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SOME PROPERTIES OF ALMOST SUMMING OPERATORS

RENATO MACEDO AND JOEDSON SANTOS

Abstract. In this paper we extend the scope of three important results of the linear theory of
absolutely summing operators. The first one was proved by Bu and Kranz in [4] and it asserts
that a continuous linear operator between Banach spaces takes almost unconditionally summable
sequences into Cohen strongly q-summable sequences for any q ≥ 2, whenever its adjoint is p-
summing for some p ≥ 1. The second of them states that p-summing operators with hilbertian
domain are Cohen strongly q-summing operators (1 < p, q < ∞), this result is due to Bu [3]. The
third one is due to Kwapień [8] and it characterizes spaces isomorphic to a Hilbert space using
2-summing operators. We will show that these results are maintained replacing the hypothesis of
the operator to be p-summing by almost summing. We will also give an example of an almost
summing operator that fails to be p-summing for every 1 ≤ p < ∞.

1. Introduction

The space of all continuous linear operators from a Banach space X to a Banach space Y will
be denoted by L(X,Y ). The closed unit ball of X is denoted by BX and its topological dual by
X∗. The symbol u∗ represents the adjoint of a continuous linear operator u. Below, ri are the
Rademacher functions and if 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ we denote by p∗ the conjugate of p, i.e., 1

p +
1
p∗ = 1. For

a Banach space X, the spaces
ℓp(X) := {(xi)

∞
i=1 ⊂ X : ‖(xi)

∞
i=1‖p := (

∑∞
i=1 ‖xi‖

p)1/p < ∞},
ℓwp (X) := {(xi)

∞
i=1 ⊂ X : ‖(xi)

∞
i=1‖w,p := supx∗∈BX∗

‖(x∗(xi))
∞
i=1‖p < ∞},

ℓp〈X〉 := {(xi)
∞
i=1 ⊂ X : ‖(xi)

∞
i=1‖C,p := sup(x∗

i )
∞

i=1∈Bℓw
p∗

(X∗)
‖(x∗i (xi))

∞
i=1‖1 < ∞} and

Rad(X) := {(xi)
∞
i=1 ⊂ X : ‖(xi)

∞
i=1‖Rad(X) :=

(
∫ 1

0
‖
∑∞

i=1 ri(t)xi‖
2 dt

)1/2

< ∞}

are, respectively, the spaces of absolutely, weakly, Cohen strongly (or strongly) p-summable and
almost unconditionally summable X-valued sequences (see [6, 7]).

If 1 ≤ p < ∞, we say that a linear operator u : X → Y is absolutely p-summing (or p-
summing) if (u(xi))

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp(Y ) whenever (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓwp (X). The class of absolutely p-summing

linear operators from X to Y will be represented by Πp (X,Y ) (see [7]).
In [6] Cohen introduced a class of operators which characterizes the p∗-summing adjoint opera-

tors. If 1 < p ≤ ∞, we say that a linear operator u from X to Y is Cohen strongly p-summing (or
strongly p-summing) if (u(xi))

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp〈Y 〉 whenever (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp(X). The class of Cohen strongly

p-summing linear operators from X to Y will be denoted by Dp(X,Y ). An equivalent formulation

Key words and phrases. absolutely p-summing operators, Cohen strongly p-summing operators, almost p-
summing operators.
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asserts that u ∈ L(X,Y ) is Cohen strongly p-summing if there is a constant C ≥ 0 such that
m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| ≤ C · ‖(xi)
m
i=1‖p · ‖(y

∗
i )

m
i=1‖p∗,w

for all x1, ..., xm ∈ X, y∗1 , ..., y
∗
m ∈ Y ∗ and all positive integers m.

According to [2], a linear operator u ∈ L (X;Y ) is called to be almost p-summing, 1 ≤ p < ∞,
if there is a constant C ≥ 0 such that

(1.1)





∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)u(xi)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

dt





1
2

≤ C · ‖(xi)
m
i=1‖w,p

for every m ∈ N and x1, ..., xm ∈ X. The smallest C which satisfies the inequality is named
the almost summing norm of u denoted by πal.s.p(u). The class of all almost summing operators
from X to Y is denoted by Πal.s.p (X,Y ). When p = 2, these operators are simply called almost
summing and we write Πal.s instead of Πal.s.2 (see [7, Chapter 12]). By [7, Proposition 12.5],

(1.2)
⋃

1≤p<∞

Πp(X,Y ) ⊆ Πal.s(X,Y ).

