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THE BOURGAIN /(- INDEX OF MIXED TSIRELSON
SPACE

DENNY H. LEUNG AND WEE-KEE TANG

ABSTRACT. Suppose that (F,)5%q is a sequence of regular families of
finite subsets of N such that Fo contains all singletons, and (6»)n=
is a nonincreasing null sequence in (0,1). The mixed Tsirelson space
T(Fo, (0n, Frn)a=1) is the completion of coo with respect to the implicitly
defined norm

k
[ ]| = max { 21l 7, » sup sup O > IIEiva} ;
n

i=1
where ||z||7, = suppcr [|[Fz||,n and the last supremum is taken over all
sequences (E,-)le in [N]<* such that max F; < min E;+1 and {min E; :
1 <i <k} € Fn. In this paper, we compute the Bourgain £!-index of
the space T(Fo, (On, Fn)ne1). As a consequence, it is shown that if n
is a countable ordinal not of the form w® for some limit ordinal &, then
there is a Banach space whose ¢!-index is w".

1. INTRODUCTION

Endow the power set of N, identified with 2, with the product topology.
Denote by [N]<* the subspace consisting of all finite subsets of N. A family
F C INJ<* is said to be hereditary if G C F € F implies G € F. It is

spreading if whenever F' = {ny,...,np} € F,n; < -+ <ng,and my < --- <
my satisfy m; > n;, 1 < i < k, then {mq,...,mi} € F. In this case, we
also say that {mq,...,my} is a spreading of F. A regular family is one that

is hereditary, spreading and compact (as a subset of the topological space
[N]<%°). Let cop be the vector space of all finitely supported real sequences
and let (ex) be the standard unit vector basis of cog. If F is regular, define the
seminorm | - ||z on coo by || > arerl|r = supper Y e lak|. For E € [N]<°
and z = ) apex € coo, let Ex = Y, pager € coo. Given a sequence
of regular families (F;,)5%, such that Fy contains all singleton subsets of
N, and a nonincreasing null sequence (6,,),-; in (0,1), the mized Tsirelson
space T (Fo, (On, Fn),—y) is the completion of ¢op under the implicitly defined
norm

k
(1) [l ZmaX{HxH;O,sugsupé’nZHEin},
ne

i=1

where the last supremum is taken over all sequences (E;)%_; in [N]<* such
that max F; < min E; 41 and {min F; : 1 <1i < k} € F,,. The main aim of
1
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the present paper is the computation of the ¢*-index I, (T (Fo, (0, Fn)oey))
(defined below) in terms of the sequences (F,)02, and (0,),2 ;. It follows
from our work (see Corollary [[§ below) that if 7 is a countable ordinal not
of the form w® for some limit ordinal &, then there is a Banach space whose
¢*-index is w". This answers Question 1 in [§].

Our starting point is a comparison of normalized block basic sequences
in T'(Fo, (On, Fn)p>y) with subsequences of the unit vector basis in related
mixed Tsirelson spaces (Proposition §). In particular, we obtain in Corol-
lary f that every normalized block basic sequence in a mixed Tsirelson space
T(Fo, (0, Fn)’,—;) defined by finitely many families is equivalent to a subse-
quence of the unit vector basis in the same space. This result was proved for
the Figiel-Johnson Tsirelson space in [[] and for certain generalized Tsirelson
spaces in [f]. Our approach may be considered as a descendant of that in
il

In §3, the comparison result is used to obtain bounds on the ¢!-index.
In §4, we introduce a method of constructing ¢'-trees of large index. This
is a two-step method whereby many ¢'(n)-block basic sequences are first
constructed (Lemma R() and these are then condensed into 0 trees by a
compactness argument (Lemma P1)).

If M is an infinite subset of N, denote the set of all finite, respectively
infinite, subsets of M by [M]<°°, respectively [M]. If E and F are finite
subsets of N, we write F < F', respectively ¥ < F', to mean max F < min F,
respectively max F < min F' (max () = 0 and min() = c0). We abbreviate
{n} < E and {n} < F ton < E and n < E respectively. Given F C [N]<>,
a sequence of finite subsets {E1, ..., E,} of N is said to be F-admissible if
Ey <.+ < E, and {minFEy,..., minE,} € F. If M and N are regular
subsets of [N]<* we let

MIN] ={UF_|F;: F; e N for all i and {F},..., F}} is M-admissible}.

Given a sequence of regular families (M;), we define inductively [M1, Ms] =

M1[M2] and [Ml, .. ,Mi+1] = [Ml, ... 7Mz][Mz+1] Also, let
(Ml,...,./\/lk) = {UleMi M e M, My < --- < Mk} .

We abbreviate the k-fold construction (M, ..., M) as (M)*. Of primary
importance are the Schreier classes as defined in [[l]. We will need a slightly
extended version of such classes. Suppose that ¢ : N — N is a function
increasing to co. Let 8§ = {{n} : n e N} U {0} and S = {F C N: |F| <
g(min F)}. Here |F| denotes the cardinality of F. The higher Schreier
classes are defined inductively as follows. SY., = §9[S9] for all @ < w;. If
a is a countable limit ordinal, choose a sequence () strictly increasing to
o and set

Sl ={F:FcS&Y forsomen < g(|F|)}.

If g is the identity function, then we obtain the usual Schreier classes, and
we abbreviate S5 to S,. It is clear that S is a regular family for all o < wy.
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If M = (my,ma,...) is a subsequence of N, let So (M) = {{m; : i € F} :
F € 8,}. Since 8, is spreading, S,(M) C S,.

The norm in a mixed Tsirelson space can be computed in terms of trees
(], ). A tree in [N]=*° is a finite collection of elements (EM™),0 < m < 7,
1 <i<k(m),in [N]* so that for each m, EJ* < EJ* < --- < B}y, and
that every EZ-erl is a subset of some E7". The elements E;" are called nodes
of the tree. Any node E" is said to be of level m. Nodes at level 0 are called
roots. If EI* C ET" and n > m, we say that E' is a descendant of EY" and
E" is an ancestor of EI'. If, in the above notation, n = m + 1, then E7 is
said to be an immediate successor of E]m, and E]m the immediate predecessor
of EI'. Nodes with no descendants are called terminal nodes or leaves of the
tree. Given a node F in a tree 7, denote by Tp the subtree consisting of
the node E together with all its descendants. A tree (E*), 0 < m < r,
1 <i<k(m),is (F,)-admissible if k(0) = 1 and for every m and i, the
collection (E;”H) of all immediate successors of E;" is an F,-admissible

collection for some n € N. Given an (F;,)-admissible tree (E!"), we define
the history of the individual nodes inductively as follows. Let h (EY) = (0).

