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Abstract. The Real Anisotropic Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality is an extension of a
famous result obtained in 1930 by J. E. Littlewood. It asserts that (see [17, Theorem
5.1]) for a, b ∈ (0,∞), the following assertions are equivalent:

• There is a constant CR
a,b ≥ 1 such that( ∞∑
i=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ei, ej)|a
)b× 1

a

) 1
b

≤ CR
a,b∥A∥

for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → R.
• The exponents a, b satisfy (a, b) ∈ [1,∞)× [1,∞) with

1

a
+

1

b
≤ 3

2
.

Several authors have obtained optimal estimates of the best constant CR
a,b, for diverse

pairs of values (a, b).
In this paper we provide the optimal values of CR

a,b for all admissible pair of values
(a, b). Furthermore, we provide new estimates for CC

a,b, which are optimal for several
pairs of values (a, b). As an application, we prove a variant (in the sense of [15]) of
Khinchin’s inequality for Steinhaus variables.
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1. Introduction

The origins of the theory of absolutely summing multilinear operators are linked to the
so-called Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality [11]; for a detailed introduction to the theory
of absolutely summing operators see [9]. On the other hand, the multilinear theory of
absolutely summing operators has been recently explored in different contexts by several
authors (see [3, 4, 5, 7, 13, 16, 17] and the references therein), with unexpected applica-
tions in other fields such as Quantum Information Theory (more precisely, quantum XOR
games), Computational Learning Theory and results related to the study of Dirich-
let series (more precisely, questions concerning the n-dimensional Bohr radius; see
[2, 4, 12, 20]). These applications were achieved, among other techniques, by the study
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of sharp constants for inequalities of the type Littlewood’s 4/3 (and its multilinear
version, namely Bohnenblust–Hille’s inequality). Driven by this, in the last decade
several works have emerged that attempt to study generalizations of Littlewood’s 4/3
inequality to the multilinear context and also to other sequence spaces (see [14, 18] and
the references therein).

All along this paper K stands for either R or C, and c0 = c0(K), the Banach space
of null sequences. By convention, when a = ∞, the sum

(∑
j|xj|a

)1/a represents the
supremum of the values |xj|. In addition we define f(∞) := lims→∞ f(s) for any function
f . We also define 1/0 = ∞ and 1/∞ = 0, and for s ≥ 1 we denote by s∗ the conjugate
index of s, so that 1

s
+ 1

s∗
= 1. Finally, we denote the canonical sequence of vectors of c0

by (ek)
∞
k=1.

Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality [11] asserts that there is a constant LK ≥ 1 such that(
∞∑

i,j=1

|A(ei, ej)|
4
3

) 3
4

≤ LK∥A∥

for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → K, where

∥A∥ := sup

{∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
i,j=1

A(ei, ej)xiyj

∣∣∣∣ : |xi|, |yj| ≤ 1 for all i, j

}
It is well known that the exponent 4/3 is optimal, and it is shown in [10] that the value
LR =

√
2 is also optimal. For complex scalars we only know that LC ≤ 2/

√
π.

However, the optimality feature of the exponent 4/3 is related to the specific configura-
tion of this inequality. A key issue in the theory has been to investigate optimality ranges
for summing inequalities involving anisotropic exponents. More specifically, the objective
of study is to control

(1.1)

(
∞∑
i=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ei, ej)|a
) 1

a
×b
) 1

b

for all norm-1 continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → K. This problem has been addressed
through several approaches permeating the theory and the definitive answer was given
over the past decade.

The following Anisotropic Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality is proved in [1, Theorems 6.3]:

Theorem 1.1. Let a, b ∈ [1, 2]. The following assertions are equivalent:
• There is a constant CK

a,b ≥ 1 such that(
∞∑
i=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ei, ej)|a
)b× 1

a

) 1
b

≤ CK
a,b∥A∥

for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → K.
• The values a and b satisfy

(1.2)
1

a
+

1

b
≤ 3

2
.

Observe that by taking a = b = 4/3 in Theorem 1.1 one recovers Littlewood’s 4/3
inequality.

