arXiv:2006.03430v1 [math.FA] 5 Jun 2020

On the representation of linear functionals on hyper-ideals of multilinear operators

Geraldo Botelho^∗ and Raquel Wood^†

Abstract A standard technique in infinite dimensional holomorphy, which produced several useful results, uses the Borel transform to represent linear functionals on certain spaces of multilinear operators between Banach spaces as multilinear operators. In this paper we develop a technique to represent linear functionals, as linear operators, on spaces of multilinear operators that are beyond the scope of the standard technique. Concrete applications to some well studied classes of multilinear operators, including the class of compact multilinear operators, and to one new class are provided. We can see, in particular, that sometimes our representations hold under conditions less restrictive than those of the related classical ones.

1 Introduction

The representation of linear functionals is a classical and very useful topic in Functional Analysis and Operator Theory, going back to the celebrated representation theorems due to F. Riesz. Starting with the representation of functionals on sequence spaces and function spaces we all learned at graduate school, the subject spread through all subareas of mathematical analysis. In Infinite Dimensional Holomorphy, the representation of linear functionals on spaces of multilinear operators, polynomials and holomorphic functions has been a valuable tool since the 1960’s with the seminal works of Gupta [21, 22], who introduced the use of the Borel transform in the area. Several results followed, for example Dwyer’s and Carando-Dimant’s representations of functionals on spaces of nuclear multilinear operators/polynomials [14, 8], Alencar’s representation of linear functionals on spaces of multilinear operators/polynomials that can be approximated by finite type operators [1] and Matos’ representation of functionals on spaces of (s; r_1, . . . , r_n)-nuclear multilinear operators [24]. The books [12, 13] by Dineen are excellent sources for results of this kind and their many applications. Recent developments, including applications to linear dynamics, can be found, e.g., in [2, 7, 15, 16, 17, 18, 27].

Let us give a brief description of the Borel transform technique. By E^∗ we denote the (topological) dual of the Banach space E. Given a subspace M(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) of the space

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

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 47H60, 47A67, 46G25, 47L22, 47B10. Keywords: Operator ideals, multilinear operators, Borel transform, hyper-ideals.

of n-linear operators from E_1 × · · · × E_n to F , where E_1, . . . , E_n, F are Banach spaces, endowed with a complete norm ‖·‖_M, the idea is to identify a subspace R(E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_n; F^∗) of the space of n-linear operators from E^∗_1 × · · · × E^∗_n to F^∗ and a complete norm ‖ · ‖_R on it such that the Borel transform

β_n : (M(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), ‖ · ‖_M)^∗ −→ (R(E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_n; F^∗), ‖ · ‖_R) β_n(ϕ)(x^∗_1, . . . , x^∗_n)(y) = ϕ(x^∗_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^∗_n ⊗ y), is an isometric isomorphism. By x^∗_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^∗_n ⊗ y we mean the n-linear operator given by

(x^∗_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^∗_n ⊗ y)(x_1, . . . , x_n) = x^∗_1(x_1) · · · x^∗_n(x_n)y.

Although very fruitful, this technique works only for spaces M(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) contained in the space of multilinear operators that can be approximated, in the usual operator norm, by operators of finite type (linear combinations of operators of the form x^∗_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x^∗_n ⊗ y). The purpose of this paper is to introduce a new technique, called the hyper-Borel transform, that produces representations of functionals on spaces of multilinear operators larger than the ones encompassed by the standard technique. In Section 2 we give the basics of the hyper-Borel transform and show how a representation of functionals on spaces of linear operators can be passed to a representation of functionals on composition hyper-ideals of multilinear operators. In Section 3 we apply the hyper-Borel transform to, as far as we know for the first time, represent functionals on the well studied classes of approximable, compact, hyper-nuclear and hyper-(s, r)-nuclear multilinear operators and to the new class of hyper-σ(p)-nuclear multilinear operators.

It is worth mentioning that the standard and the new techniques are mutually independent in the sense that each representation obtained using one of the techniques cannot be obtained using the other one. The reason is that, on the one hand, the Borel transform works precisely for Banach spaces of multilinear operators in which the operators of finite type are dense. On the other hand, we prove in Section 2 that the hyper-Borel transform works precisely for Banach spaces of multilinear operators in which the finite rank operators are dense – recall that a vector-valued function has finite rank if its range generates a finite dimensional subspace of the target space. Nevertheless, some of the representations we prove in Section 3 are closely related to classical representations. We point out that sometimes our representations hold under conditions less restrictive than those of the related classical ones.

Multi-ideals of multilinear operators, in the sense of [19, 20], contain the finite type operators, and this is the reason why the Borel transform technique is usually applied to represent functionals on multi-ideals. Hyper-ideals of multilinear operators, in the sense of [6, 32], contain the finite rank operators, and this is the reason why we shall apply the hyper-Borel transform to represent functionals on hyper-ideals.

By L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) we denote the Banach space of n-linear continuous operators from E_1 × · · · × E_n to F . In the linear case n = 1 e simply write L(E; F ) and the scalar-valued case where F is the scalar field K = R or C we write L(E_1, . . . , E_n). The closed unit ball of E is denoted by B_E . Given A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F we define A ⊗ y ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) by A ⊗ y(x_1, . . . , x_n) = A(x_1, . . . , x_n)y. Multilinear operators of finite rank are linear combinations of operators of this kind. For the theory of (spaces of) multilinear operators and some eventual non explained notation we refer to [13, 26]. Banach ideals of linear operators are taken in the sense of [10, 28].

2 The hyper-Borel transform

In this section, n ∈ N, E_1, . . . , E_n and F are Banach spaces.

Proposition 2.1. Let H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) be a linear subspace of L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) endowed with a complete norm ‖ · ‖_H, containing the n-linear operators of finite rank and such that ‖A ⊗ y‖_H ≤ ‖A‖ · ‖y‖ for all A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F. Then: (a) The map B_n : (H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), ‖ · ‖_H)^∗ −→ L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) , B_n(ϕ)(A)(y) = ϕ(A ⊗ y), is a well defined continuous linear operator and ‖B_n‖ ≤ 1.

(b) B_n is injective if and only if the subspace of finite rank operators is ‖ · ‖_H-dense in H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Proof. (a) Let us see that B_n is well defined. For A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F , A ⊗ y is a rank 1 operator, so it belongs to H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ϕ can be evaluated on it. It is plain that B_n(ϕ)(A) is linear and the inequality ‖A ⊗ y‖_H ≤ ‖A‖ · ‖y‖ shows that it belongs to F^∗. The linearity of B_n(ϕ) is also obvious and its continuity follows from ‖B_n(ϕ)(A)‖ = sup_{y∈BF} |B_n(ϕ)(A)(y)| = sup_{y∈BF} |ϕ(A ⊗ y)| ≤ sup_{y∈BF} ‖ϕ‖_H∗ · ‖A ⊗ y‖_H = ‖ϕ‖_H∗ · sup_{y∈BF} ‖A ⊗ y‖_H ≤ ‖ϕ‖_H∗ · sup_{y∈BF} ‖A‖ · ‖y‖ = ‖ϕ‖_H∗ · ‖A‖. Since the linearity of B_n is clear, the inequality above gives ‖B_n(ϕ)‖ ≤ ‖ϕ‖_H∗ , which proves the remaining statements of (a).

