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PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS OF INTEGERS AND
WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES IN BANACH SPACES

J. LOPEZ-ABAD AND S. TODORCEVIC

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we provide a somewhat general framework for studying weakly null sequences
in Banach spaces using Ramsey theory of families of finite subsets of N. Recall that the Ramsey
theory on families of finite subsets of N was developed in a series of papers of Nash-Williams in the
60’s, a theory that is today naturally embedded in the more familiar infinite-dimensional Ramsey
theory. The affinities between the infinite-dimensional Ramsey theory and some problems of the
Banach space theory and especially those dealing with Schauder basic sequences have been
explored for quite some time, starting perhaps with Farahat’s proof of Rosenthal’s £1-theorem
(see [12] and [I7]). The Nash-Williams’ theory though implicit in all this was not fully exploited
in this context. We shall therefore try to demonstrate the usefulness of this theory by applying
it to the classical problem of finding unconditional basic-subsequence of a given normalized
weakly null sequence in some Banach space E. Recall that Bessaga and Pelczynski [6] have
shown that every normalized weakly null sequence in a Banach space contains a subsequence
forming a Schauder basis for its closed linear span. However, as demonstrated by Maurey and
Rosenthal [14] there exist weakly null sequences in Banach spaces without unconditional basic
subsequences. So one is left with a task of finding additional conditions on a given weakly null
sequence guaranteeing the existence of unconditional subsequences. One such condition, given
by Rosenthal himself around the time of publication of [I4] (see also [I7]), when put in a proper
context reveals the connection with the Nash-Williams theory. It says that if a weakly null
sequence (x,) in some space of the form ¢ (T") is such that each x, takes only the values 0 or
1, then (x,) has an unconditional subsequence. To see the connection, consider the family

F={{neN:z,(y)=1}:7v€T}

and note that F is a pre-compact family of finite subsets of N. As pointed out in [I7], Rosenthal
result is equivalent saying that there is an infinite subset M of N such that the trace F[M] =
{tN" M :t € F} is hereditary, i.e., it is downwards closed under inclusion. On the other hand,
recall that the basic notion of the Nash-Williams’ theory is the notion of a barrier, which is simply
a family F of finite subsets of N no two members of which are related under the inclusion which
has the property that an arbitrary infinite subset of N contains an initial segment in F. Thus,
in particular, F is a pre-compact family of finite subsets of N. Though the trace of an arbitrary
pre-compact family might be hard to visualize, a trace B[M] of a barrier B is easily to compute as
it is simply equal to the downwards closure of its restriction B | M = {t € B:t C M}. A further

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 05D10, 46B20, 46A35; Secondary 03E05.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0510407v1

PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 2

examination of Rosenthal’s result shows that for every pre-compact family F of finite subsets of
N there is an infinite set M such that the trace F[M] is actually equal to the downwards closure
of a uniform barrier B on M, or in other words that the C-maximal elements of F[M] form a
uniform barrier on M. As it turns out, this fact holds considerably more information that the
conclusion that F[M] is merely a hereditary family which is especially noticeable if one need to
perform further refinements of M while keeping truck on the original family F. This observation
was the starting point of the research of this paper. Further extensions of Rosenthal’s result
required however analysis of not only pre-compact families of finite subsets of N but also maps
from barriers into pre-compact families of finite subsets of N, or into weakly pre-compact subsets
of ¢g. In fact, our more general results deal with partial maps from FIN X ¢y into the reals whose
domains project onto weakly pre-compact subsets of ¢y. Recall, that the equivalence relations
associated to arbitrary maps defined on barriers have been characterized by Pudlak and Rédl
[19]. Here we show that for certain maps one can say considerably more. For example, we show
that for every mapping h from a barrier B into a weakly pre-compact subset of ¢y and every
€ > 0 there is an infinite subset M of N such that } ;¢\ [2(s)(é)| < € for every s € B [ M. This
sort of a combinatorial result has shown to be quite useful in studying weakly-null sequences in
Banach spaces. In fact, using a variation on this result, in Section 3 we show that if (z,) is a
normalized weakly-null sequence of ¢ (I') with the property that

inf{|lz,(7)| :neN,veT'} =6 >0, (1)

then (x,) has an unconditional subsequence. More precisely, (z,) has a subsequence which is
d/4-equivalent to the basis (e;) of a F-Schreier space associated with the downwards closure F
of a barrier on N. (The original construction of Schreier uses the family {s : |s| < min(s) + 1}
(see [§])). An exposition of this result appeared first in Part IT of [3], a result that was proved
independently from recent articles of Arvantakis [5] and Gasparis, Odell and Wahl [I1] who use
different approaches to prove a similar result.

Deeper applications of the combinatorics of finite sets of integers that we develop in Section 3
lead us to new forms of near-unconditionality and convex-unconditionality which we present in
Section 4. Our near-unconditionality result says that for every normalized weakly-null sequence
(z5,) and for every € > 0 there is an infinite subset M of N such that for every (a;);cn such that
sup;cpr |ai| <1 and every finite subset s C M,

2+¢
1) - aimil| < ———— |1 ) aiil. (2)

i€s minjes [ail ieM

This should be compared with the well-known near-unconditionality result of Elton [9] (see also
[I7]). In the same section we prove our convex-unconditionality result which says that given a
normalized weakly-null sequence (z,) in some Banach space X then for every £ > 0 there is an
infinite subset M of N such that for every sequence of scalars (a;);enr such that sup;cyy |ai| <1
and every subset N C M such that ).y |a;| <1,

1D il < (4+e) [ aiill. (3)
ieN ieM
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This in turn should be compared with the corresponding well-known convex-unconditionality
result of Argyros, Mercourakis and Tsarpalis [2] originally obtained by dualizing the argument
of Elton [9].

The Section 5 contains two kind of results about function spaces C'(K) for K is a countable
compactum. The first part contains a version of cp-saturation for such Banach spaces C'(K) and
this is given as a natural application of the theory of barriers developed in Section 3. (Recall,
that the cp-saturation of Banach spaces C'(K) over countable compacta K is a result originally
due to Pelczyniski and Semadeni[I8]. See also [] and [I1] for recent accounts on this result.)
For example, we show that if (z;) C C'(K) is a normalized weakly-null sequence, then there is
C > 1, some infinite set M, some uniform barrier B on M of rank at most the Cantor-Bendixson
rank of K and some point-finite Lipschitz assignment p : B — caro with property supp p(s) = s
for every s € B, and such that for every block sequence (s,) of elements of B, the corresponding
sequence (z(sy)) of linear combinations,

o(sn) = ) (1(sn)) ()i,
1€Sn
is a normalized block sequence C-equivalent to the standard basis of cg.

