ < e.

ny ;€ (0,1) and let

.....

Step 1. Apply Lemma A.2 with G and F as given to find an F-measurable, u-
distributed random variable ¢; that is independent of G, and sets Hy1,H12 €
0(G, 1) such that H11 C AC Hy and

P(Hi2\ Hi1) < 0.

Define G := 0(G, 1) that is, by construction, a o-algebra generated by a finite
partition of sets of positive measure.

Step i, i = 2,...,m. Apply Lemma A.2 with G := G,_1, and with F as given,
to find an F-measurable, p-distributed random variable ¢; that is independent of
gi,l, and sets Hi,l; HLQ S O'(gifl, QDZ) such that Hi71 g A g HLQ and

P(H;o \ Hip) < 6P(H; 12\ Hi_1,1) <6
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Set G; :=0(Gi—1,¥i)-

We have now obtained a sequence of independent, F-measurable, p-distributed
random variables (o1, ..., ¢pn) that are independent of G, and sets Hy, 1, Him 2 €
Gm =0(G,¢1,...,pm) such that H,,1 C AC H,, 2 and

P(ng \ Hm,l) < oM < e.

Setting A. = H,, 1 we obtain that E|14 —14_| <e. O
Lemma A.4. Let X be a separable Banach space, p € (0,00), let & € C'(X x X, R)
satisfy (20) for all (z,y) € X x X, let N € N, and let p1,...,un € Pp(X). Then
for all e > 0 there exists a measurable mapping P.: X — X with finite range such
that for every sequence of independent random wvariables (p1,...,0n,91, -, ¢'N)
on a probability space (0, F,P) such that L(on) = L(Y)) = pn, n € {1,...,N},
and for all Fy,...,Fn € F it holds that

N N N
(zz) (ZP ST Y )
n=1 n=1 n=1

Moreover, if for somen € {1,...,N} it holds that uy, is not a Dirac measure, then
P. may be chosen such that p, o P=! is not a Dirac measure.

<e. (22

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0, set M, = 25:1 Jx zll% dpn () and let K C X be a compact
set such that

sup / (14 NPM, + NP||z|[%) dpn (z) < 21" (8CN) ! (23)
ne{l,...,N} c
where C' is as in (20). (Note that such a set K exists as X is separable and hence

{1, ..., un are Radon measures, and moreover pi1,. .., pn € Pp(X).) It follows that
for KN = K x ... x K (N times) one has

N

,/(KN)C (1 +NP Z Hx””?{) dp (xl) .. 'dMN(xN)

n=1
N

/ <1+NPZ ||5Un||§<> dpa (1) - .. dpn (@)
{zjeKe}

n=1

| A

[Nl duae) . dux (o)
{ijKC} (24)

$ [ Nl dm e dunta)

< /{ (L NPy NP ) di ). )
rz;EK*®

<2~ =17 (gt

As ® is continuous, it is uniformly continuous on K x K and hence there exists a
d € (0,00) such that if x1, y1, T2, y2 € K and ||z1 — 22| x <6, |ly1—y2|lx < J, then it
holds that |®(z1,y1) — ®(z2,%2)| < 5. Note that without loss of generality we may
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assume that § < N~/? and that K # (. Now let M € Nand {Uy,...,Upn} C B(X)
be a partition of K such that for all m € {1,..., M} it holds that Uy, # 0 and
sup sup ||z —yllx < N'6.
me{l,...,M} z,y€Un,
Let z1,...,2p € X be such that x,, € Uy, m € {1,...,M}. Let a9 € {z €
X:||lzl|x = N7} \ {@1,..., 20} (this will be important for the last part of the
proof of the lemma). Define P.: X — X by

P.(x) = {Z’j e (25)
Observe that by construction for all x € X it holds that
IP-(@)l1x < llallx + N1 < |laf|x + N~0+) (26)
and for all x € K it holds that
|z = P-(z)] x < N~'é. (27)