About the constants, for complex scalars, the determination of the exact values of the
optimal constants involved is probably a difficult task. In this case, the only known



THE SHARP CONSTANTS IN THE REAL ANISOTROPIC LITTLEWOOD’S 4/3 INEQUALITY 3

optimal estimates are (see [1, Remark 6.4] and [6, page 31]):

CC
1,2 = CC

2,1 =
2√
π
;

CC
2,2 = 1,

and, in general, if 1 ≤ a, b ≤ 2 with 1
a
+ 1

b
≤ 3

2
, we have

1 ≤ CC
a,b ≤

(
4

π

) 1
a
+ 1

b
−1

.

For the case of real scalars we have:

Theorem 1.2 ([1, Theorem 6.3]). Let 1 ≤ a, b ≤ 2 with 1
a
+ 1

b
≤ 3

2
. Then for every

continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → R we have(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)b/a

)1/b

≤ 2
1
b
+ 1

a
−1∥A∥.

Moreover, the constant 2
1
a
+ 1

b
−1 is optimal.

Condition “1 ≤ a, b ≤ 2” in Theorem 1.1 can be dropped. In fact, [17, Theorem 5.1]
provides the following definitive result:

Theorem 1.3. Let a, b ∈ (0,∞). The following assertions are equivalent:
• There is a constant CK

a,b ≥ 1 such that

(1.3)

(
∞∑
i=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ei, ej)|a
)b× 1

a

) 1
b

≤ CK
a,b∥A∥

for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → K.
• The exponents a, b satisfy (a, b) ∈ [1,∞)× [1,∞) with

1

a
+

1

b
≤ 3

2
.

Remark 1.4. We stress that Theorem 1.3 can be stated even in the case that a or b are
equal to ∞. This fact will be evident in the results we are going to demonstrate in the
following section.

Remark 1.5. Observe that, by the inclusion of the ℓp spaces, since CK
2,2 = 1, if a ≥ 2 and

b ≥ 2, we have that the optimal constant CK
a,b is 1 (see Figure 1).

These remarks, and the complete generality of Theorem 1.3, lead us to pose the following
questions:

Problem 1 (see Figure 1). What are the optimal values of CR
a,b in (1.3) in the cases

(a, b) ∈ [1, 2]× [2,∞] and (a, b) ∈ [2,∞]× [1, 2]?

Problem 2. What are the optimal values of CC
a,b in (1.3), when the exponents a, b satisfy

(a, b) ∈ [1,∞]× [1,∞] and 1
a
+ 1

b
≤ 3

2
?

In this paper we solve Problem 1 (and partially Problem 2), thus providing a complete
description of the constants in the Real Anisotropic Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality:
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Figure 1. Illustration of Theorem 1.3: the curve passing through the
points (1, 2) and (2, 1) is the hyperbola b = 2a

3a−2
. Region 0 corresponds to

non-admissible exponents in the anisotropic Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality.
Region I correspond to Theorem 1.2, so that the value of the optimal con-
stant is 2

1
a
+ 1

b
−1 in this case. Region II correspond to Remark 1.5; in this

region the optimal constant has always value 1. Region III corresponds to
points for which the optimal constant is unknown.

Theorem 1.6. Let a, b ∈ [1,∞] with 1
b
+ 1

a
≤ 3

2
. Then for every continuos bilinear form

A : c0 × c0 → R we have(
N∑
k=1

( N∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)b/a

)1/b

≤ 2max{0, 1
b
+ 1

a
−1}∥A∥.

Moreover, the constant 2max{0, 1
b
+ 1

a
−1} is optimal.

In order to better understand this result, we divide the region of admissible exponents
into the following 4 subregions (see Figure 2):
(RI) Points (a, b) be such that 1 ≤ b, a ≤ 2 and 1

b
+ 1

a
≤ 3

2
.

(RII) The infinite region of points (a, b) ∈ [1,∞]× [a∗,∞].
(RIII) The infinite region of points (a, b) ∈ [2,∞]× [1, a∗].
(RIV) The infinite region of points (a, b) ∈ [1, 2]× [2, a∗].
This paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we present the proof of our main result,
Theorem 1.6, by using a variant of Khinchin’s inequality [15] together with techniques
of interpolation; this result gives a complete description of the constants in the Real
Anisotropic Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality, thus completely solving Problem 1. In Section
3 we extend the ideas of Section 2 to the setting of complex scalars, which allow us to
partially solve Problem 2. Finally, as an application of the techniques from Section 3, we
prove in Section 4 a variant (in the sense of [15]) of Khinchin’s inequality for Steinhaus
variables.

