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SEQUENCES IN NON-COMMUTATIVE LP-SPACES
NARCISSE RANDRIANANTOANINA

ABSTRACT. Let M be a semi-finite von Neumann algebra equipped with a distinguished
faithful, normal, semi-finite trace 7. We introduce the notion of equi-integrability in non-
commutative spaces and show that if a rearrangement invariant quasi-Banach function space
E on the positive semi-axis is a-convex with constant 1 and satisfies a non-trivial lower g¢-
estimate with constant 1, then the corresponding non-commutative space of measurable
operators E(M, 1) has the following property: every bounded sequence in E(M,7) has a
subsequence that splits into a E-equi-integrable sequence and a sequence with pairwise dis-
joint projection supports. This result extends the well known Kadec-Pelczynski subsequence
decomposition for Banach lattices to non-commutative spaces. As applications, we prove
that for 1 < p < oo, every subspace of LP(M, 1) either contains almost isometric copies of
P or is strongly embedded in LP(M, 7).

1. INTRODUCTION

In [[I], Kadec and Pelezyniski proved that if 1 < p < oo then every bounded sequence
{fn}e, in LP[0,1] has a subsequence that can be decomposed into two extreme sequences
{9132, and {hy}32 ,, where the hy’s are pairwise disjoint and the g;’s are L,-equi-integrable
that is m(lziqr)go supy, [|xagkll, — 0 and hy L gi for every k > 1. This result was used to

study different structures of subspaces of LP[0,1]. Later, the same decomposition property
was proved for larger classes of Banach function spaces (see [f] for Orlicz spaces with As-
condition and g-concave lattices, [IJ] for some symmetric spaces). There are however Banach
lattices with sequences for which the above decomposition is not possible. FExamples of
reflexive, p-convex Banach lattices without the subsequence decomposition can be found in
a paper of Figiel et al [d]. Subsequently, Weis [B0] characterized, in terms of uniform order
continuity conditions and ultrapowers, all Banach lattices where such property is possible.
For the case of rearrangement invariant function spaces, the order-continuous spaces, in
which the above decomposition works, were fully characterized as those that have the Fatou
property (equivalently, those that contains no subspace isomorphic to ¢y). In [[], a version
of Kadec-Pelczynski decomposition was considered for preduals of semi-finite von Neumann
algebras.
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It is the intention of the present paper to give an extension of the Kadec-Petczynski
decomposition stated above to the case of general non-commutative symmetric spaces of
measurable operators. Let M be a von Neumann algebra, equipped with a distinguished
faithful, normal, semi-finite trace 7 and E be a rearrangement invariant Banach function
space on [0, 1] or the half line (0,00). We define equi-integrability in the non-commutative
setting as generalizations of Akemann’s characterization of weak compactness on preduals of
von Neumann algebras. Using such notion, we provide an analogue of the Kadec-Pelczynski
decomposition for non-commutative spaces. Namely, we proved that if £ is order continuous
and satisifies the Fatou property then the corresponding symmetric space of measurable
operators E(M, 1) has the subsequence splitting property. Our approach allows ones to
consider more general spaces such as quasi-Banach rearrangement invariant spaces that are a-
convex with constant 1 and satisfy non trivial ¢g-lower estimate with constant 1. In particular
splitting of bounded sequences is valid in non-commutative LP-spaces for 0 < p < oo. It
should be noted that Sukochev [I§] obtain a similar result for the case of finite von Neumann
algebras. We also remark that since ¢ fails the subsequence splitting property, our result
for the case where F is a Banach space case is the best possible.

As application of the main result, we study the structure of subspaces of LP(M, 1) for
1 < p < oo which generalizes the case p = 1 treated in [[f].

We refer to [[1] and [L9] for general information concerning von Neumann algebras as well
as non-commutative integration, to [[7] and [[[4] for Banach lattice theory.

2. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Throughout, H is a given Hilbert space and M C B(H) denotes a semi-finite von Neumann
algebra with a distinguished normal, faithful semi-finite trace 7. The identity in M will be
denoted by 1 and M, will stand for the set of all (self adjoint) projections in M. A closed
and densely defined operator a on H is said to be affiliated with M if ua = au for all unitary
operator v in the commutant M’ of M.

A closed and densely defined operator x, affiliated with M, is called 7-measurable if
for every € > 0, there exists an orthogonal projection p € M such that p(H) C dom(x),
7(1 —p) < ¢ and xp € M. The set of all T-measurable operators will be denoted by M.
The set M is a *-algebra with respect to the strong sum, the strong product and the adjoint
operation. Given a self-adjoint operator z in M, we denote by e*(+) its spectral measure.
Recall that e‘x‘(B) € M for all Borel sets B C R and z € M. For fixed z € M and ¢ > 0,

we define
p(z) = inf {s > 0: 7(ell(s,00)) < t}.