We verify that P. satisfies the desired properties. Indeed clearly P has finite range.
Moreover, let (2, F,P) be a probability space and let (p1,...,9on,¢1,...,¢)) be
random variables on this space such that L(p,) = L(¢),) = fin, n € {1,...,N},
and let Fy,..., Fn € F. For simplicity of notation define £ = 25:1 onlp,, & =

Snct @lrn: b = Sl Pe(pn)Lr,, and € = 30,0, Po(),)1p,. Define
K,={weQ: (p1,..,on, Py, ply) € KN
Observe that by (27) for w € K, it holds that

N
€)= & @)llx <D len = Pelen)llx <6,
n=1
and similarly [|¢'(w) — &L (w)||x < 0, whence for all w € K, it holds that

[2(§(w), €' (W) — P& (w), &L (w))] < g (28)

By the estimate above, Assumption (20), and inequalities (26) and (24) it now
follows that

E[®(E,¢) — (6., )|
/ B(€,€') — B(Ee. £L)|dP + / B(E,€) — B(Es, €£1)] dP
K, K

c
7}

g
< 5+C /K (2+ €% + 11€'1% + l€c% + IELI%) P

N N

1

‘o zc/K <1 4 NP (Z el + > ||Ps<<pn>||§>> dP
n=1 n=1

IN

c
7}

N
% + 2<P*1>*40/ (1 +NPY ||<Pn||§(> dP < e.
KC

@ n=1

IN

Recalling the definition of £, £, & and £, this completes the proof of estimate (22).
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In order to prove the final statement in the lemma, we make some minor adjust-
ments to the proof above. Indeed, suppose that for some n € {1,..., N} it holds
that p, is not a Dirac measure. It follows that there exists a compact set F' € B(X)
such that p,(F) € (0,1). Now proceed as above, but with the additional assump-
tion that the set K satisfying (23) also satisfies F C K, and that the partition
{Ui,...,Un} is chosen such that U, N F € {U,,, 0} for all m € {1,...,M}. As
T, X1, . ..,x) are all distinct values by construction, this ensures that there exists
a set G € B(X) such that P-1(G) = F. O

Lemma A.5. Let X be a separable Banach space, p € P(X), and let By cont(X) =
{B € B(X): u(0B) = 0}. Then for all B € B(X) and all ¢ > 0 there exists an
B. € Bycont(X) such that n(BAB:) < e.

Proof. Define
A={B € B(X): Ve > 03B € Bjcont(X) such that u(BAB,) <¢e}.
One may check that A is a Dynkin-system and that A contains all closed sets,

whence the result follows by the m-A-Theorem. 0
Lemma A.6. For N € N and a separable Banach space X let p1,...,pon: Q2 — X
and 1k, ..., onE Qe = X, k €N, be families of independent random variables
with

w* lim @p k=@, for ne{l,...,N}.
k—o0

Let (@, = = XN and (@), 1 )h=1 : Q@ = XN be independent copies of (on)n-1
and (nk)n=y, respectively, vo € R, and B, € B(X") such that P((¢;)i—; €
0By,) = 0 form € {1,...,N — 1}. Then, for the w*-convergence in X x X it
holds that

N N
* 1: / /
w*- Hm <%01ka0 + Prkli(p; )1teB, 1} PLEVO T 22 ‘Pn,kl{m,k)?lleBnl})
-

n=2
N N
/ /
B (WJO +2 Prlip)roteB, iy P10 + > ‘Pnl{wﬂ;‘feBnl}) '
n=2 n=2

Proof. By [18, Theorem 4.30] we find probability spaces (M (™ Q™) and
(M) 5/ @), and random variables

Ungor o : M — X and o), 0 M'™ = X,
such that
() e £ @nks ¥n L on, and  lim s =1, Q-as.
(i) ¥p < Chpe VS and lim o, =9, @-as.
We let (M,,Q) i= [@}, (M™,5™,Q0)] @ [@), ('™, Q™)] and
extend ¥y, k, Y, Py, 1, ¥y, to M. Note that for all n € {1,..., N — 1} it holds that

