arXiv:1404.1322v1 [math.FA] 4 Apr 2014

Absolutely summing multilinear operators on ℓ_p spaces

Oscar Blasco^∗, Geraldo Botelho^†, Daniel Pellegrino^‡ and Pilar Rueda^§

Abstract

We prove new summability properties for multilinear operators on ℓ_p spaces. An important tool for this task is a better understanding of the interplay between almost summing and absolutely summing multilinear operators.

1 Introduction

This work is the outgrowth of several papers by the authors and other researchers (see, e.g., [2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 16, 17, 19, 24] and references therein) on summability properties of multilinear mappings between Banach spaces.

As a consequence of the successful theory of absolutely summing linear operators, the study of summability properties of multilinear mappings focuses on mappings that improve the summability of series. Historical accounts of this multilinear theory can be found in [2, 19].

As expected, at the heart of the theory lies the investigation of the interplay between different types of summability of multilinear mappings. For example, [21] is a comparative study of three different classes of absolutely summing multilinear mappings. Having in mind that the interplay between almost summability and absolute summability is quite profitable in the linear case (see [15, Chapter 12]), in this paper we will explore the connections of almost summing and absolutely summing multilinear mappings and apply them to obtain summability properties for multilinear operators on ℓ_p spaces.

The first natural issue is the well know fact that absolutely p-summing linear operators are almost summing for every p. In some situations, for instance in the Pietsch Domination Theorem, the multilinear mappings that play the role of the absolutely summing linear operators are the dominated ones. So it is a natural question if dominated multilinear mappings are almost summing. In Section 3 we prove that dominated multilinear mappings actually satisfy a condition stronger than being almost summing.

∗Supported by Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación MTM2011-23164 †Supported by CNPq Grant 302177/2011-6 and Fapemig Grant PPM-00326-13. ‡Supported by INCT-Matemática, PROCAD-NF-Capes, CNPq Grants 620108/2008-8 (Ed. Casadinho) and 301237/2009-3.

§Supported by Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación MTM2011-22417. 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 46G25; Secondary 47B10, 47L22. Keywords: absolutely summing, almost summing, multilinear mapping, Banach spaces.

One of the trends of the theory is the identification of coincidence situations, that is, a situation where E_1, . . . , E_n, F are Banach spaces and every continuous n-linear mapping A: E_1 ×· · ·×E_n −→ F enjoys a certain summability property. Probably the first result in this line is the Defant–Voigt Theorem (see [10, Corollary 3.2] or [2], where an improved version can be found), which states that multilinear forms are always (1; 1, . . . , 1)-summing. Several other multilinear coincidence results can be found in, e.g., [4, Theorem 3.3], [9, Proposition 2.1] and [2, Theorem 3.7]. The core of Section 4 is the obtainment of new coincidence results for absolutely summing multilinear functionals on ℓ_p spaces. According to the main idea of this paper, these new absolutely summing coincidence results will follow from a general result (Theorem 3.2) concerning almost summing multilinear mappings. We prove for instance that for any 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, continuous bilinear forms A on ℓ_p × F , where F^′ has type 2, are absolutely (p; 2, 1)-summing. Moreover, A is absolutely (r_p; r_p, r_p)-summing for any 1 ≤ r_p ≤^{2p}_{3p−2} . In particular, if 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 and 1 < q ≤ 2, then bilinear forms on ℓ_p × ℓ_q are (p; 2, 1)−summing and bilinear forms on ℓ_1 × ℓ_q are (r; r, r)−summing for 1 ≤ r ≤ 2.

2 Notation and background

All Banach spaces are considered over the scalar field K = R or C . Given a Banach space E, let B_E denote the closed unit ball of E and E^′ its topological dual.

Let p > 0. By ℓ_p(E) we denote the (p-)Banach space of all absolutely p-summable sequences (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E endowed with its usual ℓ_p-norm (p-norm if 0 < p < 1). Let ℓ^w_p (E) be the space of those sequences (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E such that (φ(x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_p for every φ ∈ E^′ endowed with the norm (p-norm if 0 < p < 1)

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_ℓw_{p (E)} = sup_{φ∈B} E′ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |φ(x_j)|^p ) 1_p . Let ℓ^u_p (E) denote the closed subspace of ℓ^w_p (E) formed by the sequences (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_p (E) such that lim_{k→∞} ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=k}‖_ℓw_{p (E)} = 0.

Let E_1, . . . , E_n, E, F be Banach spaces. The Banach space of all continuous n-linear mappings from E_1 × · · · × E_n into F is denoted by L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and endowed with the usual sup norm. We simply write L(^nE; F ) when E_1 = · · · = E_n = E.

For 0 < p, p_1, p_2, . . . , p_n ≤ ∞ , we assume that^1_p ≤^1_{p1} +· · ·+^1_{pn} . An n−linear mapping A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is absolutely (p; p_1, p_2, . . . , p_n)-summing if there is C > 0 such that

‖(A(x^1_j , x^2_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^k_{j=1}‖_p ≤ C n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j)^k_{j=1}‖_ℓw_{pi (Ei)} for all finite families of vectors x^i_1, . . . , x^i_k ∈ E_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , n. The infimum of such C > 0 is called the (p; p_1, . . . , p_n)-summing norm of A and is denoted by π_{(p;p1,...,pn)}(A). Let Π_{(p;p1,p2,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) denote the space of all absolutely (p; p_1, p_2, . . . , p_n)-summing n-linear mappings from E_1 × · · · × E_n to F endowed with the norm π_{(p;p1...,pn)}.

