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Matematicheskĭı Sbornik 199:7 3–20 DOI 10.1070/SM2008v199n07ABEH003948

Independent functions in rearrangement
invariant spaces and the Kruglov property

S. V. Astashkin

Abstract. Let X be a separable or maximal rearrangement invariant
space on [0, 1]. It is shown that the inequality∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

holds for an arbitrary sequence of independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X,∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . , if and only if X has the Kruglov property.

As a consequence, it is proved that the same property is necessary and
sufficient for a version of Maurey’s well-known inequality for vector-valued
Rademacher series with independent coefficients to hold in X.

Bibliography: 24 titles.

§ 1. Introduction

Let rk(t) = sign sin 2kπt, k = 1, 2, . . . , be the Rademacher functions on the
interval [0, 1]. By Khintchine’s classical inequality (see [1]), for each p > 0 there
exists a positive constant Cp such that for arbitrary real ak, k = 1, 2, . . . , we have∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

akrk

∥∥∥∥
Lp

6 Cp

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

)1/2

.

This result prompted a great number of studies and generalizations and found
many applications in various areas of analysis and function theory (see, for instance,
[2]–[4]). In particular, in 1975, Rodin and Semenov proved that the inequality∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

akrk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

)1/2

(1)

holds in a rearrangement invariant space X on [0, 1] if and only if X contains
the space G, the closure of L∞ in the Orlicz space LN2 defined by the function
N2(u) = eu

2 − 1 (see [5]). In this paper we solve a similar problem in the case
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when arbitrary independent mean-zero functions are considered in place of scalar
multiples of Rademacher functions. More precisely, we find a description of the rear-
rangement invariant spaces X such that the following inequality holds with some

C > 0 for all sequences of independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X, with
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0,
k = 1, 2, . . . : ∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

. (2)

We point out that if the class of sequences of independent mean-zero functions
is replaced by the wider class of martingale differences, then the answer to this
question is known: a necessary and sufficient condition on X is that the lower Boyd
index of this space be positive: αX > 0 (see [6]).

In the case when, in place of the entire class of martingale differences, we consider
only independent functions with mean value zero we shall see that another property
comes to the forefront. It was introduced and actively studied by Braverman [7],
who called it the Kruglov property because it was inspired by some probabilistic
constructions due to Kruglov [8]. The Kruglov property proved to be very use-
ful in the study of geometric properties of rearrangement invariant spaces [7], for
instance, Rosenthal’s inequality [9] and its generalizations [10], [11]. Simplifying
matters slightly we can say that the Kruglov property is a property of spaces posi-
tioned sufficiently ‘far away’ from L∞, the minimal rearrangement invariant space
on [0, 1]. For instance, a rearrangement invariant space X has the Kruglov prop-
erty (X ∈ K) if X ⊃ Lp for some p < ∞ (and, in particular, if αX > 0). More
interestingly, however, the same holds for some spaces that are ‘much closer’ to L∞:
for instance, for the Orlicz exponential spaces LNγ

with Nγ(u) = eu
γ − 1, provided

that 0 < γ 6 1.
The central result of this paper (Theorem 1) shows that the condition X ∈ K is

necessary and sufficient in order that we have Khintchine’s generalized inequality (2)
in a separable or maximal rearrangement invariant space X. Thus, in view of the
previous observation, this inequality also holds for some spaces containing no Lp
with p < ∞. The condition X ∈ K, which is less restrictive than the positiveness
of the lower Boyd index, on the one hand demonstrates the difference between
properties of independent mean-zero functions and general martingale differences.
On the other hand it is stronger than the condition X ⊃ G, which ensures that
inequality (1) holds (a special case of (2) for scalar Rademacher series).

Finally we give a brief description of the structure and the contents of this
paper. In § 2 we introduce the definitions and notation used in what follows. In § 3
we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions ensuring inequality (2) holds in a rear-
rangement invariant space X (we even have a slightly more general inequality, in
which the norm l2 on the right-hand side is replaced by the norm of a symmetric
sequence space E ̸= l1). In § 4 we show that the Kruglov property is also useful in
the investigation of vector-valued Rademacher series with independent coefficients
(Theorem 2). Finally, in § 5 we prove Theorem 3, which, in particular, yields nec-
essary and sufficient conditions for a certain weaker inequality of type (2). These
conditions use the notion of Kruglov operator, introduced and analyzed in [12] (see
also [13]).
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§ 2. Definitions and notation

2.1. Rearrangement invariant spaces. A Banach space (X, ∥ · ∥X) of real-
valued Lebesgue-measurable functions on an interval [0, α), 0 < α 6 ∞, is
called rearrangement invariant (symmetric) if whenever y ∈ X and x∗(t) 6 y∗(t)
(t ∈ [0, α)), it follows that x ∈ X and ∥x∥X 6 ∥y∥X . Here and throughout λ is the
Lebesgue measure and x∗(t) the right-continuous non-increasing rearrangement
of |x(s)|:

x∗(t) = inf
{
τ > 0 : λ({s ∈ [0, α) : |x(s)| > τ}) 6 t

}
, t > 0.

If X is a rearrangement invariant (r.i.) space on an interval [0, α), then the dual
(or associated) space X ′ consists of all measurable functions y such that

∥y∥X′ := sup
{∫ α

0

|x(t)y(t)| dt : x ∈ X, ∥x∥X 6 1
}
<∞.