If h(E™) has been defined and the collection (E;-”H) of all immediate
successors of E}"" forms an JF,,-admissible collection, then define h (E;’”l) to
be the (m + 2)- tuple (h (EI"),n) and let n (E;’”l) = n for each immediate

successor E]T-”Jr1 of E. Finally, assign ((6,,)-compatible) tags to the nodes
by defining ¢ (E[") = [[[Ly0n, if A (E") = (no,n1,...,nm) (6o =1). If
x € coo and T is an (F,)-admissible tree, let Tz = Y ¢ (E) | Ez|, where
the sum is taken over all leaves in 7. It is easily observed that |z| =
max {7z : 7T is an (F,)-admissible tree}. An (F,)-admissible tree is said
to be complete (for a particular z € cqo) if |Ex| = ||Ex| £ for every leaf
E in T. Clearly, for every = € cyg, there is a complete tree 7 such that
|z|| = Tz. Let us observe that if we define ||z|| to be sup Y ¢(E)|Ex|x,
where the sup is taken over all (F,)-admissible trees 7 and the sum is taken
over all leaves E in T, then the resulting norm satisfies the implicit equation

@m-

Proposition 1. Let T (Fy, (0, Fn)reyq) be as above. Choose a strictly in-
creasing sequence of integers (my)p—, such that my =0 and Omyr < %Hmk
forallk € N. If mp_qy <n < my, let G, = {F € F,: k< F}USy. Then
T (Fo, (0n, Fn)pey) is isomorphic to T (Fo, (0n, Gn)ey) via the formal iden-
tity.

Proof. Denote the norms on T (Fo, (0, Fn)peq) and T (Fo, (On, Gn)peq) by
||I-|| and |||-||| respectively. Clearly, |||z||| < ||z for all z € cgp. Given a fixed
element € cyg, let 77 denote a complete (F;,)-admissible tree such that
|z|| = 77 2. If F is a node of T other than the root, let Gr = F N [k, 00),
where k is the unique integer such that my_; < max{ny,...,n.} < my,
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h(F) = (0,n1,...,n,). If F is the root of 77, let Gr = F. Then TY =
{GF Fe Tf} is a (G, )-admissible tree. For any r € N, let £, be the set
of level r leaves in 77. Arrange the elements in £, from left to right as
Fi<F < - <F. If1 <j <4, write h(Fj) = (0,n41,,...,n5) and
determine k; such that my, 1 < max{nji,...,nj} < mg;. If k; < j, then
kj < j < Fj. Thus Gp; = Fj N [kj,00) = Fj. Otherwise, j < kj, and hence

t(F) 1Fjall zy < Onjo - Oy, 12017, < 07 0my, -y l12ll 7, < 67 0m, Il 5, -

Therefore
S tE)Falg < D 0 0w llzls+ D> t(Gr) [[Grell,,
FeL, {jii<k;} {5:k5<5}
<o 1\|x\|ﬁ)29m]+ > t(Gr) |Gral x5, -
FeL,
Finally,

lz]| = T7 2 = Z Y tE)|IFall5,

r= 1F6£T

chHfOZ@T 129% +Z Y t(Gr) |Gralls,

r=1 r=1FeLl,

20, B 29m1
1_91|||ac|||+|||x|||—<1 +1) el

IN

O

If F is a closed subset of [N]<>°, let F’ be the set of all limit points of
F. Define a transfinite sequence of sets (F(®),.,, as follows: FO) = F,
Flth) — (FY for all a < wy; F@ = NgeoFP) if a is a countable limit
ordinal. If F is regular, we let «(F) be the unique ordinal a such that
F@) = {p}. Tt is well known that ¢(S,) = w” for all ¥ < w; [l, Proposition
4.10]. The same is true if S, is replaced by any S5.

From now on, we fix a sequence of regular families (F,), such that
Sp C Fo, and a nonincreasing null sequence (6,,)72, in (0,1). Denote the
mixed Tsirelson space T (Fo, (0, Fn)peq) by X. Let oy, = o(Fp), n € NU
{0}. There is no loss of generality in assuming that «,, > 1 for all n € N.
Since T' (Fo, (6n, Fn)pey) is obviously isometric to T (Fo, (0n, U Fi)oo )
via the formal identity, we may also assume that (ay,)r-; is a nondecreasing
sequence. In the notation of Proposition [, ¢ (G,) = ¢(F,) = an, n € N.
It is straightforward to check that U2 G, is a regular family. Relabelling
each G, as F,, n € N, we may henceforth assume that Sy C F, for all

n € N and that F = U2, F, is regular. Denote sup o, by a. Note that
neN
L(USLgFn) = aV ag.
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2. AN ESTIMATE ON THE NORM

Lemma 2. Let G and H be regular families. Suppose U§:1Fj € G[H],
where Fy < Fy < -+ < Fp. If Fj ¢ H for all j, 1 < j < k, then
{min Fy,...,min F;} € G.

Proof. For any nonempty set G € G[H], let H(G) = G N [1,n], where n
is the largest integer in G such that G N [1,n] € H. There is a unique de-
composition G = U?Zl Gj, where G1,...,Gy # 0 and G; = H (G), Gj41 =
H(G\(G1U---UGj)), 1 <j < k. We claim that {minGy,..., minGy} €
G. To see this, note that since G € G[H]|, we can write G = Ule H;,
where Hy < -+ < Hy, Hy,...,H; € H, and {min Hy,...,min H;} € G.
Clearly, H; C G1. If kK > 2, then min H < minGs. If max Hy > max Gs,
then Go & Hy C G. In particular, G3 # 0 and minG3 € Hy. Therefore,
Gy U {minG3} € H, contrary to the fact that Gy = H (G \ G1). Thus
max Hy < max Go. Continuing this argument, we conclude that max H, <
max G, for all 1 <r < k. It follows that {min G4, ..., min G} is a spreading
of {min Hy,...,min H} € G. Hence {minGy,...,min G} € G.

Now suppose that Fi,..., F} are as in the statement of the lemma. Let
Gj =H(F;),1<j<k andlet G =G U---UG. Since G; C Fj for
1<j<k GC U§:1 Fj € G[H]. Note that F; ¢ H implies G; G Fj.
Therefore, H (G) = G; and

H(G\(G1U--UGy)) =Gy, 1 <j <k

From the previous paragraph, we conclude that {minGy,..., min G} € G.
Hence {min Fi,...,min F;.} = {min Gy, ... ,min G} € G. O

Proposition 3. Suppose € > 0 and G is a reqular family. Assume that
there exists mg € N such that for all m > mg, there exist nq,...,ns € N
such that 0, < €6y, ...0,, and Fp, C (G, Fpnyy...,Fn,]. Then there exists
a constant K = K (¢,mg) < oo such that for any normalized block basic
sequence (z),_, in X and any real sequence (ay)i_; ,

p p p
> apay, > agei, || + 2ep1 (Z akez-k)
k=1 k=1 k=1
p p
+ 2p2 (Z akeik> + QEZ ]ak] s
k=1 k=1

where i, = maxsupp xg, 1 < k < p, and p1 and pz are the norms on the
mazed Tsirelson spaces T (F, (0n, Fn)pey) and T (G, (On, Fn)or ) Tespectively.

