arXiv:2312.11717v3 [math.FA] 5 Jun 2024

Banach lattices of linear operators and of homogeneous polynomials not containing c_0

Geraldo Botelho^∗, Vinícius C. C. Miranda^† and Pilar Rueda

Abstract

First we develop a technique to construct Banach lattices of homogeneous polynomials. We obtain, in particular, conditions for the linear spans of all positive compact and weakly compact n-homogeneous polynomials between the Banach lattices E and F , denoted by P^r_K(^nE; F ) and P^r_W (^nE; F ), to be Banach lattices with the polynomial regular norm. Next we study when the following are equivalent for I = K or I = W: (1) The space P^r(^nE; F ) of regular polynomials contains no copy of c_0. (2) P^r_I (^nE; F ) contains no copy of c_0. (3) P^r_I (^nE; F ) is a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ). (4) Every positive polynomial in P^r(^nE; F ) belongs to P^r_I (^nE; F ). The result we obtain in the compact case can be regarded as a lattice polynomial Kalton theorem. Most of our results and examples are new even in the linear case n = 1.

1 Introduction

A classical problem in Functional Analysis consists in studying embeddability of c_0 in spaces of bounded linear operators between Banach spaces (see, e.g., [7, 24, 25, 28]). One of the most known results in this direction is Kalton’s theorem [28, Theorem 6] which states that for a Banach space X with an unconditional finite-dimensional expansion of the identity and an infinite dimensional Banach space Y , the space L(X; Y ) of all bounded linear operators from X to Y contains no copy of c_0 if and only if every bounded linear operator from X to Y is compact. In [40], S. Pérez studied the embeddability of c_0 in the space P(^nX; Y ) of all continuous n-homogeneous polynomials. In the lattice setting, this issue is specially important because the non embeddability of c_0 in a Banach lattice is equivalent to the lattice being a KB-space. In this direction, extending previous results from [15, 16, 33], F. Xanthos [44] gave the following version of Kalton’s theorem for the Banach lattice L^r(^nE; F ) of all regular linear operators: for an atomic Banach lattice E with order continuous norm and an arbitrary Banach lattice F , L^r(^nE; F ) contains no copy of c_0 if and only if every positive linear operator from E to F is compact (see [44, Theorem 2.9]).

∗Supported by Fapemig grants RED-00133-21 and APQ-01853-23. †Supported by CNPq Grant 150894/2022-8 and Fapemig grant APQ-01853-23 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46B42, 46B28, 46G25.

Keywords: Banach lattices, regular homogeneous polynomials, compact polynomials, weakly compact polynomials, almost limited polynomials, p-compact polynomials.

The interest in studying polynomial versions of well known results or properties in Banach lattice theory have been considerably increased recently (see [8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 27, 32, 42]). It is then a natural question to seek for a “lattice polynomial version” of Kalton’s theorem [28, Theorem 6]. The main purpose of this manuscript is to obtain conditions on the Banach lattice E and F so that the Banach lattice P^r(^nE; F ) of all regular n-homogeneous polynomials from E to F contains no copy of c_0 if and only if every positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F is compact. In order to achieve this result, we need to introduce a complete lattice norm on the space P^r_K(^nE; F ), which is the linear span of all positive compact n-homogeneous polynomials from E to F . In general, P^r_K(^nE; F ) is not a sublattice of P^r(^nE; F ). Indeed, for n = 1, examples where K^r(E; F ) := P^r_K(^1E; F ) is not a sublattice of L^r(^nE; F ) and K^r(E; F ) is not closed in L^r(^nE; F ) with the regular norm are well known (see [1, Corollary 3] and [18, Corollaries 2.9 and 2.10]). Fortunately, there exists a norm (called k-norm) on K^r(E; F ) under which it is a Banach space (see [18, Proposition 2.2]). In Section 2, we are going to give conditions such that P^r_K(^nE; F ) is a Banach lattice with a certain norm which will coincide with the regular norm in this case (Example 2.3). Actually, we will prove a more general result showing how to construct Banach lattices of regular linear operators and of regular homogeneous polynomials (Theorem 2.1). The case of compact polynomials, along with other interesting classes of polynomials and linear operators, follow, in Sections 2 and 3, as particular instances of the general construction.

In Section 4, we will prove that for a Banach lattice E that fails the dual positive Schur property and an infinite dimensional atomic Banach lattice F with order continuous norm, P^r(^nE; F ) contains no copy of c_0 if and only if every positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F is compact. In the weakly compact case we write P^r_W (^nE; F ) for the linear span of all positive weakly compact n-homogeneous polynomials from E to F . A result similar to the compact case shall be obtained for E failing the positive Grothendieck property, F atomic Dedekind complete and P^r(^nE; F ) with order continuous norm.

To the best of our knowledge, except for part of Example 2.3, our results and examples are new even in the linear case n = 1.

We refer the reader to [2, 38] for background on Banach lattices, to [26] for Banach space theory, and to [22] for polynomials on Banach spaces. Throughout this paper, E and F denote Banach lattices, E^+, B_E and S_E denote, respectively, the positive cone, the closed unit ball and the unit sphere of E, and, whenever P is a continuous homogeneous polynomial, ‖P ‖ denotes its usual sup norm, that is, ‖P ‖ = sup{‖P (x)‖ : x ∈ B_E}. For a subset A ⊂ E, we denote by co(A) its convex hull, by sol(A) its solid hull and by sco(A) its solid convex hull. The symbol E ∼= F means that there exists an isometric isomorphism from E to F that is also a lattice homomorphism.

2 Banach lattices of operators and of polynomials

We begin by recalling the terminology and a few properties concerning regular polynomials and the positive projective symmetric tensor product. Details can be found in [14] and [34].

A n-homogeneous polynomial between Riesz spaces P : E → F is positive if its associated symmetric multilinear operator T_P : E^n → F is positive, meaning that T_P (x_1, . . . , x_n) ≥ 0 for all x_j ∈ E^+_j , j = 1, . . . , n. The difference of two positive n-homogeneous polynomials is called a regular homogeneous polynomial, and the set of all these polynomials is denoted by P^r(^nE, F ). When F is the scalar field we simply write P^r(^nE). If E and F are Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete, then P^r(^nE, F ) is a Banach lattice with the regular norm ‖P ‖_r = ‖|P |‖ = inf{‖Q‖ : Q ∈ P^+(^nE; F ), Q ≥ |P |}, where |P | denotes the absolute value of the regular n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F .

For a Banach lattice E, we denote the n-fold positive projective symmetric tensor product of E by ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E, which is a Banach lattice endowed with the positive projective symmetric tensor norm ‖ · ‖_{s,|π|}. As usual, we write ⊗^nx = x ⊗^n· · · ⊗ x for every x ∈ E, and for a subset A, we write ⊗^n[A] = {⊗^nx : x ∈ A}. For every P ∈ P^r(^nE, F ) there exists a unique regular linear operator P^⊗ : ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E → F , called the linearization of P , such that P (x) = P^⊗(⊗^nx) for every x ∈ E. Moreover, the correspondence P ∈ P^r(^nE, F ) → P^⊗ ∈ L^r ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) (1) is an isometric isomorphism and a lattice homomorphism.

If A is a vector subspace of P(^nE; F ), we denote by A^+ the class of all positive nhomogeneous polynomials belonging to A. We say that the ordered pair (E, F ) satisfies the A-domination property if, for all positive n-homogeneous polynomials P, Q: E → F with 0 ≤ P ≤ Q ∈ A, it holds P ∈ A.

