arXiv:2010.01350v1 [math.FA] 3 Oct 2020

Duality theory for generalized summing linear operators

Geraldo Botelho^∗ and Jamilson R. Campos

Abstract

Generalizing classical results of the theory of absolutely summing operators, in this paper we characterize the duals of a quite large class of Banach operator ideals defined or characterized by the transformation of vector-valued sequences.

1 Introduction and background

In the theory of operator ideals, classes of operators that are defined or characterized by the transformation of vector-valued sequences play a major role. The main reason is the striking success of the ideal of absolutely summing operators, which goes back to the works of Grothendieck [16]. A large amount of research has been devoted to this kind of operator ideals, we refer the reader to the classical monographs [14, 15, 20] and for recent developments we refer to [1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 21].

In [9] we provided an unifying approach to this type of Banach operator ideals. The main tool is the notion of sequence classes, which encompasses the most used classes used in the theory, such as p-summable, weakly p-summable, almost inconditionally summable sequences, and many others (cf. Example 1.1). This approach recovers several well studied ideals and gives rise to new classes, see, e.g., [10, 19]. The range of applications of this quite general framework has been recently expanded in the linear and nonlinear settings, see, e.g, [11, 17, 18].

A central issue in the theory of operator ideals is the duality theory: knowing the description of the operators belonging to a given operator ideal I, can one describe the operators whose adjoints belong to I and the adjoints of the operators belonging to I? Cornerstones in this line of investigation are Schauder’s Theorem for compact operators, Gantmacher’s Theorem for weakly compact operators and the contributions of J. S. Cohen [13] and H. Apiola [4], who answered the questions above for the ideals of absolutely psumming and absolutely (p, q)-summing operators.

Our aim in this paper is to start the duality theory for the operator ideals defined or characterized by the transformation of vector-valued sequences within the framework of sequence classes introduced in [9]. In Section 2 we define the dual X^{dual} of a sequence class X and prove when X^{dual}(E^′) = X(E)^′. Given sequence classes X and Y , in Section

∗Supported by CNPq Grant 304262/2018-8 and Fapemig Grant PPM-00450-17. 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 47B10, 47L20, 46B45, 47B37, 46B10. Keywords: Banach operator ideals, summing operators, vector-valued sequence spaces.

3 we investigate the following implications: an operator is (X; Y )-summing if and only if its adjoint is (Y^{dual}; X^{dual})-summing; the adjoint of an operator is (X; Y )-summing if and only if the operator is (Y^{dual}; X^{dual})-summing.

The letters E and F shall denote Banach spaces over K = R or C . The closed unit ball of E is denoted by B_E and its topological dual by E^′. The symbol E^1→ F means that E is a linear subspace of F and ‖x‖_F ≤ ‖x‖_E for every x ∈ E. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, the number p^∗ is the conjugated index of p, that is, 1 = 1/p + 1/p^∗. The symbol x · e_j indicates the sequence (0, . . . , 0, x, 0, 0, . . .), where x appears at the j-th coordinate.

By L(E; F ) we denote the Banach space of continuous linear operators T : E −→ F endowed with the usual sup norm. By ^T we mean the induced operator

^T : E^N −→ F^N , ^T ((x_j )^∞_{j=1}) = (T (x_j))^∞_{j=1}.

Restrictions of ^T to subspaces of E^N are still denoted by ^T .

According to [9], a sequence class is a rule X that assigns to each Banach space E a Banach space X(E) of E-valued sequences, that is X(E) is a vector subspace of E^N with the coordinatewise operations, such that:

(i) c_{00}(E) ⊆ X(E)^1→ ℓ_∞(E) for every Banach space E. (ii) ‖x · e_j ‖_{X(E)} = ‖x‖_E for all E, x ∈ E and j ∈ N.

The sequence class environment is an abstract tool designed to deal with classes of linear operators that improve the summability of sequences/the convergence of series: for sequence classes X and Y , a linear operator T ∈ L(E; F ) is called (X; Y )-summing if (T (x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (F ) whenever (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E). In this case we write T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ) and define ‖T ‖_{X;Y} := ‖ ^T : X(E) −→ Y (F )‖_{L(X(E);Y (F ))}. Conditions under which (L_{X;Y} , ‖ · ‖_{X;Y} ) is a Banach operator ideal are established in [9].

We say that a sequence class X is:

• linearly stable if L_{X;X} (E; F ) = L(E; F ) isometrically for all Banach spaces E and F . • finitely determined if for every sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N , we have (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) if and only if sup_k ‖ (x_j )^k_{j=1} ‖ X(E) < +∞ and, in this case, ‖ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E)} = sup k ‖ ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E)} . • finitely dominated if one of the following conditions hold:

(I) There exists a finitely determined sequence class Y such that, for every Banach space E, X(E) is a closed subspace of Y (E) and, for every sequence (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (E), (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) if and only if lim_k ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=k}‖_{Y (E)} = 0. In this case we write X < Y .

(II) There exists a finitely determined sequence class Y such that, for every Banach space E, X(E) is a closed subspace of Y (E) and, for every sequence (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (E), (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) if and only if lim_{k,l} ‖(x_j )^l_{j=k}‖_{Y (E)} = 0. In this case we write X ≺ Y .

For the benefit of the reader, we list the most commonly used sequence classes.

Example 1.1. Letting X(E) be any of the spaces listed below, the rule E → X(E) is a linearly stable sequence class:

• ℓ_∞(E) = bounded E-valued sequences with the sup norm. • c_0(E) = norm null E-valued sequences with the sup norm. • c^w_0 (E) = weakly null E-valued sequences with the sup norm. • ℓ_p(E) = absolutely p-summable E-valued sequences with the usual norm ‖ · ‖_p. • ℓ^w_p (E) = weakly p-summable E-valued sequences with the norm

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{w,p} = sup_{φ∈B} E′ ‖(φ(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_p.