(2) <K

Proof. With the given notation, let z = Y 7_ apzy and y = > F_; ape;, .
Also let Gy be the integer interval (ix_1,ix| (1o = 0). Since = € ¢qg, there
exists a complete (F,)-admissible tree 7 such that ||z| = 7T z. Each node
E € T may be assumed to be contained in the integer interval [1,4,]. Call
a node E long if EN Gy # () for at least two values of k. Otherwise, term
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the node short. Let N be the smallest number such that 0y < e. Take & to
be the collection of all minimal elements in the set of all long nodes £ € T
such that n (E) > N. Minimality is taken with respect to the order (reverse
inclusion) in the tree 7. Similarly, let £ be the collection of all minimal
elements of the set of all short nodes that are not in U{7g : £ € & }. Then
let & be the set of all leaves in T that are not in U{Tg : F € & U &} .
Observe that

To< S 08 4]

Jj=1 E€&;

The proof of the proposition is completed by combining Lemmas [, f, f,
and [ below. O

P
Lemma 4. ) t(E)|Ex| < 2 ) |agl-
FEe& k=1

Proof. Arrange the nodes in & from left to right as Fy < --- < E,. Since
n(Ej) > N, t(Ej) <Oy <e Forl<j<r,let Jj = {]{I:GkﬂEj 75@}
Then J; < -+ < J,, and |J;| > 2 for all j. Hence Z;zl Zker lap| <
230 lak| . It follows that

> t(E) | Eax| <Zt D> lal <EZZ |ag| <2€Z\ak\

Eec& keJ; Jj=1keJ;

Lemma 5. ZEESS t(E)||Ez|| <2 HZizl akeikH )
Proof. Since any node F € &3 is a leaf in the complete tree T for x, || Ex|| =
|Ex|| %, . Choose Ey € Fo such that Ey C E and ||[Ez|| = || Eox| = | Eox| x -

Let Jg = {k: Gy N Ey # 0} . For each k € Jg, choose jr € G N Ey and
set 2 = D pee, D ke, k€j,- Because each E € & is a long node, each k

belongs to at most two Jp. It follows that ||z|| < 2||>7_; akes, || - Now

Yo tE) Bzl =Y t(E) [Eoxl < Y t(E) Y lay

Ee&s Ee&s Ee&s keJg
< N H(E) |Eozllp < Y t(E) || Bz 5,
Eeé&s Eeé&s

IA

p
Izl <2]> " ares, |-
k=1

O

Observe that any ancestor F' of any node in & must be a long node
such that n(F) < N. Subdivide & into two parts £ and 92 according to
whether the node F in question satisfies n (E) > N or n(E) < N.
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Lemma 6. 3 t(E)||Bz] < 7= lyll + 2ep1 () + 202 () -
€21

Proof. Let D be the set of all nodes that are immediate predecessors of some
node in &1. Let us first show that any two distinct nodes D and D’ in D
are mutually incomparable. Indeed, suppose that D is an ancestor of D’.
Let E and E’ be immediate successors of D and D’ respectively that are
in &. Consider the immediate successor D" of D such that D" O D'
Since D" and E are both immediate successors of D, n(D") = n(E). But
n(D") < N since D” is an ancestor of E' € &y, while n(E) > N by
definition of £7. Thus D and D’ must be mutually incomparable. List the
elements in D from left to right as D1 < Dy < --- < D,. If 1 < j <r
and 1 <k <p,let Djp ={FE €& :ECD;NGy} and Jj = {k: Dji # 0} .
By the preceding argument, each E in (J,¢ J; Dy, is an immediate successor
of Dj. Given k € Jj, choose Ej;, € Dj;, and £, € Ej;. As in the proof
of Lemma [], note that each k belongs to at most two .J; because each D;
is a long node. Hence ||w| < 2||ly|| and p; (w) < 2p; (y), ¢ = 1,2, where
w = Z;zl Zke}j aker,, - For each j, let m = m (j) be the common value
of n(E) for all E € UkeJ Dji. In particular, UkeJ Djy, is Fp-admissible.
Consider the set M = {j : m(j) <mo}.If j € M, then

Yo D tE) Bl =Y t(Dj)bm Y |Exll <t(Dj) ) laxl

kEJ EEDJk kGJ‘ EE'Djk kEJj
S
keJJ E€Djy,
t(D-)
< =2 Djul.
mo
Hence

Q SN S e <

JEM keJ; EEDjy, Mo seMm

If j ¢ M, choose ni,...,ns € N as in the hypothesis of Proposition . Note
that I; = {{;. : k € J;} € Fyp,. Partition J; into J} and J}' so that J; consists
of all k € J; such that Dy is [Fy,, ..., Fp,]-admissible and JI' = J; \ J}.

s
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Set I = {{;i. : k € J}}. Then

Yo D tE) Bl =t(Dy) Y 6m Y |Ex]|

keJ; E€Djk keJ; E€Dyy
<et(Dy)Y  Ony ..o, > ||Ex|
ke, E€Dyy,
<et(Dy) Y |ax| < et (D;) | Ij(Djw)]]
keJ;
< et (D)) [|Djwllz,, < et (Dj) [ Djwl|x-
Hence
(4) YYD tEB)|Ex| < €Zt i) | Djwl| &
J¢M keJ! EEDjy
<epr(w) < 2ep1 (y).
On the other hand, since |Jjc ;v Dji is Frn- and thus [G, Fy,, ..., Fy,]-ad-
J
missible, while Djy, is not [Fy,, ..., Fy,]-admissible for all k € J7,
{minUEeijkE ke Jj”} €g
by Lemma . Thus I = {€jk: k € Jj’-’} € G. Consequently,
Do BB =t(Dy) Y Om > Bz <t(Dj) D |al
keJ” E€Djy keJJ’-’ E€Djy, keJJ’.’
<t (D)) | 17 (Djw)|| n < (D) [ Djwllg -
Therefore

B) D> >t IE$II<Zt ) [ Djwllg < p2(w) < 2p2 (y).

§¢M keJ! E€Dyy,

Combining inequalities (f), () and () completes the proof. O

Lemma 7. > t¢(E)|Ez| < % lyl|-
Ec&y

Proof. For 1 < k < p, let £ (k‘) = {E €&y EC Gk} If & (k‘) 75 @,
denote by Pj, the collection of all minimal elements in the set of all nodes
that are immediate predecessors of some node in £y (k). Observe that if
P € Py, then P is a long node and P N Gy # 0. Hence |Px| < 2. For each
P € Py, choose an immediate successor Ep of P such that Ep € &9 (k),
then fix jp € Ep. Note that the nodes in {Ep : P € U,_, P} are pairwise
disjoint. Set v = > F_, ak > pep, €p- Since [Py| < 2, [lv]| < 2{|y[|. Notice
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that t (Ep) = 0,,(gpyt (P) > Ont (P) since E' € &z implies n (Ep) < N. Now

p
Yo tEB =) > ¢ rEwH—Z Y D> tE)|E|
Ec&a k=1 E€&a2(k) k=1 PPy EEgQQ(k)
ECP
p p
<3SN @) IPG) <30 H(P) |al
k=1 PePy k=1 PPy,
p
=" " ()| Epvlls, S—Z > t(Ep) |Epvlg,
k=1 PcPy N = 1 PEPy,
< Lol < 21l
— ||V —_— .
= oy = 9N Yy

O

Observe that in the preceding proof, the hypothesis of Proposition [ (that
is, the existence of the family G) is used only in Lemma 6. One may consider
mixed Tsirelson spaces Z = T'(Fy, (Hn, fn)fz:l) determined by finitely many
regular families, defined in the obvious way. For such spaces, it is worthwhile
to observe the following corollary of the proof of Proposition fJ.

