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A Banach space with a symmetric basis which is of
weak cotype 2 but not of cotype 2

Peter G. Casazza Niels J. Nielseh

Abstract

We prove that the symmetric convexified Tsirelson space vgeatk cotype 2 but not of
cotype 2.

Introduction

Weak type 2 and weak cotype 2 spaces were originally intrediiad investigated by V.D.
Milman and G. Pisier in[[11] and weak Hilbert spaces by PigiefL3]. A further detailed
investigation can be found in Pisier’s bo¢k][14]. The firshmple of a weak Hilbert space which
is not isomorphic to a Hilbert space is the 2-convexifieddlson space (called the convexified
Tsirelson space in this paper). This follows from the ressoftW.B. Johnsonif{]5]. For a detailed
study of the original Tsirelson space we refer[{o [3].

Let X be a Banach space with a symmetric basis. It was provdd]irtfiadjf X is a weak
Hilbert space, then it is isomorphic to a Hilbert space ansltihs lead to the belief that X is
just of weak cotype 2, then it is of cotype 2. However, thisituout not necessarily to be the
case. The main result of this paper states that the symnoetniexified Tsirelson space is of
weak cotype 2 but not of cotype 2.

We now wish to discuss the arrangement of this paper in grdatail.

In Section 1 we give some basic facts on properties relate@#ix type 2 and weak cotype 2
while Section 2 is devoted to a review of some results on tiwexdfied Tsirelson space which
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we need for our main result. Most of these results are statétbwt proofs since they can be
proved in a similar manner as the corresponding result$éootiginal Tsirelson space.

In Section 3 we make the construction of the symmetric coifieeXTsirelson space, investi-
gate its basic properties and prove our main result statedeab
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1 Notation and Preliminaries

In this paper we shall use the notation and terminology coniynased in Banach space theory
as it appears inJ9],[[10] and [L6]Bx shall always denote the closed unit ball of the Banach
spaceX and if X andY are Banach spaces, thé{X,Y) (B(X) = B(X, X)) denotes the
space of all bounded linear operators frofto Y.

We let(g,) denote a sequence of independent standard Gaussian gariabh fixed prob-
ability space(2, S, 1) and recall that a Banach spag&eis said to be of type pl < p < 2,
(respectively cotype @2 < p < o0) if there is a constank” > 1 so that for all finite sets
{z1,29,...,2,} € X we have

( / | ]Z:gj(t)xijdu(t))’l’ < K(g J;117) (1.1)

(respectively
KOS Il = ([ 13 o0mlao)) a2
The smallest constart which can be used if(3.1) (respectively1.2)) is denoted By )

(respectivelyK,(X)).
If LisaBanach lattice and< p < oo, thenL is said to be-convex (respectively-concave)



if there is a constar@ > 1 so that for all finite set$x, xo, ..., z,} C L we have

1O Ja)xll < O llaslP) (1.3)
j=1 j=1
(respectively
ZH%H P <O L P)r D (1.4)
j=1
The smallest constait which can be used i (1.3) (respectivly [1.4)) is denotedtil)

(respectivelyC,(L)).
It follows from [[IQ, 1.d.6 (i)] that ifL is of finite concavity (equivalently of finite cotype),
then there is a constaif > 1 so that

ISP < ([ 13 ai0m|Pdute))* < KU L)) (15)

A Banach spacg is said to be of weak type 2 if there is a constanand aj, 0 < 0 < 1,
so that wheneveE C X is a subspacey € N and7T € B(E, (3), then there is an orthogonal
projectionP on ¢ of rank larger thadn and an operata$ € B(X, ¢5) with Sx = PTx for all
xz € Eand|S|| < C|T.

Similarly X is called a weak cotype 2 if there is a constéhand ad, 0 < § < 1, so that
wheneverE C X is a finite dimensional subspace, then there is a subspace F so that
dim F > § dim F andd(F, (3mF) < C.

Our definitions of weak type 2 and weak cotype 2 space are eobrilginal ones, but are
chosen out of the many equivalent characterizations giyePisier [14].

A weak Hilbert space is a space which is both of weak type 2 agakwotype 2.

If Ais asetwe letA| denote the cardinality of.

Definition 1.1 If (z,,) and (y,,) are sequences in a Banach spafewe say tha{z,) is domi-
nated by(y,) if there is a constanf’ > 0 so that for all finitely non-zero sequences of scalars

1> anzall < KNI angall-

We will need some information about prope(ty) and related properties.