Now we will give an example of an almost summing operator that fails to be p-summing for
every 1 ≤ p < ∞. We provide this example because we have found no information in this direction
in the literature to quote.

Example 1.1. Consider the following Banach space

Y =

(

∞
∑

k=3

ℓk

)

1

:=

{

(xk)
∞
k=3;xk ∈ ℓk and ‖(xk)

∞
k=3‖1 =

∞
∑

k=3

‖xk‖k

}

and let

Tk : ℓ1 → ℓk

be operators such that Tk fails to be absolutely k-summing for all k = 3, 4, 5, . . . (see [1, Proposition
5.2(v)]). On the other hand, for all k = 3, 4, 5, . . . (see [1, Proposition 5.2(iii)]) we have

Πk+1 (ℓ1, ℓk) = L (ℓ1, ℓk)

and thus

Tk ∈ Πk+1 (ℓ1, ℓk) ⊂ Πal.s (ℓ1, ℓk) .

For all k = 3, 4, 5, . . . , let

ik : ℓk → Y

be the natural inclusions

ik

(

(aj)
∞
j=1

)

=
(

0, . . . , 0, (aj)
∞
j=1 , 0, 0, . . .

)

,

with (aj)
∞
j=1 at the (k − 2)-th position. Note that ‖ik‖ = 1.

Let

T : ℓ1 → Y

be

T (z) =

∞
∑

k=3

(ik ◦ Tk) (z)

Ck
,
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where

Ck = 2k · πal.s(Tk).

Note that T is well-defined, linear and continuous. In fact, as ‖Tk‖ ≤ πal.s(Tk) we obtain

∞
∑

k=3

∥

∥

∥

∥

ik ◦ Tk

Ck

∥

∥

∥

∥

=
∞
∑

k=3

1

Ck
‖ik ◦ Tk‖

≤
∞
∑

k=3

1

Ck
‖ik‖ ‖Tk‖

=
∞
∑

k=3

‖Tk‖

2k · πal.s(Tk)

< ∞.

Thus, we conclude that

T :=

∞
∑

k=3

ik ◦ Tk

Ck

is well-defined in L (ℓ1, Y ) .
Since Tk fails to be absolutely k-summing, it is simple to prove that

T /∈
⋃

k∈{3,4,...}

Πk (ℓ1, Y ) =
⋃

p≥1

Πp (ℓ1, Y ) .

In fact, it suffices to note that

‖Tk (x)‖k ≤ Ck · ‖T (x)‖1 .

It remains to prove that T is almost summing. Since Tk ∈ Πal.s (ℓ1, ℓk), by the ideal property,
we have

ik ◦ Tk ∈ Πal.s (ℓ1, Y ) .

Note that (since ‖ik‖ = 1),

∞
∑

k=3

πal.s

(

ik ◦ Tk

Ck

)

=

∞
∑

k=3

1

Ck
· πal.s (ik ◦ Tk)

≤

∞
∑

k=3

1

Ck
· ‖ik‖ · πal.s (Tk)

=

∞
∑

k=3

1

2k · πal.s (Tk)
· πal.s (Tk)

< ∞.

Since Πal.s (ℓ1, Y ) is a Banach space, we conclude that

∞
∑

k=3

ik ◦ Tk

Ck

converges in Πal.s (ℓ1, Y ).
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A Banach space X has type p, with 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, if there is a constant C ≥ 0 such that, for all
m ∈ N and x1, ..., xm ∈ X,





∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

dt





1
2

≤ C · ‖(xi)
m
i=1‖p .