Corollary 8. Let the space Z be as above. There exists a constant K < oo
such that for any normalized block basic sequence (:Ek)izl m Z and any

(ak) € €00,

<K

9

1
2

p
Zakezk D ai
k=1

where 1, = maxsupp zg, 1 < k < p.

P
g ap€q,,
k=1

Proof. If jr, = min supp zg, 1 < k < p, then

P P P
g ae;, g a€j, g arT
k=1 k=1 k=1

On the other hand, in the notation of the proof of Proposition f], take N = /.
Then & = &9 = (. In particular, the hypothesis in Proposition ] is no
longer required since Lemma f] is not needed any more. Lemmas [f| and [
give the desired result. O

3. BOUNDS ON THE /}-INDEX

Let us recall the relevant terminology concerning trees. A tree on a set
S is a subset T of U2 ;S™ such that (z1,...,2,) € T whenever n € N
and (z1,...,2p41) € T. If (x1,...,2,) € T and 1 < m < n, the sequence
(xl,...,:ztm) is said to be an ancestor of (x1,...,xp). A tree T is well-
founded if there is no infinite sequence (x,) in S such that (z1,...,z,) € T
for all n. Given a well-founded tree T', we define the derived tree D(T)
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to be the set of all (z1,...,z,) € T such that (x1,...,z,,2) € T for some
x € S. Inductively, we let D°(T) = T, D*TY(T) = D(D*(T)), and D*(T) =
Np<aDP(T) if a is a limit ordinal. The order of a well-founded tree T is the
smallest ordinal o(T) such that D°")(T') = . If E is a Banach space and
1 <K < oo,an'-K treeon Eisatree T on S(E) = {x € E : ||z|| = 1} such
that || Y0, aizg|| > K13 | |a;| whenever (z1,...,2,) € T and (a;) C R.
If E has a basis (e;), a block tree on E is a tree T on E so that every
(x1,...,2,) € T is a finite block basis of (e;). An ¢!-K-block tree on E is
a block tree that is also an ¢'-K tree. The index I(E, K) is defined to be
sup{o(T) : T is an ¢'-K tree on E}. If E has a basis (e;), the index I;,(E, K)
is defined similarly, with the supremum taken over all /'-K block trees. The
Bourgain ¢'-inder of E is the ordinal I(E) = sup{I(E,K) : 1 < K < oo}.
The index I;(E) is defined similarly. Bourgain proved that if F is a separable
Banach space not containing a copy of ¢!, then I(E) < w; [ff]. Judd and
Odell [§] showed that I(E) and I(E) are closely related for a Banach space
E with a basis. Precisely, if [(E) = w™ for some n < w, then I(E) = w" or
W™ while I,(E) = I(E) if I,(E) > w*. We refer the reader to [§] and [g]
for in depth discussions of these and related indices.

Our concern for the rest of the paper is the calculation of the index I(X),
where X is the mixed Tsirelson space T (Fo, (On, Fn)peq). We begin with
an easy lower bound on I, (X).

Proposition 9. I (X) > ap - sup o.

neN
m times
———
Proof. For all m,n € N, denote the family [F,, ..., Fn, Fo] by By Observe

that ¢ (Byn) = ag-a™ for all m,n € N by [[, Proposition 10]. For any (a) €
coos 1D arerl = 071> akekHan . Thus I, (X,07") > ¢ (Byy) = ap - o)) for
all m,n € N. Therefore,

I (X) > sup ap-a; = ap-supa,.
m,neN neN

O

In the remainder of this section, we apply Proposition g to obtain an
upper bound on the ¢'-index of X. For each n € N, let

C(n)={0,n1,...,n5) :n1,...,n5,8s €N, ny +no+---+ngs <n}
and
T =sup{blp, ...0n, 01+ +ns>n}.
Obviously C (n) is a finite set. Denote its cardinality by p(n). It is clear
that nll_)H;O 7, = 0.

Lemma 10. Suppose that H is a reqular family containing Sy and that p is
the norm on the space T (H, 0y, Fn)rey) - For all z € coo and all n € N, we



THE BOURGAIN ¢!-INDEX OF MIXED TSIRELSON SPACE 11

have

p(x) < |zl + 2 () [12]] gy »
where M = U0,n1,...,ns)€C(n) [Frgs-eosFna-
Proof. There exists an (F,,)-admissible tree 7 such that

plx) =Y t(E)||Eally,

Eel
where L is the set of all leaves of T. Let L,,, . n,) be the set of all '€ L
such that h (E) = (0,n1,...,ns). Then

p(x) = Z + Z Z t(E) [|[Exlly -

(0,n1,...,ns)EC(N) (0,n1,...,ns)¢C(n) EE»C(nl ,,,,, ns)
If (0,n1,...,n5) € C(n), then Ly, n.) 18 [Fuy,- .., Fn,]-admissible and
thus M-admissible. Since ¢ (E) <1 for all E,

Y. tB® Bzl < Y Bzl < llxllapg-

Therefore,
S ST HE) 1Baly < p () ol pgg
(0,77/1,...,77/5)66(77/) Eeﬁ(nl ,,,,, ns)
On the other hand, since t(E) = 0y, ...0n, <7y if E¢ Ly, 0,

> Y tE) Bz,

(0,n1,...,ns)¢C(n) Ee‘c(nl ,,,,, ns)

< > Y. mllEally < mllz)a.

(0777,1 ,...,ns)géC(n) Eeﬁ(nl

Lemma 11. Let M be as defined in Lemma [Id, then 1 (M) < ol
Proof. The lemma follows immediately from the fact that

LHIN]) S e(N) - e (H)

if H and N are regular families of finite subsets of N (cf. [B, Proposition
10]). O

Proposition 12. ([f, Proposition 12]) Let T be a well-founded block tree
on some basis (e;). Define

H(T) = {{maxsuppx; :i=1,...,n}: (x1,22,...,2,) €T}
and
G(T)={G : G is a spreading of a subset of some F € H(T)}.
If G(T) is compact, then (G (T)) > o(T).
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Given a countable ordinal 7, define the order (or the logarithm) ¢ (n) of
the ordinal 7 to be 71, where n = w7 -k 4 --- + w?? - kj, in Cantor normal
form. Clearly, £ (m -n2) = £(n1) + €(n2) . Therefore ¢ (n™) = £(n) - n and
¢(n®) = £(n) - w. Obviously, if £(n) = v, then w? < 1 < w¥T!. Observe
that in the notation of Proposition f], if we take p to be the norm on the
space T (Fo UG, (On, Fn)oey) , then ||-|| < p and pg < p. Thus inequality (P
implies

P P P
Zakxk < (K+2)p<2akeik) —1—452]%].
k=1 k=1 k=1

If (zx),_, and (yx),_, are sequences in possibly different normed spaces,

K
and 0 < K < oo, we write (xx),_; = (Yk)p_y to mean K || ), apxy| >
1> 5y arygll for all (ag) € copo.
Proposition 13. Suppose for all ¢ > 0, there exist a regular family G. and

mo € N such that for all m > mgy, there exist nq,...,ns € N satisfying
Om < €O, ...0n, and Fp, C [Ge, Frnyy---Fn,|. Then

