arXiv:2003.11626v3 [math.FA] 13 Apr 2020

The positive polynomial Schur property in Banach lattices

Geraldo Botelho^∗ and José Lucas P. Luiz^†

Abstract

We study the class of Banach lattices that are positively polynomially Schur. Plenty of examples and counterexamples are provided, lattice properties of this class are proved, arbitrary L_p(μ)-spaces, 1 ≤ p < ∞, are shown to be positively polynomially Schur, lattice analogues of results on Banach spaces are obtained and relationships with the positive Schur and the weak Dunford-Pettis properties are established.

1 Introduction

In the realm of Banach spaces, the polynomial Schur property (polynomially null sequences are norm null) was introduced by Carne, Cole and Gamelin [13] and developed by several authors (see, e.g., [6, 7, 19, 25]). Banach spaces with this property are called Λ-spaces or polynomially Schur spaces. Of course this property is related to the Schur property (weakly null sequences are norm null). It is clear that Banach spaces with the Schur property are polynomially Schur and it is well known that a Banach space has the Schur property if and only if it is polynomially Schur and has the Dunford-Pettis property (see [13, Theorem 7.5]).

In the setting of Banach lattices, the positive Schur property (weakly null sequences formed by positive vectors are norm null) has been extensively studied, recent developments can be found in [5, 8, 10, 16, 33, 36, 37]. So it is a natural step to consider the lattice counterpart of the polynomial Schur property, which is the main subject of this paper.

Definition 1.1. We say that a Banach lattice E has the positive polynomial Schur property if every sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E formed by positive vectors such that P (x_j ) −→ 0 for every regular homogeneous polynomial P on E is norm null.

∗Supported by CNPq Grant 304262/2018-8 and Fapemig Grant PPM-00450-17. †Supported by a CNPq scholarship 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46B42, 46G25, 46A40 .

Keywords: Banach lattices, positive Schur property, regular polynomials, weak Dunford-Pettis property, positive polynomial Schur property.

A Banach lattice with the positive polynomial Schur property shall be called a PPS lattice (positively polynomially Schur lattice).

In Section 2 we give several examples and counterexamples, showing that the class of PPS lattices is neither very small nor very large, in the sense that good examples are available and nice general properties can be found. Some of this properties, especially lattice properties, are obtained in this same section. Section 3 is devoted to the proof that arbitrary L_p(μ)-spaces, 1 ≤ p < ∞, are PPS lattices and to consequences of this fact. In Section 4 we establish the interplay between the positive polynomial Schur and the weak Dunford-Pettis properties. We prove the lattice analogue of the equivalence stated in the first paragraph of this Introduction for Banach spaces. Some consequences are derived.

By E^∗ we denote the topological dual of the Banach space E. Remember that a homogeneous polynomial on a Riesz space is positive if its associated symmetric multilinear form is positive, and that the difference of two positive homogeneous polynomials is called a regular homogeneous polynomial. By P^r(^nE) we denote the set of regular n-homogeneous (scalar-valued) polynomials on the Banach lattice E, which becomes a Banach lattice with the regular norm ‖P ‖_r = ‖|P |‖, where |P | is the absolute value of the polynomial P . Recall that every polynomial in P^r(^nE) is continuous (see [24, Proposition 4.1]). For the theory of regular homogeneous polynomials on Banach lattices we refer to [12, 29].

2 Basic properties and examples

We start with some examples.

Example 2.1. (a) Every Banach lattice with the positive Schur property is a PPS lattice. Indeed, this follows immediately from the fact that bounded linear functionals are regular, that is, E^∗ = P^r(^1E). Since every AL-space has the positive Schur property [31, Example 1.3(a), p. 161], it follows that every AL-space is a PPS lattice. In particular, L_1(μ) is a PPS lattice for any measure μ.

(b) L_1[0, 1] is a PPS lattice that fails to be a polynomially Schur Banach space (see [13, Theorem 6.5]).

(c) Not only AL-spaces are PPS lattices: it follows from what was shown in [11, Example 2.8] that the Banach lattice ( ⊕^∞_{n=1} ℓ^n_∞ ) 1 has the positive Schur property, so it is a PPS lattice, and that it is not an AL-space.

In Section 3 we shall provide examples of infinite dimensional reflexive PPS lattices, establishing, in particular, that not only Banach lattices with the positive Schur property are PPS lattices. Next result gives a lot of counterexamples. Recall that a Banach space E has the Dunford-Pettis property if all weakly compact operators defined on E are completely continuous.

Proposition 2.2. Banach lattices with the Dunford-Pettis property and lacking the positive Schur property are not PPS lattices. In particular, AM-spaces are not PPS lattices.

Proof. Let E be a such Banach lattice and let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} be a positive weakly null non-norm null sequence in E. Continuous homogeneous polynomial on E are weakly sequentially continuous by [17, Proposition 2.34], so P (x_j) −→ 0 for all P ∈ P^r(^nE) and n ∈ N. It follows that E is not a PPS lattice. AM-spaces contain lattice copies of c_0 [3, Exercise 16, p. 254], so they lack the positive Schur property, and they have the Dunford-Pettis property [30, Proposition 3.7.9].

Example 2.3. C(K)-spaces, in particular c_0, are not PPS lattices.

To check that a Banach lattice has the positive Schur property, it is enough to consider positive disjoint weakly null sequences (see [35, p. 16]). Next we show that the same holds for the positive polynomial Schur property.

Proposition 2.4. A Banach lattice E is a PPS lattice if and only if every disjoint sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E formed by positive vectors such that P (x_j ) −→ 0 for every regular homogeneous polynomial P on E is norm null.