2. The proof of the main result

We need the following variant of the Khinchin inequality of [15]. The proof strongly
uses the so-called Contraction Principle (see [9, Theorem 12.2]).
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Figure 2. Illustration of Theorem 1.6: regions (RI), (RIII) and (RIV)
correspond to the value 2

1
a
+ 1

b
−1 for the optimal constant, whereas region

(RII) corresponds to points for which the optimal constant is 1.

Proposition 2.1 ([15, Lemma 1 and Proposition 1]). Let N be a positive integer and
(ai)

N
i=1 ∈ KN be a sequence of scalars. If r ∈ [2,∞], then

(2.1)
( N∑

i=1

|ai|r
) 1

r

≤ 2
1
r

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ N∑
i=1

ri(t)ai

∣∣∣∣ dt
and the estimate 21/r is optimal.

Above, as usual, (ri : [0, 1] → R)∞i=1 is the sequence of independent and identically dis-
tributed random variables defined by

(2.2) ri(t) := sign
(
sin(2iπt)

)
,

the so-called Rademacher functions.
In order to prove our main result, we start with the following extremal particular cases:

Lemma 2.2. Let a ∈ [2,∞]. Then for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → R we
have

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)1/a

≤ 2
1
a∥A∥.

Proof. Let N be a positive integer. Observe that, by Proposition 2.1, for all a ≥ 2 we
have

N∑
k=1

( N∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)1/a

≤ 2
1
a

N∑
k=1

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

rj(t)A(ek, ej)

∣∣∣∣ dt.
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Moreover,

2
1
a

N∑
k=1

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

rj(t)A(ek, ej)

∣∣∣∣ dt ≤ 2
1
a

∫ 1

0

N∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

rj(t)A(ek, ej)

∣∣∣∣ dt(2.3)

= 2
1
a

∫ 1

0

N∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣∣A
(
ek,

N∑
j=1

rj(t)ej

)∣∣∣∣∣ dt
≤ 2

1
a

∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥∥A
(
· ,

N∑
j=1

rj(t)ej

)∥∥∥∥∥ dt
≤ 2

1
a∥A∥. □

Lemma 2.3. Let a ∈ [2,∞]. Then for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → R we
have (

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)a∗/a

)1/a∗

≤ ∥A∥.

Proof. Observe that the extreme case a = ∞ is given by Lemma 2.2. On the other hand,
it is well known that for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → R(

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|2
))1/2

≤ ∥A∥.

Let
θ0 :=

a− 2

a
.

Note that θ0 ∈ (0, 1) ; since
1

a
=

θ0
∞

+
1− θ0

2
;

1

a∗
=

θ0
1
+

1− θ0
2

,

a simple interpolation argument yields(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)a∗/a

)1/a∗

≤
( ∞∑

k=1

sup
j
|A(ek, ej)|

)a−2
a

([ ∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|2
)] 1

2

) 2
a

≤ ∥A∥. □

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this work.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let b ∈ [1,∞] and a ∈ [1,∞], with 1
b
+ 1

a
≤ 3

2
. If 1 ≤ b, a ≤ 2, the

result follows from Theorem 1.2 (these points correspond to region (RI)).
Suppose at first that 1 ≤ 1

b
+ 1

a
≤ 3

2
(i.e., 1

a∗
≤ 1

b
≤ 3

2
− 1

a
). Thus, if a ∈ [2,∞] , then

we have b ∈ [1, a∗] (these points correspond to region (RIII)). If

θ1 := 1− a

b∗
,

then we have θ1 ∈ (0, 1); moreover, since
1

b
=

θ1
1
+

1− θ1
a∗

,
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an interpolation argument together with Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 yields

(2.4)



(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)b/a

)1/b

≤

(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)1/a

)1− a
b∗

×

([ ∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)a∗/a]1/a∗) a

b∗

≤
(
2

1
a∥A∥

)1− a
b∗ · (∥A∥)

a
b∗

=
(
2

1
a

)1− a
b∗ ∥A∥

= 2
1
b
+ 1

a
−1∥A∥.

