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INTERPOLATION BETWEEN NONCOMMUTATIVE MARTINGALE HARDY
AND BMO SPACES: THE CASE 0<p<1

NARCISSE RANDRIANANTOANINA

ABSTRACT. Let M be a semifinite von Nemann algebra equipped with an increasing filtration
(Mn)n>1 of (semifinite) von Neumann subalgebras of M. For 0 < p < oo, let h;(M) denote the
noncommutative column conditioned martingale Hardy space and bmo®(M) denote the column
“little” martingale BMO space associated with the filtration (My)n>1.

We prove the following real interpolation identity: if 0 < p < oo and 0 < 6 < 1, then for

1r=(1-0)/p,
(5 (M), bmo® (M), = hi(M),

0,r
with equivalent quasi norms.
For the case of complex interpolation, we obtain that if 0 < p < ¢ < co and 0 < € < 1, then
for 1/r = (1—0)/p +0/q,

with equivalent quasi norms.

These extend previously known results from p > 1 to the full range 0 < p < co. Other related
spaces such as spaces of adapted sequences and Junge’s noncommutative conditioned Lp-spaces
are also shown to form interpolation scale for the full range 0 < p < co when either the real
method or the complex method is used. Our method of proof is based on a new algebraic atomic
decomposition for Orlicz space version of Junge’s noncommutative conditioned L,-spaces.

We apply these results to derive various inequalities for martingales in noncommutative sym-
metric quasi-Banach spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

Hardy space theory takes on many forms and appears in many aspects of mathematics such as
harmonic analysis, PDE’s, functional analysis, probability theory, and many others. Interpolation
spaces between Hardy spaces in various contexts have a long history. We refer to the articles
[13] 23], [35] for some background on interpolations between classical Hardy spaces from harmonic
analysis and [I8] [47] for interpolations between Hardy spaces from martingale theory. On the
other hand, the theory of noncommutative martingales has seen rapid development in many
directions. Indeed, since the establishment of the noncommutative Burkholder-Gundy inequalities
in [37], many classical inequalities are now understood for this context. We refer to the book
[36, Chap. 14] for a summary of some of the main inequalities from noncommutative martingale
theory. Further references relevant to our purpose are [I], [7, 24], 26] [32], [44]. The main focus of
the present article is on Hardy spaces arising from noncommutative martingale theory. More
specifically, column/row Hardy spaces defined from column/row conditioned square functions
initiated by Junge and Xu in [26] in connection with the noncommutative Burkholder/Rosenthal
inequalities. These spaces are generally referred to as conditioned Hardy spaces and its column
(resp. row) version is usually denoted by hy (resp. h7). We would like to emphasize that
this particular class of martingale Hardy spaces is instrumental in classical theory. We refer to
the monograph [47] for more in depth treatment of the classical setting. Likewise, the Hardy
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spaces hy and hj are proven to be fundamental objects in various aspects of the new progress
made in the noncommutative martingale theory during the last several years. For instance, the
formulation of the noncommutative Burkholder inequality for the case 1 < p < 2 was mainly due
to a reformulation of the case 2 < p < oo as equivalence of norms involving the spaces h; and
hy. The asymmetric Doob maximal inequalities in [17] were derived from properties of hy and
h;, where 1 < p < 2. The general theme of the present article is on interpolation spaces for the
quasi-Banach space couple (h7, hg) when 0 < p < ¢ < oo.

To motivate our consideration, let us review some interpolation results from classical martingale
theory. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and (F,),>1 be an increasing sequence of o-subfields
of F satisfying the condition F = o(|J,;~; Fn). For 0 < p < oo, denote by H,(2) (resp. h,(€2))
the martingale Hardy space defined by square functions (resp. conditioned square functions) and
BMO(Q) (resp. bmo(Q2)) the martingale BMO (resp. martingale little BMO) space associated
with the filtration (F;,)n>1. We refer to [14], [47] for precise definitions and properties of these
spaces along with discussions on their importance for the classical theory. It is well established
in the literature that the spaces BMO() and bmo(f2) play important role in interpolation
theory as they may be used as natural substitutes for L, (€2). Our motivation comes from the
following three classical results that involved martingale BMO spaces as one of the endpoints of
interpolations:

(1.1) [H1(9), BMO(9)], = H,(), 0<0 <1 and % "
1 1-6
(1.2) [Hp(Q),BMO(Q)], € H(), 0<p<1, 0<6<1, and s <1
1 1-96
(1.3) (hp(2),bmo(£2)), . = h:(€2), 0<p<oo, 0<O<1, and i

where [-,-]p (resp. (-,-)p,) denotes the complex (resp. real) interpolation method. The identity
(LT) and the inclusion (I.2]) were obtained by Janson and Jones in [I8] while (L3]) was established
in its present form by Weisz in [46]. It is a natural question to consider if the three assertions
stated above still hold for the noncommutative setting. The first result in this direction is due
to Musat in [32] who proved a noncommutative analogue of (LI]) where as introduced in [37],
the noncommutative Hardy space H; is the sum of the column version and the row version and
the BMO space is defined as the intersection of column BMO and the row BMO. Later, Bekjan
et al. established in [I] that the noncommutative analogue of (L3]) holds for the Banach space
range. That is, (I.3]) remains valid for the interpolation couple (h{,bmo®). To the best of our
knowledge, [1] and [32] are the only articles available in the literature that contain substantial
advances in the study of interpolation spaces of noncommutative martingale Hardy spaces to date.
The present paper extends the interpolation results from [I] to the case 0 < p < 1 thus providing
a full noncommutative generalization of (I.3)) for column/row spaces. We refer to Theorem
below for detailed formulation. We also obtained interpolation spaces between spaces of adapted
sequences which may be viewed as the right substitute for (I.T]) when 0 < p < 1. This is stated in
Theorem [B.13 We should point out that the result on the spaces of adapted sequences appears
to be new even for the classical setting. Moreover, the noncommutative analogue of (I2]) can be
easily deduced from the result on adapted sequences.

Our method of proof is very different from [I], 32]. In fact, the techniques used in both [I] and
[32] appear to work only for Banach couples. Our main objective is to compare K-functionals

for the couple (h;, hg) where 0 < p < ¢ < oo to those associated to the well-known couple
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(Lp, Ly) associated with appropriate amplified von Neumann algebras. In the classical setting,
this type of reduction is usually achieved through some strategic use of stopped martingales. We
note that a the time of this writing there is no direct analogue of stopping times available for the
noncommutative setting but the so-called Cuculescu projections ([§]) are often used as a substitute
for stopping times. However, Cuculescu projections do not appear to be efficient enough to provide
the desired truncations. This makes our approach very different from the classical setting as found
in [18, 46]. Our method is based on the so-called algebraic atomic decompositions. The notion
of algebraic atoms were introduced by Perrin in [33] for Junge’s noncommutative conditioned
L, spaces and the Hardy spaces hj for 1 < p < 2 and found to be instrumental in the study
of Doob’s maximal inequality for martingale in noncommutative Hardy spaces ([I7]). Algebraic
atomic decompositions for the Hardy space h; with 0 < p < 1 was recently studied in [7] by
constructive approach. Another recent development in this direction is that the noncommutative
Orlicz-Hardy space h§ admits algebraic atomic decomposition for convex function ® satisfying
some natural conditions. Using insights from the constructive approach used in [7] and [44],
we established that noncommutative conditioned Orlicz-Hardy spaces admit version of algebraic
atomic decompositions when the Orlicz function is p-convex and g-concave for 0 < p < ¢ < 2 (see
Theorem [2.8] for details). These more general atomic decompositions turn out to be one of the
decisive tools we used for our results on K-functionals for the couple (hj, hy) when the distance
between p and g is sufficiently small. The results on K-functionals coupled with the well-known
Wolff’s interpolation theorem provide the full noncommutative generalization of (L3]). The case
of spaces of adapted sequences is handle with the same techniques. That is, estimating the
K-functionals through some version of algebraic atomic decompositions.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we review the basics of noncommutative
symmetric quasi-Banach spaces following the formulation of [28],[50] and give full detailed accounts
of the construction of noncommutative martingale conditioned Hardy spaces associated with
symmetric quasi-Banach spaces. We also formulate and prove the algebraic decomposition for
noncommutative conditioned spaces associated with Orlicz function spaces and for spaces of
adapted sequences.

Section 3 contains formulations and proofs of our principal results: noncommutative gener-
alization of ([.2)), noncommutative generalization of (I.3]), and an extension of (L)) to the full
range when spaces of adapted sequences are used.

In Section 4, we explore some further applications of our results and methods from Section 2
and Section 3 to various inequalities involving noncommutative martingale Hardy spaces in the
context of general symmetric spaces of measurable operators.

2. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Throughout, we adopt the notation A <, B to indicate that there is a constant C,, depending
only on the parameter o such that the inequality A < C, B is satisfied. Similarly, A =, B is used
if both A <, B and B <, A hold.

2.1. Noncommutative symmetric spaces. Throughout, M denotes a semifinite von Neu-
mann algebra equipped with a faithful normal semifinite trace 7. Let M denote the associated
topological x-algebra of 7-measurable operators in the sense of [12]. For x € Mv, we recall that
its generalized singular number p(x) is the real-valued function defined by

pe(x) = inf {s > 0: 7(X(500)(|2])) <t}, >0,

where X5 o) (|7|) is the spectral projection of |z| associated with the interval (s,c0). We observe
that if M is the abelian von Neumann algebra L, (0, 00) with the trace given by integration with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, then M becomes the space of measurable complex functions
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on (0,00) which are bounded except on a set of finite measure and for f € M, u(f) is precisely
the usual decreasing rearrangement of the function |f|. We refer to [38] for more information on
noncommutative integration.

We denote by Ly, the space of measurable functions on the interval (0,00). Recall that a
quasi-Banach function space (F, || - ||g) of measurable functions on the interval (0,00) is called
symmetric if for any g € E and any f € Lo with u(f) < u(g), we have f € E and ||f||z < ||9] -
Throughout, all function spaces are assumed to be defined on the interval (0, c0).

Let F be a symmetric quasi-Banach function space. We define the corresponding noncommu-
tative space by setting:

EM,T) = {a; €M : u(z)e E}

Equipped with the quasi-norm ||z g(q,r) = [[(2) ]|, the linear space E(M, 1) becomes a com-
plex quasi-Banach space (28], [50]) and is usually referred to as the noncommutative symmetric
space associated with (M, 1) corresponding to E. We remark that if 0 < p < co and E = L,
then E(M,7) is exactly the usual noncommutative L,-space L,(M,T) associated with (M, 7).
In the sequel, E(M, 1) will be abbreviated to E(M).

Other classes of examples that are relevant for our purpose are the class of Orlicz spaces and
the class of Lorentz spaces. We review these two classes for convenience.

A function @ : [0,00) — [0,00) is called an Orlicz function whenever it is strictly increasing,
continuous, ®(0) = 0, and lim,_, ®(u) = co. The Orlicz space Lg is the collection of all f € Ly
for which there exists a constant ¢ such that I(|f|/c) < oo where the modular functional Is(-)
is defined by:

Tal) = | @(gto)) dt. g€ Lo
The space Lg is equipped with the Luxemburg quasi-norm:
HfHLq) = inf {c >0:Is(|f]/c) < 1}.

If & is convex then Lg is a symmetric Banach function space. However, we do not restrict
ourselves to just the case of normed spaces. We refer to [45] for Orlicz spaces associated with non
necessarily convex functions.

We recall that for 0 < p < ¢ < oo, ® is called p-conver (resp., g-concave) if the function
t > ®(t1/P) (resp., t — ®(t'/9)) is convex (resp., concave). Below, we only consider Orlicz spaces
associated with Orlicz functions that are p-convex and g-concave for some 0 < p < g < 2.

For the next relevant example, assume that 0 < p,q < oo. The Lorentz space L, 4 is the space
of all f € Lo for which ||f||,, < co where

00 1/q
(/ u?(f)d(tq/”)> L 0<q< oo
0

1f1l,, =
PO sup VP (1), q = <.
t>0

If1<g<p<ooorp=gq= o0, then L,, is a symmetric Banach function space. If 1 < p < oo
and p < ¢ < oo, then L, , can be equivalently renormed to become a symmetric Banach function
([2, Theorem 4.6]). In general, L, , is only a symmetric quasi-Banach function space.

Both noncommutative Orlicz spaces and noncommutative Lorentz spaces will be heavily in-
volved throughout the paper.

2.2. Martingale Hardy spaces and conditioned spaces. In the sequel, we always denote by
(My)n>1 an increasing sequence of von Neumann subalgebras of M whose union is w*-dense in
M. For every n > 1, we assume that there is a trace preserving conditional expectation &, from

M onto M,,.
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Definition 2.1. A sequence z = (z),>1 in L1(M) 4+ M is called a noncommutative martingale
with respect to (Mp,)n>1 if Ey(2nt1) = oy, for every n > 1.

Let E be a symmetric quasi-Banach function space and x = (z,),>1 be a martingale. If for
every n > 1, x, € E(M,,), then we say that (x,),>1 is an E(M)-martingale. In this case, we set

[z 2y = sup |z 2
n>1

If ||z|| gy < 0o, then x will be called a bounded E(M)-martingale.