• ℓ^u_p (E) = { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_p (E) : lim_k ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=k}‖_{w,p} = 0 } with the norm inherited from ℓ^w_p (E) (unconditionally p-summable sequences, see [14, 8.2]).

• Rad(E) = almost unconditionally summable E-valued sequences, in the sense of [15,

Chapter 12], with the norm ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Rad(E)} =

∫_1 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ j=1 r_j(t)x_j ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 dt 1/2 , where (r_j)^∞_{j=1}

are the Rademacher functions. • RAD(E) = { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{RAD(E)} := sup_k ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{Rad(E)} < +∞ } [7, 8]. • ℓ_p⟨E⟩ = (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{ℓp⟨E⟩} := sup_{(φj )∞} j=1∈B_ℓw_{p∗ (E}′_) ‖(φ_j(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_1 < +∞

(Cohen

strongly p-summable sequences, see, e.g., [13]).

• ℓ^{mid}_p (E) =

(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{mid,p} := sup_{(φn)∞} n=1∈B_ℓw_{p (E}′_) (_∞ ∑ n=1 ∞∑ j=1 |φ_n(x_j )|^p )_{1/p} < +∞ (mid p-summable sequences, see, e.g., [10]).

The sequence classes ℓ_∞(·), ℓ_p(·), ℓ^w_p (·), ℓ_p⟨ · ⟩, ℓ^{mid}_p (·) and RAD(·) are finitely determined, and the sequences classes ℓ^u_p (·) and Rad(·) are finitely dominated because ℓ^u_p (·) < ℓ^w_p (·) and Rad(·) ≺ RAD(·).

2 The dual of a sequence class

Some preparation is needed to define the dual of a sequence class.

Definition 2.1. A sequence class X is spherically complete if (λ_jx_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and ‖(λ_j x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} whenever (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and (λ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ K^N , with |λ_j| = 1 for every j.

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a spherically complete sequence class and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N . Then the following sentences are equivalent: (a) The series ∑_∞ j=1 φ_j(x_j ) converges for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^′).

(b) The series ∑_∞ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| converges for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^′).

In this case, sup (φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) | | | | ∞∑ j=1 φ_j(x_j ) | | | | = sup

(φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )|.

Proof. The implication (b) ⇒ (a) and the corresponding inequality are immediate. Let us prove (a) ⇒ (b). Let (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} be the sequence defined by

ψ_j = { φ_j, if φ_j(x_j ) ≥ 0 −φ_j , if φ_j (x_j) < 0,

in the real case, and ψ_j = φ_je^{−iθj} in the complex case, where θ_j is the principal argument of φ_j (x_j ). In both cases, as X is spherically complete, (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^′) and (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ B_{X(E}′_) if (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ B_{X(E}′_). So,_∞ ∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| = ∞∑ j=1 ψ_j (x_j )

and we obtain (b). Moreover, sup (φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| = sup

(ψ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 ψ_j (x_j ) ≤ sup

(ψ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) | | | | ∞∑ j=1 ψ_j (x_j ) | | | | .

Now we are ready to define the dual of a sequence class.

Definition 2.3. The dual of a sequence class X is a rule that assigns to each Banach space E the following space of E-valued sequences:

X^{dual}(E) = { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E : ∞∑ j=1 φ_j(x_j ) converges for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} in X(E^′) } .

We proceed to investigate under what conditions X^{dual} a sequence class. It is immediate that X^{dual}(E) is a linear space of E-valued sequences with the usual coordinatewise operations and that c_{00}(E) ⊆ X^{dual}(E) for every E.

Proposition 2.4. If X is a spherically complete sequence class, then the expression

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)} := sup_{(φj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )|

defines a complete norm on X^{dual}(E) and

X^{dual}(E)^1→ ℓ_∞(E) for every Banach space E. (1)

Proof. Given (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E), as X is spherically complete, thanks to Lemma 2.2 the series in the definition of X^{dual}(E) can replaced with the series ∑_∞ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )|. A standard closed graph argument gives the continuity of the operator

T_{(xj )}∞_{j=1} : X(E^′) −→ ℓ_1 , T_{(xj )}∞_{j=1} ((φ_j)^∞_{j=1}) = (φ_j(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}.

Thus, the supremum in the definition of the dual norm is finite and the norm axioms follow easily. Since c_{00}(E^′) ⊆ X(E^′) and ‖φ‖ = ‖φ · e_j ‖_{X(E}′_) for all φ ∈ E^′ and j ∈ N, ‖x_j ‖ = sup_{φ∈B} E′ |φ(x_j)| ≤ sup (φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| = ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)},

therefore X^{dual}(E)^1→ ℓ_∞(E). The completeness of X^{dual}(E) follows by a straightforward argument using the completeness of E and the fact, guaranteed by (1), that convergence in X^{dual}(E) implies coordinatewise convergence.

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a spherically complete sequence class. Then: (a) X^{dual} is a finitely determined and spherically complete sequence class. (b) If X is linearly stable, then so is X^{dual}.

Proof. (a) Let j ∈ N, x ∈ E and φ ∈ E^′ be given. As x · e_j ∈ X^{dual}(E) and φ · e_j ∈ X(E^′), writing (x_k)^∞_{k=1} = x · e_j and (φ_k)^∞_{k=1} = φ · e_j , we have x_j = x, φ_j = φ and x_k = 0 and φ_k = 0 for k ≠ j. Thus ‖x‖ = sup_{φ∈B} E′ |φ(x)| ≤ sup (φ_k)^∞_{k=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ k=1 |φ_k(x_k)| = ‖(x_k)^∞_{k=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)} = ‖x · e_j ‖_Xdual_{(E)}.