Now, if a ∈ [1, 2] (recall that 1
a∗

≤ 1
b
≤ 3

2
− 1

a
), then we have b ∈ [2, a∗] (these points

correspond to region (RIV)). Thus, if b ̸= ∞, then from Minkowski’s inequality and
(2.4) we get (

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)b/a

)1/b

≤

(
∞∑
j=1

( ∞∑
k=1

|A(ek, ej)|b
)a/b

)1/a

≤ 2
1
a
+ 1

b
−1∥A∥.

The extreme case b = ∞ and a = 1 follows trivially from

sup
k

∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)| ≤ ∥A∥.

On the other hand, the bilinear form

A0(x, y) = x1y1 + x1y2 + x2y1 − x2y2

satisfies ∥A0∥ = 2 and(
2∑

k=1

( 2∑
j=1

|A0(ek, ej)|a
)b/a

)1/b

= 2
1
b
+ 1

a
−1∥A0∥

(see [10]), which shows that the value 2
1
b
+ 1

a
−1 cannot be improved.

Finally, for the case b ∈ [1,∞] and a ∈ [1,∞], with 1
b
+ 1

a
≤ 1 (i.e., 1

b
≤ 1

a∗
), if we have

a ∈ [1,∞] then b ∈ [a∗,∞] (these points correspond to region (RII)), and thus(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)b/a

)1/b

≤

(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)a∗/a

)1/a∗

≤ ∥A∥.

Thus, in this case the optimal constant is 1. □

3. Remarks on the complex case

In this section we partially replicate, for the case of complex scalars, the results obtained
in the previous section. First, we have the following estimate:
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Lemma 3.1. Let a ∈ [2,∞]. Then for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → C we
have

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)1/a

≤
(
4

π

) 1
a

∥A∥.

Proof. Observe that by Proposition 2.1, for a = ∞:
∞∑
k=1

sup
j
|A(ek, ej)| ≤ ∥A∥.

Moreover, it is known that (see [6, page 31])
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|2
)1/2

≤
(
4

π

) 1
2

∥A∥.

Interpolating with θ = 2
a

we have

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)1/a

≤

(
∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|2
)1/2

)θ( ∞∑
k=1

sup
j
|A(ek, ej)|

)1−θ

≤

((
4

π

) 1
2

∥A∥

) 2
a

∥A∥
a−2
a =

(
4

π

) 1
a

∥A∥. □

By mimicking the proof of Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 1.6 we get, respectively:

Lemma 3.2. Let a ∈ [2,∞]. Then for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → C we
have (

∞∑
k=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ek, ej)|a
)a∗/a

)1/a∗

≤ ∥A∥.

Theorem 3.3. Let a, b ∈ [1,∞] with 1
b
+ 1

a
≤ 3

2
. There is a constant CC

a,b ≥ 1 such that(
∞∑
i=1

( ∞∑
j=1

|A(ei, ej)|a
)b× 1

a

) 1
b

≤ CC
a,b∥A∥

for every continuos bilinear form A : c0 × c0 → C. Moreover, if b ≤ a, then we have

1 ≤ CC
b,a ≤ CC

a,b ≤
(
4

π

)max{0, 1
a
+ 1

b
−1}

.

In particular, for a, b ∈ [1,∞] with 1
b
+ 1

a
≤ 1 we have CC

a,b = 1.

4. Variants of Khinchin’s inequality for Steinhaus variables

In this section, among other results, we obtain a version of Proposition 2.1 for Steinhaus
variables.

Observe that the optimal constant in Proposition 2.1 coincides with the optimal con-
stants CR

1,r and CR
r,1 for all r ∈ [2,∞].

Khinchin’s inequality for Steinhaus variables plays a crucial role in the improvement
of estimates for the constants in inequalities of the type Littlewood’s 4/3 (and their
extended multilinear versions) for complex scalars (see [1,8]). For a very recent approach
to Khinchin’s inequality we refer to [19].
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Figure 3. Illustration of Theorem 3.3: region II corresponds to points
for which the optimal constant is 1. Region I corresponds to points for
which the optimal constant (in the complex case) is unknown, except for
(a, b) = (1, 2) and (2, 1), where we have CC

a,b =
2√
π
.

In the previous section we do not provide a version of Proposition 2.1 for Steinhaus
variables because its proof strongly uses the Contraction Principle. Such a principle is
stated only for randomized sums (independent symmetric real-valued random variables),
and we do not know if a similar principle holds for independent symmetric complex-valued
random variables.