Theorem 2.1. Let E and F be Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete and let A be a subspace of P(^nE; F ) endowed with a complete norm ‖ · ‖_A satisfying the following conditions:

(I) ‖P ‖ ≤ ‖P ‖_A for every P ∈ A.

(II) ‖P ‖_A ≤ ‖Q‖_A for all P ∈ A and Q ∈ A^+ with |P (x)| ≤ Q(|x|) for every x ∈ E. Then ‖P ‖_{A,r} := inf { ‖Q‖_A : Q ∈ A^+, Q ≥ |P | } defines a complete norm on A^r := span{A^+} such that ‖P ‖_{A,r} ≥ ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ A^r. If, in addition, (E, F ) satisfies the A-domination property, then (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is a Banach lattice and ‖ · ‖_A ≤ ‖ · ‖_{A,r}. Moreover, in this case, A^r is an ideal in P^r(^nE; F ).

Proof. Observe first that, since F is Dedekind complete, P^r(^nE; F ) is a vector lattice, so we can consider |P | for every P ∈ P^r(^nE; F ). Besides, since A^+ ⊂ P^+(^nE; F ) and ‖P ‖ ≤ ‖P ‖_A for every P ∈ A, we have ‖P ‖_{A,r} = inf { ‖Q‖_A : Q ∈ A^+, Q ≥ |P | } ≥ inf { ‖Q‖ : Q ∈ A^+, Q ≥ |P | } ≥ inf { ‖Q‖ : Q ∈ P^+(^nE; F ), Q ≥ |P | } = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ A^r. Let us prove that ‖ · ‖_{A,r} is a norm in A^r:

(i) If ‖P ‖_{A,r} = 0, there exists a sequence (Q_i)_i ⊂ A^+ with Q_i ≥ |P | for any i ∈ N and lim_{i→∞} ‖Q_i‖_A = 0. By condition (I) we get lim_{i→∞} Q_i(x) = 0 for every x ∈ E. Hence, |P (x)| ≤ |P |(|x|) ≤ lim_{i→∞} Q_i(|x|) = 0 for every x ∈ E, which implies that P = 0.

(ii) Let λ ∈ R and P ∈ A^r be given. For λ = 0, it is immediate that ‖λP ‖_{A,r} = 0 = |λ|·‖P ‖_{A,r}. Assume now that λ ≠ 0. On the one hand, given Q ∈ A^+ with Q ≥ |P |, we have that |λ|Q: E → F is a positive n-homogeneous polynomial belonging to A and satisfying |λ|Q ≥ |λP |, which implies that ‖λP ‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖|λ|Q‖_A = |λ|·‖Q‖_A. It follows that ‖λP ‖_{A,r} ≤ |λ|·‖P ‖_{A,r}. On the other hand, given Q ∈ A^+ with Q ≥ |λP |, we have that |P | ≤^1_{|λ|} Q ∈ A^+. Then, ‖P ‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖^1_{|λ|} Q‖_A =^1_{|λ|} ·‖Q‖_A, therefore |λ|·‖P ‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖λP ‖_{A,r}. (iii) Let P_1, P_2 ∈ A^r be given. Letting Q_1, Q_2 : E → F be two positive n-homogeneous polynomials belonging to A with Q_i ≥ |P_i|, we have that Q_1 + Q_2 ∈ A^+ is such that Q_1 + Q_2 ≥ |P_1| + |P_2| ≥ |P_1 + P_2|, which yields that

‖P_1 + P_2‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖Q_1 + Q_2‖_A ≤ ‖Q_1‖_A + ‖Q_2‖_A.

Fixing Q_1, we get

‖P_1 + P_2‖_{A,r} − ‖Q_1‖_A ≤ inf { ‖Q‖_A : Q ∈ A^+, Q ≥ |P_2| } = ‖P_2‖_{A,r}. Hence, ‖P_1 + P_2‖_{A,r} − ‖P_2‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖Q_1‖_A for every positive n-homogeneous polynomial Q_1 ∈ A satisfying Q_1 ≥ |P_1|, so ‖P_1 + P_2‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖P_1‖_{A,r} + ‖P_2‖_{A,r}. Suppose now that the pair (E, F ) satisfies the A-domination property. Since P^r(^nE; F ) is a Riesz space, to prove that A^r is a vector sublattice of P^r(^nE; F ), it suffices us to check that P^+ ∈ A for every P ∈ A^r. Let P = P_1 − P_2 ∈ A^r with P_1, P_2 ∈ A^+. As P_1 ≥ 0 and P_1 ≥ P , we have P_1 ≥ P^+, and by assumption we get P^+ ∈ A. This proves that A^r is a vector lattice. We claim that ‖ · ‖_{A,r} is a lattice norm on A^r. Indeed, let P, Q ∈ A^r be such that |P | ≤ |Q|. If R ∈ A^+ is such that R ≥ |Q|, then R ≥ |P |, which implies by condition (II) of the assumptions that ‖|P |‖_A ≤ ‖R‖_A. Thus ‖|P |‖_A ≤ inf { ‖R‖_A : R ∈ A^+, R ≥ |Q| } = ‖Q‖_{A,r}. Since ‖P ‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖|P |‖_A, we have ‖P ‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖Q‖_{A,r}, which proves that (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is a normed Riesz space.

To prove that (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is complete, let (P_i)_i ⊂ A^r be a ‖ · ‖_{A,r}-Cauchy sequence. The proof is similar as in [38, Proposition 1.3.6]. By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that

‖P_i − P_{i+1}‖_{A,r} = inf { ‖Q‖_A : Q ∈ A^+, Q ≥ |P_i − P_{i+1}| } < 2^{−i} for any i ∈ N. For every i ∈ N, let Q_i ∈ A^+ be such that Q_i ≥ |P_i −P_{i+1}| and ‖Q_i‖_A < 2^{−i}.

Since (A, ‖ · ‖_A) is a Banach space, for each i ∈ N there exists R_i =^∞ ∑ j=i Q_j ∈ A with ‖R_i‖_A ≤^∞ ∑ j=i ‖Q_j‖_A < 2^{1−i}. Moreover, R_i ≥ 0 for every i ∈ N. On the other hand, condition (II) and the fact that A^r is a vector lattice give ‖ · ‖_A ≤ ‖ · ‖_{A,r}, so (P_i) is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space (A, ‖ · ‖_A). Let P ∈ A be the ‖ · ‖_A-limit of the sequence (P_i)_i. For each i ∈ N and each x ∈ E, we have |(P − P_i)(x)| = lim_{j→∞} |(P_j − P_i)(x)| ≤ lim_{j→∞} j−1∑ k=i |(P_{k+1} − P_k)(x)|

≤ lim_{j→∞} j−1∑ k=i |P_{k+1} − P_k|(|x|) ≤ lim_{j→∞} j−1∑ k=i Q_k(|x|) ≤ R_i(|x|), which implies that P − P_i ≤ R_i for every i ∈ N. So, P − P_i = R_i − (R_i − (P − P_i)) ∈ A^r, consequently P ∈ A^r. Moreover, we have that |P − P_i| ∈ A^r (because A^r is a vector lattice), R_i ∈ A^+ and |P − P_i| ≤ R_i for every i ∈ N, hence ‖P − P_i‖_{A,r} ≤ ‖R_i‖_A ≤ 2^{1−i} −→ 0 as i → ∞. This proves that (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is complete. It remains to check that A^r is an ideal in P^r(^nE; F ). Taking P ∈ A^r and Q ∈ P^r(^nE; F ) with 0 ≤ |Q| ≤ |P |, since |P | ∈ A^r and the pair (E, F ) has the A-domination property, we get |Q| ∈ A^r. Moreover, from 0 ≤ Q^+, Q^− ≤ |Q| and from A-domination property of the pair (E, F ) it follows that Q^+, Q^− ∈ A^r, therefore Q ∈ A^r.