For a martingale x = (z,)n>1, We set dx, = x, — x,—1 for n > 1 with the usual convention
that zp = 0. The sequence dx = (dz,)n>1 is called the martingale difference sequence of x. A
martingale z is called a finite martingale if there exists N such that dz,, = 0 for all n > N.

Let us now review some basic definitions related to martingale Hardy spaces associated to
noncommutative symmetric spaces.

Following [37], we define the column square functions of a given martingale x = (xy) by setting:

Sen(x) = (Zn: ]dxk\2) 1/2, Se(x) = (i ]dxk\2) 1/2.
k=1 k=1

The conditioned versions were introduced in [26]. For a given Ly(M) + M-martingale (xg)r>1,

we set n o0
Sen(2) = <Z£’k_1|dxk|2)l/2, se(z) = <ng—1|d$k|2>l/2-
k=1 k=1

The operator s.(z) is called the column conditioned square function of x. For convenience, we
will use the notation

Sc,n(a) = <§n:|ak|2)1/2, Sc(a) = <i|ak|2)1/2‘
k=1 k=1
and

ren®) = (&) . o) = (S ealnel?)
k=1 k=1

for sequences a = (ag)k>1 in L1 (M) +M and b = (by)r>1 in La(M)+ M that are not necessarily
martingale difference sequences. It is worth pointing out that the infinite sums of positive oper-
ators stated above may not always make sense as operators but we only consider below special
cases where they do converge in the sense of the measure topology.

We will now describe various noncommutative martingale Hardy spaces associated with sym-
metric quasi-Banach function spaces.

Assume that F is a symmetric quasi-Banach function space. We denote by Fg the collection
of all finite martingales in E(M). For x = (z1)r>1 € Fg, we set:

2]l = ISe(@) [ (m) -

Then (Fg, || - |lng,) is a quasi-normed space. If we denote by (e; ;)i j>1 the family of unit ma-
trices in B(¢2(N)), then the correspondence z — )", dz) ® e maps Fp isometrically into a
(not necessarily closed) linear subspace of E(M®B(l2(N))). We define the column Hardy space
H5 (M) to be the completion of (Fg, || - [|3¢5,). It then follows that HE (M) embeds isometrically
into a closed subspace of the quasi-Banach space E(M®DB({3(N))).

In the sequel, we will also make use of the more general space E(M;¢5) which is defined as
the set of all sequences a = (ag) in E(M) for which S.(a) € E(M). In this case, we set

HaHE(M;Zg) = [Sc(a) || 5y
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Under the above quasi-norm, one can easily see that E(M; £5) is a quasi-Banach space. The closed
subspace of F(M;#5) consisting of adapted sequences will be denoted by EBr(M; £5). That is,

B (M; 05) = {(an)n21 € B(M;65) :¥n > 1,a, € E(Mn)}.

Note that for 1 < p < o0, it follows from the noncommutative Stein inequality that Lgd(./\/l;ﬁg)
is a complemented subspace of L,(M;¢5). One should not expect such complementation if one
merely assume that F is quasi-Banach symmetric function space.

Next, we will discuss conditioned versions of the spaces defined earlier. Consider the linear
space FS consisting of all x € M such that there exists a projection e € My, 7(e) < oo, and
x = exe. We should note that if M is finite, then FS = M. For every n > 1 and 0 < p < 0o, we
define the space L;(M, &, ) to be the completion of FS with respect to the quasi-norm:

« \[11/2
) = [ (2 x)Hp/z'
We would like to emphasize here that if x = exe € FS is as described above, then &,(z*x) =
e&n(r*x)e is a well-defined operator in M and since 7(e) < oo, it follows that &, (v*x) € L, /2(M).

According to [24], for every 0 < p < oo, there exists an isometric right M,,-module map
Upp : Ly(M, En) — Lp(My; £€5) such that

(2.1) Unp() Un,g(y) = En(zy) @ e,
whenever x € Ly(M;E,), y € Lg(M;E,), and 1/p +1/q < 1. An important fact about these
maps is that they are independent of p as the index p in the presentation of [24] was only needed
to accommodate the non-tracial case. Below, we will simply use w,, for uy, ;.

For 0 < p < oo, the range of u, is complemented in L,(My,¢5). In fact, as proved in [24,
Proposition 2.8(iii)], there exists a contractive projection Q,, from L,(My;¥¢5) onto the range of
uy, such that for every & € L,(M,; (5),

Qn ()" 2n(§) <£7¢.

Hx‘ LE(M.En

This fact will be used in the sequel.

Let § be the collection of all finite sequences a = (a,)p>1 in FS. For 0 < p < oo, we defined
the conditioned space L;"nd (M £5) to be the completion of the linear space § with respect to the
quasi-norm:

(2.2) lla|

Lgond (M3e5) — HUC(CL)Hp

(here, we take & = &1). According to [24], Lff’nd(/\/l; £5) can be isometrically embedded into an
L,-space associated to a semifinite von Neumann algebra by means of the following map:

U: L;Oﬂd(M;ég) — Ly(M®B({5(N?)))
defined by setting:
U((an)n21) = Zun—l(an) ® €n,1, (an)nZl S 3
n>1
The range of U may be viewed as a double indexed sequences (x, 1) such that x,, € L,(M,)
for all k > 1. As an operator affiliated with M® B(f2(N?)), this may be expressed as > onk Tk @
er1 ® ep 1. It is immediate from (1) that if (ap)n>1 € § and (by)n>1 € §, then

(2.3) U((an)) U((bn)) = (Zgn—l(a:bn)) ®e11 ®er.
n>1
In particular, if (ap)p>1 € § then H(an)HL;ond(M;gg) = [[U((an))|l, and hence U is indeed an

isometry.



INTERPOLATION 7

Now, we generalize the notion of conditioned spaces to the setting of symmetric spaces of
operators. This is done in steps.

e Assume first that F is a symmetric quasi-Banach function space satisfying L, N Lo, € E C
L, + Lo for some 0 < p < oo and L, N L is dense in E. This is the case for instance when E is
a separable fully symmetric quasi-Banach function space. For a given sequence a = (ap)n>1 € T,

we set:
H(an)‘ Eeond(M;05) — HJC(‘I)HE(M) = HU((%))HE(M@B(@(N?)))'

This is well-defined and induces a quasi-norm on the linear space §. We define the quasi-Banach
space E°"(M; £5) to be the completion of the quasi normed space (5, || - || geona (Mtg))- The space
End(M; £5) will be called the column conditioned space associated with E. Tt is clear that U
extends to an isometry from E"(M;£5) into E(M®B(¢3(N?))) which we will still denote by
U.

Below, we use the notation E%"d(Af;(5) for the closure of the linear space §° = {a = (a,) €
F:a; =0} in E"(M;£5). One can easily see that for a = (a,,),>1 € §, we have

2\1/2
max{H&(]al\ )Y HE(M1)7|
This shows that we have the direct sum
(2.4) ECM (M 15) = ES(M; &) @ E%"(M; £5).

e Assume now that £ C L, + L, for some 0 < p,q < oo that is not necessarily separable. We
set

(an)n22|

gty ) < @)z gy

B (M £5) = {0 € (Ly + L) (M; £5) : U(a) € B(MEB(:(N)) }

equipped with the quasi-norm:

(B ) = U@

Econd(M;[% )HE(MgB(ZQ(NQ)))

It is clear that Econd(./\/l;ﬁg) as defined is a linear quasi-normed space. We claim that it is
complete. Indeed, if (z,),>1 is a Cauchy sequence in E"d(M; (5), then it converges to some
x € (Lp + Ly)®4(M;£5). Since (U(x,)),>1 is also a Cauchy sequence in the quasi-Banach
space E(M®B(l2(N?))) and E(M®B({5(N?))) C (L, + Ly)(M®@B(¢2(N?))), it follows that = €
Econd(M; £5) and (z,,),>1 converges to x in B (M;£5). We should note here that if L, N Lo
is dense in E then the above definition coincides with the one described in the previous bullet.
We also define
EO,Cond(M;gg) — (Lp + Lq)O,Cond(M;gg) ) Econd(M;gg).

The direct sum stated in (2.4)) still applies.

Remark 2.2. At the time of this writing, we do not know of any suitable definition for conditioned
space associated with L, 4+ Lo when 0 < p < 2. It is also unclear if our definition of Eond(M; )
for non separable space F C L, 4+ L, when 0 < p < 2 is independent of the isometry U.

We now recall the construction of column conditioned martingale Hardy spaces. As in the
conditioned spaces, we describe the noncommutative conditioned Hardy spaces in steps. Let
(M) be the collection of all finite martingale (xy,)1<p<n for which zny € FS. We can easily see
that for every 0 < p < oo, §(M) C hj(M). As in the case of conditioned spaces, F(M) is dense
in hf;(M) when 0 < p < oc.

e First, assume that £ C Lo + Lo,. In this case, column conditioned square functions are well-
defined for bounded martingales in E(M). We define h%,(M) to be the collection of all bounded
martingale = in E(M) for which s.(z) € E(M). We equip h,(M) with the norm:

(B

he, HSC("E)HE(M)'
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One can easily verify that (h (M), || - [lne ) is complete.

e Next, we consider quasi-Banach space E such that L, N Ly, is dense in E for some 0 < p < o0.
This is the case if E is separable. Let z € §(M). As noted above, s.(z) € L,(M)N M. In
particular, s.(z) € E(M). We equip §(M) with the quasi-norm

|l

he, — |’3c($)HE(M) = |[(dan)] Beond (M;05)”

The column conditioned Hardy space hf (M) is the completion of (F(M), [|-[|lne,). Clearly, the map
x> (dx,) (from F(M) into §) extends to an isometry from h%,(M) into £ (M;£5) which we
denote by D.. In particular, h$(M) is isometrically isomorphic to a subspace of E(M® B(¢2(N?)))
via the isometry UD.. We should note here that if Lo N Ly, is dense in F and E C Ly + L, then
the two definitions provide the same space.

e Assume now that £ C L, + L, for 0 < p,q < oo. As in the case of conditioned spaces, we set

he, (M) = {x €S, 1. (M): UD,(x) € E(M@B(EQ(NQ)))}

equipped with the quasi-norm:

| he, = |UDe

() HE(M@B(Zz (N2)))

Since the operator U is independent of the index, one can easily see that the space h% (M) is
independent of p and gq. Moreover, one can verify as in the case of conditioned spaces that the
quasi-normed space (h; (M), [ - [ln,) is complete. Furthermore, if £ is such that Ly N L is dense

in £ then h% (M) coincides with the one defined through completion considered in the second
bullet.
The following fact will be used in the sequel.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < p < g < 0o and assume that E C L, + L,. The Hardy space h%(M) is 1-
complemented in E"(M;5). More precisely, there is an onto map II : E"(M; £5) — h% (M)
with [[II|| = 1 and IID,. is the identity map in h%(M).

Proof. Let n > 1 and b € FS. Using the Kadison-Schwarz inequality for conditional expectations,
we have

(2.5) En—1(/€n(b) — gn—l(b)F) < gn—l(‘b‘2)'
We define II : § — h%,(M) by setting:

a = (ap)p>1 — Zé'n(an) — En—1(ay).
n>1

It follows from (ZF) that s.(Il(a)) < o.(a) for every a € F. If § is dense in E°"d(M;/5), then
IT extends to a bounded linear map from E<"d(M;£5) onto h% (M) with [|[TT : B (M; 65) —
h%(M)| < 1. Clearly, if z € h§ (M), we have IID.(z) = . This verifies the lemma for the case
where F is separable.

For the general case, we observe that from the fact that § is dense in (L, + L,)®°¢(M; £5), the
inequality on conditioned square functions above can be restated as:

(2.6) \UD(I(y))| < [U(W)|, y € (Lp+ Ly)*(M;65).

If y € B (M;(5), then by definition y € (L,+ L) (M; £5) and U (y) € E(MBB(l2(N?))).
By the separable case, II(y) € hj ,; (M). Moreover, it follows from (2.6) that UD(Il(y)) €
E(M®B(l2(N?))). This means, II(y) € hG(M) with [[TI(y) e, < 191l peona () - O
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We refer to [0} 11, 19, 221 26] [42] [43] for more information on noncommutative Hardy spaces
associated with symmetric spaces of measurable operators. In the sequel, noncommutative column
Hardy spaces associated with Orlicz space Lg will be denoted by H§ (M) and hg (M) while those
associated with the Lorentz space L, will be denoted by Hy (M) and hy (M).

We conclude this subsection with a description of the dual space of the Hardy scpace h§(M).
A martingale = belongs to the column little bmo space denoted by bmo®(M) if

[ lgmor = max { ||zl 35up sup [ Eallm — 2a2)] L7}
m 1<n<m

The Banach space (bmo“(M), || - ||bmoc) Was introduced in [34] for finite case where it was shown
that it coincides with the dual of the Hardy space h{(M). The proof given there can be easily
generalized to the semifinite case. We record this for further use:

(2.7) (h (M) = bmo* (M)

with equivalent norms.