Proof. One direction is obvious. To prove the converse, assume that every disjoint sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E formed by positive vectors such that P (x_j) −→ 0 for every regular homogeneous polynomial P on E is norm null. Suppose that E fails to be a PPS lattice, that is, there exists a non-norm null sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E formed by positive vectors such that P (x_j ) −→ 0 for every regular homogeneous polynomial P on E. In this case there exists ε > 0 and a subsequence (x_{jk} )^∞_{k=1} of (x_j )^∞_{j=1} such that ‖x_{jk} ‖ ≥ ε for every k ∈ N. Calling z_k := (1/ε)x_{jk} for every k, the sequence (z_k)^∞_{k=1} is formed by positive vectors, ‖z_k‖ ≥ 1 for each k ∈ N and P (z_k) = (1/ε^n)P (x_{jk} ) −→ 0 for all P ∈ P^r(^nE) and n ∈ N. Since E^∗ = P^r(^1E), in particular the sequence (z_k)^∞_{k=1} is weakly null. Choosing 0 < c < 1, from [30, Corollary 2.3.5] there exists a disjoint sequence (y_i)^∞_{i=1} formed by positive vectors of E and a subsequence (z_{ki} )^∞_{i=1} of (z_k)^∞_{k=1} such that y_i ≤ z_{ki} and ‖y_i‖ ≥ c for every i ∈ N. In particular the sequence (y_i)^∞_{i=1} is not norm null. Given P ∈ P^r(^nE), n ∈ N, there are positive n-homogeneous polynomials P_1 and P_2 on E such that P = P_1 − P_2. By [29, Proposition 5] we know that P_1 and P_2 are monotone on the positive cone of E, that is P (x) ≤ P (y) whenever 0 ≤ x ≤ y. Therefore,

0 ≤ P_m(y_i) ≤ P_m(z_{ki} ) −→ 0, m = 1, 2,

from which we get

‖P (y_i)‖ = ‖P_1(y_i) − P_2(y_i)‖ ≤ ‖P_1(y_i)‖ + ‖P_2(y_i)‖ −→ 0.

The assumption gives that the sequence (y_i)^∞_{i=1} is norm null and this contradiction completes the proof.

According to [10], a Banach lattice F is positively isomorphic to a subspace of the Banach lattice E if there exists a positive operator from F to E that is an into isomorphism (in the sense of Banach spaces).

Proposition 2.5. (a) If the Banach lattice F is positively isomorphic to a subspace of a PPS lattice, then F is a PPS lattice.

(b) A Banach lattice that is lattice isomorphic to a PPS lattice is a PPS lattice as well. (c) Sublattices of PPS lattices are PPS lattices.

Proof. (a) Let E be a PPS lattice and T : F −→ E be a positive into isomorphism. Given a positive sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in F such that Q(x_j ) −→ 0 for all Q ∈ P^r(^nF ) and n ∈ N, we have (P ∘ T )(x_j) −→ 0 for all P ∈ P^r(^nE) and n ∈ N, because (P ∘ T ) ∈ P^r(^nF ). Since (T (x_j))^∞_{j=1} is a positive sequence, the PPS property of E gives T (x_j) −→ 0. Hence x_j = T^{−1} ∘ T (x_j) −→ 0 once T^{−1} : T (F ) −→ F is a bounded operator. (b) and (c) follow from (a).

Example 2.6. Here we see a space that both it and its dual are not PPS lattices. The Schreier space S is a Banach lattice with the order given by its 1-unconditional basis (see [15, Proposition 0.4(iii)]). In [15, Proposition 0.7] we can see that S contains an isometric copy of c_0, then it contains an isometric lattice copy of c_0 [3, Theorem 4.61]. Example 2.3 and Proposition 2.5 yield that S is not a PPS lattice.

Consider the dual S^∗ of the Schreier space as a Banach lattice with its dual structure. The sequence (e_j)^∞_{j=1} formed by the canonical unit vectors of sequence spaces is polynomially null in S^∗ (see the proof of [14, Theorem 3.2]), therefore P (e_j) −→ 0 for all P ∈ P^r(^nS^∗) and n ∈ N. It follows that S^∗ is not a PPS lattice either.

Now we show that the ℓ_p-sum of finitely many PPS Banach lattices is a PPS lattice.

Proposition 2.7. Let E and F be PPS lattices. Then E × F is PPS lattice with the coordinatewise order and any lattice norm that makes it a Banach lattice. In particular, E ⊕_p F is a PPS lattice for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

Proof. Let ‖·‖_{E×F} be a norm on E ×F that makes it a Banach lattice. The coordinatewise order guarantees that the projections π_E : E × F −→ E , π_E (x, y) = x, π_F : E × F −→ F , π_F (x, y) = y, are positive linear operators, hence continuous. Let (x_j , y_j)^∞_{j=1} be a positive sequence in E × F such that P (x_j, y_j) −→ 0 for all P ∈ P^r(^nE × F ) and n ∈ N. For any polynomials Q_E ∈ P^r(^nE) and Q_F ∈ P^r(^nF ), Q_E ∘π_E and Q_F ∘π_F are regular homogeneous polynomials on E × F , therefore

Q_E (x_j ) = (Q_E ∘ π_E )(x_j, y_j) −→ 0 and Q_F (y_j) = (Q_F ∘ π_F )(x_j , y_j) −→ 0.