The second part of Section 5 concerns the following natural measurement of unconditionality
present in a given weakly null sequence (z,) in a general Banach space E. Given a family F
of finite sets, we say that (x,) is F-unconditional with constant at most C' > 1 iff for every

sup | S anzal < OIS anaal.
KIS

nes neN
Thus, if for some infinite subset M of N the trace F[M] contains the family of all finite subsets of
M, the corresponding subsequence (z,)nens is unconditional. Typically, one will not be able to

sequence of scalars (ay),

find such a trace, so one is naturally led to study this notion when the family F is pre-compact,
or equivalently, when F is a barrier. Since for every pair Fg and Fi of barriers on N there is
an infinite set M such that Fo[M] C Fi[M] or F1[M] C Fo[M] and since the two alternatives
depend on the ranks of Fy and Fi, one is also naturally led to the following measurement of
unconditionality that refers only to a countable ordinal « rather than a particular barrier of rank
~. Thus, we say that a normalized basic sequence (z,,) of a Banach space X is y-unconditionally
saturated with constant at most C' > 1 if there is an y-uniform barrier 5 on N such that for
every infinite M C N there is infinite N C M such that the corresponding subsequence (2, )nen
of (x,,) is B | N-unconditional with constant at most C. (Here, B | N denotes the topological
closure of the restriction B [ N which in turn is equal to the trace B[N], a pleasant property
of any barrier.) It turns out that only indecomposable countable ordinals v matter for this
notion. We shall see, extending a result from [I4], that every normalized basic sequence has a
subsequence which is w-unconditionally saturated, and that this cannot be extended further. For
example, we show that for every indecomposable countable ordinal v > w there is a compactum
K of Cantor-Bendixson rank v+ 1 and a normalized 1-basic weakly-null sequence (x,) C C(K)
such that (x,) is f-unconditionally saturated for all 8 < - but not y-unconditionally saturated.
More precisely, the summing basis of ¢g is finitely block-representable in every subsequence of
(zn), and so in particular, no subsequence of (x,) is unconditional.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We shall follow standard terminology and notation when dealing with sequences in Banach
spaces (see [12]).

Definition 2.1. Let (z;) be a sequence in a Banach space E.

(a) (x;) is called weakly-null iff for every x* € E*, the sequence of scalars (z*(x;)); tends to 0.
(b) (x;) is called a Schauder basis of E iff for every x € E there is a unique sequence of scalars
(a;) such that x = ). a;x;. This is equivalent to say that z; # 0 for every i, the closed linear
span of (z;) is X, and there is a constant § > 1 such that for every sequence of scalars (a;), and

1Y~ aial| < 011D agi. (4)
icl S
(c) (z;) is called a basic sequence iff it is a Schauder basis of its closed linear span, i.e., z; # 0

every interval I C N,

for every ¢, and there is 8 > 1 such that for every sequence of scalars (a;), and every interval
I'CN, || > icrair]| < 0| > ajxi]|. The infimum of those constants 6 is called the basic constant
of (z;).

(d) (z;) is called @-unconditional (6 > 1) iff for every sequence of scalars (a;), and every subset

ACN,
1~ aiill < 0] aiill. (5)
i€A ieEN
(z;) is called unconditional if it is #-unconditional for some 6 > 1.

Given two basic sequences (z;);ep and (y;)ieny of some Banach spaces E and F, indexed
by the infinite sets M, N C N, we say that (z;);eps € F and (y;)ieny C F are #-equivalent,
denoted by (z;)iemr ~o (Yi)ien, if the order preserving bijection ® between the two index-sets
M and N lifts naturally to an isomorphism between the corresponding closed linear spans of
these sequences sending z; t0 Yg(;)-

The sequence of evaluation functionals of g is the biorthogonal sequence (p;) of the natural
basis (e;) of cg, i.e. if & = Y ase; € ¢, then p;j(x) = a;. Note that weakly compact subsets
K of ¢y are characterized by the property that every sequence in K has a pointwise converging
subsequence to an element of K. We say that a subset X of ¢g is weakly pre-compact if its closure
relative to the weak topology of ¢q is weakly compact. It is clear that for every weakly-compact
subset K C ¢( the restrictions of evaluation mappings (p;) to K is weakly-null in C'(K). The
sequence of restrictions will also be denoted by (p;). Observe that (p;) as a sequence in the
Banach space C(K) is a monotone basic sequence iff K is closed under restriction to initial
intervals.

Let Bp~ denote the unit ball of the dual space E* of E. Given a normalized weakly-null
sequence (z;) of a Banach space E, the set K((z;)) = {(«*(z;)) : z* € Bg«} is clearly a
symmetric, 1-bounded and weakly-compact subset of ¢g. Moreover, (x;) is l-equivalent to the
evaluation mapping sequence (p;) C C(K((z;))).

A classical result states that if (x;) is a weakly-null sequence such that liminf ||z;|| > 0,
then for every ¢ > 0 there is a subsequence (z;)ica of (x;) which is a basic sequence with
basic constant < 1+ ¢ (see [I2]). In other words, for every ¢ > 0 there is some subsequence
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(zi)iemr which is 1 4 e-equivalent to a monotone basic weakly-null sequence. Observe also
that if (z;) is a seminormalized monotone basic sequence, then for every interval I, and every
sequence of scalars (a;), || > ;cr aizil| < 2| Y, aiz;|. So, if in addition (z;) is normalized, then

122 aizill = (1/2)]|(@i) |-

3. ToPOLOGY AND COMBINATORICS OF FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS

Let N denote the set of all non-negative integers and let FIN denote the family of all finite sets
of N. The topology on FIN is the one induced from the Cantor cube N2 via the identification
of subsets of N with their characteristics function. Observe that this topology coincides with
the one induced by ¢y with the same identification of finite sets and corresponding characteristic
functions. Thus, we say that a family F C FIN is compact if it is a compact space under the
induced topology. We say that F C FIN is pre-compact if its topological closure F'P taken in
the Cantor cube N2 consists only of finite subsets of N. Given X,Y C N we write
(1) X <Y iff max X <minY.
2)XCYif XCYand X <Y \X.

