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ON GENERALIZED LACUNARY SERIES
GRIGORI A. KARAGULYAN AND VAHE G. KARAGULYAN

ABSTRACT. Given lacunary sequence of integers, ng, ng+1/ng > A > 1, we define a
new sequence {my} formed by all possible l-wise sums +ny, +ny, £... £ ng,. We
prove if A > ;, then any series

cheim”, (0.1)
k

with 3~ |cx|? < oo converges almost everywhere after any rearrangement of the terms,
where 1 < A\; < 2 is a certain critical value. We establish this property, proving a new
Khintchine type inequality ||S]|, < CixpllS|l2, p > 2, where S is a finite sum of form
(0.1). For A > 3, we also establish a sharp rate p!/2 for the growth of the constant
Ciap as p — o0o. Such an estimate for the Rademacher chaos sums was proved
independently by Bonami [7] and Kiener [15]. In the case of A > 3 we also establish
some inverse convergence properties of series (0.1): 1) if series (0.1) converges a.e.,
then Y, |cx|? < oo, 2) if it a.e. converges to zero, then ¢ = 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. An historical overview. Let {r,},>1 be the sequence of Rademacher functions
rn(x) = sign (sin2"7x) on (0,1). The classical Khintchine inequality states that for any
0 < p < oo there are constants A,, B, such that

A ISl < 151, < By 15l (1.1)

for every Rademacher polynomial S. The Khintchine inequality is a well-known object in
analysis and probability with various generalizations and applications. A special case of
the inequality was first studied by Khintchine [14], proving the right bound of (1.1) with

B, =/p/2+ 1 and p > 2. Further study of the inequality were given by Littlewood [17],
Paley and Zygmund [21]. Let A, and B, denote the best constants, for which inequality
(1.1) holds. It is trivial that A, = 1if 2 < p < ocoand B, =1 forall 0 < p < 2,
while it took the work of many mathematicians to settle all the other cases. Stechkin [23]
computed B, for even integers p > 4, which then extended for all real numbers p > 3 by
Young [28]. Then solving a long-standing problem of Littlewood (see. [17]) Szarek [24]
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proved that A; = 1/+/2. Haagerup in [9] introduced a new method, computing the sharp
constants in remaining cases and recovering the prior results newly.

For a given integer [ > 1 denote by D(l) the set of integers m, permitting a dyadic
representation

m=2F p ok 4 ok (1.2)
and let
W (T) = 1y () . . .78, () (1.3)

be the corresponding Walsh function. In some literature the system {w,, : m € D(l)}
is called Rademacher chaos of order [ ([1,19]). This subsystem of the Walsh functions
has been investigated from different point view: boolean functions, theory of orthogonal
series, probability theory [1,8,19]. It has specific properties that the complete system of
Walsh functions doesn’t. The following well-known inequality proved independently by
Bonami [7] and Kiener [15] (see also [8] chap. 9, [6] chap. 7) provides a generalization
of the Khintchine classical inequality for the Rademacher chaos polynomials

S(x)= Y apwn(z), (1.4)

meD(l)

where a,, are real numbers. It plays significant role in the theory of boolean functions
(see [8], chap. 9).

Theorem A (Bonami-Kiener). For any integers | > 2 and any sum in (1.4) it holds the
bound

ISl < (0 = 1)2(IS ]2, p> 2. (1.5)

It was also proved in [7] that the constant growth in (1.5) is optimal in the sense that
for any p > 2 there exists a sum (1.4) such that ||S||, > C;p/?||S||> with a constant
C} > 0, depending only on [. Using a standard argument one can deduce from (1.5) the
bound

||S||p < Cp,q,lHSqu (1-6)

for any Rademacher chaos (1.5), where 1 < ¢ < p < oo. In contrast to classical
Rademacher case (when | = 1) to the best of our knowledge the optimal constant that
can be in (1.6), is not known for any combination of the parameters p > ¢. Some
estimates of the optimal constant of (1.6) one can find in papers [8, 10,11, 16].

The following definition is well known in the theory of orthogonal series.

Definition 1.1. An orthogonal system {¢,, n = 1,2,...} C L*(0,1) is said to be a
convergence system, if the condition

> al < oo, (1.7)
n=1



implies almost everywhere convergence of orthogonal series
[e.e]
Z A Op (). (1.8)
n=1

If (1.8) converges a.e. after any rearrangement of the terms, then we say {¢,} is an
unconditional convergence system.

It is well-known that the trigonometric and Walsh systems are convergence systems
(see [3,5]), but none of them is an unconditional convergence system (see [20, 25, 26]).
Moreover, Ul'yanov [25] and Olevskii [20] proved that unconditionality fails for any com-
plete orthonormal system. According to a classical result of Stechkin [23] (see also [13],
chap. 9.4), if an orthonormal system {¢,} satisfies the Khintchine type inequality

> apgy, > andw
k=1 )

k=1
for some p > 2, then it is an unconditional convergence system. So from inequality (1.5)
it follows that the Rademacher chaos of any order is an unconditional convergence system.

