arXiv:2004.01604v2 [math.FA] 9 Jul 2020

Complete latticeability in vector-valued sequence spaces

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

Abstract

First we adjust a technique due to Jiménez-Rodríguez to prove the complete latticeability of the set of disjoint non-norm null weakly null sequences and of the set of disjoint non-norm null regular-polynomially null sequences in Banach lattices. Then we apply the mother vector technique to prove the complete latticeability of λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E), which implies the complete latticeability of (ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E) \ (ℓ_p ^⊗_πE), where E is a Banach lattice and 1 < p < ∞.

1 Introduction

In this paper we give a contribution to the fashionable subject of lineability, which is the search for linear structure inside nonlinear environments. The book [5] is a very good reference for the state of the art in lineability. Recently, Oikhberg [37] pushed the Banach lattice setting into this subject and coined the following terms: a subset A of a Banach lattice is latticeable (completely latticeable) if there exists a (closed) infinite dimensional sublattice of E all of whose elements but the origin belong to A (see also [38]).

Our contribution to latticeability is splitted into two sections. Among tons of lineabilitytype results which have appeared in the last years, our focus in Section 2 is the following result (actually its proof) proved by Jiménez-Rodríguez [30]: if E is a Banach space failing the Schur property, then the set of non-norm null weakly null E-valued sequences contains, except for the origin, a closed infinite-dimensional subspace of c^w_0 (E), which is the closed subspace of ℓ_∞(E) formed by weakly null sequences. We solve in Section 2 the following three questions that arise naturally from Jiménez-Rodríguez’ result (precise definitions will be given in due time):

(i) If E is a non-polynomially Schur Banach space, then the set of non-norm null polynomially null sequences contains, up to the origin, a closed infinite dimensional subspace of c^w_0 (E)?

(ii) If E is a Banach lattice failing the positive Schur property, then the set of disjoint

∗Supported by CNPq Grant 304262/2018-8 and Fapemig Grant PPM-00450-17. †Supported by a CNPq scholarship.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46B42, 46B87, 46G25, 46B45.

Keywords: Banach lattices, regular polynomials, complete latticeability, positive polynomial Schur property.

non-norm null weakly null E-valued sequences is latticeable in ℓ_∞(E)? Completely latticeable?

(iii) If E is a non-positively polynomially Schur Banach lattice, then the set of disjoint non-norm null regular-polynomially null E-valued sequences is latticeable in ℓ_∞(E)? Completely latticeable?

Let E be a Banach lattice and let λ be a scalar-valued sequence space. In Section 3 we turn our attention to the Banach lattice λ_π(E) of E-valued sequences and its subspace λ_s(E) introduced in [14] and developed in, e.g., [10, 13, 14, 16, 18]. We use the mother vector technique from [11] to prove that, whenever nonempty, λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E) is completely latticeable. As consequences we prove, for 1 < p < ∞, the complete latticeability of the set of sequences in ℓ^π_p (E) that are not Cohen strongly p-summable, a related result for Orlicz vector-valued sequence lattices and the latticeability of the complement of the projective tensor product ℓ_p ^⊗_πE in the positive projective tensor product ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E.

All sequence spaces in this paper are considered as Banach lattices with the coordinatewise order. By B_E we denote the closed unit ball of the Banach space E. For the general theory of Banach lattices we refer to [2, 36], for regular homogeneous polynomials in Banach lattices we refer to [15, 23, 34], and for sequence spaces we refer to [32, 33]. By a disjoint sequence in a Riesz space we mean a pairwise disjoint sequence.

2 Non-norm null disjoint sequences

Some terminology is needed to describe and state the results we prove in this section.

Polynomially Schur spaces were introduced by Carne, Cole and Gamelin [20] and have been developed by several authors (see, e.g, [6, 7, 26, 29]). A sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in a Banach space E is polynomially null if P (x_j) −→ 0 for every scalar-valued continuous homogeneous polynomial P on E. A Banach space E is polynomially Schur if every polynomially null E-valued sequence is norm null.

A subset A of a topological vector space E is spaceable (see [5]) if there exists a closed infinite dimensional subspace of E all of whose elements but the origin belong to A. The result due to Jiménez-Rodríguez mentioned in the Introduction, which is a spaceability result in c^w_0 (E), makes question (i) of the Introduction quite natural. In Remark 2.3 we shall explain why we cannot go to a space smaller than c^w_0 (E).

The positive Schur property in Banach lattices (positive – or, equivalently, disjoint – weakly null sequences are norm null) was introduced by Wnuk [41] and Räbiger [39] and has been extensively studied, for some recent developments see [4, 8, 9, 22, 40, 43, 44]. Question (ii) of the Introduction it nothing but the natural lattice counterpart of the problem solved by Jiménez-Rodríguez in the Banach space setting.

A sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in a Banach lattice E is regular-polynomially null if P (x_j) −→ 0 for every scalar-valued regular homogeneous polynomial P on E. The following class of Banach lattices was studied in [12]: a Banach lattice E is positively polynomially Schur if positive regular-polynomially null E-valued sequences are norm null. It is inevitable to wonder if the set of disjoint non-norm null regular-polynomially null sequences in a nonpositively polynomially Schur Banach lattice is (completely) latticeable in ℓ_∞(E). This is the scope of question (iii).

In this section we show that the Jiménez-Rodríguez technique can be adjusted to solve these three questions affirmatively. We will justify why we have to work with ℓ_∞(E) in questions (ii) and (iii) (see Remark 2.3). We also establish the complete latticeability in c_0(E) of the set of disjoint norm null sequences in arbitrary infinite dimensional Banach lattices.

Recall that ℓ_∞(E) is a Banach lattice with the coordinatewise order whenever E is a Banach lattice [2, p. 177] and that c^w_0 (E) is a closed subspace of ℓ_∞(E) whenever E is a Banach space [24, p. 33].

