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LEVY MEASURES ON BANACH SPACES

JAN VAN NEERVEN AND MARKUS RIEDLE

ABSTRACT. In this work, we establish an explicit characterisation of Lévy measures on
both LP-spaces and UMD Banach spaces. In the case of LP-spaces, Lévy measures are
characterised by an integrability condition, which directly generalises the known descrip-
tion of Lévy measures on sequence spaces. The latter has been the only known description
of Lévy measures on infinite dimensional Banach spaces that are not Hilbert. Lévy mea-
sures on UMD Banach spaces are characterised by the finiteness of the expectation of a
random ~-radonifying norm. Although this description is more abstract, it reduces to
simple integrability conditions in the case of LP-spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

A o-finite measure A on the Borel g-algebra B(U) over a separable Banach space U with
A({0}) = 0 is called a Lévy measure if the function ¢,: U* — C, defined by

(1.1) 0o(u*) = exp (JU (ei<u’“*> 1 iluuy g, (u)) )\(du)) . uteU,

is the characteristic function of a probability measure ¢ on B(U). Here, By is the closed
unit ball of U, and U* denotes the Banach space dual of U. In the case where U is finite-
dimensional, it is well known that a o-finite measure A on the Borel o-algebra ’B(Rd) with
A({0}) = 0 is a Lévy measure if and only if

(1.2) Ld(m? A 1) A(dr) < o0,

Indeed, the latter often serves as the definition of a Lévy measure on RY in the literature.
Replacing the Euclidean norm |-| by the Hilbert space norm ||-||, the above equivalent char-
acterisation of Lévy measures extends to separable Hilbert spaces; see Parthasarathy [20].
Surprisingly, although the integrability condition (1.2) can be formulated in Banach
spaces, this characterisation of Lévy measures ceases to hold in arbitrary Banach spaces
U. In fact, for the case U = C[0, 1] of continuous functions on [0, 1] it is shown in Araujo [3]
that there exists a o-finite Borel measure A on B(U) with A({0}) = 0 and satisfying

(1.3) L(Hun2 A1) A(du) < o,

but the function ¢, defined in (1.1) is not the characteristic function of a Borel measure g
on B(U). Vice versa, there exists a o-finite Borel measure A on B(U) with A({0}) = 0 such
that (1.1) is the characteristic function of a probability Borel measure on B(U) but A does
not satisfy (1.3).

The only explicit characterisation of Lévy measures on an infinite dimensional Banach
space, which is not a Hilbert space, is known for the spaces ¢?(IN) of summable sequences
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for p = 1. This result was derived in Yurinskii [25] by means of a two-sided LP-bound
of compensated Poisson measure (for which he credited Novikov, who is also credited in
Marinelli and Rockner [17] for similar estimates).

A sufficient condition in terms of an integrability condition similar to (1.3) is known in
Banach spaces U of Rademacher type p € [1,2). In the converse direction, in Banach spaces
U of Rademacher cotype ¢ € [2,0) it is known for a o-finite measure A, that if (1.1) defines
the characteristic function of a probability measure on U then A satisfies an integrability
condition similar to (1.3). In fact, these necessary or sufficient conditions can be used to
characterise Banach spaces of Rademacher type p € [1, 2] or of Rademacher cotype ¢ € [2, o0).
These results can be found in Araujo and Giné [4].

In the present paper, we derive explicit characterisations of Lévy measures for both LP-
spaces and UMD Banach spaces. In the case of LP-spaces, Lévy measures are characterised
by an integrability condition, which directly generalises the aforementioned results for ¢7(IN)
for p > 2 by Yurinskii [25]. Lévy measures on UMD Banach spaces are characterised by the
finiteness of the expectation of a random ~-radonifying norm. Although the latter description
is more abstract, we demonstrate its applicability by deducing similar integrability conditions
for the special cases of LP-spaces as obtained earlier by different arguments.

For both LP-spaces and UMD spaces, our method relies on recently achieved two-sided
LP-estimates of integrals of vector-valued deterministic functions with respect to a compen-
sated Poisson random measure in Dirksen [8] and Yaroslavtsev [24]. Such inequalities are
sometimes called Bichteler-Jacod or Kunita inequalities and suggested to be called Novikov
inequalities in [17], where more historical details can be found. Since the results in Dirksen
[8] and Yaroslavtsev [24] are only formulated for simple functions, we provide the straight-
forward arguments for their extension to arbitrary vector-valued deterministic functions.

Throughout the paper, all vector spaces are real. We write Ry = (0,00) and N :=
{1,2,3,...}. We use the shorthand notation

A~,B

to express that the two-sided inequality c;A < B < c;A holds with constants 0 < ¢, < ¢, <

oo depending only on gq.

/
q

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, we let U be a separable Banach space with dual space U* and
duality pairing (-, -). The Borel o-algebra on U is denoted by B(U). By a standard result in
measure theory (e.g., [19, Proposition E.21]) the separability of U implies that every finite
Borel measure ¢ on U is a Radon measure, that is, that for all Borel sets B € B(U) and
e > 0 there exists a compact set K such that K € B and ¢(B\K) < . Such measures are
uniquely described by their characteristic function, which is the function p,: U* — C given
by

ali) = | < o)

2.1. Lévy measures. In what follows we write
By, :={uelU: |u| <r}

for the closed ball in U of radius r» > 0 centred at the origin. Its complement is denoted by
Bf; .. We furthermore write By := By,1 and Bf; := B, for the closed unit ball of U and
its complement.
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A o-finite measure A on the Borel o-algebra B(U) with A\({0}) = 0 is called a Lévy
measure if the function ¢: U* — C defined by

(2.1) o(u*) = exp < J (ei<uvu*> —1—idu,u*y1p, (u)) A(du))
U
is the characteristic function of a probability measure n(A) on B(U). For any r > 0, we
often decompose
(2.2) A=A+ AL
where
MA(:) = A nBy,) and A(-) = A(n B[CLT).