Inverse convergence properties of orthonormal systems give characterization of the co-
efficients {a,, } based on certain convergence conditions on series (1.8). Classical examples
of orthonormal systems having inverse properties are Rademacher and lacunary trigono-
metric systems. It is well-known if the Rademacher series

il () (1.9)

converges on a set of positive measure, then the coefficients satisfy (1.7) (Kolmogorov,
[12], chap. 4.5), and if (1.9) converges to zero on a set of measure > 1/2, then a,, =0
for all n (Stechkin-Ul'yanov [27]).

The Rademacher chaos in the context of inverse properties was first considered by
Astashkin and Sukhanov [2] (see also [1], chap. 6).

Theorem B (Astashkin-Sukhanov, [2]). Let {my} be the increasing numeration of D(1).
If series

<c

2

> apwnm, (z) (1.10)

k>1
converges in measure, then

Z |ak\2 < 0.

k>1
Theorem C (Astashkin-Sukhanov, [2]). If series (1.10) converges to zero on a set £ C
(0,1) of measure |E| > 1 — 27", then a, =0 for all k > 1.

It was also shown in [2] the sharpness of the condition |E| > 1 — 27! in Theorem C.
More precisely, it was given an example of non-trivial series (1.9), which terms vanish on
a set of measure 1 — 27,
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1.2. Generalized lacunary trigonometric sums. A sequence of positive integers 91 =
{nr: k=1,2,...} is said to be A-lacunary if

nk+1/nk >A> 1.
The trigonometric functions
{eFme g =1,2,...}

corresponding to a A-lacunary {n,} have many common properties with Rademacher
functions. The analogue of the Khintchine inequality (1.1) was obtained by Zygmund
([29], chap. 5.8) and here again the optimal constant B, satisfy the relation B, ~ ,/p
as p — oo. Zygmund [30, 31] also proved inverse properties for lacunary trigonometric
series. Namely, if the lacunary sums

S o™ m=1,2,..., (n_p=ny) (1.11)
k=—m

converge on a set F of positive measure, then 3, |cx|? < oo, if sums (1.11) converge to
zero on F, then ¢, = 0.

To the best of our knowledge the analogue of Rademacher chaos for lacunary trigono-
metric systems was not previously considered.

Definition 1.2. Let M = {n; : kK = 1,2,...} be an increasing sequence of integers,
1 <ny <nyg < ... Forl > 2 denote by 91(I) the set of integers m € Z, having the
representation

m = e1ng, + 2Nk, + ... + €Ny, (1.12)

where ¢; = £1 and ky > ky > ... >k, and let M*(1) = U1<s<N(s).

We will consider the 91() for a A-lacunary sequences 1. The corresponding generalized
lacunary system

{e™* : m e N} (1.13)

will serve as an analogue of Rademacher chaos of order [. Let \; > 1 be the single solution
of the equation

=21 2>, (1.14)

where [ > 2 is an integer.

Theorem 1.1. Let] > 2, A > \; and N be a \-lacunary sequence of integers. Then for
any finite sum

S(x)= > cpe™™, (1.15)

meN(l)
it holds the bound
||S||p < Cl7>\,p||5||2a p > 2. (1.16)
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Corollary 1.1. Letl > 2, A > \; andN be a A\-lacunary sequence. Then the trigonometric
functions (1.13) form an unconditional convergence system. Namely, for any increasing
sequence of integer sets G ,, C (1) the sums

Y eme™, n=12,..., (1.17)

converge a.e. asn — OQ, whenever

> ewm]? < oo (1.18)
meN(l)

Conversely, the \; is the critical bound here. That is for any | > 2 there exists a \;-
lacunary sequence Nt and a choice of coefficients (1.18) such that for certain increasing
sequence of integer sets G ,, C N(l) sums (1.17) diverge a.e. .

Remark 1.1. Note that Corollary 1.1 immediately follows from Theorem 1.1 combined
with the above mentioned result of Stechkin [23]. So the condition A\ > )\; is sharp also
in Theorem 1.1. Moreover, one can say that for a A\;-lacunary sequence 91 we have

sup [| 5]}/ [|5 ]2 = o0

for any p > 2. Here sup is taken over all finite nontrivial sums (1.15).

Remark 1.2. Observe that 1 < A\; <2 and \; 2, as [ — oo. Also, we have Ay = 1 and
so in the case [ = 2 results of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.1 hold for any A > 1.

Along with D(I) (see (1.2)) we consider also the enlarged family D*(I) = U1<s</D(s)
of integers m, permitting a dyadic representation

m=2M p 2ok ok 1 <5< (1.19)
Hence, as a particular case of Corollary 1.1 we can claim the following.