(b) Suppose that the finite rank operators are ‖ · ‖_H-dense in H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and let ϕ ∈ ker(B_n). Then ϕ (_k ∑ j=1 A_j ⊗ y_j ) = k∑ j=1 ϕ(A_j ⊗ y_j) = k∑ j=1 B_n(ϕ)(A_j)(y_j) = 0

for all A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F , meaning that ϕ vanishes in the dense subspace of finite rank operators. The continuity of ϕ implies that ϕ = 0.

Assume now that B_n is injective and let ϕ ∈ H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗ be a functional that vanishes in the finite rank operators. So,

B_n(ϕ)(A)(y) = ϕ(A ⊗ y) = 0

for all A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F , meaning that B_n(ϕ)(A) = 0 for every A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n). The injectivity of B_n gives ϕ = 0. This proves that the only functional that vanishes on the subspace of finite rank operators is the null functional. This is enough to conclude, by the Hahn-Banach Theorem, that this subspace is ‖ · ‖_H-dense in H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ).

In the linear case we have β_1 = B_1 =: B, which shall be referred to as the linear Borel transform.

Example 2.2. Let (H, ‖ · ‖_H) be a Banach hyper-ideal of multilinear operators. Then (H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), ‖·‖_H) satisfies the conditions of the proposition above for all n, E_1, . . . , E_n, F with ‖A ⊗ y‖_H = ‖A‖ · ‖y‖. To our purpose of representing linear functions on spaces of multilinear operators, the very first question is when B_n is an isomorphism into with respect to the usual operator norm. To settle this question we have to recall the class of hyper-nuclear operators [6]: an operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is hyper-nuclear if there are sequences (λ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_1, (B_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(L(E_1, . . . , E_n)) and (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(F ) such that, for all x_j ∈ E_j , j = 1, . . . , n, A(x_1, . . . , x_n) = ∞∑ j=1 λ_jB(x_1, . . . , x_n)y_j.

In this case we say that A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j is a hyper-nuclear representation of A. The

hyper-nuclear norm of A is defined as ‖A‖_{HN} = inf ∞∑ j=1 |λ_j| · ‖B_j‖ · ‖y_j‖ = inf ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_1 · ‖(B_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞ · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞,

where the infima run over all hyper-nuclear representations of A. The class (HN , ‖ · ‖_{HN} ) of hyper-nuclear multilinear operators is a Banach hyper-ideal.

In Theorem 3.4 we shall prove that, in the presence of the approximation property, [HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^∗ is isometrically isomorphic to L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) by means of the hyper-Borel transform B_n. For the moment we establish that the only class for which the hyper-Borel transform can be an isomorphism into with respect to the usual operator norm is the class of hyper-nuclear operators.

By E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n we denote the completed projective tensor product of E_1, . . . , E_n and by A_L the linearization of a multilinear operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), that is, A_L ∈ L(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ) and A_L(x_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ x_n) = A(x_1, . . . , x_n) for all x_j ∈ E_j , j = 1, . . . , n (see [31]).

Theorem 2.3. Let H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and B_n be as in Proposition 2.1 and suppose that ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_H. If B_n is an isomorphism into, then H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) = HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), B_n is onto L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) and the norms ‖ · ‖_H and ‖ · ‖_{HN} are equivalent.

The condition ‖·‖ ≤ ‖·‖_H is a very natural one, for example, multi-ideals, in particular hyper-ideals, enjoy it.

Proof. Given A ∈ HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ε > 0, let A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j be a hyper-nuclear

representation of A such that ∞∑ j=1 |λ_j | · ‖B_j ‖ · ‖y_j‖ ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖_{HN} .

For m ∈ N, set A_m :=^m ∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j ∈ H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Let m_0 ∈ N be such that ∞∑ j=k+1 |λ_j| · ‖B_j‖ · ‖y_j‖ < ε for every k ≥ m_0. So,

‖A_m − A_k‖_H = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ j=k+1 λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_H ≤ m∑ j=k+1 ‖λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j‖_H ≤ m∑ j=k+1 |λ_j | · ‖B_j ‖ · ‖y_j‖ < ε for m > k ≥ m_0, showing that (A_m)^∞_{m=1} is a Cauchy sequence in H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Let A_1 ∈ H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) be such that A_m −→ A_1 in H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Since ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_H we have that A_m −→ A_1 in L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). On the other hand, ‖A_m − A‖ = sup_{‖xj ‖≤1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=m+1 λ_jB_j (x_1, . . . , x_n)y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ sup_{‖xj ‖≤1} ∞∑ j=m+1 |λ_j| · ‖B_j‖ · ‖y_j‖ · ‖x_1‖ · · · ‖x_n‖

= ∞∑ j=m+1 |λ_j| · ‖B_j‖ · ‖y_j‖^{m→∞}−→ 0, showing that A_m −→ A in L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), hence A = A_1 ∈ H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Moreover,

‖A‖_H = ‖A_1‖_H = lim_m ‖A_m‖_H = lim_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ H ≤ lim_m m∑ j=1 |λ_j| · ‖B_j‖ · ‖y_j‖ = ∞∑ j=1 |λ_j| · ‖B_j ‖ · ‖y_j‖ ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖_{HN} . Making ε → 0 we get ‖A‖_H ≤ ‖A‖_{HN} . In particular, the inclusion i: HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) → H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is a bounded linear operator.

Now we start proving the reverse inclusion. The assumptions give that T : L(E_1, . . . , E_n) × F −→ HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) , T (B, y) = B ⊗ y, is a continuous bilinear operator. Consider the linearization T_L : L(E_1, . . . , E_n)^⊗_πF −→ HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) , T_L(B ⊗ y) = B ⊗ y, of T and the canonical isometric isomorphisms

V_1 : (L(E_1, . . . , E_n)^⊗_πF )^∗ −→ L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n), F ; K ) , V_1(φ)(B, y) = φ(B ⊗ y), and

V_2 : L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n), F ; K ) −→ L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) , V_2(ξ)(B)(y) = ξ(B, y),

(see [26, 31]) and note that (V_2 ∘ V_1)(φ)(B)(y) = φ(B ⊗ y). So,

V_2 ∘ V_1 ∘ T^∗_L ∘ i^∗ : H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗ −→ L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) is a bounded linear operator and, for all ϕ ∈ (H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ))^∗, B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F , (V_2 ∘ V_1 ∘ T^∗_L ∘ i^∗)(ϕ)(B)(y) = (V_2 ∘ V_1)((i ∘ T_L)^∗(ϕ))(B)(y) = (i ∘ T_L)^∗(ϕ)(B ⊗ y) = ϕ(i(T_L))(B ⊗ y) = ϕ(B ⊗ y) = B_n(ϕ)(B)(y). This shows that V_2 ∘ V_1 ∘ T^∗_L ∘ i^∗ = B_n is an isomorphism into by assumption, in particular it is injective. Since V_2 ∘V_1 is an isomorphism, we conclude that T^∗_L ∘i^∗ is injective. Calling ψ the restriction of the isomorphism (V_2 ∘ V_1)^{−1} to the range of B_n, we have that