The function p()(z) : [0,00) — [0,00] is called the generalized singular value function (or
decreasing rearrangement) of x. We note that p,(z) < oo for every ¢ > 0. For a complete
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study of (), we refer the reader to [§]. The topology defined by the metric on M obtained
by setting
da,y) =inf{t > 0: p(z—y) <t}, forz,yeM,

is called the measure topology. It is well-known that a net (z,)aes in M converge to x € M
in measure topology if and only if for every ¢ > 0, § > 0, there exists ay € [ such that
whenever o > ay, there exists a projection p € M, such that

(e —2)p||\y <€ and 7(1 —p) <.

It was shown in [[[] that (M, d) is a complete metric space.

Recall that if we consider M = L*(R* m), where m is the Lebesgue measure on R
then M is an abelian von Neumann algebra acting on L*(R™,m) via multiplication, with
the trace being the integration with respect to m, then M = L°(R*,m) (the usual space
of all measurable functions on R*) and the generalized singular value p(f) is precisely the
decreasing rearrangement of the function | f| (usually denoted by f* in Banach lattice theory).

Definition 2.1. A symmetric quasi-Banach function space on Rt is a quasi-Banach lattice
E of measurable functions with the following properties:

(i) E is an order ideal in L°(RT,m);

(i) F is rearrangemant invariant in the sense of [[4] (p .114);

(iii) E contains all finitely supported simple functions.

Unless stated otherwise, F will always denote a symmetric quasi-Banach function space
on RT. We define the symmetric space of measurable operators E(M, ) by setting

EM,T) = {:B eM: pu(x) € E}

and
2l gy = 1) for allz € E(M,T).

It is shown in [PT] (Lemma 4.1) that if £ is a-convex (for some 0 < o < 1) with constant
1, then || - || a7y is an a-norm that is for every z,y € E(M, 1),

|z + y”%(M,T) < H$||%(M,r) + ||yH%(M,T) :

Equipped with || - | gaq,n), the space E(M, 1) is a a-Banach space. The space E(M, ) is
often referred to as the non-commutative analogue of the function space £. We remark that
if 0 < p<ooand E = LP(R", m) then E(M, ) coincides with the usual non-commutative
LP-space associated to the semi-finite von Neumann algebra M. Also if E = L*(R*,m),
then L*°(M,7) is the von Neumann algebra M. We refer to [[l], [B] and [BI] for some
background on the space E(M,T).



4 NARCISSE RANDRIANANTOANINA

Definition 2.2. A quasi-Banach function space E is said to satisfy a lower g-estimate if
there ezists a positive constant C > 0 such that for all finite sequences {x,} of mututally

disjoint elements in E,
(X leall?)" < €[S

The least such constant C'is called the constant of the lower g-estimate. Recall that if £
is a quasi-Banach function space and 1 < p < o0,

1
EW = {z € L'RY,m); |z" € E} with ||z|pe = | |23
We will need the following known result. A proof can be found in [fj.

Proposition 2.3. Assume that E is order-continuous and «-convexr with constant 1 for
some (0 < a<1.

(i) Ifx € E(M, 1) and e < f are projections in M then |lexe| g, < || fxfllemmn);

(ii) If v € E(M,7) and eg 1 0 is a net of projections in M then ||xeg| g,y 45 0.

The following definition isolates the main topic of this paper.

Definition 2.4. Let E be a quasi-Banach function space on R™ and K be a bounded subset
of E(M, 7). We will say that K is E-equi-integrable if lim sup,cx [lenzen| gy = 0 for
n—o0 ’

every decreasing sequence {e,}2, of projections with e, |, 0.

We remark, from Proposition B.3, that since {e,}%, is decreasing, so is the sequence
{supme « lenzenll gy T)} and therefore the limit in the definition above always exists.
’ n=1

This definition was motivated by the commutative case on one hand and the characterization
of weakly compact subsets of L'(M,7) by Akemann [] (see also [[J p.150) on the other.
Using this terminology, Akemann’s characterization can be stated as in the commutative
case: relatively weakly compact subsets of L'(M, ) are exactly the equi-integrable sets.
Such characterization is not valid in general. For 1 < p < oo, any set of normalized disjoint
sequence cannot be LP-integrable but since LP is reflexive, such set is relatively weakly
compact.

On the next proposition, we will show that for the general case, one implication always
holds.

Proposition 2.5. Assume that E is an order-continuous symmetric Banach function space
and K is a E-equi-integrable set in E(M,T) then K is relatively weakly compact.

The proposition will be proved in several steps. Recall that if E is a symmetric Banach
function space, then E(M, 1) is a subset of L'(M, 7) + M and therefore if p is a projection
in LY(M,7)N M and K is a subset of E(M, ), then pK and Kp are subsets of L*(M, 7).
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Lemma 2.6. Let p be a projection in LY(M,7)NM and K be a E-equi-integrable subset of
E(M,T). The sets pKp and pK (1 — p) are relatively weakly compact in LY(M, 7).