Corollary 1.2. Let [ > 1 and {my} be a numeration of the integers in D*(l). Then
{e"™x*} js an unconditional convergence system.

For 3-lacunary sequences we also prove the following full version of the Bonami-Kiener
inequality (1.5) for the generalized lacunary sums.

Theorem 1.2. If| > 2 and M is a 3-lacunary sequence, then for any finite sum (1.15)
we have

151, < (8(p = 1))'2[1S]l2- (1.20)

We will also consider inverse properties of generalized lacunary systems with the fol-
lowing definition of lacunarity.

Definition 1.3. Let [ > 2 and 91 = {ny : kK = 1,2,...} be an increasing sequence of
integers. Denote by 91, (1) the set of integers m € Z, having a representation

m =Nk, + Nk, + ... + Ny,
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where k1 > ko > ... > ky and let T (1) = Ur<s<9T4(1).

The next results will be stated in the setting of general matrix summation methods
T =A{tym: meZ n=1,2, ...}, satisfying the relations
1) {tnm : m € Z} is finite for any n = 1,2, ...,
2) |tnml < M,
3) Im t,, =1foranym=12,.... (1.21)

Here and everywhere below we say a numerical sequence {b,} is finite if it has finite

number of non-zero terms. We say that a numerical series >_,,c7 a,, is T-summable to S
if

n—oo

lim Ztmmam =S

An example of such a summation method can be given by an increasing sequence of finite
integer sets G,, C Z. Then the convergence of the sums 3°, .5 b, is the summability,
corresponding to the matrix

|1 ifmeg,,
bnm = { 0 otherwise. (1.22)

Thus the convergence of series after some rearrangement of the terms is a case of such
summability. In the next results we will always let 7" = {t,,,} be a summation method,
satisfying 1)-3).

Theorem 1.3. Let | > 2, 9 be a A-lacunary sequence with A > \;y1, and suppose
T = {t,m} satisfies 1)-3). If

sup Z tnmCme™™ | < 00
" ment (1)

on a set I/ of measure
|E| > a(l,\), (1.23)

then 3 e () lem|? < 0o. Here a(l,\) € (0,1) is a constant, depending only on | and
A

Theorem 1.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 1.3, if the sums

Z tn7mCm€me
meN* (1)

converge to zero on a set I/ of measure (1.23), then c,, = 0 for all m € ().
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Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.4 provides a uniqueness property of rare trigonometric series,
which is not true for the full trigonometric series. Moreover, Menshov [18] was the first
who constructed a non-trivial trigonometric series, converging to zero almost everywhere.
Such series in the theory of orthogonal series are called null-series.

A significant case of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 is when the summation matrix coincides with
(1.22). Thus we can state the following result, where it is important that the sequence
{my} is not required to be increasing.

Corollary 1.3. Let {my} be a numeration of integers D*(l) (not necessarily increasing).
Then the series

Z Ckezmk:c
k
converges a.e. if and only if

> enl® < 0.

k

In fact, the proofs of both Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 immediately follows from Lemma 4.1
that is an inverse Parseval inequality. Proving a similar lemma, such results we establish
for the Walsh functions too.

Theorem 1.5. Let {my} be a sequence of integers D*(I) and a summation T' = {t,, ,}
satisfy 1)-3). If Walsh sums satisfy

o0
Z b ke QWi (T)
k=1

sup < 00

n

on a set E C (0,1) of measure

|E| >1-27%, (1.24)
then it follows that 3" a2 < cc.
Theorem 1.6. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 1.5, if the Walsh sums

> tn kW, () (1.25)
k
converge to zero on a set E C (0,1) of measure (1.24) as n — oo, then a;, = 0 for all
k=1,2,...

Note that both Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 use the sequence D*(1). Taking D(l) in Theorem
1.6, the bound (1.24) may be improved.

Theorem 1.7. Let {m;} be a sequence of integers D(l) and a summation T = {t,, ,}
satisfy 1)-3). If the Walsh sums (1.25) converge to zero on a set E C (0, 1) of measure

|E| >1-27"
then a, =0 forallk=1,2,....
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1.3. Final remarks.

Remark 1.4. Theorem 1.5 is gives a generalization of Theorem B. First, Theorem 1.5
is stated in the setting of general summation method and second, the convergence in
measure is replaced to the boundedness of sums (1.25) on a set of measure (1.24). The
method of the proof of Theorem 1.5 is quite different from the one used in Theorem B,
where authors apply the decoupling technique that is applicable only for the series with
the canonical order of the Walsh functions. In fact, our proof of Theorem 1.5 (as well
us Theorem 1.6) is elementary and immediately follows from an inverse Parseval type
inequality proved in Section 5 (Lemma 5.1).

Remark 1.5. In the proof of Theorem 1.7 we use the argument of Astashkin-Sukhanov
[2]. The main ingredient here are Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 proved in Section 6.