2.3. Atomic decompositions for martingale Orlicz-Hardy spaces. In this subsection, we
will analyze conditioned spaces and conditioned Hardy spaces associated with Orlicz spaces.
More specifically, we will describe a type of atomic decomposition in the context of Orlicz spaces.
Results from this subsection play key role in the next section. Toward this end, we will start from
setting up some notations.

Throughout this subsection, we always assume that 0 < p < ¢ < 2 and ® is an Orlicz function
that is p-convex and g-concave. First, we fix a positive Borel measure p on the interval [0, c0) so
that:

(25) B(0) g [ min{(65) (15)7) du).

The existence of such integral representation was proved for convex functions (see the proof of
[21, Lemma 6.2]). The argument given in [21] can be readily adjusted to include the more general
case of p-convex functions when 0 < p < 1.

Next, we fix an Orlicz function © so that Le admits the factorization:

(2.9) Lo =Ls0® Le
where the product Ly ® Lg is the collection of all function f that admit factorizationf = gh with
g € Ly and h € Lg. The quasi-norm on Lo ® Lg is given by:

|l aoze =t {llall 1A, <0 € Loch € L. = gh}

We note that the Orlicz function © can be taken to be the inverse of the function ¢ —
t=129=1(¢) for t > 0. We refer to [31] for more details.
We will also make use of the following function:

(2.10) U(t) = /Ooo(t2_p8_p + 279579 du(s)

where p is the positive Borel measure from the representation of ® in (2.8)). The reason for the
consideration of W is summarized in the next lemma. The first three items are straightforward
generalizations of [44], Proposition 3.3] while the last item can be deduced as in [44, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 2.4. (i) U(t) 2, , t20(t);
(ii) ©(T(t)1/2) ~pq (1);

(i) t +— W(tY/2) is operator monotone decreasing;
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(iv) for any increasing sequence of positive operators a, T a, we have:

2 2
> 7((an — a2)¥(ant1)) Spq 7(2()).
n>1
We now introduce a concept of atoms for conditioned space constructed from the Orlicz function
space Lg.

cond

Definition 2.5. A sequence z € Lg(M;/05) is called an algebraic Lg™"-atom if it admits a

factorization © = « . § where
(i) a=> ., an; ®en; is a strictly lower triangular matrix in Lo(M®B((2(N))) with

ol = (3 lewngl)'? < 15

j<n

(i) B € L (M; 65) with [|B]| . e < 1

The above definition was motivated by the case of LE"(M;£5) for 1 < r < 2 introduced for
the first time in [33] and explored further in [I7]. We also refer to [7] where the same concept was
considered for the case of conditioned Hardy space h%(M) for the range 0 < r < 1. More recently,
the case of Orlicz-conditioned Hardy space h{,(M) associated with convex Orlicz function ¢ was
formulated in [44] in the context of ¢-moments.

We should note that since strictly lower triangular matrices were used in the definition of
algebraic atoms, it follows that if z = (z,,),>1 is an algebraic Lc cond_atom then z1 = 0.

The next lemma can be deduced as in the first part of [33] Theorem 3.6.10] using the factor-
ization Ly = Lo ® Lg. We include the argument for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 2.6. Every algebraic ngnd—atom belongs to L%COHd(M;Eg). More precisely, if x is an
algebraic ngnd—atom then “x|’L%ond(M;£c) <1.
c,cond

Proof. Let = o .  be an algebraic Ly -atom. As observed earlier, z1 = 0 and for n > 2,
Ty =Y. j<n On,j Bj. Since 8 is adapted, 1t follows that

gn_1|gjn|2 = Z B;%En_l(a;’mozmj)ﬁj.
m,j<n
From the property of the module map u,_1, we have
Entlrn? ®ern = Z (B, ® e1,1) tUn—1(nm) Un—1(cn;).(B; ®@er1)

m,j<n

= 1> un1(any)-(8; @ ern) .

j<n

T)®eyr = Z | Zun—l(an,j)-(ﬁj ®e11)]>.

n>2 j<n

This implies that

We write further that
oi(r)®er1®er = | Z Z[un_l(an,j).(ﬁj ®e11)] @ enal’.
n>2j<n
This allows us to deduce that

oe(x) ®er ®ern = |(un—1(om;)) J<n Z/Bk ® €11 @ ep1
k>1
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where the strictly lower triangular matrix @ = ((up—1(ct,;)) j<n takes its values in Lo(M®B(¢2(N))).
We may view & as an operator affiliated with 9t = M®B(l3(N)))®B(¢2(N))). If p(-) denote the
generalized singular number relative to 9t equipped with its natural trace, then

loe@)]| gy = (oe(@) @ ey @ i), -
It follows from [12] Theorem 4.2] that

loe@)ll, ay = M@ e[l (D B @ exn @ exa)l

k>1
N 1/2
= llall 12 18eP) 1
k>1
< (3 llana )12 1867) 2
i<n k>1
This proves that Hw”L%ond(M;gg) <1. O

Using the above notion of atoms, we may naturally consider the following concept of atomic
decompositions:

Definition 2.7. A sequence x € Lg(M;{5) is said to admit an algebraic Lgcond—atomic decom-

position if
T = Z )\ka(k),
k

where for each k, a®) is either an algebraic Lgcond-atom or a*) belongs to the unit ball of
the conditioned space L§(M;&1) and A\, € C satisfying >, [Ag[? < oo for 0 < p < 1 and

c,cond

>kl Akl < oo for 1 < p <2 Since @ is p-convex and algebraic Ly~ -atoms belong to the unit

ball of L& (M; £5), it follows that if x admits an algebraic Lgcond—atomic decomposition then it
belongs to Ly (M £5).
Following [33], the corresponding algebraic atomic column conditioned space nggg(/\/t;ég) is

defined to be the completion of the space of all x that admit algebraic Lgcond—atomic decom-

positions in the space Lg’nd(/\/t;f;). If x admits an algebraic Lfb’cond-atomic decomposition, we

set:
. 1/p
k

and
”xHnggj(M;eg) = infz |Ak| forl<p<2,
k
where the infimum is taken over all decompositions of x as described above. We refer the reader
to [7] for a more in depth discussion on the need to separate the two cases.

The following result generalizes the atomic decomposition of conditioned L,-spaces from [33]
in two directions: it is valid for Orlicz spaces and also cover the quasi-Banach space range.
This will play a crucial role in the next section. The approach of [33] was by duality which is not
applicable to the present situation since we are dealing with not necessarily convex functions. Our
constructive proof given below combined ideas from [7] and the case of Hardy spaces associated
with convex Orlicz functions considered in [44]. This may be of independent interest.

Theorem 2.8. Let & be p-convexr and q-concave for 0 < p < q < 2. Then the two spaces

L%f’gg(./\/l;ﬁg) and LEL(M; 05) coincide (with constant of isomorphism depending only on p and

q)-
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More precisely, every x € §° admits a factorization © = a. where « is a strictly lower

triangular matriz in Lo(M®@B(l3(N))) and B € LE(M, €5) satisfying:

[leefl, - HBHL@(M;ZE) Spa 7] L5ond (M;85)°
Proof. First, we recall from earlier discussion that LCOHS(M;EE) C L%"nd(./\/l;fg). Thus, we only
need to verify one inclusion. This will be deduced from the second part of the theorem.

Let = (z,)Y_; € 3% The construction below is an adaptation of the argument used in
[44]. By definition, x; = 0 and there exists a projection e € M; with 7(e) < oo such that for
2<n<N,x, =exye.

First, we note that for j > 2, we have o j(x) € eM;_je. By approximation, we may assume
that each of the o j(x)’s is invertible with bounded inverse in eMe. Below, we simply write o;
for o j(x) and the function W is as defined in (2.10). Let A > 0 to be determined later. For
n > 2, we write

Ty = 2, U (Aop) U (Aoy) 7t
=2, ¥ (o) [U(Ao2) '+ Y T(Ao) ™ = U(Aop1) ]

3<m<n

=2, U (\oy) ¥ (o) + Z 2n ¥ (Aop) (T(Aajp1) " = (hoy) 7).

2<j<n

We define the strictly lower triangular matrix a by setting:

Q1 = xn\I/()\an)\I/()\ag)_l/z;
(2.11) 1 1\ 1/2 .
g =2 U(Aoy) (T(Aojp1) = U(Agy) ™) 7, for2<j<n.

We should point out here that since the function ¢ — ¥(¢!/2) is operator monotone decreasing
and )\20]2- < /\20’]2-+1, we have U(\oj41) < ¥(Ao;). Taking inverses, U(Aoj11)~t — U(Aoj)~t > 0.
Thus, taking 1/2-power in the expression above is justified.

The column sequence is defined by setting:

Bii = T(Nar)
(2.12) 1 —1\1/2
Bma = (\If(/\am+1) — U (Aom) ) , form > 2.
Then a = (an,j)j<n is a strictly lower triangular matrix and 8 = (Bm,1)m>1 is an adapted

sequence. Moreover, for every n > 2, it clearly follows from the definition that

(O"ﬁ)n,l = Za”J'ﬁj,l = Tp.

Jj=1

That is, we have the factorization x = «.. 3. We claim that the product «.. 3 satisfies the desired
norm estimate. We begin with the Lo-norm of a.

lall; =" 3= llomsll;

n>21<j<n
= T(T(Aon) |z P T (Ay) [F(Aon) 7+ DY T(Aojp) T = T(Aoy) )
n>2 2<j<n

- Z T(|xn|2\I’()\0n)).

n>2
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Since (¥(Aoy,,)) is a predictable sequence, we have

o]z = 3" 7 (En-r(lzal®) T (Aon)

n>2
=> 7(( )T(A\ay))
n>2
=272 7 ((Aon)* = (Aon-1)2)¥(Aan)).
n>2

We may deduce from Lemma [Z74](iv) that there is a constant C) ; so that
2 _
(2.13) HaH2 < Cp g 2T(<I>()\ac(:n))).

On the other hand, Lemma 2.4(ii) implies that there exists a constant C;, , so that

1 2
(214)  r|o(( Z Bua)2)| = [0 (w00e(@) ™) | < € g7 (@(0c(@))).
Let Kp 4 = max{Cy 4, C, } + 1. Since t — t7P®(t) is non-decreasing, one can easily verify that
o(t) < Kp;@(K;/qpt). Using this fact, we get from ([2.13) and (2.14)) that
2 _
lally < A7 (@ Aoe(x)))

rlo(( 3 Bl )] < r(@E A ())

Choose A so that 7(®(K, /p/\ac( ))) < 1. This can be achieved with A™! = l/pHJC

With the above choice of A, we clearly have HaH2 < Kl/pHaz| Lo (Myes) and H’BHLO(M 05)

This proves the desired estimate and therefore the second part of the theorem.

To conclude the proof, we apply the case of §° with the direct sum (Z4). We see that every
Lc,cond
P

and

M o
< 1.

y € § admits an algebraic atomic decomposition with ||y|| Lo (M) Sp.qa 1Yl Leond (Ags5)-

Since § is dense in L&(M; £5), it follows that Lfﬁgg(M, 05) = LM £5). O

Remark 2.9. Using A = 1 in the proof above, we also obtain a moment version of the preceding
theorem: given a sequence x = (Tp)p>1 € &Y, the column matrix 7 = Y on>1%n ® ep1 admits
a factorization T = « . f with « is a strictly lower triangular in Lo(M®B(¢2(N))) and § is an
adapted column matrix satisfying

e, + T[®(<§>jl 1Bt l)?)] Spg 7[@(0c(2))].

We consider now the version of algebraic atomic decomposition for martingale Hardy spaces.
The next consideration generalizes notions from [7] and [44] for non necessarily convex Orlicz
functions.

Definition 2.10. Let 0 < p < ¢ < 2 and ® be an Orlicz function that is p-convex and g-concave.
An operator x € Ly(M) is called an algebraic h§-atom, whenever it can be written in the form
T =Y.~ Ynbn, with y,, and b, satisfying the following conditions:

(i) &u(yn) =0 and b, € Lo(M,,) for all n > 1;

) Sl < 1 ana | (1)

<1.
Lo(M)
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Following [7.[44], this concept of atoms naturally leads to the consideration of the corresponding
atomic decomposition for conditioned Orlicz-Hardy spaces: we say that an operator x € Lg(M)
admits an algebraic hg-atomic decomposition if

T = E Ak,
%

where for each k, ay, is an algebraic hg-atom or an element of the unit ball of Ly(M;), and A\, € C
satisfying >, [Ag|? < oo for 0 < p < 1 and ), |A\g] < oo for 1 < p < 2. The corresponding
algebraic atomic column martingale Hardy space h%7aa(M) is defined to be the space of all z
which admit a algebraic hg-atomic decomposition and is equipped with

1/
lall,, = inf (D) for0<p<1
k

and

| he

®,aa

:ian|)\k| for 1 <p<2,
k
where the infimum are taken over all decompositions of x as described above.
We note that the above concepts were introduced in [44] for the case where ® is a convex
function. Our main focus here is the case where ® is p-convex with 0 < p < 1.
The next result is an extension of [7, Theorem 3.10] to the case of Orlicz function spaces. It
follows immediately from Theorem 2.8 and the complementation result stated in Lemma 23]

Corollary 2.11. Let 0 < p < q < 2 and ® is an Orlicz function that is p-convex and q-concave.
Then

hg (M) = hg .0(M).
More precisely, if x € hg(M), then x admits a unique decomposition x = x1 + y where x1 €
Lo(My) and y is a scalar multiple of an algebraic hg-atom.

