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A NONCOMMUTATIVE VERSION OF THE JOHN-NIRENBERG
THEOREM

MARIUS JUNGE() AND MAGDALENA MUSAT®

ABSTRACT. We prove a noncommutative version of the John-Nirenberg theorem for non-
tracial filtrations of von Neumann algebras. As an application, we obtain an analogue of
the classical large deviation inequality for elements of the associated BM O space.

1. INTRODUCTION

The John-Nirenberg theorem is an important tool in analysis and probability. It provides
a characterization of BMO , the space of functions of bounded mean oscillation. In its first
version it was proved by John and Nirenberg [I3] in 1961. Through its connection with
the theory of Hardy spaces, the John-Nirenberg result has many applications in harmonic
analysis and the theory of singular integrals (see, e.g., Stein [37, B8]). We refer to the
books of Bennett and Sharpley [B], Garcia-Cuerva and Rubio de Francia [9], Garnett [10]
and Koosis [22] for the interval (function space) version, respectively to the work of Bass
[M], Garsia [T1] and Petersen [29] for the martingale version of this theorem.

In this paper we analyze analogues of the John-Nirenberg results in a noncommutative
setting. We first recall the classical results. Let (€2, F,IP) be a probability space and
(Fn)n>0 an increasing sequence of sub-c-algebras of F. For 1 < p < oo consider the norms

1
(1.1) 1%l syo, = sup |[E((Jz — 21 [")[F2) |5 ,

where z,, = E(z|F,), for all non-negative integers n. The usual BMO norm corresponds
to p = 2 above, i.e., ||z]Bmo = ||*||Bymo, - The John-Nirenberg theorem yields universal
constants C7,Cy > 0 with the following property. If ||z||gyo0, < Ca, then

(1.2) sup ||IE(601‘””_5‘3”*1‘|]-"n)||Oo <1.
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Using the power series expansion for the exponential function, it follows that (2 is
equivalent to

1
(1.3) [E(lz = zn-1["|Fn)ll% < Cp |2l Baro

forallm > 0 and all 1 < p < oo, where C' > 0 is a universal constant. Furthermore, a
standard duality argument yields the equality

1
(1.4) IE(lz — zp—1[7|F0) 1% = sup [(z — zn-1)all, -
a€Lp(Fn), llallp<1

It can be easily seen that condition ([L3]) implies that, for 1 < p < o0,

(1.5) 2], < Cp [lz]| Baso -

Moreover, the John-Nirenbeg theorem follows from the validity of (CH) for arbitrary prob-
ability measures and filtrations. Indeed, let 1 < p < oo, and fix an integer n > 0.
Consider a positive element a € L,(F,) with ||a||, =1, and denote by p, the probability
measure defined by du, = a»dP. Then

(16) H(x - xn—l)aHp = ||.§L’ - x”—lan(Ma) :

Denote by BMO((F)k>n , tha) the BMO space associated to the triplet (€2, F,u,) and
the filtration (Fy)g>n of F. Applying (LH) for the probability measure p, and the new
filtration (Fj)k>n of F, it follows that

(1.7) |2 = Zn-1l|L,(ua) < CP 12| BMOWF L) k5m, p0) -

Note that ||z —2n 1| BMO(F)ksn wa) < 1Tl BrMO(F)1s0 ) - A1 application of (LH) , together
with formula (L) yields now the inequality (3)) .

In the form (ICH), one can formulate a noncommutative version of the John-Nirenberg
theorem. First this requires an appropriate definition of BMO spaces. In their seminal
paper [32], Pisier and Xu proved the noncommutative analogues of the Burkholder-Gundy
square function inequalities. Fermionic versions of the square function inequalities had
previously been considered by Carlen and Krée H]. In [32], Pisier and Xu also introduced
the BMO space for noncommutative martingales and proved the analogue of the classical
Fefferman-Stein duality BMO = (H;)*. Their work triggered a rapid development in the
L,-theory of noncommutative martingales, see, e.g., Junge [I4], Junge and Xu [I8, 9, 20]
and Randrianantoanina [34) B5].

In the following we assume that N is a von Neumann algebra, ¢ a normal faithful
state on A and (NV,,),>0 an increasing sequence of von Neumann subalgebras whose union



generates N in the w*-topology. Moreover, we assume that for all positive integers n there
exist normal conditional expectations &, : N' — N, such that

(1.8) P(Enlx)y) = O(zy)
for all z € N and y € NV,,. We recall the following definitions (see [I8], [32])

1
2]l paroe = sup sup [En((Zm = 2n-1)"(&m — 2n-1))[Z
m nm

where z, = &,(x), for all n > 0. Respectively,

12l a0 = max{l[zll gproe s 127 pasoet -

The conditioned L..-spaces, LS (N, E,) associated to the conditional expectations &, were
introduced in [T4] (see also [36]) by defining

1
2] e gy = Nz @)]|Z; -
1
We shall point out that in general, for 2 < p < oo, the expression [|E,((z*z)?)||% does
not necessarily provide a norm in the noncommutative setting. Therefore, we will use a
different approach to generalize the BM O,-norms. Namely, motivated by (L4, we define
for2<p<oo,

(1.9 oo = sup swp sup [ — waall,
m  n<m a€Lp(Nn),llal,<1

Respectively, we define

(1.10) ||x||BMOp = maX{HxHBMO;’HI*HBMO;'}'

These norms can, in fact, be obtained by interpolation between conditional L,-spaces.
More details are given in Section 4. (See [I6] for a more general discussion of such norms.)
Our martingale version of the John-Nirenberg theorem reads as follows.

Theorem 1.1. There exists a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that for all 2 < p < 0o,

(1.11) 2]l paro < HxHBMOp < opllzllpyo -

The order cp of the constant in the inequality ([LIIl) above is the same as in the com-
mutative setting. In a preliminary version of this paper we were only able to prove that
(CTT) holds with a constant of the order cp?. The right order cp was obtained using very
recent results of Randrianantoanina [35] on the optimal order of growth for the constants
in the noncommutative Burkholder-Gundy square function inequalities. For the proof of
Theorem [l note that formula (CY), which is the key point in the change of density
argument described in classical setting, leads to the passage from traces to various states



on the von Neumann algebra. Therefore we consider martingales with respect to states
and their modular theory.

As an application of a noncommutative version of Chebychev inequality proved by Defant
and Junge [§], we obtain an analogue of the classical large deviation inequality for elements
of BMO. Namely, if ||z|pmo <1, then

(1.12) P{|x — x| >t} < Coe .
for all ¢ > 0, where C}, Cy are universal constants (see [10], [I1]). More precisely, we prove

Theorem 1.2. There exist universal constants ci,co > 0 such that if ||z||gmo < 1, then
for all t > 0, there exists a projection f € N such that ||(x — zo)f|| <t and

(1.13) d(1— f) < caet1.

In the commutative case f = 1,4, for some measurable subset A of 2. The condition
|(z —z0) f|| <t implies that A C {w € Q: |x(w) —x¢(w)| < t}. Then (CIJ) yields (CIA).

Our paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we explain the notation and Kosaki’s
interpolation results, a fundamental tool in our argument. In section 3, we discuss various
inclusions of BMO into L, . Note that even the inclusion BMO C L, is not immediate
in the non-tracial setting. We first establish that for 2 < p < oo, (BMO, L,) forms an
interpolation couple and prove that [BM O,Lp]g = L,,2 < p < q < oo (extending the
results in [26] to the non-tracial setting). By general theory of interpolation, the continuous
inclusion L, C L, yields a continuous inclusion BMO C L,. The inequality (CIIl) and
the modifications required to deduce the interval version of the John-Nirenberg theorem
are discussed in section 4, as well as the proof of Theorem [LZ. We are indebted to Tao
Mei and Narcisse Randrianantoanina for providing us with the preprints [25], respectively
[35].