A sequence (s;) of finite sets of integers is called a block sequence iff s; < s; for every i < j,
and it is called a A-sequence iff there is some finite set s such that s C s; (i € N) and (s;\ s) is a
block sequence. The set s is called the root of (s;). Note that s; —; s iff for every subsequence of
(s;) has a A-subsequence with root s. It follows that the topological closure F of a pre-compact
family F of finite subsets of N is included in its downwards closure

Fo={sCt:teF}
with respect to the inclusion relation and also included in its downwards closure
F-={sCt:teF}

with respect to the relation C . We say that a family & C FIN is C-hereditary if F = F< and
C-hereditary if F = .7-";. The C-hereditary families will simply be called hereditary families. We
shall consider the following two restrictions of a given family F of subsets of N to a finite or
infinite subset X of N

FlX={seF:sCX}
FX]={sNnX :seF}
Note the following simple facts regarding these notions.

Proposition 3.1. Let 7 C FIN.

(a) F is pre-compact iff .TE 18 pre-compact iﬁ? 18 pre-compact.

(b) Suppose further that F is either C-hereditary or C-hereditary. Then F is compact iff it is
pre-compact.

(c) If F is C-hereditary then for every subset M of N we have F[M]=F | M.

(d) FS[M] = FIM]".

PROOF. (d): Let s C ¢ € F. Then sN M C ¢ N M, and so s N M € F[M]~. If s C tN M, with
te F, thensefg,andng, hencesE?g[M]. O
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There are various ways to associate an ordinal index to a pre-compact family F of finite
subsets of N. All these ordinal indices are based on the fact that for n € N, the index of the
family

Fimy ={s € FIN : n<s, {n}Us € F}
is smaller or equal from that of F. For example, one may consider the Cantor-Bendizson index
r(F), the minimal ordinal « for which the iterated Cantor-Bendixson derivative 0% (F) is equal to
0, then clearly r(F,;) < r(F) for all n € N. Recall that F is the set of all proper accumulation
points of F and that 0%(F) = (., O(9%(F)). The rank is well defined since F is countable
and therefore a scattered compactum so the sequence 9¢(F) of iterated derivatives must vanish.
Observe that if F is a nonempty compact, then necessarily r(F) is a successor ordinal.

We are now ready to introduce the basic combinatorial concepts of this section. For this we
need the following piece of notation, where X and Y are subsets of N

X =X\{minX} and X/Y ={m € X : max¥ < m}

The set X is called the shift of X. Given integer n € N, we write X/n to denote X/{n} =
{m € X : m > n}. The following notions have been introduced by Nash-Williams.

Definition 3.2. ([I3]) Let 7 C FIN.

(1) F is called thin if s [Z t for every pair s, t of distinct members of F.
(2) F is called Sperner if s ¢ t for every pair s #t € F.

(3) F is called Ramsey if for every finite partition

F=FuU---UF (6)

there is an infinite set M C N such that at most one of the restrictions F; [ M is non-empty.
(4) F is called a front on M if F C P(M), it is thin, and for every infinite NV C M there is some
s € F such that s C N.

(5) F is called a barrier on M if F C P(M), it is Sperner, and for every infinite N C M there
is some s € F such that s C N.

Clearly, every barrier is a front but not vice-versa. For example, the family N of all k-
element subsets of N is a barrier. The basic result of Nash-williams [I3] says that every front
(and therefore every barrier) is Ramsey. Since as we will see soon there are many more barriers
than those of the form N this is a far reaching generalization of the classical result of Ramsey.
To see a typical application, let F be a front on some infinite set M and consider its partition
F = FoU Fi, where Fy is the family of all C-minimal elements of F. Since F is Ramsey there
is an infinite N C M such that one of the restrictions F; | M is empty. Note that F; | N must
be empty. Since Jy [ IV is clearly a Sperner family, it is a barrier on N. Thus we have shown
that every front has a restriction that is a barrier. Since barrier are more pleasant to work
with one might wonder why introducing the notion of front at all. The reason is that inductive
constructions lead more naturally to fronts rather than barriers. To get an idea about this, it is
instructive to consider the following notion introduced by Pudlak and Rodl.

Definition 3.3. ([I9]) For a given countable ordinal «, the family F is called a-uniform on M
provided that:
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(a) o = 0 implies F = {0},
(b) @ = B+ 1 implies that Fy,y is f-uniform on M /n,
(¢) @ > 0 limit implies that there is an increasing sequence {ay, }nens of ordinals converging to
a such that F, is ap-uniform on M/n for all n € M.
F is called uniform on M if it is a-uniform on M for some countable ordinal .

REMARK 3.4. (a) If F is c-uniform (front, barrier) on M and © : M — N is the unique order-
preserving onto mapping between M and N, then ©”F = {@”s : s € F} is a-uniform (front,
barrier) on M.

(b) If F is a front on M, then F = 7

(c) If F is uniform on M, then it is a front (though not necessarily a barrier) on M.

(d) If F is c-uniform on M then F [ N is a-uniform on N for every N C M.

(e) If F is a-uniform on M, then 0%(F) = {0}, hence r(F) = a+ 1. (Hint: use that 8°(Fy,) =
(08(F)) (n} for every 3 and every compact family F).

(f) An important example of a w-uniform barrier on N is the family S = {s : |s| = min(s) + 1}.
We call § a Schreier barrier since its downwards closure is commonly called a Schreier family.
Note that unlike to the case of finite ranks there are many different w-uniform families on N.
For example {s: |s| = 2min(s) + 1} is another such family.

The following result based on Nash-Williams’ extension of Ramsey’s theorem explains the
relationship between the concepts introduced above (see [3] for proofs and fuller discussion).

Proposition 3.5. The following are equivalent for a family F of finite subsets of N:
(a) F is Ramsey.

(b) There is an infinite M C N such that F | M is Sperner.

(c) There is an infinite M C N such that F | M is either empty or uniform on M.

(d) There is an infinite M C N such that F | M is either empty or a front on M.

(e) There is an infinite M C N such that F | M is either empty or a barrier on M.

(f) There is an infinite M C N such that F | M s thin.