ψ : B_n(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗) −→ (V_2 ∘ V_1)^{−1}(B_n(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗)

is an isomorphism as well. We know that B_n(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗) is a Banach space because B_n is an isomorphism into, so ψ(B_n(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗)) is a Banach space too, hence a closed subspace of (L(E_1, . . . , E_n)^⊗_πF )^∗. For every ϕ ∈ (H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ))^∗,

(T^∗_L ∘ i^∗)(ϕ) = (V_2 ∘ V_1)^{−1} ∘ B_n(ϕ) = ψ(B_n(ϕ)),

thus (i ∘ T_L)^∗(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗) = ψ(B_n(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗))

is a closed subspace of (L(E_1, . . . , E_n)^⊗_πF )^∗. Since (i ∘ T_L)^∗ is injective, it is an isomorphism into, therefore i ∘ T_L is surjective by [9, Theorem 2.1]. Therefore, i is surjective, proving that HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) = H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). We have already proved that i is continuous, so the Open Mapping Theorem provides the equivalence of the norms.

We just sketch the proof of the surjectivity of B_n. Given v ∈ L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗), call A_L : L(E_1, . . . , E_n)^⊗_πF −→ K the linearization of the continuous bilinear operator A: L(E_1, . . . , E_n) × F −→ K , A(B, y) = v(B)(y). Identifying the space of finite rank multilinear operators with L(E_1, . . . , E_n)⊗F in the obvious way, we can consider the restriction φ of A_L to L(E_1, . . . , E_n)⊗F ⊂ HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). It is easy to see that φ ∈ (L(E_1, . . . , E_n) ⊗ F, ‖ · ‖_{HN} )^∗. In the beginning of the proof we showed that the partial sums of a hyper-nuclear representation converge in the norm ‖ · ‖_{HN} to the hyper-nuclear operator, which gives that L(E_1, . . . , E_n) ⊗ F is dense in HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Let ~φ be (unique) bounded linear extension of φ to HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Then, for all B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F , B_n( ~φ)(B)(y) = ~φ(B ⊗ y) = φ(B ⊗ y) = A_L(B ⊗ y) = A(B, y) = v(B)(y), that is, B_n( ~φ) = v.

Now it is clear that, for any class H different from the hyper-nuclear operators, to represent linear functionals on H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) it is necessary to replace the usual norm on B_n(H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗) ⊆ L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) with some suitable norm. The obvious guess is to consider Banach operator ideal norms, but the following more general notion shall prove later to be more appropriate.

Definition 2.4. A left semi-operator ideal is a correspondence α that to each pair (E, F ) of Banach spaces assigns a linear subspace L_α(E; F^∗) of L(E; F^∗) endowed with a complete norm ‖ · ‖_α satisfying the left ideal property: if v ∈ L(E; F ) and u ∈ L_α(F ; G^∗), then u ∘ v ∈ L_α(E; G^∗) and ‖u ∘ v‖_α ≤ ‖u‖_α · ‖v‖. (1) The symbol L_α(E; F^∗) shall henceforth mean the Banach space (L_α(E; F^∗), ‖ · ‖_α).

Example 2.5. (a) Every Banach operator ideal is a left semi-operator ideal. (b) Let us see a left semi-operator ideal that is not an operator ideal and shall be useful later. Consider the following class introduced in [2] (see also [3]): for 1 ≤ p < ∞, an operator u ∈ L(E; F^∗) is quasi-τ(p)-summing, in symbols u ∈ Π_{qτ (p)}(E; F^∗), if there exists a constant C ≥ 0 such that (_m ∑ j=1 |u(x_j)|^p ) 1_p ≤ C · sup x^∗∈B_E∗ ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_m ∑ j=1 x^∗(x_j)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p , (2)

for all m ∈ N, x_j ∈ E, y_j ∈ F , j = 1, . . . , m. The infimum of such constants C is denoted by ‖u‖_{qτ (p)}. A routine computation shows that (Π_{qτ (p)}(E; F^∗), ‖ · ‖_{qτ (p)}) is a Banach space. Given v ∈ L(E; F ) and u ∈ Π_{qτ (p)}(F ; G^∗), let C be as in (2). For m ∈ N, x_j ∈ E, w_j ∈ G, j = 1, . . . , m, (_m ∑ j=1 |(T ∘ v)(x_j)(w_j)|^p ) 1_p ≤ C · sup y^∗∈B_F ∗ ,w^∗∈B_G∗ (_m ∑ j=1 |y^∗(v(x_j))w^∗(w_j)|^p ) 1_p

= C · ‖v‖ · sup y^∗∈B_F ∗ ,w^∗∈B_G∗ (_m ∑ j=1 | | | | ( y^∗ ∘ v ‖v‖ ) (x_j)w^∗(w_j) | | | | p) 1_p

≤ C · ‖v‖ · sup x^∗∈B_E∗ ,w^∗∈B_G∗ (_m ∑ j=1 |x^∗(x_j)w^∗(w_j)|^p ) 1_p , which shows that (u ∘ v) ∈ Π_{qτ (p)}(E; G^∗) and ‖u ∘ v‖_{qτ (p)} ≤ ‖u‖_{qτ (p)} · ‖v‖. (c) The class of weak^∗-sequentially compact operators u: E −→ F^∗ ((u(x_j))^∞_{j=1} admits a weak^∗ convergent subsequence in F^∗ for every bounded sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E) satisfies the left ideal property obviously. In the proof of [3, Proposition 3.3.2] it is proved that it does not satisfy the right ideal property.

For the problem of extending a left semi-operator ideal to a Banach operator ideal we refer to [3].

Using standard techniques from the theory of Banach operator ideals it is easy to prove the following lemma. This is where inequality (1) comes into play.

Lemma 2.6. Let α be a left semi-operator ideal and let v : E −→ F be an (isometric) isomorphism. Then, for every Banach space G, the composition operator

J_v : L_α(F ; G^∗) −→ L_α(E; G^∗) , J_v(T ) = T ∘ v,

is an (isometric) isomorphism as well.

Suppose that the linear Borel transform

B : (I(E, F ), ‖ · ‖_I )^∗ −→ L_α(E^∗; F^∗) , B(ϕ)(x^∗)(y) = ϕ(x^∗ ⊗ y), (3)

is an isometric isomorphism for some Banach spaces E and F , some normed class I(E, F ) of operators from E to F and some normed class L_α(E^∗; F^∗) of operators from E^∗ to F^∗. Next theorem shows how this linear representation can be used to represent linear functionals on composition ideals of multilinear operators, which go back to Pietsch [29]: Given a Banach operator ideal (I, ‖ · ‖_I ), a multilinear operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) belongs to I ∘ L if there are a Banach space G, and operators B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; G) and u ∈ I(G; F ) such that A = u ∘ B. In this case, ‖A‖_{I∘L} := inf{‖B‖ · ‖u‖_I : A = u ∘ B, u ∈ I}. It is well known that I ∘ L is a Banach hyper-ideal of multilinear operators [4, 29], hence I ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.1 for all Banach spaces E_1, . . . , E_n, F . By a geometric property of Banach spaces we mean a property that is invariant under isometric isomorphisms.