2. PRELIMINARIES

We use standard notation in operator algebras. We refer to [21] and [&1] for background
on von Neumann algebras. In the following, we will consider a o-finite von Neumann
algebra N acting on a Hilbert space H , and a distinguished normal faithful state ¢ on N .
We denote by o, = Uf’ the one parameter modular automorphism group on N associated
with ¢ . Haagerup’s abstract L,-spaces are defined using the crossed-product R = N x,,R.
We recall that R C B(Ls(R, H)) is the von Neumann algebra generated by the operators
7(z),x € N and, respectively, A(s),s € R, where

m(@)(E)(t) = o4(2)E(t) and  A(£)(€)(s) = &t - s),



for all £ € B(Ly(R, H)) and all t € R. In the following, we may and will identify N with
7m(N), since 7 is a normal faithful representation of N on Ls(R, H)). Furthermore, note
that 7 is invariant under the dual action

Os(x) = W(s)aW(s)*, seR,zeR,
and, moreover,
7(N)={r e R:0,(x)=ux, forall s € R}.
Here the unitary operators W(s), s € R are defined by the phase shift
W(s)()(t) = e7™(t), teR.

As shown in [28], the crossed product N x,, R is semifinite and admits a unique normal
semifinite trace 7 such that for all s € R,

T(0s(x)) = e *°1(x).

For 1 < p < oo, L,(N) is defined as the space of all T-measurable operators z affiliated
with R = N x,, R such that for all s € R,

O,(z) = e™/Px .

It follows from the definition that L..(N') coincides with A'. Furthermore, there is a
canonical isomorphism between L;(N') and the predual N, of N'. This requires some
explanation. Following [2§], every normal semifinite faithful weight (n.s.f., for short)
Y € (N,)4 is given by a density hy € Ly (N), satisfying

() = / b(0(x)) ds,

for all z € R, . Using the polar decomposition of an arbitrary element i) € N, , this
correspondence between (N,) 4 and L; (N), extends to a bijection between N, and Li(N).
Namely, if v € N,, then ¢ = u|tp|, where v € N and |¢| is the modulus of 1. By
construction, the corresponding hy € Ly (N) admits the polar decomposition

o = ulhy] = uhyy.
We may define a norm on L;(N') by
1|l =[] (1) = [|¥]

In this way we obtain the isometry between L;(N') and N, . Furthermore, define a linear
functional tr : L1(N) — C, called trace, by

tr(hy) = ¥(1).

Ni s ¢€N*




It is important to note that if % + % =1, then for all x € L,(N) and y € L,(N), we have
the tracial property

tr(zy) = tr(yz).
Let us now return to the special state ¢ fixed at the beginning. Then, as explained above,
there exists a density Dy € Li(N) such that for all z € NV,

¢(r) = tr(Dyz)

In the following we drop the subscript and reserve the letter D exclusively for this density.
Given 1 < p < oo and x € L,(N), define

2]l = (te(jz[?)'/?,  respectively [lzflo = ||l -

If % + % =1 then for all z € L,(N) and y € Ly(N), Hélder’s inequality holds, i.e.,

eyl < [lzllpllyllq -
As a consequence, given 1 < p < oo, the mapping (z,y) € L,(N) X Ly(N) — tr(zy),
where % + z% =1, defines a duality bracket between L,(N') and L, (N), with respect to
which we have the isometry

(Ly(N))* = Ly (N).
In the sequel we will make repeated use of the following well-known fact.
Fact 2.1. Let 1 < p,q,r < oo such that % = %—I—% and p < oo. Let x € Ly(N), and
a€ L, (N),be L.(N) be positive elements. Then the map

f(z) = a'Fab® € L,(N)

is continuous on S ={z € C : 0 < Re(z) < 1} and analytic in the interior Sy of S.

Consider now the 1-parameter automorphism group
a(x) = DD teR.
Note that a; is strongly continuous and leaves N invariant since
0,(D'zD™") = ¢ Ditge= s pits = Dity =it
From Fact B0l we deduce that for every x € N, the map f(z) = D'7?zD? is analytic,

taking values in L; (A). In particular, it follows that the map f, ,(z) = tr(D'"*zD?y) is
analytic and satisfies

foy(it) = d(xon(y)) and  fo,(1+it) = dlau(y)z),

for all t € R. Since
¢(a(x)) = tr(DD"xD™") = (),



we deduce that oy = oy, for all t € R (see, e.g., [39, Section 2.12]).

An element x € N is called analytic if the map t € R — o,(x) € N extends to an analytic
function z € C — o,(z) € N. The family N, of analytic elements in A is a weak*-dense
x-subalgebra of N (see [28]). Given 1 <p < oo and 0 < 6 < 1, it can be shown (see, e.g.,
[T4]) that the space N, D'/? is dense in L,(N') and

D5 N,Dv» = N,Dv |

We will denote by L, (N), the family of elements with the property that the map ¢ — o(x),
t € R extends to an analytic function on C with values in L,(N). Since N,Dv C L,(N),
is dense in L,(N), as mentioned above, it follows that L,(N), is dense in L,(N).

Since interpolation is our main tool in the paper, we briefly recall in the following some
basic notions concerning the complex method of interpolation due to Calderén. Our main
reference for interpolation theory is Bergh and Lofstrom [3]. A pair of Banach spaces
(Xo, X1) is called a compatible couple if they embed continuously in some topological
vector space X. This allows us to consider the spaces XoNX; and X+ X; (by identifying
them inside X'). They are Banach spaces when equipped, respectively, with the following

norms
(2.14)  |l7|lxonx, = max{||z|x,, [|z]lx,},
(215)  ||7lxoex, = inf{[|xollx, + [|z1llx, 1 7 =20 + 71,20 € Xo, 71 € X1} .

Following the notation from [3], let F be the family of all continuous and bounded functions
f 8 — Xo+ X satisfying the following properties

(1) f is analytic in Sy,
(2) f(it) € Xp and f(1+it) € X; forall t € R,
(3) f(it) = 0 and f(1+it) -0 as t — 0.

By the Phragmen-Lindel6f theorem, F is a Banach space under the norm

[f]l7 = max {sup 1/ (it)|lxo, sup [[f(1+ Z't)||x1} :
teR teR

For 0 <6 <1, set [Xo,X1]g={2z € Xo+ Xy :2= f(0), for some f € F}. This is called
the complex interpolation space (of exponent 6) between Xy and X, and it is a Banach
space under the norm

[ zlle = inf{[| f|F -z = f(0), f e F}.



The complex method is an exact interpolation functor; i.e., if T': Xg+ X; = Yy + Y is a
linear operator which is bounded both from X, to Yy (with norm M;) and from X; to V)
(with norm M), then T is bounded from [Xg, X1]g to [Y5, Yi]s, with norm < M?M?.