Remark 1.6. In fact, Theorem C of [2] was proved in more general setting, instead of the
Walsh functions (1.3) considering the functions

gm(z) = ¢ (2k1x) R (2'“%) (see (1.2)),
where ¢ is a 1-periodic finite-valued function such that
1
¢ (x + 5) — ¢(x) #0 for a.e. z € (0,1).

The same generalization permits also Theorem 1.7, it just needed to replace £2' in Lemma
6.1 by a non-zero number. One can apply this general results, taking ¢(z) to be either
the Rademacher first function 7 (x) or sin(27z).

Remark 1.7. The Littlewood-Paley inequality is a basic tool in the proof of Theorem 1.1.
Moreover, it is shown that the constants in (1.16) and (2.1) obey the estimate
Cl,)\,p S C(l, )\) . Cp.

The optimal rate of growth of the constant in (2.1) is an open problem yet. It is only
known the bound \/p < C, < plogp due to Pichorides [22], where it is also conjectured
that C}, < /p. Hence we conclude, in fact, (1.16) holds with a constant c(I, A\)plog p.

We would like to thank Boris Kashin and Sergei Astashkin for valuable discussions on
the subject during the 21th Saratov (Russia) Winter School on Theory of Functions and
Approximations.

2. PROOF OF THEOREMS 1.1 AND 1.2

The proof of Theorem 1.1 uses the approach given in [19] in the case of Rademacher
chaos. The main ingredient here is the Littlewood-Paley inequality

9\ 1/2

Z Cke2m’kzx

k>1

<G| X

J=0

Z Cke2m’kzx

ke[2,2i+1)

(2.1)

p
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The following standard properties of lacunary sequences are either well-known (see for
example [29], chap. 5.7, or [4], chap. 11) or easy to verify. For an integer m from (1.12)
we denote head(m) = ey, ng, and let

(P1) If I > 2 and 9t = {ny} is a A-lacunary sequence with A > )\, then

G ={meN(I): head(m) = sign (j) - n;} C £(a; - nj, b - n;),

where b; > a; > 0 are constants j € Z \ {0}.
(P2) If {ny} is 3-lacunary, then every integer m may have at most one representation

Eng, + ... +esny,, (2.2)

where s =1,2,...,, ¢; = £1, j1 > ... > j;. Besides, 0 can not be written in the form
(2.2).

(P3) Let I > 2 and {ny} be a A-lacunary sequence with A > A, ;. Then every integer
m has at most one representation

m:nj1+...+njs,

where j; > ... > 7, 1 < s <.
(P4) Let I > 2 and {n,} be a A-lacunary sequence with A > A, ;. Then every integer
m has at most d(l, \) number of representation

m:njl—l—...—l—njs—nkl—...—nkt,
where

0<s,t<I,

{jl,...,js}ﬁ{kl,...,]{?t}:Q,
J1> 0> s, ]{31>...>]€t,

and d(I, \) is an integer depending only on [ and A.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will use induction. Suppose we have already proved (1.16)
for | = s — 1. Let us proceed the case of [ = s. Using (P1) and the Littlewood-Paley
inequality (2.1), for any polynomial (1.15) we can write

9\ 1/2

Z c 627rimx
m

meg ;

1Sl < C {2

J

where C'= Cj 5. If m € G, m =¢e;n; +t,, where

€ = j:]_, t, = €1y, + ... —|—€l_1nj871, ] > jl > ... > js—l-
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Substituting it in (2.3) then applying Minkowski's inequality in LP/2, we obtain

2 1/2
||S||p S C Z Z Cm€27ritmx
Jj |meg;
p
S C Z Z Cm€27ritmx — C Z Z Cm€27ritmx
J meg ; Jj ||meg;

p/2 p

Since {t,, : m € G ;} CMN(s—1)and XA > A\; > A\,_1, applying the induction assumption,
we obtain

Z Cm627rztm T

meg ;

1/2
S Cl/,)\,p ( Z |Cm‘2)
p

meg ;

and then [|S]|, < C7, ,||S|l2. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1. O

Lemma 2.1. /f {n;} is a 3-lacunary sequence, then

1 )
/ e2mm@ ) TT cos(2mny, u)du
0 k=1

| 2msermimE L ifmo= eqng, + Eangy + - .+ E1Ny,
0, otherwise ,

where e; = £1, ky > ko > ... > k.