(a,) we have
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Definition 1.2 A Banach spaceX has property(H.) if there is a functionC(-,-) so that for
every0 < § < 1 and for every normalized-unconditional basic sequenc¢e;)!, in X there is

a subsetr’ C N such that| 7’| > dn and (z;);cr is C(), 0)-equivalent to the unit vectors basis
of /i, If we only have thatz;);c is C(), §) dominated by the unit vector basis&f', we say
that X has property uppetHs). Similarly, we define property lowérs).

Definition 1.3 A Banach spac« is said to have propertyH ) if there is a functionf(-) so that
for every normalized-unconditional basic sequen¢e;)”_, in X, we have

1 n
mn”z <l ;xill < f()n'2.

Similarly, we can define property uppgi ) and property lower H ).
The following is clear.
Proposition 1.4 Property upper (resp. lower)H,) implies upper (resp. lower)H ).

We will see later that the converses of Proposifioh 1.4 fail.
The next result shows that any percentage of the basis wik wothe definition of( Hs).
The proof follows from the argument of Pisi¢r[14, Propasitil2.4, page 193].

Lemma 1.5 For a Banach spac&, the following are equivalent:

(1) X has property upper (resp. lowefH,).

(2) There exists oné < § < 1 satisfying the conclusion of property upper (resp. lower)
(Ha).

The corresponding result for propeitf ) is in [3, Proposition Ael, page 14].

Lemma 1.6 For a Banach spac&, the following are equivalent:

(1) X has property upper (resp. lowetH ).

(2) There is & < § < 1 so that for every\-unconditional basic sequen¢e;)!" , in X there
isasubsetf’ C {1,2,---,n} with |F| > dn and(x;);cr has property upper (resp. lowef}{).

The next theorem is due to Pisi@r][14, Proposition 12.4].
Proposition 1.7 Every weak Hilbert space has propeft,).
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We also have from Pisief J[L4, Proposition 10.8, page 160 aopdgition 11.9, page 174]:

Proposition 1.8 The following implications hold for a Banach spake
(1) Weak cotype 2 implies property low@dt ).
(2) Weak type 2 implies property upp@et ).

The converses of Propositidn ]1.8 are open questions. HowkreBanach lattices it is
known that property /), property(H-) and being a weak Hilbert space are all equivalent. This
is a result of Nielsen and Tomczak-Jaegermanh [12].

2 Convexified Tsirelson Space

Since there is only a “partial theory” developed for the axified Tsirelson spacg?, we will
review what we need here.

Notation 2.1 If £, F" are sets of natural numbers, we write< F' if for everyn € E and every

m e F,n<m. If E={k}, wejustwritek < F for £ < F.

Definition 2.2 We define the convexified Tsirelson sp@ceas the set of vectors = 3 a,t,
for which the recursively defined norm below is finite.

§ 1/2
@72 = maﬁsuﬂanlﬂ_msup<z IIijHZ) 2 (2.1)

J=1

where the second “sup” is taken over all choices
]{ISE1<E2<"‘<Ek,

andEx =Y _panty.

We will now list the known results for this space (which welwiéed) and where they can
be found. The first result can be found [ [3] afd][14].

Proposition 2.3 The unit vectorsgt, ) form a 1-unconditional basis fdf?. The spacé™ is of
type 2 and weak cotype 2 but does not contain a Hilbert space.
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Next we need to see which subsequences of the unit vectar &fiE? are equivalent to the
original basis. To do this we need:

Notation 2.4 The fast growing hierarchy from logic is a family of functsoan N given by:
go(n) = n+1,and fori > 0, gi11(n) = g(")(n), where for any functiorf, f™ is the n-fold

i

iteration of f. We also set expn) = n and fori,n > 1,
exp(n) = 2801,
Finally we let log(n) = n, and for n large enough so that lpg (n) > 0, let

log;(n) = log(log_1(n)).

The next result is due to Bellendt [1]. He does this resulh@driginal Tsirelson’s spack,
but the proof works perfectly well iii™.

Proposition 2.5 A subsequendgy, ) of (¢,,) is equivalent tdt,,) if and only if there is a natural
numberi so thatk,, < g;(n), for all large n. Moreover(t;, ) always 1-dominate§,,) and there
is a constantK’ > 1 so that the equivalence constanti$ for the casey;(n).

One important consequence is (see Pis$igr [14] or Casazz8land [3B)).