Since E and F are PPS lattices, x_j −→ 0 in E and y_j −→ 0 in F . The equivalence of all norms that make a Riesz space a Banach lattice gives a constant C > 0 such that ‖ · ‖_{E×F} ≤ C‖ · ‖_1. Then, 0 ≤ ‖(x_j , y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{E×F} ≤ C‖(x_j, y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_1 = C (‖x_j‖_E + ‖y_j‖_F ) −→ 0.

Next we show that PPS lattices enjoy some nice properties.

Proposition 2.8. Every PPS lattice is a KB-space, hence has order continuous norm, is weakly sequentially complete and is Dedekind complete.

Proof. Let E be a PPS lattice. Combining Example 2.3 and Proposition 2.5(b) and (c) it follows that E does not contain a lattice copy of c_0. By [3, Theorem 4.60] we get that E is a KB-space. For the other properties, see, respectively, [3, p. 232], [3, Theorem 4.60], [3, Corollary 4.10].

Let us see that the converse of the proposition above is not true, that is, KB-spaces are not always PPS lattices.

Example 2.9. By T^∗ we denote Tsirelson’s original space [15, 34]. We shall use the following features of T^∗: it is reflexive and has an 1-inconditional basis [34, p. 16], continuous homogeneous polynomials on T^∗ are weakly sequentially continuous [17, p. 121]. The inconditional basis makes T^∗ a Banach lattice. The reflexivity yields that T^∗ contains no copy of c_0, hence it is a KB-space, and that T^∗ fails the positive Schur property (reflexive spaces contain no copy of ℓ_1 and Banach lattices with the positive Schur property contain a copy of ℓ_1 (see [35, Corollary, p. 19]). Combining the failure of the positive Schur property with the weak sequential continuity of polynomials we conclude, as we did in the proof of Proposition 2.2, that T^∗ is not a PPS lattice.

Thus far we have provided more counterexamples than examples. Next section will fix this situation.

3 L_p(μ)-spaces

The purpose of this section is to prove that all L_p(μ)-spaces, 1 ≤ p < ∞, are PPS lattices. This gives, in particular, plenty of examples of PPS lattices failing the positive Schur property, because, as we have just seen in Example 2.9, infinite dimensional reflexive Banach lattices fail the positive Schur property. Though some of the preparatory results below might be known to experts in Measure Theory, we include short proofs because we found no reference to quote.

The next lemma was inspired in [2, Theorem 13.25], the case of Banach spaces can be found in [26, p. 14] or [18, p. 34].

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and a σ-finite measure space (Ω, Σ, μ) be given. Then there exists a probability measure λ on (Ω, Σ) such that L_p(μ) is lattice isometric to L_p(λ).

Proof. Choose a measurable μ-almost everywhere positive function g such that ∫ Ω gdμ = 1 and consider the probability measure

λ: Σ −→ [0, 1] , λ(A) = ∫ A gdμ. It is easy to check that the μ-null sets and λ-null sets coincide, and from the case of Banach spaces it is known that the operator T : L_p(μ) −→ L_p(λ) , T (f) = fg^{−1/p}, is an isometric isomorphism. We just have to check that T is a Riesz homomorphism: given f_1, f_2 ∈ L_p(μ), since g^{−1/p}(x) ≥ 0 λ-almost everywhere,

T (f_1 ∨ f_2)(x) = ((f_1 ∨ f_2)g^{−1/p})(x) = (f_1 ∨ f_2)(x)g^{−1/p}(x) = (f_1(x) ∨ f_2(x))g^{−1/p}(x)

= (f_1(x)g^{−1/p}(x)) ∨ (f_2(x)g^{−1/p}(x) = (f_1g^{−1/p})(x) ∨ (f_2g^{−1/p})(x) = T (f_1)(x) ∨ T (f_2)(x) = (T (f_1) ∨ T (f_2))(x),

holds λ-almost everywhere.

Let (Ω, Σ, μ) be a measure space and A ∈ Σ be a non-void measurable set. Then (A, Σ|_A, μ|_A) is a measure space, where Σ|_A := {B ⊂ A : B ∈ Σ} and μ|_A is defined on Σ|_A in the obvious way (see, e.g., [9, p. 2 and p. 68]). For every μ-integrable function f on Ω, denoting its restriction to A by f|_A, it holds ∫ A (f|_A)d(μ|_A) = ∫ A fdμ (1) [9, Lemma 12.5]. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, this allows us to regard L_p(μ|_A) as a subspace of L_p(μ) via the correspondence g ∈ L_p(μ|_A) → g_A ∈ L_p(μ), where g_A(x) = g(x) if x ∈ A and g_A(x) = 0 if x ∈ (Ω \ A).

Lemma 3.2. The correspondence f → f|_A is a norm one positive projection from L_p(μ) onto L_p(μ|_A).

Proof. We just prove that the correspondence is positive (the norm conditon follows from (1)). Given a positive function f ∈ L_p(μ), there exists a measurable set B ∈ Σ such that μ(B) = 0 and f(x) ≥ 0 for every x ∈ Ω \ B. Then B ∩ A ∈ Σ|_A, 0 ≤ μ|_A(B ∩ A) = μ(B ∩ A) ≤ μ(B) = 0 and f|_A(x) ≥ 0 for every x ∈ Ω \ (B ∩ A). So, f|_A is positive in L_p(μ|_A).

We shall actually prove that L_p(μ)-spaces enjoy a property stronger than being a PPS lattice.

Definition 3.3. Given n ∈ N, a Banach lattice E has the n-positive polynomial Schur property if every weakly null sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E formed by positive vectors such that P (x_j ) −→ 0 for every regular n-homogeneous polynomial P on E is norm null. In this case we say that E is an n-PPS lattice.