Corollary 2.2. Let E and F be Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete. If A is a closed subspace of P(^nE; F ) such that (E, F ) satisfies the A-domination property, then ‖P ‖_{A,r} := inf { ‖Q‖ : Q ∈ A^+, Q ≥ |P | } defines a complete lattice norm on A^r = span{A^+}, that is, (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is a Banach lattice. Moreover, ‖P ‖_{A,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ A^r and A^r is an ideal in P^r(^nE; F ).

Proof. Since the usual sup norm ‖ · ‖ enjoys conditions (I) and (II), from Theorem 2.1 it follows that (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is a Banach lattice and ‖P ‖_{A,r} ≥ ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ A^r. To see the converse inequality, note that ‖P ‖_r = ‖|P |‖ ≥ ‖P ‖_{A,r} holds for every P ∈ A^r.

The next two examples follow immediately from the results proved thus far.

Example 2.3. Given Banach lattices E and F with F Dedekind complete, let P_K(^nE; F ) denote the closed subspace of P(^nE; F ) of all compact n-homogeneous polynomials from E to F . By taking A = P_K(^nE; F ) in Theorem 2.1, we obtain that ‖P ‖_{K,r} = inf { ‖Q‖ : Q ∈ P^+_K (^nE; F ), Q ≥ |P | } defines a complete norm on P^r_K(^nE; F ). In addition, if F is atomic with order continuous norm or an AL-space, then the pair (E, F ) satisfies the domination property for compact homogeneous polynomials (see [32, Corollary 4.2 or Corollary 4.3]). By Theorem 2.1 we obtain that (P^r_K(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{K,r}) is a Banach lattice such that ‖P ‖_{K,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ P^r_K(^nE; F ). Moreover, under the condition on F being atomic with order continuous norm or an AL-space, writing K^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) := P^r_K(^1 ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ), the correspondence P ∈ P^r_K(^nE; F ) → P^⊗ ∈ K^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) is an isometric isomorphism and a lattice homomorphism. Indeed, since the correspondence (1) is an isometric isomorphism and a lattice homomorphism, it is enough to check that, for a given regular n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F , P ∈ P^r_K(^nE; F ) if and only if P^⊗ ∈ K^r(^nE; F ). This follows immediately from [32, Theorem 4.1 or Theorem 4.3] and from the fact that both P^r_K(^nE; F ) and K^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) are Banach lattices.

For F atomic with order continuous norm, the linear case of this example was obtained in [19, Theorem 5.5].

Example 2.4. Given Banach lattices E and F with F Dedekind complete, let P_W (^nE; F ) denote the closed subspace of P(^nE; F ) of all weakly compact n-homogeneous polynomials from E to F . By taking A = P_W (^nE; F ) in Theorem 2.1, we obtain that ‖P ‖_{W,r} = inf { ‖Q‖ : Q ∈ P^+_W (^nE; F ), Q ≥ |P | } defines a complete norm on P^r_W (^nE; F ). In addition, if F has order continuous norm, then the pair (E, F ) satisfies the domination property for weakly compact homogeneous polynomials (see [32, Corollary 3.3]). By Theorem 2.1 we obtain that (P^r_W (^nE; F ), ‖·‖_{W,r}) is a Banach lattice such that ‖P ‖_{W,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ P^r_W (^nE; F ). Moreover, under the condition of F having order continuous norm, reasoning as in Example 2.3 and applying [32, Theorem 3.2], we have that the correspondence P ∈ P^r_W (^nE; F ) → P^⊗ ∈ W^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) := P^r_W (^1 ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) is an isometric isomorphism and a lattice homomorphism.

3 Almost limited and p-compact polynomials

In this section we give two more applications of the results proved in the previous section for classes of polynomials other than compact and weakly compact. We will consider almost limited polynomials and solid p-compact polynomials. The difference from the compact and weakly compact cases is that the results we need for these further classes of polynomials are not available in the literature. In particular, answers to the following questions are unknown:

• Under which conditions has a pair of Banach lattices (E, F ) the domination property for these classes?

• Is it true that a positive homogeneous polynomial belongs to the class if and only if its linearization does?

We start by considering the class of almost limited polynomials. Extending the linear notion from [23] to the polynomial case, we say that an n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F is said to be almost limited if P (B_E) is an almost limited subset of F , that is, for every disjoint weak* null sequence (y^∗_n)_n ⊂ F^∗, ‖y^∗_n ∘ P ‖ = sup_{x∈BE} y^∗_n(P (x)) → 0. We give

a brief proof that the class P_{al}(^nE; F ) of all almost limited n-homogeneous polynomials P : E → F is a closed subspace of P(^nE; F ). Let (P_i)_i ⊂ P_{al}(^nE; F ) be a sequence such that ‖P_i − P ‖ → 0, let (y^∗_j )_j be a disjoint weak* null sequence and let ε > 0 be given. Since ‖P_i − P ‖ → 0, there exists i_0 ∈ N such that ‖P_{i0} − P ‖ <^ε_{2 supj∈N ‖y∗j ‖} . Moreover, since P_{i0} is an almost limited polynomial, there exists j_0 ∈ N such that ‖y^∗_j (P_{i0} )‖ < ε/2 for every j > j_0. Hence sup_{x∈BE} |y^∗_j (P (x))| = ‖y^∗_j ∘ P ‖ ≤ ‖y^∗_j ∘ P − y^∗_j ∘ P_{i0} ‖ + ‖y^∗_j ∘ P_{i0} ‖ ≤ ‖y^∗_j ‖·‖P − P_{i0} ‖ + ‖y^∗_j (P_{i0} )‖ < ε for every j > j_0, which proves that P is almost limited.

The following lemma will be needed in the study of the domination problem for almost limited polynomials.

Lemma 3.1. If A is an almost limited subset of E, then its convex hull co(A) is also an almost limited set.

Proof. We recall from [27, Proposition 2.3] that a subset A of a Banach lattice E is almost limited if and only if T (A) is a relatively compact subset of c_0 for every disjoint operator T : E → c_0 (i.e. the weak* null sequence (x^∗_n)_n ⊂ E^∗ that defines T is disjoint). If T : E → c_0 is a disjoint operator, then T (A) is a relatively compact subset of c_0, thus co(T (A)) is also a relatively compact subset of c_0 [2, Theorem 3.4]. Since T (co(A)) ⊂ co(T (A)), we conclude that T (co(A)) is relatively compact, hence co(A) is almost limited.

In order to solve the linearization problem and the domination problem for almost limited polynomials, we recall that a Banach lattice E is said to have property (d) if |x^∗_n|^{ω∗}→ 0 in E^∗ for every disjoint weak* null sequence (x^∗_n)_n (see, e.g., [23, Definition 1]).

Theorem 3.2. Let E and F be two Banach lattices with F having property (d). Then, a positive n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F is almost limited if and only if its linearization P^⊗ is an almost limited operator. Besides, if P : E → F is an almost limited positive n-homogeneous polynomial, then [0, P ] is contained in the class of the almost limited polynomials.