(9) There is an infinite M C N such that for every infinite N C M the restriction F | N cannot

be split into two disjoint families that are uniform on N. O

We have also the following simple facts connecting these combinatorial notions with the
topological concepts considered at the beginning of this section.

Proposition 3.6. Fix a family F C FIN

(a) If F is a barrier on M then Fe=F = F, and hence Fe zs a compact family.

(b) If F is a barrier on M then for every N C M, f[N Sy [ N.

(c¢) Suppose that F is a barrier on M. Then for every N C M such that M \ N is infinite we
have that F[N| = mg’ and in particular F[N] is downwards closed.

(d) A family F C M[<>l s the topological closure of a barrier on M iff FE—max — FS—max 4
a barrier on M.

PROOF. (a): It is clear that FS D F- D F. Let us show that 7= C F: Let s GteF,and
fix an infinite subset N of M/s. Since F is a barrier on M there is u € F [ N. Then either
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u C s or s C u. The first case is impossible since it implies that v & ¢ and both are elements
of F which is Sperner. So, the second alternative s C u holds. It is clear that now we can find
A-sequence (ug) of elements of F with root s.

(b): It is clear that F [ N [N - Fe I N. Now suppose that s € Fe | N. Let t € F be such
that s C ¢t. Find w € F | N such that u C sU (N/s). If u £ s C ¢, then u = s = ¢, and hence
s € F | N. Otherwise s C u, and hence s € F [ N~

(c): Fix an infinite subset N of M such that M \ N is infinite as well. Since B is a barrier on
N we obtain that B[ N~ =B[N . Now let s C t e B | N, and consider the infinite subset
sU(M\N)/t of M. Since B is a barrier on M there is some u € B such that u C sU (M \ N)/t.
Then s C u (use that otherwise u & s C ¢t and u,t € B), u\ s C (M \ N)/t and hence

uNM=s, (7)

as desired. Now suppose that s € B, and let ¢t = s N1 N. Consider the infinite subset ¢t U N/s of
N. By similar reasons as above, there must be u € B | N such that ¢ C u, as desired.
(d) is not difficult to prove. We leave the details to the reader.

The next is a well known result. We extract its proof from [3].

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that B and C are two barriers on M. Then there is some infinite N C M
such that either BI N CC [ N orelse C] NCB| N

PROOF. Let By = {s€ B : s€C}, By = B\ By, and in the same way Cy = {s € C : s € B},
C1 = C\ Cy. By the Ramsey property of the uniform families, there is N C M and ¢,j € {0,1}
such that B[ N =B; [ NandC [ N =C; | N. Let s € B[ N. Consider the infinite subset
P =sU(N/s) C N,and let t € C [ N be such that ¢t T P. If s C ¢, then ¢ = 1 and hence
BTN CC]|N. Otherwise, tCsandsoj=1andC[ N CB[N O

Corollary 3.8. Suppose that B and C are respectively o and B-uniform some M, and suppose
that o < 3. Then there is N C M such that B| N C C.

PrOOF. It follows from Lemma B and Remark B4l (a) and (d). O

In this kind of Ramsey theory one frequently performs diagonalisation arguments that can be
formalized using the following notion.

Definition 3.9. An infinite sequence (M;) of infinite subsets of N is called a fusion sequence of
subsets of M C N if for all 4:
(a) Mj11 € M; C M,
(b) min M; < min M;4;.
The infinite set My, = {m; = min M;} is called the fusion of the sequence (M;).

3.1. Mappings on barriers.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that B is a uniform barrier on M, and suppose that h : B — FIN is
such that for every s € B, h(s) T s. Then there is an infinite subset N C M such that for every
s,t € BI N, if h(s) Tt then h(t) = h(s).
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PrROOF. By the Ramsey property of B we can find a fusion sequence (Mj) of subsets of M

such that, setting my = min My, then for every k € N, every s € {my,...,mg_1} and every
t € B | My, if h(t) = s then for every u € B | My h(u) = s. It is clear that {m;} has the desired
property. ]

Corollary 3.11. Suppose that B is a uniform barrier on M, and suppose that h : B — FIN is
such that for every s € B, h(s) E s. Then there is an infinite subset N C M such that

(a) for every PC N, (WW(B | N))[ P=h"(B]|P).

(b) k(B | N) is a uniform barrier on N.

(c) For every s € B| N and everyt € h” (B | N), if t C s then h(s) =t.

PROOF. Let Ny C M given by the previous Lemma We claim that Ny satisfies (a) and
(c): This last condition is clearly true. We show (a): the inverse inclusion is trivial to prove.
Suppose now that t € (h”(B [ No)) | P, let s € B | Ny be such that h(s) = ¢. Then consider
the infinite set t U (P/s) C P. Find some v € B [ P such that v C t U (P/s) C P. Since B is
thin we obtain that h(s) =t C u, so h(u) = t, as desired.

(b): Observe that from the conclusion of Lemma B0 it readily follows that A" (B [ N) is a
front on N. So, by Proposition Bi and (a), there is some N C Ny such that (h”(B | Ny)) | N =
h?(B | N) is a uniform barrier on N. O

Definition 3.12. Given F C FIN, let
FEmaxX _fse F:(VteF)(sCt—s=t)}
FEmx —fse F:(WeF)(sCt—s=t)}

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that F C FIN is compact and hereditary. Then there is an infinite set
M such that F | M is the closure of a uniform barrier on M, and therefore (F | M)E=max =
(F | M)S—m3% s q uniform barrier on M.

PROOF. Let B be an arbitrary a-uniform barrier on N, where o +1 = r(F). Consider the
coloring ¢ : B — {0,1} defined for s € B by c(s) = 0 iff there is some ¢ € F such that s C ¢.
By the Ramsey property of B there is some infinite set M such that ¢ is constant on B [ M
with value iy € {0,1}. We claim that i9 = 1. Otherwise, since F is hereditary, we have that
B | M C F. But then r(F) > r(B | M) = a+ 1> r(F), a contradiction. Now observe that
1o = 1 implies that every t € F [ M is an initial part of some s € B | M: Givent € F [ M
consider the infinite subset N = ¢t U (M/t) of M; since B [ M is a barrier on M there is some
s € B N. Hence t C s, since otherwise s C t, contradicting the fact that igp = 1. Now define
h:B| B[ M— Fbyh(s) =t € F iff tis the maximal initial part of s in F. By Corollary
B1T there is some N C M such that A”(B [ N) is a uniform barrier on N. Observe that indeed

h’(B | N)=F | N, so we are done. O
We extend the previous result to an arbitrary pre-compact family F of finite subsets of N.

