arXiv:2306.11860v1 [math.FA] 20 Jun 2023

Symmetric ideals of generalized summing multilinear operators

Geraldo Botelho^∗ and Ariel S. Santiago^†

Abstract

Let X_1, . . . , X_n, Y be classes of Banach spaces-valued sequences. An n-linear operator A between Banach spaces belongs to the ideal of (X_1, . . . , X_n; Y )-summing multilinear operators if (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} belongs to Y whenever (x^k_j )^∞_{j=1} belongs to X_k, k = 1, . . . , n. In this paper we develop techniques to generate non trivial symmetric ideals of this type. Illustrative examples and additional applications of the techniques are provided.

1 Introduction

In the theory of ideals of linear and multilinear operators between Banach spaces, ideals defined, or characterized, by the transformation of vector-valued sequences play a central role. Since everything began with the ideal of absolutely summing linear operators, such ideals are called ideals of generalized summing operators. Symmetric ideals of multilinear operators were introduced in [20] and have been studied since then. An ideal M of multilinear operators is symmetric if M contains the symmetrizations of the operators belonging to M. Very recent developments of symmetric ideals can be found in [9, 11, 28]. The main purpose of this paper is to develop techniques to create non trivial (in a sense that will become clear soon) symmetric ideals of generalized summing multilinear operators.

Let us recall one specific situation in which symmetric ideals are relevant. By ^A we mean the homogeneous polynomial determined by the multilinear linear operator A, and by P̌ the symmetric multilinear operator associated to the homogeneous polynomial P . A given ideal of multilinear operators M gives rise to two polynomial ideals, namely, M^∧ = { ^A : A ∈ M} and M^∨ = {P : P̌ ∈ M}. It is often necessary that these two ideals coincide and, as is well known, M^∧ = M^∨ if and only if the ideal M of multilinear operators is symmetric.

Different approaches to ideals of generalized summing operators have appeared in the literature, see, e.g., [3, 5, 10, 17, 19, 26]. In this paper we follow the method from [6], which is based

∗Supported by FAPEMIG Grant PPM-00450-17. †Supported by a FAPEMIG scholarship 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46G25, 47H60, 47L22, 47B10. Keywords: Banach spaces, multilinear operators, sequence classes, symmetric ideals.

on the concept of sequence classes. Roughly speaking, a sequence is a rule that, to each Banach space E, assigns a Banach space X(E) of E-valued sequences enjoying certain properties. Precise definitions and examples will be given in Section 2. For the moment we say that ℓ_∞(·) denotes the sequence class E → ℓ_∞(E). This approach to generalized summing operators has proved to be quite fruitful, see [1, 2, 7, 10, 12, 24, 26, 27]. Given sequences classes X_1, . . . , X_n, Y , an n-linear operator A: E_1 ×· · ·×E_n −→ F between Banach spaces is (X_1, . . . , X_n; Y )-summing if (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (F ) whenever (x^k_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X_k(E), k = 1, . . . , n. The space of all such operators is denoted by Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Under a certain technical condition (cf. Section 2), Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is an ideal of n-linear operators (precise definitions will be given in Section 2). In [11, Proposition 2.4] it is proved that, for all sequence classes X, Y and every n ≥ 2, the ideal Π_{X,}(n)_{... ,X;Y} =: Πn_{X;Y} is symmetric. And it is easy to see that, regardless of the sequence classes X_1, . . . , X_n, the ideal Π_{X1,...,Xn;ℓ∞(·)} coincides with the class of all continuous n-linear operators, hence it is trivially symmetric. So, we are chasing symmetric ideals of the type Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} such that X_i ≠ X_j for some i ≠ j and Y ≠ ℓ_∞(·). We shall say that such an ideal is a non trivial symmetric sequential ideal.

The contribution of this paper is divided into three sections. Philosophically, non symmetric ideals should be the rule, whereas symmetric ideals should be the exceptions. On the one hand, in Section 3 we show that, indeed, there are many examples of non symmetric sequential ideals. On the other hand, the reader will have the opportunity to check that, somehow surprisingly, such ideals are not so easy to be found. Sections 4 and 5 have the same structure: first we prove a result that gives conditions for Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} to be symmetric, then we construct two procedures to create new sequence classes from a given sequence class, namely X → X^u in Section 4 and X → X^{fd} in Section 5, which will enable us to give concrete examples of non trivial symmetric sequential ideals. In Section 6 we give additional applications of the procedures X → X^u and X → X^{fd}, one application in the theory of operator ideals and another one in the theory of sequence classes.

2 Preliminaries

For Banach spaces E, E_1, . . . , E_n, F over K = R or C , E^∗ denotes the topological dual of E, B_E denotes the closed unit ball of E and L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) denotes the space of continuous n-linear operators from E_1 × · · · × E_n to F . If E = E_1 = · · · = E_n, we write L(^nE; F ). For the theory of continuous multilinear operators we refer to [18, 22]. In the linear case n = 1 we simply write L(E; F ). A Banach ideal of n-linear operators, see [20, 25], is a subclass M_n of the class of continuous n-linear operators between Banach spaces such that, for all E_1, . . . , E_n, F ,

M_n(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) := M_n ∩ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F )

is a linear subspace of L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) endowed with a complete norm ‖ · ‖_{Mn} such that: • For all x^∗_1 ∈ E^∗_1 , . . . , x^∗_n ∈ E^∗_n and y ∈ F , M_n contains the operator (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ E_1 × · · · × E_n → x^∗_1(x_1) · · · x^∗_n(x_n)y ∈ F. • ‖(λ_1, . . . , λ_n) ∈ K^n → λ_1 · · · λ_n ∈ K ‖_{Mn} = 1. • If A ∈ M_n(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), u_j ∈ L(G_j; E_j), j = 1, . . . , n and t ∈ L(F ; H), then t ∘ A ∘

(u_1, . . . , u_n) ∈ M_n(G_1, . . . , G_n; H) and ‖t ∘ A ∘ (u_1, . . . , u_n)‖_{Mn} ≤ ‖t‖ · ‖A‖_{Mn} · ‖u_1‖ · · · ‖u_n‖. The symmetrization of the n-linear operator A ∈ L(^nE; F ) is the n-linear operator A_s ∈ L(^nE; F ) given by

A_s(x_1, . . . , x_m) = 1 n! · ∑ σ∈S_n A(x_{σ(1)}, . . . , x_{σ(n)}), where S_n is the set of permutations of {1, . . . , n}. An ideal M_n of n-linear operators is said to be symmetric [20] if A_s belongs to M_n for every A belonging to M_n.

Since the beginning of the theory, that is, since [25], ideals of generalized summing operators, have been playing a central role. Now we describe the approach from [6] to these ideals. The symbol E^1→ F means that E is a linear subspace of F and ‖ · ‖_F ≤ ‖ · ‖_E on E. We write E^1= if E = F isometrically. By c_{00}(E) and ℓ_∞(E) we denote the spaces of eventually null and bounded E-valued sequences. For j ∈ N, set e_j := (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, 0, . . .), where 1 appears at the j-th coordinate.