Proof. If P : E → F is an almost limited positive n-homogeneous polynomial, then P (B^+_E ) is an almost limited subset of F , so co(P (B^+_E )) is also an almost limited subset of F by Lemma 3.1. Since F has property (d), we obtain from [35, Proposition 2.2] that sco(P (B^+_E )) = sol(co(P (B^+_E ))) is also an almost limited set. Since P^⊗(B_{^⊗}^n_{s,|π|E} ) ⊂ sco(P (B^+_E )) (see [32, Lemma 3.1]), we get that P^⊗(B_{^⊗}^n_{s,|π|E} ) is an almost limited set, which implies that P^⊗ is an almost limited operator. Conversely, assume that P^⊗ : ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E → F is an almost limited operator. To prove that P (B_E) is an almost limited subset of F , let (y^∗_n)_n be a disjoint weak* null sequence in F^∗. As P^⊗(B_{^⊗}^n_{s,|π|E}) is an almost limited subset of F and ⊗^n[B_E ] ⊂ B_{^⊗}^n_{s,|π|E}, we have that

sup_{x∈BE} |y^∗_n(P (x))| = sup_{x∈BE} |y^∗_n(P^⊗(⊗^n(x)))| ≤ sup_{z∈B^} ⊗ns,|π|E |y^∗_n(P^⊗(z))| → 0, which yields that P (B_E) is almost limited set, proving that P is an almost limited polynomial.

Assume now that P : E → F is an almost limited positive n-homogeneous polynomial. If Q: E → F is a positive n-homogeneous polynomial with Q ≤ P , then 0 ≤ Q^⊗ ≤ P^⊗.

Since F has property (d) and P^⊗ is an almost limited operator, we get from [23, Corollary 3] that Q^⊗ is an almost limited operator, hence Q is an almost limited polynomial.

Now we can apply Corollary 2.2 to the class of almost limited polynomials.

Example 3.3. Let E and F be two Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete. Since Dedekind complete Banach lattices have property (d), we get from Theorem 3.2 that the pair (E, F ) satisfies the domination property for almost limited homogeneous polynomials. By taking A = P_{al}(^nE; F ) in Corollary 2.1 we obtain that P^r_{al}(^nE; F ) is a Banach lattice with the norm ‖P ‖_{al,r} = inf { ‖Q‖ : Q ∈ P^+_{al} (^nE; F ), Q ≥ |P | } . Moreover, ‖P ‖_{al,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ P^r_{al}(^nE; F ). Following the same argument from Example 2.3, we obtain from Theorem 3.2 that the correspondence

P ∈ P^r_{al}(^nE; F ) → P^⊗ ∈ L^r_{al}( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F )

is an isomorphism between Banach lattices, where L^r_{al}(E; F ) := P^r_{al}(^1E; F ).

The second class of polynomials we consider in this section is a lattice counterpart of the well studied class of p-compact polynomials, see, e.g. [4, 5, 6, 10]. Given 1 ≤ p < ∞, let p^∗ be given by^1_p +^1_{p∗} = 1. For a Banach space E, we denote by ℓ_p(E) the space of absolutely p-summable E-valued sequences endowed with its usual norm ‖ · ‖_p, and by ℓ^w_p (E) the space of weakly p-summable E-valued sequences. According to [41], a subset K of a Banach space E is relatively p-compact if there is a sequence (x_j )_j ∈ ℓ_p(E) such

that K ⊆ {_∞ ∑ j=1 λ_jx_j : (λ_j)_j ∈ B_{ℓp∗} } =: p-conv{(x_j )_j}. According to [5], a polynomial

P ∈ P(^nE; F ) between Banach spaces is p-compact if P (B_E) is a relatively p-compact subset of F . The set P_{Kp} (^nE; F ) of p-compact n-homogeneous polynomials from E to F is a Banach space with the norm

‖P ‖_{Kp} = inf {‖(x_j )_j ‖_p : P (B_E ) ⊆ p-conv{(x_j )_j}} .

The linear case n = 1 recovers the Banach ideal (K_p, ‖ · ‖_{Kp} ) of p-compact linear operators.

In the lattice environment, we consider the following slightly larger class: An nhomogeneous polynomial P : E → F between Banach lattices is said to be solid p-compact if there exists a sequence (y_j)_j ∈ ℓ_p(F ) such that P (B_E) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}). It is easy to check that the collection P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) of all solid p-compact polynomials from E into F is a linear subspace of P(^nE; F ) containing P_{Kp} (^nE; F ). For P ∈ P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ), we define

‖P ‖_{|Kp|} = inf {‖(x_j )_j‖_p : P (B_E) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(x_j)_j })} .

Next lemma is a lattice version of [29, Corollary 3.6(a)] (see also [30, Lemma 2.2]). We recall that a Banach lattice contains no copy of c_0 if, and only if, it is a KB-space.

Lemma 3.4. Let 1 < p < ∞, P ∈ P(^nE; F ) and (y_j)_j ∈ ℓ^w_p (F ) be given. Then, P (B_E ) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}) if and only if |y^∗|(|P (x)|) ≤ ‖(|y^∗|(|y_j|))_j‖_p for all x ∈ B_E and y^∗ ∈ F^∗. For p = 1, the result holds whenever E contains no copy of c_0.

Proof. Assume that P (B_E ) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }) and let y^∗ ∈ F^∗ and x ∈ B_E be given.

Since P (x) ∈ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }), there exists (a_j)_j ∈ B_{ℓp∗} such that |P (x)| ≤ | | | | ∞∑ j=1 a_j y_j | | | | ≤ ∞∑ j=1 |a_j|·|y_j|. Thus,

|y^∗|(|P (x)|) ≤ |y^∗| (_∞ ∑ j=1 |a_j||y_j| ) = ∞∑ j=1 |a_j|(|y^∗|(|y_j|)) ≤ ‖(a_j)_j ‖_p∗ ·‖(|y^∗|(|y_j|))_j ‖_p ≤ ‖(|y^∗|(|y_j|))_j‖_p. Conversely, assume that |y^∗|(|P (x)|) ≤ ‖(|y^∗|(|y_j|))_j‖_p for all x ∈ B_E and y^∗ ∈ F^∗ and suppose that there exists x_0 ∈ B_E such that P (x_0) /∈ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}). In particular, |P (x_0)| /∈ (sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }))^+. Letting A := (sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}))^+, we have: • A is positive-solid: If y ∈ F^+ and a ∈ A are such that y ≤ a, then y ∈ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }), therefore y ∈ A.

• A is norm bounded: An easy application of Hölder’s inequality gives that p-conv{(y_j)_j } is norm bounded and so is A, as the solid hull of a norm bounded set is norm bounded as well.

• A is weakly closed: First consider 0 < p < 1. Since the linear operator (a_j )_j ∈ ℓ_p∗ → ∞∑ j=1 a_jy_j ∈ F is weakly continuous, it maps weakly compact sets in ℓ_p∗ into weakly compact

sets in F . Thus, since B_{ℓp∗} is weakly compact for 1 < p < ∞, we obtain that p-conv{(y_j)_j } is weakly compact. For p = 1, weakly compactness of p-conv{(y_j)_j} is equivalent to E not containing a copy of c_0 (see [31, Proposition 2.2]). Since the weak topology is sufficiently rich and p-conv{(y_j)_j} is weakly compact (under the assumption of E not containing a copy of c_0 if p = 1), we obtain from [39, Lemma 19.14] that sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }) is weakly closed. Then A = sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}) ∩ F^+ is also weakly closed.

By [39, Proposition 19.7] there exists 0 ≤ y^∗ ∈ F^∗ such that y^∗(|P (x_0)|) > sup_{y∈A} y^∗(y).