Theorem 3.14. Suppose that F C FIN is pre-compact. Then there is an infinite set M such
that F[M] is the closure of a uniform barrier on M, and hence (F[M])E~ ™8 = (F[M])S— max
18 a uniform barrier on M.
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Proor. By Lemma applied to the compact hereditary family G = F< there is some M
such that
— max — max _g — max — max

(G I M)S = (G[M])< = (F)[M))= = (F[M])= (8)
is a uniform barrier B on M. Let N C M be such that M \ N is infinite. So, by Proposition
(b) and (c),

B[N] =(F[M]S™*)[N] € FIN] € G[N] = G | N € (G[M]S max") [ N =
BIN], 9)

as required.
O

REMARK 3.15. (a) It follows that for every compact family F there is an infinite set M such
that F[M] is hereditary. As pointed out by Odell[I7], this result is just another formulation of
Rosenthal’s result that every weakly-null sequence of characteristic functions of subsets of some
index-set I' has an unconditional subsequence.

(b) In general it is not possible to find for a given compact family F an infinite set M such that
F[M] is the closure of an a-uniform barrier, where r(F) = o + 1.

The following corollary generalizes the corresponding well-known result for compact hereditary
families presented in [10].

Corollary 3.16. Suppose that Fy and Fy are two pre-compact families. Then there is an infinite
set M such that either Fo[M] C F1[M] or F1[M] C Fo[M].

PRrROOF. Find an infinite set M such that for each i = 0, 1, the trace F;[M] is equal to the closure

of a uniform barrier B; on M. Apply now Lemma B7
O

3.2. More on mappings on barriers. We begin by an extension of a result from [T9].

Lemma 3.17. Let B be a uniform barrier on M, and suppose that f : B — FIN is such that its
range is a pre-compact family. Then there is some infinite subset N C M such that f(s)NN C s
for every s € B[ N.

PROOF. Let h : B — FIN be defined by h(s) = f(s) \ s (s € B). It is clear that h"B is a
pre-compact family, and, by definition, h(s) N's = (). We are going to show that there is some
N C M such that h(s) "N = () for every s € B | N, that gives the desired conclusion for
J. The proof is by induction on the rank of B. For every m € M, let hy, : By, — FIN
be naturally defined by h,,(s) = h({m} Us) (s € Bypy). It is clear that hy, : B,y — FIN
fulfills (a) and (b) above, so, by inductive hypothesis, we can find a fusion sequence (M} )xen,
M;, = M, and such that, setting mj = min My (k € N), we have that for every £ € N and
every s € Bim, ) [ Miy1, by (sk) N Myq1 = 0. Let Mo, = {my}. It is easy to check that for
s € B | Mx, h(s) N Mo, C {my,...my_1}, where k is such that my = mins. For m € M,
define g, : By | Moo — P(M N {0,...,m —1}) by gin(s) = hm(s) N M. Since the image of
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gm has only finitely many possibilities, we can find another fusion sequence (Ny), No = M,
such that, setting ny = min Ng, for every k the mapping g,, is constant on By, [ Niy1 with
value s,, < nj. Let Ny = {n;}. Notice that, by the properties of this last fusion sequence,
for every s € B | Ny we obtain that h(s) N Noo C h(s) N Mso = Smins. Since the range of h is
a pre-compact family, there is some infinite set I C N, such that (s;);cs is a A-sequence with
root r. Take a thinner N C I such that NN, cnsn = (). Then for every s € B | N we have
that h(s) NN C spins NN = 0, as desired. O

We generalize the previous result.

Lemma 3.18. Suppose that {By}ren is a collection of uniform barriers on M, and suppose that
for every k € N we have hy : By, — FIN with pre-compact range. Then there is some infinite
subset N = {n;} of M such that hi(s) N N C {ng,...,ng_1} U s for every k € N and every
s € Bg.

PROOF. Again, we may assume that hy, replacing it by s — hi(s)\ s if needed, has the property
that for every k and every s € By, h(s)Ns = (. Using previous Lemma BI7 we can find a fusion
sequence (Mj,) of M such that, setting my = min M}, (k € N), we have that for every k and every
s € Br | ({mo,...,mi} UMgiq), hp(s) N Mgy = 0. It is clear that the fusion set N = {my}
fulfills the desired requirements. Let us explain how to find this fusion sequence. Suppose we
have found My, € Mj_; C ... C My. For every s C {myg,...,my}, let hy s : (B)s — FIN be
naturally defined for ¢t € (By)s by hi s(t) = hi,(sUt). Using repeatedly Lemma BIT to each hy,
we can find M1 € M) with the property that for every s € B | ({mq,...,mi} U Mgy1), the
intersection hg(s) N M1 = 0, as desired. O

The previous results have consequences on mappings with domain a barrier and with range
co- We introduce the following natural extension to ¢y of pre-compacity.

Definition 3.19. We say that K C ¢ is weakly-pre-compact if its weak-closure K is a weakly
compact subset of ¢y. This is equivalent to say that every sequence (£,) C K has a weak
convergent subsequence in cg.

Given & € ¢g, and € > 0 we write supp .{ = {i € supp& : [£(i)| > e}.

Proposition 3.20. If K C ¢y is weakly-compact, then supp.”K C FIN is pre-compact for
every € > 0. g

PROOF. Otherwise there is some sequence (&;) C K such that supp . — M, M infinite. Then
fix an accumulation point £ € K of the sequence (§;). It follows that |£(i)| > € for every i € M,
a contradiction with the fact that £ € ¢g. O

Corollary 3.21. Let B be a uniform barrier on M and h : B — ¢y be such that h” B is weakly-
pre-compact. Then for every e > 0 there is an infinite set N C M such that 3, s |h(s)(i)] < e
for every s € B[ N.