If X∗ is the dual of X, then X ′ ⊂ X∗, and X ′ = X∗ if and only if X is sep-
arable. The natural embedding of X in its second dual X ′′ is an isometric sur-
jection if and only if X is maximal (or has the Fatou property): if {fn}∞n=1 ⊆X,
f ∈ S[0, α), fn → f a.e. on [0, α) and supn ∥fn∥X < ∞, then f ∈ X and
∥f∥X 6 lim infn→∞ ∥fn∥X . In the case when an r.i. space X is separable or max-
imal, the natural embedding of X in its second dual is an isometry.

For each r.i. space X on [0, 1] we have the continuous embeddings

L∞ ⊆ X ⊆ L1.

In what follows we denote by X0 the closure of L∞ in X. If X ̸= L∞, then X0 is
separable. Moreover, (X ′′)0 = X0.

If X is an r.i. space, then the function ϕX(t) := ∥χA∥X , where A ⊂ (0,∞),
λ(A) = t, and χA is the indicator of A, is called the fundamental function
of X. Other important characteristics of an r.i. space are its Boyd indices.
Recall their definition for spaces on [0, 1]. If τ > 0, then the dilation operator
στx(t) := x(t/τ)χ(0,min(1,τ))(t) is bounded in each r.i. space X (see [14], Theo-
rem 2.4.4). The quantities

αX := lim
τ→0

ln ∥στ∥X→X
ln τ

, βX := lim
τ→∞

ln ∥στ∥X→X
ln τ

are called the Boyd indices of the space X; we always have 0 6 αX 6 βX 6 1.
The Lp-spaces, 1 6 p 6 ∞, are important examples of rearrangement invariant

spaces as are their generalization, the Orlicz spaces. Let Φ be an Orlicz function on
[0,∞), that is, a continuous convex increasing function on [0,∞) such that Φ(0) = 0
and Φ(∞) = ∞. Then the Orlicz space LΦ = LΦ[0, 1] consists of all measurable
functions f on [0, 1] with finite norm

∥f∥LΦ = inf
{
ρ > 0 :

∫ 1

0

Φ
(
|f(t)|
ρ

)
dt 6 1

}
.
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Other examples of rearrangement invariant spaces are Lorentz and Marcinkiewicz
spaces. Let ψ be an increasing concave function on [0, 1], with ψ(0) = 0. Then the
Marcinkiewicz space M(ψ) = M(ψ)[0, 1] (or the Lorentz space Λ(ψ) = Λ(ψ)[0, 1])
consists of all measurable functions x(t) on [0, 1] that have a finite norm

∥x∥M(ψ) = sup
0<s61

ψ(s)
s

·
∫ s

0

x∗(t) dt
(

correspondingly, ∥x∥Λ(ψ) =
∫ 1

0

x∗(t) dψ(t)
)
.

It can easily be verified that ϕΛ(ψ)(t)=ϕM(ψ)(t)=ψ(t). Furthermore, the space Λ(ψ)
is the narrowest, while M(ψ) is the broadest rearrangement invariant space with
fundamental function ψ(t) (see [14], Theorems 2.5.5 and 2.5.7).

Following [15], § 2f , for each r.i. space X on [0, 1] we set

Z2
X :=

{
f ∈ (L1 + L∞)(0,∞) : ∥f∥Z2

X
:= ∥f∗χ[0,1]∥X + ∥f∗χ[1,∞)∥L2[1,∞) <∞

}
.

It can easily be shown that the quasinorm ∥ · ∥Z2
X

is equivalent to a norm, so that
Z2
X is an r.i. space on [0,∞). If {fk}∞k=1 is a sequence of functions on [0, 1], then

throughout we denote by {f̄k}∞k=1 a sequence of disjoint functions on [0,∞) that
are equidustributed with the fk; for instance,

f̄k(t) = fk(t− k + 1)χ[k−1,k)(t), k = 1, 2, . . . .

For greater detail on rearrangement invariant spaces see [14]–[16].

2.2. The Kruglov property and several definitions from probability the-
ory. Let f be a measurable function on [0, 1] (a random variable). Then we denote
by π(f) the random variable

∑N
i=1 fi, where the fi are independent copies of f (that

is, independent random variables equidistributed with f) and N is a random vari-
able independent of the sequence {fi} and having the Poisson distribution with
parameter 1, that is,

P{N = k} =
1

e · k!
, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

We can give another (equivalent) definition of the random variable π(f) by express-
ing its characteristic function θπ(f) in terms of the characteristic function θf of f :

θπ(f)(t) = exp(θf (t)− 1), t ∈ R.

The following property has its origin in Kruglov’s paper [8] and was actively
studied and used by Braverman (see [7]).

Definition. We say that an r.i. space X on [0, 1] has the Kruglov property (X ∈ K)
if it follows from the relation f ∈ X that π(f) ∈ X.

As already mentioned in the introduction, this is a property of spaces sufficiently
‘remote’ from L∞, first of all, of spaces containing some Lp with p <∞. However,
this is not necessary: for instance, the Orlicz exponential space LNγ

belongs to K
if 0 < γ 6 1.



Independent functions in rearrangement invariant spaces and the Kruglov property 949

Recall the definition of the operator K introduced in [12] (see also [13]) and
closely connected with the Kruglov property (it is called the Kruglov operator
in [12] for this reason). Let {Bn}∞n=1 be a sequence of pairwise disjoint measurable
subsets of [0, 1] and let λ(Bn) = 1/(e · n!). If f ∈ L1[0, 1], then let

Kf(ω0, ω1, . . . ) =
∞∑
n=1

n∑
k=1

f(ωk)χBn
(ω0).