To see this lemma, it is enough to check that these sets are L!-equi-integrable. Let
T:E(M,7) — L'(M,7) be the linear map defined by x — Tz = pxp. This map is well-
defined and one can deduce from the closed graph theorem that it is bounded. Let {e,}>°,
be a sequence of projections with e, |, 0. For each n > 1, set f,, to be the right support
projection of e,p. By the definition of support projections, f,, < p. So {f.}22, is a sequence
of finite projections. We also note that (see for instance the proof of [[9, Proposition 1.6
p.292]),

fa=enV(1—p)—(1-p)
and by Kaplansky formula (see for instance [[3, Theorem 6.1.6 p.403]),
fn ~ €y — €y N\ (1 _p)

Since 7(f,) = T(en—en, A(1—p)) < 7(p) and {e, —e, A(1—p)}22, converges to zero, { fn}22,
converges to zero. Now since the f,,’s are finite projections, we conclude that if g, = Ax>n fx,
then {g,}5°, converges to zero. Therefore, for every z € K,

lenpapenlly = llenp(gnzgn)penl,
< |Ip(gnzgn)pl,
< T I gnTgnll paery -

Since K is E-equi-integrable, one obtain that
nh_g.lo SupprKp ||€ny€n||1 S ||T|| ’ nh—>Igo SUPgze K ||gn$gn||E(M,T) =0

which concludes that pKp is relatively weakly compact in L*(M, 7).

For pK (1 —p), set S : E(M,7) — L'(M, 7) be the map defined by x — Sz = pz(1 — p).
As above, S is bounded. Let {e,}>°; and {g,}5>, be sequences of projections as discribed
above. For each n > 1, let s,, be the left support projection of (1—p)e,. Then s, = e, Vp—p
for every n > 1 and the sequence {s, }5°, is decreasing. It is claimed that s, {, 0.

For this, it is enough to check that e, Vp |, p. In fact, e, Vp—e, ~ p—e, A p and the
sequence defined by the right hand side of the equivalence converges to p which implies that

nh_glo T(en VD —e,) = T}Lngo T(p — e, Ap) =7(p)
which gives
lim 7(e, Vp—p—e,) =0.
n—o0

But since (e, Vp—p—e,)? = (e, Vp—p—en) + e,p + pe,, we can conclude that

lim |le, Vp—p—enl2 =0.
n—oo
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From this, we get (by passing to a subsequence if necessary) that {e, Vp —p — e},
converges to zero in measure. Similarly, {e, V p —p — pe, }>2, converges to zero in measure
SO €, V p |, p hence s, |, 0.

To conclude the proof of Lemma R.§, note that g, L s, so ¢,V s, = g, + S,. In particular,
gn V Sp bn 0 and we get that

T}I_{IC}O SUDyepr (1-p) l€nyenlly = T}I_{IC}O SUP,.c g [|enpz(1 — p)enl|;

= nh_}IELO supmeK ||enp(gn \ Sn)z(gn \ Sn)(]- - p)enHl

IN

Jim sup, e [[P(gn V $0)(gn V 50)(1 = p)ll,
<18+ Tim sup,cre l(gn V 52)2(9nV 52)llacry = O
The proof is complete.

Lemma 2.7. Let p and K be as in Lemma [2.0. Then pK is relatively weakly compact in
EM,T).

Note first that pK is F-equi-integrable. This can be seen by applying the series of argument
used in Lemma [.§, considering the operators 7" and S as maps from E(M, 7) into E(M, 7).
Let {pz,}>°, be a bounded sequence in pK. From Lemma reffinitecompactl, we can
assume that {px,}°° | is weakly convergent in L'(M, 7). Fix ¢ € E*(M, 1), and let p =
Jo°t de, be its spectral decomposition. For each k > 1, set g := ¢#((0,k)). We remark that
©oqr = qrp € M. Form, n € N,
<<P,pl’n - pxm) = <90 — P4k, PTpn — pxm) + <(qu7pxn - pxm>
= <Q0(1 - Qk)apzn - pxm) + <¢Qk>pxn _p$m>
= <(1 - C]k)QO(]. - Qk)apzn - pxm) + <¢Qk,P$n - p$m>
This gives
(0, — prim)| < |7 (0(1 = g) (pn — pm) (1 = @) | + {ak, PTn — pTm)] -
Since ¢qx belongs to M,

lim sup (g, Prn — pTm)| < 2|4

7,1M—00

B M) SWack [[(1 = au)pa(l — qu)ll g, r) -
Now since 1 — ¢; Jx 0 and pK is F-equi-integrable, we obtain that

lim(pgy, prn — prm) = 0.

n,m—
The lemma is proved.

To complete the proof of Proposition R.5, let {px}32, be a sequence of projections that
increases to 1 and 7(px) < oo and fix € > 0. Choose ko > 1 such that

suP,ek [|(1 = pro)a(l — pro )l gy < €
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We have K = py, K + (1 — p,) Kpry + (1 — pr, ) K (1 — pg,) which implies that
K C pkOK + (1 — pko)kao + é?BE(Mﬂ-)

where Bg(u,-) denotes the closed unit ball of E(M, 7). From Lemma P.7, the sets py, /K and
(1 — pi,) Kpg, are relatively weakly compact which concludes that K is relatively weakly
compact. The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.8. If 7(1) < oo, the proof above can be considerably shortened. In this case,
E(M,7) C LYM,7) so if K is E-equi-integrable, then it is relatively weakly compact in
LY (M, 1) and on can argue as in the last part of Lemma 2] to conclude that K is relatively
weakly compact in E(M, ).