I, (X) < supsup [(ap V ¢ (Ge)) - o] -
e>0 neN

Proof. Suppose otherwise. There exists H > 1 and an ¢'-H-block tree T on
X such that

o(T) > supsup [(ao V ¢ (Ge)) - ] .
e>0 neN

Pick ¢ < %. According to Proposition [] and the remark above, there exists
a constant K such that

n n n
Zakib"k <Kp <Z ak%) + 4eg Z |ax|
k=1 k=1 k=1

for all (ax) € coo, where p is the norm on T (FoU Gey, (O, Fn)rey) - Let
l(ay) =y for alln € N and ¢ (ag V ¢ (Gs,)) = . Then

(0 V06 supai ) = tlanva(@a) + ¢ (supas

neN neN
= l(aoVi(Ge)) +L(07) =7+ w

for all n € N. Hence o(T) > w?™% for all n € N. Given F € H(T),
there exists (z1,22,...,2,) € T such that FF = {maxsuppx;}} . Since
H

(x1,29,...,2,) €T, (21, 22,...,2,) = L1 (|F|)-basis. Thus

n

n n
1
Kp (;akeik> —1—45—:0;:_1 lag| > E2|ak|

k=1
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Hence
n 1 n

1
Since it is clear that (ex)req = (€r)rer whenever G is a spreading of F, it
follows that

1
(6) p <Z akek) 2 SKE >l
keG keG
for all G € G (T') . Assume that 7, # 0 for some n. Choose m € N such that
m < 1/(4KH) and 7, # 0. If G (T) is compact, then ¢ (G (T)) > w¥T7m«
by Proposition [[J. Since G (T) is regular, the same holds for G (T') N [L]<>
for any L € [N]. Thus by [, Corollary 1.2], there exists L € [N] such
that Syir,..0 N [L]~%° € G(T). The same conclusion clearly holds if G(T)
is not compact. Hence inequality () holds for all (a;) € coo and all G €
Stym-w N [L]<*°. Now, defining M to be as in Lemma [[Q corresponding to
m7
L (M[FoUGe)) < t(FoUGey) -t (M) = (g V 1(Gey)) - it < ¥ HrmmtL,
Using [, Corollary 1.2] again, we obtain M € [L] such that M [Fy U G, ] N
[M]=%° C Sy4qmt1. It follows from [, Proposition 3.6] that there are
F € 84w (M) and (aj);cp € R such that 3 cpaj =1 and if G C F
with G € Sy, .m+1, then Y . qa; < W. Note that F' € Sy, N
[M]<*° C G(T). Consider x = > jer ajej- By Lemma [I0,

p(x) < ||zl|p +p(m) H517||M[fougso]

<mm+p(m)lzlls,, .,
1 11
SIKH T IKH ~ 3KH
contrary to (f]). This proves the proposition in case v, # 0 for some n.
If ~, = 0 for all n, then o = w for all n. (Recall that we assume «,, > 1
for all n € N.) Write agV¢(Gzy) = w™ -mq +- - - +w* -my, in Cantor normal
form. Then

LG (T)) 2 0(T) > lag V 1 (Gey)] - w0 = w1,
By [fl, Corollary 1.2], there exists L € [N] such that Sy, 11 N[L]~* C G (T).
Hence, for all (ag) € coo and all G € Sy, 11 N [L]~*°, inequality () holds.

Choose m € N such that 7, < 1/(4KH) and define M as in Lemma
corresponding to m. Then

LM [FoUGeg]) = [ao V ¢ (Geo)] -7 < w™ - (my + 1) 7
for some r € N. Applying [[§, Theorem 1.1], there exists M € [L] such that
M[Fo UG, N[M]<* C (SAI)(WH)T. By [[L1], Proposition 3.6], there exist

F € S)\l—i-l (M) - S)q—i—l N [M]<Oo - S)\1+1 N [L]<Oo and (aj)jeF C RT
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such that } . pa; = 1 and if G C F with G € Sy, then 3, ca; <
1 .
W. Consider x = ZjEF (lej. By Lemma E,
p (@) < T Izl + 2 (m) Il g,
< +p (m) ol g, oo

< T+ p (m) (1 + 1) 7zl

1 1 1
SiKH TIKH ~ 2KH’
contradicting (). O
Theorem 14. 1. ag-supa¥ < [ (X) < (ap V @) - sup o
neN neN
2. If ag > «, then I, (X) = ag - sup o.
neN

3. If ap < a and a = ay, for some n € N, then I (X) = o~
4. If a, < « for allm € NU{0} and « is not of the form o = W €< wr,
then I, (X) = a.

Proof. 1. The first inequality follows from Proposition . Since Sy C F,
for all n, Fp, CF C [F,Fnys--.,Fn,] for all m,ny,...,ns € N. The second
inequality follows from Proposition [ upon taking G. = F.

2. and 3. are clear.

4. In this case, it is readily verified that a - sup o = supas = o“. The
neN neN
conclusion follows from 1. O

The following corollary answers Question 1 in [§].

Corollary 15. Ifn is a countable ordinal not of the form w® for some limit
ordinal £ < wy, then there exists a Banach space Y such that I (Y) = w".

Proof. Write n = w™ -mj+---+w’ -my in Cantor normal form. If v is 0 or
a successor ordinal, then the result follows immediately from [JJ, Corollary
14]. If ~y is a limit ordinal, let (53,) be a sequence of ordinals increasing to

vk- Choose regular families (F,),~, such that a,, = ¢(F,) =w¥ ", n € N,

Wit mitedwk-(me=1) Then o = sup ay, = supw® " =
neN neN
W < agask >1ormy > 1 Let Y = T (Fo, (0n, Fn)pry). By 2. in
Theorem [[4, I, (Y) = ag - supa¥ = @@t Mt me — i Finally, since
neN
I, (Y)>w, I(Y)=1,(Y)=w" by [, Corollary 5.13]. O

whn

and ap = ¢ (Fp) = w

4. ATTAINING THE UPPER BOUND

Henceforth, we shall consider only the case where «o,, < « for all n €
NU{0} and « is of the form w**. Under these conditions, Theorem [[4 yields
the estimate

W < I, (X) < w2,
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The next theorem gives a sufficient condition for the upper estimate to be
attained. Given m € N and ¢ > 0, define

v=7(e,m) =max{l(ag -, ...0n,):
€01,0p, ... 0p, > 05} (max @ = 0).

Theorem 16. Assume & # 0. If there exists € > 0 such that for all B < WS,
there exists m € N satisfying v (€,m) +2 + B < £ (), then I (X) = w2

Before giving the proof of Theorem [If, let us observe an interesting corol-
lary.

Corollary 17. If £ is a limit ordinal, then I (X) = w2,

Proof. Since ¢ is a limit ordinal, the sequence (¢ (¢ (cvy,))) converges to &.
Hence for all f < ¢, there exists m € N such that ¢ (¢ () > BV
(€ (m—1)) VL(l(w)). Suppose Oy, ...0p, > O, for some ny,...,ns € N.