Every finite measure A\ on B(U) with A({0}) = 0 is a Lévy measure. In this case, a
probability measure () on B(U) is defined by

0 sk
T(\)(B) = eV Z A k(!B),

and
N(A) 1= m(A) * 0y, where u(\) 1= ff uA(du),
By
has characteristic function given by (2.1).

Theorem 2.1 ([16, Theorem 5.4.8]). Let A be a o-finite measure measure on B(U) satis-
fying A({0}) = 0. The following assertions are equivalent:
(a) X is a Lévy measure;
(b) the measure NS is finite for each r > 0, and for some (equivalently, for each) se-
quence (0x)ken decreasing to 0 the set {n(A[§, ) : k € N} is weakly relatively compact.

In Hilbert spaces, Lévy measures can be characterised by an integrability condition:

Theorem 2.2 (]20, Theorem VI.4.10])). Let H be a separable Hilbert space. A o-finite
measure A satisfying A({0}) = 0 on B(H) is a Lévy measure if and only if

[ iz 1w < oo

2.2. Poisson random measures. Let (2,.%,P) be a probability space and let (E, &) be
a measurable space. An integer-valued random measure is a mapping N : Q x & — N u{w}
with the following properties:
(i) For all B € & the mapping N(B) : w +— N(w, B) is measurable;

(ii) For all w € 2 the mapping N, : B — N(w, B) is a measure.

The measure
v(B) := E(N(B))

is called the intensity measure of N. An integer-valued random measure N : Q x & —
N u{oo} with o-finite intensity measure v is called a Poisson random measure (see [6, Chap-
ter 6]) if the following conditions are satisfied:

(iii) For all B € & the random variable Np is Poisson distributed with parameter v(B);

(iv) For all finite collections of pairwise disjoint sets B, ..., B, in & the random variables
N(By), ..., N(B,) are independent.
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In the converse direction, if v is a o-finite measure on &, then by [22, Prop. 19.4] there exists
a probability space (2, #,IP) and a Poisson random measure N : Q x & — N u{oo} with
intensity measure v.

The Poisson integral of a measurable function F' : E — [0, 00) with respect to the Poisson
random measure N is the random variable §  I'dN defined pathwise by

(L F(o) N (dU)) (w) := L FdN, = JE F(0) dN,(do),

where N, is the N u{oo}-valued measure of part (ii) of the above definition.
If N:Qxé& — Nufoo} is a Poisson random measure with intensity measure v, the
compensated Poisson random measure is defined, for B € & with v(B) < oo, by

N(B) := N(B) — v(B).

In what follows we consider the special case where E = I x U, where [ is an interval
in Ry and U is a separable Banach space, and consider Poisson random measures N :
O x B(I x U) > N u{oo} whose intensity measure is of the form

v=1eb® A,

where leb is the Lebesgue measure on the Borel o-algebra B(I) and A a o-finite measure
satisfying A({0}) = 0 on the Borel o-algebra B(U). These assumptions will always be in
force and will not be repeated at every instance. The compensated Poisson random measure
is then given, for all ¢ > 0 and all B € B(U) with \(B) < o, by

~

N(t,B) := N(t,B) — t\(B),
using the shorthand notation
N(t,B) := N((0,t] x B).

For fixed t > 0, a simple function with values in another Banach space V is a function
F:(0,t] x U - V of the form

(2'3) F = Z Z ]]-(ti,ti+1]XBj ®Ui,j7
i=1j=1

where 0 =t < -+ <ty41 =t, v;; €V, and the disjoint sets B, € B(U) satisfy A\(B;) < ©
fori=1,...,mand j=1,...,n. Given B € B(U), the compensated Poisson integral over
(0,t] x B of a simple function F': (0,t] x U — V of the above form is the V-valued random
variable

Ip(F) := LO ] BF(S,U)N(dS,du) = YD VN((ti At tiga At], Bj 0 B) ®@uij.
AR

i=1j=1

A strongly measurable function F': (0,t] x U — V is said to be integrable with respect to N
if there exists a sequence of simple functions F,: (0,t] x U — V such that

(a) F, — F pointwise (leb ® \)-almost everywhere;
(b) for any B € B(U), the sequence (Ip(Fy,))nen converges in probability as n — 0.
We say that F'is LP-integrable with respect to N , where p € [1,00), when the simple functions

can be chosen in such a way that Ip(F,) € LP(2; V) for all n € N and the convergence in
(b) takes place with respect to the norm of LP(§2; V).
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It is easily checked that the limit of the sequence (Ip(Fy))nen is well defined in the
sense that it does not depend on the choice of the approximating sequence (F,)nen. In this
situation, the limit is defined as

Ip(F) := J F(s,u) N(ds, du)
(0,t]xB

= lim F,(s,u) N(ds,du) = lim I5(F,).

n—o0 (O,t] <« B n—o0

If F is LP-integrable with respect to N, then the limit Iz(F) belongs to LP(Q;V), the
Bochner space of V-valued random variables X with E(||X||”) < 0.
For V =R, the space of integrable functions can be explicitly characterised as follows.

Theorem 2.3 ([15, Lemma 12.2 and 12.3], [21]). Let U be a separable Banach space, and
consider a measurable function F: (0,t] x U — R for some t > 0.

(1) F is integrable with respect to N if and only if
f (1P (s, )| A 1)ds A(du) < .
(0,t]xU
(2) F is integrable with respect to N if and only if
J ([F(s,0)| A [F(s,u)[?) ds A(du) < o,
(0,¢]xU

In the second case, the characteristic function ¢r,ry: R — C of the real-valued random
variable Ig(F) is given, for f € R, by

¢r(r) (B) = exp (J(O en (eiﬂF(W —1- z’ﬁF(s,u)) A(du) ds) .

This theorem has the following straightforward vector-valued corollary.