The following proposition should be compared with [B](Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 5.2).
It generalizes well known property of equi-integrable sets in function spaces to the non-
commutative settings.

Proposition 2.9. Let E be a symmetric quasi-Banach space function space and K be a E-
equi-integrable subset of E(M, 7). For each sequence {x,}°, in K and x € K, the following
are equivalent:

(a‘) nh—>n;olo ||xTL - xHE(M,T) = 07'

(b) {x,}2, converges to x in measure (as n — o0).

Proof. The implication (a) = (b) is trivial. For (b) = (a), we will assume that 2 = 0. Recall
that there exists 0 < o < 1, such that M N LY(M,7) C E(M,7) C M + L*(M,7) with
2|l mt e S 2lleovn < 2/|2|| maze o, for every o € M N LY(M, 7). The proposition
will be proved by showing the following lemma:

Lemma 2.10. For every p € M, with 7(p) < 0o, lim [|znpllgr .,y = Hm [[p2sll g,y = 0.
n—00 ) n— 00 )

To see this lemma, fix ¢ > 0 and let C' = max{l,7(p)}. Since K is equi-integrable,
there exists § > 0 such that whenever ¢ € M, satisfies 7(q) < 0, then for every n € N,
lgzndll gy < g/(2)". Since both {,}°°, and {z%}2>, converge to zero in measure,
one can choose ny > 1 such that for each n > ng, there exists a projection p, € M, with
7—(1 - pn) < 57

g
TnPn < ——
Joapl < 5o

and

g
l’;pn < .
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For n > ny,
||~”Cnp’|%(M,T) < Hxnpan%(M,r) + [[prn(1 — Pn)PH%(M,T) + (1 = po)wa(l — pn)pH%(M,-r)

< 2 max {||zapall 0 [0nPup et}

2% max {|eipall3, 1L = P)ipnl e ag | + 10 = P)an(L = D)l
< 2.2%max {e%/2%4C, (¢*/2°4C)1(p)} +%/2
< e

A similar estimate works for {z*p}>2 ;. The lemma is verified.

To complete the proof of Proposition R.9, choose a mutually disjoint family {e;}ic; of
projections in M with )., e; = 1 for the strong operator topology and 7(e;) < oo for all
i € I. Using a similar argument as in [2])], one can get an at most countable subset {e;}3,
of {e;}icr such that for each e; outside of {ex}2,, e;x, = xpe; = 0 for every n € N. Let
e =) ren€k- Replacing M by eMe and 7 by its restriction on eMe, we may assume that
e=1. Let p, =) ,-, ex. It is clear that p, |, 0 and 7(1 — p,) < oo for every n € N. Fix
e > 0 and choose ng > 1 such that

SUPpeN Hpnoxnpno ||E(M,T) S E.

We get that
hm_)sup ||1'n||E(M o= hm |2 (1 — pno)”E(M ) nh_frolo 2, (1 — Pno”%(M;) te=e¢
and since ¢ is arbitrary, the proof is complete. O

For the rest of this section, we collect some results that will be useful in the later sections
of the paper.

The inequality given below can be viewed as the analogue of the well-known fact on normal
functional on von Neumann algebra, |p(a)|? < [l¢]| - [¢|(aa*) whenever a € M and ¢ € M,
M9, Proposition 4.6 p. 146], to the general case of symmetric spaces of measurable operators.

Proposition 2.11. Let x € E(M, 1) andy € M then

1 1
oyl zgnn < I 29l punn < lellEoun - 157ellE o, -

Proof. Let x = u|z| be the polar decomposition of z. Then |lzy|| gy = ulzlyll g,y <
lulloe - 1 1219 lmnry- Als0 | 219l anry = \ ettty | and using Holder's inequality
E@(M,r) H | | yHE(2)(MT

1
= ||5L'||§;(M,T) ly |$|y||§;(/v(77)-
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O

Remark 2.12. Let K be a bounded subset of E(M,T). If we set |K|:={la| : a € K}, then

it s clear from Proposition that if |K| is E-equi-integrable then for every decreasing

projections ey,0, lim sup,cg [|zenl| g ) = Um supgek [lentl| pag ) = 0. In particular if
n—00 ’ n—00 )

|K| is E-equi-integrable then so is K.

Proposition 2.13. Assume that E is a-conver with constant 1 for some 0 < a < 1. Let
{pn}2, be a sequence of decreasing projections in M and K be a bounded subset of E(M,T)
such that:

(i) pn dn 0
(ii) For each n > 1, the sets (1 — p,)K and |K(1 — p,)| are E-equi-integrable.