Then ny,...,ns <m. Now for all 1 <i <s, ay, < we(o‘"i)ﬂ. Thus

Q- Qg o Oy < we(ao)"‘l"‘f(ans)+1+“~+€(an1)+1.

Therefore
Uag - o, ... 0y ) + 24 WP
< lag) + 1+ Llay,) + 14+ Lan,) +1+ 2+
< Wem) < (o).

Applying Theorem [l with € = 1 yields the required result. U

Lemma 18. Let m € N and € > 0 be given. Then for all M € [N], there
evists x € coo satisfying ||z| < 1+ 21, 2] = i, and supp = € Sy42 N
[M]<%°, where v = v (e,m) is as defined above.

Proof. Let N'={(n1,...,ns) : €0p, ... 0y, > 0} . Clearly N is a finite set.
Denote its cardinality by c. By assumption, there exists L € [M]~* such
that [F,, ..., Fn, Fo] N[L]=° C S,yqq for all (ny,...,ns) €N (cf. [fl]). By
[, Proposition 3.6], there exists y € coo, ||ylln = 1 such that suppy €
Syt2 N[L]°* and |lyllg. , < Om/c. Let & = y/6,,. Then ||z||p = i

vt =
and supp = € Sy N [M]*. Choose a complete (F,)-admissible tree 7
such that ||z|| = Tx. Denote by L(T) the set of all leaves of 7. For
a fixed (ny,...,ns) € N, the set {E € L(T):h(E)=(0,n1,...,n5)} is

[Frys -5 Fn,]-admissible. Since suppx € [L]=*°, we conclude by the choice
of L that
Z H'E'Z'H]:O S ”xH[Fnly"'answ}—O] S Hx”s"/+1 :
EeL(T)

h(E)=(0,n1,...,ns)
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Therefore

lell < > tE) Bz + DY t(E)||Ezlg
EcL(T) EcL(T)
et(E)<Om et(E)>0m

6
<Zlalla+ Y. Oy O, > 1Bz 7,

O

Lemma 19. Under the assumptions of Theorem [18, there exists a strictly
increasing sequence (qi) € N such that for all F € S, there are normalized
vectors (T),cp with supp xy C [qk, qu41) for all k € F and

E AT

keF

5
> D ol
1—|—Ek =
for all (ag) € coo-

Proof. Since ¢ # 0, w® is a limit ordinal. Suppose that S_¢ is defined by
the sequence (f3;) increasing to wé. For each k, choose mj € N such that
v (g, mE) + 24 B < £(um,,) . Write v, = v (¢,my) . Using Lemma [[§, obtain

i (o]
e i1 C ¢gp such that

il o = ﬁ, |2h]| < 1+ 21, supp , € [gi,giv1), and supp z}, € Sy, 12N

e’

[M;]<>°, where M; € [N] is chosen so that M; 1 C M; N [gi+1,00) and

a strictly increasing sequence (gx)p—; in N and (mz)

U Sﬁj [S’YH-?] N [Mi]<oo C Fm,-
j=1

Note that this choice is possible by [[] since
If IF = {ila-.-,ir} € Swg, il < e < Z'ra then F c Sﬁk fOI‘ some kj S le.

i1
i1

i2

Consider the block basic sequence (x Tyt ,xi:) By choice, supp a;Z €

Sy 42N [M;,;]<°° and supp xzjl C [4i;,qi;+1), 1 < j < r. Moreover, the set
{@,--.,q,} is a spreading of {i1,...,i,} = F and hence belongs to Sg, .
Thus

™
| suppay € Sp,[Sy,, +2] N [M;, < C Foy
j=1

i1 "
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Therefore, given any (a;) € coo,

T T
1>~ ajzi | = 0me, | ajail o
i=1 j=1
r .
i
= Omey Y lajlllzi |
j=1

s
= Om,, Z ]a]\ = Z |aj|.
J=1 iy

1

Normalizing the sequence (mil,az

2o ,xi:) yields the desired result. O

217

Lemma 20. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem (14 hold. Then there ex-
ists (qr) C N such that whenever F' € F,,, [S,¢] for some n € N, there are
normalized vectors (xy),cp, SUPP Tk, C [qk, Qr+1), satisfying

> aga|| > _1+ N ]

keF keF

for all (ax) € coop.

Proof. Choose (gi) using Lemma [Ig. If F € F,, [S,] for some n € N, write
F = szl Fj, with F1 < --- < Fy, F; € 5,¢, 1 < j < s, and {minFj};zl €
Fa- For all 1 < j < s, there exist normalized vectors (zy),,c F, such that
supp 2 C [k, qk+1) for all k € F; and szeF ak:EkH > 1= EkeFj |ag| for
any (ag) € coo. Therefore,

S
D ok =3 | D axa

keF j=1 \keF,

s

>0, Ejzs: Z agxy |||, where F; = U supp

j=1 7j=1 k‘EFj kJEFj

s

=0, Z aETr

7j=1 k)EFj
> 20 Y
“1l+e¢ F

for any (ay) € cqp- O

To complete the proof of Theorem [[, we apply a compactness argument
to condense the block basic sequences obtained in Lemma P(] into a tree. Let
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Y be a set and let (A,);~; be a sequence of pairwise disjoint finite subsets
of Y. Suppose that a given set

xc | (II_AN)

0#£FE[N]<>® \n€F

is hereditary in the sense that (z,),cq € X whenever (z,),cp € X and

0#£GCF.

Proposition 21. Let H C [N|* be a reqular family with w1 > 1 (H) >
a > 1. Suppose for all nonempty F' € H, there exists (z,),cp € X. Then
there exists a tree T on'Y such that T C X and o (T) > «.

Proof. Assume that H is regular and nonempty. There exists ng € N such
that {n} € H for all n > ng. By hypothesis, there exists (z,) € X for all
n>ng. Let T'={(x,) :n>no}. Then T C X and o (T) > 1.

Suppose the proposition is true for some a > 1. Let # C [N]=* be a
regular family satisfying the hypothesis such that w; > ¢ (H) > « + 1. Pick
a singleton set {ng} € H(® and let

g= {GE [N]<°°:n0<G,{n0}UG€’H}.
Then G is regular and ¢ (G) > a > 1. Correspondingly, let

Y =A{(zn)nec : 0 # G € G, there exists (x,,)
such that (Tn)nenojuac € X'}

Since X is hereditary, so is ). Let a nonempty set G € G be given. Then
there exists (¥n),e(n,jug € & such that (zn),cc € V. By the inductive
hypothesis, there exists a tree Ty on Y such that 7; C Y and o(Ty) >
a. List the elements in Ay, as (z),), ..., (zh,). Let M be the collection of
maximal nodes of Tp. If (), € M, there exists 7, 1 < i < p, such that
(25,)U(Zn)nec € X. Partition M into (J_; M; so that (zy),,c; € M; implies

(24y) U (Zn)peq € X. Now let T; be the subtree of Ty consisting of all nodes

in M; and their ancestors. By [§, Lemma 5.10], there exists i such that
o(T;) > a. Define

T = {(Z;o) U (xn)neH : (wn)neH S T,} .

Then T is a tree on Y such that T'C X and o (T') > a + 1.

