arXiv:2207.11105v2 [math.FA] 30 Jan 2024

Adjoints and second adjoints of almost Dunford-Pettis operators

Geraldo Botelho^∗ and Luis Alberto Garcia^†

Abstract

First we prove that the second adjoint of every bounded linear operator taking values in a Dedekind σ-complete Banach lattice containing a copy of ℓ_∞ is almost Dunford-Pettis. Next we extend some known results concerning conditions on the Banach lattices E and F under which the adjoint T^∗ and the second adjoint T^{∗∗} of any positive almost Dunford-Pettis operator T : E −→ F are almost Dunford- Pettis. Finally, we prove when T^∗ and T^{∗∗} are almost Dunford-Pettis for any (non necessarily almost Dunford-Pettis) T that is either bounded, regular, order bounded or weakly compact.

1 Introduction

A linear operator between Banach spaces is completely continuous, or a Dunford-Pettis operator, if it sends weakly null sequences to norm null sequences. The lattice counterpart of this important operator ideal is the class of almost Dunford-Pettis operators: an operator from a Banach lattice to a Banach space is almost Dunford-Pettis if it sends disjoint weakly null sequences to norm null sequences; or, equivalently, if it sends positive disjoint weakly null sequences to norm null sequences. Almost Dunford-Pettis operators have attracted the attention of many experts, for recent advances see [4, 5, 12, 13, 18, 20, 21, 22].

In this paper we address, from different perspectives, the question of whether the adjoint and the second adjoint of a linear operator between Banach lattices are almost Dunford-Pettis. These and related problems were treated in, e.g., [3, 9, 11]. Some of the results we prove in this paper extend the known results on the topic we are aware of.

To see that second adjoints are not always almost Dunford-Pettis, recall that a Banach lattice E has the positive Schur property if positive (or disjoint, or positive disjoint) weakly null sequences in E are norm null. The literature on this property is extensive. By id_E we denote the identity operator on E. If the Banach lattice E fails the positive Schur property, which is a quite usual occurrence, then id^{∗∗}_E = id_E∗∗ is not almost Dunford- Pettis. By T^∗ we denote the adjoint of a linear operator T and by T^{∗∗} its second adjoint.

∗Supported by Fapemig grants PPM-00450-17, RED-00133-21 and APQ-01853-23. †Supported by a CAPES scholarship.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46B42, 47B07, 47B65.

Keywords: Banach lattices, almost Dunford-Pettis operators, almost limited operators, order weakly compact operators.

Our first perspective it to give, in Section 2, conditions on the Banach lattices E and F so that T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis for every bounded operator T : E −→ F . The second perspective is to characterize, in Section 3, the Banach lattices E and F such that the adjoint T^∗ of every positive almost Dunford-Pettis operator T : E −→ F enjoys a property stronger than being almost Dunford-Pettis. A similar result for the second adjoint T^{∗∗} is also proved. The results of this section extend known results on the topic, especially those from [3, 9, 11]. In the last perspective we prove, in Section 4, when the adjoint T^∗ or the second adjoint T^{∗∗} an operator T is almost Dunford-Pettis, even if T is not.

For basic notions, notation and results on Banach lattices we refer to [1, 2, 17]. Operators are always supposed to be linear. The symbol x = o − lim_{n→∞} x_n means that x is the order limit of the order convergent sequence (x_n)^∞_{n=1}. By J_E : E −→ E^{∗∗} we denote the canonical embedding, which is also a Riesz homomorphism when E is a Banach lattice.

2 When T^{∗∗} is always almost Dunford-Pettis

It is clear that E^{∗∗} having the positive Schur property is a sufficient condition for, regardless of the Banach lattice F , the second adjoint T^{∗∗} of every continuous operator T : E −→ F to be almost Dunford-Pettis. We prove that, for a large class of Banach lattices F , this condition is also necessary. We have not been able to find results in this direction in the literature. Moreover, the result we prove now shall be useful later.

Theorem 2.1. Let E be a Banach lattice and F be a Dedekind σ-complete Banach lattice containing a copy of ℓ_∞. The following are equivalent.

(a) For every bounded operator T : E −→ F , T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis. (b) For every regular operator T : E −→ F , T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis. (c) For every positive operator T : E −→ F , T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis. (d) E^{∗∗} has the positive Schur property.

Proof. It is enough to prove (c) ⇒ (d) because, as already mentioned, (d) ⇒ (a) is easy, and (a) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (c) are obvious.