A sequence class is a rule that assigns, to each Banach space E, a Banach space X(E) of E-valued sequences such that c_{00}(E) ⊆ X(E)^1→ ℓ_∞(E) and ‖e_j‖_{X(K)} = 1 for every j ∈ N.

Example 2.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. The following correspondences are sequence classes: E → ℓ_∞(E) = bounded E-valued sequences, E → c_0(E) = norm null E-valued sequences, E → c(E) = convergent E-valued sequences, E → c^w_0 (E) = weakly null E-valued sequences, E → ℓ_p(E) = absolutely p-summable E-valued sequences, E → ℓ^w_p (E) = weakly p-summable E-valued sequences, E → ℓ^u_p (E) = unconditionally p-summable E-valued sequences (see [15, 8.2]), E → Rad(E) = almost unconditionally summable E-valued sequences (see [16, Chapter 12]), E → RAD(E) = almost unconditionally bounded E-valued sequences (see [29]), E → ℓ_p⟨E⟩ = Cohen strongly p-summable E-valued sequences (see [14]), E → ℓ^{mid}_p (E) = mid p-summable E-valued sequences (see [8]). All sequences spaces aforementioned are endowed with their natural norms. For details, see, e.g., [7].

When referring to a sequence class X, we shall adopt the following modus vivendi: at any risk of ambiguity we shall write X(·), otherwise we simply write X. For example, we write ℓ^w_p instead of ℓ^w_p (·), but we write ℓ_p(·) and not ℓ_p.

Let X_1, . . . , X_n, Y be sequence classes. An n-linear operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) is said to be (X_1, . . . , X_n; Y )-summing, in symbols A ∈ Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), if (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (F ) whenever (x^k_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X_k(E_k), k = 1, . . . , n. In this case, the induce n-linear operator

^A : X(E_1) × · · · × X(E_n) −→ Y (F ) , ^A(((x^1_j )^∞_{j=1}, . . . , (x^n_j )^∞_{j=1}) = (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1},

is continuous and the expression ‖A‖_{ΠX1,...,Xn;Y} := ‖ ^A‖ makes Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) a Banach space. A sequence class X is linearly stable if, regardless of the n ∈ N and the Banach space E, F , Π_{X;X}^1= L(E; F ). All sequence classes listed in Example 2.1 are linearly stable.

Under the two conditions below, Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is a Banach ideal of n-linear operators (see [6, Theorem 3.6]:

• X_1, . . . , X_n and Y are linearly stable.

• (λ^1_j · · · λ^n_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (K ) and ‖(λ^1_j · · · λ^n_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Y (K)} ≤^n ∏ k=1 ‖(x^k_j )^∞_{k=1}‖_{Xk(K)} for all (λ^k_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X_k(K ), k = 1, . . . , n. Of course we are interested in the case that Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is a Banach ideal of n-linear operators, so we will always suppose that the two conditions above hold. In particular, henceforth all sequence classes are supposed to be linearly stable.

3 Non symmetric ideals

In this section we show that, although they are not so easy to be constructed, there are plenty of non symmetric ideals of the type Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} . It is not difficult to see that non symmetric ideals of bilinear operators can be extended to the general multilinear case, so we restrict ourselves to the bilinear case. By A^t we denote the transpose of a bilinear operator A, that is, A^t(x, y) = A(y, x). So, an ideal M of bilinear operators is symmetric if and only if A^t ∈ M whenever A ∈ M.

A sequence class X is said to be:

• Subsequence invariant if (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) implies that every subsequence (x_{jk} )^∞_{k=1} ∈ X(E) and ‖(x_{jk} )^∞_{k=1}‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}.

• S-complete, where S ⊆ K^N , if (α_j x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) whenever (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and (α_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ S.

The following sequence classes are subsequence invariant: c_0(·), c(·), c^w_0 and, for 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, ℓ_p⟨·⟩, ℓ_p(·), ℓ^{mid}_p , ℓ^u_p , ℓ^w_p . All sequence classes listed in Example 2.1, but RAD, Rad and c(·), are ℓ_∞-complete. Due to Kahane’s contraction principle, RAD and Rad are ℓ_∞-complete in the real case K = R. It is clear that c(·) is c_0-complete, hence ℓ_p-complete for any 1 ≤ p < ∞.

Proposition 3.1. Let X, Y, W be sequence classes such that X is subsequence invariant and W (K )-complete, W is ℓ_∞-complete and the ideal of bilinear operators Π_{W,X;Y} is symmetric. Then Π_{X;Y} (E; F ) ⊆ Π_{W ;Y} (E, F ) for every Banach space F and every Banach space E such that X(E) ⊈ c^w_0 (E).

Proof. Let E, F be Banach spaces with X(E) ⊈ c^w_0 (E). We can choose a sequence (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and a functional x^∗ ∈ E^∗ such that x^∗(y_j) −̸→ 0. Since X is subsequence invariant, we can suppose that |x^∗(y_j)| ≥ ε for every j ∈ N and some ε > 0. Given u ∈ Π_{X;Y} (E; F ), let us check that the continuous bilinear operator A: E × E −→ F , A(x, y) = x^∗(x)u(y), is (W, X; Y )-summing. For (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and (w_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ W (E), (x^∗(w_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ W (K ) by the linear stability of W , hence (x^∗(w_j)x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) by the W (K )-completeness of X. The (X; Y )-summability of u gives

(A(w_j , x_j))^∞_{j=1} = (x^∗(w_j)u(x_j))^∞_{j=1} = (u(x^∗(w_j)x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ Y (F ),

proving that A ∈ Π_{W,X;Y} (E, E; F ). Therefore A^t ∈ Π_{W,X;Y} (E, E; F ) by the symmetry of Π_{W,X;Y} . To prove the (W ; Y )-summability of u, let (w_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ W (E) be given. Since

(_1

x^∗(y_j ) )_∞ j=1 ∈ ℓ_∞ (recall that | |_{1x∗(yj )} | | ≤_{1ε} for every j), calling on the ℓ_∞-completeness of W once again we get that

(_1 x^∗(y_j ) wj )_∞ j=1 ∈ W (E). Using that (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E), we finish the proof:

(u(w_j))^∞_{j=1} = ( 1 x^∗(y_j) x^∗(y_j)u(w_j) )_∞ j=1 = ( 1 x^∗(y_j) A(y_j, w_j) )_∞ j=1 = ( 1 x^∗(y_j)

A^t(w_j, y_j) )_∞ j=1 = ( A^t ( 1 x^∗(y_j) w_j, y_j ))_∞ j=1 ∈ Y (F ).