Theorem 2.7. Let (I, ‖ · ‖_I ) be a Banach operator ideal, α be a left semi-operator ideal and P_1 and P_2 be geometric properties of Banach spaces. The following are equivalent: (a) For all Banach spaces E and F such that E^∗ has P_1 and F has P_2, the linear Borel transform (3) is an isometric isomorphism.

(b) For every n ∈ N and all Banach spaces E_1, . . . , E_n and F such that L(E_1, . . . , E_n) has P_1 and F has P_2, the hyper-Borel transform B_n : (I ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), ‖ · ‖_{I∘L})^∗ −→ L_α(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) , B_n(ϕ)(A)(y) = ϕ(A ⊗ y), (4) is an isometric isomorphism.

(c) For some n ≥ 2 and all Banach spaces E_1, . . . , E_n and F such that L(E_1, . . . , E_n) has P_1 and F has P_2, the hyper-Borel transform (4) is an isometric isomorphism.

Proof. In this proof the components of I are endowed with the norm ‖ · ‖_I and the components of I ∘ L with ‖ · ‖_{I∘L}.

(a) =⇒ (b) Let n ∈ N and suppose that L(E_1, . . . , E_n) has P_1 and F has P_2. By [4, Propositions 3.2 and 3.7] we know that the linearization operator L: I ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) −→ I(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ) , L(A) = A_L, is an isometric isomorphism. Hence, the adjoint of its inverse

(L^{−1})^∗ : (I ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ))^∗ −→ I(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F )^∗

is also an isometric isomorphism. Since the linearization operator ℓ: L(E_1, . . . , E_n) −→ (E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗ is an isometric isomorphism [31], we have that: (i) (E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗ has P_1, so the linear Borel transform B : I(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F )^∗ −→ L_α((E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗; F^∗) is an isometric isomorphism by asumption; (ii) the composition operator

J_ℓ : L_α((E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗; F^∗) −→ L_α(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗)) , J_ℓ(u) = u ∘ ℓ, is an isometric isomorphism by Lemma 2.6. It is enough to prove that the diagram

I(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F )^∗ B // L_α((E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗; F^∗) J_ℓ � (I ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ))^∗ (L^{−1})^∗ TT

B_n // L_α(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗)

is commutative: for ϕ ∈ (I ∘ L)(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗, A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and y ∈ F , ( J_ℓ ∘ B ∘ (L^{−1})^∗ ) (ϕ)(A)(y) = ( (J_ℓ(B((L^{−1})^∗(ϕ))))(A) ) (y) = ( (B((L^{−1})^∗(ϕ)))(A_L) ) (y) = (L^{−1})^∗(ϕ)(A_L ⊗ y) = ϕ((L^{−1})(A_L ⊗ y)) = ϕ(A ⊗ y) = B_n(ϕ)(A)(y),

because L(A ⊗ y) = (A ⊗ y)_L = A_L ⊗ y.

(b) =⇒ (c) is obvious. Let us prove (c) =⇒ (a). Suppose that E^∗ has P_1 and F has P_2. A routine computation shows that the operator v : E^∗ −→ L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ) , v(x^∗)(x, λ_1, . . . , λ_{n−1}) = λ_1 · · · λ_{n−1}x^∗(x), is an isometric isomorphism, therefore L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ) has P_1 and the hyper Borel transform B_n : (I ∘ L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ; F ))^∗ −→ L_α(L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ); F^∗ ) is an isometric isomorphism by assumption. Furthermore, the composition operator J_v : L_α(L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ); F^∗ ) −→ L_α(E^∗; F^∗) , u → u ∘ v, is an isometric isomorphism by Lemma 2.6. The linearization operator ℓ: L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ) −→ (E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK )^∗ is an isometric isomorphism, so is the composition ℓ ∘ v : E^∗ −→ (E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK )^∗ . Let B_L : E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK −→ E be the linearization of the continuous multilinear operator B : E × K^{n−1} −→ E , B(x, λ_1, . . . , λ_{n−1}) = λ_1 · · · λ_{n−1}x. For x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and x ⊗ λ_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ λ_{n−1} ∈ E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK ,

B^∗_L(x^∗)(x ⊗ λ_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ λ_{n−1}) = x^∗(B(x, λ_1, . . . , λ_{n−1})) = λ_1 · · · λ_{n−1}x^∗(x) = v(x^∗)(x, λ_1, . . . , λ_{n−1}) = v(x^∗)_L(x ⊗ λ_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ λ_{n−1}) = (ℓ ∘ v)(x^∗)(x ⊗ λ_1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ λ_{n−1}). Since both B^∗_L and ℓ ∘ v are bounded linear operators and the finite sums of elementary tensors are dense in E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK , it follows that B^∗_L = ℓ∘v, from which we conclude that B_L is an isometric isomorphism. Since I is a Banach operator ideal, the composition operator J_{(BL)}−1 : I(E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK ; F ) −→ I(E; F ) , u → u ∘ (B_L)^{−1}, is an isometric isomorphism too. Calling on [4, Propositions 3.2 and 3.7] once again, the linearization operator L: I ∘ L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ; F ) −→ I(E ^⊗_πK ^⊗_π^{(n−1)}· · · ^⊗_πK ; F ) is an isometric isomorphism, so are J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L: I ∘ L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ; F ) −→ I(E; F ) and its adjoint (J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗ : I(E; F )^∗ −→ (I ∘ L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ; F ))^∗ . We just have to check that the diagram (I ∘ L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ; F ))^∗ B_n // L_α(L(E, K ,^{(n−1)}. . . , K ); F^∗ ) J_v � I(E; F )^∗ (J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗ TT

B // L_α(E_∗; F_∗)

is commutative. First note that given x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and y ∈ F ,

((v(x^∗)_L ⊗ y) ∘ (B_L)^{−1})(x) = (v(x^∗)_L ⊗ y)((B_L)^{−1}(x)) = v(x^∗)_L((B_L)^{−1}(x))y = v(x^∗)_L(x ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1)y = v(x^∗)(x, 1, . . . , 1)y = x^∗(x)y for every x ∈ E because B_L(x ⊗ 1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ 1) = B(x, 1, . . . , 1) = x. This proves that (v(x^∗)_L ⊗ y) ∘ (B_L)^{−1} = x^∗ ⊗ y. So, for ϕ ∈ I(E; F )^∗, x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and y ∈ F ,

(J_v ∘ B_n ∘ (J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗)(ϕ)(x^∗)(y) = (J_v(B_n((J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗(ϕ))))(x^∗)(y)

= ((B_n((J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗(ϕ))) ∘ v)(x^∗)(y) = B_n((J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗(ϕ))(v(x^∗))(y) = (J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)^∗(ϕ)(v(x^∗) ⊗ y) = ϕ((J_{(BL)}−1 ∘ L)(v(x^∗) ⊗ y)) = ϕ(J_{(BL)}−1 (L(v(x^∗) ⊗ y))) = ϕ(J_{(BL)}−1 ((v(x^∗) ⊗ y)_L)) = ϕ(J_{(BL)}−1 (v(x^∗)_L ⊗ y)) = ϕ((v(x^∗)_L ⊗ y) ∘ (B_L)^{−1}) = ϕ(x^∗ ⊗ y) = B(ϕ)(x^∗)(y).