The assumption is that T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis for every positive T : E −→ F . Assume that E^{∗∗} fails the positive Schur property. In this case there exists a positive disjoint weakly null non-norm null sequence (z^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} em E^{∗∗}. By [3, Proposition 2.1] we can suppose that this sequence is normalized. So,

1 = ‖z^{∗∗}_n ‖ = sup{z^{∗∗}_n (z^∗) : 0 ≤ z^∗ ∈ E^∗ and ‖z^∗‖ = 1}

for every n ∈ N (see [2, p. 182]). Therefore, there are α > 0 and a positive sequence (z^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in B_E∗ such that z^{∗∗}_n (z^∗_n) ≥ α for every n ∈ N. Since F contains a copy of ℓ_∞, the norm of F is not order continuous by [2, Theorem 4.56], so [17, Theorem 2.4.2] provides a vector y ∈ F and a disjoint sequence (y_n)^∞_{n=1} in F such that 0 ≤ y_n ≤ y and ‖y_n‖ = 1 for every n ∈ N. Given a positive z ∈ E, for every natural number m ∈ N,

0 ≤ s_m := m∑ n=1 z^∗_n(z)y_n ≤ m∑ n=1 ‖z^∗_n‖ · ‖z‖y_n = ‖z‖ · m∑ n=1 y_n = ‖z‖ · m⋁ n=1 y_n ≤ ‖z‖y.

It follows that 0 ≤ s_m ↑≤ ‖z‖y. Since F is Dedekind σ-complete, there exists w ∈ F such that s_m ↑ w. Now [1, Theorem 1.14(iv)] gives w = o − lim_{m→∞} s_m, proving that the sequence (s_m)^∞_{m=1} is order convergent, that is, the map

T_0 : E^+ −→ F^+ , T_0(z) = o − lim_{m→∞} m∑ n=1 z^∗_n(z)y_n, is well defined. From [1, Theorem 1.14(ii)] we know that T_0 is additive, hence T_0 admits a positive linear extension T : E −→ F by Kantorovich’s Theorem. For all n ∈ N, positive z ∈ E and positive y^∗ ∈ F^∗, T (z) = T_0(z) ≥ z^∗_n(z)y_n and

T^∗(y^∗)(z) = y^∗(T (z)) ≥ y^∗(z^∗_n(z)y_n) = y^∗(y_n)z^∗_n(z),

which shows that T^∗(y^∗) ≥ y^∗(y_n)z^∗_n. Moreover, for every positive x^{∗∗} ∈ E^{∗∗},

T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗})(y^∗) = x^{∗∗}(T^∗(y^∗)) ≥ x^{∗∗}(y^∗(y_n)z^∗_n) = x^{∗∗}(z^∗_n)y^∗(y_n) = x^{∗∗}(z^∗_n)J_F (y_n)(y^∗).

In particular, T^{∗∗}(z^{∗∗}_m ) ≥ z^{∗∗}_m (z^∗_m)J_F (y_m) ≥ αJ_F (y_m) ≥ 0, which implies ‖T^{∗∗}(z^{∗∗}_m )‖ ≥ α‖J_F (y_m)‖ = α‖y_m‖ = α > 0 for every m ∈ N. Recalling that (z^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} is weakly null we conclude that T^{∗∗} is not almost Dunford-Pettis. The proof is complete.

For instance, Theorem 2.1 applies to every dual Banach lattice F containing a copy of ℓ_∞.

3 Extending known results

It is easy to check that T^∗ almost Dunford-Pettis does not imply T almost Dunford- Pettis in general, and that T^{∗∗} almost Dunford-Pettis always implies T almost Dunford- Pettis. In this section we shall focus on the following questions: Given a positive operator T : E −→ F between Banach lattices, is it true that:

(Q1) If T is almost Dunford-Pettis, then so is its adjoint T^∗ : F^∗ −→ E^∗? (Q2) If T is almost Dunford-Pettis, then so is its second adjoint T^{∗∗} : E^{∗∗} −→ F^{∗∗}?

Let us see that both questions have negative answers in general.

Example 3.1. For question (Q1), id_{ℓ1} is positive and almost Dunford-Pettis but id^∗_{ℓ1} = id_{ℓ∞} is not almost Dunford-Pettis because ℓ_∞ fails the positive Schur property [23, p. 82].

For question (Q2) we give two counterexamples. Put E = ( ⨁ n∈N ℓ^n_∞ ) 1 . (i) The identity

on E is positive and almost Dunford-Pettis because E has the positive Schur property [23, p. 17], whereas id_E∗∗ = id^{∗∗}_E is not almost Dunford-Pettis because E^{∗∗} fails the positive Schur property [6, Example 2.8]. (ii) Calling on [6, Example 2.8] again, E^∗ contains a lattice copy of ℓ_1, so the norm of E^{∗∗} is not order continuous [17, Theorem 2.4.14]. Since dual Banach lattices are Dedekind complete and E^{∗∗} fails the positive Schur property, Theorem 2.1 gives a positive operator T : E −→ E^{∗∗} such that T^{∗∗} fails to be almost Dunford-Pettis. The positive Schur property of E assures that T is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Next we review what is known about questions (Q1) and (Q2).

Theorem 3.2. (Aqzzouz, Elbour and Wickstead [3, Theorem 5.1]) The following are equivalent for the Banach lattices E and F .