On the other hand,

‖x · e_j‖_Xdual_{(E)} = ‖(x_k)^∞_{k=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)} = sup_{(φk)∞} k=1∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ k=1 |φ_k(x_k)|

≤ sup

(φ_k )^∞_{k=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ k=1 ‖φ_k‖ · ‖x_k‖ = sup (φ_k)^∞_{k=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ‖φ_j ‖ · ‖x‖ = ‖x‖, proving that ‖x · e_j‖_Xdual_{(E)} = ‖x‖_E . This was all that was left to prove that X^{dual} is a sequence class. For a sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=}′ ∈ E^N ,

sup_k ‖(x_j)^k_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)} = sup_k sup_{(φj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E}′_) k∑ j=1 |φ_j (x_j )|

= sup

(φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_)

sup_k k∑ j=1 |φ_j (x_j )| = ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)},

from which it follows that X^{dual} is finitely determined.

Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E), (λ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ K^N with |λ_j| = 1 for every j ∈ N, and (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^′) be given. Since (λ_jφ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^′), ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(λ_j x_j )| = ∞∑ j=1 |(λ_jφ_j)(x_j )| < ∞, what gives us that (λ_jx_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E). And since ‖(λ_jφ_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′_) = ‖(φ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′_),

‖(λ_j x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)} = sup_{(φj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E}′_) n∑ j=1 |φ_j(λ_j x_j )|

= sup

(φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) n∑ j=1 |(λ_jφ_j )(x_j )| = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)}.

So, X^{dual} is spherically complete.

(b) Let T ∈ L(E; F ) and (φ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(F^′) be given. By the linear stability of X we have

(T^′(φ_j ))^∞_{j=1} = (φ_j ∘ T )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^′) and ‖ ‖ ‖ ^T^′((φj)^∞_{j=1}) ‖ ‖ ‖_{X(E′)} = ‖ ‖ ‖(T^′(φj))^∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖ ‖_{X(E′)} ≤ ‖T^′‖ · ‖(φj)^∞_{j=1}‖X(F ′), what gives ‖(φ_j ∘ T )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′_) ≤ ‖T ‖ · ‖(φ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(F} ′_). So, for every (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E), ‖ ‖ ‖ ^T ((xj )^∞_{j=1}) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xdual(F )} = ‖ ‖ ‖(T (xj ))^∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖ ‖_{Xdual(F )} = sup

(φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(F} ′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(T (x_j ))|

= ‖T ‖ · sup (φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(F} ′_) ∞∑ j=1 | | | ( φ_j ∘ T ‖T ‖ ) (x_j ) | | | ≤ ‖T ‖ · sup (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |ψ_j (x_j)| = ‖T ‖ · ‖ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{Xdual(E)} .

Now the equality ‖ ‖ ‖ ^T ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖T ‖ follows easily.

Example 2.6. We give some examples of sequence classes that fit in this framework and

some of its duals. We shall return to some of these examples later.

The notation ℓ_p(·)^{dual}(·) is quite cumbersome, so we shall write ℓ^{dual}_p (·) instead. Accord-

ingly, we write (ℓ^w_p )^{dual}(·), (ℓ^u_p )^{dual}(·) and so on.

(a) All sequence classes in Example 1.1, but Rad(·) and RAD(·), are spherically complete.

(b) For any Banach space E and 1 ≤ p < ∞,

ℓ^{dual}_p (E) = { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in E : ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j (x_j)| < ∞ for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_p(E^′) } . To avoid unnecessary computations, we wait until Example 2.11 to establish that, as ex-

pected, ℓ^{dual}_p (·) = ℓ_p∗ (·).

(c) Again as expected, let us check that ℓ^{dual}_1 (·) = ℓ_∞(·). Given a Banach space E,

(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^{dual}_1 (E), k ∈ N and φ ∈ B_E′ , it is clear that the sequence φ · e_k =: ( ~φ_j)^∞_{j=1}

belongs to B_{ℓ1(E}′_). So, ‖x_k‖ = sup_{φ∈B} E′ |φ(x_k)| = sup_{φ∈B} E′ ∞∑ j=1 | ~φ_j (x_j)| ≤ sup

(φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{ℓ1(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_ℓdual_{1 (E)}.

Thus (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(E) and the underlying norm inequality follows. The reverse inclusion/norm inequality is clear.

(d) Let us check that, unexpectedly, ℓ^{dual}_∞ (·) = ℓ_1(·). Given a Banach space E and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^{dual}_∞ (E), we have ∑_∞ j=1 φ_j (x_j ) convergent for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(E^′). For each j ∈ N, take φ_j ∈ E^′ such that φ_j(x_j ) = ‖x_j ‖ and ‖φ_j‖ = 1. Then (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(E^′), so ∞∑ j=1 ‖x_j ‖ = ∞∑ j=1 φ_j (x_j ) < ∞, proving that (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_1(E). Conversely, if (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_1(E), then for every (φ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(E^′), ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(x_j )| ≤ ∞∑ j=1 ‖φ_j‖ · ‖x_j ‖ ≤ ( sup_k ‖φ_k‖ ) · ∞∑ j=1 ‖x_j ‖ = ‖(φ_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{ℓ∞(E}′_) · ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{ℓ1(E)} < ∞.

This proves that ∑_∞ j=1 φ_j(x_j ) converges for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_∞(E^′), that is, (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^{dual}_∞ (E). The norm equality ‖ · ‖_ℓdual_{∞ (E)} = ‖ · ‖_{ℓ1(E)} is immediate. (e) It follows immediately from the respective definitions that (ℓ^w_p )^{dual}(·) = ℓ_p∗ ⟨·⟩. (f) Our dual procedure gives new sequence classes. For instance, we can define the (finitely determined, spherically complete and linearly stable) sequence class ℓ^{mid}_p ⟨·⟩ by

ℓ^{mid}_p ⟨E⟩ := (ℓ^{mid}_p )^{dual}(E) = { (x_j)^∞_{j=1} in E : ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j (x_j)| < ∞ for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} in ℓ^{mid}_p (E^′) } .