3 Applications

In this section we give some concrete applications of Theorem 2.7.

To simplify the notation and the terminology, the symbol [I(E, F )]^{∗ B}= L_α(E^∗; F^∗) means that linear Borel transform B : (I(E, F ); ‖ · ‖_I )^∗ −→ L_α(E^∗; F^∗) is an isometric isomorphism; and the symbol [H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= L_α(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) means that the hyper-Borel transform B_n : (H(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), ‖ · ‖_H)^∗ −→ L_α(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) is an isometric isomorphism.

3.1 Approximable and compact operators

In this subsection, and only here, the spaces of multilinear operators are considered with the usual operator norm.

We shall use the following symbols:

• F = closed ideal of linear operators that can be approximated in the usual norm by finite rank operators;

• K = closed ideal of compact linear operators; • (J , ‖ · ‖_J ) = Banach ideal of integral linear operators;

• L_F = closed hyper-ideal of multilinear operators that can be approximated in the usual norm by finite rank operators;

• L_K = closed hyper-ideal of compact multilinear operators.

Our first application represents linear functionals on spaces of approximable multilinear operators as integral linear operators.

Theorem 3.1. [L_F (E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= J (L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) for all Banach spaces E_1, . . . , E_n and F .

Proof. The symbol E^∗ ^⊗_εF stands for the completed injective tensor product of E^∗ and F . By [10, 4.2(1)] we know that the operator T : E^∗ ^⊗_εF −→ F(E; F ) , T (x^∗ ⊗ y)(x) = x^∗(x)y, is an isometric isomorphism, so is its adjoint

T^∗ : F(E; F )^∗ −→ (E^∗ ^⊗_εF )^∗.

And [10, Proposition 10.1] gives that the operator

U : (E^∗ ^⊗_εF )^∗ −→ J (E^∗, F^∗) , U(ψ)(x^∗)(y) = ψ(x^∗ ⊗ y),

is also an isometric isomorphism. Let us see that B = U ∘ T^∗: for ϕ ∈ F(E, F )^∗, x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and y ∈ F ,

(U ∘ T^∗)(ϕ)(x^∗)(y) = U(T^∗(ϕ))(x^∗)(y) = T^∗(ϕ)(x^∗ ⊗ y) = ϕ(x^∗(x)y) = B(ϕ)(x^∗)(y).

This shows that [F(E; F )]^{∗ B}= J (E^∗, F^∗) for all Banach spaces E and F . Since J is a Banach operator ideal, by Theorem 2.7 we have [F∘L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= J (L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) for all E_1, . . . , E_n, F . The proof is complete because L_F = F ∘ L isometrically. The polynomial case of this equality can be found in [5, Theorem 2.2], the multilinear case is analogous.

Denote by L_f the closed ideal of multilinear operators that can be approximated in the usual norm by finite type operators and by L_J the Banach ideal of integral multilinear operators [31]. In [1] Alencar proves that L_f (E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗ = L_J (E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_n; F^∗) if E_1, . . . , E_n, F are refexive. Besided of representing linear functionals as linear operators rather than as multilinear operators, our representation in Theorem 3.1 works for all Banach spaces.

In the presence of the approximation property we can describe the linear functionals on spaces of compact multilinear operators as integral linear operators. We are not aware of any other representation theorem for linear functionals on spaces of compact multilinear operators.

Theorem 3.2. If L(E_1, . . . , E_n) or F^∗ has the approximation property, then

[L_K(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= J (L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗).

Proof. If E^∗ of F has the approximation property, then K(E; F ) = F(E; F ) [23, 1.e.4, 1.e.5]. The first part of the proof above shows that [K(E; F )]^{∗ B}= J (E^∗, F^∗) whenever E^∗ of F has the approximation property. Since J is a Banach operator ideal, by Theorem 2.7 we have [K ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= J (L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) if L(E_1, . . . , E_n) or F^∗ has the approximation property. The isometric equality L_K = K ∘ L is well known (see [30, Lemma 4.1] or [25, Proposition 3.4(a)]), so the proof is complete.

3.2 Hyper-nuclear and hyper-(s, r)-nuclear operators

As announced in Section 2, we shall prove in this section that [HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗]^{Bn}= L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗). To do so using Theorem 2.7, we have to check that L_{HN} is a composition hyper-ideal. We shall prove it in a much more general setting.

We use the convention 1/∞ = 0. Let s ∈ [1, ∞) and r ∈ [1, ∞] be such that 1 ≤^1_s +^1_r . According to [6], an n-linear operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is hyper-(s, r)-nuclear if there are sequences (λ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_s, (T_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_r (L(E_1, . . . , E_n)) and (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(F ) such that A(x_1, . . . , x_n) = ∞∑ j=1 λ_j T_j ⊗ y_j(x_1, . . . , x_n), (5)

for every (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ E_1 × · · · × E_n. The space of all these operators is denoted by HN_{s,r}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and its norm is defined by ‖A‖_{HN s,r} = inf{‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_s · ‖(T_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞}, where the infimum is taken over all hyper-(s, r)-nuclear representations of A as in (5).

Taking s = 1 and r = ∞ and recalling that ℓ^w_∞(E) = ℓ_∞(E), we recover the class of hyper-nuclear operators considered in Section 2, that is, HN = HN_{1,∞}.

In [6] it is proved that HN_{s,r} is a Banach hyper-ideal of multilinear operators. In the linear case n = 1 we denote the Banach operator ideal of (s, r)-nuclear linear operators simply by N_{s,r}. In the same fashion, the Banach ideal of nuclear operators N_{1,∞} is denoted by N .

Lemma 3.3. HN_{s,r} = N_{s,r}∘L isometrically and, in particular, HN = N ∘L isometrically.

Proof. Given Banach spaces E_1, . . . , E_n, F , an operator A ∈ N_{s,r} ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ε > 0, there are a Banach space G and operators B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; G) and u ∈ N_{s,r}(G; F ) such that A = u ∘ B. We can take sequences (λ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_s, (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(F ) and (w^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈

ℓ^w_r (G^∗) such that u =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jw^∗_j ⊗ y_j and ∞∑ j=1 ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_s · ‖(w^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞ ≤ (1 + ε)‖u‖_{Ns,r} . (6)

For any (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ E_1, × · · · × E_n, A(x_1, . . . , x_n) = ∞∑ j=1 λ_j(w^∗_j ∘ B) ⊗ y_j(x_1, . . . , x_n). It is clear that

B^∗ : G^∗ −→ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) , B^∗(w^∗)(x_1, . . . , x_n) = w^∗(B(x_1, . . . , x_n)),

is a bounded linear operator and ‖B^∗‖ = ‖B‖. Therefore, (w^∗_j ∘ B)^∞_{j=1} = (B^∗(w^∗_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_r (L(E_1, . . . , E_n)) and ‖(w^∗_j ∘ B)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} ≤ ‖B‖ · ‖(w^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} (see [10, p. 92]). It follows

that A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j (w^∗_j ∘ B) ⊗ y_j is a hyper-(s, r)-nuclear representation for A and

‖A‖_{HN s,r} ≤ ∞∑ j=1 ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_s · ‖B‖ · ‖(w^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞ ≤ ‖B‖ · (1 + ε)‖u‖_{Ns,r} . We have A ∈ HN_{s,r}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and, letting ε −→ 0, ‖A‖_{HN s,r} ≤ ‖B‖·‖u‖_{Ns,r} . Taking now the infimum over all such factorizations A = u ∘ B we conclude that ‖A‖_{HN s,r} ≤ ‖A‖_{Ns,r ∘L}. Conversely, given A ∈ HN_{s,r}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ε > 0, there are sequences (λ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈

ℓ_s, (B_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_r (L(E_1, . . . , E_n)) and (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(F ) such that A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j and ∞∑ j=1 ‖(λ_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_s · ‖(B_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞ ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖_{HN s,r} .