Indeed, if IT : L™ (M; £5) — hS (M) denotes the norm one projection described in Lemma 23]

and * = «.f is a algebraic ngnd—atom with o being a strictly lower triangular matrix in
Ly(M®@B(¢3(N))) and $ is an adapted column matrix in Le(M;(5), then we have

H($) = Z Z dn(an,k)ﬁk,l

n n>k

= Z (Z dn(an,k))/@k,l
k

n>k
= arfBra-
k

Clearly, we have for every k > 1, &(ax) = 0. Moreover, > ;- llarll3 < |lal/3. This shows

in particular that II(z) is an algebraic hg-atom. The assertions in the corollary follow from
combining this fact with Theorem 2.8 and direct sum. O

We conclude this section with a companion of Theorem [2.8] for spaces of adapted sequences.
It may be viewed as the algebraic atomic decompositions for spaces of adapted sequences. This
will be used in the next section.

Proposition 2.12. Let ¢ be a p-convex and q-concave Orlicz function for 0 < p < q¢ < 2. If
T = (Ty)n>1 5 a sequence in L3I (M; L5) then there exists a sequence 8 = (By)n>1 in LE (M L5)
and a lower triangular matriz o with the following properties:

(i) a € Lay(MBB((2(N)));



INTERPOLATION 15

(ii) for every1 <j<mn, ayj € La(M,);
(i) = = a. 5;
(iv) Hauz‘HﬁHL@(M;ég) S Hﬂ‘@(M;zg)‘

Conversely, any sequence x admitting a factorization as above belongs to L%d(./\/l;ﬁg) with
Hﬂ‘@(M;f;) = Ho‘Hz'HﬁHL@(M;eg)'

First, we note that since square functions are well-defined for elements of L?I,d(/\/l; 5), reduction
to finite sequences or sequences of finite supports is not necessary.

Sketch of the proof. Let & = (zp)n>1 € L3Y(M;5). The construction is an adaptation of the
proof of Theorem 2.8 but using square functions in place of conditioned square functions.

For each n > 1, S¢ n(x) € Lo(M,,). That is, (Sen(2))n>1 is an adapted sequence. We simply
write ¢, for S¢ (). As before, we may assume that the ¢,’s are invertible with bounded inverse.
Similarly, (U(s,))n>1 is an adapted sequence with the ¥(g,)’s being invertible.

As in the proof of Theorem 2.8] fix A > 0 and set

ana =2 (A6n) U (Aer) T
anj =¥ (Asp) (\If(/\gj)_l - \I’()\gj_l)_l)l/z, for 2 <j<mn;

and

Bia =)V

Bmi = (\II()\gm)_l — \I/(Agm_l)_l)l/z, for m > 2.
A slight difference here is that unlike in the proof of Theorem 2.8, we do not make the indexing
shift. The factorization = «. § is straightforward. Clearly, (5,1)m>1 is an adapted sequence.
Moreover, as x,, € Ly(My), it follows that o, ; is affiliated with M,, and (o, j)1<j<n is a lower
triangular matrix.

We may choose \ exactly as in the proof of Theorem Z8 That is, A1 = K;QPHSC(x)HL@(M).
With this choice, the verification of the fact that HaH2 . HﬁuL@(M;zg) Spag HxHLq>(M;£§) follows the
same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 2.8 and is left to the reader.

On the other hand, if x admits a factorization z = «. 8, then from the fact that Lg = Lo ® Le,
we may conclude as in the proof of Lemma that

2| Ly (i) < llell2 - 118l Lo (Mse5)-
The proof is complete. U

Remark 2.13. Using factorizations of operator-valued triangular matrices (or more generally,
elements of Hardy spaces associated with semifinite version of subdiagonal algebras in the sense
of Arveson), the existence of a factorization x = « ., where « is a lower triangular and £ is a
column matrix, is clear. We refer to [37] for this fact. The main point of Proposition is that
when z is an adapted sequence, we can choose the sequence S to be adapted and the matrix «
to satisfy the extra property stated in item (ii). These additional facts are very important in the
next section.

3. INTERPOLATION OF CONDITIONED SPACES

This section is devoted to interpolation spaces between noncommutative column/row condi-
tioned Hardy spaces and related spaces. Our main references for interpolation theory are the
books [2], 3], 130].

Since we will be concerned with hf(M) when 0 < p < 1, we will consider the more general
framework of quasi-Banach spaces. We begin with some basic definitions.
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Let (Ag, A1) be a compatible couple of quasi-Banach spaces in the sense that both Ay and A;
embed continuously into some topological vector space Z. This allows us to define the spaces
Apg N Ay and Ag + Aq. These are quasi-Banach spaces when equipped with quasi-norms:

12 gorra, = max ] gy ], }
and
E— inf{HxOHAO |21y, © @ = o+ @1, 20 € Ao, 71 € Al},

respectively.

Definition 3.1. A quasi-Banach space A is called an interpolation space for the couple (Ag, A1)
if Agn A1 € A C Ag + Ay and whenever a bounded linear operator T : Ag + A1 — Ag + A1 is
such that T'(Ag) C Ap and T (A1) C Ay, we have T(A) C A and

HT A — AH < cmaX{HT : Ag — AOH, HT A — AlH}
for some constant c.

If A is an interpolation space for the couple (A, A1), we write A € Int(Ag, A1). Below, we are
mostly interested in two well-known specific interpolation methods generally referred to as real
method and complex method.

We begin with a short discussion of the real interpolation method. A fundamental notion for
the construction of real interpolation spaces is the K-functional which we now describe. For
x € Ay + Aq, we define the K-functional by setting for ¢ > 0,

K(l‘,t) = K(:E,t; Ao,Al) = inf{Hl‘()HAo —I—tHleAl cx =29+ 1, g € Ag, 21 € Al}.

Note that each t > 0, z — K(z,t) gives an equivalent quasi-norm on Ay + A;. There is also the
dual notion of J-functionals which is defined for y € Ag N Ay and ¢t > 0,

Ty.1) = T (9.1 Ao, A1) = mas { ]y 1wl }-

If 0 <0 <1and 0 <y < oo, we recall the real interpolation space Ay, = (Ao, A1)s~ by
x € Ag if and only if

00 3 dtN\ 1/~
lell g prys., = (/0 (K (2,8 Ap, A1) 2) 7 < o0,

If v = oo, we define x € Ag  if and only if

— -0 '
HxH(AO,Al)gm = i‘;lo)t K(x,t; Ag, A1) < o0,
For 0 < <1land 0 <y < o0, | -y is a quasi-norm and (Agn, | - [4,y) is a quasi-Banach

space. Moreover, the space Ay, is an interpolation space for the couple (A, A1) in the sense of
Definition 3.1l There is also an equivalent description of Ag . using the J-functionals for which
we refer to [3, B0] for the exact formulation.

It is worth noting that the real interpolation method is well understood for the couple (Ly,, Ly, )
for both the classical case and the noncommutative case. We record here that Lorentz spaces
can be realized as real interpolation spaces for the couple (Ly,, Ly, ). More precisely, if NV is a
semifinite von Neumann algebra, 0 < pg < p1 < 00, 0 < 6 < 1, and 0 < ¢ < oo then, up to
equivalent quasi-norms (independent of N),

(LPO (N)7LP1 (N))qu = Lp,q(N)
where 1/p = (1 — 0)po + 0/p1. In particular, we have
(LPO(N)’LIH (N))gm = L;D(N)
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with equivalent quasi-norms. These facts can be found in [37].

Wolff’s interpolation theorem will be used repeatedly throughout the next subsection. We
record it here for convenience.

Theorem 3.2 ([48, Theorem 1]). Let B; (i =1,2,3,4) be quasi-Banach spaces such that By N By
is dense in B; (j =2,3) and satisfy:

Bg = (BI,B3)¢,7’ and Bg = (Bg, B4)97q
for0< ¢,0 <1 and 0 <r,q<oo. Then
BQ = (Bl, B4)§7T and Bg = (Bl, B4)<’q

90 0
1— 6+ 0 -6+

In order to make the presentation below more concise, we introduce the following terminology.

where £ =

Definition 3.3. A family of quasi-Banach spaces (Ap,,)pﬁe(opo} is said to form a real interpolation
scale on an interval I C R U {oo} if for every p,q € I, 0 < 71,72,y < 00, 0 < 6 < 1, and
ljr=01-0)p+0/q,

Ary = (Apy1, Agrz)oy

with equivalent quasi-norms.

The next result may be viewed as a version of Wolff’s interpolation theorem at the level of
family of real interpolation scale.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that a family of quasi-Banach spaces (Ap~)p~e(0,00] forms a real interpo-
lation scale on two different intervals I and J. If |J NI| > 1, then (Ap,)pe(0,00] forms a real
interpolation scale on I U J.

Proof. We may assume that I and J are closed intervals. As [I N J| > 1, we may assume that
supl > inf J and I NJ = [wy, ws] where wy = inf J and we =supl. Fixpe I\ J, g€ J\ I, and
0 < y1,72,7 < 0o. We divide the proof into three cases.

o Case 1. Assume that r1 € (wq, w2).
Since both p and wsy belong to I, by assumption, for any given 0 < 3 < 00,

Ari iy = (Aps Aws ya)01 7
where 1/r; = (1 —61)/p + 01 /wa.
On the other hand, as r1 and ¢ belong to J and r; < ws < ¢, the assumption also gives that
Awy s = (Amm Aqvvz)wu’ys
where 1/wy = (1 — 1)/ + 11/q. Applying Wolff’s interpolation theorem, with By = A, -,,
By = A, , B3 = Ay, 5, and By = Ay 4,, we deduce that
Ary iy = (Apyi Agiys oy
0141 : :
————— . One can readily verify that 1/ry = (1 —0)/p+6/q.
6, 1 610 y verify /ri=(1-0)/p+86/q
o Case 2. Assume that 7o € (p,w;].
Fix w3 € (wi,wg). Since p < 19 < ws and p,ws € I, by assumption, we have for every
0< V3 < o0,

where 0 =

AT’zﬁ = (Apﬁqua,’m)@zﬁf
where 1/ry = (1 — 69)/p + 02/ws. Using the previous case with ry in place of p and ws in place
of r1, we have

Aw3ﬁ/3 = (Arm“/v Aqﬁ/z)diz,’m
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with 1/ws = (1—12)/r2+12/q. Using Wolfl’s interpolation theorem with By = A, ,,, Ba = Ay, ~,
B3 = Ay, 4,5, and By = Ay ., we obtain that

AT’27’Y = (Apvaqm)@ﬂ/

0
#:/}_292%. As before, one can verify that 1/ro = (1 —6)/p+0/q.
o Case 3. Assume 3 € [wa, q).

As in the previous case, let w3 € (wy,wq). Since ws, r3,q € I, we have

where 0 =

Ay y = (Aws s> Ag )5,y
where 1/r3 = (1 — 63)/ws + 03/q. Next, we apply Case 1 with ws in place of r1 in order to get
that

Aws s = (Apm ) Am)wms
with 1/ws = (1 — 63)/p + 03/q. The desired statement can be deduced as in Case 2.

Combining the three cases above, we may state that if pe I'\ J, g€ J\ I, 0 < v1,72,7 < 00,
0<6<1,and 1/r = (1—6)/p+60/q, then

Am = (Ap,'yzv Azmz)em

which is equivalent to the statement that the family (Ay ), ye(0,00] forms a real interpolation
scale on the interval I U J. 0

We now state the primary result of the paper. It is an extension of [I, Theorem 4.8] to the full
range 0 < p < oo and a noncommutative generalization of (L3]) (see also [40]).

Theorem 3.5. If0 <0 <1,0<p<oo, and 0 < A,y < o0, then for 1/r = (1-0)/p,
(hp (M), bmo(M)), = hi_ (M)

0,y
with equivalent quasi-norms.

Before we proceed, we should point out that for 0 < p < oo and 0 < A < o0, the pair
(h; L (M), bmo®(M)) forms a compatible couple. Indeed, as described in the preliminary section,
hy A(M) embeds isometrically into L, \(M®B (£2(N?))) which in turn is continuously embeded
into the topological vector space Lo(M®B(¢2(N?))). Now we verify that bmo®(M) also embeds
continuously into Lo(M®B(f2(N?))). This is immediate if M is finite as bmo®(M) C h§(M) C
Lo(M®B(¢2(N?))). When M is infinite, this can be achieved as follows: since M is semifinite,
choose a family of mutually disjoint finite projections (e;);je.; in M so that Zje yej =1 for the
strong operator topology. Let = (z5,)n>1 € bmo®(M) and for each j € J, set xe; = (zpej)n>1. It
is clear that ze; € bmo®(M) and s?(we;) = e;js2(z)e;. Since T(e;) < oo, we; € h§(M). Therefore
UD,(we;) is well-defined in Lo(M®B(¢2(N?))). Moreover, the module property of U implies
that UD.(zej) = UD.(ze;).(e; @ Id) where Id is the identity of B(¢2(N?)). This implies that
> jesU D.(xe;) converges in measure. This shows in particular that the map x +— > .., UD.(xe;)
provides a continuous embedding of bmo®(M) into Lo(M®B({2(N?))).