Example 3.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Taking W = ℓ^w_p and X = Y = c(·), we have that c(·) is subsequence invariant and ℓ_p-complete, ℓ^w_p is ℓ_∞-complete and c(E) ⊈ c^w_0 (E) for every E. Using that ℓ^w_p ⊆ c^w_0 , it is easy to check that Π_ℓw_{p ;c(·)} = Π_ℓw_{p ;c0(·)} (in the literature, the operators belonging to this ideal are called p-convergent, see [4, 13]). It is clear that this operator ideal is non-trivial, for instance, the identity operator on c_0 does not belong to it. We have

Π_{c(·);c(·)} = L ⊈ Π_ℓw_{p ;c0(·)} = Π_ℓw_{p ;c(·)},

where the first equality is the linear stability of c(·). Proposition 3.1 gives that the ideal Π_ℓw_{p ,c(·);c(·)} of (ℓ^w_p , c(·); c(·))-summing bilinear operators is not symmetric.

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a subsequence invariant sequence class not contained in c^w_0 . Then, for any 1 ≤ p < ∞, the ideal Π_ℓw_{p ,X;ℓp(·)} is not symmetric.

Proof. By assumption there are a Banach space E and a non weakly null sequence (z_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E), say z^∗(z_j ) −̸→ 0, z^∗ ∈ E^∗. Let us see that we can suppose that E is infinite dimensional. If not, define w_j = (z_j , 0, 0, 0, . . .) ∈ ℓ_1(E) for every j. Considering the inclusion x ∈ E → (x, 0, 0, . . .) ∈ ℓ_1(E), the linear stability of X gives that (w_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(ℓ_1(E)). By [30, II.B.21], w^∗ := (z^∗, 0, 0, . . .) ∈ ℓ_∞(E^∗) = [ℓ_1(E)]^∗ and w^∗(w_j) = z^∗(z_j ) −̸→ 0. So, (w_j )^∞_{j=1} is a non weakly null sequence in the infinite dimensional space ℓ_1(E) belonging to X. Therefore we can assume that (z_j )_{j=1}∞ ∈ X(E) is a non weakly null sequence in an infinite dimensional Banach space E.

Since X is subsequence invariant, up to a subsequence we can take ε > 0 and x^∗ ∈ E^∗ such that |x^∗(z_j )| ≥ ε for every j. Using that X(E)^1→ ℓ_∞(E), it follows easily that the bilinear operator A: E × E −→ E , A(x, y) = x^∗(x)y, is (ℓ^w_p , X; ℓ_p(·))-summing, that is, A ∈ Π_ℓw_{p ,X;ℓp(·)}(E, E; E). Since E is infinite dimensional, from [16, Theorem 2.18] there is (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_p (E) \ ℓ_p(E). So, ∞∑ j=1 ‖A^t(x_j , z_j )‖^p = ∞∑ j=1 ‖A(z_j , x_j)‖^p = ∞∑ j=1 |x^∗(z_j )|^p · ‖x_j ‖^p ≥ ε^p · ∞∑ j=1 ‖x_j ‖^p = +∞,

proving that A^t /∈ Π_ℓw_{p ,X;ℓp(·)}(E, E; E).

Example 3.4. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, the ideals Π_ℓw_{p ,c(·);ℓp(·)} and Π_ℓw_{p ,ℓ∞(·);ℓp(·)} are not symmetric.

We finish this section with a concrete example which is not covered by the results above.

Example 3.5. Let 1 ≤ p < q < ∞. As we saw in Example 3.2, we can take an infinite dimensional Banach space E and a non-norm null weakly p-summable sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊆ E, that is, (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_p (E) \ c_0(E). Up to a subsequence, we can suppose that ‖x_j ‖ ≥ ε for every j ∈ N and some ε > 0. Pick a nonzero functional x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and consider the bilinear operator A: E × E −→ E , A(x, y) = x^∗(x)y. On the one hand, it is easy to see that A is (ℓ^w_p , ℓ^w_q ; ℓ_p(·))-summing. On the other hand, let (α_j )^∞_{j=1} be a q-summable non-p-summable scalar sequence, that is (α_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ_q \ ℓ_p, and choose z ∈ E such that x^∗(z) ≠ 0. Defining z_j = α_jz for every j, it is clear that (z_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_q (E) and (x^∗(z_j ))^∞_{j=1} /∈ ℓ_p. In this fashion, (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_p (E), (z_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ ℓ^w_q (E) and ∞∑ j=1 ‖A^t(x_j , z_j )‖^p = ∞∑ j=1 ‖A(z_j , x_j)‖^p = ∞∑ j=1 |x^∗(z_j )|^p · ‖x_j ‖^p ≥ ε^p · ∞∑ j=1 |x^∗(z_j )|^p = +∞,

which proves that A^t fails to be (ℓ^w_p , ℓ^w_q ; ℓ_p(·))-summing. The conclusion is that the ideal Π_ℓw_{p ,ℓ}w_{q ;ℓp(·)} fails to be symmetric.

4 The procedure X → X^u

The purpose of this section and of the next one is not only to provide examples of non trivial symmetric ideals of the type Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} , but also to show how to create such ideals.

In this section, first we give a general result, then concrete applications are given. Soon we shall see examples of sequence classes satisfying the following conditions:

Definition 4.1. (a) For the sequence classes X and Y , we write X^{fin}≤ Y if, for every Banach space E, ‖ · ‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖ · ‖_{Y (E)} on c_{00}(E). If the norms coincide, we write X^{fin}= Y . (b) The sequence classes X_1, . . . , X_n are said to be jointly dominated if there exists a finitely determined sequence class X such that X_i^1→ X and X_i^{fin}≤ X for i = 1, . . . , n. Theorem 4.2. If the sequence classes X_1, . . . , X_n are jointly dominated, then the ideal Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is symmetric for every finitely determined sequence class Y .

Proof. Let Y be a finitely determined sequence class and let X be a finitely determined sequence class such that X_i^1→ X and X_i^{fin}≤ X for i = 1, . . . , n. By [11, Proposition 2.4] it is enough to show that Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y}^1= Πn_{X;Y} . On the one hand, the condition X_i^1→ X, i = 1, . . . , n, gives immediately that Ln_{X;Y}^1→ L_{X1,...,Xn;Y} . On the other hand, given A ∈ L_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), k ∈ N and x^i_j ∈ E_i, j = 1, . . . , k, i = 1, . . . , n, the condition X_i^{fin}≤ X for i = 1, . . . , n gives ‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^k_{j=1}‖_{Y (F )} ≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} · n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{Xi(Ei)} ≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} · n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(Ei)}.

Since both X and Y are finitely determined, taking the suprema over k it follows that A ∈ Ln_{X;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ‖A‖n_{X;Y} ≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} . Therefore, L_{X1,...,Xn;Y}^1→ Ln_{X;Y} .

Now we proceed to give applications of the theorem above.

Definition 4.3. Let X be a sequence class.

(a) For a Banach space E, we define c_{00}^X (E) as the closure of c_{00}(E) in X(E) endowed with the norm ‖ · ‖_{X(E)}.