From

lim_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ A − m∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{HN s,r} = lim_m ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=m+1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{HN s,r} ≤ lim_m ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=m+1}‖_s · ‖(B_j )^∞_{j=m+1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=m+1}‖_∞

≤ ‖(B_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞ · lim_m ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=m+1}‖_s = 0,

we have that A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j in the norm ‖ · ‖_{HN s,r} . Since ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_{HN s,r} because

HN_{s,r} is a Banach hyper-ideal, the convergence also occurs in the usual operator norm on L(E_1, . . . , E_n). Since the correspondence B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) → B_L ∈ L(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ) is an isomorphism, hence linear and continuous, it follows that

A_L = (_∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j ) L = ∞∑ j=1 (λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j)_L = ∞∑ j=1 λ_j(B_j )_L ⊗ y_j (7) in L(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ). Applying now the isometric isomorphism B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n) → B_L ∈ (E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗ and calling on [10, p. 92] once again we get

((B_j)_L)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_r ((E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n)^∗) and ‖((B_j)_L)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} = ‖(B_j)_j ‖_{w,r}. This proves that (7) is an (s, r)-nuclear representation for A and ‖A_L‖_{Ns,r} ≤ ∞∑ j=1 ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_s · ‖((B_j)_L)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞

= ∞∑ j=1 ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_s · ‖(B_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,r} · ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_∞ ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖_{HN s,r} .

So, A_L ∈ N_{s,r}(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ) and, making ε −→ 0, ‖A_L‖_{Ns,r} ≤ ‖A‖_{HN s,r} . By [4, Propositions 3.2 and 3.7] we conclude that A ∈ N_{s,r} ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ‖A‖_{Ns,r∘L} ≤ ‖A‖_{HN s,r} . The announced representation of linear functionals on spaces of hyper-nuclear multilinear operators as bounded linear operators can be proved now. Theorem 3.4. If L(E_1, . . . , E_n) or F^∗ has the approximation property, then [HN (E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗). Proof. We believe it is known that [N (E; F )]^{∗ B}= L(E^∗, F^∗) if E^∗ or F has the approximation property. For the sake of completeness, we give a short reasoning. By [10, 5.6 Corollary 1, p. 65], the operator T : E^∗ ^⊗_πF −→ N (E; F ) , T (x^∗ ⊗ y)(x) = x^∗(x)y, is an isometric isomorphism, so is its adjoint T^∗ : N (E; F )^∗ −→ (E^∗ ^⊗_πF )^∗. It is well know that the operators U : (E^∗ ^⊗_πF )^∗ −→ L(E^∗, F ; K ) , U(ψ)(x^∗, y) = ψ(x^∗ ⊗ y), V : L(E^∗, F ; K ) −→ L(E^∗; F^∗) , V (A)(x^∗)(y) = A(x^∗, y), are isometric isomorphisms [31, 26] (actually U is the inverse of the linearization operator A → A_L). It is enough to show that B = V ∘ U ∘ T^∗. Indeed, for ϕ ∈ N (E, F )^∗, x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and y ∈ F ,

(V ∘ U ∘ T^∗)(ϕ)(x^∗)(y) = V (U(T^∗(ϕ)))(x^∗)(y) = U(T^∗(ϕ))(x^∗, y) = T^∗(ϕ)(x^∗ ⊗ y) = ϕ(T (x^∗ ⊗ y)) = B(ϕ)(x^∗)(y).

Theorem 2.7 gives [N ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= L(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) if L(E_1, . . . , E_n) or F^∗ has the approximation property and Lemma 3.3 finishes the proof.

Denote by L_N the Banach ideal of nuclear multilinear operators introduced by Gupta [22] (see also [1, 8, 24]). Improving previous results of Gupta [22] and Dwyer [14], Carando and Dimant [8] proved that L_N (E_1, . . . , E_n; F )^∗ = L(E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_n; F^∗) if E_1, . . . , E_n have the approximation property. Besides of representing linear functionals as linear operators rather than as multilinear operators, our representation in Theorem 3.4 holds for all E_1, . . . , E_n if F^∗ has the approximation property.

Now we represent linear functionals on spaces of hyper-(s, r)-nuclear multilinear operators as absolutely summing linear operators. For 1 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞, by Π_{q,p} we denote the Banach ideal of (q, p)-summing linear operators [11, Chapter 10], that is, operators that send weakly p-summable sequences to absolutely q-summable sequences. Theorem 3.5. Let 1 ≤ s, r < ∞ be such that 1 ≤^1_s +^1_r and suppose that L(E_1, . . . , E_n) has the bounded approximation property. Then

[HN_{s,r}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= Π_s∗_{,r}(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗)

for every Banach space F .

Proof. The linear case of [24, Theorem 4.1] asserts that [N_{s,r}(E; F )]^{∗ B}= Π_s∗_{,r}(E^∗, F^∗) whenever E^∗ has the bounded approximation property. Since Π_s∗_{,r} is a Banach operator ideal, just combine Theorem 2.7 with Lemma 3.3 to obtain the result.

3.3 Hyper-σ(p)-nuclear operators

The applications given thus far concern well studied classes of multilinear operators. In this section we give an application to a new class.

The Banach ideal L_{σ(p)} of σ(p)-nuclear multilinear operators was introduced in [2] as linear and multilinear generalizations of the ideal N_σ of σ-nuclear linear operators studied by Pietsch [28]. Its linear component, that is the ideal of σ(p)-nuclear linear operators, shall be denoted by N_{σ(p)}. In this fashion, N_σ = N_{σ(1)}. In this section we introduce and represent the linear functionals on a new multilinear generalization of N_{σ(p)}. Definition 3.6. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. We say that an n-linear operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is hiper-σ(p)-nuclear if there are sequences (λ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_p∗ , (B_j )^∞_{j=1} in L(E_1, . . . , E_n) and (y_j)^∞_{j=1} in F such that

(i) A(x_1, . . . , x_n) =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y_j for all x_j ∈ E_j, j = 1, . . . , n;

(ii) sup x_i∈B_{Ei} ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |B_j (x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p < ∞; (iii) lim_{m→∞} sup x_i∈B_{Ei} ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞ ∑ j=m |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p = 0.