The next lemma is actually a first step in the proof that arbitrary L_p(μ)-spaces are n-PPS lattices for each n ≥ p.

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and n ∈ N. If L_p(λ) is an n-PPS lattice for every probability measure λ, then L_p(μ) is an n-PPS lattice for any measure μ.

Proof. Let (Ω, Σ, μ) be a measure space and (f_j )^∞_{j=1} be a positive weakly null sequence in L_p(μ) such that P (f_j) −→ 0 for every P ∈ P^r(^nL_p(μ)). For j, k ∈ N consider the measurable set A_{j,k} = {x ∈ Ω : |f_j(x)| > 1/k}. Since f_j ∈ L_p(μ), A_{j,k} has finite measure

for all j, k ∈ N. Thus, A :=^∞ ⋃ j,k=1 A_{j,k} is a σ-finite set and f_j (x) = 0 for all x ∈ Ω \ A and j ∈ N. Considering the σ-finite measure space (A, Σ|_A, μ|_A), Lemma 3.1 gives that L_p(μ|_A) is lattice isometric to L_p(λ) for some probability measure λ, which is an n-PPS lattice by assumption. So L_p(μ|_A) is an n-PPS lattice by the analogue of Proposition 2.5 to n-PPS lattices. Call T : L_p(μ) −→ L_p(μ|_A) the norm one positive projection provided by Lemma 3.2. In this fashion, (T (f_j ))^∞_{j=1} is a positive sequence in L_p(μ|_A) and, for any Q ∈ P^r(^nL_p(μ|_A)) we have (Q ∘ T ) ∈ P^r(^nL_p(μ)), so Q(T (f_j)) −→ 0. The n-PPS property of L_p(μ|_A) implies ‖f_j ‖_p = ‖T (f_j)‖_p −→ 0, proving that L_p(μ) is an n-PPS lattice.

The last ingredient we need can be found, essentially, in the middle of the proof of [18, Theorem 4.55].

Lemma 3.5. Let (Ω, Σ, μ) be a probability space, 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let (f_j)^∞_{j=1} be a sequence in L_p(μ) that converges to zero in measure. Then there exists a subsequence (f_{jk} )^∞_{k=1} and a sequence (A_k)^∞_{k=1} of pairwise disjoint measurable sets such that ‖f_{jk} − f_{jk} χ_{Ak} ‖_p −→ 0.

Proof. Put n_1 = 1, that is, f_{n1} = f_1, and consider the set F_1 = {x ∈ Ω : |f_{n1} (x)|^p > 1/2}. Since f_{n1} ∈ L_p(μ), there exists δ_1 > 0 such that ∫ E |f_{n1} |^pdμ < 1/2 whenever μ(E) < δ_1.

The convergence in measure to zero provides an integer n_2 > n_1 such that μ{x ∈ Ω : |f_{n2} (x)|^p > 1/2^2} < δ_1. Define F_2 = {x ∈ Ω : |f_{n2} (x)|^p > 1/2^2} and note that, as f_{n1} , f_{n2} ∈ L_p(μ), there exists δ_2 > 0 such that ∫ E |f_{ni} |^pdμ < 1/2^2, i = 1, 2, whenever μ(E) < δ_2. Using again the convergence in measure to zero, there exists n_3 > n_2 such that μ{x ∈ Ω : |f_{n3} (x)|^p > 1/2^3} < δ_2. Define F_3 = {x ∈ Ω : |f_{n3} (x)|^p > 1/2^3} and note that, as f_{n1} , f_{n2} , f_{n3} ∈ L_p(μ), there exists δ_3 > 0 such that ∫ E |f_{ni} |^pdμ < 1/2^3, i = 1, 2, 3, whenever μ(E) < δ_3. Proceeding in this way we construct a subsequence (f_{nk} )^∞_{k=1} and a sequence {F_k}^∞_{k=1} of measurable sets such that ‖f_{nk} − f_{nk} χ_{Fk} ‖_p = (∫ Ω\F_k |f_{nk} |^pdμ )_{1/p} < (∫ Ω\F_k 1/2^kdμ )_{1/p} ≤ (1/2^k)^{1/p}

for every k ∈ N. Now we define

A_1 = F_1 \ ⋃ k>1 F_k, A_2 = F_2 \ ⋃ k>2 F_k, · · · , A_j = F_j \ ⋃ k>j F_k, . . . It is clear that these are pairwise disjoint measurable sets. For a fixed k ∈ N, consider the measure λ(A) = ∫ A |f_{nk} |^pdμ, A ∈ Σ. Taking into account the definition of the sets F_k, k ∈ N, more precisely the fact that ∫ F_j |fnk | pdμ <^1_{2j−1} for j > k , we have ‖f_{nk} χ_{Fk} − f_{nk} χ_{Ak} ‖^p = ∫ Ω |f_{nk} (χ_{Fk} − χ_{Ak} )|^pdμ = ∫ Ω |f_{nk} χ_{(Fk ∩(}^⋃_{j>k Fj ))}|^pdμ = λ ( F_k ∩ ( ⋃ j>k F_j )) ≤ λ ( ⋃ j>k F_j ) ≤ ∑ j>k λ(F_j ) = ∑ j>k ∫ F_j |f_{nk} |^pdμ < ∑ j>k 1 2^{j−1} = 1 2^{k−1} . it follows that ‖f_{nk} − f_{nk} χ_{Ak} ‖_p ≤ ‖f_{nk} − f_{nk} χ_{Fk} ‖_p + ‖f_{nk} χ_{Fk} − f_{nk} χ_{Ak} ‖_p < 1 2^{k/p} + 1 2^{(k−1)/p} , from which we get the desired convergence ‖f_{nk} − f_{nk} χ_{Ak} ‖_p −→ 0.