However, y^∗(|P (x_0)|) ≤ ‖(y^∗(|y_j|))_j‖_p = sup_{φ∈Bℓ∗} p |φ((y^∗(|y_j|))_j )|

= sup (α_i)_i∈B_{ℓp∗} | | | | ∞∑ j=1 α_j y^∗(|y_j|) | | | | ≤ sup (α_i)_i∈B_{ℓp∗} ∞∑ j=1 y^∗(|α_jy_j|)

= sup (α_i)_i∈B_{ℓp∗} y^∗ (_∞ ∑ j=1 |α_j||y_j| ) ≤ sup_{y∈A} y^∗(y). This contradiction completes the proof.

Proposition 3.5. Let 1 < p < ∞. For all Banach lattices E and F , ‖ · ‖_{|Kp|} is a complete norm on P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) satisfying conditions (I) and (II) of Theorem 2.1. The following inclusions are continuous: P_{Kp} (^nE; F ) ⊆ P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) ⊆ P(^nE; F ).

For p = 1, the result holds whenever E contains no copy of c_0.

Proof. We start by checking condition (I) of Theorem 2.1. Given P ∈ P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ), let (x_j )_j ∈ ℓ_p(F ) be such that P (B_E) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(x_j)_j }). For every x ∈ B_E , there exists

(a_j )_j ∈ B_{ℓp∗} such that |P (x)| ≤ | | | | ∞∑ j=1 a_jx_j | | | | . Using that the norm of F is a lattice norm and

applying Hölder’s inequality, we obtain that ‖P (x)‖ ≤ ‖(x_j )_j‖_p. Taking the supremum over all x ∈ B_E we get ‖P ‖ ≤ ‖(x_j )_j‖_p; and taking the infimum over all such sequences (x_j )_j it follows that ‖P ‖ ≤ ‖P ‖_{|Kp|}. This proves condition (I) and gives the implication ‖P ‖_{|Kp|} = 0 =⇒ P = 0. We skip the easy proof that ‖λP ‖_{|Kp|} = |λ|·‖P ‖_{|Kp|} for all P ∈ P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) and λ ∈ R. Now we shall prove completeness and the triangle inequality using an argument inspired in the proof of [30, Theorem 2.1]. To do so, let (P_i)_i be a sequence in P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) such

that^∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} < ∞. We have already proved that ‖P_i‖ ≤ ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} holds for every i ∈ N,

so the completeness of P(^nE; F ) gives a polynomial P ∈ P(^nE; F ) such that P =^∞ ∑ i=1 P_i with respect to the usual norm ‖ · ‖. Given ε > 0, for each i ∈ N there is a sequence (y^i_j)_j ∈ ℓ_p(F ) such that P_i(B_E) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y^i_j)_j }) and ‖(y^i_j)_j‖_p ≤ ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i. For i, j ∈ N, we define

z^i_j = y^i_j (‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i)^{1/p∗} ∈ F. (2) From ∞∑ i=1 ∞∑ j=1 ‖z^i_j ‖^p = ∞∑ i=1 ‖(y^i_j)_j‖^p (‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i)^{p/p∗} = ∞∑ i=1 ‖(y^i_j)_j‖^p (‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i)^{p−1} = ∞∑ i=1 ( ‖(y^i_j)_j‖_p ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i )p ( ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i )

≤ ∞∑ i=1 (‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i) = ∞∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε < ∞,

it follows that (z^i_j)^∞_{i,j=1} ∈ ℓ_p(F ) and ‖(z^i_j)^∞_{i,j=1}‖^p ≤^∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε. Let x ∈ B_E and y^∗ ∈ F^∗ be given. Since P_i(B_E ) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y^i_j)_j}) for every i ∈ N, Lemma 3.4 gives |y^∗|(|P_i(x)|) ≤ ‖(|y^∗|(|y^i_j|))_j‖_p, hence |y^∗|(|P (x)|) = |y^∗| (| | | | ∞∑ i=1 P_i(x) | | | | ) ≤ |y^∗| (_∞ ∑ i=1 |P_i(x)| )

= ∞∑ i=1 |y^∗|(|P_i(x)|) ≤ ∞∑ i=1 ‖(|y^∗|(|y^i_j|))_j‖_p = ∞∑ i=1 (_∞ ∑ j=1 [|y^∗|(|y^i_j|)]^p )_{1/p}

(2) = ∞∑ i=1 (‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i)^{1/p∗} · (_∞ ∑ j=1 [|y^∗|(|z^i_j|)]^p )_{1/p}

≤ ∞∑ i=1 (‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε/2^i)^{1/p∗} · (_∞ ∑ j,k=1 [|y^∗|(|z^k_j |)]^p )_{1/p}

≤ (_∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε )_{1/p}∗ ·‖(|y^∗|(|z^i_j |))_{i,j}‖_p = ‖ (|y^∗|(|w^i_j|)) ‖ p , where

w^i_j = (_∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε )_{1/p}∗ z^i_j for all i, j ∈ N. Applying Lemma 3.4 again we conclude that P (B_E) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(w^i_j)_{i,j}}). This proves that P ∈ P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) and ‖P ‖_{|Kp|} ≤ ‖(w^i_j)_{i,j}‖_p = (_∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε )_{1/p}∗ ·‖(z^i_j)_{i,j}‖_p ≤ (_∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} + ε )_{1/p}∗_{+1/p} .

Since 1/p + 1/p^∗ = 1 and ε > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that ‖P ‖_{|Kp|} ≤^∞ ∑ i=1 ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|}. The triangle inequality is settled. Moreover, the same argument shows that, for every k ∈ N, ∑ i>k P_i ∈ P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) and ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ i>k P_i ‖ ‖ ‖_{|Kp|} ≤ ∑ i>k ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|}. Therefore, ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ k∑ i=1 P_i − P ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{|Kp|} = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ i>k P_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{|Kp|} ≤ ∑ i>k ‖P_i‖_{|Kp|} −→ 0 as k −→ ∞. Completeness has been established.

As to condition (II), let P, Q: E → F be solid p-compact n-homogeneous polynomials with Q ≥ 0 and |P (x)| ≤ Q(|x|) for every x ∈ E. Let (y_j)_j ∈ ℓ_p(F ) be such that Q(B_E ) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}). For every x ∈ B_E there exists a sequence (a_j )_j ∈ B_{ℓp∗} such that |P (x)| ≤ Q(|x|) ≤ | | | | ∞∑ j=1 a_j y_j | | | | . This proves that P (x) ∈ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}) for every x ∈ B_E , in other words, P (B_E) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }). Hence, ‖P ‖_{|Kp|} ≤ ‖(y_j)_j‖_p; and taking the infimum over all such sequence (y_j) we get ‖P ‖_{|Kp|} ≤ ‖Q‖_{|Kp|}.

The second statement follows from the inequalites ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_{|Kp|} ≤ ‖ · ‖_{Kp} (the first was proved above and the second is obvious).

Proposition 3.6. Let P, Q: E → F be positive n-homogeneous polynomials such that P ≤ Q. If Q is solid p-compact, then P is solid p-compact.

Proof. Let (y_j)_j ∈ ℓ_p(F ) be such that Q(B_E ) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}). In particular we have sol(Q(B_E )) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}). Since |P (x)| ≤ P (|x|) ≤ Q(|x|) for every x ∈ E, we have P (x) ∈ sol(Q(B_E )) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j }) for every x ∈ B_E . This proves that P (B_E ) ⊆ sol(p-conv{(y_j)_j}), therefore P is solid p-compact.