Theorem 2.1. (a) Let E be a non-polynomially Schur Banach space. Then the set of E-valued non-norm null polynomially null sequences is spaceable in c^w_0 (E).

(b) Let E be a Banach lattice failing the positive Schur property. Then the set of E-valued disjoint non-norm null weakly null sequences is completely latticeable in ℓ_∞(E).

(c) Let E be a non-positively polynomially Schur Banach lattice. Then the set of Evalued disjoint non-norm null regular-polynomially null sequences is completely latticeable in ℓ_∞(E).

Proof. We start with the construction due to Jiménez-Rodríguez [30] which will be used in the three proofs. Let E be a Banach space, ε > 0 and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊂ B_E be a sequence such that ‖x_j ‖ ≥ ε for every j ∈ N. Consider the set of prime numbers P = {p_k : k ∈ N} increasingly ordered, the surjective function F : N \ {1} −→ N , f(m) = k, where p_k = min{p ∈ P : p |m}, and the map

T : ℓ_∞ −→ ℓ_∞(E) , T ((a_n)^∞_{n=1}) = ( a_{F (j+1)}x_j )_∞ j=1 , that is, T ((a_n)^∞_{n=1})_j = a_{F (j+1)}x_j for every j ∈ N. An easy adaptation of the arguments of [30, Theorem 2.1] yield that T is a well defined into isomorphism and that the nonzero elements of its range are non-norm null sequences. The range of T will be the space/lattice we are looking for.

(a) We can start with a non-norm null polynomially null sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E. Passing to a subsequence and normalizing if necessary, we can suppose that (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊂ B_E and that there is ε > 0 such that ‖x_j ‖ ≥ ε for every j ∈ N. All that is left to prove is that the elements of the range of T are polynomially null E-valued sequences. This is true because, given (a_{F (j+1)}x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ T (ℓ_∞) with (a_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞, n ∈ N and P ∈ P(^nE), since P (x_j) −→ 0 and {a_{F (j+1)} : j ∈ N} = {a_n : n ∈ N} is a bounded set, we have |P (a_{F (j+1)}x_j )| = |a_{F (j+1)}|^n · |P (x_j)| −→ 0. In particular, the range of T lies in c^w_0 (E).

(b) In this case we can start with a positive weakly null non-norm null sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E. By [42, p. 16] we can suppose that this sequence is disjoint and, as in the proof of (a), that (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊂ B_E and that there is ε > 0 such that ‖x_j ‖ ≥ ε for every j ∈ N. From the proof of [30, Theorem 2.1] we know that the elements of the range of T are weakly null sequences. As these elements are of the form (a_{F (j+1)}x_j )^∞_{j=1} for some (a_n)^∞_{n=1} ∈ ℓ_∞ and the sequence (x_j)^∞_{j=1} is disjoint, from [3, Lemma 1.9(1)] we conclude that the range of T is formed by disjoint sequences. To finish the proof of this case, let us see that T is Riesz homomorphism: given (a_n)^∞_{n=1} and (b_n)^∞_{n=1} in ℓ_∞, it holds (a_n)^∞_{n=1} ∧ (b_n)^∞_{n=1} = (a_n ∧ b_n)^∞_{n=1} and since x_j ≥ 0 for every j, we have

(a_{F (j+1)} ∧ b_{F (j+1)})x_j = (a_{F (j+1)}x_j ) ∧ (b_{F (j+1)}x_j )

for every j ∈ N. It follows that T ((a_n)^∞_{n=1} ∧ (b_n)^∞_{n=1}) = T ((a_n)^∞_{n=1}) ∧ T ((b_n)^∞_{n=1}), proving that T is a Riesz homomorphism, hence its range is a closed sublattice of ℓ_∞(E) lattice isomorphic to ℓ_∞.

(c) According to [12, Proposition 2.4] we can start with a positive disjoint non-norm null regular-polynomially null sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E. Like we have done above, we can suppose that (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊂ B_E and that there is ε > 0 such that ‖x_j‖ ≥ ε for every j ∈ N. As we did in the proof of (b), the fact that the sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} is positive and disjoint guarantees that T is a Riesz homomorphism, therefore its range is a closed sublattice of ℓ_∞(E), and that the elements of the range are disjoint sequences. As we did in the proof of (a), the fact that the sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} is regular-polynomially null implies that the sequences in the range of T are regular-polynomially null as well.

Note that, although regular-polynomially null sequences are weakly null, Theorem 2.1(b) does not follow from (c) because there are positively polynomially Schur Banach lattices failing the positive Schur property, for instance, ℓ_p with 1 < p < ∞ (see [12]).

It is natural to wonder if the closed sublattices of ℓ_∞(E) obtained in the proofs of (b) and (c) above are ideals in ℓ_∞(E). Next example shows that this is not the case in general, making clear that this is a direction that cannot be pursued using the Jiménez-Rodríguez technique.

Example 2.2. The most favorable situation we can imagine for T (ℓ_∞) to be an ideal of ℓ_∞(E) occurs when the starting sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} is formed by atoms of E. In this example we show that, even in this case, T (ℓ_∞) may fail to be an ideal of ℓ_∞(E). We start with the sequence (e_j )^∞_{j=1} of canonical unit vectors in c_0, which is a positive disjoint non-norm null weakly null sequence formed by atoms. By [25, Proposition 1.59] this sequence is also regular-polynomially null. Consider the corresponding operator

T : ℓ_∞ −→ ℓ_∞(c_0) , T ((a_n)^∞_{n=1}) = ( a_{F (j+1)}e_j )_∞ j=1 , the positive vector (e_1, 0, 0, . . .) ∈ ℓ_∞(c_0) and the sequence e_1 ∈ ℓ_∞. On the one hand,

0 ≤ (e_1, 0, 0, . . .) ≤ (e_1, 0, e_3, 0, e_5, 0, . . .) = T (e_1)

in ℓ_∞(c_0). On the other hand, there is no element (b_n)^∞_{n=1} ∈ ℓ_∞ such that T ((b_n)^∞_{n=1}) = (e_1, 0, 0, . . .). Indeed, supposing that such a sequence (b_n)^∞_{n=1} exists, by the definition of T we would have (e_1, 0, 0, . . .) = T ((b_n)^∞_{n=1}) = (b_1e_1, b_2e_2, b_1e_3, . . .),

which gives 1 = b_1 = 0. This contradiction proves that T (ℓ_∞) is not an ideal in ℓ_∞(E).