3. INTERPOLATION RESULTS

In this paper we will make crucial use of Kosaki’s interpolation results (see [23]), which
will enable us to extend the results in [26] to the non-tracial setting. For 1 < p < ¢ < 00
and 0 <7 < 1 consider the mapping I}, : Ly(N') = L,(N) defined by

1_1

[Zp(x) - D(l—ﬁ)(%—%)aan(;—;).
Note that I is injective. In [23], Kosaki introduces the spaces

(3.16) LyN,¢) = [15.(N), La(N))]

1,
P

for 1 < p < oo. We should point out that Kosaki’s original notation is slightly different,
namely L7(N, ¢) is denoted in [23] by 47(L,) , where i? denotes the mapping I/, . Also, in
our terminology the space L] (N, ¢) is considered as a subspace of Li(N') whereas Kosaki
formally works in A,. Using the canonical isometric isomorphism between L;(N') and N,
explained in the preliminaries, Kosaki’s results may be reformulated in this language as

1

(3.17) LN, ¢) = D7 Ly(N)D¥ |

where % + :z% = 1. This is not only an equality on the level of sets, but it means that if
x € L,(N) then D7DV € [0 (N), Li(N)]1 and, furthermore,

1

L
lall, = D5 =D¥

(T2 V), L1 (V)]

[l

Moreover, every element in the interpolation space [I7, ;(N), Li(N)]1 comes form an ele-
ment x € L,(N). In our context, we will also consider the interpolation couple (Ag, A1),
where Ag = I]} (Ly(N)) and A; = L,(N), with 1 < p < ¢ < co. We will use the notation

1@, = Nl -

This is to emphasize that the ambient topological vector space for the interpolation couple
(17, (Lg(N)), Lp(N)) is Lp(N'), and the inclusion map of Ly(N) into L, (N') is given by I77 .
Using (BI4d), (BT0) and the reiteration theorem for complex interpolation (J3, Theorem

4.6.1]),wededucefor1§p<s<q§ooand0<9<lwith%:%e—l—g that

(3.18) I(LN)) = [ p(LgWN)), Lp(N))o -



We will now use these interpolation spaces in the context of BMO-type norms. Indeed, it
is helpful to consider the following vector-valued ¢, space defined for sequences (z,)n>0
in L,(N) as follows

[NIES

IGzn)

Ls(Witoo) = S‘ip(xfﬂn)

(SIS

where the right hand side is to be understood in the sense of the following suggestive
notation introduced in [I4]. Namely, if 1 < ¢,¢ < oo with % + i = 1 then, for a finite
sequence of positive elements in L,(N), set

<1

!

> un

n>0

(3.19) |supz,|, = sup Ztr(aznyn) D Yn >0,

n>0 q

In the commutative case this coincides with the usual definition of the norm in the [.-
valued L,-space. Here the actual supremum does not necessarily make sense as in the
commutative case and thus it is just a notation. Note that LS (N, () is only well-defined
for p > 2.

Remark 3.1. Let 1 < p < ¢, s < oo be such that % = %%—%. Then, for all 0 < a,b € L,(N),

1) sup || sup @[l = [ sup z,||,

m n<m n
2) [|supaza,at||, < [lafls]| sup zall,
n n

11
3) |[sup zibwlly < [|bllool sup zall, -
n n

Proof. Ttem 1) is an immediate consequence of the definition (BI9). Item 2) follows from
Holder’s inequality, namely,

|| sup a%xna%Hp = sup Ztr(a%xna%yn) tyn >0, Zyn <1
" n>0 n>0

= sup Ztr(mna%yna%) Sy > 0, Zyn <1

n>0 n>0 ’

< lallsllsupznlly -
n



Item 3) follows from definition (BI9),

11 11
|supxibzs|, = sup Ztr (x2bxiyn) @ yn > 0, Zyn <1
" n>0 n>0 /

11
= sup Ztr(bx%ynx%) LYy > 0, Zyn <1

n>0 n>0 /

p
< |[bllooll sUp @4lfp
wherein we have used the fact that
1 1 1 1
tr(brn Y ) < |[0llcotr (2 ynwi ) = [[0llcotr(TnYn) - O

The following lemma, which can be proved in the same way as in the tracial case (see
[26]), will enable us to use interpolation for these norms.

Lemma 3.2. For2 <p < oo, let % +% =1. Then

1
2
I(zn) |l g vitoe) = sUP (E ||$nvn||2>

n>0

E Up Uy

n>0

Consequently, L5(N;€s) is a normed space.

In the following, we will restrict our attention to the following set-up. Let N be a
o-finite von Neumann algebra and ¢ a distinguished normal, faithful state on N. Let
M =N ® B(ly) and let Tr denote the usual trace on B(ly). Then ¢ ® Tr is a n.s.f. weight
on M. For 1 < p < oo, we consider the Haagerup L,-spaces L,(M) associated with this
n.s.f. weight.

Let V be the space of all infinite matrices [x; j]1<; j<co With entries in L,(N'), equipped
with the topology of pointwise convergence in L,(N'). More precisely, a sequence of ma-
(m

trices [z,

Z,j)] converges to a matrix [z; ;| if and only if

L,(N)— lim m( R

m—0oQ
for all 1 < 4,5 < oo. Then V is a topological vector space. For 1 < p < ¢ < oo and
0 <n <1 define a mapping
I}, =17, @Idgq,) -
Note that (fgp(Lq(M)), L,(M)) forms an interpolation couple, since both embed contin-

uously into V.

10



Corollary 3.3. Let 1 <p<s<q< o0 and 0 < 0 <1 such that % = 11'%9 + g. Then,
completely isometrically,

(3.20) [y p(La(M), Ly(M)], = II,(L(M)).

0

Proof. By [15], the following complete isometries hold
L,(M) = S,[L,(N)] respectively, L,(M) = S,[L,(N)].

Define Ay = I} (L4(N)) and A; = L,(N). By the reiteration result (BI8) it follows that
Ay = I ,(Ls(N)), completely isometrically. Furthermore, by [31), Corollary 1.4], we obtain
a complete isometry

(3.21) [SqlAo], SplAi] ], = Ss[Ao].
Note that for 2 < v < 0o, we have
11
i D7 1] s, pzovyy = @] sz
Together with (BZ1l), this yields the assertion. 0J

For 1 < p < oo, recall the spaces L,(N;15) (respectively, their row version L,(N;13)),
defined in [I§] (see also [32] for the tracial case) as the completion of the family of finite
sequences a = (ag)g>o in Ly(N') under the norm

O lanl)?

k>0

1
Z|ak| -

k>0

lallz,vag) = respectively, |lal| L, vy =

In particular, for every positive mteger n, we consider the finite dimensional versions

1
Z|ak| )

From the above discussion, it is clear how to view the spaces ( (Lg(N;65)), p(/\/ :05)),
where 2 < p < ¢ < 00 as a compatible couple and we obtain the followmg.

1

lall L, vy = Z|ak| )2 respectively, |[la|| L,z

Corollary 3.4. Let 1 <p<s<q< o0 and 0 < 0 <1 such that % = 11'%9 + g. Then,
completely isometrically,

(3.22) 10 (LgWN5 05)), Ly(N 65)], = I12,(Ls(N545)),
(3.23) 17 (Ly(N3 05)), Ly(N 65)], = 17 (Lo(N; 63)),

Proof. Note that L,(N;15), respectively L,(N; %) are 1-complemented subspaces of L, (M)
(see [I8] for details). Therefore the conclusion follows from Corollary B3. O

11



Remark 3.5. Corollary holds true, more generally, in the setting of a von Neumann
algebra M equipped with a n.f. strictly semifinite weight ¢. Recall that a n.s.f. weight
¥ is called strictly semifinite, if there exists an increasing sequence of projections (py)n>0
such that 0¥ (p,) = pn and ¥(p,) < oo, for alln > 0.

We now establish additional properties of the spaces Lj(M;ly). Let W be the space
of infinite sequences of matrices [zgg)]lgi,mgm in L,(M). If 2 <p < ¢ < oo, then both
Ls(M; ) andA Lg(M;ly) embed continuously into the topological vector space W. In
fact, the map I, : Li(M;ls) — L5(M; i) defined by

~

n n 1_1
Ip([2"]) = [z Dv 4]

.3
is a continuous inclusion from L$(M; 1) into Lg(M; 1) and therefore we can interpolate
between these spaces.