Then K is a positive linear operator, K : L1[0, 1] → L1(Ω, P ), where (Ω, P ) =∏∞
n=0([0, 1], λn) and λn is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. Since the random vari-

ables Kf and π(f) are equidustributed (see [12]), we can regard Kf as an explicit
representation of π(f). In particular, an r.i. space X belongs to K if and only if
K is bounded as an operator from X into X(Ω, P ) (see [12], Lemma 3.3). Another
(equivalent) description of the operator K (see [12]) is sometimes more convenient.
If f ∈ L1[0, 1], {Bn} is the same sequence of subsets of [0, 1] and if the functions in
the system fn,1, fn,2, . . . , fn,n, χBn

are independent for each n ∈ N and satisfy the
equalities f∗n,k = f∗ for all n ∈ N and k = 1, 2, . . . , n, then Kf(t) can be defined as
a certain rearrangement of the function

∞∑
n=1

n∑
k=1

fn,k(t)χBn
(t), 0 6 t 6 1.

Note also that the condition that K is a bounded operator from an r.i. space X
into an r.i. space Y is sufficient (and also necessary under certain fairly broad
assumptions) for the equivalence of the sums of positive independent variables in
Y and disjoint functions in X equidistributed with them (see [12], Theorem 3.5).

We shall require in what follows also a definition of the weak convergence of
random variables. We say that a sequence of random variables {fk}∞k=1 is weakly
convergent to a random variable f if for each bounded continuous function g on R
we have limn→∞ Eg(fn) = Eg(f), where we set

Eh =
∫ 1

0

h(t) dt.

As is well known (see [17], Ch. 6, § 4, Theorem 3), the weak convergence of {fk}
to f is equivalent to the pointwise convergence of the corresponding characteristic
functions, that is, to the relation θfn

(t) → θf (t), t ∈ R. Finally, as usual, we set
supp f = {t : f(t) ̸= 0}.

§ 3. Khintchine’s generalized inequality
in rearrangement invariant spaces

We start with the central result of this paper: necessary and sufficient conditions
for an r.i. space X so that inequality (2) holds for each sequence of independent

functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X,
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . . In fact, we shall even

consider a slightly more general situation, when the l2-norm on the right-hand side
of (2) is replaced by the norm of an arbitrary symmetric sequence space E ̸= l1.
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Theorem 1. Let X be an arbitrary separable or maximal r.i. space on [0, 1]. Then
the following conditions are equivalent :

(a) X ∈ K;
(b) there exists C > 0 such that for each sequence of independent functions

{fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X ,
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . ,∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

f̄k

∥∥∥∥
Z2

X

; (3)

(c) there exists C > 0 such that for each sequence of independent functions

{fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X ,
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . ,∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

; (4)

(d) there exist a symmetric sequence space E ̸= l1 and a positive constant C

such that for each sequence of independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X ,
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0,
k = 1, 2, . . . , ∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C
∥∥∥(fk)∥E∥∥

X
; (5)

(e) there exist a symmetric sequence space E ̸= l1 and a positive constant C
such that (5) holds for each sequence of independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X ,∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . , such that
∞∑
k=1

λ(supp fk) 6 1; (6)

(f) there exists C > 0 such that relation (3) or equivalently,∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

f̄k

∥∥∥∥
X

(7)

holds for each sequence of independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X satisfying (6).

We require two lemmas for the proof, the first of which we prove in a slightly
more general form, so that we can use it again in the last section of this paper.

Lemma 1. Let X and Y be r.i. spaces on [0, 1] and let E be a symmetric sequence
space, E ̸= l1. Assume that there exists C > 0 such that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
Y

6 C
∥∥∥(fk)∥E∥∥

X
(8)

for each sequence of symmetrically distributed independent functions {fk}∞k=1⊂X
satisfying (6).

Then a similar inequality (not necessarily with the same constant) holds also for
an arbitrary sequence of independent functions satisfying condition (6).
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Proof. We observe first that Y ̸= L∞. In fact, let {ak} and {bk} be disjoint subsets
of [0, 1] and let λ(ak) = λ(bk) = 2−k, k = 1, 2, . . . . Consider the sequence of
independent functions

fk(t) =


1 if t ∈ ak,

−1 if t ∈ bk,
0 if t ∈ [0, 1] \ (ak ∪ bk),

k = 1, 2, . . . .

On the one hand, for each n ∈ N we have
∥∥∑n

k=1 fk
∥∥
L∞

= n. On the other hand,
if ek are the standard basis vectors in the space of sequences and

ϕ(n) =
∥∥∥∥ n∑
k=1

ek

∥∥∥∥
E

, n ∈ N, (9)

then in each r.i. space X we have∥∥∥(fk)nk=1∥E
∥∥
X

6
∥∥∥(fk)nk=1∥E

∥∥
L∞

= ϕ(n).

Since E is symmetric and E ̸= l1, it follows that

lim
n→∞

ϕ(n)
n

= 0, (10)

so that relation (8) fails for this sequence {fk} if Y = L∞.
We see that Y ̸= L∞ and therefore limt→0+ ϕY (t) = 0, where ϕY is the funda-

mental function of the space Y . Thus, there exists a ∈ (0, 1/2] such that

∥χ[0,a)∥Y
∥χ[0,1)∥Y

6
1
2
. (11)

Assume first that the sequence {fn}∞n=1 satisfies the condition

∞∑
n=1

λ(supp fn) 6 a. (12)

Suppose that f ′n has the same distribution as fn, n = 1, 2, . . . , and, in addition,
the family of functions {fn, f ′m}∞n,m=1 is jointly independent. Then the functions
hn := fn−f ′n are independent, symmetrically distributed and, as a 6 1/2, it follows
from (12) that

∞∑
k=1

λ(supphn) 6 2
∞∑
n=1

λ(supp fn) 6 2a 6 1,

that is, the sequence {hn} satisfies (6). Hence∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

hn

∥∥∥∥
Y

6 C
∥∥∥(hn)∥E∥∥

X
(13)

by assumption.
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Now using Proposition 1.11 from [7], the equality hn = fn − Efn − (f ′n − Efn)
and relation (12) we obtain∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

n=1

hn

∥∥∥∥
Y

> c

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

fn − E

( ∞∑
n=1

fn

)∥∥∥∥
Y

> c

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

fn − E

( ∞∑
n=1

fn

)
χ[0,a]

∥∥∥∥
Y

> c

(∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

fn

∥∥∥∥
Y

− E

∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
n=1

fn

∣∣∣∣ · ∥χ[0,a]∥Y
)
.