Similarly, if 0 < r,s < oo, then (L,‘iond(./\/l;Eg),Lgond(M;ﬁg)) is a compatible couple as both
spaces embed continuously into (L, + L) (M;£5).

je€J

We need some preparation for the proof. We consider the Orlicz structure of the symmetric
function space L, + tLs for any given 0 < r < s < oo and t > 0. To describe this structure, we
consider the following Orlicz function:

@gr’s)(u) = min{u", t°u’}, u>0.
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One can verify that @ET’S)(') is r-convex and s-concave. According to [I5, Lemma 3.2], we have
for every f € L, + Ls and t > 0,

(3.1) 27 |l gy < K (ft L, L) < 2| ]| o

In particular, the Orlicz space L () coincides with the space L, +tLs with isomorphism constant

depending only on the index r and therefore independent of ¢.
Let 0 < p,q,r,s < 2 and assume that p < ¢, 1/p=1/2+1/r, and 1/¢ =1/2 + 1/s. One can
easily check that

Lp+tLy=Ly® (L, +tLy).

It follows by identification that the following factorization holds for the corresponding Orlicz
spaces:

Lypa = L2 © Ly,

with constants depending only on the indices p and gq.

We will verify that the atomic decomposition results from Theorem [2.8] and Proposition
apply to this specific factorization. Ideally, we would like to have that the function u +—
u~Y 2(<I>£r’s))_1(u) is equivalent to (<I>§p ’q))_1 but in order to avoid working with inverse func-
tions, we will proceed directly to proving a corresponding result to Lemma 2.4l It also highlights
the fact that for this particular case, integral representations of the Orlicz functions involved are
not needed. To this end, set for u > 0,

w§p¢1) (u) == (u> P + 9% ),
We have the following properties:

Lemma 3.6. (i) Q/Jtpq (u) ~pgq u_2<I>(p Q)(u);
(i) @Er,s)(( gp,q)( )~ 1/2) gpqq)(lﬂl)( );

(iil) w— wﬁp’q)( ) is operator monotone decreasing;
(iv) for any increasing sequence of positive operators a, T a, we have

ZT(( gz—i-l —a ) (pq)(an+l)) N7 T((I)(pq)( ))

n>1

Proof. For the first item (i), we write u_2(1>§p’Q)(u) = min{u~?"P, t9 2T} = (max{u®"P,t"9u?"F}) -
and note that

27 (u?7P + 792 7P) < max{u®P,t"9u? P} < uPP 4t 2P,
It follows from taking inverses that
G () < u @) (u) < 20477 ().

Next, item (ii7) can be seen as follows: if a and b are positive operators with a < b then since
0<1—(p/2)<land 0<1-(¢/2) <1, we have

1=0/2) 4 4941-(0/2) < p1=(0/2) 4 papl=(a/2)
Taking inverse operators, we see that
¢§p,q)(b1/2) < wgp,q) (a1/2)‘

This shows that u — 1[)15‘” ) (u!/?) is operator monotone decreasing.
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With the equivalence (7) on hand, the proof of (iv) is identical to the proof of |44, Lemma 3.4]
so we leave it to the reader. It remains to verify (i7). From the equivalence (1), it suffices to prove
that

" (w(@" P (1) 12) Spg D ().
Since u(<I>§p’q)(u))_l/2 = max{u'"P/2 t=9/2y41~9/2} we have from the definition of @ET’S)(') that
(3.2)
<I>§r,8) (u(q)gp’q) (U))_1/2) — min { max{(ul—p/2)r’ (t—q/2u1—q/2)r}’ max{tS(ul—p/2)s’ tS(t—q/2u1—q/2)3}}‘
Note that (u'~P/2)" = uP and t°(t~9/2u1=9/2)5 = t9yd. If w1~ (/2 > $=9/241=9/2 then t9ud > uP.
In particular, @Ep ’Q)(u) = uP. Then (B2) implies that
<I>§r,8) (u(<1>§p,fI)(u))—1/2) — min {up,tS(ul—(p/2))s} < ¢§IL‘1)(U)‘
Similarly, if u!'~®/?) < $=9/241~9/2 then t9u4 < u? and therefore, <I>§p ’q)(u) = t%u9. We can deduce
from ([B.2)) that
<I>§r,s) (u(q>£p,Q)(u))—1/2) — min{(t—q/2u1—q/2)r,tquq} < <I>£p,f1)(u)‘

This completes the proof. O

The next proposition constitutes the decisive step toward our proof of Theorem We
formulate it here for the more general conditioned spaces.

Proposition 3.7. Let v be a positive integer with v > 2. Assume that 2/(v + 1) < p < 2/v and
p<q<2/(v—1). If x € F, then for every t >0,

K (@,t; L™ (M £5), L (MG £5)) ~p g K (00(2), £ Ly(M), Lg(M)).

Proof. e We observe first that one inequality in the equivalence follows easily from the isometric
embeddings described in the preliminary section. Indeed, let = € § and set N' = M®B(f2(N?)).
Recall that for 0 < r < oo, the map U : L& M;05) — L,(N) is an isometry satisfying the
identity

|U(z)| = o0c(z) ®e11 @er.
It follows that for every ¢ > 0,

K(O'c(x)v t; LP(M)7 Lq(M))

K(|U ()], t; Ly(N), Lg(N)
K(U(az),t; Lp(N)a Lq(N))
< K (@,t; L (M £5), LS (M £5))

which verifies one inequality with constant 1.

e The reverse inequality is more involved. We consider the following two finite sequences of
indices: set pg =pand ¢qg =qgand for 1 <m <v —1,
1/pm—1=1/2+1/pm and 1/gp—1 = 1/2 4+ 1/gn.
From earlier discussions, the following factorization holds for the respective Orlicz spaces:

L(I)ipmqumfl) = L2 ® chgpm»q'm)'

We note that by Lemma [B.6], atomic decompositions stated in Theorem 2.8 and Proposition
apply to each of these factorizations.

The main idea in the argument below is to repeatedly apply the above factorization until one
gets indices that are strictly larger than 1. At that point, splittings into adapted sequences are
possible via the noncommutative Stein inequality. The restriction imposed on the values of p and
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q is needed in the argument since at every step (except the last one) we need both indices p,,
and ¢, to remain in the open interval (0, 2) so that algebraic atomic decompositions from the
previous section can be applied.

We now present the details of the proof. Assume first that = € F° (the general case will be
dealt later).

Fix t > 0. We apply Theorem 2.8 to the Orlicz space L o) We have the following factoriza-

tion:
(3.3) = ab). 5(1)

where ol is a strictly lower triangular matrix with entries in Ly(M) and SV is an adapted
column matrix in Lq)(pl,ql) (M; £5) satisfying:
t

(1) o))
(3.4) HO‘ Hz : Hﬁ HLq)gm,ql)(M;zg) Spa Hac(x)HLq)gp,q)(M)'

Next, we inductively construct finite sequences {a(m) :2<m<v-—1}and {ﬁ(m) 1<m<v-1}
where the a(™)’s are lower triangular matrices taking values in Lo(M) satisfying ag';) € Ly(M,,)

for 1 < j < n, and B™)’s are adapted column matrices. Both sequences satisfy for 2 < m < v —1:

(3.5) Bm=1) _ o (m)  gm)
and
(m) (m) < (m—1)
9 ol 1o S0 1o
This is done by applying Proposition to gm=1 ¢ rad (M; £5). The constant de-

(Pm—1-9m—1)
(I)t
pends on p,,—1 and ¢,,—1 but since they depend on p and ¢ respectively, we may state that for

each step, the constant depends on p and gq.
Clearly, the above construction induces a factorization:

z=al . . oD g1,

Now, we consider the adapted sequence V1 e ch(pufl,qufl) (M; £5). By identification, we have
t

B¥N € (Ly, y +tLg, ) (M;£5) = Ly, ,(M;£5) + L, , (M; £5).
It follows from the definition of sum of two Banach spaces that 3%~ admits a decomposition
B = W) 4 £@) with ¢ € L, (M;05) and €?) € L, _, (M;£5) satistying the norm estimate:

(3.7) H£(1)|’LPV71(M;Z§) + tH£(2)HLqV71(M;Z§) < 2"5(%1)|’(LPV71+tLqV71)(M;zg)'

The important fact here is that 1 < p,_1 < ¢,—1 < co. By applying the noncommutative Stein
inequality ([37]), we may replace £ and ¢®) by adapted sequences ¢(V) = {En(g,ﬁl))}nzl and
@ = {571(5,(12))}”21 satisfying:

(3.8) 1P, ey + Py, nnry) = Coall B llir,, vimg, ey

The constant C), can be taken to be equal to 2max{vy, ,,74, _,} where 7, is the constant from
the noncommutative Stein inequality for 1 < r < oco. This justifies that C, , depends only on p
and ¢ since p,_1 and ¢,_1 depend on p and ¢ respectively.

Next, we consider two sequences of operators by setting:

e =a® oD ¢ and 2@ =M oY @)
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Since SV = ¢ 4+ ¢@ we clearly have z = (M) 4+ 2. We claim that () € Lff’nd(./\/l )
and z(? e Lcond(M%C). Indeed, let yM) = a@ . a1 ¢M and 4@ = o@ oD, @),
The fact that ¢ is adapted and the property that a7V ¢ La(M,,) for 1 < j < n implies

n,j
that ﬁ(” 2) .= o1 ¢ is an adapted sequence. Moreover, by Holder’s inequality, we have
B2 ¢ Ly, _s(Mmieg) With

Hﬁu Y HL,, (Mytg) S o], - [|¢™ Hpr L (Me8)”

One can work backward and set B m=1) — o(m ﬁ(m for 2 < m < v — 2 to see that y™) is an
adapted column sequence. Moreover, a repeated use of Holder’s inequality yields:

[ HLpl(MZ (H [l 1, )HC @ HLPV LMi) <

Since M) is strictly lower triangular and y) is adapted, it follows that () = o) .y ¢
L;‘md(./\/l; ¢5). Similar argument can be applied to deduce that (2 € Lgond (M; 05).

We now verify that the decomposition z = (1) + 22 provides the desired inequality between
the two K-functionals. Indeed, we have the following norm estimates:

K (2,t; L (M £5), L (M £5)) < [|=)

Lcond(M-gc + tHx(2)| L(CZOI‘d(M§£§)

(Huw 1)-Ul, ey HHICPN, aaesy)
<oa 111 101 18 Pl e o

v—1
§p7q <ng1 Ha(m) H2) ' H/B(V_l) HL@,EPquul)(M?Zg)'

Applying ([B.6]) successively (v — 2)-times, we get
K o M 5), M 5) S 0O, 60,

(ML)
By (B4]) and norm equivalence, we arrive at
K(m,t; Lgond(M5€§)7Lgond(M5£§)) Spa H‘Tc(x)H(L,,thLq)(M)‘

This proves the case where z € V.

We now consider an arbitrary = = (z,)n>1 € §. Let 2 = (0,29, 23,...) € §°. By the direct
sum (2:4)) and the previous case, we have:

K (2, 6L (M £5), L™ (M; 45))
Spa K (21,8 LM, €1), Ly (M, £1)) + K (2,1 L™ (M; £5), L™ (M £5))
<r.q K(a;l,t; Ly (M, &), L;(M,Sl)) + K(Uc(z),t; L,(M), Lq(M)).

Since u1(Lg (M, &1)) and ug(Lg(M, Er)) are one complemented in L, (M;;£5) and Lq(My;£5)
respectively, we have

K(:L‘l,t;L;(M,gl) (M 51)) = (ul(lﬂl),t;Lp(Ml;fg),Lq(Ml;fg))
K (lur(z1)], 8 Lp(Mi; 63), Lg(Ma; £5)).
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As |up(21)] = E1(J212)Y? @ €1 1, it follows that
K (21,6 LS(M, &), LE(M, &) = K (Ex(Jz1 )2, 15 Ly(M1), Le(My)).
As & (|1)?)Y? < oo(z) and 0.(z) < oc(z), we may conclude that
K (0, L™ (M 65), L (M 65)) Spg K (0c(2), 85 Ly(M), Lo(M)).
The proof is complete. O

Using the fact that for every 0 < r < oo, h%(M) embeds isometrically into a 1-complemented
subspace of L& (M; ?5), the next result follows immediately from Proposition [3.71

Corollary 3.8. Let v be a positive integer with v > 2. Assume that 2/(v + 1) < p < 2/v and
p<q<2/(v—1). If y is a finite martingale in F(M) then for everyt > 0,

K (y,t; hS (M), hS(M)) ~%pq K (se(y), t; Ly(M), Lg(M)).