The following result is probably well-known in interpolation theory. We include a proof
for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.6. Let (Ag, Ay) be an interpolation couple with intersection A. Let T, : A — A
be a sequence of linear operators such that

1) Each T, extends to a bounded linear operator from Ay to Ay such that Ci; =
sup || T5,]| < oo, and

2) Each T, extends to a bounded linear operator from Ay to Ay such that A; —
lim 7,,(z) = x, forallz € A.
n—oo

Then, for all0 < 0 <1 and all x € Ay = [Ao, A1)y, we have

(3.24) lim 7,,(z) = x.

n—o0

Proof. By density [3, Lemma 4.3.2] it suffices to prove (B24]) for elements x € Ay of the

form

m

v =Y g0y,

k=0

where m is a non-negative integer, g, are analytic functions which vanish at infinity and
yr € A. Let € > 0 and choose ng > 0 such that for all n > ngy, we have

(1+C)) sup |gi (it lyallag)' =" sup |gx(1 + )| 1 Ta(ye) = willa)” <=
k=0 k=0

12



Since the complex interpolation method is an exact functor of exponent 8, we deduce that

m 1-6 m 0
lz = To(@)lly < sup ||>_ gu(it) (s — Tule))||  sup D ge(1 +it) (e — To(yr)
teR |13 4 RS "
< (1+Cn)) sup |gi (it Iyl ag) 0> sup [ge(1 +t)| llye — Tyl a,)’
k=0 k=0
< €.
This proves the assertion. O

Remark 3.7. Let 2 < p < ¢ < 0o and e € M be a projection such that (¢ ® Tr)(e) < oco.
Then eMe is a finite von Neumann algebra, and a similar argument as in the tracial case
(see [26]) shows that the following contractive inclusion holds

(3.25) Lp(Li(eMe;ly)) C  LE(eMe;lu) .

Proposition 3.8. If2 < p <s<qg<ooand 0 < 0 <1 such that 1 = %9+
1sometrically,

(3.26) Top(LEM: £o0)), LEM: £)], = Lp(LEM; €4).

% , then,

Proof. We first show that we have a contractive inclusion

(3.27) Top(LEM; loo)), LM L)), € Top(LE(M; L)),

Note that for each positive integer n, L§(M;I7,) is isomorphic (as a vector space) to the n-
fold tensor product L,(M)®...®L,(M) (n times). Therefore (f,(z))(Lg(M; 12)), Ls(M; 1))
is a compatible couple, where

=1, ®dm).
By Remark B (1), it suffices to show that for all n > 1 we have, contractively,
(3.28) 153 (LG (M 02), Ly (M £2)], € TELS(M ).

In the following we fix a positive integer n and consider only sequences of length n. We
claim that it suffices to prove that for all m > 1 the following contractive inclusion holds

(329)  [IM(LEN & My; 1)), LEN ® My 1)), © I (LN @ My3I2))

where M,, is the algebra of m x m complex matrices. Note that N ® M, = e, Me,,,
where e, = 1 ® p,, and p,, : B(ly) — M,, is the canonical orthogonal projection. Set

Ag = I(LEN @ My 1)) and Ay = LEN @ My, 12) .
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By Remark B, their intersection and sum are, respectively,
Ao =AgN Ay = T"(LEN @ Myp; 1)), o = Ao+ Ap = LEN @ My (7).
Consider the map Sy, : Lg(M;15) — Lg(emMen; %) defined by
Sm((@r)i=1) = (emTrem)izr-
By (2) in Remark B], it follows that
SUP || Sl ag—a0 < 1

Furthermore, we have A; — lim S,,(z) = z, for all z € Ay (see [14]). An application of
m—0oQ

Lemma B0 shows that, for all = € [Ag, A1),

Tr{l_r}l(l)o Sm(x) =x.

Therefore the claim is justified. We now prove (B29). Let 2 < v < oo such that 1 = % —% .
Furthermore, define f(v) by the relation ﬁ + 1 =  and note that ﬁ — ﬁ =1 Let

By =T} 1) LpyWN @ My; (13))), By= I 1o (LN @ My (13)7)).
Then, their intersection and sum are, respectively,

Ay =T o Ly WN @ My (13))), 1 = TV (L) (N @ My (13)7))

: : . (k) 1 0o
Furthermore, given finite sequences of m x m matrices ([x; Dv]i<ij<m)iz; in Ag and,

respectively, ([D%yfﬁ)]lgmgm)zzl in Ay, define
1 1 1 n
T ((B04) x (ID4H) ) = (DY) € B @ M)

This map is well-defined, since for each 1 < k < n, [:)32(.?]197jgm € L,N ® M,,) and
[yi(?]lgi,jgm € Lyp (N ® M,,), and, by construction, %+ I+ ﬁ = <. Moreover, we
deduce from Lemma B2 that

1T : Ag x Ay = l5(Lo(N @ My,))|| < 1.

Using multilinear complex interpolation (see [3, Theorem 4.4.1]), the map T extends to a
contraction

T: [A(), Al]g X [B(), Bl]g — KS(LQ(N X Mm)) .
By Corollary B4 applied to the algebra N’ ® M,, , we deduce that, isometrically,
[B()a Bl]6 = fj(c?s)),f(q)([ff(s) (N & Mm? (lg)r)) :
Therefore the extended map
T - (Ao, Al % T3, 1 (Lo N © Mo (5)7)) = (Lo © M,.)

14



is a contraction. A further application of Lemma yields the estimate
|7+ (L5 @ M €2)), LN @ Mys )]0 = T(LEN @ My £2))| < 1.

Thus [B29) is justified. The proof of the reverse inclusion in (B228) reduces, just as in the
tracial case, to the interpolation result (B20), via the factorization property of the spaces
L5 (M; o), proved in [T4]. O

Let us now turn our attention to martingales invariant under the automorphism group
of a given state. Indeed, we will assume that (N, ),>0 is an increasing sequence of von
Neumann subalgebras of N such that o;(N,,) C N, for all t € R and all n > 0. Moreover,
let (pn)n>0 be the increasing sequence of projections given by the units in A, . We will
further assume that oy(p,) = p, for all £ € R and all n > 0. For fixed n € N, according
to [42] , there exists a conditional expectation & puNpn — N, such that

(3.30) En(01(2)) = 0u(Ea(2))

for all x € p,Np, and all t € R. Let us define &,(z) = &,(pnzp,) and note that &, still
satisfies the invariance property (B30). Then the martingale differences are defined by

dn(2) = Ep(x) — Ena(T)

where £ _1(x) = 0. Moreover, for 1 < p < oo, the conditional expectation and the
martingale difference operators extend in a natural way to L,(N) (see [I8]), such that for
all 0 < 0 < 1 the relation

(3.31) £, (D7 aD?) = D7 E,(z)D7

holds for all # € N. Furthermore, if > = o + £ + ¢, then for all a € Ly(N,), b € Li(N,)
and z € L,(N), we have

(3.32) Enlaxb) = a&,(x)b.

Recall also that if 1 < p < co and 24, € L,(N), then the sequence (z,,),>0 defined by z,, =
En(2) is a bounded L,(N)-martingale which converges to 2 in L,(N) (respectively, in
the w*-topology if p = 00). Conversely, for 1 < p < oo, we deduce from the uniform
convexity of L,(N') that every bounded L,(N')-martingale converges to some element
Too € Ly(N) and hence it is of the above form. Therefore, we will often identify a
martingale with its limit, whenever this exists.