In contrast, as an application of the methods from the previous section, we obtain a
version of Proposition 2.1 for Steinhaus variables with optimal constant coinciding with
the optimal constants CC

1,r and CC
r,1, for all r ∈ [2,∞], as in the case of Rademacher

functions. Such result is achieved by using ideas from [8], where a type of Khinchine’s
inequality previously developed by R. Blei is studied.

It is well known that, by considering the dyadic expansion of 2N t for each t ∈ [0, 1],
one can prove the equality∫

[0,1]

∣∣∣∣ N∑
i=1

ri(t)ai

∣∣∣∣ dt = 1

2N

∑
η∈{1,−1}N

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

ηjaj

∣∣∣∣,
where the functions ri are given by (2.2). Thus, inequality (2.1) from Proposition 2.1 can
be rewritten as

(4.1)
( N∑

j=1

|aj|r
) 1

r

≤ 2
1
r

(
1

2N

∑
η∈{1,−1}N

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

ηjaj

∣∣∣∣
)

for all r ∈ [2,∞], and for all sequences of scalars (aj)
N
j=1 ∈ KN and all positive integers

N .
The counterpart for the average

1

2N

∑
η∈{1,−1}N

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

ηjaj

∣∣∣∣
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in the complex framework is

(4.2)
(

1

2π

)N ∫ 2π

0

· · ·
∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

aje
itj

∣∣∣∣ dt1 · · · dtN .
For the sake of simplicity we shall denote (4.2) by

(4.3) E
∣∣∣∣ N∑
j=1

ajεj

∣∣∣∣,
where εj are Steinhaus variables, that is, random variables uniformly distributed on
the complex unit circle. Our goal is to prove the following version of Proposition 2.1 for
Steinhaus variables:

Theorem 4.1. Let r ∈ [2,∞]. There is a (optimal) constant Cr ≥ 1 such that

(4.4)
( N∑

n=1

|an|r
) 1

r

≤ Cr

(
E
∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

anεn

∣∣∣∣)
for every positive positive integer N and for all sequences of scalars (aj)

N
j=1 ∈ KN , where

ε1, . . . , εn are Steinhaus variables. Moreover,

Cr = CC
1,r = CC

r,1,

for all r ∈ [2,∞].

In what follows we state a Khinchine-type inequality that extends and unifies inequalities
(1.1) and (4.4). First, we need to introduce some notation and results.

For each integer M ≥ 2, we define

TM :=
{
exp
(
2jπ
M

i
)
: j = 0, . . . ,M − 1

}
;

T∞ :=
{
exp(ti) : t ∈ [0, 2π)

}
,

and

DM := conv(TM);

D∞ := conv(T∞),

where conv denotes the convex hull. Observe that D∞ is the closed unit disk, and that
DM ⊆ D∞. Obviously, DM is a convex and closed absorbing set in C.

Let N and M be positive integers, with M ≥ 3. For any bilinear form A : CN×CN → C
we define the norm

∥A∥M := sup{|A(x, y)| : y ∈ TN
M ; |xi| ≤ 1 for i = 1, . . . , N}.

The following basic result provides estimates for the sup-norm ∥A∥:

Theorem 4.2 ([8, Theorem 2.3]). Let N,M be positive integers, with M ≥ 3. Then

∥A∥M ≤ ∥A∥ ≤ R−1
M ∥A∥M

for all bilinear forms A : CN × CN → C, where

RM :=

[
1

2
+

1

2
cos

(
2π

M

)] 1
2

.
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For each M ≥ 2, let

ΩM :=

{
2jπ

M
: j = 0, . . . ,M − 1

}
.

Let (an)
N
n=1 ∈ KN be a sequence of scalars, and let M ≥ 2. We define

EM

(
(an)

N
n=1

)
:=

(
1

M

)N ∑
β∈ΩN

M

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

ane
iβn

∣∣∣∣.
Using the Dominated Convergence Theorem it is possible to prove that

lim
M→∞

EM

(
(an)

N
n=1

)
= E

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

anεn

∣∣∣∣.
We need the following auxiliary result:

Lemma 4.3 ([8, Lemma 2.4]). Let (an)Nn=1 ∈ KN be a sequence of scalars, and let M ≥ 2.
Then

EM

(
(an)

N
n=1

)
= EM

(
(ane

isn)Nn=1

)
for all s1, . . . , sN ∈ ΩM .