Theorem 3.6. For all measures μ and 1 ≤ p < ∞, L_p(μ) is an n-PPS lattice for every n ≥ p. Proof. By Proposition 3.4 we can restrict ourselves to a probability measure μ. Let n ≥ p be given and let (f_m)^∞_{m=1} be a positive weakly null sequence in L_p(μ) such that P (f_m) −→ 0 for every P ∈ P^r(^nL_p(μ)). Consider an arbitrary subsequence (f_j)^∞_{j=1} of (f_m)^∞_{m=1}. Since (f_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in L_p(μ), it is bounded, and we can suppose that ‖f_j‖_p ≤ 1 for every j ∈ N. As μ is a probability measure, L_p(μ) → L_1(μ) is a norm one inclusion, so ‖f_j ‖_1 ≤ 1 for every j ∈ N and f_j^w−→ 0 in L_1(μ) (bounded linear operators are weakto-weak continuous). It follows that ‖f_j‖_1 −→ 0 because L_1(μ) has the positive Schur property. Convergence in L_1(μ) implies convergence in measure, so Lemma 3.5 provides a subsequence (f_{jk} )^∞_{k=1} of (f_j)^∞_{j=1} and pairwise disjoint measurable sets (A_k)^∞_{k=1} so that ‖f_{jk} − f_{jk} χ_{Ak} ‖_p −→ 0. (2) Call w_k := f_{jk} χ_{Ak} , that is, w_k(x) = f_{jk} (x) if x ∈ A_k and w_k(x) = 0 if x ∈ Ω \ A_k. Let us see that T : L_p(μ)^n −→ R , T (g_1, . . . , g_n) = ∑ k∈N (_n ∏ i=1 ∫ Ω g_i(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ(x) ) , is a well defined, positive, symmetric n-linear form. Denote by q the conjugate of p and, given g_1, . . . , g_n ∈ L_p(μ), define g = |g_1| ∨ · · · ∨ |g_n| ∈ L_p(μ) and h =^1_{‖g‖p} g ∈ B_{Lp(μ)}. Take into account the following facts: (i) ((w_k)^{p−1})^∞_{k=1} ⊆ B_{Lq (μ)} because (w_k)^∞_{k=1} ⊆ B_{Lp(μ)}, (ii) Hölder’s inequality, (iii) ‖g_iχ_{Ak} ‖_p ≤ ‖g‖_p · ‖hχ_{Ak} ‖_p para all k ∈ N and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, which follows from |g_iχ_{Ak} | ≤ gχ_{Ak} = ‖g‖_phχ_{Ak} , (iv) ∫ A_k (h(x))

pdμ ≤ 1 for every k ∈ N and n ≥ p, (v) the sets (A_k)^∞_{k=1} are pairwise disjoint and h ∈ B_{Lp(μ)}. Therefore, ∑ k∈N | | | | n∏ i=1 ∫ Ω g_i(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ(x) | | | | ≤ ∑ k∈N (_n ∏ i=1 ∫ Ω | g_i(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1} | dμ(x) )

≤ ∑ k∈N (_n ∏ i=1 ‖g_iχ_{Ak} ‖_p · ‖(w_k)^{p−1}‖_q )

≤ ∑ k∈N (_n ∏ i=1 ‖g_iχ_{Ak} ‖_p ) ≤ ∑ k∈N (_n ∏ i=1 ‖g‖_p · ‖hχ_{Ak} ‖_p )

= ‖g‖^n_p · ∑ k∈N (∫ A_k (h(x))^pdμ )_{n/p}

≤ ‖g‖^n_p · ∑ k∈N (∫ A_k (h(x))^pdμ ) ≤ ‖g‖^n_p .

This proves that T is well defined. The n-linearity follows from the fact that, given functions g_1, . . . , g_n, f ∈ L_p(μ) and a scalar λ, both of the series ∑ k∈N (_n ∏ i=1 (∫ Ω g_i(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ(x) ))

and ∑ k∈N ((∫ Ω f(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ(x) ) · n∏ i=2 (∫ Ω g_i(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ(x) ))

are convergent. We omit the details and the proofs that T is positive and symmetric. Thus, the n-homogeneous polynomial associated to T ,

P (g) = ∑ k∈N (∫ Ω g(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ )_n for every g ∈ L_p(μ),

is positive, hence monotone in the positive cone of L_p(μ) [29, Proposition 5]. As 0 ≤ w_k ≤ f_{jk} , we have 0 ≤ P (w_k) ≤ P (f_{jk} ) for every k ∈ N. By the assumption on the sequence (f_m)^∞_{m=1}, P (f_{jk} ) −→ 0, so ‖w_k‖^{pn}_p = (∫ Ω w_k(x)(w_k(x))^{p−1}dμ(x) )_n = ∑ i∈N (∫ Ω w_k(x)(w_i(x))^{p−1}dμ )_n = P (w_k) −→ 0. Combining ‖w_k‖_p −→ 0 with (2) we get ‖f_{jk} ‖_p ≤ ‖f_{jk} − w_k‖_p + ‖w_k‖_p −→ 0. This proves that every subsequence of (f_m)^∞_{m=1} admits a norm null subsequence, which is enough for us to conclude that (f_m)^∞_{m=1} is norm null.

Recall that every Hilbert lattice is lattice isometric to some L_2(μ) [30, Corollary 2.7.5].