(b) X is said to be finitely shrinking if, regardless of the Banach space E, the sequence (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and k ∈ N, it holds

(x_j )_{j≠k} := (x_1, . . . , x_{k−1}, x_{k+1}, . . .) ∈ X(E) and ‖(x_j )_{j≠k}‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}.

(c) Suppose that X is finitely shrinking. If (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E), then (x_n, x_{n+1}, . . .) ∈ X(E) for every n ∈ N. For a Banach space E, we define

X^u(E) := { (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) : lim_n ‖(x_n, x_{n+1}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} = 0 } , endowed with the norm ‖ · ‖_{X(E)}.

Example 4.4. It is not difficult to check that c_{00}^{ℓwp} = (ℓ^w_p )^u = ℓ^u_p and c_{00}^{ℓp(·)} = (ℓ_p(·))^u = ℓ_p(·) for every 1 ≤ p < ∞, and that c_{00}^{ℓ∞(·)} = (ℓ_∞(·))^u = c_0(·). Using [21, Theorem 3.10] we get c_{00}^{ℓp⟨·⟩} = (ℓ_p⟨·⟩)^u = ℓ_p⟨·⟩. Additional examples will be given soon.

It is easy to check that c_{00}^X is a (linearly stable) sequence class. It is clear that subsequence invariant classes are finitely shrinking, so we already have plenty of examples of finitely shrinking classes. Soon we will show that RAD is finitely shrinking.

The procedure X → X^u was first studied in the thesis [23], yet to be published. There it is proved, among other things and under different assumptions on X, that X^u is a (linearly stable) sequence class. Before proceeding, we have to go into details of the class X^u.

A sequence class Y is a closed subclass of the sequence class X if, for every Banach space E, Y (E) is a closed subspace of X(E) and ‖ · ‖_{Y (E)} = ‖ · ‖_{X(E)} on Y (E). Of course, c_{00}^X is a closed subclass of X.

The reader may be tempted to think that c_{00}^X = X^u for every X. But there is a subtle detail. In the next proposition we shall see that the equality holds if, in addition to be finitely shrinking, X satisfies the following property: for all E, (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊆ E and k ∈ N for which x_k = 0, it holds (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) ⇔ (x_j )_{j≠k} ∈ X(E) and ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j)_{j≠k}‖_{X(E)}.

In this case X is said to be finitely zero invariant. All finitely shrinking classes we have worked with are finitely zero invariant, but we do not know if this holds in general.

Next we summarize the properties of X^u we shall use later. We skip the proofs.

Proposition 4.5. Let X and Y be a finitely shrinking sequence classes. (a) X^u is a (linearly stable) finitely shrinking sequence class, (X^u)^u = X^u and X^{u 1}→ c_0(·). (b) If X is finitely zero invariant, then X^u = c_{00}^X .

(c) X^u and c_{00}^X are closed subclasses of X. In particular, X^{u 1}→ X and c_{00}^{X 1}→ X. (d) If X^1→ Y then X^{u 1}→ Y^u.

Corollary 4.6. Let X and Y be finitely determined sequence classes with X finitely shrinking. The ideal Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is symmetric for every n ≥ 2 and all X_i ∈ {c_{00}^X , X^u, X}, i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. By Proposition 4.5(a) and (c) we have that X_1, . . . , X_n are jointly dominated by X. The result follows from Theorem 4.2.

We are ready to give the first examples of non trivial sequential symmetric ideals.

Example 4.7. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Since ℓ^w_p is finitely determined and (ℓ^w_p )^u = ℓ^u_p ≠ ℓ^w_p , Π_ℓθ_{1p ,...,ℓ}θ_{np ;Y} is a non trivial sequential symmetric ideal for every n ≥ 2, all θ_1, . . . , θ_n ∈ {u, w} with θ_i = u and θ_j = w for some i and j, and every finitely determined sequence class Y ≠ ℓ_∞(·).

Some preparation is needed to give further concrete applications of Corollary 4.6.

Lemma 4.8. The sequence class RAD is finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant.

Proof. Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ⊆ E and k ∈ N be so that x_k = 0. Given n, the symbol ε_1,^{[k]}. . ., ε_n means ε_1, . . . , ε_{k−1}, ε_{k+1}, . . . ε_n. We have ‖(x_1, . . . , x_{k−1}, x_{k+1}, . . . , x_n, 0, 0, . . .)‖^2_{Rad(E)} = 1 2^{n−1} · ∑ ε_1,...,ε_{n−1}=±1 ‖ε_1x_1 + · · · + ε_{k−1}x_{k−1} + ε_kx_{k+1} + · · · + ε_{n−1}x_n‖^2 = 1 2^n · ∑ ε_1,^{[k]}...,ε_n=±1 2‖ε_1x_1 + · · · + ε_{k−1}x_{k−1} + ε_{k+1}x_{k+1} + · · · + ε_nx_n‖^2

= 1 2^n · ∑ ε_1,^{[k]}...,ε_n=±1 ∑ ε_k=±1 ‖ε_1x_1 + · · · + ε_{k−1}x_{k−1} + ε_kx_k + ε_{k+1}x_{k+1} + · · · + ε_nx_n‖^2

= 1 2^n · ∑ ε_1,...,ε_n=±1 ‖ε_1x_1 + · · · + ε_nx_n‖^2 = ‖(x_1, . . . , x_n, 0, 0, . . .)‖^2_{Rad(E)}.

Taking the supremum over n we conclude that RAD is finitely zero invariant. Combining this information with Kahane’s contraction principle [16, 12.2], it follows easily that RAD is finitely shrinking.

Proposition 4.9. (a) RAD^u = Rad = Rad^u. (b) For 1 ≤ p < ∞, (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u ≠ ℓ^{mid}_p and (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u ≠ ℓ^u_p .

Proof. (a) We have

RAD^u = c_{00}^{RAD} = Rad = RAD^u = (RAD^u)^u = Rad^u,

where the first equality follows from a combination of Lemma 4.8 with Proposition 4.5(b), the second from [29, Proposition 5.1(b)], the third has already been proved, the fourth follows from Proposition 4.5(a) and the last one from the already proved equality RAD^u = Rad. (b) Since ℓ^{mid}_p^1→ ℓ^w_p , by Proposition 4.5(d) we have (ℓ^{mid}_p )^{u 1}→ (ℓ^w_p )^u = ℓ^u_p . Supposing that (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u = ℓ^{mid}_p or (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u = ℓ^u_p , we would have ℓ^{mid}_p = (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u ⊆ ℓ^u_p or ℓ^u_p = (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u ⊆ ℓ^{mid}_p ; but this cannot happen because the classes ℓ^{mid}_p and ℓ^u_p are incomparable [8, Example 1.7].

The following examples follow from the proposition above and Corollary 4.6.