(a) If T : E −→ F is positive and almost Dunford-Pettis, then so is T^∗. (b) E^∗ has order continuous norm or F^∗ has the positive Schur property.

The following notions are well studied. A Banach lattice E has:

• The dual positive Schur property if positive weak^∗-null sequences in E^∗ are norm null (see [3]).

• Property (d) if (|f_n|)^∞_{n=1} is weak^∗-null for every disjoint weak^∗-null sequence (f_n)^∞_{n=1} in E^∗ (see [15]).

Theorem 3.3. (El Fahri and H’michane [11, Theorem 4.3]) Let E be a Banach lattice and F be a Banach lattice with property (d). The following are equivalent. (a) If T : E −→ F is positive and almost Dunford-Pettis, then T is almost limited, hence T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis.

(b) E^∗ has order continuous norm or F has the dual positive Schur property.

The result [10, Theorem 2.7] is also related to Question (Q1), but it uses hypothesis we shall not deal with, so our results are not comparable to this one.

It is also known that sometimes a property stronger than being almost Dunford-Pettis holds for the adjoint of a positive almost Dunford-Pettis operator. Recalling that an operator between Banach spaces is limited if its adjoint sends weak^∗-null sequences to norm null sequences (see Diestel and Bourgain [7]), we define:

Definition 3.4. An operator T from a Banach space G to a Banach lattice F is positively limited if T^∗ takes positive weak^∗-null sequences in F^∗ to norm null sequences in G^∗.

It is clear that if T is positively limited, then T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis. The converse fails: id^∗_{c0} = id_{ℓ1} is almost-Dunford-Pettis but id_{c0} is not positively limited.

Recall that an operator T from a Banach lattice E to a Banach space X is order weakly compact if T ([0, x]) is relatively weakly compact in X for every positive x ∈ E. For the theory of such operators we refer to [17, Section 3.4, p. 191] and [2, p. 318]. By [2, Theorem 5.57] if follows easily that every almost Dunford-Pettis operator is order weakly compact. The identity operator on c_0 shows that the converse does not hold in general.

Now we can prove our results about Question (Q1).

Theorem 3.5. Let E and F be Banach lattices.

(a) If the adjoint of every positive order weakly compact operator T : E −→ F is almost Dunford-Pettis, then E^∗ has order continuous norm or F^∗ has the positive Schur property. (b) If every positive order weakly compact operator T : E −→ F is positively limited, the E^∗ has order continuous norm or F has the dual positive Schur property.

Proof. (a) Suppose that the norm of E^∗ is not order continuous and that F^∗ fails the positive Schur property. The order discontinuity of the norm of E^∗ gives a disjoint positive sequence (x^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in E^∗ and a functional x^∗ ∈ E^∗ so that ‖x^∗_n‖ = 1 and 0 ≤ x^∗_n ≤ x^∗ for every n ∈ N (see [17, Theorem 2.4.2]). For each n ∈ N we can take a positive x_n ∈ E such that ‖x_n‖ = 1 and x^∗_n(x_n) ≥^1_2 . For every m ∈ N and any x ∈ E, m∑ n=1 |x^∗_n(x)| ≤ m∑ n=1 x^∗_n(|x|) = (^m⋁ n=1 x^∗_n ) (|x|) ≤ x^∗(|x|) < ∞, (1) showing that the sequence (x^∗_n(x))^∞_{n=1} is absolutely summable. Therefore, the map

S : E −→ ℓ_1 , S(x) = (x^∗_n(x))^∞_{n=1},

is a well defined positive linear operator. Using now that F^∗ fails the positive Schur property, there is a disjoint positive normalized weakly null sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗, and in this case we can take a positive normalized sequence (y_n)^∞_{n=1} in F such that y^∗_n(y_n) ≥^1_2 for every n ∈ N. It is immediate that

R : ℓ_1 −→ F , R((z_n)^∞_{n=1}) = ∞∑ n=1 z_ny_n,

is a well defined positive linear operator. Define T := R∘S : E −→ F, T (x) =^∞ ∑ n=1 x^∗_n(x)y_n.

Since the sequence (y_n)^∞_{n=1} is normalized, an argument analogous to (1) gives that ‖T (x)‖ ≤ x^∗(|x|) for every x ∈ E. To show that T is order weakly compact, let (w_n)^∞_{n=1} be a disjoint order bounded sequence in E, and let z, z_0 ∈ E be such that z ≤ w_n ≤ z_0 for every n ∈ N. It follows that z ≤ |w_n| ≤ z_0 + 2|z|, from which we get that the sequence (|w_n|)^∞_{n=1} is disjoint and order bounded in E^+. Reasoning similarly to (1) once again we conclude that (x^∗(|w_n|))^∞_{n=1} ∈ ℓ_1. So, ‖T (w_n)‖ ≤ x^∗(|w_n|) −→ 0. By [2, Theorem 5.57] it follows that T is order weakly compact.