Proposition 2.6 Everyg;(n)-dimensional subspace of sp&n) -, is K*-isomorphic to a Hilbert
space and<‘-complemented if™.

If X is a weak Hilbert space with an unconditional basis, thealibdvs from [12] that the
conclusion of Propositiop 4.6 remains true after a suitpblenutation of the basis.

The next result comes from|[3, Theorem IV.b.3, page 39]. Heetem there is proved for
the regular Tsirelson space but the techniques easily &olaphvexified space.

Proposition 2.7 Every n-dimensional subspaceTf is K*log;(n) isomorphic to/y.
We need one more result on convexified Tsirelson.

Proposition 2.8 If = = 3~ a;t; € T, then for alln € N,

I ZajtnjHT2 < 2K'(log;n)||x|| 72
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Proof: By Propositiorf Z]J5 and Propositipn 2.7 we have

IA

(Z\aﬂz) 1D agtllr
j=1

j=n+1

n (o]
1>~ astujllze <1 ajtugllee + 10 ajtngllz
j =1

Jj=n+1

< K'(logn)|| Y astyl + Kl Y atyllrs < 2K (loggn)|]].
j=1

j=n+1

3 Symmetric Convexified Tsirelson Space

There is almost no existing theory for the symmetric corfiedtiTsirelson space. But there is a
theory for the symmetric Tsirelson space. We will list theulés we need on this topic. They
can be found in Casazza and Shita [3, Chapter X.E].

Notation 3.1 For 7 or (T%)* we will work with the non-decreasing rearrangement operdo
Thatis, ifx = > a,t, thenDz =" a’t, where(a}) is the non-decreasing re-arrangement
of the non-zera/, s where by non-decreasing we mean the absolute values ardemeasing.

The construction of Chapter VIII of][3, Chapters VIII and X .ghows

Proposition 3.2 LetIT denote the group of all permutationsisf There is a constank” > 1 so
that foranyz = Y a,t: € (T%)* we have

llle = Supenll D ommtall < K[|Dz]| < Ksup,enl > aopmtill (3.1)
We will define thedual space of the symmetric convexified Tsirelson spestdecause it is
natural in terms of the above.

Definition 3.3 We letS[(7?)*] be the family of all vectors for whichz||,- is finite. Then this
is a Banach space with a natural symmetric basis, denétgd, called the dual space of the
symmetric convexified Tsirelson space.



To define thehe symmetric convexified Tsirelson spaeeneed a result kindly communi-
cated to us by N.J. Kalton.

Let X be a Banach sequence space. Define the permutation opefatoys= ({o(n) )5z, for
o € Il and IetLi to be the linear map such thai(en) = epn+; fOr all n € N. Finally we letcy
denote the spaces af real sequences which are eventually 0.

Theorem 3.4 SupposeX is a Banach sequence space whichp4sonvex andy-concave where
1 < p < q < co. Supposenaxo<;j || L}|| < Ck* wherea + p~* < 1. Then

€]

defines a quasi-norm an, which is equivalent to a norm. The dual 8f,; is X, where

€]

X, = SUD [So€ | x+-

Proof: Let us start by supposing, - - -, x;, € cqo are disjointly supported and that, - - -, o, €
I1. Then

s+

k
j—1
j=1
k 1
i1 1
< QI S0y 5l1%)7
j=1
K 1
< CR (Y 115q,25%) -
j=1

Now taking an infimum oves; gives

k
Xoy S CK O Iyl )7 (3.2)

i=1

s+ + )

Let us use[(3]2) first to show thit || x,, , is a quasi-norm. Indeed if, y € ¢y then

Xiny <2770 (|||

[+ yllx,, < 2|l max(|z], [y])] Xing F 11l x000)-



Next note that[(3]2) implies

|z + - +

41
Xinf < Ck*% fgjagxk H'T]’ King+

From this it follows easily thatif + . < . < 1 we have

||x1+.+xk|

k
j=1

for disjointxy, - - -, ;. Thus we have an upperestimate forX,,, ;.

It is trivial to show.X;,,; has a lower-estimate. Now by{]6, Theorem 4.1] (a simpler proof is
given in [{, Theorem 3.2] ) it follows thaX;,; is lattice-conveand this means that an upper
estimate implies (latticey-convexity for alls < r (Theorem 2.2 of{[6]). Henc&,,, is r-convex
for everyr with a + % < % In particular1-convexity implies the quasi-norm is equivalent to a
norm. In factX;, , is a reflexive Banach space.