Corollary 2.4. If F: (0,t] x U — V is integrable with respect to N, then for all B € B(U)
the characteristic function oy, py: V* — C of Ig(F) is given, for v* e V*, by

1) (V) = exp ( j( . (P 1= (P (s, ), 0%)) Adu) ds) :

Proof. We choose a sequence (F),)nen of simple functions F,: (0,¢] x U — V converging
to F'in V (leb ® A)-almost everywhere such that the sequence (Ig(F),))nen converges in
probability for all B € B(U). Denoting the limit by Ip(F), for fixed B € B(U) and
v¥* € V* it follows that (F,(-,-),v*) converges to (F(-,-),v*) (leb® A)- almost everywhere
in (0,¢], and from

J (Fo(s,u),v*) N(ds,du) = <J F,(s,u) N(ds,du), v*>,
(0,t]xB (0,t]xB

it follows that the sequence (Ig((F,(-, "), v*)))nen converges in probability to the real-valued

random variable (Ip(F),v*). We conclude that (F(-,-),v*) is integrable with respect to N
and, for all B € B(U),

(2.4) J;O,t] . (F(s,u),v*) N(ds,du) = < J;O,t] . F(s,u) N(ds, du), v*>.
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Theorem 2.3 implies that the characteristic function of the real-valued random variable
I(v*) :=Ig({F(-,-),v*)) is, for 5 € R, given by

Q1) (B) = exp U(O - (eiﬂ<F<s>“>7”*> —1-4B <F(s,u),v*>) A(du) ds) .

Letting I := I (F), it follows from (2.4) that
pr(v*) = B[] = BT = gy (1).
This completes the proof. 0

Lemma 2.5. Every function F: (0,t]xU — V belonging to {0, ((0,t]x U; V) is integrable
with respect to N.

Proof. Let F': (0,t] x U — V be a simple function of the form (2.3). Recalling that A is the
intensity measure of N, it follows for any B € B(U) that

|

(25) + (ti+1 ANt —1; A t))\(B] N B) ® HUiJ'

=23 (tis1 At —ti A)A(B; A B) ® ||vi ]
im=1j=1

_ 2J 1 (s, u)]| A(du) ds.
(0,t]xB

Now let F': (0,¢] x U — V be an arbitrary function in Lj,p o, ((0,] xU; V). Then there exists
a sequence (F),)en of simple functions converging to F' in Llleb®/\((07 t]| x U; V); by a routine
argument, we may assume that this sequence also converges to F pointwise (leb® \)-almost
everywhere in V. Since (2.5) shows that the integrals I, g(F),,) converge in mean and thus
in probability, it follows that F' is integrable with respect to N. O

2.3. v-Radonifying operators. Consider a Hilbert space H and a Banach space V. The
set of finite rank operators from H to V is represented as H ® V. Any finite rank operator
T e Z(H,V) can be expressed as

N
T= Z hn ® Un,
n=1
where N > 1, with the sequence (h,))_; being orthonormal in H, and (v,)Y_; being a
sequence in V. Here, the rank one operator h ® v is the operator mapping h' € H to
[W/,h]gv e V. We introduce v(H, V) as the completion of the space of finite rank operators
from H to V under the norm

N N
Zhn®vn 2777/@’071
n=1 n=1

where (v,)N_; is a sequence of independent, real-valued, standard normally distributed
random variables. This norm is independent of the particular representation of the operator

2 2

=E
'Y(H)V)

)
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as a sum of finite rank operators, provided the sequence (h,,)_; used in the representation
is orthonormal in H. The identity mapping h ® v — h ® v is extended to a contractive
embedding from v(H, V) into Z(H, V). Consequently, elements of y(H, V') can be identified
with bounded linear operators from H to V. These operators are called y-radonifying
operators.

For comprehensive insights into y-radonifying operators, the reader is referred to [13,
Chapter 9] and the review paper [18].

Spaces of ~-radonifying operators enjoy the following ideal property. Given Hilbert
spaces Hy, Hy and Banach spaces Vi, Vs, for every R € £(Hy, Hs), S € ~v(Ha, V2), and
T e £(Va, Vi), it holds that TSR € v(Hy, Vi) and

ITSRlymva) < ITz0va,vi) 1S (o, ve) 1Rl 2oy 1) -

We will need various other standard results on y-radonifying operators; these will be quoted
as soon as the need arises. Let us finally give some examples:

Example 2.6 (Hilbert spaces). When both H and V' are Hilbert spaces we have a natural
isometric isomorphism

v(H, V)= %(H,V),
the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H to V.

Example 2.7 (LP-spaces). When H is a Hilbert space and V = LP(S, ), where (S, ) is a
o-finite measure space and p € [1,00), the mapping J : LP(S, u; H) — ~v(H, LP(S, 1)) given
by (Jf)h := {f(:), h) defines an isomorphism of Banach spaces

(2.6) V(H, LP(S, ) ~=p LP(S, p; H)

with isomorphism constants only depending on p. In the particular case when H is an
L2-space, the spaces on the right-hand side are usually referred to as spaces of square func-
tions and play a prominent role in Harmonic Analysis. It is worth mentioning that the
isomorphism (2.6) extends to Banach lattices V' with finite cotype.

3. LEVY MEASURES ON LP-SPACES

We will now specialise to V' = LE := LP(S) := LP(S, u) for some p € (1,0) and a measure
space (S, S, 1). It will always be assumed that u is o-finite and that L7, is separable; these
assumptions are for example satisfied if the measure space (S, S, u) is pu-countably generated
according to [12, Proposition 1.2.29]. The o-finiteness of p implies that the various uses of
Fubini’s theorem in this paper are justified, and also that we may identify the dual space
(L%)* with Lfb’, where % + 1% =1 (although, as is well known, o-finiteness is not needed for
this identification in the regime p € (1, 90)). The separability of L7, implies that the mapping
f = f, viewed as a function from (L, B(LE)) to LI, is strongly measurable (by Pettis’s
measurability theorem, see [12, Theorem 1.1.6]).