The proof shall be complete once we prove that T^∗ is not almost Dunford-Pettis. To do so, note that T (x) ≥ x^∗_n(x)y_n for all n ∈ N and positive x ∈ E. Hence, for every positive y^∗ ∈ F^∗, T^∗(y^∗)(x) = y^∗(T (x)) ≥ y^∗(x^∗_n(x)y_n) = y^∗(y_n)x^∗_n(x).

In particular, T^∗(y^∗_k)(x_k) ≥ y^∗_k(y_k)x^∗_k(x_k), hence

‖T^∗(y^∗_k)‖ ≥ T^∗(y^∗_k)(x_k) ≥ y^∗_k(y_k)x^∗_k(x_k) ≥ 1 4 for every k ∈ N. This shows that T is not almost Dunford-Pettis.

An analogous argument proves (b). We skip the details.

To prove our second theorem about Question (Q1) we need the following consequence of [8, Corollary 2.7].

Lemma 3.6. A positive operator T : E −→ F between Banach lattices is positively limited if and only if T^∗(y^∗_n)(x_n) −→ 0 for every positive weak^∗-null sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗ and every positive disjoint bounded sequence (x_n)^∞_{n=1} in E.

Theorem 3.7. Let E, F be Banach lattices and let X be a Banach space. (a) If E^∗ has order continuous norm, then every positive almost Dunford-Pettis operator T : E −→ F is positively limited, hence T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis. (b) If F has the dual positive Schur property, then every continuous operator T : X −→ F is positively limited, hence T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} be a positive weak^∗-null sequence in F^∗.

(a) Let T be a positive almost Dunford-Pettis operator and let (x_n)^∞_{n=1} be a positive disjoint bounded sequence in E. Since E^∗ has order continuous norm, by [17, Theorem 2.4.14] we know that (x_n)^∞_{n=1} is weakly null. So, (T (x_n))^∞_{n=1} is norm null because T is almost Dunford-Pettis. From

0 ≤ T^∗(y^∗_n)(x_n) = y^∗_n(T (x_n)) ≤ ‖y^∗_n‖ · ‖T (x_n)‖ ≤ sup_k ‖y^∗_k‖ · ‖T (x_n)‖ −→ 0,

it follows that T^∗(y^∗_n)(x_n) −→ 0. Lemma 3.6 gives that T is positively limited. (b) Supposing that F has the dual positive Schur property and that T is a continuous operator, we have ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ ≤ ‖T^∗‖ · ‖y^∗_n‖ −→ 0, which implies that T is positively limited.

To compare our theorems with the known results, we need the following lemma. First recall that an operator T from a Banach space G to a Banach lattice F is almost limited if T^∗ takes disjoint weak^∗-null sequences in F^∗ to norm null sequences in G^∗ (see [9]).

Lemma 3.8. Let T : E −→ F be a positive operator between Banach lattices. (a) If is T almost limited, then T is positively limited.

(b) If F has property (d) and T is positively limited, then T is almost limited.

Proof. (a) Suppose that T is not positively limited. In this case, there is a positive ω^∗-null non-norm null sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗. We can take a subsequence (y^∗_{nj} )^∞_{j=1} and M > 0 such that ‖T^∗(y^∗_{nj} )‖ ≥ 2M > 0 for every j ∈ N. Calling w^∗_j = y^∗_{nj} and z^∗_j =^{T ∗(w∗j )}_{‖T ∗(w}∗_{j )‖} , each z^∗_j is positive and, from

1 = ‖z^∗_j ‖ = sup{z^∗_j (z) : z ∈ E^+ and ‖z‖ = 1}

[2, p. 182], there exists a positive sequence (z_j )^∞_{j=1} in E such that ‖z_j ‖ = 1 and z^∗_j (z_j ) ≥^1_2 for every j ∈ N, that is, w^∗_j (T (z_j )) ≥ M. It is plain that w^∗_j^{ω∗}−−→ 0. Setting j_1 = 1, we have w^∗_j (T (z_{j1} )) −→ 0, so there exists j_2 > j_1 such that w^∗_{j2} (T (z_{j1} )) <^M_{22×2+2} . The convergence w^∗_j (T (z_{j1} + z_{j2} )) −→ 0 provides j_3 > j_2 such that w^∗_{j3} (T (z_{j1} + z_{j2} )) <^M_{22×3+2} . Inductively

we construct a subsequência (j_m)^∞_{m=1} ⊆ N such that w^∗_{jm} (_{m−1} ∑ k=1 T (z_{jk} ) ) ≤^M_{22m+2} for every m ≥ 2. Now we define

x_m = ( T (z_{jm} ) − 4^m · m−1∑ k=1 T (z_{jk} ) − 2^{−m} · ∞∑ k=1 2^{−k}T (z_{jk} )

)_+

for each m ≥ 2.