Now it is obvious thatX;,; C (X},,)* and X, C (X.s)*. Hence it follows easily that

(Xuuy)* = X3 0

sup®

Remark: We can apply the above result to the case of the weightedpaceX, with1 < p <
oo defined by the norm

> 1
I€llx = O [nlPwn)
n=1
where(w,,) is an increasing sequence satisfying an estimate of the form
Wkn, S Ckawn

wherea < p — 1. The X, is defined by the quasi-norm

[e.e]

Xy = (Y (€t

n=1

€]

where (&) is the decreasing rearrangement({,|). In this caseXj,,, is the Lorentz space

d((wn) ™97, q).
This result can be rephrased.(if,) is a positive decreasing sequence satisfying an estimate
v, < CkPvy,, whereb < 1 thend((v,,), p)* can be identified with the space of all sequengges
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so that
O (€)v, 7)e < .
n=1

This result is a special case of results of Reishgr [15].

Proposition VIlll.a.8 of [B] states that the decreasing n@ayement operatdp is a bounded
non-linear operator on the original Tsirelson spaceThis result then immediately carries over
to the 2-convexification of” which is our convexified Tsirelson spagé. By Propositio 2]8
we have that Theorefn 3.4 holds in this case. We summarizattiie following result:

Proposition 3.5 There is a constank” > 1 so that for anyr = " a,t, € 7% we have
infqenll Zaa(n)th < [|Dz| < Kinf yeql Zaa(n)tnn- (3.3)
Moreover, there is a nori - || on the set of vectors for whidhDz|| < oo satisfying
1
i lells < 1Dl < Kja]ls. (3.4)

Note that our operatab does not satisfy a triangle inequality, but does with thestamt /X’
on the sum side of the triangle inequality.

Definition 3.6 The symmetric convexified Tsirelson space is the Banacte $§{§d¢) of vectors
for which ||z||s < oo with natural unit vector basigt?). By Theoreni 34 this is a reflexive
Banach space whose dual space&|§72)*].

It is known [3] that every infinite dimensional subspace&¢f™)) contains a subspace which
embeds intd™. In particularS(7?) is a Banach space with a natural symmetric basis which has
no subspaces isomorphic ¢g or ¢, for 1 < p < oco. Also 7% embeds intaS(7?). Since the
unit vector basis of, uniformly dominates all block bases @f,) in 77, it follows that the unit
vector basis off(7?) is also dominated by the unit vector basigof

Proposition 3.7 The space5(7?) fails property upper /) (even for disjointly supported ele-
ments) and fails property loweiH,). HenceS(T?) is not of weak type 2 and not of cotype
2.
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Proof: First we check property lowéi,). Since(t?) is symmetric and is dominated by the unit
vector basis of,, it follows that if this family had subsets dominating thetwector basis of,
then(¢?) would be equivalent to the unit vector basiggiwvhich is impossible.

For property uppefH ), fix M > 1 and choose a decreasing sequence of non-zero scalars
(a;)i~, whosel, norm is> M but || > a;t;||7= = 1. This can be done by a modification of
the constructions of]3, Chapter IV]. Now lgt;)”_, be a sequence of disjoint vectorsSi7™)
which have this set of;s as coefficients. S¢x;||gr2) = 1 for everyi = 1,2,---,n. Butto
norm Y. z; in S(T?), we have to arrange all the coefficients in decreasing ondértake the
norm inT2. Since these vectors are disjoint, at least half of them,(sgy.;, will have all of
their support aftet,,,. That is, we have n/2 vectors ifi* which are disjoint and have their
supports aftet,, . Hence

1> willse = KDY willee = K7 llzill72)"?
i=1

i=1 el

v

— _ n
K2 llil3e) > = K2M ()2,

i€l
Since M was arbitrarily large, it follows tha$ (72) fails upper(H) - for disjoint elements.

|

We shall now need a result essentially due to S. Kwapien.dridhm we present it is due to
W.B. Johnson and it appeared [h [8]

Proposition 3.8 There is a function

2/@2}’“

€

N(k,e) = [

such that for any fixed < ¢ < 1, every order complete Banach Lattice L, and every k-
dimensional subspacg' of L, there areN = N(k, ) disjoint elementgz;)?., in L and a
linear operatorV : F* — X = spar{z;) such that for all: € X we have

Ve — x| < ef|].
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Proposition 3.9 There is a constank > 1 so that for every subspade of S(7?) of dimension
n, we have for alt € N for which log,_,n exists,

d(E,03) < K'log; on.