When U is a Banach space, L (S; U) denotes the Banach space of all (equivalence classes
of) strongly p-measurable f: S — U for which

s = (. |f(8)|pu(ds)>l/p

is finite. With this notation, L (S;R) = L%,

As before, let U be a separable Banach space, and let A a o-finite measure on B(U) which
satisfies A({0}) = 0. Let N denote a Poisson random measure on R xU with intensity
measure leb ® A\, and let N denote the associated compensated Poisson random measure.
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For fixed t > 0 and for a simple function F': (0,t] x U — LE(S) of the form (2.3), for each
B e %B(U), the compensated Poisson integral

Ig(F) := f F(s,u) N(ds, du)
(0,t]xB

is defined as in Subsection 2.2. As a special case of the result in [8], for simple functions
F:(0,t] x U — LE(S), B eB(U), exponents p € (1,0), we have the equivalence of norms

p 1/p
(3.1) [E | sup f F(r,u) Kf(dr, du) ~, HF ]l(o,t]xBHI ,
o<s<t ||J(0,5]xB L2(8) v
where
I . S§+DY ifl<p<2,
PTOSEADY if2<p <o,
with

S§ = L:Z(S7 leeb®)\(]R'+ XU))’ DI))\ = L:fcb@)\ (IR+ XU; LfL(S))’
and

||F||s§+pg = inf{HFlﬂsg + ||F2||D§ F=F +F, FeS Fe D],D\},

|Fllsgnpg = max { | Fllgg | Fllpg } -

Here, both 8¢ and Df are viewed as Banach spaces of (equivalence classes of) measurable
real-valued functions on R4 xS x U. Explicitly, the norms in these spaces are defined by

p/2
2
HF||§§ = HF”iﬁ(Slezeb®x(]R+ xU)) = J:g <J(O ) XU |F(t,’u)(3)| )\(du) dt) u(ds),
Fl% == ||FIIh» » =f th, P u(ds) A(du) dt,
I HDA I ”Llcb@(n{+ xU;LE(S)) (0.00)xT S| (t,u)(s)[” p(ds) A(du)

where the second identity in the first line follows from [10, Theorem 17, p. 198] or [12,
Proposition 1.2.25], which allow us to take the point evaluation with respect to s inside the
integral.

Remark 3.1. For later use we observe that Z, is a Banach function space in the sense of
Bennett and Sharpley [5]; this follows from [5, Problems 4,5, page 175]. In particular, if
0 < f < g almost everywhere with g € Z,,, then f € Z,, and ||fHIp < ||g||Zp. Keeping in mind
that we are assuming p € (1, ), the spaces Z, are reflexive as Banach spaces; this follows
from, e.g., [7, Corollary IV.1.2] along with the easy fact that if (Xo, X7) is an interpolation
couple of reflexive Banach spaces, then the spaces Xo n X7 and Xy + X; are reflexive. By
[5, Corollary 4.4], this implies that the norm of Z, is absolutely continuous.

Lemma 3.2. The class of simple functions F': Ry xU — LF(S) is dense in T,.
Proof. This follows from [5, Theorem 3.11]. O

As a consequence of the lemma above, for all ¢ € Ry and B € B(U), the compensated
Poisson integral I5(F) can now be defined by a standard density argument for all strongly
measurable functions F': (0,¢]x U — L% (S) such that ' 1(o)xp € Zp.

We now set U = LE(S) to obtain the following characterisation of Lévy measures in
LE(S).
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Theorem 3.3. A o-finite measure A\ on B(LE) with A\({0}) = 0 is a Lévy measure if and
only if NS is a finite measure for all r > 0 and, moreover,

(1) if pe [2,0), it satisfies

(L,

(2) if pe (1,2), it satisfies

inf f J
s \JB
where the infimum is taken over all functions Fy € 8§ and F» € DY with Fy(f) +
Fy(f) = [ for all f € Bry ={ge Lj : |lgllr <1}
Proof. For the closed unit ball By = {f € L} : ||fHLﬁ < 1}, we define the function
GO X L~ Lh G(t.f) = F1,,(f),
and, letting Ds := {f € L}, : 6 < ”f”L,Z < 1} for some 6 € (0,1), we introduce analogously
Gs: (0,1] x LF, — LF, Gs(t, f) = f1p,(f).

Note, that G and G5 do not depend on ¢, but we left the previous notation for consistency.

p/2
[ (s)? A(df)> p(ds), JB 17, AdS) p < oo

LP

p/2
|F1(f)(8)|2/\(df)> u(d8)+f [F2(PII7e AdSf) ¢ < o0,

P B
Ly L

‘If’: Let N be a Poisson random measure with intensity leb ® A\. Assume first that the
support of A is contained in the closed unit ball Bzz. Let (0x)ren S (0,1) be a sequence
decreasing to 0. The assumed integrability conditions guarantee that G belongs to Z,, and
thus also G, for each k € IN, because Z,, is a Banach function space, as previously pointed
out in Remark 3.1. It follows that the functions G' and G5, for k € IN are integrable with
respect to N. Thus, we can define the random variables

X = fN(ds,df) and X :=J fN(ds,df), k€N,
(0.1]xBpp (0,1]x Ds,,
and Corollary 2.4 shows that the probability distributions of X and X}, coincide with n())
and (A5, ) for each k € N.
Since 7, is reflexive, it has absolutely continuous norm according to [5, Theorem 3.8 and
Corollary 4.4]. This enables us to conclude that

kli_{rolo 1G = G, ||Ip =0.

The isometry (3.1) implies that X}, — X in LP(€2; L7), and thus n(A[§, ) — n(\) weakly in
the space of Borel probability measures as k — c0. Together with the assumed finiteness of
A¢ < oo for all r > 0, Theorem 2.1 shows that A is a Lévy measure.

For the general case of a o-finite measure A with A({0}) = 0, we apply the decomposition
A = A1 + Alf of (2.2). The measure \|; is a Lévy measure by the first part, and A|§ is a
Lévy measure since it is finite by assumption. Now [16, Proposition 5.4.9] guarantees that
A is a Lévy measure.