Corollary 3.7. Hilbert lattices and ℓ_p, 1 ≤ p < ∞, are PPS lattices.

It is worth mentioning that, although we were inspired and deeply influenced by [13] and [25], apart from the obvious specificities of the lattice setting, the strategy we used in this section differs from theirs in two points. First, it was proved in [13] that L_p(μ)- spaces, 2 ≤ p < ∞, are polynomially Schur, and the case 1 < p < 2 was settled only when Jaramillo and Prieto [25] established that superreflexive Banach spaces are polynomially Schur. Here we settled the range 1 ≤ p < ∞ at once without using superreflexivity. Second, the authors of [13] proved first that ℓ_p, 1 ≤ p < ∞, is polynomially Schur, then used this fact to conclude that Hilbert spaces, in particular, L_2(μ)-spaces, are polynomially Schur, and finally they conclude that L_p(μ)-spaces, 2 ≤ p < ∞, are polynomially Schur. We did not need to go through these intermediary steps, and the fact that Hilbert lattices and ℓ_p-spaces are PPS lattices is a consequence of our result.

We finish this section showing that the positive polynomial Schur property is not preserved by the formation of positive Fremlin projective tensor products. By E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n we denote the positive Fremlin projective tensor product of the Banach lattices E_1, . . . , E_n [22].

Example 3.8. It was proved by Fremlin in [22, Example 4C] that the Banach lattice L_2[0, 1]^⊗_{|π|}L_2[0, 1] is not Dedekind complete. Thus, L_2[0, 1] is a PPS lattice (Theorem 3.6) whereas L_2[0, 1]^⊗_{|π|}L_2[0, 1] is not (Proposition 2.8).

4 The weak Dunford-Pettis property

The main result we prove in this section has a twofold motivation. On the one hand, it is the lattice counterpart of the following equivalence: a Banach space has the Schur property if and only if it has the Dunford-Pettis property and is polynomially Schur [13, Theorem 7.5]. On the other hand, in [16, p. 3] the following question is attributed to Wnuk: does every KB-space with the weak Dunford-Pettis property have the positive Schur property? Of course Wnuk was speculating about a property that should be added to the weak Dunford-Pettis property to guarantee the positive Schur property. It is shown in this section that the positive polynomial Schur property does the job. Furthermore, we prove a result on the existence of weakly null non-norm sequences in the positive projective tensor product formed by positive elementary tensors and establish that a Lorentz space and its predual fail the weak Dunford-Pettis property.

Recall that a Banach lattice E has the weak Dunford-Pettis property (w-DPP) if every weakly compact operator from E into any Banach space maps weakly null sequences in E formed by pairwise disjoint vectors to norm null sequences [27].

The next two results are lattices versions of [13, Lemma 7.4] and [17, Proposition 2.34]. The first one is motivated by the fact that the tensor product of weakly null sequences is not necessarily weakly null. We give an example in the lattice setting showing that even the tensor product of polynomially null sequences may fail to be weakly null. The example is based on [14, Theorem 5.5].

Example 4.1. By d(w; 1) we denote the Lorentz sequence space of [14, Theorem 5.4] and by d_∗(w; 1) its predual. The sequence (e_j )^∞_{j=1} of canonical unit vectors is an 1- unconditional basis for d(w; 1) [1, p. 1643] and the sequence of coordinate functionals (e^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} is an unconditional basis for d_∗(w; 1) [23, p. 1202], hence it is an 1-unconditional basis [28, p. 19]. We consider d_∗(w; 1) as a Banach lattice with the order given by the 1- unconditional basis and d(w; 1) with its dual structure. By [14, Theorem 5.4], P (e^∗_j ) −→ 0 and Q(e_j ) −→ 0 for all continuous homogeneous polynomials P an Q on d_∗(w; 1) and d(w; 1), respectively; in particular both sequences are weakly null. Let us see that the sequence (e_j ⊗ e^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} fails to be weakly null in d(w; 1)^⊗_{|π|}d_∗(w; 1). From [32, Theorem 3.2, p. 204] we know that (d(w; 1)^⊗_{|π|}d_∗(w; 1))^∗ is lattice isometric to the space L^r(d(w; 1); d(w; 1)) of regular linear operators from d(w; 1) to itself. Considering the identity operator id_{d(w;1)} ∈ L^r(d(w; 1); d(w; 1)) we have that id_{d(w;1)}(e_j )(e^∗_j ) = 1 for every j ∈ N, thus there exists a functional φ ∈ (d(w; 1)^⊗_{|π|}d_∗(w; 1))^∗ such that 1 = φ(e_j ⊗ e^∗_j ) −̸→ 0.

Lemma 4.2. Let E_1, . . . , E_n be Banach lattices, all but at most one with the w-DPP. If (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} is a positive weakly null sequence in E_i, i = 1, . . . , n, then the sequence (x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in the positive projective tensor product E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n.

Proof. By the associativity of the Fremlin positive projective tensor product [22, Corollary 1G] we can assume that E_1 is the one that may lack the w-DPP. We shall proceed by induction on n. There is nothing to do in the case n = 1. Suppose that the result holds for n − 1, that is, (x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^{n−1}_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_{n−1}. Calling X = E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_{n−1}, the associativity and [32, Theorem 3.2, p. 204] give that (X ^⊗_{|π|}E_n)^∗ is lattice isometric to L^r(X; E^∗_n) by means of the obvious isomorphism, meaning that for every φ ∈ (X ^⊗_{|π|}E_n)^∗ there exists a regular operator T_φ ∈ L^r(X; E^∗_n) such that

φ(x^1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^{n−1} ⊗ x^n) = T_φ(x^1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^{n−1})(x^n)

for all x^1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^{n−1} ∈ E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_{n−1} and x^n ∈ E_n. The weak-to-weak continuity of T_φ gives that the sequence (T_φ(x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^{n−1}_j ))^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in E^∗_n. From the w-DPP of E_n, together with the characterizations of the w-DPP proved in [4, Corollary 2.6], it follows that φ(x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j ) = T_φ(x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^{n−1}_j )(x^n_j ) −→ 0,

establishing that (x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n.