Now we are ready to state and prove the announced extension of Khinchine’s inequality,
for r ∈ [2,∞], that extends and unifies inequalities (1.1) and (4.4). We emphasize that
this result is already known for r = 2; see [6, Chapter II: Section 6].

Theorem 4.4 (Blei–Khinchine inequality). Let r ∈ [2,∞]. For every M ≥ 2, there is
a (optimal) constant BM,r such that

(4.5)
( N∑

n=1

|an|r
)1/r

≤ BM,r · EM

(
(an)

N
n=1

)
,

for every positive integer N and all sequences of scalars (aj)
N
j=1 ∈ KN . Moreover, for all

M ≥ 3 we have

(4.6) BM,r ≤ CC
1,r ·R−1

M ,

where

RM :=

[
1

2
+

1

2
cos

(
2π

M

)] 1
2

.

Proof. The case M = 2 is precisely the inequality (4.1), so we only need to prove the case
M ≥ 3. Let (an)

N
n=1 ∈ KN be a sequence of scalars, such that EM

(
(an)

N
n=1

)
= 1. Then,

by Lemma 4.3,

EM

(
(ane

isn)Nn=1

)
=

(
1

M

)N ∑
β∈ΩN

M

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

ane
isneiβn

∣∣∣∣ = 1

for all s1, . . . , sN ∈ ΩM . Thus, for all w1, . . . , wN ∈ TM we have(
1

M

)N ∑
t∈TN

M

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

anwntn

∣∣∣∣ = 1.
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Fix an enumeration of the set TN
M , say τ (1), . . . , τ (MN ), where τ (i) = (τ

(i)
1 , . . . , τ

(i)
N ) for

each i. In this way, the equality above can be rewritten as

(4.7)
(

1

M

)N MN∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

anτ
(i)
n wn

∣∣∣∣ = 1,

for all w1, . . . , wN ∈ TM .
Consider the bilinear form A : CMN × CN → C given by

A(ei, en) =
anτ

(i)
n

MN
(i ∈ {1, . . . ,MN} ; n ∈ {1, . . . , N}).

We claim that ∥A∥M ≤ 1. In fact, by using Hölder’s inequality together with equality
(4.7) we get ∣∣∣∣MN∑

i=1

N∑
n=1

A(ei, en)wnzi

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣MN∑
i=1

N∑
n=1

anτ
(i)
n

MN
wnzi

∣∣∣∣
≤

(
MN∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

anτ
(i)
n

MN
wn

∣∣∣∣
)

· sup
1≤i≤MN

|zi|

≤
(

1

M

)N MN∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ N∑
n=1

anτ
(i)
n wn

∣∣∣∣
= 1

for all w1, . . . , wN ∈ TM and all z1, . . . , zMN ∈ C with sup1≤i≤MN |zi| ≤ 1. Therefore
∥A∥M ≤ 1. Moreover, if r ∈ [2,∞], then by using Theorems 1.3 and 4.2 and the above
norm estimate we obtain( N∑

n=1

|an|r
)1/r

=

[
N∑

n=1

(MN∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣( 1

M

)N

anτ
(i)
n

∣∣∣∣)r
] 1

r

=

[
N∑

n=1

(MN∑
i=1

|A(ei, en)|
)r
] 1

r

≤ CC
1,r∥A∥

≤ CC
1,r ·R−1

M ∥A∥M
≤ CC

1,r ·R−1
M .

Thus, the inequality follows and

BM,r ≤ CC
1,r ·R−1

M ,

for all r ∈ [2,∞], and M ≥ 3, as claimed. □

Now we can easily prove the main result of this section:

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Taking M → ∞ in Theorem 4.4, and using that RM → 1, we
obtain the inequality (4.4), with the estimate

Cr ≤ CC
1,r

for all r ∈ [2,∞].
On the other hand, since r > 1, Theorem 3.3 implies

CC
1,r ≤ CC

r,1
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for all r ∈ [2,∞].
Finally, we can repeat the proof of Lemma 2.2 in the case of complex scalars, by just

replacing (2.1) from Proposition 2.1 with (4.4) from Theorem 4.1. This yields

CC
r,1 ≤ Cr

for all r ∈ [2,∞]. Putting together these inequalities we obtain the announced optimal
estimates:

Cr = CC
1,r = CC

r,1,

for all r ∈ [2,∞]. □
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