Since in each r.i. space Z on [0, 1] we have

∥g∥Z > ∥χ[0,1]∥Z ·
∫ 1

0

|g(t)| dt, g ∈ Z (14)

(see [14], Theorem 2.4.1), it follows from (11) that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

hn

∥∥∥∥
Y

> c

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

fn

∥∥∥∥
Y

·
(

1−
∥χ[0,a]∥Y
∥χ[0,1]∥Y

)
>
c

2

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

fn

∥∥∥∥
Y

.

Thus, by (13) we obtain∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

fn

∥∥∥∥
Y

6
2
c

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
n=1

hn

∥∥∥∥
Y

6
2C
c

∥∥∥(hn)∥E∥∥
X

6
4C
c

∥∥∥(fn)∥E∥∥
X
,

and the proof in the case (12) is complete.
Now let {fn}∞n=1 ⊂ X be an arbitrary sequence of independent functions such

that (6) holds. We can assume without loss of generality that λ({t : fn(t) = b}) = 0
for each b ∈ R and n = 1, 2, . . . . Then for l = [1/a] + 1 there exist quantities
−∞ = b0 < b1 < · · · < bl = ∞ such that

∞∑
i=1

λ
(
{t ∈ [0, 1] : bk−1 < fi(t) < bk}

)
6 a, k = 1, 2, . . . , l.

Let
fi,k(t) := fi(t)χ{bk−1<fi<bk}(t), i = 1, 2, . . . , k = 1, 2, . . . , l.

Clearly, fi =
∑l
k=1 fi,k and for each k = 1, 2, . . . , l the sequence of independent

functions {fi,k}∞i=1 ⊂ X satisfies condition (12). Hence, using the case discussed
before and the inequalities |fi,k| 6 |fi|, k = 1, 2, . . . , l, we obtain∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

i=1

fi

∥∥∥∥
Y

6
l∑

k=1

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
i=1

fi,k

∥∥∥∥
Y

6
4C
c

l∑
k=1

∥∥∥(fi,k)∞i=1∥E
∥∥
X

6
4C
c

([
1
a

]
+ 1

)∥∥∥(fi)∥E∥∥
X
,

which proves Lemma 1.

The next result can be deduced by means of general arguments relating to inter-
polation theory for linear operators (see, for instance, [18], § 12); however, we give
a direct proof for completeness.
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Lemma 2. Let E be a symmetric sequence space, E ̸= l1. Then there exists a
positive homogeneous function ψ(u, v) of degree one, increasing in each variable
and satisfying the relation limu→0+ ψ(u, v) = 0 such that for all a = (ak)∞k=1 ∈ l1,

∥a∥E 6 ψ(∥a∥l∞ , ∥a∥l1). (15)

Proof. Let ϕ(n) be the fundamental function of the space E defined by (9). Con-
sider the piecewise linear function on [0,∞) that is equal to 0 for t = 0 and to ϕ(n)
for t = n; we shall also denote it by ϕ(t). Since ϕ(n) is increasing and ϕ(n)/n is
decreasing, ϕ(t) has similar properties: it is an increasing function, but ϕ(t)/t
decreases for t > 0. Hence if ϕ̃(t) is the smallest concave majorant of ϕ(t), then by
Theorem 2.1.1 in [14],

ϕ(t) 6 ϕ̃(t) 6 2ϕ(t), t > 0. (16)

Finally, let ψ(u, v) := uϕ̃(u), u, v > 0. It can easily be verified that ψ(u, v) is
a positive homogeneous function of degree one, which is increasing with respect to
each variable. Moreover, by (16) and (10),

lim
u→0+

ψ(u, v) = v lim
t→∞

ϕ̃(t)
t

= lim
n→∞

ϕ(n)
n

= 0.

We conclude by proving (15). Let a = (ak)∞k=1 ∈ l1. We can assume without loss
of generality that a1 > a2 > · · · > 0. For each n ∈ N let an =

∑n
k=1 akek. Since

an =
n∑
k=1

(ak − ak+1)
k∑
i=1

ei, an+1 = 0

and ϕ̃(t) is concave, using relation (16) and the definition and properties of the
function ψ, therefore

∥an∥E 6
n∑
k=1

(ak − ak+1)ϕ(k) 6 a1

n∑
k=1

ak − ak+1

a1
ϕ̃(k)

6 a1ϕ̃

( n∑
k=1

ak − ak+1

a1
k

)
= ψ

(
a1,

n∑
k=1

(ak − ak+1)k
)

6 ψ(∥a∥l∞ , ∥a∥l1).