Q((¢4)j=1 € 9Byp) = 0 whence an application of the Portmanteau Theorem (see
e.g. [18, Theorem 4.25]) to BS and B,,, the interior and closure of B,,, implies that

WM L, 07 €8y = Ny, ey Qas.

k—o00 J
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Therefore,

B N T N

lim |1 gvo + Y nkliy,,)r-ten, )T = Prvo + ) Unlyyntep,_yy Qas.
n=2

k—o0
n=2

and

r N N
lim 1/11 ko + Z Z/Jn ket (1) € B 1} = 1/111)04-2 7/1;11{(%)?;1163"71} Q-a.s.,
n=2

k—o0
n=2

which completes the proof. ([

Proof of Proposition A.1. (a) We verify that if (ii) holds, then (ii) remains valid
with P replaced by Pp-ext.

(a.0) First we consider (¢,)N_; such that for all n € {1,..., N} there exist a
K, € N and (,Un,k)]gK:1 C P with L(pn) = ping * - * inx,. As A, € F? for
n € {0,...,N — 1} there are B,, € X" such that An ={(pj)j=y € Bp} forn > 1,
whereas for n = 0 we have Ay € {#,Q}. Now let ((¢nx)1,)N_; be independent
random variables satisfying £(1n k) = fin k- Then it holds in distribution that

11A0+Z@n1{(¢]] leBn 1} Zwl k1A0+ZZdJ’ﬂk1 E[ le[?,IGBn 1}

n=2k=1

and
N K,

(pl]‘AO—i_Z(pnl{(sg] ] 1€Bn 1} Z¢1 k1A0+ZZ¢nk1 E( lezn—leBn .
n=2 k=1 ’

where ((¢/, )k " )N_, is an independent copy of (1), )N_;. Hence if (ii) holds,
then (ii) remains valid with P replaced by the set of finite convolutions of elements
from P.

(a.1) Assume that L£(¢n) € Ppext for n € {1,...,N}. By Lemmas A.5 and 4.7
we can restrict the A, to A, = {(¢;)j=1 € By} with P((¢;)j—; € 0B,) = 0
and B,, € B(X™) for n € 1,..., N — 1, whereas we keep Ay € {0,Q}. We find a
uniformly £,-integrable family of independent random variables (wnk)f:’:of p—1 Such

that L£(¢n,k) is a finite convolution of measures from P and L(¢p k) N L(en) as
k — oo. Lemma A.6 gives

N N
(‘Pl)kle + D Pnlip, ten, o Plalao + D Spilvkl{(«:j,k);?fe&ll})

n=2 n=2
N N

/ /
— (‘Plle + D nlionten,y Pilao + D ‘Pnl{wj);?feBnl})
n=2 n=2

as k — co. By Lemma 4.7 we conclude step (a), i.e. (ii) is valid for Ppext-

(b) We now prove that if (ii) holds with P replaced by Ppext, then (i) holds.

(b.0) Let (Q, F,P,(F.)N_) and (p,)Y_; be as in (i), and set u, = law(p,). If
each i, is a Dirac measure in an z,, € X, then E@(Eﬁ;l onla, 25:1 orla, 1)
is a weighted sum of terms ®(>°, ., Tn, >, c;Tn) With I C {1,...,n} (the empty
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sum is treated as zero). In this case (ii) implies that each of these terms in non-
positive, so that in what follows we assume there exists an £ € {1,..., N} such that
e is not a Dirac measure. We will prove that for all € > 0 it holds that

N N
E¢<Z¢H1AM,Z¢;1AM> < 3¢, (29)

n=1 n=1

which completes the proof of (i). By passing to the larger probability space
(Q, F,P) @ ([0,1],B(]0,1]),A) (where X is the Lebesgue measure), endowed with
the filtration (F, ® B([0,1]))Y_,, we may assume that (Q, F,,P) is divisible for all
n €40,...,N}. Fix e > 0, and let P. be as in Lemma A.4 with the property that
pe o P71 is not a Dirac measure. Recall from Lemma A.4 that