Remark 3.9. Since § is dense in Lff’nd(/\/l; %)+ Lgond(./\/l; 45), we have the following more general
assertion that under the assumption of Proposition B.7], for every z € Ll'z,OnCl (M; £5) +Lg°nd(./\/l; 0)
and t > 0,
K (85 L (M £5), LM 65)) 0 K (U (@), 8 Ly(N), Ly(N))

where N' = M®@B({5(N?)).

Similarly, since (M) is dense in hg (M) +hg (M), it follows that for every y € hf (M) +hg (M)
and t > 0,

K (.t W (M), B (M) % K (UD4 (), Ly, Ly(N)).

3.1. Proof of Theorem We consider first two important intermediate cases. One is the
Banach space range and the other is when the distance between the two indices is small enough.
We begin with the latter.

Lemma 3.10. Let vy > 2. Consider 2/(vy +1) < po < 2/vy and po < p1 < 2/(vp — 1). If
0<0<1,0<7,m,y <00, and1/r=(1—0)/po+60/p1, then

hﬁ,’Y(M) - (hICJO,’Yo (M)’ hlcn,’ﬂ (M))Q;y

with equivalent quasi-norms.
Proof. This will be deduced from Corollary 3.8 (see also Remark [B.9]) and the description of

noncommutative Lorentz spaces as real interpolation of the couple (L, (M), Ly, (M)). Indeed, if
y € hi (M), then we have:

9l = 1UPe(y)]

~ [[UD(y)]|

Lry(N)

(LP() (N)val (N))G,’y

~ ||| (hg (M),hs, (M)~

where the last equivalence comes from the comparison of K-functionals stated in Remark
This clearly shows that hf (M) = (he, (M), he (M))(M‘ The full generality as stated in the

P
lemma follows by reiteration. O

The next lemma is the infinite version of the Banach space case. It will be deduced from
Lemma [3.10] and Wolff’s interpolation theorem. Since our approach differs from [1], we include
the details.
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Lemma 3.11. Let 1 <p <r <oo. If1/r=(1—0)/p then
hy (M) = (h;(M), bmoc(M))e

,T

with equivalent norms.

Proof. We will verify first that if 1 < r < ¢ < oo then
(3.9) hi(M) = (hi(M), hg(M)),,

for 1/r = (1 — %) 4+ ¢/q. We separate the proof of ([B.9]) into three cases:

e 1 < r < q < 2. This follows immediately from using vy = 2, pp = 1, and p; = ¢ in
Lemma B.10]

ol <r<2<qg<oo. Fixwvsuchthat 1 <r <wv <2 <gq. Applying the previous case, we have

he(M) = (K (M), hE (M),
for 1/r = (1 — 1) + ¢1/v. On the other hand, since for every 1 < s < oo, h{(M) embeds
complementably into Ls(M®B(¢3(N?))), we have for 1 <7 < v < g < oo and 1/v = (1 —1)9)/r +
¥2/q that
HS(M) = (RE(M), hE (M),
Set B1 = h{(M), By = hi(M), By = hj(M), and By = hi(M). It is clear that By N By
is dense in both By and Bs. Applying Wolff’s interpolation theorem, we deduce (B.9]) with

Y = 1P (1 — 1Py 4 112ha) "L, One can easily verify that this is the desired index.
e2<r<g<oo. Fixl<u<2<r<qand write

hi(M) = (hi (M), hg(M))
Next, we have from the previous case that

S (M) = (R (M), hE(M)), .
Applying Wolff’s interpolation theorem with B; = h{(M), B3 = h%(M), By = h§(M), and

T

By = hg(M), the desired interpolation follows with 1) = 61 (1 — 62 + 62601)~*. This proves (3.9).

Using the description of the dual of h§(M) from (27) and the well-known fact that (h$(M))* =
h¢, (M) for 1 < v < co and v’ is its conjugate index ([26]), we obtain from (B3] and the duality
for interpolation ([3, Theorem 3.7.1]) that if 1 < p < r < oo, then

hi(M) = (h5(M),bmo(M)),

which is the desired conclusion. O

61,r"

,T

We are now ready to present the proof of Theorem

For 0 < p < o0, let Ay :=hy (M) when 0 < p < 0o and A, := bmo“(M). Consider the
sequence of intervals (I,),>1 with I; = (1, 00] and for v > 2,

2 2
L= (V—G—l’y—l)'

For a given v > 2, it follows from Lemma B0l that the family {A,,}, yc(0,00) forms a real-
interpolation scale on the interval I,,. On the other hand, by reiteration, Lemma [311] gives that
the family {4~} e (0,00] forms a real-interpolation scale on the interval .

Next, we have Iy N I, = (1,2) and for v > 2, I, N 1,41 = (2/(v +1),2/v]. By applying
Lemma [3.4] inductively, we deduce that the family {4, ,}, 1e(0,00) forms a real-interpolation scale
on the interval |J72; I, = (0, 00) which is the desired conclusion. O

Adapting the argument above by using Proposition [3.7] in place of Corollary 3.8, we also obtain
the corresponding result at the level of conditioned spaces.
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Proposition 3.12. If0< 6 <1,0<p,q < oo, and 0 <y < oo, then for 1/r=(1—-0)/p+0/q,
(Ly (M £5), L (M5 £5)) L = Leyd (M 45),
with equivalent quasi-norms.

3.2. Spaces of adapted sequences. In this subsection, we apply ideas used for the case of
conditioned Hardy spaces to the family of spaces of adapted sequences. We first observe that
by the noncommutative Stein inequality ([37]), the space of adapted sequences L;d(./\/(;ﬁg) is
complemented in L,(M;¢5) when 1 < p < oco. Thus, it is rather an easy task to see that the
family {Lgd(./\/(;ﬁg)}Kp@o forms interpolation scales. The next result extends this fact to the
full range 0 < p < co.

Theorem 3.13. If0< 0 <1,0<p,q<o0, and 0 <~y < oo, then for 1/r=(1—-0)/p+0/q,
(L3 (M 65), LM £5)), = LI (M5 £5),
with equivalent quasi-norms.

As in the case of conditioned spaces, the proof is based on estimates of K-functionals. We
observe first that since L,(M;/5) is a 1-complemented subspace of L,(M®B(¢3)) for every 0 <
r < 00, one can easily compute the K-functionals for the couple (L,(M; 65), Ly(M;£5)). Adapting
the argument used in the proof of Proposition [3.7] (using Proposition in place of Theorem 2.§]
in the first step), we obtain the corresponding result for spaces of adapted sequences. More
precisely:

Proposition 3.14. Let v be a positive integer with v > 2. Assume that 2/(v +1) < p < 2/v
and p < q < 2/(v —1). For every sequence a € Lgd(/\/l;ﬁg) + L;d(/\/l;ﬁg) and every t > 0, the
following holds:

K(C% t; LZd(M; £3), LZ‘d(M; 55)) ~p.a K(SC(G)7 t; Lp(M), Lq(M))-

Sketch of the proof of Theorem [313. First, we use Proposition 314 to deduce the corresponding
result to Lemma [BT0l Fix vy > 2. Assume that 2/(vp+1) < po < 2/vp and py < p1 < 2/(vp—1).
Ifo<6<1,0<75,7,y <00, and 1/r = (1 —60)/po+ 6/p1, then

(3.10) LS (M) = (Lpg o (M5 £5), Lt (M £5)) .

Next, we deduce the Banach space range using complementation: if 1 < p < r < ¢ < oo and
1/r = (1 - $)/p+ /g, then

(3.11) Ly (M; 45) = (Lpd (M 45), Lgt (M = 45)) -

Using (310) and (BI1]), we can repeat the inductive argument used in the proof of Theorem

with the intervals I = (1,00) and I, = (2/(v +1),2/(v — 1)) for v > 2, to conclude that the
family {L2(M; 05)} e (0,00)€(0,00) forms a real interpolation scale. O

Assume that 1 < p < co. We recall that the map D(z) = (dz,)n>1 is an isometric embedding
of H (M) into L;d (M; £5). Using the noncommutative Stein inequality when 1 < p < oo and the
noncommutative Lépingle-Yor inequality when p =1 ([39]), the linear map

H((an)n21) = (an — En-1(an))n>1

is simultaneously bounded from Lgd(/\/l; ¢5) onto D(HG(M)) for all 1 < p < co. As a result, one
can immediately deduce from Theorem [B.13] that the interpolation

(Hi(M), Hg(M))o,r = Hp (M)

for0 <0 <1,1<q<o0,and 1/r = (1 — @) + /g holds. Due to this fact, we may view
Theorem [3.13] as an extension of the real interpolation version of [32] to the quasi-Banach space
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range. However, when 0 < p < 1, the spaces of adapted sequences cannot be replaced by column
martingale Hardy spaces. In fact, only one inclusion holds if column martingale Hardy spaces are
used. The next result may be viewed as a noncommutative generalization of [I8, Theorem 2]. We
also direct the reader to its companion Corollary below and a discussion on the non validity
of the reverse inclusions. We refer to [32, [37] for the definition of BMO¢(M).

Corollary 3.15. Assume that 0 < p < 1 and 0 < 6 < oo are such that 1/r = (1 —0)/p < 1.
Then

(HE(M), BMO(M)),, | € HE(M),

Proof. Let 0 < n < 1 such that 1 = (1 —n)/p+n/r. Let z € (H;(M),’Hﬁ(/\/l))nl. Since
HE(M) C L3(M; £5) for u € {p,r}, we have
HrcHHg = deHLi‘d(M;Zg)
~ deu(L;d(M;eg),Lgd(M;eg))n,l
< 2l 2ag (M), 28 (M) 1
where the second equivalence comes from Proposition B.13l This shows that
(HE(M), HE (M), | C HE(M).

Next, we recall that (H{(M), BMOC(M))¢ . = H{(M) where 1/r =1 — ¢. We remark that the
Wolff’s interpolation theorem is valid at the ievel of inclusion: if B1NBy C BoN B3, (B, B3)y,q C
By, and (Ba,B4)gq, C Bs, then (Bi,Bi)gq C Bz whenever 0 < ¢; < oo (j = 1,2,3) and
0 =¢/(1 —n+n¢). The verification of this fact can be found in the first part of the proof of [48]
Theorem 1]. Using By = Hy(M), By = H{(M), Bz = Hi(M), and By = BMO(M), we obtain
the desired conclusion. O

3.3. The complex method. We now turn our attention to the case of complex interpolation
method which we now briefly review.

Let S (respectively, S) denote the open strip {z : 0 < Rez < 1} (respectively, the closed
strip {z : 0 < Rez < 1}) in the complex plane C. Let A(S) be the collection of C-valued
functions that are analytic on S and continuous and bounded on S. For a compatible couple of
complex quasi-Banach spaces (Ag, A1), we denote by Fy(Ag, A1) the family of functions of the
form f(z) = > p_; fu(z)xr with fi € A(S) and x € Ag N A;. We equip Fo(Ao, A1) with the

quasi-norm:
11 7 a0,40) = maX{jgﬂg 1G]]y 500 [ £C1 +it)], -

Then Fy(Ap, A1) becomes a quasi-Banach space. For 0 < 6 < 1, the complex interpolation norm
on Ap N A;p is defined by:

HxH[AO,Al}g = inf{Hfoo(Ao,Al) (fl0) =z, fe ]:O(AO,AI)}-

The complex interpolation space (of exponent 6) [Ag, A1)y is defined as the completion of the
quasi-normed space (Ao N A1, || - [[[40,41],)-

As in the real method, complex interpolations of the couple (L, Ly) (for 0 < p < ¢ < 00) are
well-known. Indeed, if A is a semifinite von Neumann algebra and 0 < 6 < 1, then

[Ly(N), Lg(N)] g = Lr(N)

isometrically for 1/r = (1 —60)/p + 6/q. This fact comes from [49, Theorem 4.1] (see also [3§]).
The next result is the version of Theorem for the complex method.
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1 1-6 6
Theorem 3.16. If0 < p,g<o0,0<0 <1, and — = —— + —, then
r p q

hy (M) = [hj (M), hg(M)],
with equivalent quasi-norms.

For the proof, we will use the next result which provides a connection between complex inter-
polation method and real interpolation method that is valid for quasi-Banach spaces. We should
note that for Banach spaces, the inequality in the next theorem is actually an equivalence but for
quasi-Banach spaces only one inequality is valid in its full generality.