It is well known that we can replace ℓ^w_{pk} (E_k) with ℓ^u_{pk} (E_k) in the definition of absolutely summing mappings.

Absolutely summing mappings fulfill the following inclusion result, which appears in [20, Proposition 3.3] (see also [2]):

Theorem 2.1. (Inclusion Theorem) Let 0 < q ≤ p ≤ ∞, 0 < q_j ≤ p_j ≤ ∞ for all j = 1, . . . , n. If^1_{q1} + · · · +^1_{qn} −^1_q ≤^1_{p1} + · · · +^1_{pn} −^1_p , then Π_{(q;q1,...,qn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) ⊆ Π_{(p;p1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and π_{(p;p1,...,pn)} ≤ π_{(q;q1,...,qn)} for all Banach spaces E_1, . . . , E_n, F . If^1_p =^1_{p1} + · · · +^1_{pn} , absolutely (p; p_1, . . . , p_n)-summing n-linear mappings are usually called (p_1, . . . , p_n)-dominated. They satisfy the following factorization result (see [22, Theorem 13]):

Theorem 2.2. (Factorization Theorem) A multilinear mapping A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is (p_1, . . . , p_n)-dominated if and only if there are Banach spaces G_1, . . . , G_n, operators u_j ∈ Π_{pj} (E_j; G_j), j = 1, . . . , n, and B ∈ L(G_1, . . . , G_n; F ) such that A = B ∘ (u_1, . . . , u_n).

As mentioned in the introduction, the next theorem is probably the first coincidence result for multilinear mappings:

Theorem 2.3. (Defant–Voigt Theorem) Let n ≥ 2 and E_1, . . . , E_n be Banach spaces. Then L(E_1, . . . , E_n; K ) = Π_{(1;1,...,1)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; K ) isometrically.

We denote by Rad(E) the space of sequences (x_j)^∞_{j=1} in E such that

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Rad(E)} = sup_{n∈N} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ j=1 r_jx_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2([0,1],E)} < ∞,

where (r_j )_{j∈N} are the Rademacher functions on [0, 1] defined by r_j (t) = sign(sin 2^j πt). If instead of the L^2([0, 1], E) norm one considers in the definition of Rad(E) the L^p([0, 1], E) norm, 1 ≤ p < ∞, one gets equivalent norms on Rad(E) as a consequence of Kahane’s inequalities (see [15, p. 211]). These norms, when needed, will be denoted by ‖ · ‖_{Radp(E)}.

Recall also that a linear operator u: E −→ F is said to be almost summing if there is a C > 0 such that ‖ (u(x_j ))^m_{j=1} ‖_{Rad(F )} ≤ C ‖ ‖(x_j )^m_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{ℓw2 (E)} for any finite set of vectors {x_1, . . . , x_m} in E. The space of all almost summing linear operators from E to F is denoted by Π_{as}(E; F ) and the infimum of all C > 0 fulfilling the above inequality is denoted by ‖u‖_{as}. Note that this definition differs from the definition of almost summing operators given in [15, p. 234] but coincides with the characterization which appears a few lines after that definition (yes, the definition and the stated characterization are not equivalent). Since the proof of [15, Proposition 12.5] uses the characterization (which is our definition), we can conclude that every absolutely p-summing linear operator, 1 ≤ p < +∞, is almost summing.

The concept of almost summing multilinear mapping was considered in [5, 6] and reads as follows: A multilinear map A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is said to be almost summing if there exists C > 0 such that ‖ ( A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ) )_m j=1 ‖_{Rad(F )} ≤ C n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j)^m_{j=1}‖_ℓw_{2 (Ei)} (1)

for any finite set of vectors (x^i_j )^m_{j=1} ⊆ E_i for i = 1, . . . , n. We write Π_{as}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) for the space of almost summing multilinear maps, which is endowed with the norm

‖A‖_{as} := inf{C > 0 such that (1) holds}.

For n ≥ 1 and A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ),

^A : ℓ_∞(E_1) × · · · × ℓ_∞(E_n) −→ ℓ_∞(F ) , ^A((x^1_j )^∞_{j=1}, . . . , (x^n_j )^∞_{j=1}) := (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1},

is a bounded n-linear mapping. Given subspaces X_i ⊆ ℓ_∞(E_i) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and Y ⊆ ℓ_∞(F ), we say that ^A: X_1 × · · · × X_n −→ Y is bounded – or, equivalently, ^A ∈ L(X_1, . . . , X_n; Y ) – if the restriction of ^A to X_1 × · · · × X_n is a well defined (hence nlinear) continuous Y -valued mapping.

3 The interplay between almost summing and absolutely summing multilinear mappings

In next section we use almost summing multilinear mappings to identify a number of situations where all multilinear functionals on ℓ_p spaces are absolutely summing. These coincidence results will be consequences of the next result, which asserts that if a k-linear mapping, 1 ≤ k < n, associated to the n-linear form A is almost summing, then A is not only absolutely (1; 1, . . . , 1)-summing but absolutely (1; 2, . . . , 2, 1 . . . 1)-summing.