N N N N
o(Setn S i) -0 L rtata S| <
n=1 n=1 n=1 n=1

(30)
(b.1) Set jipe := pp o Pt and recall that . is not a single Dirac measure, but a

finite sum of Dirac measures. For m € N we proceed as follows:

Step 0. We apply Lemma A.3 with G = {0,Q} and F = Fj to find a k,,1 €
{2,3,...} and a sequence of independent, Fp-measurable, yi; .-distributed random
variables (¢m.1, -, Ym k1 —1), and to find an Ay, 0 € 0(Um1, -0y Yk, —1) With

Hle - 1Am 0||LT’ <2,

Set Yk, 1 = Pe(1).
Step n;n = 1,...,N — 1. Apply Lemma A.3 with G = 0(¥m,1,-- -, Ymkp..)
(note that z/;mk = P.(o1)y s Ymkm, = Pe(pn)) and F = Fpi1, to find

a kmnt1 € {kmyn + 2,kmn + 3,...} and independent, F,,41-measurable, py .-
distributed random variables (¢ k., 415 s Y km.ny1—1), independent of the o-al-
gebra o (Vm,1,- - Ym k.. ) as well, and to find an Ay, 1y € 0(Vm1, -0, ik gi—1)
with

114, =1 llce@ <27
Set 1/}m7km,n+1 = PE(@nJrl)'

(b.2) By construction,

N
n}gnm Z(lAm,n,l - 1An71)Ps(90n)
n=1 Lr(P;X)
N
- 7711—r>noo Z(]‘AM,nfl - 1An—1)P€((p;l) =0,
n=1 Lr(P;X)

hence by Lemma 4.7 there exists an M &€ N such that, for B,_1 = Aprn—1,

N N
'IE@ <Z P.(en)lB, 1r Y Ps(@%)13n1>

n=1 n=1

N N
_E® <ZPE(%)1AM > P¢))1a, ) ‘ <e. (31)

n=1 n=1
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(b.3) We would like to apply (ii) to Eﬁle 1B, _,¢n, however, our construction
of B,_1 only guarantees that P.(p,) is independent of B,_1, not that ¢, is
independent of B,_;. Hence we proceed as follows. Let k, := kpp for n €
{1,...,N} and (%)Y, be a sequence of independent random variables such that
Uy, is pn-distributed for all n € {1,...,N}, and ¢y, is pe-distributed for all
ke{l,....,kn}\{k1,...,kn}. By the Factorization Lemma for all n € {1,...,N}
there exists a C,,—1 € X* 1 such that

By 1 = {(1/;1, 1) € Cn,l}.

Define, for n € {1,...,N}, B,_1 = {(P-(¢1))k " € C,_1}. By construction,

(Zanl (¢n), Zanl )i ZN: P.(¢,), Zl P (4}, )

n=1

where (w;)Zil is an independent copy of (z/%)ﬁil, so that

N
( =(¢n)1B,_ 172P (¥n)1B, 1)

n=1
1
By the assumption that Proposition A.1 (ii) holds for £L(py) € Pp-exs it follows that

= E® (ZP (¢, )1 ,ZN:PE ) (32)
E® (Zwk 15, lazwk 15, )

n=1 n=
The inequality above in combination with Lemma A.4 implies that

N N
E® (Z P (e, )15 . Pa(%n)lén1> <E.

n=1 n=

an

I /\

1
Combining the inequality above with (32), (31), and (30) we arrive at the desired
estimate (29). O

A.2. From simple decoupling to general decoupling. In addition to the space
A, (Q,F; X, P) introduced in Definition 4.1 we shall need the following one:

Definition A.7. Let X be a separable Banach space, p € (0,00), 0 # P C Pp(X),
and let (Q, F,P,(F.)N_o), N € N, be a stochastic basis. We shall denote by
Ay simple (2, (Fn )n 0; X, P) the set of (Fn)N_,-adapted sequences (d,,)Y_, such that
for all n € {1,...,N} there exist K, € N, a partition (An,lﬁk)sz”l C Fu1
of Q consisting of sets of positive measure, and pn1,...,M1n Kk, € P such that
ZkK:"l 1A,y wHnk @5 a Tegular version of P(d, € - | Fn_1).