The infimum of the C is denoted by Tp(X).
We should mention here Khinchin’s inequality and Kahane’s inequality:
Khinchin inequality. Let 0 < p < ∞. Then, there are positive constants Ap and Bp for

which

Ap

(

m
∑

i=1

|xi|
2

) 1
2

≤

(

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)xi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dt

)
1
p

≤ Bp

(

m
∑

i=1

|xi|
2

) 1
2

holds, regardless of the choice of finitely many scalars x1, . . . , xm.
Kahane inequality. Let 0 < p, q < ∞. Then, there is a constant Kp,q > 0 for which

(

∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q

dt

)
1
q

≤ Kp,q

(

∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

dt

)
1
p

holds, regardless of the choice of a Banach space X and of finitely many vectors x1, . . . , xm ∈ X.
Using strong tools as Pietsch domination theorem and Khinchin and Kahane inequalities, the

main result proved by Bu and Kranz in [4] was:

Theorem 1.2. [4, Theorem 1] Let X and Y be Banach spaces and u be a continuous linear
operator from X to Y . If u∗ is p-summing for some p ≥ 1, then for any q ≥ 2, u takes almost
unconditionally summable sequences in X into members of ℓq〈Y 〉.

Let X be a Hilbert space. Cohen in [5] has shown that

(1.3) Π2 (X,Y ) ⊆ D2 (X,Y ) for all Banach space Y.

In [3], Bu showed that (1.3) is valid with no restrictions of the parameters p, q ∈ (1,∞) instead
of p = q = 2. Cohen [5] also asked if (1.3) characterizes spaces isomorphic to a Hilbert spaces.
Kwapień [8] proved that this question has a positive answer. These important results are as
follows:

Theorem 1.3. [3, Main Theorem] Let 1 < p, q < ∞, and let X be a Hilbert space and Y be
Banach space. Then

Πp (X,Y ) ⊆ Dq (X,Y ) .

Theorem 1.4. [8] The following properties of Banach space X are equivalent.
(i) The space X is isomorphic to a Hilbert space.
(ii) For every Banach space Y , Π2(X,Y ) ⊆ D2(X,Y ).

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 our main result is an improvement of the result
of Bu and Kranz [4] through a simpler argument than the original one. In Section 3, we extend
the statement of the main result of Bu in [3, Main Theorem]. Finally, in Section 4, we show a
Kwapień type theorem using almost summing operators to characterize spaces isomorphic to a
Hilbert space.
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2. Extending Bu-Kranz Theorem

In the next theorem we will show that the Bu-Kranz Theorem is valid for almost p∗-summing
operators instead of p-summing operators. The proof of this result is very simple and we will not
use the Pietsch Domination Theorem, Khinchin’s inequality and Kahane’s inequality. Our main
result is the following:

Theorem 2.1. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and u be a continuous linear operator from X to
Y . If u∗ is almost p∗-summing for some p ≥ 1, then u takes almost unconditionally summable
sequences in X into members of ℓp〈Y 〉.

Proof. Let u ∈ L(X,Y ). For any x1, ..., xm ∈ X, any y∗1 , ..., y
∗
m ∈ Y ∗ and taking θi = sign[y∗i (u(xi))],

with i = 1, ...,m, it follows that
m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

i=1

θiy
∗
i (u(xi))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

i=1

u∗ (θiy
∗
i ) (xi)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)u
∗(θiy

∗
i )

(

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)xi

)

dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤





∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)u
∗(θiy

∗
i )

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

dt





1/2

·





∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

m
∑

i=1

ri(t)xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

dt





1/2

(1.1)
≤ πal.s.p∗(u

∗) · ‖(θiy
∗
i )

m
i=1‖p∗,w · ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖Rad(X)

= πal.s.p∗(u
∗) · ‖(y∗i )

m
i=1‖p∗,w · ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖Rad(X).

Therefore, for each (xi)
∞
i=1 ∈ Rad(X) and each (y∗i )

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓwp∗(Y

∗),

∞
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| < ∞.

That is, for each (xi)
∞
i=1 ∈ Rad(X), (u(xi))

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp〈Y 〉.

�

Corollary 2.2. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and u be a continuous linear operator from X
to Y . If u∗ is almost summing, then for any q ≥ 2, u takes almost unconditionally summable
sequences in X into members of ℓq〈Y 〉.