For convenience, we will also assume that the predual N, is separable. Our results will
hold without this assumption and we refer to the Appendix in [I2] for techniques deducing
the general case from the o-finite one. However, assuming that N, is separable, we will
find a separable o-weakly dense subalgebra Aq of NV,. Following [T4], we can then consider

15



the countably generated Hilbert C*-module F), generated by N,, and Ay, and find a right
module isomorphism u,, : F,, = Cs(N,,) such that for all z,y € F,,, we have

Moreover, for 1 < p < oo the map u?, : Nn,aD% — C'oo(./\/'ma)D% defined by
W (zD?) = un(2)DF, xEN,,

is well-defined and isometric if we equip ./\/',WD% with the norm

1

= HD%&L(I*@D%

[ SIS

Ly(N,En)

Indeed, in [I4] this was considered only in the faithful case. However, by working with the
algebra N,,+C(1—p,) and the corresponding @2 , and then defining uﬁ(mD%) = ﬂﬁ(:cD% )Pns
we can extend the construction to the non-faithful case (see Section 8 in [I8] for details).
For 2 < p < oo, we will consider the space Ly M O(N) of martingale difference sequences
x = (dg) >0 satisfying

N

(3.34) Il 5000 = sUP

n<m

sup &, (Zd*dk>H < 0.

[Nl

Note that if p = oo, then L. MO(N) = BMO.(N
Recall also the following norms

(3.35) |z

s = [ldz ||z, vag) -

The next results concerning the spaces L MO(N') will be very useful in the sequel. The
following noncommutative version of Stein’s inequality is essentially contained in [I8].

Lemma 3.9. Let 1 < p < oo. Define a map Q on all finite sequences x = (Ty)n>0 in

L,(N) by Q(x) = (En(xn))n>0 - Then
1Q() L, wvag) < Vpllzllz, g  respectively, Q)| L,wvag) < WllzllL, o) -

Thus Q extends to a bounded projection on L,(N;15) and L,(N;1%), respectively.

Furthermore, as an application of Stein’s inequality, Doob’s inequality and the duality
c c 1 1 _ : :
between LyMO(N) and Hy,(N), where o + & = 1, the following was proved in [T4](see
also Section 8 in [I8]):

Theorem 3.10. Let 1 < p < oo, then, with equivalent norms,

HEWN) = LEMO(N) .
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Let 2 < p < ¢ < 0o. As already observed in [I8], the map I, : LEMO(N) — LEMO(N)
is a contraction. However, for 0 < 1 < 1, the inclusion map 1)}, : LMO(N) — L MO(N)
is not necessarily continuous anymore, but well-defined on finite sequences. Since we would
like to consider interpolation between these spaces, let S = [[ [[ L,(N.m), endowed with

neNn<m

the product topology. For p < v < ¢ with 1—1) = % + %, we may consider the embedding
1, : LLMO(N) — S defined by

1—n n

(3.36) I (@m)m) = (D7 (T — Tae1) D )nn

where (), is a finite martingale. Note that by theorem B0, it follows that finite
martingales are dense in LEMO(N) for ¢ < oo, since this is true for the space HS(N).

The following proposition is a non-tracial modification of the result in [26].

Proposition 3.11. Let2 <p<s<qg< oo and 0 <6 <1 such that % = 1;(19 + %, then,

1sometrically

(3.37) Lop(LEMON)), LEMON )]y = I ,(LEMO(N)) .
Proof. For 2 < v < oo, we define a map @, : L'MO(N') — LS(M; ly) by

Oy (2) = (up (2 = Enr(2)))nx0 -

We claim that @, is an isometry. Indeed, an application of Lemma B2l together with

[B33) shows that

[NIE

Sup o~ £0-4(0) 050 611 (0)|

n
n

||q>v(f)||Lg(M;zw) -

Nl

2

sup En((2 = Ena (1)) (2 = Ena (1))

v

= ||93||L5M0(N) :
Moreover, we observe that by definition of the maps u; we have
O, (zDr+) = ®,(z)Dr > .

This implies that

®,1,, = I,,P,.
Hence, the family ®, is compatible with the interpolation couples

(Lp(LMOW)), LiMON) - and - (T,,p(Lg(M, £oc)), Ly (M, £ec)) -

17



We deduce that
¢ [y (LgMOWN)), LyMOWN g = [1,(Lg (M L)), Ly (M o)l
is a contraction. An application of Proposition yields the contraction

Tp®, : [1,,(LEMON)), LEMO(N)]g = T p(LE(M; £ay)) -

By considering elements in the intersection A = (L¢MO(N ))D%_% C LEMO(N), we
deduce that the image of fs,pép is contained in fs,p<I>S(L§M O(N)). Since @, is isometric,

we obtain a contractive inclusion
Js  Uap(LGMOW)), LyMON)]g — L p(LIMO(N)),
densely defined by the formula
jo(xDv"1) = xDv "+ .

The assertion is proved. U

As an application, we prove the result announced in [T§].

Corollary 3.12. Let 4 < p < oo, then for every x € L,(N), we have

4/
lellgrromy < e lall,

Here ¢4 is an absolute constant.

Proof. Fix 0 < 6 < 1 such that % =104 8% Letxe L,(N) with [|z[|, < 1. Consider
the polar decomposition z = u|z| with v € A and |z| = (z*z)z € L,(N). It follows that
(]I, = llz][, < 1. Given § > 0 and C' > 1 define a function

(1-=)

f(2) = C2exp(8(0 — 2)*) ulz|TD" T,

for all z in the unit strip. According to Fact 21l in the preliminaries, it follows that f is
analytic and f(z) € Ly(N). Furthermore, for all t € R, note that |z[P*D~" € A/. Hence

(3.38) H DT < exp(66?),
and, respectively,
(3.39) (1 +it)]], < C7" exp(56?).

18



According to Theorem B0 (see [I8] for details), there exist absolute constants 4,74 > 0
such that for all y € Ly(N),

19llerony < 29 (Yllgey < 2bBallylly -

Trivially, we have for y € N that

||y||BMOC(./\/’) < 2yl -
Choose C' = 27464 := ¢4 . It follows that f(6) € [l 4s(BMON)), LsMO(N)]g , with
1F@)llo < (exp(66%))'~ (exp(56%))” = exp(é) -

According to Proposition BITl, we deduce that

L(f(6))

Since § > 0 was arbitrarily chosen and f(0) = 04_%:)3D%_%, the assertion follows. O

Lemma 3.13. Let 2 <p<g< o0 and 0 < 0 < 1. Then |J [~q7p((/\/’m,a)D%) is norm

m>0

dense in the interpolation space [fgp(LgMO(./\/’)), LEMO(N)]o.

Proof. First we note that the sequence (&,,)m>0 given by the conditional expectations
satisfies the assumptions of Lemma Bl Thus the space of finite martingales is norm
dense in the interpolation space, since this is true for the space Ly M O(N), as observed
before. Given an integer m > 0, we note that the inclusions

Ly(Nyw; 15) € LEMO(N,,) € LEMO(N)
are continuous, since

i ()

L€y < 2min{l|z L)}

LEMO(Nyy,) 0 |z
for all 0 < k < m. The intersection space is
I (LEMO(N,)) N LEMO(N,,) = I7 (LEMO(N,,)) -

Since A, D7 is norm dense in Ly(N;,), we deduce that I, g,p(NmD%) is also dense in the
interpolation space. In order to obtain analytic elements we recall the approximation
operators Ry, : L,(N) — L,(N) defined by

Ri(z) = kem 2 / exp(—kt?) Dz D" dt .
R
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Since oy(x) = D%z D~ is strongly continuous on A/, we deduce by approximation that o;
is norm continuous on L,(N) for all 2 < p < oo (see [14], [17]). It then follows that

L,— lim Ry(z) = z

k—o00

for every x € L,(N). Therefore, the same is true for the space LEMO(N,,). Clearly, the
map oy : L MO(N) — LEMO(N) is a contraction. It follows that Ry is a contraction on
LEMO(N) , for all 2 < p < oo. In view of Lemma B8, we deduce that elements of the form

fg,p(Rk(x)D%) are norm dense in the interpolation space [fgp(LfIMO(Nm)), LEMO(Nw)lo »
for all x € N,, . Using the fact that the image Ry(/N,,) consists of analytic elements and
Ri(zD7) = Ry(x)D7

we deduce the assertion. O

In order to establish the inclusion I, (BMO(WN)) = I}, ,(BMO.N BMO,) C Ly(N),
we have to consider and analyze the space [ ;O,p(B MO, (N)). In contrast with the inclusion
I3, ,(BMO.(N)) C L{MO(N) , which follows easily by the definition, for the row version
we are multiplying by D# on the wrong side. Alternatively, we may consider the space
19, ,(BMO.(N)) . In this case we can use Kosaki’s change of density argument (see [23]) in
order to investigate the interpolation space [I%, ,(BMO(N), LsMO(N )], for 0 <6 < 1.