Proposition A.8. Let X be a separable Banach space, let ® € C(X x X;R) be
such that there exist constants C,p € (0,00) for which it holds that

@ (z,y)| < C(L+ [lz)%k + llyll%) (33)
for all (z,y) € X x X, and let P C Pp(X) with 69 € P. Then the following

assertions are equivalent:
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(i) For every stochastic basis (Q, F,P,F) with F = (Fy)nen, and every finitely
supported (dp)nen € Ap(,F; X, P) it holds that

E® (Z dn, Yy en> <0,
n=1 n=1
whenever (e, )nen i an F-decoupled tangent sequence of (dy)nen-
(ii) For every N € N, every stochastic basis (Q, F,P, (Fn))_) and (d,)N_; €
Apsimple (Q, (F)X_; X, P) it holds that

N N
Ed (Z dn, Z en> <0,
n=1

n=1

whenever (e,)N_ is an (F,)N_,-decoupled tangent sequence of (d,)N_;.
(iii) For every N € N, every stochastic basis (Q, F,P, (Fn)N_,), every sequence
of independent random wvariables (¢n)N_, with L(p,) € P such that o,
is Fn-measurable and independent of Fn_1, and for all A, € F,, n €

{0,...,N — 1}, it holds that

N N
E® ( > enla, .y <p;1An1) <0,

n=1 n=1
whenever (¢},)N_| is a copy of (pn))_, independent of Fy.
We shall use the following lemmas to prove the proposition above.

Lemma A.9. Let (Q,F,P) be a probability space, let K € N and let Ay € F,
k € {1,...,K}, be such that (Ay)X_, is a partition of Q and P(Ax) > 0 for all
ke{l,...,K}. Let X be a separable Banach space and let d: Q — X be a random
variable. Let k: Q — P(X) be a regular version of P(d € -|o((Ax)E))), i.e.,
K = Eszl purla, for some pi,...,pux € P(X). Let (U, F P be an auxiliary
probability space and let (d})X_ | be a sequence of independent X -valued random
variables on (Y, P',F') satisfying L(d},) = px, and let, for all k € {1,...,K},
dp: (Q,F,P) x (U, F',P") = X be a random variable defined by
dyp(w,w') = d(w)1a, (W) + d (@) 1o\, (@) (34)
for all (w,w') € AxQ'. Let G C F be a o-algebra such that o((Ag)E_,) C G. Define
Go=6G{0,2'} and for k € {1,...,K} define
Gk = 0(Go,di, ..., dk). (35)
Then the following holds:
(i) For all (w,w') € Q x ' it holds that d(w) = Zszl di(w,w' )14, (w).
(i) (d)i_, is (Gr)i_, -adapted.
(iii) L(dr) = pir.
() (Go,0o(dr),...,0(dk)) are independent if and only if for all k € {1,..., K},
all A € G satisfying A C Ay and P(A) > 0, and all B € B(X) it holds that
P({d € B}NA)
Pde B|A) i=———F7—=

Proof. Claims (i), (ii) and (iii) are trivial. Regarding claim (iv), suppose that
dy, is independent of Gy_1 for all k € {1,...,K}, then in particular (dy)f_, is

= pk(B). (36)
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independent of Gy. Let k € {1,...,K}, A € G satisfying A C Ay and P(A4) > 0,
and B € B(X) be given. Then
P({de B}nA) PP({d, € B}N(AxQ))
P(A) N PRP(Ax Q)
=P@P(dy € B) = ux(B),

P(d € B|A) =

where we use (i), independence, and (iii). In order to prove the reverse implication,
let By,...,Bx € B(X),let k€ {1,...,K}, and let A € G be such that A C Ay and
P(A) > 0. It holds that