‘Only if”: Assume that A is a Lévy measure. Theorem 2.1 implies that A|$ is a finite
measure for all r > 0.

To establish the integrability conditions we can assume that the Lévy measure A has
support in the closed unit ball B rz- Let N be a Poisson random measure with intensity
leb® A. Let (dx)ken S (0,1) be an arbitrary sequence decreasing to 0. Since A(Ds, ) < o0,
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Lemma 2.5 guarantees that G, is integrable with respect to N for each k € N. Thus, we
can define the random variables

X5 ;=J fN(ds,df) forkeN.
(0,1]x Ds,,

Since X}, has the same distribution as n(A[§, ) by Corollary 2.4, Theorem 2.1 implies that
(Xk)ken converges weakly to 1(A) in the space of Borel probability measures on B(LF).
Letting Yy, := X — Xg—1 for k € N, with X := 0, it follows that the random variables Y}
are independent as the sets D, \Ds,_, are disjoint for all k € N. Since X}, =Y, + -+ + Y}
is a sum of independent random variables converging weakly, Lévy’s theorem in Banach
spaces (see, e.g., [23, Theorem V.2.3, page 268]) implies that the random variables X}
converge almost surely to a random variable X, which must have distribution 7()). Since
E(||X]|”) < o by [1, Corollary 3.3], it follows from [11, Corollary 3.3] that X — X in
LP(; LY) as k — co. The isometry (3.1) implies that G5, — G in Z,, as k — 0. O

Example 3.4. If p = 2, Fubini’s theorem implies

) J M) J f £ a9 @h = [ IFIE A

2
L

Consequently, the two integrals in part (a) of Theorem 3.3 coincide, and it follows that a
o-finite measure A on L2 with A({0}) = 0 is a Lévy measure if and only if

| (s~ 1) 2ap <

This corresponds to the well known characterisation of Lévy measures on Hilbert spaces in
Theorem 2.2.

Example 3.5. In this Example, we consider the sequence space ¢ = (P(N) with p € [2, ).
The canonical sequence of unit vectors in ¢? is denoted by (ex)ren. Let A be a o-finite
measure on B(¢P) with A({0}) = 0 and A|¢ finite for all » > 0. Then the condition in part
(a) of Theorem 3.3 is satisfied if

& p/2
, € 2 A(d > nd P A )
];1 (JBW <f k> ( f) < O a JB“) Hf”e ( f) < o0

Taking into account the assumption that A|¢ is finite for all 7 > 0, we can conclude that A
is a Lévy measure if and only if

o0

) p/2 )
Z(Bw<f,ek> A(df)) <o and [ (U6l ) M@ <%

k=1

This characterisation coincides with the result derived in [25, Theorem 3].

Example 3.6. In this example, we consider the sequence space (¥ = ¢P(N) for p € (1,2).
Let A be o-finite measure on B(¢P) with A({0}) = 0 and A|¢ finite for all » > 0. Theorem
3.3 shows that A is a Lévy measure if and only if

. 0 ) p/2 )
nf{kZUB RO M) + [ 1B M} <o

where the infimum is taken over all functions Fy € S§ and F» € DY with Fy(f) + Fo(f) = f
for all f e Bw ={ge?:| g, <1}
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If we take Fy = Ipp 1p,, and F5» = 0 or Fy = 0 and F, = Is» 1p,, then we obtain the
sufficient conditions
0 p/2
S ([ crerran) <o o [ Il A <o
k=1 \YBr Byp
The second condition is known as a sufficient condition due to the fact that the space /7 is
of type p for p € [1,2]; see [4].

With the same methods as in Theorem 3.3, but using the LP-estimates in martingale
type and cotype spaces from [9], one can show that if U is a separable Banach space with
martingale type p € (1,2] and A is a o-finite measure on B(U) with A({0}) = 0, then

[l 130w <
U

implies that A is a Lévy measure. In the converse direction, if U has martingale cotype
q € [2,00), and if X is a Lévy measure on B(U), one can similarly show that

[ a2 3@ <

We leave the details to the reader, since these results are already covered, with a different
method of proof, in [4].

4. LEVY MEASURES ON UMD BANACH SPACES

The aim of this section is to extend the results of the preceding section to UMD-spaces.
This class of Banach spaces plays a prominent role in both stochastic analysis, where it
provides the correct setting for Banach space-valued martingale theory and stochastic inte-
gration (see [12] and the references therein) and vector-valued harmonic analysis (see [14]
and the references therein).

A Banach space V is said to be a UMD-space when, for some (or equivalently, any)
given p € (1, 0), there exists a constant 8, > 1 such that for every V-valued martingale
difference sequence (d;)_; and every {—1,1}-valued sequence (¢;)}_; we have

p\ 1/p n p\ 1/p
(]E ) < Bpv (E >id; ) .
: =

Z Ejdj

Jj=1
Hilbert spaces and the spaces LP(S, i) for 1 < p < oo and measure spaces (S, ) are examples
of UMD-spaces. Additionally, when V' is a UMD-space, then for any 1 < p < oo, the Bochner
spaces LP(S, u; V) are UMD-spaces. A comprehensive treatment of UMD-spaces is offered
in [12] and the references therein.

Let V be a UMD-space and M: R4 x — V a purely discontinuous martingale. For a

fixed time ¢ > 0, define a random operator Jaas : £2((0,t]) — V by

Janh =Y heAM(s), h = (he)seo. € L2((0,1]),
s€(0,t]

where AM is the jump process associated with M, and ¢2((0,¢]) is the Hilbert space of all
mappings f : (0,t] — R satisfying

11220 = D, 197 <0,

s€(0,t]
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the sum on the right-hand side being understood as the supremum of all sums >} __|f(s)|?
with F' < (0, ] finite.