PrOOF. Fix a summing sequence ) .&; < ¢. For k € N define hy : B — FIN for s € B
by hi(s) = supp., h(s) \ s. Since K C ¢y is weakly-compact, hy fulfills the conditions for
Lemma, to be applied. So, there is some N = {n;} C M such that for every k and every
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s€B M hp(s)N N C {ng,...,ng_1}. In particular, fix s € B | M and let I C N be such that
N\ s = {ni}icr. Then for every i € I, n; ¢ supp. h(s), so > ;c;|h(s)(i)] <> icr6i <e. O

Definition 3.22. For F C FIN, let
FEMN{se F VtCs(te F—t=s)}
FETmaX _fgc F oVtds(te F —t=s)}

REMARK 3.23. (a) F=— ™8 and F=~ ™" are thin families.

(b) For every infinite M and every s € F [ M there is some t € F=~™" | M such that ¢ C s.
In particular, F [ M = () iff FE—min | A7 = ().

(c) Suppose that F is pre-compact. Then for every infinite M and every s € F | M there is
some t € F=~maX I N[ guch that s C ¢. In particular, F | M = @ iff F=—max | M = ().

Given X C FIN x ¢y and M C N, let us denote X | M = {(s,§) e K : s C M}.

Theorem 3.24. Suppose that X is a subset of FIN x ¢y whose second projection (X)2 is a weakly
pre-compact and bounded subset of cy. Let ® : X — R is an arbitrary mapping. Then for every
e > 0, there is some M such that for every (s,§) € X | M there is some (t,n) € X | M such
that t C s and

(a) [®(s,&) — (£, n)] <e,

(b) 2ieany n(@)] < emax{1, |®(s, )|}

PRrOOF. Fix 0 < € < 1. Suppose first that ® is bounded, i.e. there is some bounded interval
I C R such that "X C I. Let IoU- - -UI} be a partition of I into disjoint sets of diameter at most
e. Let F; = {s € FIN : 3¢ € (X)s such that ®(s,&) € L}, and let B; = FE"™" (0 < i < k).
By a successive application of Proposition we obtain some infinite set My such that either
Bi | My =0 or else B; | My is a uniform barrier on My (0 < i < k). Let I' C {0,...,k} be
the set of those 7 such that B; | My is a uniform barrier on My. For s € Uz‘er B; | My let
&s € (X)2 witnessing that s € F;. Then, by Corollary BZZI there is some M C M; such that for
every s € U;er Bi | M we have that 3,y |€s(4)] < emax{1,supI}. We claim that M has the
desired properties. So, for suppose that (s,£) € X | M. Let i be such that s € F; | M. Note
that in this case B; [ My # (), so i € I'. Consider the infinite set P = sU (M/s). Since B; | M is
a barrier on M there is some ¢t € B; [ M such that ¢t E P. So, either ¢t C s or else s C ¢t. By the
definition of B;, there is some u € B; [ M such that v C s. Since B; is thin, we conclude that
t C s (otherwise u C t). Now it is clear that (¢,&;) is the desired pair.

Suppose now that ® : X — R is an arbitrary mapping. Let L = max{||{|l : £ € K}. Clearly
we may assume that € < L. For each k € N, let

Xp={(5,8) € X : 2ke 'L <|®(s,8)| < 2(k +1)e LY.
Define &, = & [ Xj. For a finite set v and k € N, let
Xpu=A{(s,§) € X : u<sand (uUs,§) € Xi},

and define @5, : X, — R for (s5,£) € Xy by P u(s,€) = @p(uU s,€). Using that &y, is
bounded, we can find a fusion sequence (M) of M such that, setting my = min My, for every
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k € N every u C {myg,...,mp_1} and every (s,&) € Xy, | My there is some (t,1) € Xi,, [ Mg
such that t C s,

(k) |81 U 5,€) — By(uUt,7)] < &, and

(o) Siensyre 1100)] < (/2) max{1, B (u U s,€)}.

Let us check that N = {my} has the desired properties. For suppose that (s,£) € X | M.
Let k be such that 2ke 'L < [®(s,&)] < 2(k + 1)e 'L, set w = s N {mg,...,mp_1}, and
5 = s\u C M. Then there is some (t,n) € X, [ My such that t C 5 and (a,) and
(bk,u) holds. This implies that u Ut C s, [®(s,§) — P(uUt,n)| <&, and 3 ;g o ()] <
ZieMk\t In(i)| < (¢/2) max{1, ®(s,&)}. If £ = 0 then we are done. Suppose that k£ > 1. Observe
that in this case |®(s,&)| > 2kLe~! > 1, so

Yo @l<e+ Y Intmi)l < %@(&5)\ +EL <e|®(s,8)| = e max{L,[®(s,§)[}.  (10)

1EN\ (ult) i<k—1
g

The following is a dual version of the previous result.

Theorem 3.25. Suppose that X C F X ¢g and ® : X — R is a bounded function such that
|®|71(5,00) = {(5,6) € X : |®(s,&) > 6} is pre-compact for every § > 0. Then for every e > 0,
there is some M such that for every N C M and every (s,£) € X | N there is some (t,n) € X | N
such that s C t and

(a) [®(s, &) — (t,n)| <e,

(0) S ienry (i) < sl@(s,€)] .

PROOF. Fixe > 0. Suppose first that ® is strictly positive, i.e. thereissome 0 < § < C € R such
that |®|”X C (§,C). Let F = (X);. By Theorem B4l we obtain some infinite set My such that
(F[Mp])=~™2% is a uniform barrier B on M. Let IoU--- U I} be a partition of (—C, —§) U (§,C)
into disjoint sets of diameter at most e. Consider the following coloring ¢ : B — {0, 1}{0""”“},
defined by ¢(s)(i) = 0 iff there is some ¢ C s and some & such that (¢,£) € X and ®(¢,€) € ;.
By the Ramsey property of B there is some M; C My such that c¢ is constant in B [ M; with
value (a;)% . Let T = {0<i<k : a;=0}. Forevery i € T, let h; : B | M; — FIN be
defined for s € B | My by hi(s) =t € F | M iff t is the maximal initial part of s with the
property that for some &, (¢,£) € X and ®(¢,£) € I;. By a successive application of Corollary
BT there is some My C M such that for every i € T, h;”(B | Ms) is a uniform barrier B;
on My and if t € B; and s € B | M, are such that ¢t C s, then h;(s) = ¢. For 0 < i < k set
Fi ={s € FIN : there is some ¢ such that (s,£) € X and ®(s,§) € I;}.

Claim. Ifi ¢ T then F; | My = 0. For every N C My and everyi € ', F; | N=B; [ N, in
particular hereditary.