Since ∥an − a∥l1 → 0, it follows that ∥an − a∥E → 0, therefore passing to the limit
as n→∞ in the last inequality we obtain (15). The proof of Lemma 2 is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1. (a) ⇒ (b). This is proved in [19], Theorem 1.
(b) ⇒ (c). Recall that f̄k(t) = fk(t− k + 1)χ[k−1,k)(t), t > 0, and Z2

X is an r.i.
space on (0,∞) with quasinorm

∥g∥Z2
X

:= ∥g∗χ[0,1]∥X + ∥g∗χ[1,∞)∥L2[1,∞). (17)

If f̄ =
∑∞
k=1 f̄k, then it follows from [20], Theorem 1 that

∥f̄∗χ[0,1]∥X +
( ∞∑
k=1

f̄∗(k)2
)1/2

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

. (18)
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For each measurable function g on the half-axis we have

∥g∗χ[1,∞)∥L2[1,∞) 6

( ∞∑
k=1

g∗(k)2
)1/2

,

therefore it follows from (17) and (18) that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

f̄k

∥∥∥∥
Z2

X

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

.

Hence (3) immediately yields (4) and the proof of (c) is complete.
The implications (c) ⇒ (d) and (d) ⇒ (e) are obvious.
(e) ⇒ (f). By Lemma 1 inequality (5) holds for an arbitrary sequence of inde-

pendent functions satisfying (6). Applying this inequality to the functions |fk|,
k = 1, 2, . . . , while taking (15) into account we obtain∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

|fk|
∥∥∥∥
X

6 C
∥∥∥(fk)∥E∥∥

X
6 C

∥∥ψ(
∥(fk)∥l∞ , ∥(fk)∥l1

)∥∥
X
. (19)

By properties of ψ, for arbitrary x, y ∈ X and s, t > 0 we have

ψ(x, y) 6 max
(
x

s
,
y

t

)
ψ(s, t) 6

(
x

s
+
y

t

)
ψ(s, t),

therefore taking s and t such that ∥x∥/s = ∥y∥/t we obtain

∥ψ(x, y)∥ 6

(
∥x∥
s

+
∥y∥
t

)
ψ(s, t) 6 2 max

(
∥x∥
s

,
∥y∥
t

)
ψ(s, t) = 2ψ(∥x∥, ∥y∥).

Thus, it follows from (19) that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

|fk|
∥∥∥∥
X

6 2Cψ
(∥∥∥(fk)∥l∞∥∥

X
,
∥∥∥(fk)∥l1∥∥X)

= 2C
∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

|fk|
∥∥∥∥
X

ψ

(∥∥∥(fk)∥l∞∥∥
X∥∥∥(fk)∥l1∥∥X , 1

)
,

and therefore

ψ

(∥∥∥(fk)∥l∞∥∥
X∥∥∥(fk)∥l1∥∥X , 1

)
>

1
2C

.

By Lemma 2, limu→0+ ψ(u, v) = 0, so it follows from the last inequality that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

|fk|
∥∥∥∥
X

6 C1

∥∥∥ sup
k=1,2,...

|fk|
∥∥∥
X

for some C1 > 0.
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Now, it is well known (see, for instance, [21], Proposition 1) that if (6) holds,
then in an arbitrary r.i. space X we have∥∥∥ sup

k=1,2,...
|fk|

∥∥∥
X

6

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

f̄k

∥∥∥∥
X

6 2
∥∥∥ sup
k=1,2,...

|fk|
∥∥∥
X
.

Hence it follows from the preceding inequality that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

|fk|
∥∥∥∥
X

6 C1

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

f̄k

∥∥∥∥
X

,

which proves (f).
(f)⇒ (a). First of all, by Theorem 3.5 in [12] the Kruglov operator K is bounded

from X to its second dual X ′′. We claim that in this case we have

K : X ′′ → X ′′ (20)

(that is, X ′′ ∈ K). For an arbitrary function f ∈ X ′′ we set

fn := f · χ{|f |6n}, n ∈ N.

Then fn → f a.e. on [0, 1] and fn ∈ L∞ ⊂ X. Since K : X → X ′′, |fn| 6 |f | and
X is isometrically embedded in X ′′ by assumption, it follows that

∥Kfn∥X′′ 6 C∥fn∥X 6 C∥f∥X′′ . (21)

By the definition of K , Kfn → Kf a.e. Hence it follows from (21) and the
properties of X ′′ that Kf ∈ X ′′ and ∥Kf∥X′′ 6 C∥f∥X′′ , which proves (20).

Now if X is maximal (that is, X = X ′′), then the proof is complete. Assume
that X is separable. By (20) and Theorem 7.2 of [12],

h1(u) :=
ln(e/u)

ln(ln(lnα/u))
∈ X ′′, where ln ln lnα > e,

that is, the Marcinkiewicz space M(ψ) generated by

ψ(t) =
ln(ln(lnα/t))

ln(e/t)

is embedded in X ′′. Since X is separable, it follows that

(M(ψ))0 ⊂ (X ′′)0 = X0 = X.

Obviously,

h2(u) :=
ln(e/u)

(ln(lnα/u))
is a function in (M(ψ))0, therefore h2 ∈ X by this embedding. Hence it follows
from Theorem 4.4 in [12] that

K : L∞ → X. (22)

Let f ∈ X. SinceX is separable, there exists {gn} ⊂ L∞ such that ∥gn−f∥X→0.
Thus, ∥K gn − Kf∥X′′ → 0 by (20). On the other hand we see from (22)
that {K gn} ⊂ X, and since X is isometrically embedded in X ′′, it follows that
∥K gn −Kf∥X → 0 and Kf ∈ X. The proof of Theorem 1 is complete.
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Remark 1. As seen from the proof of Theorem 1 and also from Theorem 3.5 in [12],
(a)–(f) are equivalent to either of the following conditions:

(g) there exists C > 0 such that (4) holds for each sequence of symmetrically
distributed independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X satisfying condition (6);

(h) there exists C > 0 such that (7) holds for each sequence of equimeasurable
independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X satisfying condition (6).