Now let p € [1,0) be given and M be a V-valued purely discontinuous martingale. Tt is
shown in [24, Theorem 6.5] that M is an LP-martingale if and only if for each ¢ = 0 we have
Janm € v(£2((0,t]), V) almost surely and

E [||JAMII$<42<<O¢]>7V>] =%

where v(¢2((0,t]), V) is the Banach space of «-radonifying operators from ¢2((0,t]) to V/,
and that, moreover, in this situation one has the equivalence of norms

(4.1) IE[ sup IIM(S)I”] v B{Iam 0.0 |

O<s<t
In the remainder of this section, we let U be a separable Banach space, and consider a
Poisson random measure N with intensity measure leb® A for a o-finite measure A on B(U)
with A({0}) = 0. The compensated Poisson random measure is denoted by N. Our aim is
to apply (4.1) to obtain an LP-bound (see [24, Section 7.2]) for martingales M of the form

(4.2) Mp(s) := J(O ] BF(T,U)N(dr, du), se(0,t],

for simple functions F': (0,¢] x U — V and some ¢ > 0 and B € B(U) fixed. This LP-bound
will allow us to extend the class of functions integrable with respect to N to a more general
class of integrands.

For a measurable function g : (0,¢] x U — R we write g € L3,((0,t] x U) if for all w € Q
we have

lolagoaen@)i= [ gl N, drdu) <.
(0,¢]xU

In this way we may interpret the expression | g||z2 ((0,1]xr) as a nonnegative random variable
on 2.

Now, for a strongly measurable function F': (0,¢{] x U — V introduce the restriction
Fp: (0,t]xU — V defined by Fp(r,u) := 1p(u)F(r,u) for the set B defining the martingale
Mp in (4.2). If F satisfies

(4.3) J | {Fg(r,u),v*)|? N(w,dr,du) < o VYweQ, v*eV*
(0,t]xU

we may now define, for every w € 2, a bounded operator Tr, (w) : L?V(w)((O, t] xU) —>V by
the Pettis integral (which is well defined by [12, Theorem 1.2.37])

(4.4) T, (w)g := J(o et g(r,u)Fg(r,u) N(w,dr,du).

The Pettis measurability theorem implies that the V-valued random variable w — T, (w)g
is strongly measurable.
Pointwise on €2, the following identities holds for all v* € V*:

2
[T v 2200y = Y, KAMB(s),v%)]
s€(0,t]

J (P (r,u), v*Y 2 N(dr, du)
(0,t]xU

2
= [T7, 0" 122, (0.0x 0>
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the middle identity being a consequence of [2, Corollary 4.4.9].

Hence, as consequence of the comparison theorem for y-radonifying operators (see [13,
Theorem 9.4.1]), applied pointwise on 2, we obtain that Tr, € v(L3((0,t] x U), V) almost
surely if and only if Jan, € v(£2((0,t]),V) almost surely, in which case we have almost
surely the identity of norms

(4.5) 1 Tans 0.0,y = 1TFs 22, (0,0 x0),v) -
These considerations are key to proving the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let V be a UMD-space and let p € [1,0). For fizedt > 0, let F: (0,t]xU —
V' be a strongly measurable function satisfying the weak L2-integrability condition (4.3) for
all B € B(U). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) F is LP-integrable with respect to N and satisfies, for all B € BU),
P

E | sup

O<s<t

< oo;

f F(r,u) N(dr, du)
(0,s]xB

(2) Tr, is in y(L3((0,t] x U),V) almost surely for all B € B(U) and
EITrs I w,0.0x0),v) <

In this situation, for all B € B(U), one has

E| sup
O<s<t

with constants depending only on p and V.

P
J(O s]xBF(T’ u) N(dr,du) 1 ~,v IEHTFB||$(L?V((0¢]XU)1V),

Proof. (2) = (1): If F is simple and satisfies the conditions of (2), this implication follows
by combining (4.1) and (4.5), the point here being that the LP-integrability of F' with respect
to N holds by definition.

Suppose now that F' is strongly measurable and satisfies the conditions of (2). The idea of
the proof is to approximate F' with simple functions satisfying the conditions of the theorem.
To this end, fix B € B(U) and let (%, )nen and (4, )nen be filtrations generating the Borel
o-algebras of R4 and U, such that each .%,, and ¥, consists of finitely many Borel sets. For
each w € ), let

denote the conditional expectation with respect to the product o-algebra .%, x 4,. The
functions

Fn,B = ]EnFB

are simple, and each of them satisfies the conditions of the theorem.
For each w € Q and v* € V*, the L?-contractivity of conditional expectations gives

J (B Fi)(r, ), 0% 2 N (w, dr, du) — f By (Fi, 0% (r, 0)[2 N (w, dr, du)
(0,t]xU (0,4]xU

_ *\ 12
= | E, (Fp,v >‘|Lf\,(w)((0,t]><U)

<| <FB=U*>H%§V(W)((O,1€]><U)) < .



14 JAN VAN NEERVEN AND MARKUS RIEDLE

The self-adjointness of I, see [12, Proposition 2.6.32], implies for each w € Q and g €
N(w)((() t] x U) that

Tr, 5(w)g = J(o s g(r,u)(E, Fg)(r,u) N(w,dr,du)

= J (E,, g)(r,u)Fp(r,u) N(w,dr,du)
(0,t]xB

= (Trp (w) 0 En)g-
Therefore, we conclude T, ,(w) = Try(w) o Ey € W(Lﬁv(w)((o, t] x U),V) by the right ideal
property and, using again that [E,, is contractive,

1T, 5 (@)22, . (0.0x0)v) = [Trs (@) 0 Bn 22, | (0.0x0),v)
S | Tes (@)l 2z, o (001x0),v)-
Next, since E,, — I strongly, it follows from [13, Theorem 9.1.14] that
Jim HTFB*Fn,B(W)Hv(Li,(w)((O,t]xU),V) = |Tps (W) = TF, 5w )HV(LN(W)((O,t]xU),V) = 0.