Proof of Claim: Suppose that ¢ € I',, N C M, and suppose that s € F; [ N. Let t € B | N be

such that s C ¢t. Then s C h;(t) by maximality of h;(t), so s € B; | N. O

Now for t € (J;cp B let & € ¢ be such that (¢,&;) € X and ®(t,&) € ;. Then, by Corollary
B2T] there is some M C My such that for every t € ;ep Bi [ M we have that 3,5, [&] <
eC~1. We claim that M has the desired properties. So, fix N C M, and (s,£) € X | N. Let i
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be such that ®(s,&) € I;, and, by the previous claim, let ¢ € B; [ N be such that s C ¢. Then it
is clear that (¢,&;) € X | M is the desired pair.

To show the general case, proceed as in the corresponding part of the proof of Theorem
using a suitable fast decreasing sequence to 0. ]

4. WEAKLY-NULL SEQUENCES IN BANACH SPACES

4.1. Weakly null sequences bounded away from zero. We start with the following classical
construction of a Banach space.

Definition 4.1. Let F be a compact hereditary family of finite subsets of N containing all
singletons {n} (n € N) and let (e,) denote the unit vector basis of coo. We define a norm || - ||z
on cgyg by the rule
HZ anenH; = sup{z lan| : s € F}, for all (an) € coo. (11)
n nes
The completion of (cgo, || - || #) is a Banach space which we denote by S and call the F-Schreier
space because Schreier was the first to consider Sr when F is equal to the Schreier family
described above in Remark B4l Note that (e;) as a normalized, 1-unconditional, shrinking,
monotone Schauder basis (see [12] and [I]).

REMARK 4.2. Suppose that B is a front on N, a > 0. Then for every z = ) ane, € Sz we
have that

lzllz = sup{) _ lan| : s € B} : (12)

nes
For a given t € B. Let M be an infinite set of integers such that ¢ < M. Then let s € B be such
that s ©tU M. It is clear that ¢ C s, so,

Z |an| = Z|an| + Z |an| > Z|an|' (13)

nes net nES\t net
In other words, given an a-uniform barrier B on N, o > 0, the corresponding rule ([l for F = B

produces a Banach space with the same properties as stated above, even if B is obviously neither
compact, nor hereditary.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that K C ¢q is weakly-compact and bounded such that (p,) C C(K) is
normalized and with the additional property that

inf{|¢(d)| i €N, €€ K} =d>0. (14)

Then there is some M and a uniform barrier C on N such that (p;)iem is 6/4-equivalent to the
natural basis (e;) of the Schreier space Sc. In particular, (p;)ienm s unconditional.

PRrROOF. By ([[4) the family supp” K C FIN is pre-compact. Let My be such that (supp” K)[Mj]
is the closure of a uniform barrier B on Mj. Define the partial mapping ® : B x K — {-1,1}
by ®(s,&) = o € {—1,1} iff £ has constant sign ¢ on s. Apply Theorem to ® and to §/2
to obtain M C My such that for every (s,£) € B | M x K such that ¢ has constant sign o on s
there is some n € K such that
(a) n has constant sign o on s,



PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 15

(b) m [ (M \ s) =0 (this is because } ;e\, [1(4)] < 2 < 0).
Let © : M — N be the unique order-preserving onto mapping between M and N. Let
C = ©”"B. We are going to show that for every sequence of scalars (a;);ien

o
2D aicowlse <1 amill <11 ) aiceqllse- (15)

€M ieM €M
So fix scalars (a;);eps- Then for a given £ € K we obtain that
IO ap)©l=1 > af€®l < D lal <D aieopllse (16)
i€ M i€supp ENM iesupp ENM ieM
since suppé [ M € (supp” K)[M] = BS. This shows the right hand inequality of ([[H). Now fix

s € B, and let £ € T" be such that s = supp& | M
For (j,k) € {0,1}2, let

sjp=1{i€s: (=1)a;, (=1)%¢(i) > 0}. (17)

Note that s = 50,0 U s0,1 U s1,0 U 51,1, and that { has constant sign (—1)k

4, k) € {0,1}? there is 1, € B | M x K such that 7, has constant sign (—1)7 on s, and
j, s 7
nik | (M \ sjx) = 0. Hence for every (j,k) € {0,1}* we obtain that

(S ams) )] =1 3 (=1 gl (=1)¥[mj (0)]| =

on s, so for every

€M 1€ 1
= lailln@ 26 Y lail, (18)
iGSj’k iGSj’k
and so 5
1> aipill = n > aitegllse (19)
€M €M
that shows the left hand inequality of ([3). O

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that (x,) is a normalized weakly-null sequence of Lo (') with the prop-
erty that

inf{|z,(7)] :neN,yeT'}=4>0. (20)
Then there is an infinite set N and a a-uniform barrier C on N (a0 > 0) such that (xn)nem
is 0/4-equivalent to the natural basis (e;) of the Schreier space Sc. In particular, (Xn)nenm 18
unconditional. O

REMARK 4.5. The unconditional constant 4 4 ¢ obtained before can be improved to 2 + €.

4.2. Near unconditionality. Recall the result of Elton [9] (see also [I7]) which says that if (z,,)
is a weakly-null normalized sequence in some Banach space then it has an infinite subsequence
(xn)nem such that for every § > 0 there is a constant C(§) < oo such that for every sequence
(an)nenm C [—1,1] and every finite s C {n : |a,| > 6},

nes neM

The purpose of this subsection is to strengthen this result as follows.
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Theorem 4.6 (Near unconditionality). Suppose that (xy,) is a normalized weakly-null sequence.
Then for every e > 0 there is some M such that for every sequence of scalars (a;)ienp and every
finite subset s C M,

su a
1 il < (2+¢) Picy | 2'|;Zam|y (22)

ics mlnzes |az|

PROOF. We assume that the sequence is the evaluation mapping sequence (p,) € C(K) for
some symmetric weakly-compact K C ¢y that in addition is closed under restrictions on initial
intervals. Let