Definition 3.1. Let E_1, . . . , E_n, F be Banach spaces and A: E_1 × · · · × E_n −→ F be a continuous n-linear mapping. For 1 ≤ k < n, the k-linear mapping A_k associated to A is given by A_k : E_1 × · · · × E_k −→ L(E_{k+1}, . . . , E_n; F ) , A_k(x_1, . . . , x_k)(x_{k+1}, . . . , x_n) = A(x_1, . . . , x_n). It is clear that A_k ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_k; L(E_{k+1}, . . . , E_n; F )) and ‖A_k‖ = ‖A‖.

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 ≤ k < n and A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; K ) be such that A_k ∈ Π_{as}(E_1, . . . , E_k; L(E_{k+1}, . . . , E_n; K )). Then, ^A: ℓ^w_2 (E_1) × · · · × ℓ^w_2 (E_k) × Rad(E_{k+1}) × · · · × Rad(E_n) −→ ℓ_1, is bounded. Moreover ‖ ^A‖ ≤ ‖A_k‖_{as}.

In particular A ∈ Π_{(1;2,...2,1,...,1)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; K ).

Proof. Let (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} be a finite sequence in E_i, i = 1, . . . , n. Take a scalar sequence (α_j)^∞_{j=1}, let A^j_k = A_k(x^1_j , x^2_j , . . . , x^k_j ) and define

f_α(t_k) = ∞∑ j=1 α_jA^j_kr_j(t_k); f_i(t_i) = ∞∑ j=1 r_j(t_i)x^i_j, i = k + 1, . . . , n − 1; and

f_n(t_k, . . . , t_{n−1}) = ∞∑ j=1 r_j (t_k) · · · r_j (t_{n−1})x^n_j , t_k, . . . , t_{n−1} ∈ [0, 1]. The orthogonality of the Rademacher system shows that ∞∑ j=1 A(α_jx^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ) = ∞∑ j=1 A_k(α_j x^1_j , . . . , x^k_j )(x^{k+1}_j , . . . , x^n_j ) = ∞∑ j=1 α_j A^j_k(x^{k+1}_j , . . . , x^n_j )

= ∫_1 0 · · · ∫_1 0 f_α(t_k)(f_{k+1}(t_{k+1}), . . . , f_{n−1}(t_{n−1}), f_n(t_k, . . . , t_{n−1}))dt_k · · · dt_{n−1} ≤ ∫_1 0 · · · ∫_1 0 ( ∫ 1 0 ‖f_α(t_k)‖ · ‖f_n(t_k, . . . , t_{n−1})‖dt_k ) ‖f_{k+1}(t_{k+1})‖ · · · ‖f_{n−1}(t_{n−1})‖ dt_{k+1} · · · dt_{n−1} ≤ ‖A_k‖_{as} k∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_ℓw_{2 (Ei)} . ∫_1 0 · · · ∫_1 0 ( ∫ 1 0 ‖f_n(t_k, . . . , t_{n−1})‖^2dt_k )_{1/2} ‖f_{k+1}(t_{k+1})‖ · · · ‖f_{n−1}(t_{n−1})‖dt_{k+1} · · · dt_{n−1} ≤ ‖A_k‖_{as} k∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_ℓw_{2 (Ei)} (^{n−1}∏ i=k+1 ‖(x^i_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Rad1 (F )} ) ‖(x^n_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Rad2(F )}.

The result follows.

It is well known that p−absolutely summing linear operators are almost summing, more precisely (see [15, Proposition 12.5]): ⋃ p>0 Π_p(E; F ) ⊆ Π_{as}(E; F ). (2)

In the multilinear setting, for a Hilbert space H, clearly

Π_{as}(E_1, . . . , E_n; H) = Π_{(2;2,...,2)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; H),

because Rad(H) = ℓ_2(H); and the corresponding inclusions hold whenever F has type p or cotype q.

In view of [5, Theorem 4.1], a multilinear version of (2) asserting that dominated multilinear mappings are almost summing is expected. Next we give a short proof of this fact, but the aim of this section is to go a bit further.

Proposition 3.3. Let M_n = { (p_1, . . . , p_n, p) ∈ R^{n+1}_+ :^1_p = ∑_n i=1 1 p_i } and E_1, . . . , E_n, F be Banach spaces. Then ⋃ (p_1,...,p_n,p)∈M_n Π_{(p;p1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) ⊆ Π_{as}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ).

Proof. Using (2) and the Factorization Theorem 2.2 – see also [5, Theorem 4.1] – it is not difficult to see that ⋃ p>0 Π_{(p/n;p...,p)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) ⊆ Π_{as}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Given (p_1, . . . , p_n, p) ∈ M, using the Inclusion Theorem 2.1 and letting p_0 = max{p_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, we have Π_{(p;p1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) ⊆ Π_(^p0_{n ;p0,...,p0)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), which gives the result.

We now show that by replacing Rad(F ) with a bigger space Rad^{(2)}(F ) we get a variation of the above result, with a kind of multiple summation.