Proof. Using the product of two cosines formula repeatedly, we get the formula

I cos(@mny,z) =27° > cos2m(erng, + eanp, + .. + £sn,), (2.4)
k=1 gi==%1

where the summation is taken over all combinations of ¢; = +1. Thus if m # eyng, +
€9My, + ... + €1ny, for any choice of €; = £1, then by orthogonality we obtain

S

1 .
/ €2mm(m+u) H COS(QWnkju)du = 0.
0 k=1
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Now let m = &jng, +eyny, +. . .+einy,, for some &) = +1. By (P2), such a representation
of m is unique. Thus, using (2.4), we conclude

1 s
/ 2t 1T cos(2mny, u)du
0 k=1

1 .
_ 2_3/ e27rzm(w+u) (COS 2mmu + COS(—27TmU)>du
0
1 .
_ 21_3/ e2mm(w+u) Cos(Qﬁmu)du
0
) 1
_ 21—se2mmx/ COSZ(27TmU)du
0

, 1
+i- 21_562”’m‘c/ sin(2mmu) cos(2mrmu)du
0

— 2—5627rimx’
completing the proof. O
Proof of Theorem 1.2. By (P2) each m € 91(l) has a unique representation (1.12) and
so m can be uniquely determined by a set A = {j1,...,5} C N, and a sequence
e={e; ==£1;j=1,2,...,1}. Thus we can consider m = m(A,¢) as a function on A

and €. Thus any finite sum may be written in the form

S(ZIZ’) _ Z Cm627rimx — Z Z Cm627rimx‘
€

meN(l) A

For t € (0,1) we consider also the sum

&ngig%wm}mw
where

wa(t) =[] r(#)

JjEA

denotes the Walsh function corresponding the set A = {j1,...,;}. Since by Holder's
inequality

>

A

2
Zcm627rimx S 2lZ|Cm|2a
€ m

from the Rademacher chaos bound (1.5) we obtain

! ! l/2 l 2 v/
AA@@WWS@JW-@ZMO-
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Thus there exists a ¢y € (0,1) such that

1 p/2
[ 150t < =1 (¢ Slenk?) 25)
0

Consider the Riesz product

H 14 7j(tg) cos 2mn;x)

=1+ > (H r;(to) cos 27mjx>

Ac{1,2,...n} \JEA

=1+ > (wA(to) I] cos 27mjx> ,

Ac{1,2,...,n} jEA

where n is a bigger enough integer. It is clear

g(z) >0, /01 g(z)dr =1, (2.6)

where the latter follows from formula (2.4) and the second part of (P2). Thus, applying
Lemma 2.1, one can write

S(z) =21 /01 St (z + u)g(u)du.

Then, applying Jensen's inequality, (2.5) and (2.6), we easily get

11
p
d:cg/o /o |St, (x4 uw)|Pg(u)dudx

p/2
< (p_l)pl/2_ <212|cm‘2> .

m

S(a)|”

NS

Ql

This implies (1.20). O

3. PrRooOF oF COROLLARY 1.1

As it was stated in the introduction that the first part of Corollary 1.1 immediately
follows from Theorem 1.1. So we will only give here a counterexample showing sharpness
of \; both in Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.1. According to classical results stated in the
introduction there is a trigonometric series

o . o
> eme™ D Jem|? < oo,
m=1 m=1

which is divergent after some rearrangement of the terms. Thus it is enough to prove the
following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. There exists a A-lacunary sequence M such that Y(l) contains all the
integers m > 3'.

Proof. For every m > 3' consider the group of integers {ny(m) : k= 1,2,...,1} defined
by

ng(m) = [10™N] 435 k=1,2,...,1—1,

m(m) =m—+n_1(m) + ...+ ny(m).

Recalling that ), satisfies equation (1.14), a rough calculation show that all the groups
together, i.e.

N={ny(m): 1<k<Il,m>3"}
form a \-lacunary sequence. Besides, every m > 3! is written in the form
m=n;(m) —n_1(m) — ... —ny(m)

that means that 91(1) contains all the integers m > 3!. So the proof is complete. U

4. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1.3 AND 1.4
Lemma 4.1. Let [ > 2 and N be a \-lacunary sequence with A\ > X1, then for any
finite sequence b = {b, : k € M (1)} and a set E of measure (1.23) we have
2

/E Z bme2m'mm > ¢ Z ‘bm‘2

me’ (1) me, (1)

Proof. We have

2

S — /E Z bm€27rimx — |E| . Z ‘bm|2
)

meN? (I me (1)
— Z btbs/ eQﬂi(t—s)xdx
t,s€N* (1), t£s Ee
=51 -5 (4.1)
We write E° in the last integral, since the integrals of ¢27i(t=5)
m € M’ (1) has a unique representation

over (0, 1) are zero. Each

m=nj +...+n;, 1<s<, (42)

according to property (P3). This defines a one to one mapping 7 assigning a subsets
A={j,...,Js} CNtomby (4.2). If t =7(A) and s = 7(B), then we define

tAs=71(ANDB), tVs=71(AUB), (4.3)
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where in the last notation we additionally suppose that ANB = @& and #(AUB) < [. For
m € 9T (1), denote by #(m) the number of terms in representation (4.2). The second
sum in (4.1) can be written in the form