Theorem 3.17 (|9, Theorem 3)). Let (Ag, A1) be a compatible couple of quasi-Banach spaces.
Let 0 < 0; < 1,0 <60 <1, and 0 < v; < 0co. Denote Ej = (Ao, A1)e, 5, for j = 0,1. If
1/y=0-=0)/v%+0/y and A = (1 — 6)by + 00, then for every a € AgN Ay C EyN Eq,

< Cllall 4,

H H [Eo,F1]e A)xay"

Proof of Theorem [310. Assume that 0 < p < ¢ < oo and fix 0 < py < p. Then according
to Theorem [B.5] hi(M) = (hg (M), bmo“(M))g,, and hg(M) = (hy (M), bmo®(M))e, , where
1/p = (1 —00)/po and 1/q = (1 — 01)/po. We may state from Theorem B.I7 that if 1/y =
(1-0)/p+0/qand X\ = (1 —0)0y + 60, then for every a € hg (M) N bmo“(M),

lal < Clla|

One can easily verify that (1—\)/po = 1/ = 1/r and therefore we may deduce from Theorem 3.5
that

(3.12) |l

[hg (M),he(M)]g (g (M),bmoc(M))x

!
ths (M).he (M)l = ©

On the other hand, let U : L¢P M;05) — Ls(N) (where N' = M®B(¢3(N?))) be the family of
isometric embeddings as described in the preliminary section which are valid for all 0 < s < oo.
Denote by D. the extension of the map x + (dzy,)p>1 from h¢(M) into L& (M;£5). Then for
every 0 < s < 00, UD, is an isometric embedding of h§(M) into Ls(N). Let b € hy (M) Mhg(M).
Interpolating the operator UD,, we have

|UD.(b

H[Lp(./\/ ,Lqg(N)]e ‘ hs(M)]e”
Since [(Lp(N), Ly(N)], = Lr(N) isometrically, it follows that

ITD)]]

hg(M)lo”
From the fact that UD, is an isometry on hc(./\/l) we deduce that
(3.13) \ < ||o]

[hg (M), hg (M)]e”
From combining ([B.12]) and (B13]), we obtain the desired equivalence. O

When 0 < p < 1, we do not know if the corresponding statement to Theorem B.I6l remains valid
if the interpolation couple (hf (M), bmo“(M)) is used. Since reiteration theorem is not available
for complex interpolations of quasi-Banach spaces, in general, this consideration is independent
of Theorem We leave this as an open problem.

The same method of proofs can be applied to conditioned spaces and spaces of adapted se-
quences to deduce the following interpolation results from Proposition [3.12] and Theorem [B.13]
respectively.
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Proposition 3.18. If0 <6 <1 and 0 < p,q < oo then for 1/r = (1 —0)/p+0/q, the following
hold:
L5 (M £5), L™ (M £5)],, = Lo (M 5)
and
(Lot (M 65), Ly (M 65)] , = L2 (M £5)

with equivalent quasi-norms.

As in the case of real interpolation, we may view the second assertion in the proposition as
an extension of Musat’s result to the quasi-Banach space range. Moreover, using [48, Lemma 1]
(which is valid for quasi-Banach spaces), one can adapt the argument used in the proof of Corol-
lary to show that the noncommutative analogue of (I.2)) holds:

Corollary 3.19. Assume that 0 < p < 1 and 0 < § < oo are such that 1/r = (1 —0)/p < L.
Then

[HE(M), BMO(M)], C HE(M).

Our method of proof only applies under the assumption that » > 1. We should point out that
the reverse inclusion does not hold even in the classical setting. An example exhibited in [I8],
p. 66] shows that there exists a probability space (2, F,P) and an increasing filtration of o-fields
(Fn)n>1 of F with F = o(J,,>1 Fn) and such that if 0 < p < 1 < r < oo, then for 1/r = (1-0)/p,

[1,(02), BMO(R)], # H(€).

All results stated in this section have row counterparts. However, at the time of this writing, it
is unclear if for 0 < p,q < 1, the interpolation results for column/row conditioned Hardy spaces
have counterparts to the couple of diagonal Hardy spaces (hg(./\/l), hg(./\/l)).

4. APPLICATIONS TO MARTINGALE INEQUALITIES

In this section, we present various martingale inequalities in the general framework of noncom-
mutative symmetric spaces that can be derived from methods we develop in the previous two
sections.

We will need the following generalization of real interpolation:

Definition 4.1. An interpolation space E for a couple of quasi-Banach spaces (Fy, E1) is said to
be given by a K-method if there exists a quasi-Banach function space F such that z € F if and
only if ¢t — K (x,t; Ey, Eq) € F and there exists constant C'rp > 0 such that

Cy'||t = K(x,t; Eo, E1)|| - < ||z, < Crllt = K(x,t; Eo, Bv) | 2

In this case, we write £ = (Ey, E1)r.k-

Proposition 4.2. Let 0 < p < ¢ < co. Ewvery interpolation space E € Int(Ly, Lq) is given by a
K-method.

For the Banach space range, this fact is known as a result of Brudnyi and Krugliak (see [27,
Theorem 6.3]). An argument for the quasi-Banach space range is given in Dirksen’s thesis ([10]).
Alternatively, the quasi-Banach space range can be deduced from the Banach space case as follows:
assume that 0 < p <1 and E € Int(Ly, Ly). Let E/P) be the 1 /p-convexification of E. That is,

EQ/p) — {h e Lo:|h|VP e E}

equipped with the norm ||h||ga/m = | |R|Y?|%. According to [5, Corollary 4.6], E(/P) ¢
Int(L1, Lyyp). Let F be a Banach function space so that EQ/p) = (L1, Lyp) 7. We make
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the observation from Homlsted’s formula ([I6, Theorem 4.1]) that if a is a positive function in
L, + L, then:

1
K (a,t; Ly, Ly) =pq [K(“pvtp?leLq/p)] /P‘
Let x € E. We have

2l = 11217 | paaso
g Ht — K(]a;\p,t; Llan/p)H]:

~FE Ht = [K(|$|7t1/p; Lp7Lq)]pH]:
~p ||t — K(yg;\,tl/P;Lp,Lq)H’;(p).

Let Z={f € Lo:t— f(t'/?) € FP} with the quasi-norm | f||z = [t = f(t*/?)|| 7). We see
now that £ = (L, Ly)z.k. O

Below, we will also use the J-method version of the interpolation associated with function
space which we now briefly describe: for x € Fy+ E7, we recall that by a representation of z with
respect to the couple (Fy, E1), we mean a measurable function u : (0, 00) — FEy N E; satisfying

a;:/ooou(t)%

where the convergence is taken in Ey + Fq. Recall that for y € EyN Eq and t > 0,
J(y, t; Eo, Er) = max{|ly||g,; tllyl e, }-

For a given function space F, we define the quasi-norm
2l (5, 0) 5, = inf [t = J(u(t),t; Bo, B1)l|7}

where the infimum is taken over all representation u(-) of x with respect to the couple (Ey, F1).
The interpolation space (Ep, E1)r.s is defined as the collection of all x € Ey + E; for which
(o, 1) 7., < 00. We refer to [30] for more on this interpolation method.

From the fact that every interpolation space of the couple (L,, L,) is given by a K-method,
the following can be easily deduced from our results on K-functionals from the previous section:

Proposition 4.3. Let v be a positive integer with v > 2. Assume that 2/(v + 1) < p < 2/v and
p<q<2/(v—1). IfE € Int(Ly, Ly) with E = (Lp, Ly)F.x for a quasi Banach function space F
then the following hold:
hi(M) = (hj (M), hG (M) 1.
B (M 65) = (L™ (M 5), L (M )
and

E* (M £5) = (L (M5 65), Ly (M 45)) 7 -

The first assertion in the preceding observation motivates the following more general question:
assume that Fy and Fj are symmetric quasi-Banach function spaces and E € Int(Ey, F1), does
it follow that h%(M) € Int(hg, (M), hg, (M))?

Note that if for j € {0,1}, E; € Int(Ly,,L,;) for some 1 < pj,q; < oo, then one can de-
duce from Junge’s representation and interpolation that h%j (M) embeds complementably into

E;(M®B({3(N?))). Thus, in this special case, the answer to the above question is clearly positive.
Even for the particular case where Fy = L, and Fy = Ly, we do not know if the assumptions
on p and ¢ in Proposition 3] can be removed when 0 < p < ¢ < 1. This of course is closely
related to asking whether the statement about K-functionals in Proposition B.7]is valid for any
O0<p<qg<l
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Next, we make the observation that a well-known result for convex functions extends to the
general setting of p-convex functions for 0 < p < 1.

Proposition 4.4. Let 0 < p < ¢ < o0, and E € Int(Ly, L,;). There exists a constant cg such
that the following holds: if f, g are functions such that ||g||Le < || fllLe for every function ® that
is p-convex and q-concave, and if f € E, then g € E with

l9lle < cellflle-

Proof. Let f and g as in the statement of the proposition. Using the Orlicz space description of
L, +tL, in the previous section, we have from the assumption that

K(g,t; Ly, Lg) Spg K(f 85 Ly, Lg), t>0.

According to Proposition .2}, the interpolation space E is given by a K-method. Fix a function
space F so that for every h € F,

[hlle ~p ([t = K(h,t; Ly, Lq)|| 7.
We may now deduce from the inequality on K-functionals that
l9lle ~E |t = K(g,t; Lp, Lq)|| 7
S It K(f, 5 Ly, L) || 7
~p | flle-
This verifies the desired conclusion. O

Our first result in this section is a comparison between conditioned column space and column
space for a class of symmetric spaces.

Theorem 4.5. Let 0 < p < ¢ <2 and F € Int(Ly, Ly). There exists a constant Cr such that for
any x € F(M;(S), the following holds:

< Gl

HxHF(M;Zg)
Similarly, if ® is an Orlicz function that is p-convex and q-concave for 0 < p < q < 2 then there
ezists a constant Cp, 4 so that for any sequence x = (xy)g>1 with o.(x) € Le(M),

T[®(Se(2))] < Cp g7 [®(0c(2))]
Proof. Let ® be an Orlicz function that is p-convex and g-concave. According to Theorem 2.8 if
x = (zk)g>1 In §, the column vector T = Ek21 x ® e 1 admits a factorization T = «. f where a
is a strictly lower triangular matrix taking values in Lo(M) and 8 € L&(M;(5) where © is the
Orlicz function satisfying Ly = Ly ® Le (as described in Theorem [2.8)) and

HaHLz(M®B(£2(N))) : HBHL@(M;Zg) < Cp.ql|2|

Feond (Mit5)°

Lend(M;e5)°
From the factorization of Lg, it follows that

|’xHL¢(M;é§) = Hﬂ’LﬂM@B(Eg(N))) = HaHLg(M®B(€2(N))) : HBHL@(M;Zg)’
Combining the two inequalities leads to

1] g 009 @)y ey

By density, we may restate this as there is a map J : L (M;45) — Lo(M;£5) with J(z) =
for x € §. For simplicity, we write J(y) = y for arbitrary y € Lg’nd (M; 65).

Now let ¢ be an element of F<"d(M;/5). Then, by definition, U(¢) € F(M®B(¢2(N?))) and
from boundedness of J implies

< Cp,qHO-c

1), < CodllUED L,
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where the generalized singular value on the left hand side is taken with respect to M®B(¢2(N))
and the one the right hand side is taken with respect to M®B(f2(N?)). It follows from Proposi-
tion [44] that there exists a constant cr such that

1@l < Crlln@ @D p-

This is equivalent to

< Orll¢]

HSHF(M,ZE) Feond (M;05)
which is the desired conclusion.

For the ®-moment version, it suffices to repeat the above argument but using Remark in
place of Theorem 2.8 O

As an immediate consequence of Theorem [4.5], we have the following extension of the reverse
dual Doob inequality proved in [26, Theorem 7.1] for noncommutative L, spaces (0 < p < 1) to
the general case of noncommutative symmetric quasi-Banach spaces.

Corollary 4.6. Let E be a symmetric quasi-Banach function space with E € Int(Ly, L,) for
0 <p<q<1. There exists a constant Cg so that for any sequence of positive operators (ay) in

S, the following holds:
H ];akHE(M) = CEH kzxgk(ak)HE(M)'

Similarly, if ® is an Orlicz space that is p-convexr and q-concave for 0 < p < q < 1, then there
exists a constant C), 4 so that for any sequence of positive operators (ak) in §, the following holds:

T[@(Z k)] < Cpgr[® ng ax))
k>1 k>1
Proof. Let E € Int(Lp, Ly) with 0 < p < ¢ < 1. Let (a;)r>1 be a sequence of positive operators
in §. If E@ is the 2-convexification of F, then E?) e Int(Lop, Lag). The conclusion follows
immediately from the first inequality in Theorem using F = E® and (z;,) = (a,lﬁ/ 2). Similar
argument applies to the ®-moment case using the second inequality in Theorem to the Orlicz
function t > ®(¢2). O

The next result extends [20, Theorem 4.11] to the case of noncommutative martingale Hardy
spaces associated with symmetric function spaces and moment inequalities.