It is not difficult to prove that ℓ_p⟨E⟩^1→ ℓ^{mid}_p ⟨E⟩^1→ ℓ_p(E) for any Banach space E and every 1 < p < ∞. We know that ℓ_1⟨E⟩ = ℓ_1(E) and therefore ℓ_1⟨E⟩ = ℓ^{mid}_1 ⟨E⟩ = ℓ_1(E).

Our next aim is to prove the duality X^{dual}(E^′) = X(E)^′. Some preparatory work in order.

Definition 2.7. A sequence class X is said to be finitely injective if ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(i(x_j ))^k_{j=1}‖_{X(F )} (2) whenever i: E −→ F is a metric injection, k ∈ N and x_1, . . . , x_k ∈ E.

It is clear that if X is also linearly stable, then we have an equality in (2). Example 2.8. The sequence classes c_0(·), ℓ_∞(·), ℓ_p(·), ℓ^u_p (·) and ℓ^w_p (·) are finitely injective.

The following elementary lemma will be helpful soon.

Lemma 2.9. Let J : A −→ B and I : B −→ A be maps between linear spaces such that J is linear and injective and I|_{J(A)} = J^{−1}. Then J is surjective if and only if I is injective.

Theorem 2.10. Let E be a Banach space and X be a linearly stable, finitely dominated

and spherically complete sequence class. Then

(a) The map

J : X^{dual}(E^′) −→ X(E)^′ , J ( (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ) ( (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ) = ∞∑ j=1 φ_j(x_j ), (3)

is a well defined, injective continuous linear operator.

Suppose that, in addition, X is finitely injective. Then:

(b) J is an isometric isomorphism from X^{dual}(E^′) onto a complemented subspace of X(E)^′.

(c) J is an isometric isomorphism from X^{dual}(E^′) onto X(E)^′ if and only if c_{00}(E) is dense

in X(E).

Proof. (a) Given (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E^′), the series ∑_∞ j=1 ψ_j (φ_j ) converges for every (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈

X(E^{′′}). As X is linearly stable, considering the canonical embedding J_E : E −→ E^{′′}, for

any (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) we have (J_E(x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}) and, in particular, ∞∑ j=1 φ_j (x_j) = ∞∑ j=1 J_E (x_j )(φ_j) converges.

So, the operator J ( (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ) is well-defined, and its linearity is obvious. Calling on the

linear stability of X once again, we have | | | | | n∑ j=1 φ_j(x_j ) | | | | | = ‖ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E)} · n∑ j=1 | | | | | φ_j ( x_j ‖ ‖(x_j )∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E)} )| | | | ≤ ‖(x_j )^∞_{i=1}‖_{X(E)} · sup_{(yj )∞} i=1∈B_{X(E)} n∑ j=1 |φ_j(y_j)|

= ‖(x_j )^∞_{i=1}‖_{X(E)} · sup_{(yj )∞} i=1∈B_{X(E)} n∑ j=1 |J_E(y_j)(φ_j )|

≤ ‖(x_j )^∞_{i=1}‖_{X(E)} · sup

(ψ_j )^∞_{i=1}∈B_{X(E}′′_) n∑ j=1 |ψ_j (φ_j )| = ‖ (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ‖ X(E) · ‖ (φ_j)^n_{j=1} ‖ X^{dual}(E^′)

for all n ∈ N and 0 ≠ (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E). Since X^{dual} is finitely determined, it follows that

J((φ_j )^∞_{j=1}) is continuous. Therefore the operator J is well-defined, linear (obvious) and

continuous with ‖J‖ ≤ 1. The injectivity of J follows easily.

(b) Let I_j : E −→ X(E) the mapping given by I_j(x) = x · e_j and I : X(E)^′ −→ X^{dual}(E^′)

the operator given by I(φ) = (φ ∘ I_j)^∞_{j=1}. Let us prove that I is well-defined. Given

(ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}), for n ∈ N consider M = span{ψ_1, . . . , ψ_n}, N = span{φ ∘ I_1, . . . , φ ∘ I_n}

and the identity operator id_E′′ ∈ L(E^{′′}; E^{′′}). Using the Weak Principle of Local Reflexivity

[14, p. 73], for every δ > 0 there is an operator S ∈ L(M, E) such that ‖S‖ ≤ (1 + δ) ‖ ‖id_{E′′} | |_M ‖ ‖ = 1 + δ and ψ_j (φ ∘ I_j ) = (φ ∘ I_j)(S(ψ_j )),

for every j = 1, . . . , n. Taking λ_j = e^{−iθj} , where θ_j is the principal argument of (φ ∘ I_j )(S(ψ_j )), using the assumptions on X we get n∑ j=1 |ψ_j (φ ∘ I_j )| = n∑ j=1 |(φ ∘ I_j)(S(ψ_j ))| = n∑ j=1 (φ ∘ I_j)(S(ψ_j ))λ_j

= n∑ j=1 (φ ∘ I_j)(S(λ_jψ_j )) = n∑ j=1 φ(S(λ_jψ_j ) · e_j ) = φ((S(λ_jψ_j ))^n_{j=1}) ≤ ‖φ‖ · ‖S‖ · ‖ ‖(λ_jψ_j )^n_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(M)} = ‖φ‖ · ‖S‖ · ‖ ‖(λ_jψ_j )^n_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E′′)} ≤ ‖φ‖ (1 + δ) ‖ ‖(ψ_j )^n_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E′′)} . Now, taking the supremum on n, making δ −→ 0 and using that X is finitely dominated, we obtain_∞ ∑ j=1 |ψ_j (φ ∘ I_j )| ≤ ‖φ‖ · ‖ ‖(ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ‖ ‖_{X(E′′)} for every (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}), from which we conclude that I is well-defined. Clearly I is linear and the inequality immediately above gives ‖I(φ)‖_Xdual_{(E}′_) ≤ ‖φ‖, from which the continuity of I follows. From J ∘ I = id_{J(X}dual_{(E}′_{))} and ‖φ‖ = ‖J ∘ I(φ)‖ = ‖J(I(φ))‖ ≤ ‖I(φ)‖_Xdual_{(E}′_) ≤ ‖φ‖ , we conclude that J(X^{dual}(E^′)) is a complemented subspace of X(E)^′ isometrically isomorphic to X^{dual}(E^′).