Proposition 4.3. Let (x_j)^∞_{j=1} be a positive weakly null sequence in a Banach lattice E with the w-DPP. Then P (x_j ) −→ 0 for every regular homogeneous polynomial P on E.

Proof. Given n ∈ N and P ∈ P^r(^nE), by P̌ ∈ L^r(^nE) we denote the symmetric regular n-linear form associated to P . By [12, Proposition 3.3] there is a functional φ ∈ (^⊗_{n,|π|}E)^∗ such that φ(x_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_n) = P̌ (x_1, . . . , x_n)

for all x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ E. By Lemma 4.2 we know that the sequence (⊗^nx_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in ^⊗_{n,|π|}E, so P (x_j ) = P̌ (x_j , . . . , x_j ) = φ(⊗^nx_j ) −→ 0.

The main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 4.4. A Banach lattice has the positive Schur property if and only if it has the weak Dunford-Pettis and the positive polynomial Schur properties.

Proof. Suppose that E has the positive Schur property. Using that weakly null sequences are bounded, the characterizations proved in [4, Corollary 2.6] imply immediately that E has the w-DPP. By Example 2.1(a) we know that E is a PPS lattice.

Conversely, suppose that E is a PPS lattice with the w-DPP and let (x_j )^∞_{j=1}E be a positive weakly null sequence in E. Given n ∈ N and P ∈ P^r(^nE), calling on Proposition 4.3 we have P (x_j) −→ 0. From the PPS property of E it follows that x_j −→ 0.

Now we derive a few more consequences of Lemma 4.2 and of Proposition 4.3. Combining the lemma with Example 4.1 we get the following.

Corollary 4.5. Both the Lorentz space d(w; 1) and its predual d_∗(w; 1) fail the weak Dunford-Pettis property.

Let E_1, . . . , E_n be Banach lattices lacking the positive Schur property. It is easy to see that the positive projective tensor product E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n fails the positive Schur property (see [10]). So, there exists a positive non-norm null weakly null sequence in E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n. For practical purposes, it would be very helpful if we could suppose that this sequence lies in the Segre cone of E_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ E_n, that is, if it is of the form (x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j )^∞_{j=1}, x^i_j ∈ E_i, i = 1, . . . , n. Let us see that this is possible if, in addition, the lattices have the w-DPP. In view of Theorem 4.4 this is same of asking the lattices to have the w-DPP and not to be PPS lattices.

Proposition 4.6. Let E_1, . . . , E_n be Banach lattices with the w-DPP and lacking the positive Schur property. Then there are positive sequences (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} in E_i, i = 1, . . . , n, such that (x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j )^∞_{j=1} is a weakly null non-norm null sequence in E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n.

Proof. Take positive weakly null non-norm null sequences (y^i_j)^∞_{j=1} in E_i, i = 1, . . . , n. There are δ > 0 and subsequences (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} of (y^i_j)^∞_{j=1} such that ‖x^i_j ‖ ≥ δ for all j ∈ N and i = 1, . . . , n. Of course, each (x^i_j)^∞_{j=1} is positive weakly null in E_i, so (x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_n by Lemma 4.2. This sequence is not norm null because ‖x^1_j ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^n_j ‖_{|π|} = ‖x^1_j ‖ · · · ‖x^n_j ‖ ≥ δ^n for every j.

The associativity of the full tensor product was used twice in the proof of Lemma 4.2. We finish the paper using Proposition 4.3 to show that, despite the lack of associativity in the symmetric tensor product, a symmetric version of Proposition 4.6 holds. For the n-fold positive symmetric projective tensor product ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E of the Banach lattice E, see [12].

Proposition 4.7. Let E be a Banach lattice with the w-DPP and lacking the positive Schur property. Then there exists a positive sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E such that, for every n ∈ N, (⊗^nx_j )^∞_{j=1} is a weakly null non-norm null sequence in ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E.

Proof. We can consider a positive weakly null non-norm null sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E and δ > 0 such that ‖x_j ‖ ≥ δ for every j. Given n ∈ N, Proposition 4.3 gives that P (x_j) −→ 0 for every regular n-homogeneous polynomial P on E. Given φ ∈ (^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E)^∗, by [12, Proposition 3.4] there exists a regular n-homogeneous polynomial P on E such that φ(⊗^nx) = P (x) for every x ∈ E. It follows that the sequence (⊗^nx_j )^∞_{j=1} is weakly null in ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E. It is not norm null because ‖⊗^n x_j ‖_{|π|} = ‖x_j ‖^n ≥ δ^n for every j.

For the role of the Segre cone in the modern theory of classes of multilinear operators, see [20, 21].

References

[1] F. Albiac and C. Leránoz, Uniqueness of unconditional basis in Lorentz sequence spaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (2008), no. 5, 1643–1647.

[2] C. Aliprantis and K. Border, Infinite Dimensional Analysis:A Hitchhiker’s Guide, 3 Ed., Springer, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York, 2006.