Proof. Let u ∈ L(X,Y ) such that u∗ ∈ Πal.s(Y
∗,X∗). Taking p = 2 in previous theorem, we have

that
∞
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| < ∞

for each (xi)
∞
i=1 ∈ Rad(X) and each (y∗i )

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓw2 (Y

∗).
On the other hand, ℓwq∗(Y

∗) ⊆ ℓw2 (Y
∗) for q∗ ≤ 2. Thus,

∞
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| < ∞
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for each (xi)
∞
i=1 ∈ Rad(X) and each (y∗i )

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓwq∗(Y

∗).
Consequently, for each (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈ Rad(X), (u(xi))

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓq〈Y 〉.

�

Note that from (1.2) it is obvious that Corollary 2.2 extends the statement of Bu-Kranz Theo-
rem.

Corollary 2.3. Let X and Y be Banach spaces such that X has type p, with 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, and u be
a continuous linear operator from X to Y . If u∗ is almost p∗-summing, then u is Cohen strongly
p-summing.

Proof. Let u be a continuous linear operator from X to Y such that u∗ is almost p∗-summing.
Given (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp(X) and since X has type p, by [7, Proposition 12.4], we have that (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈

Rad(X). By Theorem 2.1, (u(xi))
∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp〈Y 〉. Hence u is Cohen strongly p-summing.

�

One of the interesting problems of the theory of absolutely summing operators is to investigate
when the adjoint of an operator is p-summing. A nice result of Cohen in [6] ensures that a linear
operator u : X → Y is Cohen strongly p-summing if, and only if, u∗ : Y ∗ → X∗ is p∗-summing.
The next result approaches this kind of problem and provides a type of reciprocal of Bu-Kranz
Theorem when X has type p, with 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.

Theorem 2.4. Let X and Y be Banach spaces such that X has type p, with 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, and u be
a continuous linear operator from X to Y . If u takes almost unconditionally summable sequences
in X into members of ℓp〈Y 〉, then u∗ is p∗-summing (or u is Cohen strongly p-summing).

Proof. We just need to show that if u takes elements of Rad(X) into elements of ℓp〈Y 〉, then u∗

takes elements of ℓwp∗(Y
∗) into elements of ℓp∗(X

∗).
Let (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp(X) and (y∗i )

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓwp∗(Y

∗). As X has type p, by [7, Proposition 12.4] we have
that (xi)

∞
i=1 ∈ Rad(X) and by hypothesis (u(xi))

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp〈Y 〉. Thus

∞
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| < ∞.

So
∞
∑

i=1

|u∗(y∗i )(xi)| < ∞.

By arbitrariness of (xi)
∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp(X), (u∗(y∗i ))

∞
i=1 ∈ ℓp∗(X

∗).
�

Corollary 2.5. [4, Theorem 4] Let X and Y be Banach spaces such that X has type 2 and
u ∈ L(X,Y ). Then u takes almost unconditionally summable sequences in X into members of
ℓ2〈Y 〉 if, and only if, u∗ is 2-summing (or u is Cohen strongly 2-summing).

Proof. Since X has type 2 it follows from [7, Proposition 11.10] that X∗ has cotype 2 and by [7,
Corollary 12.7] we have that Πal.s (Y

∗,X∗) = Π2 (Y
∗,X∗). Then the result follows of the Theorem

2.1 and Theorem 2.4.
�

Theorem 2.4 tell us that the hypothesis

(∗) u ∈ L(X,Y ) takes almost unconditionally summable sequences in X into members of ℓp〈Y 〉,
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is a sufficient condition for u∗ to be p∗-summing, whenever X has type p. On the other hand,
it is also known that there are operators with a p-summing adjoint which are not themselves
p-summing. So the hypothesis (∗) is not a sufficient condition for u to be p-summing for some
p ≥ 1. However, for some Banach spaces X and Y we will show that the hypothesis (∗) is also
a sufficient condition for u to be 1-summing. For this we shall recall the notion of Lp-spaces. If
λ > 1 and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, a Banach space Y is an Lp-space if every finite dimensional subspace
E of Y is contained in a finite dimensional subspace F of Y for which there is an isomorphism
v : F −→ ℓdimF

p such that ‖v‖‖v−1‖ ≤ λ. Also for this purpose we use the following theorem
recently proved in [9].