Theorem 4.7. Let 0 < p < g < 2. If F € Int(L,, L,) then there ezists a constant Cg such that
for every x € h%.(M), the following two inequalities hold:

HxHH%(M) = he, (M)

and
< Crlla

HxHF(M) he. (M)
Similarly, if ® is p-conver and g-concave for 0 < p < q < 2 then there exists a constant C), 4 so0
that for every x € hg (M), we have

max {7 [®(S.(x))]; 7[@(|2])] } < Cpar[®(se(2))]-

Proof. e For the first inequality, let y be a martingale in F(M). Repeating the argument in the
proof of Theorem with the martingale difference sequence (dyy), we have for every p-convex
and g-concave Orlicz function ®:

< Cpqlly

HyHHg(M) hS (M)
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By density, the above inequality shows that there exists a bounded linear map I : h§(M) —
HG (M) with I(y) =y for every y € §(M). For simplicity, for a given x € hg (M), we will denote
I(z) by x. That is, for x € h§ (M) we may state:

l(Se(@]l,, < Cral TP,

where the generalized singular numbers are computed in the appropriate von Neumann alge-
bras. By Proposition 4] there exists a constant Cr so that whenever x € h% (M), we have
u(|UD.(z)|) € F and

[1(Se@D]|p < Cr||p(UDL)])]

This is equivalent to the first inequahty.
]

e In view of the argument above, it suffices to verify the second inequality for the case of Orlicz
function spaces. For this special case, our proof below is modeled after the argument used in
[7, Corollary 3.14] for the case of L,-spaces. Let ® be a p-convex and g-concave Orlicz function
and = be a martingale in §(M). By approximation, we assume that for every n > 1, s. () is

invertible with bounded inverse. As above, we denote s.,(z) by s, and we take sy = 0.
Let A > 0. We write z = ), a;b; where for every [ > 1, we set:

= dz, U(Asn) (T(Ast) ™ = T(Asi1) )Y and by = (T(As) " — T(Asp) )Y

n>l

F

< Cylla

HG (M) h& (M)’

Using the factorization Ly = Ly ® Lo, we may deduce that:

[PV DOLT BN

>1

< H<§“la?)1/21\2-\\(Zb?bl)m\
= (S lalR) s 2]

>1

Le(M)

Following the same reasoning as in the proof of Theorem [2.§] there exists a constant C), , and a
corresponding choice of A so that

1/2
(Z H‘”H§> < vaqusc(x)HL@(M)

>1

and
~1/2
[@(As)~Y HL@(M) =L

This yields that the inequality in the statement is verified for Orlicz function spaces. More
precisely,

(41) HxHL@(M) é Cp,qHsC(;U)HLq)(M)‘

The case of moment inequalities follows directly from the moment part of Theorem and from
using A = 1 in the proof above. O

We now proceed with further application of Proposition Below, we show that noncommu-
tative Davis decompositions can be easily deduced from factorizations of adapted sequences. We
refer to [25], [34], and [43] for various forms of noncommutative Davis decompositions. We refer
to [44] for formal definition of the noncommutative vector-valued space Lo (M;€{) used below.
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Theorem 4.8. Assume that 0 < p < q < 2 and ® is an Orlicz function that is p-conver and q-
concave. Given an adapted sequence & = (§n)n>1 in Lo (M;L5), there exist two adapted sequences
Y= (Yn)n>1 and z = (zp)n>1 such that:

O ¢=y+z
(ii) y € Lo(M; L) with HyHLq)(M;g%) Spa |6l Lo ries);
(iii) z = Aa where a is an algebraic pr’cond-atom and A Sp.q H5||L¢(M;ég)'

In particular,

HyHLq)(M;zg) + Hz| LG (M;e8) Spa H5||L<1>(M;€§)'

Proof. Let © be an Orlicz function such that Lg = Lo ©® Lg. Consider the factorization £ = «. 3
where « is a lower triangular matrix in Lo(M®B((2(N))) and 8 € L&(M;05) according to
Proposition Define the strictly lower triangular matrix o~ by setting Qi = Onj for

1 < 7 <n and the diagonal matrix d = anl ppn @ enp. Clearly, o = o™ 4 d. Set:
y=d.8 and z=a .p.
Then £ = y + z and from Proposition [ZT2(ii), y and z are adapted. Since o~ is strictly lower

triangular and ( is adapted, z is a scalar multiple of an algebraic Lfl;cond-atom. The verification

of the norm estimates are straightforward. O

We now turn our attention to Davis type inequalities involving other classes of symmetric
spaces of measurable operators using interpolation results from the previous section. The next
result deals with the case of Lorentz spaces.

Proposition 4.9. Let { = ({n)n>1 be an adapted sequence that belongs to Ly 3(M; £5)NLa(M; £5).
Then there exist two adapted sequences y = (Yn)n>1 and z = (2n)n>1 in Lys3(M) N La(M) such
that:

() E=y+2z

(ii) for every 2/3 <p <2 and 0 < q < oo, the following holds:

HyHLp,q(M@&X,) + ||| Lgond (M;£5) Spa HfHLp,q(M;eg)'

Proof. The key ingredients for the proof are the decomposition from [43, Theorem 3.1] and the
two interpolations results from Proposition [3.12] and Theorem B.131
Fix ¢ € L34, (M;£5) N L34 (M;£5). Choose a discrete representation of ¢ with respect to the

2/3
g=) ¥

couple (L§y(M;£5), L5 (M; £5)),
VEZL

with £0) € L;%(M;Kg) N L34(M; £5) for every v € Z, the series is convergent in L;%(M;K%) +

L34 (M; £5), and so that
T(€¥),27, Lyl (M £5); L8 (M £5)) < 4K (€, 27, L (M £5); L5 (M; £5) ).

We refer to [3, Lemma 3.3.2] for the existence of a representation satisfying the properties discribed
above.

For each v € Z, we apply [43, Theorem 3.1] to the adapted sequence £*): there exists two
adapted sequences y*) and z(*) such that £¢®) = y®) 4 2(),

T(y"), 2", Lyys(MBloo; La(MBloo))) S T (6W),27, L (M £5); L3 (M £5)),

and
J (2,27, LS (MG 65); LS (M £5)) S T (6,27, Ly (M5 45); L3 (M £5)).
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It follows that for 0 < # < 1 and 0 < ¢ < oo, we have:

(4.2) 1Y, 20|00 S0 (K (€20 | youa
and
(4.3) 172,20 00 S0 11K (€200 | youa

where for a given sequence (a, ), of scalars, we use the quasi-norm

s = (5 i)

VEZL

Let y = >,z y®) and z = Y ovez 2 Tt is clear y and z are adapted sequences and § = y + z.
For any given 2/3 < p < 2 and 0 < ¢ < oo, choose § = 3/2 — 1/p. It clearly follows from (4.2))
and Theorem [B.13] that:

HyHLp,q(M@goo) S 1€l Lad (at;es)-
Similarly, we may deduce from (4.3]) and Proposition B.12] that

I-]

The desired inequality follows from combining the last two inequalities. O

Lgond (M;05) Spa ||£HL2%(M;£§.

We isolate the following important example. Motivated by the noncommutative Khintchine
inequality for weak-L; spaces ([4]), we state below a weak-Li-version of the Davis-decomposition
for adapted sequences. This appears to be new even for the classical setting.

Ezxample 4.10. There exists a constant C' > 0 so that for every adapted sequence & € L o (M; £5),
there exist two adapted sequences y and z such that:
(i) E=a+ z;
@) 1yllz, . rmen) + 1121
It is worth pointing out that the preceding example allows us to deduce the noncommutative

weak-type (1,1) version of the Burkholder/Rosenthal ([41l, Theorem 3.1]) from the simpler weak-
type inequality involving square functions given in [40, Theorem 2.1].

Lg?&d(M;Zg) S C|’£|’L1,00(M7£§)

The idea used in the proof of Proposition [£.9] can be extended for the case of general symmetric
spaces for the Banach space range. More precisely, we have the following result:

Proposition 4.11. Let E be a Banach function space. If E € Int(Ly,Ly) for 1 < q < 2, then
B (M £5) = B(27 My) + B (M £5)

where Econd’ad(./\/l;ﬁg) denotes is the subspace of Econd(./\/l;ﬁg) consisting of adapted sequences.
Sketch of the proof. It is easy to see that under the assumption, E($%; M,,) C E24(M;£5). On
the other hand, we have from Theorem that Eeordad(AM;e5) C E2d(M;65). Thus, we only
need to verify one inequality.

The proof rests upon few facts. The interpolation space E is given by a K-method, the
simultaneous nature of Proposition above, and Proposition (.3l

Since F is given by a K-method, we may fix a Banach function space F such that for any given
semifinite von Neumann algebra N,

Collal e < el oy < lall s« @€ EOV.

Under the assumption 1 < ¢ < 2 and Proposition 3] we may also state that for every sequence

¢ € B*(M; 65),

€l (g rnegyingo aneyy) = €]

ad .pc\
FiK E (M,Zz)
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Similarly, for every ¢ € E°M(M;£5),

HCH(Liond(M;ZS);Lgond(M;eg))]:;K ~E HC‘ Econd(M;Zg)'

We now outline the argument. Fix & € L3(M;£5) N Lgd(./\/l;ﬁg)). Repeating the argument
in the proof of Proposition A9l (taking into account the fact that the decomposition in Propo-
sition .91 works simultaneously), we obtain a decomposition § = y + z where y = Y y®)
and z =Y, 2 are representations with respect to the couple (L1(M®lx), Lq(M®(s)) and
(L M; £5), Lflond(./\/l; 45)) respectively and further satisfy that for every v € Z,
(5", 2", Lu(MBloo); Ly(MBlec)) Sq K (6,27, LI (M £5); L (M £5))

and

J (2,2, L (M 65); L (M £5)) g K (6,27, LYY (M3 £5); L (M3 65)).
Consider the following functions defined on the semi-axis (0, 00):

ft) = Jy™,2%) fort e [2v,2),

g(t) = J(zW),2Y) for t e [2, 2",
and
h(t) = K(€,2) forte 27,2V,
It follows that for every t > 0,
max { f(t); g(t)} Sq h(t).
Taking the norms on the function space F, we have
1£117+ llgll = Zq lIA]] 7

From the definitions of the three functions, we further get that:

(44) MYl (MBtoe) Lo M) 25 T 12l (Lgoma nseg)szsona raseg)) 7 Sa 1€l (2a (Mieg); Las (Mieg)) 5.

From the equivalence of the J-methods and K-methods relative the function space F (see for
instance, [30, Theorem 2.9]) and the equivalence of norms stated at the beginning of the proof,
we may conclude that:

9l By T 121 Beonaaseg) SE 1€l Eaa (A0
which is the desired inequality. O

Remark 4.12. The argument in the proof of Theorem .11] can be carried out for the larger class
E € Int(Ly, Ly) with 2/3 < p < ¢ < 2 to get that every & € La4(M;€5) N L4 (M;£5) admits a
decomposition into two adapted sequences y and z satisfying:

1Ull(Ly (MB o) Lo MBloo) £y T+ 2l (Lona (Mitg). Leoma (Mitg)) s SE NN Baa (se)-

However, we do not know if the equivalence of the J-method and the K-method relative to the
function space F is valid for the case of quasi-Banach couples.

As an immediate application of Proposition 411l we deduce the next result which partially
answers a problem from [43, Remark 3.11].

Corollary 4.13. Let E be a Banach function space. If E € Int(Ly, Ly) for 1 < q < 2, then
Hp(M) = hG(M) + hp(M).
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Proof. We only need to verify the inclusion H%(M) C hd(M) + hd(M). That is to show the
existence of a constant ag such that for every x € H%, (M), the following holds:

h%} S O‘EHxHHCE

where the infimum is taken over all ¢ € h4,(M) and z¢ € h%, (M) such that z = 2 + 2°.
Let £ = (dzy)p>1 € E*(M;£5). Tt is enough to take martingales x¢ and z? with for every
n>1,

inf {[|o] g + 12

dl‘% =2Zn — n—l(zn) and d$g =Yn — n—l(yn)a
where y and z are the adapted sequences from Theorem EI1l Clearly, z = 2% + z¢. Since the
map (an)n>1 — (En—1(an))n>1 is a contraction in L, (B2, M,,) for every 1 < p < oo, it follows
by interpolation that it is also bounded in E(#92,M,,). In particular,

d

2% SE 1Yl B@se, Ma)-
On the other hand, since for every n > 1, &,_1|dzS|* < E,_1|2x|?, we immediately get that

[2he, < [2]| peona (atye) -
Combining these two inequalities, we arrive at

d
2%k + 12°NIhg, SE 11€llpaaatieg) = Nzl -

The proof is complete. O

We recall that the conclusion of Corollary .13l also applies to interpolation space E € Int(L;, La)
for 1 < p < 2 (see [43, Theorem 3.9]). We suspect that the preceding corollary is valid for any
Banach function space in Int(Lj, Ly) but our method is restricted to 1 < ¢ < 2 (see also [42]
Problem 4.2] for a related question).

As examples of spaces that are not covered by previously known results, we consider the general
Lorentz space A1, where w is a positive decreasing function on (0,00) with [ w(t) dt = oo.
The Lorentz space Ay, is the linear space consisting of all f € Lg such that

s, = [ o) @t < .

The space (A1, - ||Ay,) is a fully symmetric Banach function space. According to [29], Ay, is
r-concave if and only if (for 1/r + 1/r = 1),

t , 1/r
(1/ w(s)" ds) Sw(t), t>0.
tJo

With the preceding criterion, one can isolate the family of weights w for which Ay ,, € Int(L1, Lg)
for some 1 < ¢ < 2 and therefore the Davis decomposition applies to martingales from the
corresponding Hardy spaces Hf, (M).

Acknowledgments. I am grateful to the anonymous referee for a careful reading of the paper
and for useful comments which improved the presentation of the paper.
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