At the same time, the simple example of fk(t) = 1, k = 1, 2, . . . , demonstrates
that the assumption that there exists C > 0 such that (4) holds for each sequence
of equimeasurable independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X is never fulfilled in a rear-
rangement invariant space.

Remark 2. If we ask for which r.i. space of functions X and symmetric sequence
space E (5) holds only in the case when the fk, k = 1, 2, . . . , are scalar multiples
of Rademacher functions, then the answer is quite different. Namely, it was shown
in [22] that the two-sided estimate

C−1∥(ak)∥E 6

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

akrk

∥∥∥∥
X

6 C∥(ak)∥E

holds in an r.i. space X on [0, 1] if and only if the sequence space E is an interpo-
lation space for the couple (l1, l2).

§ 4. Vector-valued Rademacher series with independent coefficients

Here we apply Theorem 1 to series of the form

F (s, t) =
∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t), s, t ∈ [0, 1],

where {fk} is some sequence of independent functions and the rk are Rademacher
functions. If X is an r.i. space on I = [0, 1], then X(I × I) is the corresponding r.i.
space on the square I × I with norm ∥f∥X(I×I) = ∥f∗∥X .

Theorem 2. If an r.i. space X is separable or maximal, then the following condi-
tions are equivalent :

(α) X ∈ K;
(β) there exists C > 0 such that for each sequence of independent functions

{fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X ,

C−1

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

6

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X(I×I)

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

; (23)

(γ) there exists C > 0 such that for each sequence of independent functions
{fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X ,

C−1

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

6
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X

dt 6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

. (24)
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Proof. First of all we observe that the left-hand inequalities in (23) and (24) hold
in each r.i. space. For example, we shall verify this for (23). Since {fk(s)rk(t)}∞k=1

is an unconditional sequence with constant 1 in X(I× I) (see [7], Proposition 1.14)
and in view of Khintchine’s inequality for L1 with the optimal constant from [23],
it follows that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X(I×I)

=
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)rk(u)
∥∥∥∥
X(I×I)

du

>

∥∥∥∥∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)rk(u)
∣∣∣∣ du∥∥∥∥

X(I×I)
>

1√
2

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

.

The proof of the left-hand side of (24) is completely similar.
Now since the fk(s)rk(t), k = 1, 2, . . . , are independent functions and∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

fk(s)rk(t) ds dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . ,

it follows from Theorem 1 that the right-hand inequality in (23) is an immediate con-
sequence of (α). We now prove the right-hand inequality in (24). Let {fk}∞k=1⊂X
be a sequence of independent functions. Then the functions

gk(s) = fk(s)−
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt, k = 1, 2, . . . ,

are also independent. Furthermore,∫ 1

0

gk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . .

Applying Theorem 1 to the sequence {gk( · )rk(t)}∞k=1 for each t ∈ [0, 1] and using
relation (14) we therefore obtain∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X

dt =
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

(
gk(s) +

∫ 1

0

fk(s) ds
)
· rk(t)

∥∥∥∥
X

dt

6
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

gk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X

dt+
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
k=1

∫ 1

0

fk(s) ds · rk(t)
∣∣∣∣ dt · ∥χ[0,1]∥X

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

g2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

+
( ∞∑
k=1

(∫ 1

0

fk(s) ds
)2)1/2

· ∥χ[0,1]∥X

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

+ (C + 1)∥χ[0,1]∥X ·
( ∞∑
k=1

(∫ 1

0

fk(s) ds
)2)1/2

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

+ (C + 1)∥χ[0,1]∥X ·
∫ 1

0

( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k (s)

)1/2

ds

6 (2C + 1)
∥∥∥∥( ∞∑

k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

.
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Conversely, assume that (β) or (γ) (or, more precisely, the right-hand inequality
in (23) or (24)) holds. In view of Theorem 1 and Remark 1, to prove (α) it is suffi-
cient to show that the space X has property (g) from Remark 1. Let {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X
be a sequence of symmetrically distributed independent functions satisfying condi-
tion (6). Using Proposition 1.14 in [7] again we conclude that {fk} is an uncon-
ditional sequence with constant 1 in X. Hence if the right-hand inequality in (24)
holds, then∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

=
∫ 1

0

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X

dt 6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
X

,

which proves (g). Moreover, the distribution of fk(s) on I coincides with the distri-
bution of fk(s)rk(t) on I × I, k = 1, 2, . . . . Indeed, since the fk are symmetrically
distributed, for each τ ∈ R,

λ2

(
{(s, t) ∈ I × I : fk(s)rk(t) > τ}

)
=

1
2
[
λ({s ∈ I : fk(s) > τ}) + λ({s ∈ I : −fk(s) > τ})

]
= λ({s ∈ I : fk(s) > τ}).

Since the functions fk, k = 1, 2, . . . , and fk(s)rk(t), k = 1, 2, . . . , are independent,
it therefore follows that∥∥∥∥ ∞∑

k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
X

=
∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk(s)rk(t)
∥∥∥∥
X(I×I)

,

so (g) is also a consequence of the right-hand inequality in (23). The proof of
Theorem 2 is complete.

Remark 3. It is convenient to compare the result of Theorem 2 with two well-known
results.

The first of them states that the following conditions are equivalent for a sep-
arable or maximal r.i. space X: (i) there exists C > 0 such that (23) holds for
an arbitrary sequence of functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X; (ii) the lower Boyd index αX is
positive. (The implication (ii) ⇒ (i) is proved in [15], Proposition 2.d.1, and the
implication (i) ⇒ (ii) is proved in [24].)