Theorem 2.6. [9, Theorem 1.6] Let X be a Banach space, Y be an Lp-space with 2 ≤ p < ∞ and
u ∈ L(X,Y ). If u∗ is almost p-summing, then u is 1-summing.

Theorem 2.7. Let X and Y be Banach spaces such that X has type 2 and Y is an L2-space
and u be a continuous linear operator from X to Y . If u takes almost unconditionally summable
sequences in X into members of ℓ2〈Y 〉, then u is 1-summing.

Proof. Suppose that u ∈ L(X,Y ) takes almost unconditionally summable sequences in X into
members of ℓ2〈Y 〉. As X has type 2, Corollary 2.5 ensures that u∗ is 2-summing. By (1.2), u∗ is
almost summing. Since Y is an L2-space, it follows from Theorem 2.6 that u is 1-summing.

�

Remark 2.8. From [6, Theorem 3.2.3(ii)] we know that if Y is an L2-space, then D2(X,Y ) ⊆
Π2(X,Y ) for all Banach space X. Corollary 2.5 and Theorem 2.7 improve this inclusion, they
ensure that D2(X,Y ) ⊆ Π1(X,Y ) whenever X has type 2 and Y is an L2-space.

3. Extending Bu’s Theorem

The next result is a variant of Bu’s Theorem to Lp∗-spaces, with 2 ≤ p < ∞, and almost
p-summing operators instead of Hilbert spaces and p-summing operators.

Theorem 3.1. Let 2 ≤ p < ∞, 1 < q ≤ ∞, X and Y be Banach spaces such that X is an
Lp∗-space. Then

Πal.s.p (X,Y ) ⊆ Dq (X,Y ) .

Proof. Let u ∈ Πal.s.p(X,Y ). Fix x1, ..., xm ∈ X and y∗1, ..., y
∗
m ∈ Y ∗. Since X is an Lp∗-space,

there is a finite dimensional subspace F of X containing span{x1, ..., xm} and an isomorphism
v : F → ℓnp∗ such that ‖v‖‖v−1‖ ≤ λ.

Note that

vxi =

n
∑

k=1

νi,kek, i = 1, ...,m,

where (ek)
n
k=1 is the canonical basis of ℓ

n
p∗ =

(

ℓnp
)∗
. Then, using the monotonicity of the ℓp norms,

the Hölder inequality and the Khinchin inequality it follows that
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m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| =

m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (uv
−1v(xi))|

=

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

y∗i

(

uv−1

(

n
∑

k=1

νi,kek

))∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

m
∑

i=1

(

n
∑

k=1

|νi,k|
p∗

)1/p∗

·

(

n
∑

k=1

|y∗i (uv
−1(ek))|

p

)1/p

≤

m
∑

i=1

‖vxi‖ ·

(

n
∑

k=1

|y∗i (uv
−1(ek))|

2

)1/2

≤

m
∑

i=1

‖v‖‖xi‖ ·
1

Aq∗





∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

k=1

rk(t)y
∗
i (uv

−1(ek))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q∗

dt





1/q∗

≤ ‖v‖ ·
1

Aq∗
·

(

m
∑

i=1

‖xi‖
q

)1/q

·





m
∑

i=1

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

k=1

rk(t)y
∗
i (uv

−1(ek))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q∗

dt





1/q∗

= ‖v‖ ·
1

Aq∗
· ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖q ·





∫ 1

0

m
∑

i=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

y∗i

(

n
∑

k=1

rk(t)uv
−1(ek)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

q∗

dt





1/q∗

.

But

‖(y∗i )
m
i=1‖q∗,w := sup

y∗∗∈BY ∗∗

(

m
∑

i=1

|y∗∗(y∗i )|
q∗

)1/q∗

= sup
y∈BY

(

m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (y)|
q∗

)1/q∗

.

Then

m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| ≤ ‖v‖ ·
1

Aq∗
· ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖q ·





∫ 1

0

(∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

rk(t)uv
−1(ek)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

· ‖(y∗i )
m
i=1‖q∗,w

)q∗

dt





1/q∗

≤ ‖v‖ ·
1

Aq∗
· ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖q · ‖(y

∗
i )

m
i=1‖q∗,w ·





∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

rk(t)uv
−1(ek)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

q∗

dt





1/q∗

.