(c) In both implications we use the well known consequence of the Hahn-Banach Theorem that a linear subspace M of a normed space E is dense if and only if the only functional φ ∈ E^′ such that φ|_M = 0 is φ = 0.

Suppose that J : X^{dual}(E^′) −→ X(E)^′ is surjective. So, given a functional φ ≠ 0 in X(E)^′ there is a non-zero sequence (φ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E^′) such that J((φ_j )^∞_{j=1}) = φ. Let 0 ≠ x ∈ E and j_0 ∈ N be such that φ_j (x) ≠ 0. Thus, writing (x_k)^∞_{k=1} = x · e_j , we have

φ(x · e_j ) = ∞∑ j=1 φ_k(x_k) = φ_j (x) ≠ 0,

therefore φ|_{c00(E)} ≠ 0, proving that the only functional in X(E)^′ that vanishes in c_{00}(E) is φ = 0. Conversely, by Lemma 2.9 it is enough to check that the map I defined above is injective if c_{00}(E) is dense in X(E). To do so, let φ ∈ X(E)^′ be such that I(φ) = 0. Thus

(φ ∘ I_j )^∞_{j=1} = 0 =⇒ φ ∘ I_j(x) = 0 for all x ∈ E and j ∈ N =⇒ φ(x · e_j ) = 0 for all x ∈ E and j ∈ N =⇒ φ|_{c00(E)} = 0.

The denseness c_{00}(E) in X(E) implies that φ = 0.

Naturally enough, from now on a finitely dominated, linearly stable, finitely injective and spherically complete sequence class X such that c_{00}(E) is dense in X(E) for every E shall be referred to as a dual-representable sequence class.

Example 2.11. Here we show that Theorem 2.10 recovers well known dualities and provides new ones.

(a) For 1 < p < ∞, the sequence class ℓ_p(·) is dual-representable, so

ℓ^{dual}_p (E^′) = (ℓ_p(E))^′ = ℓ_p∗ (E^′)

isometrically for any Banach space E, where the first equality follows from Theorem 2.10 and the second is well known. Interchanging p and p∗ in the second equality above, applying the Hahn-Banach Theorem and bearing Example 2.6(b) in mind, we have

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_p∗ = sup

(φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{ℓp(E}′_) ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j (x_j)| = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_ℓdual_{p (E)}

for every (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N . This shows that, as expected, ℓ^{dual}_p (·) = ℓ_p∗ (·). (b) The formula ℓ^{dual}_1 (·) = ℓ_∞(·) proved in Example 2.6(c) can be recovered for dual spaces: since the sequence class ℓ_1(·) is dual-representable,

ℓ^{dual}_1 (E^′) = (ℓ_1(E))^′ = ℓ_∞(E^′)

isometrically for any Banach space E, where the first equality follows from Theorem 2.10 and the second is well known.

(c) For 1 ≤ p < ∞, the sequence class ℓ^u_p (·) is dual-representable, so

(ℓ^u_p )^{dual}(E^′) = (ℓ^u_p (E))^′ = ℓ_p∗ ⟨E^′⟩ = (ℓ^w_p )^{dual}(E^′)

isometrically for any Banach space E, where the first equality follows from Theorem 2.10, the second can be proved by standard arguments (see [4, 12]), and the third comes from Example 2.6(e). We do not know if (ℓ^u_p )^{dual}(·) = (ℓ^w_p )^{dual}(·).

(d) The sequence class ℓ^w_p (·), 1 ≤ p < ∞, is not dual-representable, but from Theorem 2.10(b) and Example 2.6(e) we conclude that ℓ_p∗ ⟨E^′⟩ = (ℓ^w_p )^{dual}(E^′) is a complemented subspace of ℓ^w_p (E)^′, for every Banach space E.

3 Adjoints and second adjoints

Let T^′ ∈ L(F^′; E^′) be the adjoint of the operator T ∈ L(E; F ) and let X, Y be sequence classes. The main purpose of this section is to establish when the implications below hold with the corresponding norm inequalities:

T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ) ⇐⇒ T^′ ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (F^′; E^′),

T^′ ∈ L_{X;Y} (F^′; E^′) ⇐⇒ T ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (E; F ). (4)

These implications will be proved with the help of Theorem 2.10. A consequence regarding the equivalence T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ) ⇐⇒ T^{′′} ∈ L_{X;Y} (E^{′′}; F^{′′}) and illustrative examples shall be provided.

Let us proceed to establish the first implications. Given a sequence class X, since X^{dual} is a sequence class itself, we can compute its dual (X^{dual})^{dual}: for a sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in a Banach space E,

(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ( X^{dual}

)_{dual} (E) ⇐⇒ ∞∑ j=1 x^′_j (x_j ) converges for every (x^′_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E^′)

⇐⇒ ∞∑ j=1 x^′_j (x_j ) converges for every (x^′_j)^∞_{j=1} ⊆ E^′ such that ∞∑ j=1 x^{′′}_j (x^′_j ) converges for every (x^{′′}_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}).