Suppose « is a countable limit ordinal and the result holds for all 1 <
B < a. Let H C [N]* be a regular family of finite subsets of N satisfying
the hypothesis such that ¢ (H) > a. If 1 < 8 < a, then ¢ (%) > 8 > 1. Hence
there exists a tree T3 on Y such that T C X and o(T3) > (. Clearly the
tree T = B<a T}y satisfies the requirements of the proposition. O

Proof of Theorem [1§. In view of 1. in Theorem [[4], it suffices to show that
I, (X) > Wt ay, for all n € N. In order to set up to apply Proposition R,
let Y = X. Choose a sequence (g;) as in Lemma P( and fix n € N. Let A
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be a finite 2(51%’; —j-net of the unit sphere of [ej]g’:ql_l for each k£ € N. Define

0n__ and set

2(1+¢)

X={(y)p:0#F € Fa, [Suc], vk € Ar, (i) = £ (|F|)-basis}.

Clearly X is hereditary. According to Lemma R0, whenever F € F,, [S,¢],
there exist normalized vectors (z)cp , Supp 2 C [qk, qx+1), such that

> aga|| > _1+ N g

keF keF

Cp =

for all (ax,) € coo. Choose (yx),cp such that y, € Ay and ||z), — yi|| < 1647;5)

for all k € F. For all (ag) € coo,

S ol | = |5 ane] | [ 5 e o — ) ‘
keF kJEF keF
> = lal [l — will
kGF kEF
>
> 1+E Z\ Kl — Z! K|
keF kEF

€0,
= ag| .
2(1—1—5)];?’ |

Thus (yi),ep € X. By Proposition R, there exists a tree 7' on X such that
T C X and o(T) > 1 (Fa, [S,¢]) = w** . Since T C X, it is an ¢*-¢,-block
tree. Thus I (X) > W - o, O

In general, the converse of Theorem [[§ is far from true, as the following
theorem shows.

Theorem 22. Suppose that 0 < § < wi, (an)rey is @ sequence of ordi-

nals such that sup «p = w* nontrivially (i.e., ap < w® for all n) and
neNU{0}

(0n)o2q is a nonincreasing null sequence in (0,1). Then there exists a se-
quence (Fy),— of reqular families of finite subsets of N such that v (Fy,) = o,

for alln € NU{0} and I (T (Fo, (0n, Fn)22y)) = w2,

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem [[d once we have obtained
Proposition 4 below. O

Lemma 23. Suppose that w < 8 < wy, where B = WP k1 +---+wPm -k, in
Cantor normal form, and g : N = N is a function increasing to co. There
exist reqular families G and H such that w -1 (G) = Wk, Sy € G and
L(H) = wP? kgt +wPm k. In particular, « ((H,G [S]]) = B. (If m =1,
take H =10.)
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Proof. Note that $; > 0 since 8 > w. Define

G = { (Sgl_l)kl if0< b <w
(Ss)™  ifw< B <w

and H =((Sg,, )%™, ..., (Ss,)"). Clearly 1(H) = w2 - kg + -+ -+ wP™ - ky, and

w'L(g):{

wwPrTl ok f0< B <w

— B,
wowh ko ifw< B <w WKy

O

If 3 is a nonzero countable ordinal whose Cantor normal form is w?' - kq +
o wPm ke write Ry for the family ((Sg,, )™, ..., (Sg,)*).

Proposition 24. Under the hypotheses of Theorem [23, there exist regu-
lar families (Fp)p—y and G with ¢ (Fy,) = an, t(G) = w**, and (gm) C N
such that for all n € N and oll F € F,[G], there is a normalized sequence
(Tm)mep such that supp Tm C [gm, Gm+1) and

> amrm| > %" > laml

meF meF

for all (an,) € coo. Here the norm ||-|| is taken in the space T (Fo, (0n, Fn)pey) -

Proof. Let Fo = Ray, Fi = Ra, and g; (k) = k for all £k € N. Suppose that
gn and F,, have been defined. If o, 11 < w, let Fp1 = Ra,,, and gni1 = gn.
If a1 > w, pick x (k,n) € cog for each k € N such that

1. minsupp z (k,n) > k,

2. [z (k)]s = 1/8us1, and

3. ||z (k,n)H[fn17...’fns7]_-o] < ‘7}| whenever nq,...,ns <n,

where A = {(n1,...,n5) : Opy ... 0n, > Oyy1}. Choose a nondecreasing func-
tion gn4+1 : N — N such that g,41 > ¢, and supp = (k,p) C [k, gnt1 (k))
for all 1 < p < n, k € N. Then choose families G,41 and H,4+1 cor-
responding to oy and gn41 using Lemma @ Finally, define F,+1 =
(Hn+1,gn+1 [Slg”“]) . Note that ¢ (F,) = «, for all n. This completes the
inductive definition of the families (F,,),2

Claim. If o417 > w, then ||z (k,n)| <2 for all kK € N.
Let x = x (k,n) and suppose ||z|| = > pcet (E) | Ez| £, , where & is the set
of all leaves of an (F,)-admissible tree. Take

E'={Fe&:h(E)=(0,n1,...,n5), (n1,...,ns) € A}
and £&" =&\ &'. Now E € £ only if t (E) < 0,,11. Therefore

S tE) Bzl 5 < 01 Y |[Ezll5, < Opat [l2]p = 1.
Eeg&” Ec&!
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If (nla . 7715) c A, let ﬁ(nh...,ns) = {E € 5/ : h(E) = (077117 L 7715)} . Now
1
> @Bl < S Bl < el .m0 S T

by condition 3. Hence

> @< Y pp=t

Ee&’ (n1,...,ns)€EA

Thus

Izl =Y t(B) | Bxll = Y t(B)|[Bxl|+ ) t(E)|Ex| <2
Ec& Eeg’ Eeeg”
This proves the claim.
Since oy, < sup,, oy, = w** for all n € N, there exist n1 < ng < nz < ...
such that sup, ap,+1 = w** and On,4+1 > w for all s € N. Note that this
implies by choice that sup, ¢ (Gp.4+1) = w**. Now choose G <q<qg<...

such that gs41 > max supp = (¢s,n,), 1 <r <s.Let L ={q1,92,q3,...} €
[N] and ¢ (F) = {gm : m € F} for all F € [N]<*°. Define

G={F:s<Fandq(F)€ G4 for some s € N} .