Then K is E-equi-integrable if and only if lim sup,g ||pnapn||E(M =0
n— o0 ’

Proof. We will show the non trivial implication. Fix fi {% 0, a sequence in M,,. We need to
show that klim SUPaex || frafull poan,r = 0-
—00 ’
We will assume without loss of generality that K is a subset of the unit ball of E(M, ).
For every a € K,

frafe = fr(1 —pn)afe + frpnafy
= fe(L = pn)afi + fipna(1 = pu) fi + fupnapn fi-
Since F(M,T) is a-convex, we get:
I frafill zonn < (X = pa)afillpoun + 1epna(l = po) fell zoun + 1Fepnapn fill 5oy
<@ = pa)afillzomn + ol =) fill gonn + 1Prapall B -
Using Proposition P.11] on the second term, we have
Il feafellzar < 16 = pr)afilpy + la(t = po)llEary - 1fsla(t =)l fill £
+ 1Pnapnll - -
Let € > 0, choose ng large enough so that sup,ef |[ProaPnoll par ) < € We conclude that

lim b, 1o il < Jim sup,ee | Fill = pn)afil5er)

o 1im sup,egc [ fela(t = pug) Fill ouiry + %

By (ii), the first two terms converge to zero so klim SUPgex || frafll o) < € and since ¢ is
—00

arbitrary, the proof is complete. O

The next proposition can be found in [ (Proposition 2.5).
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Proposition 2.14. Assume that E is a-convex with constant 1 for some 0 < o < 1 and
satisfies a lower q-estimate with constant 1 for some finite ¢ > «. If k = 2q/«, then for all
y € E(M,T), for all projections e, f € M with e+ f =1 and 7(e) < o0, it follows that

leyellbour + leyf lsonn + 1fvelbon + 1 b < 1yllbnn-

The proof of the next lemma is just a notational adjustment of the proof of a lemma from
the L'-case [[] so we will leave the details to the interested readers.

Lemma 2.15. Let {z4}72, be a bounded sequence in E(M, 1) and {e,}52, be a decreasing
sequence of projections in M such that e, |, 0. Assume that lim supycy ||entren || o) =
n—oo

v > 0 then there exists a subsequence {xy, }5>; so that lim ||e,zp, en|lpm, = 7-
n—oo

3. KADEC-PELCZYNSKI THEOREM FOR SYMMETRIC SPACES

The main result of the present article is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let E be an order continuous symmetric quasi-Banach function space in R*
that is a-convex with constant 1 for some 0 < a < 1 and suppose that E satisfies a lower
q-estimate with constant 1 for some q¢ > «.

Let {x,}72, be a bounded sequence in E(M,T) then there exists a subsequence {x,, }7°,
of {xn}02, bounded sequences {yx}32, and {zx}32, in E(M,T) and a decreasing sequence
of projections pg 1n 0 in M such that:

(1) zp, = yx + 25 for all k > 1;

(i) {yr : k> 1} is E-equi-integrable and pryppr = 0 for all k > 1;
(i) {2k}, is such that przppr = 2zi for all k > 1.

The proof will be divided into several steps. Without loss of generality, we will assume that
the sequence {4}, is a subset of the unit ball of E(M, 7). Since we are dealing with se-
quences, we can and do assume without loss of generality that M is countably decomposable
(see [BT] and the proof of Proposition B.9 above for the details of such reduction).

Set Dy == {{e,}22, C M, : e, ], 0and 7(e;) < oo} and consider

d :=sup {Ji_)rgosupkeN lenlzklenll pon o {entner € @1}.

As in [[]], one can show that ¢ is attained and using Lemma PI9, one can choose a
subsequence of {x,}5°, (which we will denote again by {z,}°°,) and {e,}3>, € D; such
that

(3.1) 0= nh_{go lenlznlenll poar)
and

(32) 0 = lim ealailenllpouan = sup { 1m supy .75l ponen {0330 € D}
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For each n > 1, set v, := z,, — e,xpe, and let V :={v, : n > 1}.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a sequence of projections {g,}5>, in M with:

(1) For everym > 1, g, <1 —e,;
(2) 7(gn) < 00, in particular g, is a finite projection;
(3) g 1™ 1.

Proof. The lemma can be obtained inductively. Since M is countably decomposable, there
exists g a faithful normal state in M,. Since 1 — e, is a semifinite projection, there exists
a sequence of projections {g](-") 22, with T(gj(-")) < oo for every j > 1 and g](-") M1 —e,. One

can choose j, > 1 such that po(1 —e,) — goo(g](-:)) < 1/n. Set

{gn = gﬁll) forn=1

Gn = g](-:) V gno1 forn>1.

It is easy to verify that {g,}>°, satisfies the requirements of the lemma. O

For each n > 1, let p, =1 — g,,. Clearly p, |, 0, 1 — p, is a finite projection and p, > e,
for each n > 1.

Lemma 3.3. For each n > 1, the sets |V (1 — p,)| and |(1 — p,)V| are E-equi-integrable.