Now we are in the position to apply Theorem 2.1 to the solid p-compact case.

Example 3.7. Let 1 < p < ∞ and let E, F be two Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete. By taking A = P_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) and ‖ · ‖_A = ‖ · ‖_{|Kp|} in Theorem 2.1 we obtain, from Proposition 3.5, that P^r_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ) is a Banach space with the norm ‖P ‖_{|Kp|}r = inf { ‖Q‖_{|Kp|} : Q ∈ P^+_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ), Q ≥ |P | } . Proposition 3.6 provides the domination property for solid p-compact polynomials, so (P^r_{|Kp|}(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{||Kp|}r ) is a Banach lattice by Theorem 2.1. For p = 1, the example holds whenever E contains no copy of c_0.

4 Non-embeddability of c_0 in P^r(^nE; F )

Our first task in this section is to give sufficient conditions on a pair of Banach lattices (E, F ) in order to obtain that A^r is a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ) for some closed subspace A of P(^nE; F ). To establish this result, we will need the following lemma whose proof is contained in the proof of [44, Theorem 2.9 (iv)⇒(v)].

Lemma 4.1. If F is an atomic Banach lattice with order continuous norm, then there exists an increasing net of finite rank positive operators (T_λ)_λ in L(F ; F ) such that lim_λ T_λ(x) = sup_λ T_λ(x) = x for every x ∈ F^+.

A vector-valued map has finite rank if the subspace generated by its range is finitedimensional.

Theorem 4.2. Let E and F be two Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete and let A be a closed subspace of P(^nE; F ). Suppose that (E, F ) satisfies the A-domination property and consider the following conditions: (1) (P^r(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) contains no copy of c_0. (2) (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) contains no copy of c_0. (3) A^r is a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ).

(4) Every positive n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F belongs to A. Then (1)⇒(2)⇒(3). In addition, if F is atomic with order continuous norm and every finite rank positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F belongs to A, then (3)⇒(4).

Proof. We begin noting that it follows from Theorem 2.1 that (A^r, ‖ · ‖_{A,r}) is a Banach lattice with ‖P ‖_{A,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ A^r. Moreover, A^r is an ideal in P^r(^nE; F ).

(1)⇒(2) This follows immediately from the fact that P^r(^nE; F ) contains A^r as a subspace.

(2)⇒(3) Assuming that A^r contains no copy of c_0, we get that A^r is a KB-space. To prove that A^r is a band in P^r(^nE; F ), take a net (P_α)_α ⊂ A^r with 0 ≤ P_α ↑ P in P^r(^nE; F ). Since ‖P_α‖_{A,r} = ‖P_α‖_r ≤ ‖P ‖_r holds for every α, we obtain that (P_α) is a norm bounded monotone net in the KB-space A^r, hence there exists Q = lim_α P_α ∈ A^r. In particular, ‖P_α − Q‖_r = ‖P_α − Q‖_{A,r} → 0, which implies by [37, Lemma 2] that Q = sup_α P_α = P .

As A^r is an ideal in P^r(^nE; F ) (Theorem 2.1), this proves that A^r is a band in P^r(^nE; F ) (see the comment after [2, Lemma 1.37]). Since P^r(^nE; F ) Dedekind complete, we obtain from the comment at the beginning of [2, p. 36] that A^r is a projection band.

Now we assume that F is atomic with order continuous norm and that every finite rank positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F belongs to A. To prove that (3)⇒(4), let P : E → F be a positive n-homogeneous polynomial. Since F is atomic with order continuous norm, there exists by Lemma 4.1 an increasing net of finite rank positive operators (T_λ)_λ ⊂ L^+(F ; F ) with lim_λ T_λ(x) = sup_λ T_λ(x) = x for every x ∈ F^+. So,

P_λ := T_λ ∘ P : E → F defines a net of n-homogeneous polynomials such that: (i) For each λ, P^⊗_λ = T_λ ∘ P^⊗ is a positive finite rank operator, which yields that P_λ ∈ A. (ii) As (T_λ)_λ is an increasing net and P ≥ 0, we obtain that (P_λ)_λ is an increasing net. Indeed, P^⊗_μ (z) = T_μ(P^⊗(z)) ≤ T_λ(P^⊗(z)) = P^⊗_λ (z) holds for all z ∈ ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_+ and μ ≤ λ.

(iii) For each z ∈ ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_+ , sup_λ P^⊗_λ (z) = sup_λ T_λ(P^⊗(z)) = P^⊗(z), which implies that

sup_λ P^⊗_λ = P^⊗, so sup_λ P_λ = P .

From the items above, we obtain that (P_λ)_λ is an increasing net contained in A such that sup_λ P_λ = P . Since A^r is a a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ) by assumption, we conclude

that P ∈ A^r.

From now on, we shall establish when the conditions in Theorem 4.2 are equivalent whenever A = P_K(^nE; F ) or A = P_W (^nE; F ). Recall that the compact linear case was studied by Kalton, the compact polynomial case was considered by Pérez and the lattice linear case was settled by Xanthos. Our application of Theorem 4.2 in the compact case will provide the lattice polynomial case. To do so, we need to recall that a Banach lattice E has the dual positive Schur property if every positive weak* null sequence in E^∗ is norm null (see, e.g., [43, p. 760]).

Theorem 4.3. If E is a Banach lattice that fails the dual positive Schur property and F is an infinite dimensional atomic Banach lattice with order continuous norm, then the following are equivalent for every n ∈ N: (1) (P^r(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) contains no copy of c_0. (2) (P^r_K(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{K,r}) contains no copy of c_0. (3) P^r_K(^nE; F ) is a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ).

(4) Every positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F is compact.

Proof. Since F is atomic with order continuous norm, in particular F is Dedekind complete, we have from Example 2.3 that (P^r_K(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{K,r}) is a Banach lattice such that ‖P ‖_{K,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ P^r_K(^nE; F ). As finite rank polynomials are compact, the implications (1)⇒(2)⇒(3)⇒(4) follow from Theorem 4.2.

(4)⇒(1) We prove first that ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_∗ has order continuous norm norm. If ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_∗ fails to have order continuous norm, then ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E contains a sublattice isomorphic to ℓ_1 (see [38, Theorem 2.4.14]) which is the range of a positive projection (see [38, Proposition 2.3.11]), i.e. there exist a sequence (z_k)_k ⊂ ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E which is equivalent to the canonical basis (e_k)_k of ℓ_1 and a positive operator π : ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E → ℓ_1 such that π(z_k) = e_k for every k ∈ N. On the other hand, since F is infinite dimensional, there exists a positive bounded sequence (y_k)_k in F with no convergent subsequence. Defining S : ℓ_1 → F by S((a_j)_j ) = ∑_∞ i=1 a_iy_i, we have that S ≥ 0, consequently T = S ∘ π : ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E → F is also a positive operator which is not compact, because T (z_k) = S(e_k) = y_k for every k ∈ N and (y_k)_k has no convergent subsequence in F . Since F is atomic with order continuous norm, we get from [32, Theorem 4.1] that the positive n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F whose linearization is T is not compact, which yields a contradiction. Thus ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_∗ has order continuous norm. Moreover, as F also has order continuous norm, we obtain from [20, Theorem 2.8] that (K^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ), ‖ · ‖_k) has order continuous norm. Now, considering the identification obtained in Example 2.3, the identification from [14, Proposition 3.4] and the assumption, we have that K^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) ∼= P^r_K(^nE; F ) = P^r(^nE; F ) ∼= L^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ), consequently (L^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) has order continuous norm.