Remark 2.3. (i) We cannot use c^w_0 (E) instead of ℓ_∞(E) in Theorem 2.1(b) and (c) because c^w_0 (E) is not always a sublattice of ℓ_∞(E). For instance, for 1 ≤ p < ∞, c^w_0 (L_p[0, 1]) is not a Riesz space due to the fact that the lattice operations in L_p[0, 1] are not weakly sequentially continuous [36, Example, p. 114]. But it is clear that the sublattices of ℓ_∞(E) created in Theorem 2.1(b) and (c) are contained in c^w_0 (E). Sometimes c^w_0 (E) is a Banach lattice, for instante when E is either an AM-space or an atomic Banach lattice with order continuous norm (see [2, Theorem 12.30] and [36, Proposition 2.5.23]). In these cases, ℓ_∞(E) can be replaced with c^w_0 (E) in Theorem 2.1(b) and (c).

(ii) Castillo, García and Gonzalo in [21, Theorem 5.5] proved that the sum of two polynomially null sequences is not necessarily polynomially null. This is why we cannot pass to a space smaller than c^w_0 (E) in Theorem 2.1(a).

(iii) We have already explained why c^w_0 (E) cannot be used in general in Theorem 2.1(c). But one might wonder if we could have gone to a smaller space, formed by regularpolynomially null sequences. In order to see that we cannot, next we show that the counterxample given in [21, Theorem 5.5] is good enough to show that the sum of two regular-polynomially null sequences may fail to be regular-polynomially null.

Theorem 2.4. The sum of two regular-polynomially null sequences in a Banach lattice is not necessarily regular-polynomially null.

Proof. Let d(w; 1) be the Lorentz space of [21, Theorem 5.4] and denote by d_∗(w; 1) its predual. The sequence of canonical unit vectors (e_j )^∞_{j=1} is a 1-unconditional basis for d(w; 1) (see [1]) and the sequence of coordinate functionals (e^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} is an unconditional basis for d_∗(w; 1) (see [27]), hence it is a 1-unconditional basis (see [33, I, p. 19]). We consider d_∗(w; 1) as a Banach lattice with the order given by its 1-unconditional basis and d(w; 1) with its dual structure (which coincides, by the way, with the order given by the 1-unconditional basis (e_j)^∞_{j=1}). Thus, d_∗(w; 1) × d(w; 1) is a Banach lattice with the coordinatewise order, in which we can consider, without loss of generality, the norm ‖ · ‖_1. According to [21, Theorem 5.5], the sequences ((e^∗_j , 0))^∞_{j=1} and ((0, e_j))^∞_{j=1} are polynomially null, hence regular-polynomially null, in d_∗(w; 1) × d(w; 1). Let us see that their sum ((e^∗_j , e_j ))^∞_{j=1} is not regular-polynomially null. To do so, consider the symmetric bilinear form A on (d_∗(w; 1) × d(w; 1)) × (d_∗(w; 1) × d(w; 1)) given by

A((x^∗, x), (y^∗, y)) = 1/2(x(y^∗) + (y(x^∗))

(see [25, Example 1.16]). It is easy to check that A is positive, from which it follows that its associated 2-homogeneous polynomial ^A is positive, hence regular. Since ^A((e^∗_j , e_j )) = 1 for every j ∈ N, we conclude that ((e^∗_j , e_j))^∞_{j=1} is not regular-polynomially null.

Now it is easy to see that, for every Banach space E, the set P N of polynomially null E-valued sequences is spaceable in c^w_0 (E): if E is not polynomially Schur, in Theorem 2.1(a) we proved that a set much smaller than P N is spaceable; if E is polynomially Schur, it is easy to check that P N = c_0(E), the closed subspace of c^w_0 (E) formed by norm null sequences.

Theorem 2.4 rises the question of the complete latticeability of the set of disjoint regular-polynomially null sequences in a Banach lattice E. In Theorem 2.1(c) we proved that a set much smaller than this is completely latticeable whenever the Banach lattice

E is not positively polynomially Schur. We finish the section by giving a short proof that a set smaller than the set of disjoint regular-polynomially null sequences is completely latticeable in general. Recall that c_0(E) is a closed sublattice of ℓ_∞(E), hence a Banach lattice itself.

Proposition 2.5. For every infinite dimensional Banach lattice E, the set of E-valued disjoint norm null sequences is completely latticeable in c_0(E).

Proof. By [37, Lemma 2.6] there is a positive disjoint sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E such that x_j ≠ 0 for every j. It is plain that

T : c_0 −→ c_0(E) , T ( (a_j )^∞_{j=1} ) = ( a_j ‖x_j ‖ x_j )_∞ j=1 , is a well defined linear isometric embedding. Since x_j ≥ 0 for every j, the same reasoning of the proof of Theorem 2.1(b) shows that T is a Riesz homomorphism, therefore T (c_0) is an infinite dimensional closed sublattice of c_0(E). The disjointness of the elements of the range of T follows from the disjointness of the sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} combined with [3, Lemma 1.9(1)].