Definition 3.4. For a Banach space F , by Rad^{(2)}(F ) we denote the space of sequences (x_{i,j} )_{i,j≥0} ⊆ F such that

‖(x_{i,j})‖_{Rad}(2)_{(F )} = sup_{m≥0}

∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i,j=0 x_{i,j}r_i(t)r_j (t) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dt 1/2 < ∞. We give an example where the number ‖(x_{i,j})‖_{Rad}(2)_{(F )} can be explicitly computed:

Example 3.5. Given d ∈ N, for F = C^d we have

‖(x_{i,j})‖_{Rad}(2)_{(F )} = sup_m (_m ∑ i=0 ‖x_{i,i}‖^2 + 2 m∑ i<j Re(⟨x_{i,i}, x_{j,j}⟩) + m∑ i<j ‖x_{i,j} + x_{j,i}‖^2 )_{1/2} . Indeed, given m ≥ 0, for ⟨x, y⟩ = ∑_d j=1 x(j)y(j), ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i,j=0 x_{i,j} r_i(t)r_j (t) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dt = ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i=0 x_{i,i} + m∑ i<j (x_{i,j} + x_{j,i})r_i(t)r_j (t) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dt

= ⟨_m ∑ i=0 x_{i,i}, m∑ i^′=0 x_i′_{,i}′ ⟩

+ ∫_1 0 ⟨_m ∑ i<j (x_{i,j} + x_{j,i})r_i(t)r_j (t), m∑ i^′=0 x_i′_{,i}′ ⟩ dt

+ ∫_1 0 ⟨_m ∑ i^′=0 x_i′_{,i}′ , m∑ i<j (x_{i,j} + x_{j,i})r_i(t)r_j(t) ⟩ dt

+ ∫_1 0 ⟨_m ∑ i<j (x_{i,j} + x_{j,i})r_i(t)r_j (t), m∑ i^′<j^′ (x_i′_{,j}′ + x_j′_{,i}′ )r_i′ (t)r_j′ (t) ⟩ dt.

The desired formula now follows using that

∫_1 0 r_i(t)r_j(t)r_i′ (t)r_j′ (t)dt = 0 unless i = i^′ and j = j^′ (see [15, p. 10]) and the fact ⟨x, y⟩ + ⟨y, x⟩ = 2Re(⟨x, y⟩).

Definition 3.6. We say that a bilinear map A : E_1 ×E_2 −→ F is bilinear almost summing

if there exists C > 0 such that ‖ ‖ ‖ ( A(x^1_i , x^2_j ) )_m i,j=0 ‖ ‖ ‖_{Rad(2) (F )} ≤ C 2∏ k=1 ‖(x^k_j )^m_{j=0}‖_ℓw_{2 (Ek)} (3)

for any finite set of vectors (x^k_j )^m_{j=0} ⊆ E_k for k = 1, 2. We write Π_{bas}(E_1, E_2; F ) for the

space of bilinear almost summing multilinear maps, which is endowed with the norm

‖A‖_{bas} := inf{C > 0 such that (3) holds}.

Proposition 3.7. Π_{bas}(E_1, E_2; F ) ⊆ Π_{as}(E_1, E_2; F )

Proof. Let A ∈ Π_{bas}(E_1, E_2; F ) and (x^k_j )^m_{j=0} ⊆ E_k for k = 1, 2. Denote A(x^1_i , x^2_j ) = x_{i,j} ∈ F

for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ m. By the orthogonality of the Rademacher functions we have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i=0 x_{i,i} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_1 0 m∑ i,j=0 x_{i,j}r_i(t)r_j (t)dt ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i,j=0 x_{i,j} r_i(t)r_j(t) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ dt

≤ ‖(x_{i,j})^m_{i,j=0}‖_{Rad}(2)_{(F )} ≤ ‖A‖_{bas} 2∏ k=1 ‖(x^k_j )^m_{j=0}‖_ℓw_{2 (Ek )}.

Therefore, replacing x^1_i with r_i(t)x^1_i one has ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ i=0 A(x^1_i , x^2_i )r_i(t) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖A‖_{bas} · 2∏ k=1 ‖(x^k_j )^m_{j=0}‖_ℓw_{2 (Ek)}, t ∈ [0, 1].

Now integrating over [0, 1] one gets ‖A‖_{as} ≤ C‖A‖_{bas}.

Theorem 3.8. Let M = { (p_1, p_2, 2) ∈ R^3_+ :^1_2 =^1_{p1} +^1_{p2} } and E_1, E_2, F be Banach spaces.

Then ⋃

(p_1,p_2,2)∈M

Π_{(2;p1,p2)}(E_1, E_2; F ) ⊆ Π_{bas}(E_1, E_2; F ).

Proof. Let m ∈ N and denote I_{1,m} = [0,^1_{2m} ), I_{k,m} = [^{k−1}_{2m} ,^k_{2m} ) for k ∈ {2, 3, . . . , 2^m − 1}

and I_2m_{,m} = [^{2m−1}_{2m} , 1]. Hence we can define X_{k,m} by means of the formula m∑ j=0 x_j r_j =

2^m∑

k=1 X_{k,m}χ_{Ik,m} .