PRP((AxQ)N{d € B1,...,dg € Bg})
—PaP (Aﬁ{deBk})X( N {déeBe})]

te{1,.... KW\ {k} (37)
=P(APdeBe|A) ] PeB)=PA) [] (B
ee{1.. K\ {k} te{1... K}
This suffices to prove the reverse implication. O

Let N € N and let (d,)Y_; € Apsimple(Q,P, (Fn)Y_o; X, P) ie., for all n €

n=1

{1,..., N} we have a K,, € N such that
(i) P(d, € | Fn-1) = Zsz’ll Pnkla,_,, as., where
(ii)) Ap—1.1y---,An—1 K, € Fn_1 is a partition of Q with P(A,_1%) > 0 and
Pn .-, UnK, €P.
We set Ky := 1 and
Jo == {(n,k):ne{0,...,N} ke {l,....,Kp}},
J = {(n,k):ne{l,....NLke{1,...,K,}}.
On Jy we introduce the lexicographical order (m,j) < (n, k) if either m < n and
jed{l,...,Knptorm=mnand j€ {l,...,k}. For an auxiliary probability space
(©', F',P") and independent random variables d;, ,: Q" — X with L(d, ;) = fink,
ne{l,...,N},and k € {1,...,K,} let

dn,k(w7w/) = dn(w)]‘Anfl,k(w) + d’lll,k(w/)lﬂ\Anfl,k(w)'

We define

Goq = Fo®{0,Q},

gmk = gn_Lanl\/U(dn71,...,dn7k) (nE{1,...,N},k€{1,...,Kn—1}),
gn,Kn = gn,Lanl \/U(dn,la---ydn,Kn)\/ <}—n®{@,Q/}>

Finally, we let

() K=K +---+ Ky,
(He)E, be the lexicographical ordering of (Gn k) (nk)e.o
(cpg)g L be the lexicographical ordering of (dn k) (n,k)e s,
(Ag);<," be the lexicographical ordering of (An—1,k)(n,k)e s,
(K, be the lexicographical ordering of (d}, ;) (n.x)e.-

(iii
(iv

ii)
)
)
(v)
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Lemma A.10. The following holds true:
(i) (o), is (He)E | -adapted and ¢, is independent from Ho_.
(ii) Ap € Hy for £€{0,..., K —1}.
(iii) 27]:[:1 dn = Zf:l Pela, -
() If e, := ZkK:"l d;z,k]‘An—l,k7 then
(a) (en)N_y is a decoupled tangent sequence of (d,)
N K
(b) Yony€n =201 Ppla, .-

Proof. (i) Fix £ € {1,..., K}. By definition, ¢, is H,-measurable. To show that ¢,
is independent from Hy_; it is enough to verify that

N

nep ond

g’n,fl,Kn717dn,l7 ceey dn,Kn

are independent for n € {1,..., N}. Because
Grn1dcr s = Fno1 ®a(d§n7j :me{l,...,n—1},j € {1,...,Km}),
where for n = 1 the second factor is replaced by {(), '}, it remains to check that

<]:nl & {05 Q/}) ) dn,l; sy dn,Kn

are independent. But this follows from Lemma A.9.

(ii) and (iv) follow by construction.
(iii) follows from dy, (w) = S5, dp g (w,w)1a, . (w) for n € {1,...,N}. 0

Proof of Proposition A.8. (i) = (iii) follows by Example 2.7.
(iii) = (ii) follows from Lemma A.10.