3 Complete latticeability of λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E)

Given a Banach lattice E and a space of scalar-valued sequences λ, the Banach lattice λ_π(E) and its subspace λ_s(E) were introduced in [14] and have been studied in, e.g., [10, 13, 14, 16, 18]. The purpose of this section is to prove that λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E) is either empty or completely latticeable in λ_π(E) and to derive some consequences of this fact, especially when λ is ℓ_p or an Orlicz sequence space. Let us recall the definitions of these spaces (see [14]).

By a sequence space we mean a linear subspace λ of R^N . The Köthe dual of λ, which is also a sequence space, is defined by

λ^′ = { (b_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ R^N : ∞∑ j=1 |a_jb_j | < ∞ for every (a_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ } .

Suppose that λ is an order continuous Banach lattice. Then λ^′ = λ^∗ ([14, p. 339] or [33, II, p. 29]) and λ^′ is a Banach lattice with the norm

‖(b_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_λ′ = ‖(b_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_λ∗ = sup_{(aj )∞} j=1∈B_λ | | | | ∞∑ j=1 a_jb_j | | | | . We are interested in sequence spaces enjoying some special properties, which, as we shall see, include the most important examples.

Definition 3.1. (a) For a sequence x = (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in a linear space, we define x^0 := (x^0_j )^∞_{j=1}, where x^0_j is the j-th nonzero coordinate of x if such coordinate exists and zero otherwise.

(b) A sequence space λ is an invariant sequence lattice if it is a KB-space with ‖e_j ‖_λ = 1 for every j ∈ N such that λ^′ enjoys the following conditions:

(i) x ∈ λ^′ ⇔ x^0 ∈ λ^′ and, in this case, ‖x‖_λ′ = ‖x^0‖_λ′ ;

(ii) if x ∈ λ^′ then every subsequence z of x belongs to λ^′ and ‖z‖_λ′ ≤ ‖x‖_λ′ .

Note that the definiton of x^0 is slightly different from the one given in [11] and coincides with the vector x^′ (closing up x) given in [19].

It is not difficult to check that if λ is a Banach lattice such that ‖e_j ‖_λ = 1 for every j ∈ N, then ‖e_j‖_λ′ = 1 for every j ∈ N.

Examples 3.2. (a) If λ is such that λ^′ is a symmetric sequence space in the sense of [19], then λ^′ enjoys the conditions (i) and (ii) above [19, Proposition 2.2]. (b) For 1 ≤ p < ∞, ℓ_p is a KB-space. It is clear that ‖e_j‖_p = 1 and that ℓ^′_p = ℓ_p′ (where 1/p + 1/p^′ = 1) is symmetric, hence ℓ_p is an invariant sequence lattice for 1 ≤ p < ∞. (c) Let φ: [0, ∞) −→ [0, ∞) be an Orlicz function satisfying the Δ_2-condition of [33, I, Definition 4.a.3] and admitting a complementary function φ^∗ according to [33, I, p. 147], and let ℓ_φ be the corresponding Orlicz sequence space, which happens to be a Banach lattice. The Köthe dual of ℓ_φ is ℓ_φ∗ [32, Corollary 8.28] and it is plain that ℓ_φ∗ is symmetric. Since ℓ_φ is a KB-space (see the proof of [33, I, Theorem 4.a.9]) and ‖e_j‖_{ℓφ} = 1, then ℓ_φ is an invariant sequence lattice.

Now we present, according to [14], the definitions of the vector-valued sequence spaces we shall work with.

Definition 3.3. For a Banach lattice E and a KB-space λ such that ‖e_j ‖_λ = 1 for every j ∈ N, λ^′_w(E^∗) := { (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ (E^∗)^N : (x^∗_j (x))^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′ for every x ∈ E } and λ_s(E) := { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ∞∑ j=1 |x^∗_j (x_j )| < ∞ for every (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′_w(E^∗) }

are Banach spaces (not necessarily Banach lattices) with the norms

‖(x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_w := sup_{x∈BE} ‖(x^∗_j (x))^∞_{j=1}‖_λ′ , ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_s := sup_{(x∗} j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_λ′_{w (E∗)} | | | | ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (x_j ) | | | | , respectively [14, p. 339]. Also,

λ^′_ε(E^∗) := { (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ (E^∗)^N : (|x^∗_j |(x))^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′ for every x ∈ E^+ } and λ_π(E) := { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (|x_j |) < ∞ for every (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗)^+ }

are Banach lattices with the norms

‖(x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_ε := sup_{x∈B} E+ ‖(|x^∗_j |(x))^∞_{j=1}‖_λ′ , ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_π := sup_{(x∗} j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_λ′_{ε(E∗)+} ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (|x_j|), respectively [14, p. 344].

In the examples of the theory developed so far about these spaces (see [10, 13, 14, 16, 18], the underlying sequence space λ is usually one of the invariant sequence lattices listed in Examples 3.2.

For λ = ℓ_p, 1 < p < ∞, λ_s(E) coincides isometrically with the space ℓ_p⟨E⟩ of Cohen strongly p-summable sequences (see [17, p. 520] and [14, p. 339]), which is isometrically isomorphic to the completed projective tensor product ℓ_p ^⊗_πE [17, p. 525]. And, in this case, λ_π(E) is lattice isometric to the positive projective tensor product ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E [13, Theorem 15]. For λ = ℓ_p, 1 < p < ∞, we shall henceforth write ℓ_p⟨E⟩ instead of λ_s(E) and ℓ^π_p (E) instead of λ_π(E).

According to [14, Proposition 5.2], for every KB-space λ such that ‖e_j ‖_λ = 1 and every Banach lattice E, λ_s(E) is a linear subspace of λ_π(E) and the inclusion is a norm one operator. This rises the question of whether or not λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E) is (completely) latticeable. The purpose of this section is to solve this question affirmatively.