Assume, for sake of contradiction, that F is not a KB-space. So, there exists (y_k)_k ⊂ F^+ equivalent to the canonical basis of c_0. On the other hand, since E fails the dual positive Schur property, there exists a weak* null sequence (z^∗_k)_k ⊂ (E^∗)^+ that is not norm null. By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that ‖z^∗_k‖ ≥ ε for every k ∈ N. Letting x^∗_k =^{z∗k}_{‖z}∗_{k‖} , k ∈ N, we obtain that (x^∗_k)_k ⊂ S^+_E∗ is a weak* null sequence. As ((x^∗_k(x))^n)_k ∈ c_0 for every x ∈ E and (y_k)_k is equivalent to the canonical basis of c_0,

the series^∞ ∑ k=1 (x^∗_k(x))^ny_k converges in F for every x ∈ E, so we can define P : E → F by

P (x) =^∞ ∑ k=1 (x^∗_k(x))^ny_k which is a positive n-homogeneous polynomial. Next we prove that

(P^⊗)^∗ is not a compact operator, which will give a contradiction. Indeed, if (y^∗_k)_k is the sequence of biorthogonal functionals associated to (y_k)_k, then (y^∗_k)_k is a bounded sequence such that

(P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k)(⊗^nx) = y^∗_k(P (x)) = ∞∑ i=1 (x^∗_i (x))^ny^∗_k(y_i) = (x^∗_k(x))^n = (x^∗_k)^n(⊗^nx)

for every x ∈ E, which yields that (P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k) = (x^∗_k)^n in ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_∗ ∼ = P^r(^nE). Since x^∗_k ∈ S^+_E∗ for every k ∈ N, we have that (P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k) is a positive polynomial, consequently

‖(P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k)‖_r = ‖(P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k)‖ = ‖(x^∗_k)^n‖ = sup_{x∈BE} |x^∗_k(x)|^n = ( sup_{x∈BE} |x^∗_k(x)| )_n = 1.

On the other hand, since x^∗_k^{ω∗}→ 0 we obtain that (P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k) is a normalized sequence which is pointwise convergent to zero, hence it cannot have a convergent subsequence. So, (P^⊗)^∗ cannot be a compact operator. Thus P^⊗ is not a compact operator either, and by [32, Theorem 4.1] we obtain that P is not a compact polynomial, which contradicts the hypothesis. Therefore F is a KB-space, which implies by [17, Theorem 4] that (L^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) is a KB-space, and we are done.

The following is an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3.

Corollary 4.4. If F is an infinite dimensional atomic Banach lattice with order continuous norm and every positive n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F is compact, then P^r(^nE; F ) has order continuous norm. In addition, if E fails the dual positive Schur property, then P^r(^nE; F ) is a KB-space.

Let us remark what happens for almost limited polynomials.

Remark 4.5. Let E and F be two Banach lattices with F being atomic with order continuous norm. It follows from [36, Theorem 4.2(3)] that every almost limited linear operator from any Banach space to F is compact. So, by considering the identifications obtained in Example 2.3 and Example 3.3, we get that P^r_K(^nE; F ) = P^r_{al}(^nE; F ). Consequently, whenever E fails the dual positive Schur property, the following conditions are all equivalent by Theorem 4.3:

(1) (P^r(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) contains no copy of c_0. (2) (P^r_{al}(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{al,r}) contains no copy of c_0. (3) P^r_{al}(^nE; F ) is a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ).

(4) Every positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F is almost limited.

To see when the conditions of Theorem 4.2 are all equivalent in the weakly compact case, we need to recall that a Banach lattice E is said to have the positive Grothendieck property if every positive weak* null sequence in E^∗ is weakly null (see, e.g., [43, p. 760]).

Theorem 4.6. Let n ∈ N, let E be a Banach lattice that fails the positive Grothendieck property and let F be an atomic Dedekind complete Banach lattice such that P^r(^nE; F ) has order continuous norm. Then, the following are equivalent: (1) (P^r(^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) contains no copy of c_0. (2) (P^r_W (^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{W,r}) contains no copy of c_0. (3) P^r_W (^nE; F ) is a projection band in P^r(^nE; F ).

(4) Every positive n-homogeneous polynomial from E to F is weakly compact.

Proof. Note first that, since P^r(^nE; F ) ∼= L^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) has order continuous norm, F also has order continuous norm (see [17, Proposition 1]). Thus, it follows from Example 2.4 that (P^r_W (^nE; F ), ‖ · ‖_{W,r}) is a Banach lattice such that ‖P ‖_{W,r} = ‖P ‖_r for every P ∈ P^r_W (^nE; F ). Using that finite rank polynomials are weakly compact, we notice that the implications (1)⇒(2)⇒(3)⇒(4) follow from Theorem 4.2.

(4) ⇒ (1) To conclude that P^r(^nE; F ) ∼= L^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ) is a KB-space, by [17, Theorem 4] it is enough to check that F is a KB-space. Assume, for sake of contradiction, that F is not a KB-Space. So, there exists (y_k)_k ⊂ F^+ equivalent to the canonical basis of c_0. On the other hand, since E fails the positive Grothendieck property, there exists a positive weak* null sequence (x^∗_k)_k ⊂ E^∗ which is not weakly null. So, there exists x^{∗∗} ∈ E^{∗∗} such that lim_k x^{∗∗}(x^∗_k) ≠ 0. By passing to a subsequence if necessary, we may assume that |x^{∗∗}(x^∗_k)| > ε holds for every k ∈ N and some ε > 0. As in the proof of

Theorem 4.3, P (x) =^∞ ∑ k=1 (x^∗_k(x))^ny_k, x ∈ E, defines a positive n-homogeneous polynomial

from E to F such that (P^⊗)^∗(y^∗_k) = (x^∗_k)^n in ( ^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E )_∗ ∼ = P^r(^nE), where (y^∗_k)k is the sequence of biorthogonal functionals associated to (y_k)_k. Since each P_k := (x^∗_k)^n is weakly continuous on bounded sets and |~P_k(x^{∗∗})| = |x^{∗∗}(x^∗_k)|^n ≥ ε^n holds for every k ∈ N, where

~P_k : E∗∗ → R is the Aron-Berner extension of P_k (see [3, 21]), we get from [13, Theorem

3.3] that (P_k)_k has no weakly null subsequence in P^r(^nE). Futhermore, since x^∗_k^{ω∗}→ 0 in E^∗, we have that (P_k)_k is pointwise convergent to zero, hence it cannot have a weakly convergent subsequence. This yields that (P^⊗)^∗ cannot be a weakly compact operator. Thus P^⊗ is not a weakly compact (see [2, Theorem 5.23]). By [32, Theorem 3.2] we obtain that P is not weakly compact polynomial, a contradiction. Therefore F is a KB-space, which implies that (L^r(^⊗^n_{s,|π|}E; F ), ‖ · ‖_r) is a KB-space, and we are done.

It is well known that KB-spaces have order continuous norms. The next results give conditions for lattices of polynomials with order continuous norms to be KB-spaces. First we give the result for vector-valued polynomials, which follows immediately from Theorem 4.6.

Corollary 4.7. Let n ∈ N and let E, F be two Banach lattices with F Dedekind complete such that P^r(^nE; F ) has order continuous norm. If E fails the positive Grothendieck property, F is atomic and every positive n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → F is weakly compact, then P^r(^nE; F ) is a KB-space.

The case of scalar-valued polynomials reads as follows:

Corollary 4.8. Let n ∈ N and let E be a Banach lattice such that P^r(^nE) has order continuous norm. If E fails the positive Grothendieck property, then P^r(^nE) is a KBspace.