Proof: By giving up one level of logs we may assume by Propositioht!3a8 we are working
with a normalized disjointly supported sequence of vecter$;_, in S(7?%). Now there is a
disjoint set of permutationg; of thez; so that

n 1 n
1D azllsre > }HZ‘U%’HT?
j=1 j
1 < 2
2
S D T (Zw) .

Also, letDz; = z; and

wy = > 2j(k)tngr-1)45,

k

By Propositior{ Z]8 we have
ID> ajmjllsr: < K| ajwjl|lze < 2K <Z|aj|2||wj||%2>
j=1 j=1 j=1
n 1/2 1/2
< 2K (Z |aj|2[2f<i<logm>12> < 4K (log,n) (Z w) ,

i=1

and hence

d(E, ly) < le(z(“rl)(login)2 < Ki(logi_ln).

The bg,_,n in the statement of the theorem comes from the fact that weafwsied Proposition

B.3. O

Corollary 3.10 The spaces(7?) is of type p for alll < p < 2 and of cotype g for al2 < .

Before we go on, we need a criterion for a Banach space to beeak wotype 2. We
shall say that a Banach spade hasproperty (P) if there is a constant K so that whenever

12



{21,229, .., 2,} C X is afinite set withmax, <<, [t;| < || >27_, t;z] forall (¢;) C R, then

Vit < K( [ 1132 ast0m Paute) (3.5)

It was proved by PisierJ14, Proposition 10.8] thatXf is of weak cotype 2, then it has
property(P). Itturns out that P) characterizes weak cotype 2 spaces. This fact might be known
to specialists but we shall give a short proof here:

Theorem 3.11If X has property( P), then it is of weak cotype 2.

Proof: Let F C X be a finite dimensional subspace, séyi(F) = 2n. By a result of Bourgain
and Szarek[]2, Theorem 2] there is a universal constaand{z1, zo, ..., 2,} € X so that for
all (¢;) € R we have

n

max [t] < |3t < (0 [12)? (36)
j=1

1<j<n
SV =

Using property( P) we get that
Vi< K( [ 13 0, Pautv)’ )
j=1

where K is the constant of property”). Now, (3-7) and the right inequality of (3.6) give to-
gether with one of main results ¢f [4, Theorem 2.6] (see §§ppages 25 and 81]) that there is a
universal constant such that ift < nK—2C~?n, then there is &-dimensinal subspadeé C [z;]
with d(F,15) < 2. From [I4, Theorem 10.2] it now follows thaf is of weak cotype 2. a

We shall say that a sequenge;)j_, in a Banach spack is 1-separated ifz; — z;[| > 1
forall 1 <i,5 <mn,1+# j. It follows immediately from Theorerh 3.]11 that if every lpseated
sequence iX satisfies[(3]5), theX is of weak cotype 2.

We are now ready to prove that the symmetric convexified Tesirespace is a weak cotype
2 space with a symmetric basis which is not of cotype 2. Hetscdual space is a symmetric
space which is of weak type 2 but fails to be of type 2.

Theorem 3.12 The spaces(7?) is a weak cotype 2 space.
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Proof: Let (z;)7_, be a 1-separated sequenceSifi™®). Without loss of generality we may
assume that for all < i < n we have||z;||s2) > 1. We wish to show tha{(3.5) holds. K is

a constant which satisfief (IL.5) for bath and.S(7?) and (3.14), then by definition we can find a
o € 1l so that:

1O 18052 lz2 = 11Se OO 2?72 < KN 125122 lsere) (3.8)
j=1 j=1 j=1

Since S, is an isometry on5(7?), we can without loss of generality assume that actually
xj = S,z;foralll <j <n.

Putk = loglog n and letP, be the natural projection &f? onto the span oﬁtj);?:l. We now
examine two cases.

Case L There is a subset C {1,2,---,n} with [I| > % so that||P.z;[|,, > logk for all
jel.