In this case we say that A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j B_j ⊗ y_j is a hyper-σ(p)-representation of A, write

A ∈ HN_{σ(p)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and define ‖A‖_{HN σ(p)} = inf ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_p∗ · sup x_i∈B_{Ei} ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p , where the infimum is taken over all hyper-σ(p)-representation of A. Hölder’s inequality implies that ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_{HN σ(p)}.

Soon we will see that (HN_{σ(p)}, ‖ · ‖_{HN σ(p)} ) is a Banach hyper-ideal of multilinear operators. Hyper-σ(p)-nuclear linear operators coincide with the Banach ideal of σ(p)-nuclear linear operators from [2]. In this case we simply write N_{σ(p)}(E; F ) and ‖ · ‖_{σ(p)}.

Example 3.7. The class HN_{σ(p)} is neither very small nor very large because it lies between the class L_F of finite rank operators and its usual norm closure L_F . Every σ(p)-nuclear multilinear operator [2] is hyper-σ(p)-nuclear but the converse is not true: Let A be any multilinear operator of finite rank that cannot be approximated, in the usual norm, by multilinear operators of finite type. For example: A: ℓ_2 × ℓ_2 −→ K , A ( (x_j)^∞_{j=1}, (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ) = ∞∑ j=1 x_j y_j. Then, A is hyper-σ(p)-nuclear but is not σ(p)-nuclear because every σ(p)-nuclear multilinear operator can be approximated by finite type operators in the usual norm.

Lemma 3.8. If A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jA_j ⊗ y_j is a hyper-σ(p)-nuclear representation of A, then the

convergence occurs in the norm ‖ · ‖_{HN σ(p)} . So, the convergence also occurs in the usual

norm and, in particular, HN_{σ(p)} is a dense subspace of both L_F^{‖·‖HN σ(p)} and L_F^{‖·‖}.

Proof. The first assertion follows from lim_{m→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ A − m∑ j=1 λ_j A_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{HN σ(p)} = lim_{m→∞} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=m+1 λ_jA_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{HN σ(p)}

≤ lim_{m→∞} ‖(λ_j )^∞_{j=m+1}‖_{p∗} · sup x_i∈B_{Ei} ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞ ∑ j=m+1 |A_j (x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

≤ sup x_i∈B_{Ei} ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |A_j (x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p · lim_{m→∞} ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=m+1}‖_p∗ = 0

because (λ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_p∗ . The second assertion now follows from the inequality ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_{HN σ(p)}. Lemma 3.9. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, HN_{σ(p)} = N_{σ(p)} ∘ L isometrically. In particular, HN_{σ(p)} is a Banach hyper-ideal of multilinear operators.

Proof. Given A ∈ N_{σ(p)} ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ε > 0, there exist a Banach space G, B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; G), an operator u ∈ N_{σ(p)}(G; F ) and a σ(p)-nuclear representation ∞∑ j=1 λ_jw^∗_j ⊗ y_j of u such that A = u ∘ B and

‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_p∗ · sup w∈B_G,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |w^∗_j (w)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p < (1 + ε)‖u‖_{Nσ(p)} .

We omit the details that A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j(w^∗_j ∘ B) ⊗ y_j is a hyper-σ(p)-nuclear representation of

A and ‖A‖_{HN σ(p)} ≤ (1 + ε)‖B‖ · ‖u‖_{Nσ(p)} , from which it follows that A is hyper-σ(p)-nuclear and ‖A‖_{HN σ(p)} ≤ ‖A‖_{Nσ(p)∘L}.

Conversely, let A ∈ L_{HN σ(p)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ε > 0 be given and let A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗y_j be a hyper-σ(p)-nuclear representation of A such that

‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_p∗ · sup x_i∈B_E ,y^∗∈B_F ′ (_∞∑ j=1 |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p ≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖_{HN σ(p)}. (8)

According to Lemma 3.8, the convergence A =^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j occurs in the usual norm,

and since the correspondence B ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) → B_L ∈ L(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ) is an isometric isomoprhism, we have

A_L = (_∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j ) L = ∞∑ j=1 (λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j)_L = ∞∑ j=1 λ_j (B_j)_L ⊗ y_j,

in the norm of L(E_1 ^⊗_π · · · ^⊗_πE_n; F ). Let us prove that^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_j(B_j )_L ⊗ y_j is a σ(p)-nuclear

representation of A_L. For k > m, z ∈ B_{E1 ^⊗π ···^⊗π En} and y^∗ ∈ B_F ∗ , the duality (ℓ^{k−m+1}_p )^∗ = ℓ^{k−m+1} p^∗ and the Hahn-Banach Theorem provide scalars θm, . . . , θk such that ‖(θj ) k j=m‖_p∗ = 1 and (_k ∑ j=m |(B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p )_{1/p} = | | | | k∑ j=m θ_j (B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j) | | | | . It follows that (_k ∑ j=m |(B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p = | | | | y^∗ (_k ∑ j=m θ_j (B_j )_L(z)y_j )| | | | ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ j=m θ_j (B_j )_L(z)y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (_k ∑ j=m (B_j)_L ⊗ (θ_j y_j) ) (z) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ j=m (B_j )_L ⊗ (θ_j y_j) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ j=m θ_j (B_j )_L ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ (_k ∑ j=m θ_j B_j ⊗ y_j ) L

‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ j=m θ_j B_j ⊗ y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = sup_{‖ ~xi‖≤1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ j=m θ_jB_j ( ~x_1, . . . , ~x_n)y_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖

= sup_{‖ ~xi‖≤1} sup ‖~y^∗‖≤1 | | | | ~y^∗ (_k ∑ j=m θ_j B_j ( ~x_1, . . . , ~x_n)y_j )| | | = sup ‖ ~x_i‖≤1,‖~y^∗‖≤1 | | | | k∑ j=m θ_j B_j ( ~x_1, . . . , ~x_n) ~y^∗(y_j) | | | |

≤ sup ‖ ~x_i‖≤1,‖~y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=m |θ_j|^{p∗} ) 1_{p∗} · (_k ∑ j=m |B_j( ~x_1, . . . , ~x_n) ~y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

= sup ‖ ~x_i‖≤1,‖~y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=m |B_j( ~x_1, . . . , ~x_n) ~y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p . Taking the supremum over ‖z‖ ≤ 1 and ‖y^∗‖ ≤ 1 we get

sup ‖z‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=m |(B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p

)^1_p

≤ sup ‖x_i‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=m |B_j (x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p )^1_p

whenever k > m. Therefore, a usual interchange of suprema argument gives

sup ‖z‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_∞ ∑ j=1 |(B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p = sup_k sup ‖z‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=1 |(B_j )_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

≤ sup_k sup ‖x_i‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=1 |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

= sup ‖x_i‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_∞ ∑ j=1 |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p < ∞, and lim_m sup ‖z‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_∞ ∑ j=m |(B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p = lim_m sup_k sup ‖z‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=m |(B_j)_L(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

≤ lim_m sup_k sup ‖x_i‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_k ∑ j=m |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