The second (Maurey’s inequality) says that if X is a q-concave Banach lattice
(see [15], Definition 1.d.3) for some q < ∞, then there exists C > 0 such that
(24) holds for an arbitrary sequence of functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X (see [15], Theorem
1.d.6(i)).

Note that, on the one hand, the coefficients of the series in both statements
are arbitrary functions; on the other hand the conditions ensuring inequalities (23)
and (24) in these statements are much more restrictive than (α).

§ 5. Khintchine’s weak inequality and the Kruglov operator

Let ϕ(t) be the fundamental function of an r.i. space X on [0, 1]. Then as we
already mentioned, we have the continuous embeddings

Λ(ϕ) ⊂ X ⊂M(ϕ),
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where Λ(ϕ) and M(ϕ) are the Lorentz and the Marcinkiewicz spaces, respectively
(see [14], Theorems 2.5.5 and 2.5.7). Consequently, if inequality (2) holds in X for

all sequences of independent functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ X,
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . ,

then the following inequality must also hold for such sequences {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ Λ(ϕ):∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
M(ϕ)

6 C

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
Λ(ϕ)

. (25)

We show below that the last property can be characterized similarly to (2); only
this time we have to consider the Kruglov operator in place of the Kruglov property.

For convenience we recall the following definition from operator interpolation
theory (see [14], Definition 2.6.1). Let ϕ be an increasing concave function on [0, 1],
ϕ(0) = 0. Then we say that a linear operator T acting on finite measurable functions
has weak type ϕ if it is bounded from Λ(ϕ) into M(ϕ).

Theorem 3. The following conditions are equivalent :
(i) the Kruglov operator K has weak type ϕ;
(ii) there exists C > 0 such that (25) holds for each sequence of independent

functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ Λ(ϕ),
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . ;

(iii) there exists C > 0 such that (25) holds for each sequence of independent

functions {fk}∞k=1 ⊂ Λ(ϕ),
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . , that satisfies

condition (6).

Proof. If (i) holds, then it follows from Theorem 2.1 in [19] and Theorem 1 in [20]
(see also the proof of Theorem 1) that for each sequence of independent functions

{fk}∞k=1 ⊂ Λ(ϕ),
∫ 1

0

fk(t) dt = 0, k = 1, 2, . . . , we have∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

fk

∥∥∥∥
M(ϕ)

6 C1

∥∥∥∥ ∞∑
k=1

f̄k

∥∥∥∥
Z2

Λ(ϕ)

6 C2

∥∥∥∥( ∞∑
k=1

f2
k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
Λ(ϕ)

.

This proves (ii).
The implication (ii) ⇒ (iii) is obvious, therefore it remains to show that (iii)

implies (i).
Let f = χ[0,u], 0 < u 6 1, n ∈ N and let {fn,k}nk=1 be a system of independent

functions equidistributed with σ1/nf(t) = χ[0,u/n](t). Now if fn :=
∑n
k=1 fn,k, then

it is easy to see that

λ
(
{t ∈ [0, 1] : fn(t) = k}

)
=

n!
k! (n− k)!

(
u

n

)k(
1− u

n

)n−k
, k = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Hence

f∗n(t) =
n∑
k=1

χ[0,τn
k ], where τnk =

n∑
k=1

n!
k! (n− k)!

(
u

n

)k(
1− u

n

)n−k
. (26)
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We also observe that by condition (iii) and Lemma 1 relation (25) holds for each
system {fn,k}nk=1, that is,∥∥∥∥ n∑

k=1

fn,k

∥∥∥∥
M(ϕ)

6 C

∥∥∥∥( n∑
k=1

f2
n,k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
Λ(ϕ)

, n = 1, 2, . . . . (27)

It follows from the definition of the norm in the Marcinkiewicz space (see also
[14], Ch. 2, § 5, inequality (5.15)) that

∥fn∥M(ϕ) =
∥∥∥∥ n∑
k=1

fn,k

∥∥∥∥
M(ϕ)

> max
k=1,2,...,n

(
kϕ(τnk )

)
.

Moreover, ( n∑
k=1

f2
n,k

)1/2

=
( n∑
k=1

fn,k

)1/2

= f1/2
n . (28)

Hence, in view of (27), we obtain

max
k=1,2,...,n

(
kϕ(τnk )

)
6 C∥f1/2

n ∥Λ(ϕ). (29)

It is now easy to see that

(
f1/2
n

)∗(s) =
n∑
k=1

(
√
k −

√
k − 1 )χ[0,τn

k ](s) =
n∑
k=1

1√
k +

√
k − 1

χ[0,τn
k ](s),

so that from the definition of the norm in the Lorentz space (see also [14], Ch. 2,
§ 5, equality (5.4)) we obtain

∥f1/2
n ∥Λ(ϕ) 6

n∑
k=1

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ). (30)

Hence, by (29),

max
k=1,2,...,n

(
kϕ(τnk )

)
6 C

n∑
k=1

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ). (31)

Let
αn := max

k=1,2,...,n

(
kϕ(τnk )

)
, n ∈ N.

Then ϕ(τnk ) 6 αn/k, k = 1, 2, . . . , n, and for arbitrary n > N > 1 we have

n∑
k=N

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ) 6

n∑
k=N

k−3/2 · αn.

Hence taking N such that (C + 1)
∑∞
k=N k

−3/2 6 1, for all n > N we obtain

(C + 1)
n∑

k=N

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ) 6 αn.
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Combining this with (31) yields

(C + 1)
n∑

k=N

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ) 6 C

n∑
k=1

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ).