Example 4.10. Since RAD is finitely determined, for every n ≥ 2, every finitely determined sequence class Y ≠ ℓ_∞(·) and all sequences classes X_1, . . . , X_n ∈ {RAD, Rad} with X_i = RAD and X_j = Rad for some i and j, Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is a non trivial sequential symmetric ideal.

Example 4.11. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Since ℓ^{mid}_p is finitely determined, Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is a non trivial sequential symmetric ideal for every n ≥ 2, all X_1, . . . , X_n ∈ {ℓ^{mid}_p , (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u} with X_i = ℓ^{mid}_p and X_j = (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u for some i and j, and every finitely determined sequence class Y ≠ ℓ_∞(·).

5 The procedure X → X^{fd}

Note that the symmetric ideals we constructed in the previous section are of the type Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} where Y is always finitely determined. The good news is that several usual sequence classes are finitely determined, such as ℓ_p(·), ℓ^w_p , ℓ_∞, RAD, ℓ_p⟨·⟩ and ℓ^{mid}_p ; and the bad news is that some are not, such as c_0(·), c^w_0 , c(·), ℓ^u_p , Rad and (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u. The purpose of this section is to construct non trivial sequential symmetric ideals for Y not necessarily finitely determined.

Proposition 5.1. Let X_1, . . . , X_n, Y, Z, W be sequence classes such that Z and W are finitely

determined and finitely shrinking. Suppose also that W^{fin}≤ Y , X_i ⊆ Z and X_i^{fin}≤ Z for every i = 1, . . . , n, X_k ⊆ Z^u for some k ∈ {1, . . . , n} and W^u ⊆ Y. Then Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} = Πn_{Z;W} . Proof. Let A ∈ Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) be given. Using that W^{fin}≤ Y and X_i^{fin}≤ Z, for m ∈ N and x^i_j ∈ E_i, j = 1, . . . , m, i = 1, . . . , n, we have ‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^m_{j=1}‖_{W (F )} ≤ ‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^m_{j=1}‖_{Y (F )} ≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^m_{j=1}‖_{Xi(Ei)}

≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j)^m_{j=1}‖_{Z(Ei)}. Since Z and W are finitely determined, it follows that A ∈ Πn_{Z;W} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ) and ‖A‖n_{Z;W} ≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} . Now suppose that A ∈ Πn_{Z;W} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). Let (x^i_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X_i(E_i) ⊆ Z(E_i), i = 1 . . . n.

Using that Z is finitely shrinking, we get (x^i_j )^∞_{j=m} ∈ Z(E_i) and ‖(x^i_j)^∞_{j=m}‖_{Z(Ei)} ≤ ‖(x^i_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Z(Ei)} for all m ∈ N and i = 1 . . . n. Thus, (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=m} ∈ W (F ) and, since (x^k_j )^∞_{j=m} ∈ Z^u(E_k), lim_{m→∞} ‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=m}‖_{W (F )} ≤ lim_{m→∞} ‖A‖n_{Z;W} · n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^∞_{j=m}‖_{Z(Ei)}

≤ ‖A‖n_{Z;W} · lim_{m→∞} [(_n ∏ i=1,i≠k ‖(x^i_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{Z(Ei)} ) · ‖(x^k_j )^∞_{j=m}‖_{Z(Ek)} ] = 0.

This proves that (A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ W^u(F ) ⊆ Y (F ), so A ∈ Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ). The proof is complete.

Next we show how the proposition above can be used to give new concrete examples of non trivial sequential symmetric ideals.

Definition 5.2. For a sequence class X we define

X^{fd}(E) := { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} := sup_k ‖(x_j)^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} < ∞ }

for every Banach space E.

Example 5.3. (a) For 1 ≤ p < ∞, (ℓ^u_p )^{fd} = ℓ^w_p = (ℓ^w_p )^u, ℓ_p(·)^{fd} = ℓ_p(·). (b) c_0(·)^{fd} = (c^w_0 )^{fd} = c(·)^{fd} = ℓ_∞(·) and Rad^{fd} = RAD.

(c) There are sequence classes X for which X^u ⊊ X ⊊ X^{fd}. For instance, taking X = c^w_0 , we have (c^w_0 )^u = c_0(·) ⊊ c^w_0 ⊊ ℓ_∞(·) = (c^w_0 )^{fd}.

The properties of X^{fd} we shall need are the following. Proposition 5.4. Let X be a sequence class. Then:

(a) X^{fd} is a (linearly stable) sequence class and X^{fd 1}= X if and only if X is finitely determined. (b) If X is finitely shrinking, then X^{fd} is finitely shrinking and finitely determined. (c) If X is finitely zero invariant, then X^{fd} is finitely zero invariant as well. (d) If X is finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant, then c_{00}^{X 1}= X^{u 1}= (X^{fd})^{u 1}= c_{00}^{Xfd} . In particular, c_{00}^X = X^u is a closed subclass of X^{fd}.

Proof. We skip the proof of (a). The completeness of X^{fd}(E) is proved by a standard argument with the help of [6, Lemma 3.1].

(b) Given a Banach space E, k ∈ N and x_1, x_2, . . . , x_k ∈ E,

‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = máx{‖(x_j )^1_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}, ‖(x_j)^2_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}, . . . , ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}} = ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} (1) because X is finitely shrinking. It follows that

(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{fd}(E) ⇔ sup_k ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} < ∞ ⇔ sup_k ‖(x_j)^k_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} < +∞,

and, in this case, ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} = sup_k ‖(x_j)^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = sup_k ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)},

proving that X^{fd} is finitely determined.

For (x_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{fd}(E) and k ∈ N, using again that X is finitely shrinking we get ‖(x_1, . . . , x_{k−1}, x_{k+1}, . . . , x_n, 0, 0, . . .)‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j )^n_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} for every n > k. Combining this with (1) it follows immediately that X^{fd} is finitely shrinking. (c) Let (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N and k ∈ N be so that x_k = 0. Since X is finitely zero invariant, ‖(x_j )^n_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_1, . . . , x_{k−1}, x_{k+1}, . . . , x_n, 0, 0, . . .)‖_{X(E)} for every n > k. (2) Define (y_j)^∞_{j=1} by y_j = x_j if j < k and y_j = x_{j+1} if j ≥ k, that is, (y_j)^∞_{j=1} = (x_j )_{j≠k}. Combining (2) with (x_1, . . . , x_{k−1}, 0, 0, . . .) = (x_1, . . . , x_{k−1}, x_k, 0, 0, . . .), it is not difficult to see that sup_n ‖(y_j)^n_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = sup_n ‖(x_j)^n_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}.

We conclude that (x_j )_{j≠k} = (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{fd}(E) if and only if (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{fd}(E), and, in this case, ‖(x_j )_{j≠k}‖_Xfd_{(E)} = ‖(y_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} ∈ X^{fd}(E).