Let x^1_j ∈ E_1, x^2_j ∈ E_2 for j = 1, . . . , m. Note that ‖ ‖ ‖ ( A(x^1_i , x^2_j ) ) i,j ‖ ‖ ‖_{Rad(2) (F )} = sup_{m≥0}

∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ A (_m ∑ i=0 x^1_i r_i(t), m∑ j=0 x^2_j r_j (t) )‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dt 1/2 .

On the other hand A (_m ∑ i=0 x^1_i r_i(t), m∑ j=0 x^2_j r_j (t) ) = A (_{2m} ∑ k=1 X^1_{k,m}χ_{Ik,m} (t), 2^m∑

k^′=1 X^2_k′_{,m}χ_{Ik′,m} (t) )

= 2^m∑

k,k^′=1 A ( X^1_{k,m}χ_{Ik,m} (t), X^2_k′_{,m}χ_{Ik′,m} (t) )

= 2^m∑

k=1 A ( X^1_{k,m}, X^2_{k,m} ) χ_{Ik,m} (t). Finally observe that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2^m∑

k=1 A ( X^1_{k,m}, X^2_{k,m} ) χ_{Ik,m} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2([0,1],F ) = (_{2m} ∑ k=1 ‖A ( X^1_{k,m}, X^2_{k,m} ) ‖^22^{−m} )_{1/2}

= (_{2m} ∑ k=1 ‖ ‖A (X^1_{k,m}2^{−m/p}1 , X^2_{k,m}2^{−m/p}2 ) ‖ ‖^2 )_{1/2}

≤ π_{(2;p1,p2)}(A) · sup_{‖x∗‖} E∗1 =1 (_{2m} ∑ k=1 | |⟨X^1_{k,m}2^{−m/p}1 , x^∗⟩ | |^{p1} )_{1/p1}

· sup

‖y^∗‖_E∗_2 =1 (_{2m} ∑ k=1 | |⟨X^2_{k,m}2^{−m/p}2 , y^∗⟩ | |^{p2} )_{1/p2}

≤ π_{(2;p1,p2)}(A) · sup_{‖x∗‖} E∗1 =1 (∫_1 0 | | | | | m∑ j=0 ⟨x^1_j , x^∗⟩r_j(t) | | | | | p_1 dt )_{1/p1}

· sup

‖y^∗‖_E∗_2 =1 (∫_1 0 | | | | m∑ j=0 ⟨x^2_j , y^∗⟩r_j(t) | | | | p_2 dt )_{1/p2}

≤ Cπ_{2;p1,p2} (A) · ‖(x^1_j )‖_ℓ2_{w (E1)} · ‖(x^2_j )‖_ℓ2_{w(E2)}.

4 Summability on ℓ_p spaces

We start deriving consequences of Theorem 3.2 in the context of ℓ_p spaces.

Proposition 4.1. If E^′ has type 2 and 1 ≤ r ≤ 2, then

L(ℓ_1, E; K ) = Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, E; K ) = Π_{(r;2,r)}(ℓ_1, E; K ).

In particular, if 1 < q ≤ 2 and 1 ≤ r ≤ 2, then

L(ℓ_1, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(r;2,r)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_q; K ).

Proof. We only treat the case K = C . The case K = R follows from a complexification argument (see [7, 8, 20] for details). Let A ∈ L(ℓ_1, E; C ). Since E^′ has type 2, it follows from [15, Theorem 12.10] that A_1 ∈ Π_{as}(ℓ_1; E^′). So, from Theorem 3.2 it follows that ^A : ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^w_1 (E) −→ ℓ_1 is bounded. Hence A ∈ Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, E; C ). The Inclusion Theorem yields now the right hand side equality.

Proposition 4.1 yields for r = 1 that L(ℓ_1, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_q; K ) for 1 ≤ q ≤ 2. Whereas, from the Inclusion Theorem and the Defant-Voigt Theorem, one also has, for any 1 ≤ q < ∞, L(ℓ_2, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(2;2,1)}(ℓ_2, ℓ_q; K ).

So, by interpolation one may expect that for 1 < p < 2 and 1 ≤ q ≤ 2, L(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(p;2,1)}(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ). (4) We do not know if (4) holds, but we shall prove now that it does not hold for q > 2 (cf. Proposition 4.3) and, moreover, next we will see that we can get quite close to (4) via interpolation (cf. Theorem 4.5).

The following lemma, which is less general than [3, Theorem 2.3], shall be used twice later. We give a short proof for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 4.2. Let F be a Banach space, 1 ≤ k ≤ n and assume that E_i has finite cotype c_i, i = 1, . . . , k. Let p ≤ q. (i) If c_i > 2 for all i = 1, . . . , k, then Π_{(p;1,...,1,pk+1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) = Π_{(q;q1,...,qk,pk+1,....,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) for any 1 ≤ q_i < c^′_i, i = 1, . . . , k, such that ∑_k i=1 1 q_i − 1 q = k −^1_p .

(ii) If c_i = 2 for all i = 1, . . . , k^′ for some k^′ ≤ k, then Π_{(p;1,...,1,pk+1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) = Π_{(q;q1,...,qk,pk+1,....,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) for any 1 ≤ q_i ≤ 2, i = 1, . . . , k^′ and 1 ≤ q_i < c^′_i, i = k^′ + 1, . . . , k, such that ∑_k i=1 1 q_i − 1 q = k −^1_p .