Then L(g) = wwf‘ For s < m, supp l‘(Qma’l’Ls) - [Qmagns—l-l (Qm)) € anmq.
Hence if s < F, ¢(F') € Gy, +1 for some s € N, and z,, = 7@8::23” for all
m € F, then

U Supp Tm € gns+1 [ans+1] - ]:ns+1-
meF

Thus, for all (a,,) € coo,

I3 ] 2 boia| S vl

mekF meF
= 9ns+1H Z ammeZ1
mekF
9 .
= nSTH Z || |2 (Gm: ns)||p by the claim,
meF

1
=3 Z |a,| by condition 2.
meF

Finally, if F' € F,, [G] for some n € N, write F' = Ule F, where I} < --- <
Fy, Fs € G, 1 < s <k,and {minFy,... minFy} € F,. For 1 < s < k,
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choose a normalized sequence (z,,)mer, as above. Now for all (a,,) € cgo,

k
Z AmTm || = Z ( Z am$m>
meF 7j=1 \m€Fs
k
> an Z AmTm
j=1 |[Im€eFs
>

0
5
meF

5. STANDARD SCHREIER FAMILIES

For all limit ordinals o < wq, fix a sequence of ordinals strictly increasing
toa. If B=wl -my +--- + wPk - my, is a limit ordinal, determine Sp using
the sequence

5 W emy e WPE - (my — 1) F WP if By is a successor,

"o W my WP (my — 1) + WS if B, is a limit,
where ((,,) is the chosen sequence of ordinals increasing to fi. It is clear
that if « is a countable limit ordinal such that ¢ () < n for some 1 < wy,

then (w”-m+ «),, = w"-m+ &, for all m,n € N. Throughout this section,
we assume that the Schreier families S, are defined using these choices. For
such “standard” Schreier families, the converse of Theorem [[§ holds. We
begin by establishing some lemmas.

Lemma 25. If a and n are countable ordinals such that {(a) < n and
m € N, then Sy [Sun.m] = Swrom+ta-

Proof. The proof is by induction on «. The case a = 0 is clear. The result
holds for & = 1 by definition of S, n.,,41. Suppose the lemma is true for some
«. Then

Sat1 [Summ] = (81 [Sal) [Swnm] = S1 [Sa [Suwnml]
=8 [Sw”m-i-a] = Swn-mtati-
Suppose « is a limit ordinal and the lemma holds for all v < «a. By the
remark above, w7 -m + &, = (w"'/nﬁ— a),, for all m,n € N. Now
F € 8, [Swnm)

& F € Sq,, [Sunm] for some n < min F,

& F e Synimea, for some n < min F' by induction,

< FeSmmra-
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For the next theorem, fix a countable successor ordinal ¢ and a nonde-

creasing sequence of ordinals (53,),-; such that sup 3, = w® nontrivially.
neN

Also let Fy be a regular family containing Sy such that ¢ (Fy) = ap < w“g,
and let (6,),2, be a nonincreasing null sequence in (0,1). In the present
context, the ordinal v (,m) defined at the beginning of §ff becomes

v ="(e,m) = max{l(ao) + Bn, + -+ Py : €0n, Ony ... Oy > O}
for all m € N and € > 0 (max(® = 0). Denote the immediate predecessor of
§by §—1.
Theorem 26. Follow the notation above and apply the standard choices to
define Schreier families. If there exists € > 0 such that for all < W, there
existsm € N satisfying v (€,m)+2+8 < By, then Iy (T (Fo, (6r,Ss,)oe,)) =
w2 Otherwise, I, (T (Fo, (0, S8,)07,)) = W

Proof. If there exists € > 0 with the above properties, then Theorem
yields that I (T (]:0, (Hn,Sgn)ZO:l)) — w**2, Now assume that such ¢ does
not exist. Given ¢ > 0, there exists 7 = r (¢) € N such that for all m € N,
v (g,m) 424wt tr > B, Let mg € N be such that 3,,, > f(ag)+2+ws L.
Fix m > my. In particular, v (¢,m) # 0. Hence there exist ny,...,ns € N
such that €6y, ...0,, > 0, and £(ag) + Bn, + -+ Bay +2+ w11 > B,
Choose 19 € N such that ¢(ag)+2 < wéLrg and write 8, = w¢L-r, 4+, for
alln € N, where r,, € NU{0} and v, < w®~%. Then ro+rp, 4 - 47, +1 > 7.
If r, >0,

Sp,, = Wity T Sy [Swffl.rn] by Lemma @
D Sty

The inclusion is obvious if r, = 0. Therefore, using Lemma RJ again,

Swf*l'(ro-i-r-I—l)?Sﬁnl g 785115} 2 [Swffl-(ro-i-r-kl)? Swffl-rnl yroe 7Sw5*1~rns]

= CwEt b (rpg e drn, Fro+r+l)

Since By, < WL (rg 4+ 70y + -+ 1, + 7+ 1), it follows from [[T], Propo-
sition 3.2(a)] that there exists j,, € N, such that

Sﬁm N [N.Ym]<oo g Sw571~(7‘ns+~~~+7‘n1 +T‘0—|—7‘+1)
c [Sw5*1~(ro+r+l)7 Sﬁnl yee 7Sﬁns]7
where N; is the integer interval [j,00) for all j € N. By Proposition i,

there exists a sequence (¢,,) C N converging to oo such that, defining 7,
to be (S, N[N, ]<*®°)US, for all n €, T (Fo, (0n,Sa,);-,) is isomorphic to

T (Fo, (On, Fn)orq)- Let kyy = max{jm, ln,, -, ln, },
By ={BeN°:4,<Band [B|<kn},

and define H (Unv=moBm) U Sue—1.rgri1y- I m > mg, then Fpp C

[(H)2, Foys- s Fny)- Indeed, if F € Fpp, then F € Sy or F € Sg,, N[Ny, ] <.
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In the former case it is clear that F € [(H)% Fo,,- -, Fn.]. Suppose F €
Sﬁmﬂ[Ngm]<oo. Then F' = F1UF5, where F} = Fﬂ[ﬁm,km) and Iy = F\Fl.
Clearly Fy € By, € [H, Fn,s- .., Fn,] and

C [Sut=1.(rotrt1)> Sy N [Ni,, ]5%, .0, S, O [N, ] 5]
CH, Fays---sFndl-

Hence F,, C [(H)?, Fnys---»Fn.]- This proves that the family G, = (H)?
satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition [[J. Note that t((H)?) = «(H) - 2

W& (ro+r4-1)
w

- 2. Applying Proposition [L3, we obtain

Iy (T (Fo, (On, Fn)pry)) < supsup [w“’éfl'(ro”(e)“) .9 wﬁn'“] = W,
e>0 neN

Since the reverse inequality holds by Theorem [[4, the proof is complete. [
It is worthwhile to record the statement of Theorem P6 for finite 3,’s.

Corollary 27. Suppose that Fy is a reqular family containing So such that

L(F) <w¥, and that () is a nonincreasing null sequence in (0,1) such that

Ontm > 0n0m, for alln,m €. Let X = T(Fo, (On,Sn)22). Iflim,, limsup,, 040 /0n >
0, then I(X) = w*?. Otherwise, I(X) = w*.

We conclude by stating without proof a special case of the result when
¢§ = 0. For any n € N, define A,, to be the family of all subsets of N of
cardinality < n.

Proposition 28. Suppose that Fy is a reqular family containing Sy and
L(Fo) <w. Let (k) be a sequence in N such that lim k), = oo and (0,,)5°; be
a nonincreasing null sequence in (0,1). Denote the space T'(Fo, (0n, Ak, )o>1)
by Y. Assume that every term (0,,Ay,) is essential in the sense that
there exists a nonzero x € Y such that ||z| = 6, Z?il |Ejx| for some
E\ < - <Ey,. Then I,(Y) =w if

Om,
inf — kg, >k, .
7}Ieleup{ 0, >r } >0
Otherwise, I(Y) = w?.
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