Sy = Z bu\/zbv\/z/ e27ri(u—v):cdx’

c
U, E

where the summation is taken over all combinations of numbers u, v, z C 9% (1), satisfying

#(z) <1—1, (4.4)
uANv=uANz=vANz=0, (4.5)
0 < #u),#w) <l—#(2), u+v>0. (4.6)

Using these notations and Holder's inequality, we obtain
1/2
|52| S Z ( Z |bu\/zvaz|2)

z: #(2)<l—1 \wu,v: satisfying (4.5),(4.6)
1/2
) 2
/ ezm(“_”)zdx) L4
EC

From (P4) it follows that each integer m has at most d(/, \) number of representation
u — v, where u, v satisfy (4.5), (4.6). So the set of functions e>™(“=)* are a union of
d(l, ) orthonormal systems. Thus, by Bessel inequality we get

Z / e2m’(u—v)mdx
EC

u,v: satisfying (4.5),(4.6)
where the last inequality is obtained if we choose (I, \) = 1 — (d(I, \) - 271) =1 in (1.23).
On the other hand for a fixed z, #(z) <1 — 1, we can write

Z |bquvaz |2 S Z |bqu |2

u,v: satisfying (4.5),(4.6) w: uNz=0, #(u)+#(z)<l

X Z ‘bv\/z|2

v: vAZz=0, #(v)+#(2)<l

2
w: uNz=0, #(u)+#(z)<I

Then, any integer can have at most 2! number of representation v V z, where u, z satisfy
(4.4)-(4.5). Thus from (4.7) and (4.8) we obtain

( 3

u,v: satisfying (4.5),(4.6)

2
<d(l,\)|E| <277 (4.8)

1
‘Sg| < 2_l_1 Z Z |bu\/z‘2 S 5 Z ‘bm|27

z: #(2)<l—1 wunz=0#(u)+#(2)<I meN; (1)
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where we use the fact that the number of representation s = uV z of an integer 1 < s <1
doesn't exceed 2!. Therefore,

1

S>5— |5 >|F|- Z |bm]? — 3 Z |bm|? > ¢ Z b 2.
men” (1) met (1) me (1)
O
Proof of Theorem 1.3. Without loss of generality we can suppose that
2
/ Z tn,mbmezmmx <M, n=1, 2.,
Elmen 1)
as x € E. Then, from Lemma 4.1 we obtain
2
S Pl S L]t < M
men’ (1) E\menz )
and, applying (1.21), we conclude 3, .cq- () |bm|* < M. O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Using the Egorov theorem we can suppose that the sums converge
to zero uniformly on E of measure (1.24). Thus, applying Lemma 4.1, for bigger enough
integers n we can write

2

c >/ m627rim:c Z c Z | n,m|2|bm|2
men’ ( men” (1)
and, once again using (1.21), we conclude b,,, = 0, m € N (1). O

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1.5 AND 1.6

The approach used in Section 4 may be readily applied in the proofs of Theorems 1.3
and 1.4. So we will just briefly state the proof of lemma analogous to Lemma 4.1, leaving
the proofs of the theorems to the reader.

Lemma 5.1. Let [ > 2, then for any finite sequence b = {b,, : m € D*(1)} and a set £
of measure (1.23) we have

J,

2
>c Y bl

meD*(1)

Z bmwm (x)

meD*(l
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Proof. We have

5=,

=B Y [bal

meD*(1)

- bebg / wy(x)ws(z)dz
tsED*(l t#£s
=51 — 5. (5.1)
Define a mapping 7, assigning a set A = {ky,...,k;} C N to the number m € D*(1) in
(1.19). Using the notations (4.3), the second sum in (5.1) can be written in the form

Z buv- v\/z/ u(T)wy (x)de,

u,v,z

Z by Wi (T

meD*(1)

where the summation is taken over all the integers u, v, z € D*(l), satisfying (4.4)-(4.6).
Using Holder's inequality and writing w,, - w, = Wy, the second sum in (5.1) may be
estimated by

1/2
|SZ| S Z ( Z |bu\/z sz|2)

z:#(2)<l—1 \u,v: satisfying (4.5),(4.6)

2) 1/2

Let d(m) denote the number of all possible representation of an integer m by u+ v, where
u,v € D), u ANv =0, #(u), #(v) < I. Observe that d(m) < 2—\2/; for any m. Indeed,
such a representation is possible if #(m) < 2/. One can calculate that the d(m) takes
its biggest value when #(m) = 2[ and in this case we will have

d(m) = (2;> < %

Then, by Bessel's inequality we get

/ Wy (T)dx

Besides, we can write (4 9) and therefore

1
S. — bu22<— bin?.

z: #(2)<l—1 uruNhz=0 meD*(1)

( 3

u,v: satisfying (4.5),(4.6)

/EC Wypo(T)dx

2 < 22l‘Ec| _ 1
VARV

u,v: satlsfymg (4.5),

Thus we obtain

1
S>8 — S >El- Y |bm|2—%- S owl? > eS|l
meD*(1) meD*(1) k
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6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.7
We will use the notation z &y = x +y mod 1.