Since(tj)g?:1 is K log k-isomorphic to a Hilbert space by Proposition|2.7, we gatai§L.5)
and [3.B)

(/ 1320 Oellsmdn®)” 2 %||<Z|xj|2>l/2||mz%n@ujﬁfﬂnp 39)

(NI

> || Z | Pz )22 > W Z\kaj| 2|2
1 1
= — P 2
(10gk>K3 ZH kx]H )2 Kg\/_\/_
Case II: There is a subsdt C {1,2,---,n} with |I| > % so that|| P,z;||,, < logk for all

jel
In this case we make the following claim:
Claim: There is a subset C I with |.J| > 2, so that for allj € J,

1
I = Pz > gz
If not, there is a sefl as above with
1
I = Pz < gz
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By a volume of the ball argument (see e.d] [4, Lemma 2.4]) drelinality of a set of
points which ar% apart in a ball of radiusog & in k-dimensional Hilbert space is at most
(1 + 8K log k)* which by our choice of: is less than or equal t6 (at least for largen). Hence
there exist, j € J, i # j so that

1
Pl = 2)lle <

Now we compute

IN

Kz — zjllr2 < K| Pe(wi — 2) |02 + K|(I = Pe)aillr2 + K|[(I = Pe)a;llr

1 1 11 1
< K|P.(zi — 2. Kt K < gy
< KB = 2j)lle, + Ko + Ko S K+ 0= 5

s — 93j||S(T2)

This contradicts our 1-separation assumption. So the diaiihs.
Now by the claim, the beginning of the prodf, {1.5) and PratamsP.6 we get

(I 00 i) = (st 1 (.10
> %||<1—Pk><;|xj|2>l/2||w

v

% (/ | ; 0O = Po)a o)

1/2
1
> K5 (Z (1 — Pk)%’“?ﬂ)

>
JjeJ
1/2 )
/2
> (Skr) 2
K5 \ &~"8K 8K 16 K6
jeJ
This completes the proof. O

As a corollary we obtain:

Corollary 3.13 Even for Banach lattices property upper H and the weak typm@eqyty do not
imply the upper, property. Similarly, property lower H and the weak cotype@gerty do not
imply the lowerH property.

15



References

[1] S. Bellenot,The Banach space T and the fast growing hierarchy from |ogi@el J.
Math.47(1984) 305-313.

[2] J. Bourgain and S.J. Szarekhe Banach-Mazur distance to the cube and the Dvoretzky-
Rogers factorizationisrael J. Math62 (1988), 169—-180.

[3] P.G. Casazza and T.J. Shurbsirelson’s SpaceSpringer Lecture Notes No. 1363,
Springer-Verlag, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York 1989.

[4] T. Figiel, J. Lindenstrauss and V.D. Milmanhe dimension of almost spherical sections
of convex bodigActa Math.139(1977), 53-94.

[5] W.B. JohnsonA reflexive Banach space which is not sufficiently Eucligd&ndia Math.
60 (1976), 187-204.

[6] N.J. Kalton, Convexity conditions for nonlocally convex latticé€dasgow Math. J25
(1984), 141-152.

[7] N.J. Kalton and S.J. Montgomery-Smith, Set-functionsl dactorization. Arch. Math.
(Basel)61(1993), 183-200.

[8] J. Lindenstrauss and L. Tzafrifhe uniform approximation property in Orlicz spaces
Israel J. Math23(1976), 142-155.

[9] J. Lindenstrauss and L. TzafriGlassical Banach spaces |, Sequence spdesgebnisse
92, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York; Springer Verlag 1977.

[10] J. Lindenstrauss and L. Tzafri@lassical Banach spaces Il, Function spadesgebnisse
97, Berlin-Heidelberg-New York; Springer Verlag 1979.

[11] V.D. Milman and G. PisiefBanach spaces with a weak cotype 2 propddsael J. Math.
54 (1986), 139-158.

[12] N.J. Nielsen and N. Tomczak-JaegermaBanach lattices with property (H) and weak
Hilbert spaceslllinois J. Math.36 (1992), 345-371.

[13] G. PisierWeak Hilbert spacedroc. London Math. So&6 (1988), 547-579.

16



[14] G. Pisier,The volume of convex bodies and Banach space gegn@amngbridge Tracts
in Mathematic®9©4, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 1989.

[15] S. ReisnerOn the duals of Lorentz function and sequence spdodsgana Univ. Math. J.
31(1982), 65-72.

[16] N. Tomczak-JaegermanBanach-Mazur distances and finite dimensional operator ide
als, Pitman Monographs and Surveys in Pure and Applied Mathesi8, Longman
Scientific and Technical 1989.

Department of Mathematics,
University of Missouri,

Columbia MO 65211,
pete@casazza.math.missouri.edu

Department of Mathematics and Computer Science,
SDU-Odense University,

Campusvej 55, DK-5230 Odense M, Denmark,
njn@imada.sdu.dk

17