Taking x_1 = 0, the sequence (x_m)^∞_{m=1} is positive disjoint in F by [20, Lemma 2.6] or, alternatively, by the proof of [19, Lemma 2.4]. From 0 ≤ x_m ≤ T (z_{jm} ) we get ‖x_m‖ ≤

‖T (z_{jm} )‖ ≤ ‖T ‖ for every m ∈ N. Taking N > 0 so that ‖w^∗_{jm} ‖ ≤ N, for every m ≥ 2 we have w^∗_{jm} (x_m) = w^∗_{jm} ( T (z_{jm} ) − 4^m · m−1∑ k=1 T (z_{jk} ) − 2^{−m} · ∞∑ k=1 2^{−k}T (z_{jk} )

)_+

≥ w^∗_{jm} ( T (z_{jm} ) − 4^m · m−1∑ k=1 T (z_{jk} ) − 2^{−m} · ∞∑ k=1 2^{−k}T (z_{jk} ) )

= w^∗_{jm} (T (z_{jm} )) − 4^mw^∗_{jm} (_{m−1} ∑ k=1 T (z_{jk} ) ) − 2^{−m}w^∗_{jm} (_∞ ∑ k=1 2^{−k}T (z_{jk} ) )

≥ M − M4^m 2^{2m+2} − N‖T ‖ 2^m

= M(1 − 1 4 ) − N‖T ‖ 2^m = 3M 4 − N‖T ‖ 2^m

. (2)

Since the sequence (x_m)^∞_{m=1} is disjoint, by [2, Exercise 22. p. 77] there exists a disjoint positive sequence (u^∗_m)^∞_{m=1} in F^∗ such that 0 ≤ u^∗_m ≤ w^∗_{jm} and u^∗_m(x_m) = w^∗_{jm} (x_m) for every m ∈ N. We have u^∗_m^{ω∗}−→ 0 because w^∗_{jm}^{ω∗}−→ 0 and ‖T^∗(u^∗_m)‖ −→ 0 because T is almost limited. From (2) it follows that 3M 4 − N‖T ‖ 2^m

≤ w^∗_{jm} (x_m) = u^∗_m(x_m) ≤ u^∗_m(T (z_{jm} )) = T^∗(u^∗_m)(z_{jm} ) ≤ ‖T^∗(u^∗_m)‖

for every m. Making m → ∞ we get M ≤ 0, a contradiction which proves that T is positively limited.

(b) It follows from [9, Theorem 3].

Now we are ready to compare our Theorems 3.5 and 3.7 to Theorems 3.2 and 3.3. • Theorem 3.5(a) obtains, with a weaker assumption, the same conclusion of Theorem 3.2(a)⇒(b). In this case, Theorem 3.5(a) can be applied to the identity operator on c_0, whereas Theorem 3.2(a)⇒(b) cannot.

• Theorem 3.5 obtains, with a weaker assumption, the same conclusion of Theorem 3.3(a)⇒ (b).

• Theorem 3.7 obtains the same conclusion of Teorema 3.3(b)⇒ (a) without asking F to have propriedade (d). In this case, if F has property (d), then T is almost limited by Lemma 3.8.

Turning our attention to Question (Q2), to the best of our knowledge, all that is known is the iteration of the known results about Question (Q1), namely Theorems 3.2 and 3.3. Theorem 3.2 can be iterated with itself in four different ways, but the only interesting result is the following:

Corollary 3.9. Let E and F be Banach lattices such that E^∗ and F^{∗∗} have order continuous norms. Then T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis whenever T : E −→ F is positive and almost Dunford-Pettis.

Indeed, in two of the other iterations, E^{∗∗} has the positive Schur property, and the result is trivial in this case. In the remaining iteration, F^∗ has the positive Schur property and F^{∗∗} has order continuous norm. Let us see that there exists no such F : the positive

Schur property of F^∗ yields that F^∗ contains a lattice copy of ℓ_1, and in this case the norm of F^{∗∗} is not order continuous [17, Theorem 2.4.14].

Now we study the iteration of Theorem 3.3 with itself. Let an operator T between Banach lattices be given. Since Dedekind σ-complete Banach lattices have property (d) and T^∗ is defined on a Dedekind complete Banach lattice, from Lemma 3.8 we know that T^∗ is almost limited if and only if it is positively limited.

Again, although Theorem 3.3 can be iterated with itself in four different ways, the only interesting result we get is the following:

Corollary 3.10. Let E and F be Banach lattices such that F has property (d) and E^∗ and F^{∗∗} have order continuous norms. If T : E −→ F is positive and almost Dunford- Pettis, then T^∗ is positively limited, that is, T^∗ is almost limited, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Indeed, in two of the other iterations, E^∗ has the dual positive Schur propeerty, and in this case the result is trivial. In the remaining iteration, F has the dual positive Schur property and F^{∗∗} has order continuous norm. Again, there is no such F because the dual positive Schur property of F implies that F^∗ has the positive Schur property and, as mentioned above, there is no such a Banach lattice.