(d) Proposition 4.5 gives that c_{00}^X = X^u is a closed subclass of X. Let us check that X^u is a closed subclass of X^{fd}. Given (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^u(E) and ε > 0, let k_0 ∈ N be such that ‖(x_k, x_{k+1}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} < ε for every k ≥ k_0. Using that X finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant, we have

sup_k ‖(x_j)^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = sup_{k0<k} ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = sup_{k0<k} ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1} − (0, . . . , 0 k−vezes , x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)}

≤ sup_{k0<k} ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ‖(0, . . . , 0 k−vezes , x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + sup_{k0<k} ‖(0, . . . , 0 k−vezes , x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + sup_{k0<k} ‖(x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ε,

which gives (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{fd}(E) and ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xu_{(E)}. Moreover, for every k ≥ k_0,

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1} + (0, . . . , 0 k−vezes , x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ‖(0, . . . , 0 k−vezes , x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ‖(x_{k+1}, x_{k+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} < ‖(x_j)^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ε, from which it follows that ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xu_{(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} ≤ sup_k ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} and proves that X^u is a closed subclass of X^{fd}.

Since X (assumption) and X^{fd} (items (b) and (c)) are finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant, Proposition 4.5(b) gives X^{u 1}= c_{00}^X and (X^{fd})^{u 1}= c_{00}^{Xfd} . We have just proved that X^{u 1}= c_{00}^X is a closed subclass of X^{fd}, in particular X^{u 1}→ X^{fd} with equal norms on X^u. Calling on Proposition 4.5(a) and (d) we get c_{00}^{X 1}= X^{u 1}= (X^u)^{u 1}→ (X^{fd})^{u 1}= c_{00}^{Xfd} with equal norms in the inclusion. It is enough to prove that c_{00}^{Xfd} ⊆ c_{00}^X . Given (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ c_{00}^{Xfd} (E), using that X^{fd} is finitely zero invariant and (X^{fd})^u(E) = c_{00}^{Xfd} (E), ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1} − (x_j )^n_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(E)} = ‖(x_{n+1}, x_{n+2}, . . .)‖_Xfd_{(E)}^{n→∞}−→ 0, proving that (x_j )^n_{j=1}^{n→∞}−→ (x_j )^∞_{j=1} in X^{fd}(E). By (1) we know that the norms ‖ · ‖_Xfd and ‖ · ‖_X coincide on c_{00}(E), so ((x_j )^n_{j=1})^∞_{n=1} is a Cauchy sequence in X(E), hence convergent, say (x_j )^n_{j=1}^{n→∞}−→ (y_j)^∞_{j=1} in X(E). But c_{00}^X (E) is closed in X(E), so (x_j )^n_{j=1}^{n→∞}−→ (y_j)^∞_{j=1} in c_{00}^X (E). This convergence occurs in X^{fd}(E) because c_{00}^X is a closed subclass of X^{fd}. The uniqueness of the limit gives (x_j )^∞_{j=1} = (y_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ c_{00}^X (E).

Theorem 5.5. Let X and Y be finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant sequence classes. For every n ∈ N, the ideal Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is symmetric whenever X_i ∈ {X^u, X, X^{fd}} for every i = 1, . . . , n, and X_k = X^u for some k ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Moreover, in this case Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} = Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} u . Proof. Let X_1, . . . , X_n be sequence classes as in the statement of the theorem. Given a Banach space E and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E), using that X is finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant we get, for any m ∈ N, ‖(x_j )^m_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1} − (0, . . . , 0 m times , x_{m+1}, x_{m+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ‖(0, . . . , 0 m times , x_{m+1}, x_{m+2}, . . .)‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} + ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = 2‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)}.

It follows that (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^{fd}(E), which proves that X ⊆ X^{fd}. From Proposition 5.4(b) we know that X^{fd} and Y^{fd} are finitely determined sequence classes, c_{00}^X = X^u is a closed subclass of X^{fd} and c_{00}^Y = Y^u is a closed subclass of Y^{fd}. In particular, X^{fin}= X^{fd} and Y^{u fin}= Y^{fd}. We wish to apply Proposition 5.1 to conclude that

Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} u = Πn_Xfd_{;Y} fd . (3)

It is enough to make a checklist of the assumptions of Proposition 5.1 in this case: X^{fd} and Y^{fd} are finitely shrinking and finitely determined (Proposition 5.4(b)); Y^{u fin}= Y^{fd} (see above); X^u ⊆ X (obvious) and X ⊆ X^{fd} (see above); X^{u fin}= X (obvious) and X^{fin}= X^{fd} (see above); X^u = (X^{fd})^u (Proposition 5.4(d)), so X_k = (X^{fd})^u for some k; (Y^{fd})^u = Y^u (Proposition 5.4(d)). Hence, (3) holds. Given A ∈ Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), using again that Y^{u fin}= Y^{fd} and X_i^{fin}= X^{fd}, we have

‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^k_{j=1}‖_Y fd_{(F )} = ‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^k_{j=1}‖_Y u_{(F )} = ‖(A(x^1_j , . . . , x^n_j ))^k_{j=1}‖_{Y (F )} ≤ ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} · n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{Xi(Ei)} = ‖A‖_{X1,...,Xn;Y} · n∏ i=1 ‖(x^i_j )^k_{j=1}‖_Xfd_{(Ei)}

for all k ∈ N and x^i_j ∈ E_i, j = 1, . . . , k, i = 1, . . . , n. As X^{fd} and Y^{fd} are finitely determined, therefore it follows that A ∈ Πn_Xfd_{;Y} fd (E_1, . . . , E_n; F ), therefore Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} ⊆ Ln_Xfd_{;Y} fd . Combining this inclusion with the obvious inclusion Y^u ⊆ Y and (3) we have Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} u ⊆ Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} ⊆ Πn_Xfd_{;Y} fd = Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} u . Therefore, Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} = Πn_Xfd_{;Y} fd is a symmetric ideal.

Example 5.6. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Since ℓ^w_p and ℓ^{mid}_p are finitely determined and finitely zero invariant, (ℓ^w_p )^u = ℓ^u_p ≠ ℓ^w_p and ℓ^{mid}_p ≠ (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u, Π_ℓθ_{1p ,...,ℓ}θ_{np ;Y} and Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} are non trivial sequential symmetric ideals for every n ≥ 2, all θ_1, . . . , θ_n ∈ {u, w} with θ_i = u and θ_j = w for some i and j, all X_1, . . . , X_n ∈ {ℓ^{mid}_p , (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u} with X_i = ℓ^{mid}_p and X_j = (ℓ^{mid}_p )^u for some i and j, and every finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant sequence class Y ≠ ℓ_∞(·).

In particular, Π_ℓw_{2 ,ℓ}u_{2 ;Rad} is a symmetric ideal of bilinear operators, information which cannot be recovered using the previous section

Example 5.7. Since RAD is finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant, for every n ≥ 2, the ideal Π_{X1,...,Xn;Y} is symmetric whenever X_i ∈ {RAD, Rad} with X_i = RAD and X_j = Rad for some i and j, and Y ≠ ℓ_∞(·) is a finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant sequence class.