Proposition 3.14. Let 2 < p < q < o0, p < v < o0 such that % = %—i—% and

0 <60 < 1. Then for all 0 < n < 1, the spaces [fg,p(LgMO(N)),L;MO(./\/’)]e and
[f;7p(L§MO(N)), LEMO(N)]o are isometrically isomorphic. The isomorphism

Ty : (I} (LEMO(N)), LsMO(N))o — [17,(LEMO(N)), LSMO(N)]g

1s defined b
ﬁ ’ 1 (A-n)(1-6) 1_(A=m@a=06)
To((@mD¥)m) = (D55 Dy )

for all adapted finite sequences (2y)m € LiMO(N) .
Proof. We will first construct a contraction

Ty : [, (LiMO(N)), LyMO(N)g — [I7,(LsMO(WN)), LiMO(N)]p -
According to Lemma B3 it suffices to define Ty on the dense set [J f;vp(N’m,aD%) and

m>0
show that the restriction is contractive. Furthermore, by the density result [3, Lemma

4.3.2], it is enough to consider elements of the form

v = f(O)Dr,
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where

) = Z 9k ()Y

with yg € Np.q, for some m, and g analytic functions which vanish at infinity such that

1
max { sup H it)Da , Sup H (14t } < 1.
{teR fit) LEMOWN)  teR g ) LE;MO(N)
For all z in the unit strip S we define
(1—n)(1-2) (-nz 71)z (1 n)(1—z) a- n)z 1, n
g(z) = D" f(z)Da T —ng vy DT DiTy).

According to Fact EZ], this function is analytic, taking values in L,(Np) C L5(Nps loo)-
Then, we observe that oy is an isometry on LS MO(N') and therefore

191+ )| Lo nrory = H (i Dat DR LEMO(N)
- Hf(1+z't) srous <1
On the other hand, by [B30),
HD—l’T”g(it)D—% o = D= fit) D D sorto)
—ir(1 =it
= |[D™%" f(ityDs D" .
= ||f(it) D4 Lo <1
Therefore, for x = f (H)D% it follows that
(3.40) Ty(x) = g(0) = igkww“”l“ Sy D D
_D(l n)(1— e)f(H)D D(l 77)9+77 o D(l (- Q)f(H)D%_W

is an element in the interpolation space [I J(LeMON)), LiMO(N)]g . Hence Ty defined
by (B40) extends to a contraction. Conversely, a similar argument shows that the map Ty
defined by

a- 14 0=nG=0)

T)(D" f(0)DiD?) = D= f(0) D+

is a contraction. Since f is analytic, there exists y € N, , such that

(1-m)e

D= f(0) = yD =

a-ne 71)0
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Furthermore, we deduce that

1—

T 1.0 1
TyTp(D " f(§)D1 D) = Ty(yDv)
(A=n)(1-6) 1_(1-m@a=0)
g v y P v
_ D(lfn)v(lﬁ)yD(l—Un)e %-i—%
=D f(O)Ds" .

Hence TyTy = id. Similarly, we may show that TyTy = id, and the assertion follows. [

Corollary 3.15. Let 2 < p < s < q < 00,0 < 0 < 1 such that% = 1;q‘9+g, and
0 <n < 1. Then, isometrically,
L7 (LEMO(N)), LEMO(N)]g = I7,(LEMO(N)).
Proof. Let us note first that % — % = 1%9 , where % = 1—1) — % . Then, we observe that
Tg(a:D%_%) _ pu-nL . pr—- =05t _ pU-nG-,pnG-1)
The assertion follows now from Proposition BT and Proposition BT4 0J

Recall now the row version of the martingale norm (B:34))

sup &, (Z dk(x)dk(x)*> H
k=n

n<m

N

||95||L;M0(N) - Sln{bp

[SIiS]

Interchanging the roles of columns and rows we immediately get the following result.

Proposition 3.16. Let 2 < p <t < q < 00,0 < 0 < 1 such that% = 1;(19 + g, and
0 <n < 1. Then, isometrically,

[ (LEMO(N), LiMO(N)]g = I (LLMO(N)) .
For 2 < p < o0, the following martingale norms were defined in [I8]:
1]l L, o0 = maX{H!EHL;Mow) ; ||93||L;M0(N)} ;
respectively,

[ 21, 7 = max{{|]l g ny s 27 [ g} -

We now state the first version of our main result.
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Theorem 3.17. Let2 <p<s<q<o00,0<60<1 such that% = 1;q‘9+g, and0<n<1.
Then, with equivalent norms,

17, (L MOW)), Ly(N Yo = I, (Ly(N)
Proof. Recall that, by Corollary BET2 we have

2]l Lgaro) < Apllzllp

where A\, = O(1) as p — oo . Combining this inequality with Corollary BIH, Proposition
B8 and Corollary 5.6 of [35], it follows that

(17, (L MOWN)), Ly(N)], € [[7,(LEMO), LsMO], N [I7,(LiMO), Ly MO,

C I7,(LsMO)NI7 (L.MO)
= 7 (L:MONL.MO)
g Ig,p(LS(N)) ’

where the norm of the last inclusion above is A, < C's as s — oo ; here C' is an absolute
constant. The reverse inclusion follows by applying Kosaki’s interpolation result [BIS),
together with Corollary B-TH and Proposition BTG, namely

I7,(Ls(N)) € [1g,(Le(N)), Lp(N))],
C [ (LeMONL;MO), Ly,(N)]

0

= [I],(LyMO), Ly(N)], - O

As an application, we obtain our main result of this section. The following continuous
inclusion is proved using the fact that we have an interpolation scale of spaces.

Theorem 3.18. Let 1 < p < oo and 0 <n <1, then the inclusion map
Ig’o,p(BMO) C L,(N)

is bounded, with norm c(p) < cp, where ¢ is an absolute constant.

Proof. Assume that p > 8. Let 4 < s < p/2 < oo and define 0 < # < 1 such that

% = % + %. Since the complex interpolation method is an exact interpolation functor

of exponent 6, we deduce from (the proof of) Theorem BT, that for a finite martingale
difference sequence x = (di)p_, € BMO we have

1—

1=n
D7 D7, < c(p)||D

< clzlzollD

n n
xzDs

[I%,s(BMO),Ls(N)]o

1- 1=n . n
O < clp)||zllboll D7 D |9,

snxD%
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where ¢(p) < Cp, with C' an absolute constant. Thus, we get

1-n n 1
(3.41) D7 2D ||, < (c(p)) = [zl sro -
Under the hypotheses on p and s, a simple computation shows that

(c(p) ™7 < ep,
where ¢ is an absolute constant. Therefore (BZ]) implies that
|DF 2D, < ep ||| saso
For an arbitrary element x = (di)g>0 in BMO, we consider the sequence of projections
P,(x), where
Po(x) = (di)i=o »
whose images I7, (P,(z)) are uniformly bounded and thus converge in L,(N) to 17 ().