Proof. Just take F = R in the corollary above, use that R is atomic and that every n-homogeneous polynomial P : E → R is weakly compact.

References

[1] Y. A. Abramovich and A. W. Wickstead, Solutions of several problems in the theory of compact positive operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 123 (1995), no. 10, 3021-3026.

[2] C. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw, Positive Operators, Springer, Dordrecht, 2006. [3] R. M. Aron and P. Berner, A Hahn-Banach extension theorem for analytic mappings, Bull.

Soc. Math. France 106 (1978), no. 1, 3–24.

[4] R. M. Aron, M. Maestre and M. P. Rueda, p-Compact holomorphic mappings, Rev. R. Acad.

Ciencias Exactas Fís. Nat. Ser. A Mat. 104 (2010), 353-364.

[5] R. M. Aron and P. Rueda, p-Compact homogeneous polynomials from an ideal point of view, Contemp. Math. 547 (2011), 61-71.

[6] R. M. Aron and P. Rueda, Ideals of homogeneous polynomials, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci.

46 (2012), 957-969.

[7] E. Bator and P. Lewis, Spaces of operators, c_0 and ℓ_1, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 34 (2004), no. 3, 829–832.

[8] G. Botelho and J. L. P. Luiz, The positive polynomial Schur property in Banach lattices, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 149 (2021), no. 5, 2147-2160.

[9] G. Botelho, J. L. P. Luiz and V. C. C. Miranda, Disjoint Dunford-Pettis-type properties in Banach lattices, Q. J. Math., to appear, 2024, https://doi.org/10.1093/qmath/haae024 (arXiv:2311.01974).

[10] G. Botelho and E. R. Torres, Techniques to generate hyper-ideals of multilinear operators, Linear Multilinear Algebra 65 (2017), 1232-1246.

[11] C. Boyd, R. Ryan and N. Snigireva, Synnatzschke’s theorem for polynomials, Positivity 25 (2021), no. 1, 229-242.

[12] C. Boyd, R. Ryan and N. Snigireva, A Nakano carrier theorem for polynomials, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 151 (2023), no. 4, 1621-1635.

[13] Q. Bu, A version of Kalton’s theorem for the space of regular homogeneous polynomials on Banach lattices, Q. J. Math. 75 (2024), no. 1, 51-62.

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

Anal. Appl. 388 (2012), no. 2, 845-862.

[15] Q. Bu, Y. Li and X. Xue, Some properties of the space of regular operators on atomic Banach lattices, Collect. Math. 62 (2011), no. 2, 131-137.

[16] Q. Bu and N.-C. Wong, Some geometric properties inherited by the positive tensor products of atomic Banach lattices, Indag. Math. (N.S.) 23 (2012), no. 3, 199-213.

[17] Z. L. Chen, Y. Feng and J. X. Chen, The order continuity of the regular norm on regular operator spaces, Abstr. Appl. Anal. 2013, Art. ID 183786, 6 pp.

[18] Z. L. Chen and A. W. Wickstead, Incompleteness of the linear span of the positive compact operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 125 (1997), no. 11, 3381-3389.

[19] Z. L. Chen and A. W. Wickstead, Some applications of Rademacher sequences in Banach lattices, Positivity 2 (1998), 171-191.

[20] Z. L. Chen and A. Wickstead, The order properties of r-compact operators on Banach lattices, Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 23 (2007), no. 3, 457-466.

[21] A. M. Davie and T. W. Gamelin, A theorem on polynomial-star approximation, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 106 (1989), no. 2, 351–356.

[22] S. Dineen, Complex Analysis in Infinite Dimensional Spaces, Springer, London, 1999. [23] A. Elbour, Some characterizations of almost limited operators, Positivity 21 (2017), no. 3, 865-874.

[24] G. Emmanuele, Remarks on the uncomplemented subspace W (E, F ), J. Funct. Anal. 99 (1991), no. 1, 125–130.

[25] G. Emmanuele, A remark on the containment of c_0 in spaces of compact operators, Math.

Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 111 (1992), no. 2, 331-335.

[26] M. Fabian, P. Habala, P. Hájek, V. Montesinos and V. Zizler, Banach Space Theory.

The basis for linear and nonlinear analysis. CMS Books in Mathematics/Ouvrages de Mathématiques de la SMC, Springer, New York, 2011.

[27] 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.

[28] N. Kalton, Spaces of compact operators, Math. Ann. 208 (1974), 267-278. [29] J. M. Kim, The ideal of weakly p-nuclear operators and its injective and surjective hulls, J.

Korean Math. Soc. 56 (2019) 225–237.

[30] J. M. Kim, The ideal of weakly p-compact operators and its approximation property for Banach spaces, Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math. 45 (2020), no. 2, 863–876.

[31] J. M. Kim, Corrigendum to The ideal of weakly p-nuclear operators and its injective and surjective hulls [J. Korean Math. Soc. 56 (2019) 225–237], J. Korean Math. Soc. 57 (2020), No. 4, 1053–1057.

[32] Y. Li and Q. Bu, Majorization for compact and weakly compact polynomials on Banach lattices, Positivity and Noncommutative Analysis, 339-348, Trends Math., Birkhäuser/Springer, Cham (2019).

[33] Y. Li, D. Ji and Q. Bu, Copies of c_0 and ℓ_∞ into a regular operator space, Taiwanese J.

Math. 16 (2012), no. 1, 207-215.

[34] J. Loane, Polynomials on Riesz Spaces, Doctoral Thesis, National University of Ireland, Galway (2007).

[35] M. L. Lourenço, V. C. C. Miranda, The property (D) and the almost limited completely continuous operators, Anal. Math. 49 (2023), no. 1, 270-277.

[36] N. Machrafi, A. Elbour and M. Moussa, Some characterizations of almost limited sets and applications, http://arxiv.org/abs/1312.2770, 2013.

[37] C. W. McArthur, Convergence of monotone nets in ordered topological vector spaces, Studia Math. 34 (1970), 1-16.

[38] P. Meyer-Nieberg, Banach Lattices, Springer-Verlag, 1991.

[39] T. Oikhberg and M. A. Tursi, Order extreme points and solid convex hulls, The mathematical legacy of Victor Lomonosov - Operator Yheory, 297–315, Adv. Anal. Geom., 2, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2020.

[40] S. A. Pérez, Complemented subspaces of homogeneous polynomials, Rev. Mat. Complut. 31 (2018), no. 1, 153-161.

[41] D. P. Sinha and A. K. Karn, Compact operators whose adjoints factor through subspaces of ℓ_p, Studia Math. 150 (2002), 17-33.

[42] Y. Wang, Z. Shi and Q. Bu, Polynomial versions of weak Dunford–Pettis properties in Banach lattices, Positivity 25 (2021), no. 5, 1685-1698.

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

[44] F. Xanthos, A version of Kalton’s theorem for the space of regular operators, Collect. Math.

66 (2015), no. 1, 55-62.

G. Botelho V. C. C. Miranda Faculdade de Matemática Centro de Matemática, Computação e Cognição Universidade Federal de Uberlândia Universidade Federal do ABC 38.400-902 – Uberlândia – Brazil 09.210-580 – Santo André – Brazil. e-mail: botelho@ufu.br e-mail: colferaiv@gmail.com

P. Rueda Departamento de Análisis Matemático Universidad de Valencia 46.100 – Burjasot, Valencia – Spain e-mail: pilar.rueda@uv.es