In the same fashion of the canonical embedding E^1→ E^{′′}, we have the following:

Proposition 3.1. If X is a linearly stable and spherically complete sequence class, then X(E)^1→ ( X^{dual}

)_{dual}

(E) for every Banach space E.

Proof. Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) be given. Consider (x^′_j )^∞_{j=1} in E^′ such that^∞ ∑ j=1 x^{′′}_j (x^′_j ) converges

for every (x^{′′}_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}). Since X is linearly stable, we have (J_E (x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}), so ∞∑ j=1 x^′_j (x_j) = ∞∑ j=1 J_E (x_j )(x^′_j) converges,

proving that (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ( X^{dual}

)_{dual}

(E). For the norm inequality, let (x^′_j )^∞_{j=1} in E^′ be such

that^∞ ∑ j=1 |x^{′′}_j (x^′_j )| < ∞ for every (x^{′′}_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}) and sup_{(x′′} j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′′_) ∞∑ j=1 |x^{′′}_j (x^′_j )| ≤ 1. Since

(J_E (x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^{′′}), we have ( J_E(x_j ) ‖(J_E(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′′_) )_∞ j=1 ∈ B_{X(E}′′_) and ∞∑ j=1 | | | J^E (x^j ) ‖(J_E(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′′_)

(x^′_j ) | | | ≤ sup (x^{′′}_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′′_) ∞∑ j=1 |x^{′′}_j (x^′_j )| ≤ 1. (5)

Calling C_E′′ = { (x^′_j)^∞_{j=1} ⊆ E^′ : ∞∑ j=1 x^{′′}_j (x^′_j ) converges for every (x^{′′}_j )^∞_{j=1} in E^{′′} such that

sup (x^{′′}_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}′′_) ∞∑ j=1 |x^{′′}_j (x^′_j )| ≤ 1 } , it follows from (5) that

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖(_{Xdual})dual_{(E)} = sup {_∞ ∑ j=1 |x^′_j(x_j )| : (x^′_j )_j ∈ X^{dual}(E^′), ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E}′_) ≤ 1 }

= sup {_∞ ∑ j=1 |x^′_j(x_j )| : (x^′_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ C_E′′ } = sup {_∞ ∑ j=1 |J_E(x_j )(x^′_j )| : (x^′_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ C_E′′ }

= ‖(J_E (x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′′_) · sup {_∞ ∑ j=1 | | | J_E(x_j ) ‖(J_E(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′′_)

(x^′_j ) | | | : (x^′j )^∞j=1 ∈ C^{E′′} }

≤ ‖(J_E(x_j ))^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E}′′_) ≤ ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}.

Example 3.2. Sometimes the equality ( X^{dual}

)_{dual} = X holds and sometimes it does not.

On the one hand, ℓ_p(·) = ( ℓ^{dual}_p

)_{dual} (·) for 1 < p < ∞ by Example 2.11(a). On the other hand, if ( X^{dual}

)_{dual} = X, then X is finitely determined and spherically complete by Proposition 2.5. In particular, ( X^{dual}

)_{dual}

≠ X for X = ℓ^u_p (·) and X = Rad(·).

The proposition and the examples above motivate the following definition:

Definition 3.3. Let E be a Banach space. A sequence class X is said to be E-reflexive if ( X^{dual}

)_{dual}

(E) = X(E) and ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖(_{Xdual})dual_{(E)},

for every (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E).

X is reflexive if it is E-reflexive for every E, and X is dual-reflexive if it is E^′-reflexive for every E.

Example 3.4. We have seen in Example 3.2 that, for 1 < p < ∞, ℓ_p(·) is reflexive. From Example 2.6(c) and (d) we conclude that, surprisingly, ℓ^{dual}_1 (·) and ℓ^{dual}_∞ (·) are reflexive.

Now we can prove the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.5. Let X and Y be sequence classes and T ∈ L(E; F ).

(a) If Y is linearly stable, finitely dominated and spherically complete, X is dual-representable and T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ), then T^′ ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (F^′; E^′) and ‖T ‖_{X;Y} ≥ ‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual . (b) If Y is F -reflexive and T^′ ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (F^′; E^′), then T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ) and ‖T ‖_{X;Y} ≤ ‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual .

Proof. (a) Since T is (X; Y )-summing and X is dual-representable, from Theorem 2.10 the composition

Y^{dual}(F^′)^J Y −−−−→ Y (F )^{′ (} ^T )′ −−−−→ X(E)^{′ (J} X )^{−1} −−−−→ X^{dual}(E^′) where J^Y and J^X are the corresponding operators as in (3), gives a well-defined, linear and continuous operator. All we have to do is to prove that ^(T^′) = (J^X )^{−1} ∘ ( ^T )^′ ∘ J^Y : for (φ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y^{dual}(F^′) and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E),

( ^T )^′(J^Y ((φ_j)^∞_{j=1}))((x_j )^∞_{j=1}) = J^Y ((φ_j )^∞_{j=1})( ^T ((x_j )^∞_{j=1})) = J^Y ((φ_j)^∞_{j=1})((T (x_j ))^∞_{j=1})

= ∞∑ j=1 φ_j(T (x_j )) = ∞∑ j=1 (φ_j ∘ T )(x_j ). (6)

On the other hand, for ψ ∈ X(E)^′, writing (J^X )^{−1}(ψ) = (ξ_j)^∞_{j=1} we have

ψ((x_j )^∞_{j=1}) = ∞∑ j=1 ξ_j(x_j ). (7)