Proof. In both cases the inclusion Π_{(p;1,...,1,pk+1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) ⊆ Π_{(q;q1,...,qk,pk+1,....,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) follows from Theorem 2.1. Assume first that c_i > 2 for all i = 1, . . . , k. Let A ∈ Π_{(q;q1,...,qk,pk+1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), (x^i_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_1 (E_i) for i = 1, . . . , k, and (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_{pi} (E_i) for i = k + 1, . . . , n. Since E_i has cotype c_i and c_i < q^′_i, by [1, Proposition 6(b)] we know that ℓ^w_1 (E_i) = ℓ_q′_i ·ℓ^w_{qi} (E_i), i = 1, . . . , k. Hence there are (α^i_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_q′_i and (y^i_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_{qi} (E_k) such that (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} = (α^i_j y^i_j)^∞_{j=1}, i = 1, . . . , k. In this fashion, (α^1_j · · · α^k_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_q′_1 · · · ℓ_q′_k = ℓ_r, where^1_r = ∑_k i=1 1 q^′_i , and (A(y 1 j , . . . , y^k_j , x^{k+1}_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_q(F ). Since^1_r +^1_q =^1_p it follows that

(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} = (α^1_j · · · α^k_j A(y^1_j , . . . , y^k_j , x^{k+1}_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_p(F ), which proves (i). If c_i = 2 for all i = 1, . . . , k, then we use [1, Proposition 6(a)] to get in a similar way that Π_{(q;2,...,2,pk+1,....,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) ⊆ Π_{(p;1,...,1,pk+1,...,pn)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ).

Now we can prove that (4) does not hold for q > 2:

Proposition 4.3. Let 1 < p < 4/3 and^{2p}_{2−p} < q <^p_{p−1} . Then

Π_{(p;2,1)}(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ) ≠ L(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ).

Proof. Assume that L(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(p;2,1)}(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ) for some^{2p}_{2−p} < q <^p_{p−1} . Since ℓ_p has cotype 2, one concludes from Lemma 4.2(ii) and the assumption that, for 1/s − 1/p = 1/2 and 1/r^′ = 1/p − 1/2,

L(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(s;1,1)}(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ) = Π_{(1;r,1)}(ℓ_p, ℓ_q; K ).

Let us see that if T : ℓ_q −→ ℓ_p′ is a bounded linear operator, then ^T : ℓ^w_1 (ℓ_q) −→ ℓ_r′ (ℓ_p′ ) is also bounded. It suffices to be proved that for any sequences (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_1 (ℓ_q) and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_r(ℓ_p) = ℓ^′_r(ℓ^′_p)^∗ the product (⟨T (y_j), x_j ⟩)^∞_{j=1} belongs to ℓ_1. Since ℓ_r(ℓ_p) ⊆ ℓ^w_r (ℓ_p), the sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} belongs to ℓ^w_r (ℓ_p). Since the bilinear form (x, y) ∈ ℓ_p × ℓ_q → ⟨T (y), x⟩ is (1; r, 1)-summing, it follows that (⟨T (y_j), x_j⟩)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_1, hence, ^T ((y_j)^∞_{j=1}) = (T (y_j))^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_r′ (ℓ_p′ ). We have just proved that L(ℓ_q; ℓ_p′ ) = Π_{(r}′_{;1)}(ℓ_q; ℓ_p′ ). The condition on r means that r^′ < q < p^′ and, in this case, the formal inclusion Id: ℓ_q −→ ℓ_p′ would belong to Π_{(r}′_{;1)}(ℓ_q; ℓ_p′ ). However, according to a result due to Carl and Bennet, independently, (see [15, p. 209]), Id ∈ Π_{(q;1)}(ℓ_q; ℓ_p′ ) and Id /∈ Π_{(s;1)}(ℓ_q; ℓ_p′ ) for s < q. So q ≤ r^′, a contradiction that completes the proof.

Let us return to the consequences of Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 4.1. For a real number a, let us fix the notation a^+ := max{a, 0}. Under type/cotype assumptions we can make use of a result due to Carl and Bennet which establishes, for s_1 ≤ s, that Id: ℓ_{s1} −→ ℓ_s is (a, 1)-summing for 1/a = 1/s_1 −(1/s−1/2)^+, to improve the summability of bilinear forms whenever they are restricted to a “smaller” domain. For 1 ≤ s_1 < s and A ∈ L(ℓ_s, E; K ), let us also use A to denote its restriction to ℓ_{s1} × E. Henceforth the inclusion L(ℓ_s, E; K ) ⊆ Π_{(q;q1,q2)}(ℓ_{s1} , E; K ) means that the restriction to ℓ_{s1} × E of any continuous bilinear form defined on ℓ_s × E is (q; q_1, q_2)−summing.

Proposition 4.4. Let 1 ≤ s_1 < s and a given by 1/a = 1/s_1 − (1/s − 1/2)^+. Assume that E has finite cotype r.