By Kahane’s inequality we have

m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| ≤ ‖v‖ ·
1

Aq∗
· ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖q · ‖(y

∗
i )

m
i=1‖q∗,w ·K2,q∗ ·





∫ 1

0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

rk(t)uv
−1(ek)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

dt





1/2

.
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Since u is almost p-summing, it follows that uv−1 also is almost p-summing and as ‖(ek)
n
k=1‖p,w = 1

in ℓnp∗ , we have

m
∑

i=1

|y∗i (u(xi))| ≤ ‖v‖ ·
1

Aq∗
· ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖q · ‖(y

∗
i )

m
i=1‖q∗,w ·K2,q∗ · πal.s.p(u) · ‖v

−1‖ · ‖(ek)
n
k=1‖p,w

≤ λ ·
1

Aq∗
·K2,q∗ · πal.s.p(u) · ‖(xi)

m
i=1‖q · ‖(y

∗
i )

m
i=1‖q∗,w.

Therefore, u ∈ Dq (X,Y ).
�

As a corollary, since (1.2) is valid and every Hilbert space is an L2-space, we have an improve-
ment of the Bu’s Theorem [3, Main Theorem]:

Corollary 3.2 (Bu’s Theorem improved). Consider 1 < q ≤ ∞. Let X be an L2-space, Y be a
Banach space. Then

Πal.s(X,Y ) ⊆ Dq(X,Y ).

In [7, Corollary 9.12(b)] there is a characterization of closed subspace of Lr, with 1 ≤ r < ∞,
which is: a Banach space Y is an isomorphic to a closed subspace of Lr if, and only if, for all
Banach space X

Dr∗ (X,Y ) ⊆ Πr (X,Y ) .

In the next corollary, we show a coincidence result among the classes of the Cohen strongly
r∗-summing, absolutely r-summing and almost summing operators.

Corollary 3.3. Let X be an L2-space and Y be an isomorphic to a closed subspace of Lr, with
1 ≤ r < ∞. Then

Πal.s (X,Y ) = Dr∗ (X,Y ) = Πr (X,Y ) .

Proof. Let X be an L2-space. So considering p = 2 and q = r∗ in Theorem 3.1 we have that

Πal.s (X,Y ) ⊆ Dr∗ (X,Y ) .

Since Y is an isomorphic to a closed subspace of Lr, it follows from [7, Corollary 9.12(b)] and
(1.2) that Dr∗ (X,Y ) ⊆ Πr (X,Y ) ⊆ Πal.s (X,Y ) . Therefore,

Πal.s (X,Y ) = Dr∗ (X,Y ) = Πr (X,Y ) .

�

4. Extending Kwapień’s Theorem

The following theorem is the main result of this section. It is an improvement of Kwapień’s
theorem in [8].

Theorem 4.1. The following properties of Banach space X are equivalent.
(i) The space X is isomorphic to a Hilbert space.
(ii) For every 1 < q ≤ ∞ and every Banach space Y , Πal.s(X,Y ) ⊆ Dq(X,Y ).
(iii) For every Banach space Y , Πal.s(X,Y ) ⊆ D2(X,Y ).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) If X is isomorphic to a Hilbert space, then it is an L2-space. By Theorem 3.1 it
follows that Πal.s(X,Y ) ⊆ Dq(X,Y ) for all Banach space Y and all 1 < q ≤ ∞.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) It is obvious.
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(iii) ⇒ (i) For every Banach space Y , suppose that u ∈ Π2(X,Y ). By (1.2), u ∈ Πal.s(X,Y ).
Now using the hypothesis, it follows that u ∈ D2(X,Y ) and hence Kwapień’s theorem implies
that X is isomorphic to a Hilbert space.

�

Corollary 4.2. If X is isomorphic to a Hilbert space and Y has type 2, then

Πal.s (X,Y ) = D2 (X,Y ) .

Proof. Since X is isomorphic to a Hilbert, Theorem 4.1 ensures that Πal.s (X,Y ) ⊆ D2 (X,Y ).
Now as Y has type 2, it follows from [7, Corollary 12.21] that D2 (X,Y ) ⊆ Πal.s (X,Y ) . Thus, the
proof is complete.

�
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