(ii) = (i) Let (dn)nen be as in (i) with d,, = 0 if n > N for some N € N. By
Corollary 3.2 we obtain for n € {1,..., N} random variables d%: Q x [0,1] — X
and H,,: Q x (0,1] — [0, 1] such that d° is F,,—1 ® B([0, 1])/B(X )-measurable, H,, is
independent of F,,_1 @ {0, (0,1]} with £(H,,) = A, and d,,(w) = d2(w, Hy (w, 5)) for
all (w, ) € Q,, x (0, 1] for some Q,, € F,, of measure one. We define 2 := Qx (0, 1]V,
Fo:=Fo®{0,(0,1)V}, F, = F, ®@o(m1,...m), where m, : (0,1]¥ — (0,1] is the
projection onto the n-th coordinate, and P := P®\ where Ay is the Lebesgue mea-
sure on (0,1]Y. Then H,,d,,&,: Q — [0, 1] are given by H,,(w, s) := H,(w, 7,(5)),

dn(w, 8) == d(w, Hp(w, 5)), and &, (w, s) := d2 (w, m,(s)), n € {1,...,N}. We get:
(1) {(w,s) € Q: dp(w,8) =dn(w)} 2 x (0,1]

(ii) The fact that H,, is uniformly-[0, 1] distributed and independent of F,,_1
and d2 is F,—1 ® B([0,1])/B(X)-measurable implies that (€,)nen is an
(Fn)N_,-decoupled tangent sequence of (dy,)nen-

(iii) The function ,—1[w, B] :== A({h € [0,1] : d°(w,h) € B}), B € B(X), is a
regular conditional probability for P(d,, € - | Fp—1).

Next note that for alle > 0 and n € {1,..., N} there exists an d%¢: Q x [0,1] = X
which satisfies

d?z)a(wv S) = Z 1Fn—l,k,5 (w)fn,k,a(s)v
k=1

with m. € N, fore € LP([0,1]; X), pair-wise disjoint Fy_11,¢6,..-, Fn—1,m..c €
Fn—1 of positive measure, and [|d)* — df || zo(ax[0,1);:x) < €. Moreover, we can pick

)
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fnke such that L(fn k) € P. Indeed, let (fr)een € LP([0,1]; X) be dense. For
€ > 0 we can choose an appropriate n = n(p,e) > 0 and define

Sy = {w e Q:[|d)(w,-) = fill croagx) <1}
Sy i={we: ||d91(w5 )= f2||£P([0,1];X) <np\Si,....

From these sets (Sy)nen we extract the collection (Fy,—1 k), find wy € F_1 xcN
k1 (P), and let fp, xc := d%(ws,-). We continue and define dz,, &, : Q — [0,1] by

a5 (w,s) = d%¢(w, Hy(w,s)), and & (w,s) = d%(w,mn(s)), n € {1,...,N}. By
construction we have
(1) lle5 = enllzo@ix) = 15, = dull 2o (@ x) < € foralln e {L,....N},
(ii) (e5)N_, is an (F,)N_,-decoupled tangent sequence of (dy, )nen, B
(iii) a conditional regular conditional probability kernel of dS given F,_1 is

given by Z;cnzsl 1Fn—1,k,a (w)‘c(fn,k,a)'
This concludes (ii) = (i). O

A.3. Proof of Theorem 4.4. (ii) = (i) First we apply Proposition A.1 to deduce
from Theorem 4.4 (ii) the statement in Proposition A.1 (i). Now we use Proposition
A8 (iii) for Pp.exs instead of for P and obtain Proposition A.8 (i) for Pp.exs, which
is Theorem 4.4 (i).

APPENDIX B. EXTRAPOLATION

The following extrapolation result is standard. It was proved for the general de-
coupling (which is not exactly the same as what we state in Proposition B.1 below)
in [5] or can be proved by more general results (for example, from [11]). For the
convenience of the reader we include a proof for our setting.

Proposition B.1. Let X be a Banach space and let Dy(X) € [0,00], ¢ € (0,00),
be as defined in Definition 6.3. If there exists a p € (0,00) such that D,(X) < oo,
then Dg(X) < oo for all ¢ € (0, 00).