Proof. Let us show that for every n > 1, |V(1 — p,)| is an E-equi-integrable set. Assume that

there exists ko > 1 such that |V (1—py, )| is not E-equi-integrable. By definition, there exists a

decreasing sequence of projections ¢, |, 0 such that lim SUDae|V (1—py, )| gn @ qn| B > 0
n—o0 ’

that is

nh_{{.lo SUP e (|G vim (1 — pk0)|qn||E(M,T) > 0.
Choose a strictly increasing sequence {m,}>%, of N such that
I {lgn v, (1 = pro) |9l pa ) > 0-
Let u,, be a bounded operator such that |v,,, (1 — pry)| = Un keVm, (1 — Dr,). We get that
16V, (L = Pro) @l ppn ) = @0 tnieg Vi (1= Pig )l ppg
= |gntn ko[ Tm, — €mnTrm, €m, ] (1 — pko)%HE(MJ) :

We recall that eg, < pg, and since {e,, }>2 ; is decreasing, for m,, > ko, €, < pg, and therefore
€m, (1 — pr,) = 0 and since ||g,tn k| < 1, we obtain that for n large enough,

||Qn|vn"m(1 — pk0)|Qn||E(M,7—) = ||Qnun,ko(zm7l)(1 - pkO)QnHE(Mﬂ')
< [T, (1= Pro )l pan ) -
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Using Proposition R.I1], with © = z,,,, and y = (1 — pk,)¢n, We get
1 1
[gn|vim, (1 = pko)‘anE(M,T) < ||xmn||?3(/v1,7) * N an (1 = pro)@m,, [(1 — pko)anlz?(M,T)

1
< ||Qn(1 _pko)‘xmn‘(l _pko)anE(M,ﬂ—) :
This implies that
lim sup {|gn (1 — pio )| Zm [(1 = Do)l goas ) > 0

n—oo
Let s, be the left support projection of (1—pg, )g, (this is equal to the right support projection
of ¢,(1 — pg,)). We have

HQn(l - pko)‘xmn‘(l - pk())anE(M,T) = HQn(l - pk0)3n|xmn|sn(1 _pkO)anE(M’T)
< ||Sn|xmn|8"||E(MvT).

By the definition of support projection, s, < (1 — pg,) for every n > 1, so {s,}>2, is a
sequence of finite projections. As in proof of Lemma P.6, we note that s, = ¢, V px, — P, and
as before, s, ~ ¢n—qn APg,- Now since g, In 0, ¢n—@n APky 4n 0 hence 7(s,,) = 7(¢n —Gn APk )
converges to zero which implies that s, |, 0. Therefore, {s,}32, € D;.

In summary, we get {s,}5°, € Dy with s, <1 — py, for each n > 1 and for some v > 0,
(3.3) lim sup ||$,|Tm, |snll = 7-

n—oo

Let f, := 5,V em,-
For each m,, > ko, s, <1 —p, <1 —ex, so s, L ey, hence f, = s, + e,,. In particular
{fn}?zozl < ®1'

Using Proposition P-17 (it applies since 7(f,) < 00),

2q 2q 2q
an‘xmn‘anE(M,T) 2 H5n|xmn‘3n”§(/\477) + Hemn|xmn|5n”§(/\4,f)

29 29
+ Isnlzm, lem, EMmr) T ||emn|xmn|emn||§(/\477)
2q 2q
2 ||Sn|$m7l S”HEQ(MJ-) _I_ ||6mn Imn 6m7l E(M,T) .

Taking the limit as n tends to 0o, one gets from (B.J) and (B3) that 6« > v + 6« . This
is a contradiction since v > 0.

We conclude that for every n > 1, the set |V(1 — p,)| is an E-equi-integrable set.

For the case of |(1 —p,)V], it is enough to repeat the argument above for V*(1 —p,,) using
the definition of 0* (instead of ). Details are left to the reader. This ends the proof of the
lemma. O

We will proceed to the proof of Theorem B.1. Consider two cases.
Case 1: Assume that V' is E-equi-integrable.
It is enough to set y, = Ty, — €m, Tm, €m, and 2, = €, Tm, €m,, -
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Case 2: Assume that V' is not E-equi-integrable.
Proposition and Lemma B imply that there exists v > 0 such that

nh_{{.lo SUPy,ev HpnvanE(M;r) =v>0.
Choose a subsequence {v,, }32; such that
(3.4) klggo 1PV Pl g ag vy = ¥ > 0.

For each k > 1, let wy, := vy, — prvn, P and set

Lemma 3.4. The set W is E-equi-integrable.

Proof. We note first that if £ > n, then (1 —p,)wr = (1 — pp)vr and wi(1 —p,) = ve(1 —py)
so for fixed n > 1, (1 — po)W = {(1 —pp)wi : kK <n} U{(1—py)vx: k>n}. Similarly,
WA —p,) ={wr(L—p,): k<n}U{oe(1—p,): k>n}.