Before solving the problem, let us justify why the (few) known general criteria for complete latticeability, due to Oikhberg, do not apply to our situation, even in the canonical case λ = ℓ_p, 1 < p < ∞. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.4. For 1 < p, q < ∞, ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩ is not a closed ideal of ℓ^π_p (ℓ_q).

Proof. Suppose that ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩ is a closed ideal of ℓ^π_p (ℓ_q). In this case (ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩, ‖·‖_π) is a Banach lattice and, since ‖ · ‖_π ≤ ‖ · ‖_s, the identity operator (ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩, ‖ · ‖_s) −→ (ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩, ‖ · ‖_π) is a continuous bijection. By the Open Mapping Theorem this identity is an isomorphism. As we have already mentioned, (ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩, ‖ · ‖_s) is isomorphic to ℓ_p ^⊗_πℓ_q, hence the latter space is also isomorphic to the Banach lattice (ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩, ‖ · ‖_π). Therefore, (ℓ_p ^⊗_πℓ_q)^{∗∗} is isomorphic to the Banach lattice (ℓ_p⟨ℓ_q⟩, ‖ · ‖_π)^{∗∗}. From [31, p. 59] (or [24, Theorem 17.5]) it follows that ℓ_p ^⊗_πℓ_q has Gordon-Lewis local unconditional structure. But ℓ_p ^⊗_πℓ_q does not have Gordon-Lewis local unconditional structure by [28, Corollary 3.6].

Now we return to the general criteria for complete latticeability.

• [38, Corollary 1.4] does not apply to λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E) because λ_s(E) is not the range of a compact operator on λ_π(E). Otherwise λ_s(E) would be separable [35, Proposition 3.4.7], and this is not the case for a nonseparable E because λ_s(E) contains an isometric copy of E. • [37, Proposition 2.9] does not fit because the order in λ_π(E) is not given by an 1- unconditional basis in general. Actually, λ_π(E) may be nonseparable since it contains a copy of E.

• [38, Theorem 1.1] cannot be applied because λ_π(E) is not always order continuous. In fact, taking E = ℓ_∞, which is σ-Dedekind complete, and λ = ℓ_p, 1 < p < ∞, λ_π(E) is σ-Dedekind complete as well [14, Theorem 5.5] and, as λ_π(E) contains a copy of E, it follows from [2, Theorem 14.9] that λ_π(E) fails to be order continuous. • Finally, [37, Proposition 2.4] does not apply either because, due to Lemma 3.4, λ_s(E) is not a closed ideal of λ_π(E) in general.

Once the general criteria do not apply, an ad hoc argument is needed to prove the complete latticeability of λ_π(E)\λ_s(E). Our proof is based on the mother vector technique developed in [11].

The notation x =^∞ ∑ j=1 x_j · e_j shall henceforth mean that x is a sequence whose j-th

coordinate is x_j , j ∈ N.

Lemma 3.5. Let λ be a KB-space such that ‖e_j ‖_λ = 1 and let E be a Banach lattice. Then λ_π(E) ⊆ ℓ_∞(E) and ‖ · ‖_∞ ≤ ‖ · ‖_π.

Proof. Given (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ_π(E), let i ∈ N be such that y_i ≠ 0. By the Hahn-Banach Theorem there is y^∗ ∈ E^∗ such that ‖y^∗‖_E∗ = 1 and y^∗(|y_i|) = ‖|y_i|‖_E = ‖y_i‖_E. The sequence (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} := |y^∗| · e_i belongs to B_λ′_{ε(E}∗_)+ because

‖(ψ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_ε = sup_{x∈B} E+ ‖(|ψ_j|(x))^∞_{j=1}‖_λ′ = sup_{x∈B} E+ ‖(|y^∗|(x))e_i‖_λ′ = sup_{x∈B} E+ (|y^∗|(x))‖e_i‖_λ′ = ‖|y^∗|‖_E∗ = ‖y^∗‖_E∗ = 1. Therefore, for every i ∈ N, ‖y_i‖_E = y^∗(|y_i|) = |y^∗(|y_i|)|≤|y^∗|(|y_i|) = ∞∑ j=1 ψ_j (|y_j|)

≤ sup

(y^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_λ′_{ε(E∗)+} ∞∑ j=1 y^∗_j (|y_j|) = ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_π,

from which the result follows.

Lemma 3.6. Let λ be an invariant sequence lattice and let E be a Banach lattice. Then: (a) λ^′_ε(E^∗) and λ^′_w(E^∗) satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) of Definition 3.1(b). (b) λ_π(E) and λ_s(E) satisfy condition (i) of Definition 3.1(b).

Proof. (a) Let x^∗ = (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}. On the one hand, from the definitions and the properties of λ, x^∗ ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗) ⇔ ( |x^∗_j |(x) )_∞ j=1 ∈ λ^′, ∀x ∈ E^+ ⇔ (( |x^∗_j |(x) )_∞ j=1 )_0

∈ λ^′, ∀x ∈ E^+ and ‖x^∗‖_ε = sup_{x∈B} E+ ‖ ‖(|x_{∗j} |(x))∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖ λ^′ = sup_{x∈B} E+ ‖ ‖ ‖ (( |x^∗_j |(x) )_∞ j=1 )_0‖ ‖ λ^′ . On the other hand, for the same reasons,

(x^∗)^0 ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗) ⇔ ( |(x^∗_j )^0|(x) )_∞ j=1 ∈ λ^′, ∀x ∈ E^+ ⇔ (( |(x^∗_j )^0|(x) )_∞ j=1 )_0

∈ λ^′, ∀x ∈ E^+ and

‖(x^∗)^0‖_ε = sup_{x∈B} E+ ‖ ‖ ‖ ( |(x^∗_j )^0|(x) )_∞ j=1 ‖ ‖ ‖_{λ′} = sup_{x∈BE+} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (( |(x^∗_j )^0|(x) )_∞ j=1 )_0‖ ‖ ‖_{λ′} . A moment’s reflection yields that (( |x^∗_j |(x) )_∞ j=1 )_0 = (( |(x^∗_j )^0|(x) )_∞ j=1 )_0 .