So, from (6) and (7) it follows that ( (J^X )^{−1} ∘ ( ^T )^′ ∘ J^Y ) ((φ_j )^∞_{j=1}) = (φ_j ∘ T )^∞_{j=1} = (T^′(φ_j ))^∞_{j=1} = ^(T^′)((φ_j )^∞_{j=1}),

proving that T^′ ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (F^′; E^′). Moreover,

‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual = ‖ ‖ ‖ ^(T^′) ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖(J^X )^{−1} ∘ ( ^T )^′ ∘ J^Y ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖( ^T )^′ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ^T ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖T ‖X;Y . (b) Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E)^1→ ( X^{dual}

)_{dual}

(E) be given. Thus, the series ∑_∞ j=1 ψ_j (x_j) converges

for all (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E^′). As T^′ ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (F^′; E^′), we have (T^′(φ_j))^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(E^′)

whenever (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y^{dual}(F^′) and therefore the series ∞∑ j=1 φ_j(T (x_j )) = ∞∑ j=1 T^′(φ_j)(x_j )

converges for all (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y^{dual}(F^′). This shows that (T (x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ (Y^{dual})^{dual}(F ), hence

(T (x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (F ) because Y is F -reflexive. It follows that T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ). Moreover, ‖T ‖_{X;Y} = ‖ ^T ‖ = sup_{(xj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E)} ‖(T (x_j))^∞_{j=1}‖_{Y (F )}

= sup

(x_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E)} sup (φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{Y dual(F ′)} ∞∑ j=1 |φ_j(T (x_j))|

= ‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual · sup_{(xj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E)} sup (φ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{Y dual(F ′)} ∞∑ j=1 | | | | T^′(φ_j)

‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual

(x_j ) | | | | ≤ ‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual · sup_{(xj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E)} sup (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{Xdual(E′)} ∞∑ j=1 |ψ_j(x_j )| = ‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual · sup_{(xj )∞} j=1∈B_{X(E)} ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖T^′‖_Y dual_{;X}dual .

Now we establish the implications in (4).

Theorem 3.6. Let X and Y be sequence classes and T ∈ L(E; F ).

(a) If X is spherically complete, Y^{dual} is dual-representable and dual-reflexive and T ∈

L_Y dual_{;X}dual (E; F ), then T^′ ∈ L_{X;Y} (F^′; E^′) and ‖T ‖_Y dual_{;X}dual ≥ ‖T^′‖_{X;Y} .

(b) If X and Y are spherically complete and T^′ ∈ L_{X;Y} (F^′; E^′), then T ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (E; F )

and ‖T ‖_Y dual_{;X}dual ≤ ‖T^′‖_{X;Y} .

Proof. (a) The operator

u: X(F^′) −→ X^{dual}(F )^′ , u ( (φ_j )^∞_{j=1} ) ( (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ) = ∞∑ j=1 φ_j (y_j),

is well defined by the definition of X^{dual}(F ), its linearity is obvious and its continuity follows from the definition of ‖·‖_Xdual_{(F )}. Since T^′ is (X; Y )-summing and Y^{dual} is dual-representable and dual-reflexive, from Theorem 2.10 the composition

X(F^′)^u−−−−−→ X^{dual}(F )^{′ (} ^T )′ −−−−−→ Y^{dual}(E)^′ ( J^{Y dual} )_{−1} −−−−−→ ( Y^{dual}

)_{dual}

(E^′) = Y (E^′)

where J^{Y dual} is the corresponding operator as in (3), gives a well-defined, linear and continu-

ous operator. Reasoning as in the proof of Theorem 3.5(a) we get ^(T^′) = ( J^{Y dual} )_{−1} ∘( ^T )^′∘u, proving that T^′ ∈ L_{X;Y} (F^′; E^′). The norm inequality is straightforward.

(b) Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y^{dual}(E) be given. Thus, the series ∑_∞ j=1 ψ_j (x_j ) converges for all (ψ_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (E^′). As T^′ ∈ L_{X;Y} (F^′; E^′), we have (T^′(φ_j))^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (E^′) whenever (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(F^′) and therefore the series_∞ ∑ j=1 φ_j(T (x_j )) = ∞∑ j=1 T^′(φ_j)(x_j )

converges for every (φ_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(F^′). This means that (T (x_j))^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{dual}(F ) and so T ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (E; F ). The norm inequality follows as in the proof of Theorem 3.5(b).

Let us see that our results recover some well known results and provide new ones.

Example 3.7. (a) Take X = ℓ^u_p (·) and Y = ℓ_q(·), 1 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞. If an operator T is absolutely (q; p)-summing, we have by Theorem 3.5(a) that T^′ is (ℓ_q∗ (·); (ℓ^u_p )^{dual}(·))- summing, that is, T^′ is (ℓ_q∗ (·); ℓ_p∗ ⟨·⟩)-summing by Example 2.11(c) (remember that T^′ acts between dual spaces). This recovers a classical result due to Cohen [13]. (b) By Theorem 3.6(a), if T ∈ L_{ℓq∗ (·);(ℓ}u_{p )}dual_{(·)}(E; F ), then T^′ is absolutely (q; p)-summing. If F is a dual space, this means that if T ∈ L_{ℓq∗ (·);ℓp∗ ⟨·⟩}(E; F ), then T^′ is absolutely (q; p)- summing, which recovers another classical result from [13].

(c) If T is such that T^′ is absolutely (q; p)-summing, then T is (ℓ_q∗ (·); (ℓ^u_p )^{dual}(·))-summing by Theorem 3.6(b). If the target space is a dual space, this means that if T^′ is absolutely (q; p)-summing then T is (ℓ_q∗ (·); ℓ_p∗ ⟨·⟩)-summing, recovering a third classical result from [13].