[3] C. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw, Positive Operators, Springer, Dordrecht, 2006.

[4] B. Aqzzouz and A. Elbour, Some characterizations of almost Dunford-Pettis operators and applications, Positivity 15 (2011), 369–380.

[5] H. Ardakani, S. M. Moshtaghioun, S. M. S. Modarres Mosadegh and M. Salimi, The strong Gelfand-Phillips property in Banach lattices, Banach J. Math. Anal. 10 (2016), no. 1, 15–26.

[6] R. Aron, Y. Choi and J. Llavona, Estimates by polynomials, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc. 52 (1995), 475–486.

[7] F. Arranz, J. M. F. Castillo, R. García, Three-space problems for polynomial properties in Banach spaces, Math. Proc. R. Ir. Acad. 103A (2003), 93–100.

[8] H. Baklouti, and M. Hajji, Domination problem on Banach lattices and almost weak compactness, Positivity 19 (2015), no. 4, 797–805.

[9] H. Bauer, Measure and Integration Theory, de Gruyter Studies in Mathematics: Translated from the German by Robert B. Burcke, Berlin-New York, 2001.

[10] G. Botelho, Q. Bu, D. Ji and K. Navoyan, The positive Schur property on spaces of regular multilinear operators, preprint.

[11] G. Botelho and J. L. P. Luiz, On the Schur, positive Schur and weak Dunford-Pettis properties in Fréchet lattices, arXiv:1909.09514v1, 2019.

[12] Q. Bu and G. Buskes, Polynomials on Banach lattices and positive tensor products, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 388 (2012), 845–862.

[13] T. K. Carne, B. Cole and T. W. Gamelin, A uniform algebra of analytic functions on a Banach space, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 314 (1989), 639–659.

[14] J. M. F. Castillo, R. García and R. Gonzalo, Banach spaces in which all multilinear forms are weakly sequentially continuous, Studia Math. 136 (1999), no. 2, 1999, 121–145.

[15] P. G. Casazza and T. J. Shura, Tsirelson’s Space, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1363, Springer, 1989.

[16] J. X. Chen and L. Li, On a question of Bouras concerning weak compactness of almost Dunford-Pettis sets, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc. 92 (2015), 111–114.

[17] S. Dineen, Complex Analysis on Infinite-Dimensional Spaces, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, London, 1999.

[18] M. Fabian, P. Habala, P. Hájek, V. Montesinos and V. Zizler, Banach Space Theory: The Basis for Linear and Nonlinear Analysis, Springer, 2011.

[19] J. Farmer, and W. B. Johnson, Polynomial Schur and polynomial Dunford-Pettis properties, Contemp. Math. 144 (1993), 95–105.

[20] M. Fernández-Unzueta, The Segre cone of Banach spaces and multilinear mappings, Linear Multilinear Algebra 68 (2020), 575–593.

[21] M. Fernández-Unzueta and S. Hernández-García, (p, q)-dominated multilinear operators and Lapresté tensor norms, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 470 (2019), 982–1003.

[22] D. H. Fremlin, Tensor products of Banach lattices, Math. Ann. 211 (1974), 87–106. [23] E. M. Galego, M. González and J. Pello, On subprojectivity and superprojectivity of Banach spaces, Results Math. 71 (2017), no. 3-4, 1191–1205.

[24] B. C. Grecu and R. A. Ryan, Polynomials on Banach spaces with unconditional bases, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 133 (2004), 1083–1091.

[25] J. A. Jaramillo and A. Prieto, Weak-polynomial convergence on a Banach space, Proc.

Amer. Math. Soc. 118 (1993), 463–468.

[26] W. B. Johnson and J. Lindenstrauss, Basic concepts in the geometry of Banach spaces, in Handbook of the Geometry of Banach spaces, Vol. 1., Elsevier, 2001.

[27] D. H. Leung, On the weak Dunford-Pettis property, Arch. Math. (Basel) 52 (1989), 363–364. [28] J. Lindenstrauss and L. Tzafriri, Classical Banach Spaces II: Function Spaces, Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[29] J. Loane, Polynomials on Riesz spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 364 (2010), no. 1, 71–78. [30] P. Meyer-Nieberg, Banach Lattices, Springer Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1991. [31] F. Räbiger, Lower and upper 2-estimates for order bounded sequences and Dunford-Pettis operators between certain classes of Banach lattices, Lecture Notes in Math. 1470, 159–170, 1991.

[32] H. H. Schaefer, Aspects of Banach lattices, Studies in Functional Analysis, MAA Stud.

Math., vol. 21, Math. Assoc. America, Washington, D.C., 158-221, 1980. [33] P. Tradacete, Positive Schur properties in spaces of regular operators, Positivity 19 (2015), 305–315.

[34] B. S. Tsirelson, Not every Banach space contains an embedding of ℓ_p or c_0, Functional Anal.

Appl. 8 (1974), 138–141.

[35] W. Wnuk, Banach lattices with properties of the Schur type: a survey, Conf. Sem. Mat.

Univ. Bari 249 (1993), 1–25.

[36] W. Wnuk, On the dual positive Schur property in Banach lattices, Positivity 17 (2013), 759–773.

[37] E. D. Zeekoei and J. H. Fourie, On p-convergent operators on Banach lattices, Acta Math.

Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 34 (2018), no. 5, 873–890.

Faculdade de Matemática Departamento de Matemática Universidade Federal de Uberlândia IMECC-UNICAMP 38.400-902 – Uberlândia – Brazil 13.083-859 – Campinas – Brazil e-mail: botelho@ufu.br e-mail: lucasvt09@hotmail.com