This shows that x^∗ ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗) ⇔ (x^∗)^0 ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗) and ‖x^∗‖_ε = ‖(x^∗)^0‖_ε, proving that λ^′_ε(E^∗) satisfies condition (i) of Definition 3.1(b). The case of λ^′_w(E^∗) is similar.

Given x^∗ ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗), the fact that λ is an invariant sequence lattice implies immediately that every subsequence z^∗ of x^∗ belongs to λ^′_ε(E^∗). Moreover, ‖(|z^∗_j |(x))^∞_{j=1}‖_λ′ ≤ ‖(|x^∗_j |(x))^∞_{j=1}‖_λ′ for x ∈ B_E+ , so the definition of ‖ · ‖_ε gives ‖z^∗‖_ε ≤ ‖x^∗‖_ε, showing that λ^′_ε(E^∗) satisfies condition (ii) of Definition 3.1(b). Again, the case of λ^′_w(E^∗) is similar.

(b) Let x = (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ_π(E) be given and let x^0 = (x_{nj} )^∞_{j=1}, that is, x_{nj} is the j-th nonzero coordinate of x if such coordinate exists and zero otherwise. Given x^∗ = (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗)^+,

considere the sequence y^∗ =^∞ ∑ j=1 x^∗_j · e_{nj} . Since (y^∗)^0 = (x^∗)^0 and x^∗ ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗)^+, by (a)

we have y^∗ ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗)^+. Thus,^∞ ∑ j=1 x^∗_j (|x_{nj} |) =^∞ ∑ j=1 y^∗_j (|x_j|) < ∞, showing that x^0 ∈ λ_π(E).

Given x^∗ ∈ B_λ′_{ε(E}∗_)+ , since

‖y^∗‖_ε = ‖(y^∗)^0‖_ε = ‖(x^∗)^0‖_ε = ‖x^∗‖_ε,

we have y^∗ ∈ B_λ′_{ε(E}∗_)+ . Therefore,

‖x^0‖_π = sup x^∗∈B_{λε(E)+} ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (|x_{nj} |) ≤ sup_{y∗∈B} λε(E)+ ∞∑ j=1 y^∗_j (|x_j |) = ‖x‖_π.

Conversely, let x = (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N be such that x^0 = (x_{nj} )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ_π(E). Given x^∗ =

(x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗)^+, consider the subsequence z^∗ =^∞ ∑ j=1 x^∗_{nj} · e_j of x^∗. By (a) we know

that z^∗ ∈ λ^′_ε(E^∗)^+, then^∞ ∑ j=1 x^∗_j (|x_j |) =^∞ ∑ j=1 z^∗_j (|x_{nj} |) < ∞, proving that x ∈ λ_π(E). If

x^∗ ∈ B_{λε(E}∗_)+ , again by (a) we have that z^∗ ∈ B_{λε(E}∗_)+ , so

‖x‖_π = sup x^∗∈B_λ′_{ε(E∗)+} ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (|x_j|) ≤ sup z^∗∈B_λ′_{ε(E∗)+} ∞∑ j=1 z^∗_j (|x_{nj} |) = ‖x^0‖_π,

which proves that λ_π(E) satisfies condition (i) of Definition 3.1(b). The case of λ_s(E) is similar.

Theorem 3.7. Let E be a Banach lattice and let λ be an invariant sequence lattice. Then λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E) is either empty or completely latticeable.

Proof. Suppose that λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E) ≠ ∅ and pick x ∈ λ_π(E) \ λ_s(E). Writing x = x^+ − x^−, as λ_s(E) is a linear subspace, x^+ or x^− does not belong to λ_s(E), meaning that we can suppose x to be positive, say x = (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ_π(E)^+ \ λ_s(E). Since x /∈ λ_s(E), the set {j ∈ N; x_j ≠ 0} is infinite. By Lemma 3.6, x ∈ λ_π(E) ⇔ x^0 ∈ λ_π(E) and x ∈ λ_s(E) ⇔ x^0 ∈ λ_s(E), so we can assume, without loss of generality, that x_j ≠ 0 for every j ∈ N.

Split N =^∞ ⋃ i=1 N_i into infinitely many pairwise disjoint subsets N_i = {i_1 < i_2 < · · · },

i ∈ N. Define y_i =^∞ ∑ j=1 x_j · e_{ij} for every i ∈ N and consider the operator

T : ℓ_1 −→ λ_π(E) , T ((a_i)^∞_{i=1}) = ∞∑ i=1 a_iy_i. Each y^0_i = x, so y_i ∈ λ_π(E)^+ \ λ_s(E) for every i ∈ N by Lemma 3.6. For (a_i)^∞_{i=1} ∈ ℓ_1, ∞∑ i=1 ‖a_iy_i‖_π = ∞∑ i=1 |a_i| · ‖y^0_i ‖_π = ‖x‖_π · ∞∑ i=1 |a_i| < ∞, showing that T is well defined because λ_π(E) is a Banach space. It is obvious that T is linear, let us show its injectivity: for any (a_i)^∞_{i=1} ∈ ℓ_1,

T ((a_i)^∞_{i=1}) = ∞∑ i=1 a_iy_i = ∞∑ i=1 a_i (_∞ ∑ j=1 x_j · e_{ij} ) = ∞∑ i=1 (_∞ ∑ j=1 a_ix_j · e_{ij} ) .

Since the sets N_i are pairwise disjoint, each coordinate of T ((a_i)^∞_{i=1}) is of the form a_ix_j for some i, j ∈ N. Since x_j ≠ 0 for every j ∈ N, we have T ((a_i)^∞_{i=1}) = 0 if and only if (a_i)^∞_{i=1} = 0.