Remark 5.8. The reader might be wondering if X ⊆ X^{fd} for every sequence class X. All we know is that X is a closed subclass of X^{fd} if ‖(x_j)^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = sup_k ‖(x_j )^k_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} for every

(x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and any Banach space E. Note that this condition is weaker than being finitely determined.

6 Further applications

In this section we show that the procedures X → X^u and X → X^{fd} and the results proved in the previous sections can be useful beyond the scope of symmetric ideals of multilinear operators.

As mentioned in the Introduction, the class that originated this line of research is the ideal Π_p of absoluely p-summing linear operators, defined as Π_p = Π_ℓw_{p ;ℓp(·)}. It is well known that it is enough to check the transformation of sequences in ℓ^u_p , that is, Π_p = Π_ℓw_{p ;ℓp(·)} = Π_ℓu_{p ;ℓp(·)}. Let us see that this coincidence is a particular case of much more general ones.

Proposition 6.1. Let X be a finitely determined and finitely shrinking sequence class. (a) Π_{X;Y}^1= Π_Xu_{;Y} for every finitely determined sequence class Y .

(b) Π_{X;Y}^1= Π_Xu_{;Y} u for every finitely determined and finitely shrinking sequence class Y . (c) Π_Xu_{;Y} u = Π_{X;Y} fd^1= Π_Xu_{;Y} fd for every finitely shrinking and finitely zero invariant sequence class Y .

Proof. (a) Since X^u is a closed subclass of X, the desired equality was obtained in the proof of Proposition 5.1.

(b) Let T ∈ Π_Xu_{;Y} (E; F ) and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^u(E) be given. For every n ∈ N, we have (x_j )^∞_{j=n} ∈ X(E) and (T (x_j ))^∞_{j=n} ∈ Y (F ) because X and Y are finitely shrinking. Thus, ‖(T (x_j))^∞_{j=n}‖_{Y (F )} ≤ ‖T ‖_Xu_{;Y} ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=n}‖_{X(E)}^{n→∞}−→ 0, showing that T ∈ Π_Xu_{;Y} u (E; F ). It follows that Π_Xu_{;Y}^1→ Π_Xu_{;Y} u . The inclusion Π_Xu_{;Y} u^1→ Π_Xu_{;Y} is straightforward, so Π_Xu_{;Y} u^1= Π_Xu_{;Y} . The result follows from (a). (c) By Proposition 5.4(b), Y^{fd} is finitely determined. From (a) it follows that Π_{X;Y} fd^1= Π_Xu_{;Y} fd . We know that Y^{fd} is finitely shrinking (Proposition 5.4(b)) and (Y^{fd})^u = Y^u (Proposition 5.4(d)), so Π_{X;Y} fd = Π_Xu_{;Y} u by Proposition 5.1.

Example 6.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Taking X = ℓ^w_p and Y = ℓ_p(·) we recover the known coincidence Π_ℓw_{p ;ℓp(·)} = Π_ℓu_{p ;ℓp(·)}. And taking X = ℓ^w_p and Y = RAD we get

Π_ℓu_{p ;Rad} = Π_ℓw_{p ;RAD} = Π_ℓu_{p ;RAD}. (4)

Since Rad(K ) = RAD(K ) = ℓ_2, the class of operators in (4) is of interest (in the sense that it is an operator ideal) only for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. The information in (4) generalizes the equality Π_ℓu_{2 ;Rad} = Π_ℓw_{2 ;RAD} obtained in [6] for the ideal of almost summing linear operators (see [16]).

For 1 ≤ p < ∞, we are interested in sequence classes X having ℓ_p as scalar component, that is, X(K ) = ℓ_p. Contemplating the following chain of the most usual of such sequence classes

ℓ_p⟨·⟩ ⊆ ℓ_p(·) ⊆ ℓ^u_p ∩ ℓ^{mid}_p ⊆ ℓ^u_p ∪ ℓ^{mid}_p ⊆ ℓ^w_p ,

it is inevitable to wonder if every sequence class having ℓ_p as scalar component lies between ℓ_p⟨·⟩ and ℓ^w_p . On the one hand, it is easy to see that ℓ^w_p is the greatest sequence class having ℓ_p

as scalar component. More precisely, if X is a sequence class with X(K ) = ℓ_p, then X^1→ ℓ^w_p . This fact follows immediately from the linear stability of X applied to linear functionals. On the other hand, we shall prove next that ℓ_p⟨·⟩ is minimal amongst the sequence classes having ℓ_p as scalar component and enjoying some properties shared by all usual classes. We shall do that using the procedures X → X^u and X → X^{fd} from the previous sections, as well as the procedure X → X^{dual} from [7], which we describe next.

According to [7], a sequence class X is said to be:

• Finitely injective if ‖(x_j )^n_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} ≤ ‖(i(x_j ))^n_{j=1}‖_{X(F )} for every metric injection i: E −→ F between Banach spaces and all n ∈ N, x_1, . . . , x_n ∈ E.

• Spherically complete if (α_jx_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and ‖(α_j x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{XE} whenever (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E) and (α_j)^∞_{j=1} ∈ K^N , with |α_j| = 1 for every j ∈ N.

Given a sequence class X and a Banach space E, define

X^{dual}(E) := { (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ E^N : ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (x_j ) converges for every (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X(E^∗) } , (5)

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xdual_{(E)} := sup_{(x∗}

j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{X(E}∗_) ∞∑ j=1 |x^∗_j (x_j )|. If X is spherically complete, then X^{dual} is a (linearly stable) finitely determined and spherically complete sequence class [7, Proposition 2.5].

Proposition 6.3. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let X be a finitely injective, finitely zero invariant, finitely shrinking and spherically complete sequence class. If X(K ) = ℓ_p and X^1→ ℓ_p⟨·⟩, then X^1= ℓ_p⟨·⟩.