Proof. Fix N € {2,3,...}. Let (r,))_,, (r}))_, be independent Rademacher se-

n=1»
quences on a probability space (2, F,P) and let vg € X and h,: {-1,1}" — X,
n € {l,...,N — 1}, be given. Define v, : @ — X by v, = hu(ri,...,r)
for n € {1,...,N — 1}, and vy := 0 € X for notational convenience. Let
fo=g0:=0€ X, and

n

n
pyp— . . D / .
fni= g rjvj—1 and gp = g Vi1

i=1 i=1
forn e {1,2,...,N}. Fix A € (0,00) and let 6, 8 € (0, 00) satisfy 5 > 1+ 4. Define
the stopping times pu,v,0: Q — {1,...,N + 1} by

pwi=min{n € {1,2,...,N}: || fullx > A},

v:=min{n € {1,2,...,N}: ||fallx > B},

o:=min{n € {0,1,..., N}: max{||gnllx, ||vnllx} > A},
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with min () := N + 1. Define fx, g8 vh_1: Q@ = R by fi = SUDpeq1,. N} 1 fnllx,

gn = SUPpe{1,...,N} lgnllx, vi_y = SUPpeqo,...,N—1} [vn]|x, and

N N
HfRNT = E 7ivj_1ly <. and Hgk\\7 = E rhvi_11lg,c.
N jVj—11{u<j<vAnc} N jVi—1{pu<j<vAc}-

Jj=2 j=2
By definition of D,(X) it holds that
1%F87 e x) < DX | o (x)- (38)

On the set {o > p} we have

19577 | x = llgvnoany — gullx < vwaoan)—1llx + l9wrean)—1llx + llgullx < 30X

As HgkM =0 on {o < p}, it follows that
19377 e x) < BOA[P(o > p)]7 < BOXP(fR > N)]7 . (39)

On the other hand, on the set {v < N,oc = N + 1} we have v > 1 because ¢ < 3
and thus on that set we have

I x> M1y = ruvp—r = fumallx = BA = 0A = A. (40)
By (40), Chebyshev’s inequality, and estimates (38) and (39) it follows that
P(fy > BA gy Vuny_1 <A =Pr < N,o0 =N +1)
<P Nlx = (B =0 = 1)A)
< (B—6— 1) AN 1)
< (DX (B — 6= 1) PA P2,
< BODp(X)P(B =6 = 1) PP(fx > A).

As X > 0 was arbitrary, it follows from (41) that for all ¢ € (0, 00) it holds that

E|fy]? < B7[36Dp(X)]P(8 — 6 — 1) PElfx|* + 546~ [Elgn|? + Elvy_,]7].
(42)
Fix g € (0,00), and set § := 2 and 6 := 2717%7%3_1[DP(X)]_1. Note that D, (X) >
1asX7é{O},sothat5§%,ﬁ—é—lz%,and
BIBSD,(X)P(B—5—1)7 < 1.

By the Lévy-Octaviani lemma applied conditionally (see e.g. [24, Corollary 1.1.1])
we have max{E|vy_;|% E|gy|?} < 2E|gn|%. By substituting this into (42) we
obtain

BIfy" < 3E|fN]7 + 4877 Ellgn|% and hence E|fy|? < 8- 2707 E|lgn|%-
Recalling the choice of §, we obtain

—_1—-1_4a

2
820579 < 8.212 17378371 D,(X)] 7179 = 8- 22T 5T 39D, (X))4.

We conclude that Dg(X) < 3- 2%+2+%+%DP(X), which completes the proof. [
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APPENDIX C.

Lemma C.1. Assume a metric space (M, d) and a continuous map * : M x M — M
with (xxy)xz=xx(y*2) forx,y,z € M. Let 0 #P C M and

P =clg({zy %+ xap :2q1,...,2 € P,L €N}

— *

where the closure on the right side is taken with respect to d. Then one has (77*) =
P and P is the smallest d-closed set Q with @ D P and uxv € Q for all p,v € Q.

Proof. The equality (5*) = 7" follows from the continuity of * and a standard
diagonalization procedure. This also implies that p* v € P for all W, v € P
Now let us assume a set Q as in the assertion. Then z1 * --- x zy € Q for all
T1,...,0p € P. As Q is closed we deduce P C Q. O
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