Lemma B-3 implies that for every n > 1, both |W(1 — p,)| and (1 — p,)W are E-equi-
integrable sets. Therefore, if W is not E-equi-integrable, there would be a subsequence
{wr() 132, of {wi}i, and € > 0 such that

(3.5) Jli_{go Hpjwk(j)l’j HE(M,T) =&

Using Proposition R.11] on vy, and p; = (p; — p(j)) + Pr(j), We obtain:

2p 2q

) > H(Pj = Pr(j)) Vi, (P — Pr(i)) M

29
e

o
DP(j)Vnypy (P5 = Prs)) e
2¢q 2q

+ H (5 = Pr(i))Vniy, (05 — Pri) ||

PjUny,;Pj
J ()] E(M,r

H (P = Pr())Vn; PRG)

E(M,7) E(M,7)

Taking into account the identities, (p; —pr(j))Vn,;, (27 —Pri)) = (P5 = Pri)) W) (5 — Pr(i)) s

(Pj = Pr())Vniy PrG) = PiWk()Pr(z) a0 Pr(i)Vn, ) (Pj — Pr(j)) = Pr(j)Wk(;)Pj, one can deduce
that,

2q 2q 2q
‘ P30 Pi| 5 o 2 15 = Prioywn (v = pro) eann + i leann +
29 =
[k 0kPsll ey + “pk(j)vnk<ﬂ')p’f(ﬂ'> BMr)

2 2
Let C(g, &) be the norm of the identity map from £ onto ¢3, where ¢5 (resp. () denotes
the 3-dimensional E%—space (resp. ¢*-space). We have
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<9
‘ PiVny ;P ;(M’T) >C(g,0) < [( (05 = Prei) w05 — Pro) || mour +
1_ 2
Hpjwk(j)Pk(j)Hz(M,T) + Hpk(j)wk(j)Psz(M,T)) ] -
2q
Hpk(j)vnk(j)pk(j) EM)

We remark that pjwip; = (5 = Pr()) W) (P5 = Pr(s) + Pit0k()Pr() + Phii)Wh(j)p; and since
E(M,7) is a-convex (with constant 1), the above inequality implies

|

and taking the limit as j — oo, we get from (B.4) and (B.§) that

29
«

E(M,)

29
«

PjUny ;) Pi

2q 2q
> Cla. ) ¥ [[pwrcpsll Fonnry + [P0 0mac Prc)

EM,r)’

2q 2q

va > C(q,a)%&?? +ve.

This is a contradiction since € > 0, so W is a E-equi-integrable set. The lemma is proved.

To complete the proof of Theorem B.], we note that W = {z,, — pxn,pr : k > 1} so if
we set yx, = Tp, — Pk, Dk and 2, = pipTy,, pr. The proof of is complete. O

Remarks 3.5. (1) If M = B({?) with the usual trace, then every projection of finite trace
s a finite rank projection so in the proof above, 6 = 6* = 0. In the particular case of unitary
matriz space Cg where E is a symmetric sequence space, one proceed directly to Case 2 by
setting W = {&,, — pn@npn; n > 1} where {p,}22, is an arbitrary sequence of projections
satisfying: pp dn 0 and for everyn > 1, 1 — p,, is a finite projection.

(2) If M is a finite von Neumann algebra with a normalized finite trace T and E is a
symmetric space on [0,1] satisfying the assumptions of Theorem [3.1, it is enough to take
Pn =€y (i.e go =1 —e, on Lemma 3.2) and conclude immediately as in Lemma [3-3 that V
15 E-equi-integrable.

(3) In the proof above, it is clear that the projections {px }32, are such that either 7(p;) < oo
or (1 —pg) < oo for all k > 1. In fact, the argument above shows that if {e,}>2, is
a sequence in Dy that attained the quantities 6 and 0*, then any sequence of projections
satisfying pp dn 0, €, < p, for eachn > 1 and 7(1 — p,) < oo for each n > 1, would satisfy
the conclusion of Theorem [3.1.

The following extension shows that if one considers finitely many bounded sequences in
E(M, ), one can choose a single sequence of projections that works for each sequence.
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Corollary 3.6. If M and E are as in Theorem 3.1 and {:)3(1 } . {:B }n L {:E Jo }n .
be finitely many bounded sequences in E(M,T). Then there ezist a strictly increasing se-

quence {ni}2, of N and a sequence of decreasing projections py lr 0 in M such that for

each 1 < 7 < jo, the set {x&fk) pkz%)pk k> 1} 1s E-equi-integrable.

Proof. For 1 < j < jy, we set, as in the proof of Theorem B.T],

s {entne € @1}.

€n |Il(cj) len

d; = su lim su ‘
j p {n_)oo PkeN B(M.1)

One can choose a strictly increasing sequence {ny}2, in N such that for each 1 < j < jo,
there exists a sequence {e,(f )}20:1 € D, with

0; = klim } |:E |e e
—00 E T

and

65 = lim Hel(cﬂ)pgﬁfg * |e](€J) . = sup {7}1—{& supy, ’ qn|x£fk) |gn g}, € @1} )

k—o0

E(M,T)

For every k > 1, set e := \/15]-5]-0619). Since 7(e) < Z 17‘(ek ), it is clear that the
sequence {ey}7>, belongs to Dy and each of the J,’s and 5*’8 are attained at {e;}32;. One
can complete the proof by procceding as in the proof of Theorem B-1], simmultaneously on
the finite set of sequences and the fixed {e;}2;. O

Our next result shows that the decreasing projections in the decomposition can be replaced
by mutually disjoint projections.