Consequently,
n∑

k=N

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ) 6 C

N∑
k=1

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ),

or
n∑
k=1

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ) 6 (C + 1)

N∑
k=1

1√
k
ϕ(τnk ) 6 C ′ϕ(τn1 ) 6 C ′ϕ(u),

where the last inequality is a consequence of τn1 = 1 − (1 − u/n)n 6 u (see (26)).
Thus, taking (28) and (30) into account we arrive at the inequality∥∥∥∥( n∑

k=1

f2
n,k

)1/2∥∥∥∥
Λ(ϕ)

6 C ′ϕ(u).

Hence it follows from (27) that∥∥∥∥ n∑
k=1

fn,k

∥∥∥∥
M(ϕ)

6 C ′′ϕ(u), n = 1, 2, . . . . (32)

It is a straightforward computation that each variable fn,k, k = 1, 2, . . . , n, has the
characteristic function

θfn,k
(t) = n−1θf (t) + (1− n−1), t ∈ R,

where θf is the characteristic function of f = χ[0,u]. Hence the sum fn =
∑n
k=1 fn,k

has the characteristic function

θfn
(t) = (n−1(θf (t)− 1) + 1)n, t ∈ R.

Since
lim
n→∞

θfn
(t) = exp(θf (t)− 1) = θπ(f)(t)

for all t ∈ R, the fn converge weakly to Kf (see § 2). Thus, in view of relation (32),
Proposition 1.5 in [7] and the equality M(ϕ)′′ = M(ϕ) (see [14], Ch. 2, § 5), we
obtain

∥Kχ[0,u]∥M(ϕ) 6 C ′′ϕ(u), 0 < u 6 1.

In view of Lemma 2.5.2 in [14], this means that the operator K is bounded from
Λ(ϕ) into M(ϕ), which completes the proof of Theorem 3.

Remark 4. As shown in [12], Remark 5.2, the operator K has weak type ϕ if and
only if

sup
u∈(0,1], k∈N

kϕ(uk/k!)
ϕ(u)

<∞.
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It can be easily shown that, in fact,

max
k=1,2,...,n

(
kϕ(τnk )

)
6

∥∥∥∥ n∑
k=1

fn,k

∥∥∥∥
M(ϕ)

6 C max
k=1,2,...,n

(
kϕ(τnk )

)
,

so that this result can be also deduced by passing to the limit in (32).
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[18] V. I. Dmitriev, S.G. Krěın and V. I. Ovchinnikov, “Basics of the theory of interpolation
of linear operators”, Geometry of linear spaces and operator theory, Yaroslavl’ State
University Publishing House, Yaroslavl’ 1977, pp. 31–74.

[19] S.V. Astashkin and F. A. Sukochev, “Sums of independent functions in symmetric spaces
with the Kruglov property”, Mat. Zametki 80:4 (2006), 630–635; English transl. in Math.
Notes 80:3–4 (2006), 593–598.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01192399
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/rm5939
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/rm5939
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/RM1966v021n06ABEH001196
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0632.42017
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0632.42017
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0668.42011
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0668.42011
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/rm1104
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/rm1104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/RM1995v050n05ABEH002594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1070/RM1995v050n05ABEH002594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01930966
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01930966
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02882423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02882423
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0817.46031
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0817.46031
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0301.60014
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0301.60014
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0329.60011
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0329.60011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02771562
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02771562
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2047490
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2047490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aop/1176991427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aop/1176991427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02786688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02786688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02786688
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/mzm122
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/mzm122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:MATN.0000043474.00734.ec
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:MATN.0000043474.00734.ec
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0499.46044
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0499.46044
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0493.46058
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0493.46058
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0403.46022
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0403.46022
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0647.46057
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0647.46057
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0463.60001
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0918.60003
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0918.60003
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0403.00011
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0403.00011
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0403.00011
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/mzm2856
http://mi.mathnet.ru/eng/mzm2856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11006-006-0179-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11006-006-0179-3


Independent functions in rearrangement invariant spaces and the Kruglov property 963

[20] S. Montgomery-Smith, “Rearrangement invariant norms of symmetric sequence norms of
independent sequences of random variables”, Israel J. Math. 131:1 (2002), 51–60.

[21] P. Hitczenko and S. Montgomery-Smith, “Measuring the magnitude of sums of independent
random variables”, Ann. Probab. 29:1 (2001), 447–466.

[22] S.V. Astashkin, “About interpolation of subspaces of rearrangement invariant spaces
generated by Rademacher system”, Int. J. Math. Math. Sci. 25:7 (2001), 451–465.

[23] S. J. Szarek, “On the best constants in the Khinchin inequality”, Studia Math. 58:2 (1976),
197–208.

[24] S.V. Astashkin and M. Sh. Braverman, “The subspace of a symmetric space spanned by
a Rademacher system with vector coefficients”, Operator equations in function spaces,
Voronezh State University Publishing House, Voronezh 1986, pp. 3–10. (Russian)

S.V. Astashkin

Samara State University

E-mail : astashkn@ssu.samara.ru

Received 8/JUN/07 and 17/MAR/08
Translated by IPS(DoM)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02785850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02785850
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aop/1008956339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/aop/1008956339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S0161171201010663
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/S0161171201010663
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0424.42014
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0424.42014
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0621.46029
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0621.46029
http://www.zentralblatt-math.org/zmath/search/?an=Zbl 0621.46029
mailto:astashkn@ssu.samara.ru

	1 Introduction
	2 Definitions and notation
	2.1 Rearrangement invariant spaces
	2.2 The Kruglov property and several definitions from probability theory

	3 Khintchine's generalized inequality in rearrangement invariant spaces
	4 Vector-valued Rademacher series with independent coefficients
	5 Khintchine's weak inequality and the Kruglov operator
	Bibliography