= lim_m sup ‖x_i‖≤1,‖y^∗‖≤1 (_∞ ∑ j=m |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p = 0,

because^∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jB_j ⊗ y_j is a hyper-σ(p)-nuclear representation of A. This proves that ∞∑ j=1 λ_j(B_j )_L ⊗ y_j is a σ(p)-nuclear representation of A_L, hence A_L is a σ(p)-nuclear linear operator, and ‖A_L‖_{Nσ(p)} ≤ ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_p∗ · sup_{‖z‖≤1,y∗∈B} F ′ (_∞∑ j=1 |(B_L)_j(z)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

≤ ‖(λ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_p∗ · sup x_i∈B_E ,y^∗∈B_F ∗ (_∞∑ j=1 |B_j(x_1, . . . , x_n)y^∗(y_j)|^p ) 1_p

≤ (1 + ε)‖A‖_{HN σ(p)} for every ε > 0. Once again from [4, Propositions 3.2 and 3.7] it follows that A ∈ N_{σ(p)} ∘ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ‖A‖_{Nσ(p)∘L} = ‖A_L‖_{Nσ(p)} ≤ ‖A‖_{HN σ(p)}. Our last application represents linear functionals on spaces of hyper-σ(p)-nuclear multilinear operators as quasi-τ(p)-summing linear operators (cf. Example 2.5(b)). Theorem 3.10. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and suppose that L(E_1, . . . , E_n) has the bounded approximation property. Then

[HN_{σ(p)}(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )]^{∗ Bn}= Π_{qτ (p)}(L(E_1, . . . , E_n); F^∗) for every Banach space F .

Proof. The linear case of [2, Theorem 3.4] gives that [N_{σ(p)}(E; F )]^{∗ B}= Π_{qτ (p)}(E^∗, F^∗) whenever E^∗ has the bounded approximation property. Since Π_{qτ (p)} is a left semi-operator ideal (Example 2.5(b)), the result follows from Theorem 2.7 and Lemma 3.9.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Ariosvaldo M. Jatobá and Ewerton R. Torres for helpful conversations on the subject of this paper.

References

[1] R. Alencar, An application of Singer’s theorem to homogeneous polynomials, Banach spaces (Mérida, 1992), Contemp. Math., 144, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993, 1–8.

[2] G. Botelho, X. Mujica, Spaces of σ(p)-nuclear linear and multilinear operators on Banach spaces and their duals, Linear Algebra Appl. 519 (2017), 219–237.

[3] G. Botelho, X. Mujica, Ideal extensions of classes of linear operators, Studia Math. 247 (2019), no. 3, 285–297.

[4] G. Botelho, D. Pellegrino, P. Rueda, On composition ideals of multilinear mappings and homogeneous polynomials, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 43 (2007), no. 4, 1139–1155.

[5] G. Botelho, L. Polac, A polynomial Hutton theorem with applications, J. Math. Anal. Appl.

415 (2014), no. 1, 294–301.

[6] G. Botelho, E. R. Torres, Hyper-ideals of multilinear operators, Linear Algebra Appl. 482 (2015), 1–20.

[7] C. Boyd, A. Brown, Duality in spaces of polynomials of degree at most n, J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 429 (2015), 1271–1290.

[8] D. Carando, V. Dimant, Duality in spaces of nuclear and integral polynomials, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 241 (2000), 107–121.

[9] N. L. Carothers, A Short Course on Banach Space Theory, London Mathematical Society Student Texts 64, Cambridge University Press, 2005.

[10] A. Defant, K. Floret, Tensor Norms and Operator Ideals, North-Holland, 1992. [11] J. Diestel, H. Jarchow and A. Tonge, Absolutely Summing Operators, Cambridge University Press, 1995.

[12] S. Dineen, Complex Analysis in Locally Convex Spaces, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1981. [13] S. Dineen, Complex Analysis on Infinite Dimensional Spaces, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, London, 1999.

[14] T. A. W. Dwyer., III, Convolution equations for vector-valued entire functions of nuclear bounded type, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 217 (1976), 105–119.

[15] V. V. Fávaro, A. M. Jatobá, Hypercyclicity, existence and approximation results for convolution operators on spaces of entire functions, Bull. Belg. Math. Soc. Simon Stevin 26 (2019), no. 5, 699–723.

[16] V. V. Fávaro, J. Mujica, Hypercyclic convolution operators on spaces of entire functions, J.

Operator Theory 76 (2016), 141–158.

[17] V. V. Fávaro, J. Mujica, Convolution operators on spaces of entire functions, Math. Nachr.

291 (2018) 41–54.

[18] V. V. Fávaro, D. Pellegrino, Duality results in Banach and quasi-Banach spaces of homogeneous polynomials and applications, Studia Math. 240 (2018), no. 2, 123–145.

[19] K. Floret, D. García, On ideals of polynomials and multilinear mappings between Banach spaces, Arch. Math. (Basel) 81 (2003), no. 3, 300–308.

[20] K. Floret, S. Hunfeld, Ultrastability of ideals of homogeneous polynomials and multilinear mappings on Banach spaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 130 (2002), n. 5, 1425–1435.

[21] C. P. Gupta, Convolution operators and holomorphic mappings on a Banach space, Séminaire d’Analyse Moderne, No. 2, Dept. Math., Université de Sherbrooke, Québec, 1969.

[22] C. P. Gupta, On the Malgrange theorem for nuclearly entire functions of bounded type on a Banach space, Nederl. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. Ser. A73 = Indag. Math. 32 (1970), 356–358.

[23] J. Lindenstrauss and L. Tzafriri, Classical Banach Spaces II: Function Spaces, Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[24] M. C. Matos, On multilinear mappings of nuclear type, Rev. Mat. Univ. Complut. Madrid 6 (1993), no. 1, 61–81.

[25] J. Mujica, Linearization of bounded holomorphic mappings on Banach spaces, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 324 (1991), 867–887.

[26] J. Mujica, Complex Analysis in Banach Spaces, Dover Publ., 2010. [27] S. Muro, D. Pinasco and M. Savransky, Strongly mixing convolution operators on Fréchet spaces of holomorphic functions, Integral Equations Operator Theory 80 (2014), no. 4, 453–468.

[28] A. Pietsch, Operator Ideals, North-Holland, 1980.

[29] A. Pietsch, Ideals of multilinear functionals, In: Proceedings of the second international conference on operator algebras, ideals, and their applications in theoretical physics (Leipzig, 1983). v. 67, 185–199, 1983.

[30] R. A. Ryan, Applications of topological tensor products to infinite dimensional holomorphy, Thesis–Trinity College Dublin, 1980.

[31] R. A. Ryan, Introduction to Tensor Products of Banach Spaces, Springer, 2002. [32] T. Velanga, Ideals of polynomials between Banach spaces revisited, Linear Multilinear Algebra 66 (2018), no. 11, 2328–2348.

Faculdade de Matemática Instituto de Matemática e Estatística Universidade Federal de Uberlândia Universidade de São Paulo 38.400-902 – Uberlândia – Brazil 05.508-090 – São Paulo – Brazil e-mail: botelho@ufu.br e-mail: raquelwood@ime.usp.br