Theorem 3.7. Let E be an order continuous quasi-Banach function space as in Theo-
rem B1. Let {x,}22, be a bounded sequence in E(M,T) then there exists a subsequence
{0, 1321 of {0}, bounded sequences {pr ), and {(x}52, in E(M,T) and mutually dis-
joint sequence of projections {ey}52, such that:

(i) zp, = o + G forall k> 1;
(ii) {¢x: k> 1} is E-equi-integrable and epprer =0 for all k> 1;
(ill) {Ce}p2, is such that exCrer = (i for all k > 1.

Proof. Let {x,}>, be a bounded sequence in E (M, 7) and suppose (by taking a subsequence
if necessary), x, = y, + 2z, with p,y,p, = 0, the set {y, : n > 1} is E-equi-integrable and
PnZnPn = zp for all n > 1, be the decomposition of {z,,}°2, as in Theorem B.1.

Let n, = 1. Since p, |, 0 and

p121p1 — (P1 — Pn)21(P1 — Pn) = Pr21D1 + P121Dn — PnZ1Pns
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Proposition reforder-continuity(part(ii)) shows that
lim [[przipr — (p1 — pu)21(p1 — po) | BM) = 0.
n—oo

Choose ny > ny = 1 such that

||P121p1 - (pl - pnz)zl(pl - Pnz)HE(Mﬂ <

N —

Inductively, one can construct ny < ng < --- < ng < ... such that
||pnkznkpnk - (pnk - pnk+1)znk (p”k - p”k+1)||E(M77—) < ﬁ
Since z,, = ppznpn for every n > 1, one gets
||an - (pnk _pnk+1>znk (p”k _p”k+1)||E(M77) < ?
For every k > 1, set

€k ' = Pnyp — Pngyq
C’f = (p”k - p”k+1)znk (p”k - pnk+1)

Ok © = Yn,, + [Zn), — €kZn,Ck)-

Since {yn, : k> 1} is a E-equi-integrable set and klim |2, — €rZngrl|E(Mm,r) = 0, it is clear
—00

that {¢r : k > 1} is E-equi-integrable. Also {e;}?2, is mutually disjoint. The proof is
complete. O

Corollary 3.8. Let E be an order-continuous symmetric Banach function space on R with
the Fatou propery. Let {x,},—1 be a bounded sequence in E(M,T) then there exists a sub-
sequence {Tn, 152, of {xn}22,, bounded sequences {¢x}52, and {(x}i, in E(M, 1) and mu-
tually disjoint sequence of projections {ex}32, such that:

(1) zp, = @+ G forall k> 1;
(ii) {¢k : k > 1} is E-equi-integrable and egprer = 0 for all k > 1;
(iil) {Ck}32, is such that ex(rer, = C for all k > 1.

Proof. Assume that E has the Fatou property (equivalenty E does not contain cp). Since
E is symmetric, E 2 ¢ is equivalent to E not containing ¢2 uniformly, and therefore F
satisfies the g-lower estimate for some ¢ and one can renorm E so that it satisfies the lower
g-estimate of constant 1. All of these facts can be found in [[4]. O

The proof of Theorem B.]] can be adjusted to obtain decompositions where the projections
are taken only on one side, that is, the following result follows:
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Corollary 3.9. Let E be an order continuous quasi-Banach function space in RT that is
a-convex with constant 1 for some 0 < a < 1 and suppose that E satisfies a lower q-estimate
with constant 1 for some q > a. Let {x,}°, be a bounded sequence in E(M,T) then there
exist a subsequence {x,, }72, of {x,}o2,, bounded sequences {yx}7>, and {z}7>, in E(M,T)
and decreasing projections ey 1, 0 in M such that:

(1) zpn, = yx + 25 for all k > 1;

(i) exyr =0 for all k > 1 and 7}1_{& supgsy || futkl| B = 0 for every fr, 1n 0.
(iil) {2z}, is such that egzy = zx, for all k > 1.

Definition 3.10. A subspace X of LP(M,T) is called strongly embedded into LP(M, 1) if
the LP and the measure topologies on X coincide.

The following result is a direct application of Proposition .9 and Theorem B.7.

Theorem 3.11. Let 1 < p < oo. Fvery subspace of LP(M,T) either contains almost iso-
metric copies of (P or is strongly embedded in LP(M,T).

The next corollary should be compared with [[§, Theorem 2.4].

Corollary 3.12. Assume that M is finite and p > 2. FEvery subspace of LP(M,T) either
contains almost isometric copies of P or is isomorphic to a Hilbert space.

For the commutative case, the space ¢ can not be strongly embedded in LP[0, 1] for
0 < p < 2. This is due to Kalton [[[3] for 0 < p < 1 and Rosenthal [[q] for the case 1 <p < 2
(see also [f] for another approach). A non-commutative analogue should be of interest.

Problem: Let M be a semifinite von Neumann algebra and 0 < p < 2. Does (P strongly
embed into LP(M,1)?
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