Lemma 6.1. /fa € [0,1) and an integer m € D(l) has a representation (1.2), then for
any n € D(l) we have

Z( 1) +€lwn(a@€1 EB...EBE>:{O I:f n #m, (6.1)

€;=0,1 2k 2k :t2l if n=m.

Proof. If n € D(l) and n # m, then there is a term in (1.2), say 2%+ , which is not
included in the dyadic representation of n. One can check that

role ®2°°) = { _::8 y ’;iz (6.2)

and so by the definition of a Walsh function we can say that the value of

€l
(a S % ©...0 27 S...0 %>
doesn't depend on £,. Thus one can conclude that each term of the sum (6.1) has its
opposite pair and so the whole sum is zero. If n = m, then the argument of (6.2) implies

€1
(oo gienait) =Tl (0 2)

and so the sum in (6.1) is equal

> ﬁ(—l)ajrkj <a ® 27) =11 (rkj (@) — 7%, (a ® 2"‘”)) = +20,

e;=0,1 j=1 j=1
Lemma is proved. O
Lemma 6.2. If E C [0,1) has a measure |E| > 1 — 27!, then there exists a a € [0,1)
such that

{a@?@ @2—ki€j:0,1}CE.

Proof. Define the sets E; C [0,1) by the recursive formula
Ey=E, Ej,n=ENnQ2%oE), j=01,...,01-1

One can check inductively that |Egyi| > |Ex| — 257!, Indeed, we have
|E)|=1—|E°U (2™ @ E;)°| >1-2"",

and continuing similarly, we will get |F;| > 0. Then on can check that z € E; implies

$@%@ EBQ_kEE
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for any choice of €; = 0,1. Thus as an « we can arbitrary point of the nonempty set

E;. O
Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let
Z b @k Wi, () — 0 (6.3)
k=1

asn — ooonaset E, |E|] >1—27" Choose m € D(I) with a representation (1.2).
According to Lemma 6.2, there exists « such that

&1 el

for any choice of ¢; = 0, 1. Substituting one of these points in (6.3) and applying Lemma
6.2, we obtain

€1 &l . .
tn,mamwm<a@%®...@%) =0, n=12....

Since t,,,, = 1 as n — oo, applying Lemma 6.1, we find

5 5
G ;l(—l)eﬁ‘“%lwm (a <) 2—131 D...D 2—]il> = +4a,2' =0

and so a,, = 0. Theorem is proved. [l

REFERENCES

[1] Sergey V. Astashkin, The Rademacher system in function spaces, Birkhauser/Springer, Cham, [2020]
©2020. MR4230108

[2] S. V. Astashkin and R. S. Sukhanov, On certain properties of Rademacher chaos, Math. Notes
91 (2012), no. 5-6, 613-624, DOI 10.1134/50001434612050021. Translation of Mat. Zametki 91
(2012), no. 5, 654-666. MR3201498

[3] Lennart Carleson, On convergence and growth of partial sums of Fourier series, Acta Math. 116
(1966), 135-157, DOI 10.1007/BF02392815. MR199631

[4] N. K. Bary, A treatise on trigonometric series. Vols. I, I, Authorized translation by Margaret F.
Mullins. A Pergamon Press Book, The Macmillan Co., New York, 1964. MR0171116

[5] P. Billard, Sur la convergence presque partout des séries de Fourier-Walsh des fonctions de I'espace
L?(0, 1), Studia Math. 28 (1966/67), 363-388, DOI 10.4064 /sm-28-3-363-388. MR217510

[6] Ron Blei, Analysis in integer and fractional dimensions, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathemat-
ics, vol. 71, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2001. MR1853423

[7] Aline Bonami, Etude des coefficients de Fourier des fonctions de L*(G), Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble)
20 (1970), no. fasc. 2, 335-402 (1971) (French, with English summary). MR283496

[8] Ryan O'Donnell, Analysis of Boolean functions, Cambridge University Press, New York, 2014.
MR3443800

[9] Uffe Haagerup, The best constants in the Khintchine inequality, Studia Math. 70 (1981), no. 3,
231-283 (1982), DOI 10.4064/sm-70-3-231-283. MR654838

[10] Paata lvanisvili and Tomasz Tkocz, Comparison of moments of Rademacher chaoses, Ark. Mat. 57
(2019), no. 1, 121-128, DOI 10.4310/ARKIV.2019.v57.n1.a7. MR3951277

[11] Svante Janson, Gaussian Hilbert spaces, Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, vol. 129, Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1997. MR1474726


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=4230108
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3201498
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=199631
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0171116
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=217510
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1853423
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=283496
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3443800
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=654838
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=3951277
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1474726