Finally, by monotone convergence,

hrn E HTF BH'y(L ((0,e]xU), V) — HTFB H L2 ((0,t]xU),V)*

Since the theorem holds for each of the F;, g, using routine arguments the theorem now
follows by letting n — co.

(1) = (2): Suppose that F' is strongly measurable and satisfies the conditions of (1).
Choose a sequence of simple functions F,: (0,¢] x U — V such that F,, — F pointwise
(leb ® A)-almost everywhere and, for any B € B(U), one has

J F,(r,u) N(dr,du) — F(r,u) N(dr,du)
(0,t]xB (0,t]xB

in LP(Q; V) as n — o0. By Doob’s inequality, one then also has

P
lim [E| sup J (Fp(r,u) — Fp(r,u)) N(dr, du) =0.
mm=0 | 0<s<t || J(0,s]x B
Letting F,, g := 1p F,, and Fp := 1p F, it follows from (4.1) and (4.5) that
. }}JEOO]E |1 Tr, 5 = TF, "7(L (gx0),vy = 0-

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that, for almost all w € 2,
im | T, (W) = Tr, 5 (@) ly22,  (0.0x0)v) = 0-
By completeness of ”y(L?V(w)((O, t] x U),V) it follows that, for almost all w € €, the limit
To(w) = lim T, , ()
exists in W(L?\,(w)((o,t] x U),V). Then also, for any v* € V*,
(T (@) — (Tp(@))*o* in L3y, (0,4 x U).
Hence, for all g € LN( )((0,] x U) and v* € V*, it follows that

(Tp(w)g,v*) = lim <TFn,B w)g,v *> = lim g{F,.B,v")dN(w)
n—o0

n=% J0,)xU
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This shows that (F, p, v*) — (Tp(w))*v* weakly in LY, ((0,¢] x U). Since {F,, p,v*) —
(Fp,v*) pointwise, a standard argument establishes that (Fp,v*) = (Tg(w))*v* (leb® A)-
almost everywhere, and hence as elements of L3, @) ((0,t]xU). But (by pairing with functions
9 € L} (,y((0,t] x U)) this is the same as saying that Tp = Tp,.

Putting things together, we have shown that, for almost all w € Q,

nlggo TFn,B (w) = TFB (w)

with convergence in W(L?V(w)((o, t] x U), V). The finiteness of E ||Tr, ||1;(L2 ( now

~ ((0,2]xTV),V)

follows from Fatou’s lemma. This completes the proof of the implication (1) = (2).
The assertion about equivalence of norms follows by passing to the limit n — oo in the
preceding argument. ]

We will apply this theorem to obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for a o-finite
measure on a separable UMD space to be a Lévy measure. To this end, let U be a separable
Banach space. It will be useful to introduce the function G : (0,1] x U — U defined by

G(t,u) :==ulp, (u),
where By = {u € U : |jul| < 1} as before. Note, that G does not depend on ¢, but we left
the previous notation for consistency.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that A is a o-finite measure on B(U) with A\({0}) = 0. If the image
measure {\,u*) is a Lévy measure on R for all u* € U*, then G satisfies the weak L?-
integrability condition (4.3) for all B € B(U), or equivalently, for all u* € U* we have

J | (u,u*y [ N(ds,du) < oo almost surely.
(0,1]x By

Proof. Assuming without loss of generality that |u*| < 1, this follows from Theorem 2.3,
because

f |y S 2 ds A(du) — f |y S [2 A(du) < J 2 O i (dr),
(0,1]><BU By [71,1]

and the last expression is finite (take H = R in Theorem 2.2) since by assumption (A, u*)
is a Lévy measure on R. O

We now obtain the following characterisation of Lévy measures in the setting of UMD-
spaces.

Theorem 4.3. Let U be a separable UMD-space and A a o-finite measure on B(U) with
A({0}) = 0. Then X is a Lévy measure if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) AlS is a finite measure for all r > 0;
(ii) A\, u*) is a Lévy measure on R for all u* € U*;
(iii) for some (equivalently, for all) p € [1,0) we have
EITa s, 0.10x0) .07 < %

where N denotes a Poisson random measure with intensity measure leb ® .

Proof. The proof follows the lines of Theorem 3.3. Let (0x)ren S (0,1) be a sequence

decreasing to 0. Define Dy := {u € U : §; < ||lul| < 1} and the functions
Gr: (0,1l x U - U, Gr(t,u) :==ulp, (u),

‘If”: Assume first that the support of A is contained in By .
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By the lemma and condition (ii), F' satisfies the weak L2-integrability condition (4.3).
Condition (iii) guarantees by Theorem 4.1 that the function G is integrable with respect to
N. By covariance domination, the same is true for the functions Gy for kK € IN. Thus, we
can define the U-valued random variables

X = uN(ds,du) and Xj, := J u N(ds,du), ke N,
(0,1]x By (0,1]x Dy,
and Corollary 2.4 shows that the probability distributions of X and X}, coincide with n())
and (A5, ) for each k € N.
Applying pointwise on € the y-dominated convergence theorem (see [13, Theorem 9.4.2]),
and using the fact that (G )ren increases pointwise to G, it follows that

kh—{go T — TGkHz(L?V((O,l]xU%U) =0

pointwise on 2. The equivalence of norms of Theorem 4.1 and dominated convergence imply
that X — X in LP(Q;U), and thus n(Al§, ) — n(A) weakly in the space of Borel probability
measures as k — 00. Together with the finiteness of A|¢ < oo for all » > 0, which was
assumed in condition (i), Theorem 2.1 shows that A is a Lévy measure.

For the general case of a measure \ with arbitrary support, we apply the decomposition
A = Al1 +A§. The measure A\ is a Lévy measure by the first part, and A|{ is a Lévy measure
since it is finite. [16, Proposition 5.4.9] guarantees that A is a Lévy measure.

‘Only if”: Assume that X\ is a Lévy measure. Theorem 2.1 implies that A|$ is a finite
measure for all » > 0. This gives (i). It is clear that the image measures (A, u*) are Lévy
measures, which is (ii). To establish the integrability condition (iii), we can assume that the
Lévy measure A has support in By.