(d) As to new implications, we give an illustrative example. According to [10], an operator is absolutely mid-(p, q)-summing, 1 ≤ p < q < ∞, if it is (ℓ^{mid}_q (·); ℓ_p(·))-summing. By Theorem 3.6(b), if the adjoint T^′ of an operator T is (ℓ^{mid}_p (·); ℓ_q(·))-summing, then T is (ℓ_q∗ (·); ℓ^{mid}_p ⟨·⟩)-summing.

From now on X and Y are sequence classes such that L_{X;Y} is a Banach operator ideal (cf. [9, Theorem 3.6]). The following lemma is a straightforward consequence of [9, Proposition 2.4 and Corollary 2.6].

Lemma 3.8. Let X and Y be finitely dominated sequence classes with Y finitely injective. Then the Banach operator ideal L_{X;Y} is injective.

Corollary 3.9. Let X and Y be sequence classes with X dual-representable, Y spherically complete and dual-reflexive such that Y^{dual} is dual-representable. For an operator T : E −→ F , T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ) if and only if T^{′′} ∈ L_{X;Y} (E^{′′}; F^{′′}). In this case, ‖T ‖_{X;Y} = ‖T^{′′}‖_{X;Y} .

Proof. Let T ∈ L_{X;Y} (E; F ). Then T^′ ∈ L_Y dual_{;X}dual (F^′; E^′) by Theorem 3.5(a), so T^{′′} ∈ L_{(Xdual)}dual_{;(Y dual)}dual (E^{′′}; F^{′′}) by Theorem 3.6(a). It follows that T^{′′} ∈ L_{X;Y} (E^{′′}; F^{′′}) by Propositon 3.1 combined with the dual-reflexivity of Y . The corresponding norm inequality follows accordingly. The reverse implication/norm inequality holds for injective operator ideals in general, so Lemma 3.8 completes the proof.

Remark 3.10. Of course, the corollary above could be pursued searching conditions under which the ideal L_{X;Y} is maximal. But, in this case, we would not have the relationships we established for T and T^′.

Example 3.11. Taking 1 ≤ p < ∞, X = ℓ^u_p (·) and Y = ℓ_p(·), Corollary 3.9 recovers the following classical equivalence: an operator is absolutely p-summing if and only if its second adjoint is absolutely p-summing [15, Proposition 2.19].

References

[1] N. Albuquerque, F. Bayart, D. Pellegrino and J. B. Seoane-Sepúlveda, Sharp generalizations of the multilinear Bohnenblust-Hille inequality, J. Funct. Anal. 266 (2014), 3726–3740.

[2] N. Albuquerque, F. Bayart, D. Pellegrino and J.B. Seoane-Sepúlveda, Optimal Hardy- Littlewood type inequalities for polynomials and multilinear operators, Isr. J. Math. 211 (1) (2016), 197–220.

[3] J. C. Angulo-López and M. Fernández-Unzueta, Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators, J. Funct. Anal. 279 (2020), no. 4, 108572, 20 pp.

[4] H. Apiola, Duality between spaces of p-summable sequences, (p, q)-summing operators and characterizations of nuclearity, Math. Ann. 219 (1976), 53–64.

[5] F. Bayart, Multiple summing maps: coordinatewise summability, inclusion theorems and p- Sidon sets, J. Funct. Anal. 274 (4) (2018), 1129–1154.

[6] F. Bayart, D. Pellegrino and P. Rueda, On coincidence results for summing multilinear operators: interpolation, ℓ_1-spaces and cotype Collect. Math. 71 (2020), no. 2, 301–318.

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

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

[8] O. Blasco, J. Fourie and I. Schoeman, On operator valued sequences of multipliers and Rboundedness, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 328 (2007), 7–23.

[9] G. Botelho and J. R. Campos, On the transformation of vector-valued sequences by multilinear operators, Monatsh. Math. 183 (2017), 415–435.

[10] G. Botelho, J. R. Campos and J. Santos, Operator ideals related to absolutely summing and Cohen strongly summing operators, Pacific J. Math. 287 (2017), no. 1, 1–17.

[11] G. Botelho and D. Freitas, Summing multilinear operators by blocks: The isotropic and anisotropic cases, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 490 (2020), no. 1, 124203, 21pp.

[12] Q. Bu and G. Emmanuele, The projetive and injetive tensor products of L^p[0, 1] and X being Grothendieck spaces, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 35 (2005), No. 3, 713–726.

[13] J. S. Cohen, Absolutely p-summing, p-nuclear operators and their conjugates, Math. Ann.

201 (1973), 177–200.

[14] A. Defant and K. Floret, Tensor Norms and Operator Ideals, North-Holland, 1993.

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

[16] A. Grothendieck, Sur certaines classes de suites dans les espaces de Banach et le théorème de Dvoretzky-Rogers, Boletim da Sociedade Matemática de São Paulo 8 (1956), 81–110.

[17] J. Ribeiro and F. Santos, Generalized multiple summing multilinear operators on Banach spaces, Mediterr. J. Math. 16 (2019), Paper no. 108, 20 pp.

[18] J. Ribeiro and F. Santos, Absolutely γ-summing polynomials and the notion of coherence and compatibility, Methods Funct. Anal. Topology, to appear.

[19] D. M. Serrano-Rodríguez, Absolutely γ-summing multilinear operators, Linear Algebra Appl.

439 (2013), 4110–4118.

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

[21] D. Popa, Characterizations of new Cohen summing bilinear operators, Quaest. Math. 41 (2018), no. 5, 683–692.

Faculdade de Matemática Departamento de Ciências Exatas Universidade Federal de Uberlândia Universidade Federal da Paraíba 38.400-902 – Uberlândia – Brazil 58.297-000 – Rio Tinto – Brazil e-mail: botelho@ufu.br and Departamento de Matemática Universidade Federal da Paraíba 58.051-900 – João Pessoa – Brazil e-mails: jamilson@dcx.ufpb.br, jamilsonrc@gmail.com