The applications of Theorem 3.2 first and then Theorem 3.3 and vice-versa shall be discussed in due time. Our result about Question (Q2) reads as follows. Theorem 3.11. Let E, F be Banach lattices such that E^∗ and F haver order continuous norms. If T : E −→ F is positive and almost Dunford-Pettis, then T^∗ is positively limited, that is, T^∗ is almost limited, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let a positive disjoint bounded sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗ be given. Since F has order continuous norm, by [17, Theorem 2.4.3] we know that (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} is weak^∗-null. From Theorem 3.7 we know that T is positively limited because E^∗ has order continuous norm, so (T^∗(y^∗_n))^∞_{n=1} is norm null in E^∗. For any positive weak^∗-null, hence bounded, sequence (x^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}, we have

0 ≤ T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )(y^∗_n) = x^{∗∗}_n (T^∗(y^∗_n)) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_n ‖ · ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ ≤ sup_k ‖x^{∗∗}_k ‖ · ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0,

showing that T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )(y^∗_n) −→ 0. Calling on Lemma 3.6 we conclude that T^∗ is positively limited, that is, T^∗ is almost limited.

Now we stress that our Theorem 3.11 improves upon the known cases, namely Corollaries 3.9 and 3.10.

(i) Theorem 3.11 gets a conclusion stronger than the one in Corollary 3.9 with a weaker assumption.

(ii) Theorem 3.11 gets the same conclusion of Corollary 3.10 with a weaker assumption and without asking F to have property (d).

Remark 3.12. As to the other iterations of Theorems 3.2 and 3.3, we have: • If one applies Theorem 3.2 first and then Theorem 3.3, then one ends up with a version of Corollary 3.10 without the assumption on property (d). We have just seen in (ii) that Theorem 3.11 improves this result.

• Applying Theorem 3.3 first and then Theorem 3.2, we get a version of Theorem 3.11 asking F to have property (d), which is, of course, less general than Theorem 3.11.

4 Further results

In this section we prove several results within the scope of the paper that are not closely related to results available in the literature. We begin by giving conditions, different from the ones of the previous section, under which adjoints of order bounded/regular operators are almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proposition 4.1. Let F be a Banach latatice and let K be a compact Hausdorff space. Every order bounded operator T : C(K) −→ F is positively limited, hence T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} be a positive ω^∗-null sequence in F^∗. For every n, ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ = sup{|T^∗(y^∗_n)(f)| : f ∈ B_{C(K)}} ≤ sup{y^∗_n(|T (f)|) : f ∈ B_{C(K)}}. For f ∈ B_{C(K)} we have |f| ≤ 1 in C(K), thus, since T order bounded, there is y ∈ F^+ such that |T (f)| ≤ y. Therefore, ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ ≤ y^∗_n(y) −→ 0, which shows that T is positively limited.

Proposition 4.2. Let E, F be Banach lattices with E^∗ having the the positive Schur property. The adjoint of every regular operator T : E −→ F is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Write T = T_1−T_2 where T_1, T_2 : E −→ F are positive operators. Thus T^∗ = T^∗_1 −T^∗_2 . Given a positive weakly null sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗, the sequences (T^∗_i (y^∗_n))^∞_{n=1}, i = 1, 2, are positive and weakly null in E^∗, hence ‖T^∗_i (y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0. It follows that ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ ≤ ‖T^∗_1 (y^∗_n)‖ + ‖T^∗_2 (y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0, proving that T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proposition 4.3. If the Banach lattice E has the dual positive Schur property, then, no matter the Banach lattice F , every regular operator T : E −→ F is positively limited, hence T^∗ is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let T_1, T_2 : E −→ F be positive operators such that T = T_1 − T_2. Given a positive weak^∗-null sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗, for all n ∈ N and i = 1, 2, T^∗_i (y^∗_n) is a positive functional. For every x ∈ E, (T_1 + T_2)(|x|) ∈ F , so

|(|T^∗(y^∗_n)|)(x)| = |(|T^∗_1 (y^∗_n) − T^∗_2 (y^∗_n))|(x)| ≤ |T^∗_1 (y^∗_n) − T^∗_2 (y^∗_n)|(|x|) ≤ (T^∗_1 (y^∗_n) + T^∗_2 (y^∗_n))(|x|) = T^∗_1 (y^∗_n)(|x|) + T^∗_2 (y^∗_n)(|x|) = y^∗_n(T_1(|x|)) + y^∗_n(T_2(|x|)) = y^∗_n((T_1 + T_2)(|x|)) −→ 0,

proving that (|T^∗(y^∗_n)|)^∞_{n=1} is positive and weak^∗-null in E^∗. By assumption we have ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0. To motivate the next theorem, note that, on the one hand, the identity operator on ℓ_2 is obviously weakly compact, hence order weakly compact. On the other hand, arguing with the sequence of canonical unit vectors we see easily that its adjoint, which coincides with itself, is not positively limited.