(i) If s_1 > 2 then L(ℓ_s, E; K ) ⊆ Π_{(q;q1,1)}(ℓ_{s1} , E; K ) for any 1 ≤ q_1 < s^′_1 and q given by 1/q_1 − 1/q = 1 − 1/a − 1/r. (ii) If s_1 ≤ 2 then L(ℓ_s, E; K ) ⊆ Π_{(q;q1,1)}(ℓ_{s1} , E; K ) for any 1 ≤ q_1 ≤ 2 and q given by 1/q_1 − 1/q = 1 − 1/a − 1/r. Proof. Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_1 (ℓ_{s1} ) and (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_1 (E). Then (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_a(ℓ_s) for a such that 1/a = 1/s_1 − (1/s − 1/2)^+, and, as E has cotype r, (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_r(E). This obviously leads to (A(x_j , y_j))^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_p, for 1/p = 1/a + 1/r. Consequently, A ∈ Π_{(p;1,1)}(ℓ_{s1} , E; K ). Since ℓ_{s1} has the cotype c = max{s_1, 2}, then A ∈ Π_{(q;q1,1)}(ℓ_{s1} , E; K ), where 1 ≤ q_1 < c^′ if c = s_1 > 2 or 1 ≤ q_1 ≤ c if c = 2, and 1/q_1 − 1/q = 1 − 1/p, by Lemma 4.2.

Let us now show that, using an interpolation argument, we are able to improve the result above and to get quite close to (4):

Theorem 4.5. Let E be a Banach space such that E^′ has type 2 and 1 < p < ∞. Then L(ℓ_p, E; K ) ⊆ Π_{(r;2,1)}(ℓ_{p1} , E; K ) for any 1 ≤ p_1 < p and 1/r = 1/2 + (1/p_1 − 1/p)p^′/2.

Proof. Again we treat only the complex case; the real case follows from a complexification argument (see [7, 8, 20] for details). Let A ∈ L(ℓ_p, E; K ). The case p_1 = 1 follows from Proposition 4.1. Hence A ∈ Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, E; K ). On the other hand, from the Defant-Voigt theorem and the inclusion theorem we know that L(ℓ_p, E; K ) = Π_{(2;2,1)}(ℓ_p, E; K ). Let now 1 < p_1 < p. Fix (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_1 (E) and consider the mappings

T^{(2)} : ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_2 and T^{(1)} : ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_1) −→ ℓ_1

given by T^{(k)}((x_j )^∞_{j=1}) = (A(x_j , y_j))^∞_{j=1}, k = 1, 2.

Since A ∈ Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, E; K ) ∩ Π_{(2;2,1)}(ℓ_p, E; K ), T^{(1)} and T^{(2)} are well-defined, linear and continuous. Using the fact that ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_t) = L(ℓ_2; ℓ_t) for t = 1, p, it follows that

ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_{p1} ) ⊆ (ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_p), ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_1))_θ

for^1_{p1} −^1_p =^θ_{p′} (see [23, proof of the Theorem]). So the complex interpolation method implies that, for^1_r =^{1−θ}_2 +^θ_1 ,

T : ℓ^w_2 (ℓ_{p1} ) −→ ℓ_r , T ((x_j)^∞_{j=1}) = (A(x_j , y_j))^∞_{j=1},

is continuous. It follows that A ∈ Π_{(r;2,1)}(ℓ_{p1} , E; K ). Now observe that 1 r − 1 2 = θ 2 = p^′ 2 ( 1 p_1 − 1 p ).

We finish the paper with another combination of our previous results with an argument of complex interpolation. Alternatively, this last result can also be obtained using results from [10] and the idea of the proof of Theorem 4.5.

Proposition 4.6. Let n ≥ 2 and 1 < p ≤ 2. Then L(ℓ_1,^{n−1}. . ., ℓ_1, ℓ_p; K ) = Π_{(rn;rn,...,rn)}(ℓ_1,^{n−1}. . ., ℓ_1, ℓ_p; K ), for every 1 ≤ r_n ≤^{2n−1}_{2n−1−1} .

Proof. The case n = 2 is proved in Proposition 4.1. From [17, Theorem 3 and Remark 2] it suffices to prove the result for r_n =^{2n−1}_{2n−1 −1} .

Case n = 3 and K = C : Let A ∈ L(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ). From Proposition 4.1 we know that L(ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ) = Π_{(1;2,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ).

Combining this with [10, Corollary 3.2] we get L(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ) = Π_{(1;2,1,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ) = Π_{(1;1,2,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ). So, ^A : ℓ^u_2 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_1 (5) is bounded. Combining now Proposition 4.1(ii) with [10, Corollary 3.2] we conclude that ^A: ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_2 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_2 (ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_2 (6) is bounded. So, using complex interpolation for (5) and (6) we obtain that ^A: ℓ^u_{4/3}(ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{4/3}(ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{4/3}(ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_{4/3} is bounded (this use of interpolation is based on results of [12], which are closely related to the classical paper [18] – further details can be found in [17]).

Case n = 4 and K = C : From the case n = 3 and [10, Corollary 3.2] we know that L(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ) = Π_( 4_{3 ;1,} 4_{3 ,} 4_{3 ,} 4_{3 )}(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ).