Let us check now that T is a Riesz homomorphism: it is clear that y_i ⊥ y_k para all i ≠ k, so, for any (a_i)^∞_{i=1} ∈ ℓ_1,

T (|(a_i)^∞_{i=1}|) = ∞∑ i=1 |a_i|y_i^{(⋆)}= lim_{n→∞} n∑ i=1 |a_iy_i|^{(⋆⋆)}= lim_{n→∞} | | | | n∑ i=1 a_iy_i | | | | = | | | | ∞∑ i=1 a_iy_i | | | | = |T ((a_i)^∞_{i=1})| ,

where (⋆) follows from the fact that each y_i ≥ 0 and (⋆⋆) from [3, Lemma 1.9]. It follows that T (ℓ_1) is an infinite dimensional closed sublattice of λ_π(E).

All that is left to prove is that T (ℓ_1) ∩ λ_s(E) = {0}. Given 0 ≠ z ∈ T (ℓ_1), take (a^{(k)}_i )^∞_{i=1} ∈ ℓ_1, k ∈ N, such that lim_{k→∞} T ( (a^{(k)}_i )^∞_{i=1} ) = z in λ_π(E). For each k ∈ N,

T ( (a^{(k)}_i )^∞_{i=1} ) = ∞∑ i=1 a^{(k)}_i y_i = ∞∑ i=1 ( a^{(k)}_i ∞∑ j=1 x_j · e_{ij} ) = ∞∑ i=1 (_∞ ∑ j=1 a^{(k)}_i x_j · e_{ij} ) . (1)

Taking r ∈ N such that z_r ≠ 0, there are unique m, t ∈ N so that e_{mt} = e_r. Consider the set N_m = {m_1 < m_2 < · · · } and note that from (1) it follows that, for all j, k ∈ N the m_j -th coordinate of T ( (a^{(k)}_i )^∞_{i=1} ) is equal to a^{(k)}m x_j . From Lemma 3.5 we know that convergence

in λ_π(E) implies coordinatewise convergente, so z_{mj} = lim_{k→∞} a^{(k)}m x_j = ( lim_{k→∞} a^{(k)}m ) x_j , for

every j ∈ N. Writing a_m = lim_{k→∞} a^{(k)}m we get z_{mj} = a_mx_j for every j ∈ N and a_m ≠ 0 since a_mx_t = z_{mt} = z_r ≠ 0.

Once x ∉ λ_s(E), there exists (φ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ λ^′_w(E^∗) such that^∞ ∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| = ∞. Defining ψ = ∑_∞ j=1 φ_j · e_{mj} ∈ λ^′_w(E^∗), we have ∞∑ j=1 |ψ_j (z_j )| = ∞∑ j=1 |ψ_{mj} (z_{mj} )| = ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(a_mx_j)| = |a_m| · ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| = ∞, proving that z ∉ λ_s(E).

When λ = ℓ_φ, where φ is an Orlicz function, we write ℓ^π_φ(E) := λ_π(E) and ℓ^s_φ(E) := λ_s(E). Combining Example 3.2(c) with Theorem 3.7 we get the following.

Corollary 3.8. Let E be a Banach lattice and φ be an Orlicz function satisfying the Δ_2- condition and admitting a complementary function. Then ℓ^π_φ(E) \ ℓ^s_φ(E) is either empty or completely latticeable.

For λ = ℓ_p, 1 < p < ∞, we can go a bit further.

Corollary 3.9. Let E be a Banach lattice not isomorphic to an AL-space and 1 < p < ∞. Then ℓ^π_p (E) \ ℓ_p⟨E⟩ is completely latticeable.

Proof. Bearing Example 3.2(c) and Theorem 3.7 in mind, it is enough to check that ℓ_p⟨E⟩ ≠ ℓ^π_p (E). Since the inclusion operator i: ℓ_p⟨E⟩ → ℓ^π_p (E) is continuous, supposing ℓ_p⟨E⟩ = ℓ^π_p (E) we have by the Open Mapping Theorem that the two spaces are isomorphic. As mentioned earlier, ℓ_p⟨E⟩ is isomorphic to ℓ_p ^⊗_πE and ℓ^π_p (E) is (lattice) isomorphic to ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E, so the Banach spaces ℓ_p ^⊗_πE and ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E are isomorphic. From [16, Proposition 42] it follows that ℓ_p or E is isomorphic to an AL-space. This contradiction completes the proof.

Let us stress how we are going to regard ℓ_p ^⊗_πE as a linear subspace of ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E. It is clear that A: ℓ_p × E −→ ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E , A(t, y) = t ⊗ y, is a continuous bilinear operator. So, its linearization A_L : ℓ_p ^⊗_πE −→ ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E is a bounded linear operator such that A_L(t ⊗ x) = t ⊗ x for all t ∈ ℓ_p and x ∈ E. Both the isometric isomorphism S : ℓ_p ^⊗_πE−→ℓ_p⟨E⟩ from [17] and the lattice isometric isomorphism T : ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E−→ℓ^π_p (E) from [13] send (t_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊗ x to (t_j x)^∞_{j=1}. So, A_L and T^{−1} ∘ i ∘ S coincide on the elementary tensors t⊗x. The uniqueness of the linearization of a continuous bilinear operator gives that A_L = T^{−1} ∘ i ∘ S, from which it follows that A_L is injective. Therefore we can identify, as vector spaces, ℓ_p ^⊗_πE with the linear subspace A_L(ℓ_p ^⊗_πE) of ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E in such a way that A_L restricted to ℓ_p ⊗ E is the identity operator.

The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 3.10. Let u: E −→ F be a lattice isomorphism (Riesz homomorphism + Banach space isomorphism) between Banach lattices, let X be a subset of E and Y be a subset of F so that Y ⊂ u(X). If E \ X is completely latticeable then F \ Y is completely latticeable too.