Let N be a Poisson random measure with intensity leb ® A\. As in the proof of Theorem
3.3 one sees that the U-valued random variables

Xk :=J uwN(ds,du) for ke N
(0,1]x Dy,

converge almost surely to a random variable X, which must have distribution 7()) as defined
in Subsection 2.1. Since [1, Corollary 3.3] guarantees E(|| X||”) < o, [11, Corollary 3.3]
implies that X, —» X in LP(;U) as k — .

We claim that from this it follows that G is LP-integrable with respect to N and

X = FdN = J u N (ds, du).
(0,1]x By (0,1]x By

All this follows from the arguments in the proof of Theorem 4.1: As in the proof of (1) =
(2), the fact that (X%)gen is Cauchy in LP(2;U) implies Cauchyness of (T, (w))ren with
respect to the norm of W(Li](w)(o,t] x By,U) for a.a. w € Q. The proof of (2) = (1) in
Theorem 4.1 establishes that G is LP-integrable with respect to N with integral X. Another
application of the argument of (1) = (2) now shows that (iii) holds. O

Example 4.4. Let U be the UMD-space L% (S), where (S5,S,u) is a measure space and
p € (1,00). By the identification of [13, Proposition 9.3.2] we have a natural isomorphism of
Banach spaces

V(LR () ((0,1] x LE(S)), LE(S)) = LE(S; LRy, ((0, 1] x LE(S)))
with norm equivalence constants depending only on p. Set

Gls, f) = f 1p,,(f)
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as before, and write LF := LF(S) for brevity. Reasoning formally (a rigorous version can
be obtained by an additional mollification or averaging argument), it follows from Theorem
4.1 (with ¢t = 1), Doob’s inequality (applied twice), and Fubini’s theorem that

P

p ~
BIT6l .0 xn),20) = B 512

f f N(dr,df)
(O,S]XBL;Z

L
p
~, E

f f N(dr,df)
(0,1]><BLﬁ

_ L
[

~, | E sup

S 0<s<l1

L
P

p(do)

j f(o) N(dr.df)
(0.,1]><BLﬁ

p(do)

j f(0) N(dr, df)
(0,1]><BLﬁ

p(do).

j f(o) N(dr, df)
(0,s] BLﬁ

As the expectation is for the supremum of a real-valued martingale, we can apply [17,
Theorem 3.2]. This enables us to conclude in the case p € [2,00) that

E [”TG|‘5<L%V<<O,1JxL’m,Lﬂ)]

p/2
=p f (J |f (o)) dr A(df)> +J ()P dr Mdf) | p(do)
S (O,I]XBLﬁ (O,I]XBLﬁ

S0

Thus, we obtain the same characterisation of a Lévy measure on LI for p € [2,0) as in
Theorem 3.3.
In the case p € (1, 2], we obtain by [17, Theorem 3.2 and page 5], that

51 M.

L

p/2
o) A(df)) u(do) + f

P
L

E [”TG”::/(L?V((O,I]xLﬂ),Lﬁ)]

(]

where the infimum is taken over all functions ¢1,, € Li(BLﬁ) and g2, € Li(BLﬁ) with
f(0) = 91,6(f) + g2,0(f) for all f € Byr and o € S. The expression on right-hand side is
subtly different from the corresponding expression in Theorem 3.3. However, the present
derivation, combined with Theorem 3.3, establish the equivalence of these expressions.

p/2
91.0(f)? /\(df)) +JB 92,0 (/)" dr Mdf) ¢ p(do),

P p
L Ly

Remark 4.5. Theorem 4.1 continues to hold if the UMD property on V is weakened to
reflexivity with finite cotype, by making the following adjustments. First of all, a version
of [24, Theorem 2.1] for V-valued martingales with independent increments is obtained in
[24, Proposition 6.7] for Banach spaces V' with finite cotype. Using this result, the proof of
[24, Theorem 5.1] can be repeated, resulting in a version of this theorem for reflexive space
with finite cotype; see [24, Proposition 6.8]. Reflexivity enters in view of the results in [24,
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Section 3] that are still needed in their stated forms. Our Theorem 4.3 can be extended
accordingly. We thank Ivan Yaroslavstev and Gergely Bédo for kindly pointing this out to
us.

5. OUTLOOK

Similarly as in finite dimensions, infinitely divisible measures on a Banach space U are
characterised by triplets (a,@,\) where a € U, @Q: U* — U is a nonnegative, symmetric
trace class operator and \ is a Lévy measure on B(U). For weak convergence of a sequence
(tin)nen of infinitely divisible measures with characteristics (ay,, @Qn, A, ) necessary conditions
are known in Banach spaces, but in general they are not sufficient; see [16, Prop. 5.7.4]. Only
in separable Hilbert spaces, necessary conditions are known, which are established in [20,
Theorem 5.5]. In fact, as pointed out in [16], necessary conditions in Banach spaces would
have allowed for an explicit characterisation for Lévy measures. As we have now such a
characterisation, our result should enable the derivation for necessary conditions for the
weak convergence of a sequence of infinitely divisible measures on LP-spaces or in UMD-
spaces.

In the current work, using the LP-estimates for simple functions in [8, 24], we have al-
ready introduced a description of the largest space of vector-valued deterministic functions
integrable with respect to a compensated Poisson random measure in either LP-spaces or
UMD-spaces; see Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 4.1. Such a description of the space of deter-
ministic integrands can be used to derive the existence of a stochastic integral for random
vector-valued integrands with respect to a compensated Poisson random measure, similarly
as in [9]. Since the compensated Poisson random measure has independent increments,
the decoupled tangent sequence can be constructed, and thus the decoupling inequalities in
UMD-spaces enables to derive the existence of the stochastic integral.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank Gergely Bodo for proofreading
an earlier version of this article and providing helpful comments, and Ivan Yaroslavtsev for
helpful suggestions.
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