Proof. We already know that X^u is a (linearly stable) sequence class and X^u = c_{00}^X (Proposition 4.5). Using that X is finitely shrinking and spherically complete, it follows easily that X^u is spherically complete, so we can consider the sequence class (X^u)^{dual}. It is clear that X^u(K ) = ℓ_p. Denoting (ℓ_p)_∗ = ℓ_p∗ if 1 < p < ∞ and (ℓ_1)_∗ = c_0, from (5) we get (X^u)^{dual}(K ) = (ℓ_p)_∗. Let E be a Banach space. The linear stability of (X^u)^{dual} gives that (x^∗(x_j ))^∞_{j=1} ∈ (X^u)^{dual}(K ) = ℓ_p∗ for all x^∗ ∈ E^∗ and (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ (X^u)^{dual}(E). Moreover, (X^u)^{dual}(E)^1→ ℓ^w_p∗ (E); in particular, B_{(X}u_)dual_{(E)} ⊆ B_ℓw_{p∗ (E)}. From Proposition 5.4(b) and (d) we know that X^{fd} is finitely determined and that X^u = c_{00}^X is a closed subclass of X^{fd}. And from the proof of Proposition 5.4(b) (see (1)) we have that ‖ · ‖_{X(E)} = ‖ · ‖_Xfd_{(E)} on c_{00}(E), hence X^u = c_{00}^X = c_{00}^{Xfd} . In the terminology of [7] this implies that X^u is a finitely dominated sequence class. We have shown that X^u fulfills all the assumptions of [7, Theorem 2.10], so the spaces (X^u)^{dual}(E^∗) and [X^u(E)]^∗ are isometrically isomorphic by means of the correspondence

x^∗ = (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ (X^u)^{dual}(E^∗) → φ_x∗ ∈ [X^u(E)]^∗, φ_x∗ ((x_j )^∞_{j=1}) = ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (x_j ),

for every (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^u(E). Applying the Hahn-Banach Theorem, for any (x_j )^∞_{j=1} ∈ X^u(E) we have

‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_{X(E)} = ‖(x_j )^∞_{j=1}‖_Xu_{(E)} = sup_{φ∈B[Xu(E)]∗} | |φ((x_j )^∞_{j=1}) | |

= sup

(x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_{(Xu)dual(E∗)} | | | | ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (x_j ) | | | | ≤ sup (x^∗_j )^∞_{j=1}∈B_ℓw_{p∗ (E)} | | | | ∞∑ j=1 x^∗_j (x_j ) | | | | = ‖(xj)^∞_{j=1}‖ℓ_p⟨E⟩,

By assumption we have X^1→ ℓ_p⟨·⟩, so the inequality above gives that X^u is a closed subclass of ℓ_p⟨·⟩. It follows that c_{00}^{ℓp⟨·⟩}(E)^1→ X^u(E)^1→ X(E)^1→ ℓ_p⟨E⟩^1= c_{00}^{ℓp⟨·⟩}(E), from which we get X^1= ℓ_p⟨·⟩.

References

[1] D. Achour, A. Alouani, P. Rueda, E. A. Sánchez Pérez, Tensor characterizations of summing polynomials, Mediterr. J. Math. 15 (2018), no. 3, Paper No. 127, 12 pp.

[2] D. Achour, A. Attallah, Operator ideals generated by strongly Lorentz sequence spaces, Adv. Oper.

Theory 6 (2021), no. 2, Paper No. 35, 24 pp.

[3] N. Albuquerque, G. Araújo, W. Cavalcante, T. Nogueira, D. Núñez, D. Pellegrino, P. Rueda, On summability of multilinear operators and applications, Ann. Funct. Anal. 9 (2018), no. 4, 574–590.

[4] H. Ardakani, Kh. Taghavinejad, The strong limited p-Schur property in Banach lattices, Oper.

Matrices 16 (2022), no. 3, 811–825.

[5] F. Bayart, D. Pellegrino, P. Rueda, On coincidence results for summing multilinear operators:

interpolation, ℓ_1-spaces and cotype, Collect. Math. 71 (2020), no. 2, 301–318.

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

[7] G. Botelho, J. R. Campos, Duality theory for generalized summing linear operators, Collect. Math.

74 (2023), 457-472.

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

[9] G. Botelho, V. V. Fávaro, S. A. Pérez, Uncomplemented subspaces in operator and polynomial ideals, Rev. Mat. Complut. 35 (2022), no. 3, 851–869.

[10] 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.

[11] G. Botelho, R. Wood, Hyper-ideals of multilinear operators and two-sided polynomial ideals generated by sequence classes, Mediterr. J. Math. 20 (2023), no. 1, Paper No. 35, 16 pp.

[12] J. Campos, J. Santos, An anisotropic approach to mid summable sequences, Colloq. Math. 161 (2020), no. 1, 35–49.

[13] J. M. F. Castillo, F. Sánchez, Dunford-Pettis-like properties of continuous vector function spaces, Rev. Mat. Univ. Complut. Madrid 6 (1993), no. 1, 43–59.

[14] J. S. Cohen, Absolutely p-summing, p-nuclear operators and their conjugates, Math. Ann. 201 (1973), 177–200.

[15] A. Defant, K. Floret, Tensor Norms and Operator Ideals, North-Holland, 1993. [16] J. Diestel, H. Jarchow, A. Tonge, Absolutely Summing Operators, Cambridge University Press, 1995.

[17] V. Dimant, R. Villafañe, Diagonal multilinear operators on Köthe sequence spaces, Linear Multilinear Algebra 67 (2019), no. 2, 248–266.

[18] S. Dineen, Complex Analysis on Infinite Dimensional Spaces, Springer, 1999. [19] M. Fernández-Unzueta, The Segre cone of Banach spaces and multilinear mappings, Linear Multilinear Algebra 68 (2020), no. 3, 575–593.

[20] K. Floret, D. García, On ideals of polynomials and multilinear mappings between Banach spaces, Arch. Math. (Basel) 81 (2003), 300–308.

[21] J. H. Fourie, I. M. Röntgen, Banach space sequences and projective tensor products, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 277 (2003), 629–644.

[22] J. Mujica, Complex Analysis in Banach Spaces, Dover Publ., 2010.

[23] L. C. Nascimento, Quasi-normas tensoriais e operadores associados no ambiente de classes de sequências, Doctoral Thesis, Universidade Federal da Paraíba, Brazil, 2021.

[24] A. Philip, D. Baweja, Ideals of mid p-summing operators: a tensor product approach, Adv. Oper.

Theory 8 (2023), no. 2, Paper No. 28, 18 pp.

[25] 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), vol. 67, pp. 185–199 (1983).

[26] J. Ribeiro, F. Santos, Generalized multiple summing multilinear operators on Banach spaces, Mediterr. J. Math. 16 (2019), no. 5, Paper No. 108, 20 pp.

[27] J. Ribeiro, F. Santos, Absolutely summing polynomials, Methods Funct. Anal. Topology 27 (2021), no. 1, 74–87.

[28] J. Ribeiro, F. Santos, E. R. Torres, Coherence and compatibility: a stronger approach, Linear Multilinear Algebra 70 (2022), no. 1, 66–80.

[29] N. N. Vakhania, V. I. Tarieladze, S. A. Chobanyan, Probability distributions on Banach spaces, D. Reidel Publishing Co., Dordrecht, 1987.

[30] P. Woytaszczyk, Banach Spaces for Analysts, Cambridge University Press, 1991.

Geraldo Botelho Ariel S. Santiago Faculdade de Matemática Departamento de Matemática Universidade Federal de Uberlândia Universidade Federal de Minas Gerais 38.400-902 – Uberlândia – Brazil 31.270-901 – Belo Horizonte – Brazil e-mail: botelho@ufu.br e-mail: arielsantossantiago@hotmail.com