Regarding ℓ_p ^⊗_πE as a linear subspace of ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E as above, we have:

Corollary 3.11. Let E be a Banach lattice not isomorphic to an AL-space and 1 < p < ∞. Then (ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E) \ (ℓ_p ^⊗_πE) is completely latticeable.

Proof. Let i, A_L, S and T be the operators of the paragraph before the lemma. Then T^{−1} : ℓ^π_p (E) −→ ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E is a lattice isometric isomorphism, ℓ_p⟨E⟩ is a subspace of ℓ^π_p (E), ℓ^π_p (E) \ ℓ_p⟨E⟩ is completely latticeable by Theorem 3.9 and A_L(ℓ_p ^⊗_πE) is the subspace of ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E we are identifying with ℓ_p ^⊗_πE. Since

A_L(ℓ_p ^⊗_πE) = (T^{−1} ∘ i ∘ S)(ℓ_p ^⊗_πE) = T^{−1}(S(ℓ_p ^⊗_πE)) = T^{−1}(ℓ_p⟨E⟩),

Lemma 3.10 gives the complete latticeability of (ℓ_p ^⊗_{|π|}E) \ A_L(ℓ_p ^⊗_πE).

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 O. Burkinshaw, Positive Operators, Academic Press, New York and London, 1985.

[3] C. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw, Locally Solid Riesz Spaces with Applications to Economics, 2 Ed., American Mathematical Society, 2003.

[4] 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.

[5] R. Aron, L. Bernal-González , D. Pellegrino and J. B. Seoane-Sepúlveda, Lineability: The Search for Linearity in Mathematics, CRC Press, Boca Raton, 2016.

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

[10] G. Botelho, R. Causey and K. V. Navoyan, Sequence spaces on Banach lattices, Contemp.

Math. 737 (2019).

[11] G. Botelho, D. Diniz, V. V. Fávaro, and D. Pellegrino, Spaceability in Banach and quasi- Banach sequence spaces, Linear Algebra Appl. 434 (2011), no. 5, 1255–1260.

[12] G. Botelho and J. L. P. Luiz, The positive polynomial Schur property in Banach lattices, arXiv:2003.11626v2, 2020.

[13] Q. Bu and G. Buskes, The Radon-Nikodym property for tensor products of Banach lattices, Positivity 10 (2006), 365–390.

[14] Q. Bu and G. Buskes, Schauder decompositions and the Fremlin projective tensor product of Banach lattices, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 355 (2009), 335–351.

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

Anal. Appl. 388 (2012), 845–862.

[16] Q. Bu, G. Buskes and A. G. Kusraev, Bilinear maps on products of vector lattices: a survey, Positivity, 97–126, Trends Math., Birkhäuser, Basel, 2007.

[17] Q. Bu and J. Diestel, Observations about the projective tensor product of Banach spaces, I.

l_p ^⊗X, 1 < p < ∞, Quaest. Math. 24 (2001), 519–533.

[18] Q. Bu and N. Wong, Some geometric properties inherited by the positive tensor products of atomic Banach lattices, Indag. Math. (N.S.) 23 (2012), 199–213.

[19] D. Carando, M. Mazzitelli, P. Sevilla-Peris, A note on the symmetry of sequence spaces, arXiv:1905.11621, 2019.

[20] 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.

[21] 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.

[22] 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.

[23] J. Cruickshank, J. Loane and R. A. Ryan, Positive polynomials on Riesz spaces, Positivity 21 (2017), no. 3, 885–895.

[24] J. Diestel, H. Jarchow and A. Tonge, Absolutely Summing Operators, Cambridge University Press, 1995.

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

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

[27] E. M. Galego, M. González and J. Pello, On subprojectivity and superprojectivity of Banach spaces, Results Math. 71 (2017), no. 3-4, 1191–1205.

[28] Y. Gordon and D. R. Lewis, Absolutely summing operators and local unconditional structures, Acta Math. 133 (1974), 27–48.

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

Amer. Math. Soc. 118 (1993), 463–468.

[30] P. Jiménez-Rodríguez, On sequences not enjoying Schur’s property, Open Math. 15 (2017), 233–237.

[31] W. B. Johnson and J. Lindenstrauss, Basic concepts in the geometry of Banach spaces, Handbook of the geometry of Banach spaces, Vol. I, 1–84, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 2001.

[32] P. K. Kamthan and M. Gupta, Sequence Spaces and Series, Lecture Notes in Pure and Applied Mathematics, 65. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1981.

[33] J. Lindenstrauss and L. Tzafriri, Classical Banach Spaces I: Sequence Spaces and II: Function Spaces, Springer, Berlin, 1996.

[34] J. Loane, Polynomials on Riesz spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 364 (2010), no. 1, 71–78. [35] R. R. Megginson, An Introduction to Banach Space Theory, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Springer, 1998.

[36] P. Meyer-Nieberg, Banach Lattices, Springer Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New York, 1991. [37] T. Oikhberg, A note on latticeability and algebrability, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 434 (2016), 523–537.

[38] T. Oikhberg, Large sublattices in subsets of Banach lattices, Arch. Math. (Basel) 109 (2017), no. 3, 245–253.

[39] F. Räbiger, Lower and upper 2-estimates for order bounded sequences and Dunford-Pettis operators between certain classes of Banach lattices, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1470, 159–170, 1991.

[40] P. Tradacete, Positive Schur properties in spaces of regular operators, Positivity 19 (2015), 305–315.

[41] W. Wnuk, A note on the positive Schur property, Glasgow Math. J. 31 (1989), 169–172. [42] W. Wnuk, Banach lattices with properties of the Schur type: a survey, Conf. Sem. Mat.

Univ. Bari 249 (1993), 1–25.

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

[44] 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