Theorem 4.4. If the Banach laattice E has the dual positive Schur property, then, no matter the Banach space X, the adjoint T^∗ of every bounded order weakly compact operator T : E −→ X is almost limited, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Given an order weakly compact operator T : E −→ X, by [2, Theorem 5.58] there are a Banach lattice F with order continuous norm, a Riesz homomorphism R : E −→ F and a bounded linear operator S : F −→ X such that T = S ∘ R. By Proposition 4.3 we have that R is positively limited. Let (x^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} be a positive weak^∗-null sequence in E^{∗∗} and let (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} be a positive disjoint bounded sequence in F^∗. Since F has order continuous norm, by [17, Theorem 2.4.3] we know that (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} is weak^∗-null, hence (R^∗(y^∗_n))^∞_{n=1} is norm null in E^∗ because R is positively limited. Therefore, 0 ≤ R^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )(y^∗_n) = x^{∗∗}_n (R^∗(y^∗_n)) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_n ‖ · ‖R^∗(y^∗_n)‖ ≤ sup_k ‖x^{∗∗}_k ‖ · ‖R^∗(y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0, which proves that R^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )(y^∗_n) −→ 0. Calling on Lemma 3.6 once again we get ‖R^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ −→ 0, thus ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ = ‖(S ∘ R)^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ = ‖S^{∗∗}(R^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n ))‖ ≤ ‖S^{∗∗}‖ · ‖R^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ −→ 0. It follows that (T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n ))^∞_{n=1} is norm null and T^∗ is almost limited.

Since weakly compact operators, L-weakly compact operators, M-weakly compact operators and order L-weakly compact operators are all order weakly compact (see [2, Sections 5.2 and 5.3, Theorem 5.61 and p. 319] and [14]), Theorem 4.4 applies to all these classes of operators. Moreover, the following consequence holds.

Corollary 4.5. For all Banach spaces G and Hausdorff compact spaces K, the adjoint T^∗ of every weakly compact operator T : C(K) −→ G is almost limited, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

To motivate the next consequence of Proposition 4.3, let us see that adjoints of bounded operators are not always almost limited, even if the operator takes values in a Banach lattice with the dual positive Schur property.

Example 4.6. Let T : c_0 −→ C[0, 1] be defined by T (x)(t) = f(t)(x), where f : [0, 1] −→ (B_c∗_0 , ω^∗) is a surjective continuous function, whose existence is guaranteed by the Hahn- Mazurkiewicz Theorem. It is clear that T is linear and ‖T (x)‖ = ‖x‖ for every x ∈ c_0. Let us see that the adjoint T^∗ : C[0, 1]^∗ −→ ℓ_1 fails to be almost limited. Indeed, the sequence (J_{c0} (e_n))^∞_{n=1} is disjoint, positive and ω^∗-null in ℓ_∞; and, for each n ∈ N,

‖T^{∗∗}(J_{c0} (e_n))‖ = ‖J_{C[0,1]}(T (e_n))‖ = ‖T (e_n)‖ = ‖e_n‖ = 1.

Nevertheless, as adjoints of regular operators are regular, the next result follows from the application of Proposition 4.3 to the adjoint T^∗ : F^∗ −→ E^∗.

Corollary 4.7. Let F be a Banach lattice such that F^∗ has the dual positive Schur property. Then, no matter the Banach lattice E, the adjoint T^∗ of every regular operator T : E −→ F is almost limited, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Our final result concerns second adjoints of weakly compact operators on Banach lattices E eventually not satisfying the assumption of Theorem 4.4.

Proposition 4.8. Let T : E −→ F be a weakly compact operator between Banach lattices and suppose that one of the following holds:

(a) T is regular and F has the positive Schur property.

(b) T is positive, F has order continuous norm and E^∗ has the positive Schur property. Then T^∗ is almost limited, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let (x^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} be a positive weak^∗-null sequence in E^{∗∗}. The weak compactness of T gives T^{∗∗}(E^{∗∗}) ⊆ J_F (F ) [16, Theorem 3.5.8], so for each n ∈ N there exists y_n ∈ F such that T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n ) = J_F (y_n). Supposing (a), there are positive operators T_1, T_2 : E −→ F so that T = T_1 − T_2, hence T^{∗∗} = T^{∗∗}_1 − T^{∗∗}_2 . Since J_F is a Riesz homomorphism and x^{∗∗}_n^{w∗}−→ 0, for every y^∗ ∈ F^∗, |y^∗(|y_n|)| = |y^∗|(|y_n|) = J_F (|y_n|)(|y^∗|) = |J_F (y_n)|(y^∗) = |T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )|(|y^∗|) ≤ |T^{∗∗}|(x^{∗∗}_n )(|y^∗|) = |T^{∗∗}_1 − T^{∗∗}_2 |(x^{∗∗}_n )(|y^∗|) ≤ (T^{∗∗}_1 + T^{∗∗}_2 )(x^{∗∗}_n )(|y^∗|) = T^{∗∗}_1 (x^{∗∗}_n )(|y^∗|) + T^{∗∗}_2 (x^{∗∗}_n )(|y^∗|) = x^{∗∗}_n ((T^∗_1 + T^∗_2 )(|y^∗|)) −→ 0,

showing that the sequence (|y_n|)^∞_{n=1} is weakly null. The positive Schur property of F gives ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ = ‖J_F (y_n)‖ = ‖y_n‖ = ‖|y_n|‖ −→ 0, which proves that T^∗ is almost limited.