Since^4_3 < 2, Proposition 4.1(i) gives that L(ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ) = Π_{(1;} 4_{3 ,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ). So [10, Corollary 3.2] implies L(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ) = Π_{(1;} 4_{3 ,1,1,1)}(ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_1, ℓ_p; C ).

Hence ^A: ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{43} (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{43} (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{43} (ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_{43} and ^A: ℓ^u_{43} (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_1 (ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_1 are bounded. Using complex interpolation once more we conclude that ^A: ℓ^u_{87} (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{87} (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{87} (ℓ_1) × ℓ^u_{87} (ℓ_p) −→ ℓ_{87} is bounded as well. The cases n > 4 are similar and the real case follows, again, by complexification.

References

[1] J. L. Arregui and O. Blasco, (p, q)-Summing sequences, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 274 (2002), 812–827.

[2] O. Blasco, G. Botelho, D. Pellegrino and P. Rueda, Summability of multilinear mappings:

Littlewood, Orlicz and Beyond, Monatsh. Math. 163 (2011), 131–147.

[3] O. Blasco, G. Botelho, D. Pellegrino and P. Rueda, Coincidence results for summing multilinear mappings, preprint (available at arXiv:1103.4040v2).

[4] G. Botelho, Cotype and absolutely summing multilinear mappings and homogeneous polynomials, Proc. Roy. Irish Acad. Sect. A 97 (1997), 145–153.

[5] G. Botelho, Almost summing polynomials, Math. Nachr. 212 (2000), 25–36. [6] G. Botelho, H.-A. Braunss and H. Junek, Almost p-summing polynomials and multilinear mappings, Arch. Math. 76 (2001), 109–118.

[7] G. Botelho, H.-A. Braunss, H. Junek and D. Pellegrino, Inclusions and coincidences for multiple summing multilinear mappings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 137 (2009), 991-1000.

[8] G. Botelho, C. Michels and D. Pellegrino, Complex interpolation and summability properties of multilinear operators, Rev. Mat. Complut. 23 (2010), 139–161.

[9] G. Botelho and D. Pellegrino, Scalar-valued dominated polynomials on Banach spaces, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 134 (2006), 1743–1751.

[10] G. Botelho and D. Pellegrino, Coincidence situations for absolutely summing non-linear mappings, Port. Math. 64 (2007), 176–191.

[11] G. Botelho, D. Pellegrino and P. Rueda, Summability and estimates for polynomials and multilinear mappings, Indag. Math. (NS) 19 (2008), 23-31.

[12] A. Defant and C. Michels, A complex interpolation formula for tensor products of vectorvalued Banach function spaces, Arch. Math. 74 (2000), 441- 451.

[13] A. Defant. D. Popa and U. Schwarting, Coordinatewise multiple summing operators in Banach spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 259 (2010), 220–252.

[14] A. Defant and P. Sevilla-Peris, A new multilinear insight on Littlewood’s 4/3-inequality, J.

Funct. Anal. 256 (2009), 1642–1664.

[15] J. Diestel, H. Jarchow and A. Tonge, Absolutely summing operators, Cambridge University Press, 1995.

[16] H. Jarchow, C. Palazuelos, D. Pérez-García and I. Villanueva, Hahn-Banach extension of multilinear forms and summability, J. Math. Anal. Appl 336 (2007), 1161–1177.

[17] H. Junek, M. Matos and D. Pellegrino, Inclusion theorems for absolutely summing holomorphic mappings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (2008), 3983-3991.

[18] O. Kouba, On interpolation of injective or projective tensor products of Banach spaces, J.

Funct. Anal. 96 (1991), 38-61.

[19] D. Pellegrino, J. Santos and J. B. Seoane-Sepúlveda, Some techniques on nonlinear analysis and applications, Adv. Math. 229 (2012), 1234–1265.

[20] D. Pérez-García, Operadores multilineales absolutamente sumantes, Thesis, Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 2003.

[21] D. Pérez-García, Comparing different classes of absolutely summing multilinear mappings, Arch. Math. (Basel) 85 (2005), 258–267.

[22] A. Pietsch, Ideals of multilinear functionals (designs of a theory), Proceedings of the second international conference on operator algebras, ideals, and their applications in theoretical physics (Leipzig, 1983), 185–199, Teubner-Texte Math., 67, Teubner, Leipzig, 1984.

[23] G. Pisier, A remark on Π_2(ℓ^p, ℓ^p), Math. Nachr. 148 (1990), 243-245. [24] D. Popa, Multilinear variants of Maurey and Pietsch theorems and applications, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 368 (2010) 157–168.

[Oscar Blasco] Departamento de Análisis Matemático, Universidad de Valencia, 46.100 Burjasot - Valencia, Spain, e-mail: oscar.blasco@uv.es [Geraldo Botelho] Faculdade de Matemática, Universidade Federal de Uberlândia, 38.400- 902 - Uberlândia, Brazil, e-mail: botelho@ufu.br [Daniel Pellegrino] Departamento de Matemática, Universidade Federal da Paraíba, 58.051- 900 - João Pessoa, Brazil, e-mail: dmpellegrino@gmail.com [Pilar Rueda] Departamento de Análisis Matemático, Universidad de Valencia, 46.100 Burjasot - Valencia, Spain, e-mail: pilar.rueda@uv.es