This yields the assertion for p > 8. Since Lg(N') embeds into L,(N) for all 1 < p < 8,
the proof is complete. ([l

Note that the symmetric embedding
11
U,(x) = DwxD»
is positivity preserving and thus, it can be considered as the natural embedding of N into

L,(N). As a special case of Theorem we obtain the following

Corollary 3.19. If 1 < p < oo, then the inclusion map
U,(BMO) C Ly(N)
is bounded, with norm c(p) < cp, where ¢ is an absolute constant.

Remark 3.20. The following example which answers a question raised by Tao Mei, shows
that the above inclusion does not hold if we only restrict to column, respectively row
versions of the BMO norm. Let n be a positive integer and consider the von Neumann
algebra
N = L([0,1])®&M,, ,

where M, is the algebra of n x n complex matrices. For k& > 1 let ¥, be the o-algebra
generated by dyadic intervals in [0,1] of length 27%. Denote by N the subalgebra
Loo([0,1], X5)@M,, of N and let & = E; ® Idy, be the conditional expectation onto
Np. Let g, € {—1,1} and define

n
Tr = E E€r ® ey .
k=1
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Then x is a martingale relative to the filtration (N}). The martingale differences are given
1 1
by di(x) = €, ® ey, . A simple computation shows that [|x|[z, ) = n? 7, while

N

S En(di(e)du(x))

k=m

1
|z|| Bamo, = sup =sup ezl =1.
m k

o0

Assume that p > 2. Then for any C' > 0, there exists n > 1 such that nz"% > C'. This
implies that BMO.(N) is not contained in L,(N).

4. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we will show how to derive the John-Nirenberg type result from Theorem
BI8 Let us start with an immediate application.

Corollary 4.1. Let 1 < p < 0o, a positive integer n and an element a € L,(N,,) . Then,
there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all x € N,

(4.42) Iz = zna)all, < eplllpuo llall, -

Proof. Assume that p > 2. It suffices to show ([Z42) for positive elements a € L,(N,,)
with ||a|l, = 1. Furthermore, by approximation with elements of the form (a” + &?D)%, we
may assume that a has full support. Define a new state ¢, on N by

¢o(x) = tr(aPz), zeN.
Denote by L,(N, ¢,) the noncommutative L, space associated to the state ¢, . Note that
(4.43) [ = 2n-allz, w00 = [I(& = zn-1)allp.

For all non-negative integers k define N, = Ny . Then Ny = N, and (Nk)kzo is a
filtration of N'. Moreover, if m > n and z € N, then za? € Li(N,,). Hence,

(4.44) Galyz) = tr(aPyz) = tr(ywa®) = tr(En(y)ra”) = Ga(En(y)z)

for all y € N,,. Denote by BMO((/Vk)an , ) the BMO space associated to the filtration
(Ne)k>o of N and the state ¢, . From Theorem it follows that

(4-45) ||93 - In—1||LP(/\/7¢a) < ¢p ||517 - xn—l||BMO((j\7k)k2n ba)

The modular automorphism group of ¢, is given by

ol (z) = aP'za”, teR.
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From ([@Z4) we deduce that for all k& > 0, the conditional expectations & = &(-|N)
associated with the state ¢, are given by the original conditional expectations, namely,
& = Ekin - Therefore,

En(@ — 1) = Epnl(T — Tno1) = Thgn — Ty -

Hence, denoting x — x,_1 by y, we obtain

E((y = E1(1)" (Y = Er1(1)) = Enin((& = Tasrr) (T = Tagr1)) -
By the definition of the BMO norm, it follows that

||I_xn—1||BMO((/\~/’k)k2n ba) < [zl garo -
Together with (ELZH) and (EEZ3)), this yields the assertion in the case p > 2. Furthermore,
if1<p<2and 0<ae L,(N) with ||a|l, = 1, consider a; = az. Then 0 < a; € Lo,(N)
and ||a1]]2p = 1. By Hoélder’s inequality it follows that

(4.46) I(z = zn)ally < |[(z = 2n1)all -

Note that 2p > 2. Applying ([E42) and [AG) to ai, we obtain the conclusion. O

Remark 4.2. Note that for any integer n > 0, the inclusion N C L¢ (N, E,) is injective.
Thus, given 2 < p < oo, we can consider the space [N, LS (N, En)]% obtained by the
upper method of complex interpolation of exponent % . These are particular examples of
conditional L,-spaces considered in [I6]. Following ideas of Pisier [30)], it is proved in [16]
that

(4.47) ] = suplzallL, o -

”a”Lp(Nn)Sl

Therefore, as already mentioned in the introduction, the BMO; norms defined by ([L3)

are in fact interpolation norms, namely

Ve (N En)] P

(4.48) Jelnog = e = nally . v 2
Proof of Theorem [ Let 2 < p < co. Trivially, we have
N, L (N, E)]F C LE(N,En) .

Therefore, we deduce that

1
— g — 7 < —
[€n((z = 2no1)"(z — 1)) |12, < [z In—ln[N’Lgo(N’gn)}% :

Combining this with ([2F]), it follows immediately that

12l srro < 12l saso, -
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For the converse, we deduce from ([LY)) and Corollary BTl that

|zllsro; = sup  [[(z —zp-1)all, < epllz]pyo -
||a||Lp(N7L)S1

Applying the same argument to x*, we deduce that

||37HBMop < ozl gumo -

which concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.3. As an application of Theorem [Tl we now prove that the noncommutative
analogue of the classical result

(4.49) BMO C Leg

holds in the setting of a semifinite von Neumann algebra N equipped with a normal,
faithful trace 7. In this context the space Lex,(N') can be defined following the general
scheme of symmetric spaces associated to (N, 7) and a rearrangement invariant Banach
function space developed in [6] and [7]. Therefore, motivated by the classical definition of
the Zygmund space Ly, , we define

(4.50) 2] f vy = Inf{A > 0 7(eF 1) < 1}

chp

Suppose that ||z|pyo < 1 and let A > 0. Then, using the power series expansion for the
exponential, it follows from Theorem [Tl that

(X 1) =

Q| =

~r(lzf) 1 = |||
P vl G B vor
k=0 k=1
1 o)
. 1+Z/\kk!>
k=1
1 2 ckek 1SN scenk
< q “Zv>:gz(ﬂ -
k=1

IN

For the last inequality we have used the fact, which can be verified by induction, that
k¥ < kle* | for all integers £ > 1. A simple computation shows that if % < é (1 — %) ,

then %kz:—(] (%)k < 1. By [EX0), it follows that

1 1
Lexp(N,T) S ; 1-— g .

Hence z € Loy, (N) and ([ZJ) is proved.

2
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Open problem: Is there a universal constant C' such that if x € BMO, then

1
sup [|€, (|2 — 21| 2) | % < Cp,

forall 1 <p<oo?
The noncommutative versions of function space BMO have been developed by Mei [25].
Namely, for a function x : R — A, define the following norm

o
Iellwo, = sup | [ ()~ 20t~ 207l

I N

where z; = [ z(t )dT for every nonempty interval I. Furthermore, define
T

||x||BMOT = ||17*||BMOC
and

12l paro = max{l[zll paso, 1%l saso, } -

As in the martingale setting, we use interpolation to define the BMOp)-norms in this
context. Namely, for 2 < p < oo and a fixed nonempty interval I, let u; = % and define
the space

N (L)) = IN@Loo(pir), NOLS (111)]

by (the upper method of) complex interpolation. Recall that N®Le(117) = Loo (I, pir; N)
is the usual space of measurable, essentially bounded N -valued functions, while the space
N®LS(ur) is defined following the operator space tradition of viewing Lo(g;) implemented
as a column in B(Ls(p)). Equivalently,