Now assume (b) and let (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} be a positive disjoint bounded sequence in F^∗. The order continuous norm of F implies that the sequence (y^∗_n)^∞_{n=1} is weak^∗-null [17, Theorem 2.4.3]. The weak compactness of T implies that T^∗ is weak^∗-weak continuous [16, Theorem 3.5.14], so (T^∗(y^∗_n))^∞_{n=1} is weakly null in E^∗. It follows that ‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0 because T^∗(y^∗_n) ≥ 0 because T is positive and E^∗ has the positive Schur property. From

|y^∗_n(y_n)| ≤ y^∗_n(|y_n|) = J_F (|y_n|)(y^∗_n) = |J_F (y_n)|(y^∗_n) = |T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )|(y^∗_n) = T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )(y^∗_n) = x^{∗∗}_n (T^∗(y^∗_n)) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_n ‖‖T^∗(y^∗_n)‖ −→ 0,

we get y^∗_n(y_n) −→ 0. From [8, Corollary 2.6] it follows that ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ = ‖J_F (y_n)‖ = ‖y_n‖ −→ 0 and the proof is complete.

References

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

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

[3] B. Aqzzouz, A. Elbour and A. W. Wickstead, Positive almost Dunford-Pettis operators and their duality, Positivity 15 (2011), no. 2, 185–197.

[4] H. Ardakani and M. Salimi, L-Dunford–Pettis and almost L-Dunford–Pettis sets in dual Bnach lattices, Int. J. Anal. Appl. 16 (2018) 149–161.

[5] G. Botelho, Q. Bu, J. Donghai and K. Navoyan, The positive Schur property on positive projective tensor products and spaces of regular multilinear operators, Monatsh. Math. 197 (2022), no. 4, 565–578.

[6] G. Botelho and J. L. P. Luiz. On the Schur, positive Schur and weak Dunford-Pettis properties in Fréchet lattices. Ann. Fenn. Math. 46 (2021), 633-642.

[7] J. Bourgain and J. Diestel, Limited operators and strict cosingularity, Math. Nachr. 119 (1984), 55–58.

[8] P. G. Dodds and D. H. Fremlin, Compact operators in Banach lattices, Israel J. Math. 34 (1979), 287–320.

[9] A. Elbour, Some characterizations of almost limited operators, Positivity 21 (2017), 865–874.

[10] A. Elbour, N. Machrafi and M. Moussa, On the class of weak almost limited operators, Quaest. Math. 38 (2015), 817-827.

[11] K. El Fahri and J. H’michane, The relationship between almost Dunford-Pettis operators and almost limited operators, Quaest. Math. 39 (2016), 487–496.

[12] K. El Fahri and F. Z. Oughajji, On the class of almost order (L) sets and applications, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) 70 (2021), no. 1, 235–245.

[13] P. Galindo and V. C. C. Miranda, Grothendieck-type subsets of Banach lattices, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 506 (2022), no. 1, Paper No. 125570, 14 pp.

[14] D. Lhaimer, K. Bouras and M. Moussa, On the class of order L-weakly and order M-weakly compact operators, Positivity 25 (2021), no. 4, 1569–1578.

[15] M. L. Lourenço and V. C. C. Miranda, The property (d) and the almost limited completely continuous operators, Anal. Math. (2022), to appear.

[16] R. E. Megginson, An Introduction to Banach Space Theory, Springer, 1998.

[17] P. Meyer–Nieberg, Banach Lattices, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1991.

[18] F. Z. Oughajji, K. El Fahri and M. Moussa, On the class of almost (L) limited operators, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged) 87 (2021), no. 1-2, 207–218.

[19] B. de Pagter and A. R. Schep, Measures of non-compactness of operators on Banach lattices, J. Funct. Anal. 78 (1988), 31-55.

[20] A. Retbi Almost L-Dunford-Pettis sets in Banach lattices and its applications, Hacet. J.

Math. Stat. 49 (2020), 599–607.

[21] A. Retbi A note on L-Dunford-Pettis sets in a topological dual Banach space, Czechoslovak Math. J. 70(145) (2020), no. 4, 1047–1057.

[22] A. Retbi A complement of positive weak almost Dunford-Pettis operators on Banach lattices, Arch. Math. (Brno) 55 (2019), no. 1, 1–6.

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

Univ. Bari 249 (1993), 25 pp.

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: luisgarcia@ime.usp.br