19

[12] S. Ka¢maz and G. Steingauz, Teoriya ortogonalnykh ryadov, Gosudarstv. lzdat. Fiz-Mat. Lit.,
Moscow, 1958 (Russian). MR0094635

[13] B. S. Kashin and A. A. Saakyan, Orthogonal series, Translations of Mathematical Monographs,
vol. 75, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1989. Translated from the Russian by
Ralph P. Boas; Translation edited by Ben Silver. MR1007141

[14] A. Khintchine, Uber dyadische Briiche, Math. Z. 18 (1923), no. 1, 109-116, DOI
10.1007/BF01192399 (German). MR1544623

[15] K. Kiener, Uber Produkte von quadratisch integrierbaren Funktionen endlicher Vielfalt, Dissertation,
Universitat Innsbruck, 1969.

[16] Lars Larsson-Cohn, LP-norms of Hermite polynomials and an extremal problem on Wiener chaos,
Ark. Mat. 40 (2002), no. 1, 133-144, DOI 10.1007/BF02384506. MR1948890

[17] J. E. Littlewood, On bounded bilinear forms in an infinite number of variables, Quart. J. Math.
Oxford Ser. 1 (1930), 164-174, DOI 10.1093/gmath/os-1.1.164.

[18] D. E. Menshov, Sur I'unicité du dévelopement trigonométrique, C.R. Acad. Sci. Paris 163 (1916),
433-436.

[19] Paul F. X. Miiller, Isomorphisms between H' spaces, Instytut Matematyczny Polskiej Akademii
Nauk. Monografie Matematyczne (New Series) [Mathematics Institute of the Polish Academy
of Sciences. Mathematical Monographs (New Series)], vol. 66, Birkhiuser Verlag, Basel, 2005.
MR2157745

[20] A. M. Olevskii, Divergent Fourier series, lzv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 27 (1963), 343-366
(Russian). MR0147834

[21] R.E.A.C. Paley and A. Zygmund, On some series of functions, (1), Mathematical Proceedings of
the Cambridge Philosophical Society 26 (1930), no. 3, 337-357, DOI 10.1017,/50305004100016078.

[22] S. K. Pichorides, A note on the Littlewood-Paley square function inequality, Collog. Math. 60/61
(1990), no. 2, 687-691, DOI 10.4064 /cm-60-61-2-687-691. MR1096408

[23] S. B. Steckin, On best lacunary systems of functions, lzv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 25 (1961),
357-366 (Russian). MR0131007

[24] S. J. Szarek, On the best constants in the Khinchin inequality, Studia Math. 58 (1976), no. 2,
197-208, DOI 10.4064 /sm-58-2-197-208. MR430667

[25] P. L. Ul'yanov, Divergent Fourier series, Uspehi Mat. Nauk 16 (1961), no. 3 (99), 61-142 (Russian).
MR0125398

[26] P. L. Ul'janov, Divergent series over a Haar system and over bases, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 138
(1961), 556-559 (Russian). MR0132960

[27] S. B. Ste¢kin and P. L. Ul'janov, On sets of uniqueness, lzv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 26 (1962),
211-222 (Russian). MR0136925

[28] R. M. G. Young, On the best possible constants in the Khintchine inequality, J. London Math. Soc.
(2) 14 (1976), no. 3, 496-504, DOI 10.1112/jlms/s2-14.3.496. MR438089

[29] Antoni Zygmund, Trigonometric series: Vol. I, Second edition, reprinted with corrections and some
additions, Cambridge University Press, London-New York, 1968. MR0236587

, On the convergence of lacunary trigonometric series, Fund. Math. 16 (1930), 90-107.

, On lacunary trigonometric series, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 34 (1932), no. 3, 435-446, DOI

10.2307,/1989363. MR1501647

[30]
[31]



http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0094635
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1007141
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1544623
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1948890
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=2157745
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0147834
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1096408
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0131097
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=430667
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0125398
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0132960
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0136925
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=438089
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=0236587
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet-getitem?mr=1501647

20 GRIGORI A. KARAGULYAN AND VAHE G. KARAGULYAN

FAcULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND MECHANICS, YEREVAN STATE UNIVERSITY, ALEX MANOOGIAN,
1, 0025, YEREVAN, ARMENIA
Email address: g.karagulyan@ysu.am

FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND MECHANICS, YEREVAN STATE UNIVERSITY, ALEX MANOOGIAN,
1, 0025, YEREVAN, ARMENIA
Email address: vahekar2000@gmail.com



	1. Introduction
	1.1. An historical overview
	1.2. Generalized lacunary trigonometric sums
	1.3. Final remarks

	2. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2
	3. Proof of Corollary 1.1
	4. Proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4
	5. Proofs of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6
	6. Proof of Theorem 1.7
	References