[NIES

lellworsun = | [ (@O a(e)durt)
1 N

for all N-valued functions which are measurable with respect to the strong operator topol-
ogy. Note that (x) = [, z(t)dur(t) is a conditional expectation onto N7 = N'®Le (1) -
Therefore, the spaces N'(L;(ur)) are special cases of conditional L,-spaces considered in
[T6]. In particular the following norm estimate holds

1

P
(4.51) il = s | [ loall o dur(t)

lall ) <1

As in [25], we will use the following result to transfer martingale results to intervals.
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Lemma 4.4 (T. Mei). Let ] C ]R be an interval. Then there exists a dyadic interval

J =52 ] or J = [537 + 55 5o + 25 such that

IcJ and |J| < 6|

or

IcJ and |J] < 6|I.
Lemma 4.5. For a nonempty interval I C R and an element x € N@Ly(R) let

||55Hp,1 = sup H(llx_xl)aHLp(I“uI;Lp(/\/’)) .
lall L, (A <1

Then, for all intervals I C J C R,

1
N
mm1s2Gﬂ lel, ,

Proof. This is of course a standard argument. Let a € L,(N'). Then we have

(o1~ 2)al, = /Kﬂﬁ—xﬂ]@u t/n )= wa)all dir 1)

1

Therefore, we obtain

1L = zn)allp, 1,y < Nz =z)ally, ;g pyr,me + 1@ =2)all,

<2 /n )~ p)all” dus(t)

Qﬁ) /n e )alf di (1)

Taking supremum over all elements a in the unit ball of L,(N) implies the assertion. [

B =

We are now ready to formulate a noncommutative interval version of the John-Nirenberg
theorem.

Theorem 4.6. For all 2 < p < 00, there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that

2]l paro < Sup max{||z — leN(Lc(M)) Nz = xi’;HN(LC(uI))} < opllzllpyo -
0#I interval P P
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Proof. Denote by N the von Neumann algebra tensor product N®L,[0,1]. For each
integer n > 0, let ¥, be the o-algebra generated by dyadic intervals in [0, 1] of length
27" Denote by N, the subalgebra N &L ([0,1], 2,) of N and let &, be the conditional
expectation onto /Vn Consider the BMO space associated to the filtration (Nn)nzo of
N . For z = (Tn)n>0 , Where z, = gn(:v) , we deduce that

sup max{||(z — z,)| LE(NEn) 0 [(z — xn)*||L;(/\7,£n)} < |zl sumo -
n

An application of (ERI]) shows that

o=l ey = sup I / I(a(t) — s )aull? dps (1)

leakll”lhl<1 k
= s%p |1p2 — 2, ’|N(L§,(H1k)) '

Here the supremum is taken over all intervals I, C [0, 1] of length 27". Therefore, we may
reformulate the martingale result in Theorem [Tl as

sup max{||l;z — x1 . 1z — xp)* .
P l nrczg gy - 1€ ) vyt

<cp sup  max{|[lz —x; oL (e = zp)* . '
I dyadic C[0,1] {H ||N(L2(“I)) H( ) HN(Lz(M))}

Using the dilation and translation invariance properties of the Lebesgue measure, it follows
for all integers k > 0 that

sup max{||l;x — x; . (1l — xp)* .
o w0 =g 105 = o) g
<cp sup max{|[|1;z — leN(Lg(M)) Az — 36’1)*HN(L§(M))} ‘

I dyadic C[2—F,2k]

Taking the supremum over k, we obtain the desired inequality for arbitrary dyadic mar-
tingales. Applying Mei’s result B4, together with Lemma the assertion follows. O

We now discuss an analogue of the classical large deviation inequality (CIZ) in this
setting. Our main tool is the following corollary to a noncommutative version of Chebychev
inequality proved by Defant and Junge (see [§]).

Corollary 4.7 (Defant-Junge). Let 2 < p < oo and x € L,(N'). Then, for every e > 0,
there exists a projection f € N with ¢(1 — f) < &, such that whenever yD% = wx, where
w,y € N, then

(4.52) sup | £E. () f1IF < (1+ V10)e 7 |[w]|oc |, -
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Moreover,

(4.53) sup [|€(y) Il < (1 + AT0) a7

Proof of Theorem[L A Recall that the state ¢ satisfies condition (). Let co = e. Fur-

tcy

thermore, consider ¢ > é and let € := e™* | where ¢; is a constant to be made precise

later. Define p = 4In(e™!) = 4tcy . By construction it follows that 4 < p < co. Now let
x € BMO with ||z||pmo < 1. Denote by y the element (x—xo)D% . Note that y € L,(N).
By the noncommutative Doob’s inequality (see [I4]) and Theorem [Tl we get

(4.54) Isup & (v y)llz < dzllyll; < dz *p* [lz — zoll o -

where ¢ is the universal constant in Theorem [Tl and dg is the constant in the noncom-
mutative Doob’s inequality. Since £ > 2, it follows that d» = 2 (see [14]). Furthermore,
note that

(4.55) |z — 20|l Bro < ||l Bro -
Indeed, we have the estimates
Eo((x —xp)"(x — x0)) = Eo(a"x — 2™y — E(x™)x + Eg(2)Ep(2)) = Ep(z7x) — Ep(a™)Ep(x) .
By Kadison’s inequality it follows that
(4.56) 1€0((z — o)™ (& — x0)) | < [|Ea(z )] -
Moreover, for n > 1 we have
(# = &o(2)) = Ena(z = & () = (2 = & () = (En-a(r) — &) = 2 — Ena(2) .
Combining this with (58] we deduce that

|z — zollBrmo. < ||7||BMO. 5

which yields the inequality (EER5).
A further application of Kadison’s inequality and (E54), together with (EE50) implies that

Isup En(y)En()llp < 2¢°p*.

Then by [14] , Remark 3.7, there exists 0 < a € L,(N) and a sequence of positive contrac-
tions w,, € N such that

Em(Y)Em(y) = awma,  |al2sup |wmllse = || SUp En(y™)Em ()2 < V2ep.

m
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Using the polar decomposition of &,,(y) , we find partial isometries w,, such that, denoting
1

U Wi bY 2, , We obtain

(4.57) Enly) = zma,  lallysuplzmlle < VEp.

Note that &,,(x) — xg € N, for all non-negative integers m . Indeed, for all n > 0,

D Ealdidi)|| = En(didn) oo = [Idnlloc -

1> [zl B0, = sup
" k>n

o0

This implies that d*d,, € N and hence d,, € N'. Therefore &,,(x) —zo = Y dy € N . Since
k=1

En(y) = (Enlz) — 20) D7 ,

we are now in the condition of applying Corollary EEXl and deduce the existence of a
projection f € N with ¢(1 — f) < e such that for all m >0,

_1
1(Em(z) = zo) fII < (1 + V10)e ™% ||z oo lall -
Using the estimates (E51) we deduce that
_1
1(Em(x) —xo) fl| < Kpe™,
where K = (1 4+ 4/10)v/2c. Therefore ||(E,(z) — x0)h| < Kp e ,forall h € fH. Since
the sequence (&,,)m>0 converges to Idys in the strong operator topology, it follows that

(4.58) I(z —a0)fl| < Kpev.

We now make precise the constant ¢; . Namely, let
1 1

¢ = = :
T 4Kl 44v/2(1 + v/10)cel/4

A simple computation yields the equality K pé_% =t. By ([E5]) we deduce the inequality
|(z — o) f|| <t. Moreover, ¢(1 — f) < e < cpe™ ' | which yields the assertion.

For 0 <t < é , let f =0. The condition |[(z — xo)f]| <t is then automatically satisfied.
Furthermore, note that

—tcy

e
(1= f)=0(1) =1< - =cae
This completes the proof. O

Remark 4.8. After completing this paper, we have been informed that Tao Mei has
obtained a simple proof of the inequalities (LITI), but only in the tracial setting, based on
the interpolation result proved in [26] .
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