X ={(s,¢) € FIN x K : ¢ has constant sign on s},

and let @ : X — R for (s5,§) € X by ®(s5,§) = | > ;c,&(i)]. Now let 6o = 1 and for & > 1
let 6, = 2=F+2e. For k € N let ¢ = 67,1/, where v is such that v/(y —4) < 1+ ¢/4.
Apply repeatedly Theorem to ® : X — R and ¢4 to find a fusion sequence (Mj) where
each M}, satisfies the conclusions there for ® and ;. We claim that the fusion set M = {my},
my = min My, (k € N), has the desired properties. For suppose that (a;);car are scalars. Without
loss of generality we may assume that sup;c,, |a;| < 1, and suppose that s C M is finite. If
min;es |a;| = 0, then the desired result is trivially true. So, suppose that min;eg|a;| > 0 and let

k € N be such that dxy1 < minges |a;| < 0. Let u=sN{mg,...,mi_1}, and v = s\ u C M.
First observe that kmin;eg |a;| < ké < e/4 (k € N), so
€ MaX;cs a4 €
ol < k | < < 5 e
H %azpzﬂ = T&X|az| T 4min;eg |az| 4min;eg |a2| H é\;amzﬂ Minge, |az| || Z a2p2||
(23)

where we are using that || Y, aipi|| > (1/2) max;es [a;|, since (p;) is monotone. Let £ € K be
such that [| > .., aipill = > ;c, ai€(i). For j = 0,1, let

vj={icv: (=1)a;, (—1)7€(3i) > 0}

Then

1Y il = aig(i) <D ail(i) + ) ai(i) (24)
i€V 1€V 1€V 1€V
Let j = 0,1 be such that || > .., aips| < 222-@], a;&(i). Since (vj,&) € X | My, there is some
(t,n) € X | My, with ¢ C v; and such that
(@) [ X ien, §(2) = [ 225, m(4)] < e, and
(b) ZzGMk\t In(i)| < ex, max{1, ZZ@ £(4)}. Tt follows that

1Y aml 2l Yo awl 210 Y aw)m)] =Y am(i)] —epmax{l,y &)} >

2 min fa;|| > 0(0) —epmax{l,| Y &)} =
1€t inj

ZIgleiglai\(\Zf(i)l —ex) —epmax{L,| Y £@)} (25)

1EV; 1EV;
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Since g1 < minjeg [a;| < 2[ Y, aipil| < 2] Zi@_ €(i)| we have that

min fag|(| Y €(0)] — ex) = minfail (| D £0)] UCE mmlazllZf (26)

1€V; 1€V 1€v;
while

Ekmax{l\zg ()]} <= mln\%HZﬁ (27)

zevj 261)]

It follows that

1S ami >—mm|az|| S €)= —mm|az||| S aipill 2 o min el 3 il

ieM 1€V 1€V 1€V

(28)

and so

1> il < Zazpzn Il < g 3 el (29)

€S €U 1€V

4+¢ 2+¢
+ | Z aipi|| = | Z aipi- (30)

2 minge, |az| min;eg |az|

O

4.3. Convex unconditionality. Recall the dual form of Elton’s theorem proved by Argyros,
Mercourakis and Tsarpalias [2] which says that every normalized weakly-null sequence (z,) of
a given Banach space has an infinite subsequence (2, )nenr such that for every § > 0 there is a
constant C'(§) > 0 such that if 3,/ la,| < 1and || Y0, caf@n®yll > 0 then || D0 1/ enanynll >
C(9) for all choices of signs €,. The purpose of this section is to extend this result as follows.

Theorem 4.7 (Convex unconditionality). Suppose that (z,) is a normalized weakly-null se-
quence of a Banach space E. Then for every € > 0 there is some M such that for every (a;)icnm
such that sup;c s la;| <1 and every subset N C M such that ),y |a;| <1,

1D il < (4+e) [ ) aiill. (31)
ieEN €M

PrROOF. We assume that the sequence considered is the evaluation mapping sequence (p,) of
C(K) where K C ¢q is weakly-compact, symmetric, bounded by 1, and closed under restriction
on initial intervals (i.e. (z;) is a weakly-null monotone basic sequence). Define the partial
mapping ® : FIN x K — R by ®(s,&) = min;es|£(7)| iff € has constant sign on s. It is not
difficult to see that ® fulfills the hypothesis of Theorem B223 Now let dg = 1, and for k > 1, let
Ok = ¢/28+2. And for k € N, let e, = 8}, /v, where 7 is such that v/(y —2) < (24 2¢)/(2 +¢).
Apply repeatedly Theorem to ® and e to find a fusion sequence (Mj) where each My
satisfies the conclusions there for ® and ej. Let M = {my} be the fusion set of (M}).

Claim. Let (ai)iem be a sequence of scalars with sup;cy|a;| < 1, and let s C M be such that
both £ € K and a;’s have constant signs on s. Then

13w (i)] < — Lhe | > el (32)

P min{| >, a;], mine, e
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Proof of Claim: Set C' = min{|>",c, a;|, min;e, |£(7)[}. Let & € N be such that 6,1 < C < 4y,
and set w = s N {mg,...,mi_1}, and v = s\ u C M. First observe that kC < ko < ¢/4
(k € N), so

) € maxes |a;]
. < <l = K
2wt < bl < SEEE < B 01 Do) = 5ol Yo, (53

S ieM

Since (v,&) € dom @ [ M, there is some (¢,7) € dom ® [ M;, with v; T ¢ such that

(a) minie, [€(é)] — minie; [7(i)] < ex, and

(b) Xienrn 100 < ep(minge, [£(0)]) 71
But K is closed under restriction on initial intervals, so it readily follows that, setting

n =7 | [0,maxv] € K, then we obtain that (a’) min;e, |7(7)| > min;e, [£(7)] — e, and (b)
ZZEMk\v |77( )| < Ek(mlnzeu |£( )|)_1. Hence,

I awll 2l 30 anllzIC 30 ap)o)l 2 X en)] - ot 2

€M iGM/mk_l ZGM/mk 1 1€V
. . Ek
> a;|| minn(i _— > a; Imn — (34
21 S a9 - e > [ Sl 60 -0~ e 04
Now since 041 < C' =min{| >, a;|, min;e, |{(7)|} we obtain that
s : N
min €(0)| - e =min€(0)] — 22 > min ()| and, (35)
£k min{| 3¢, ail, minges (£} min{| 3, ail, minies [€(i )|}3
. — < < (36)
min;ey [§(4)] Y miney [€(7)] v
Hence,
(minjes [€(0)])?] e, ail
13 ol 22 i )] Y — ies il (37)
€M 1€V v
-1 . . . min;es |§ i Sazg
> inin el 3 (i) - e KO e @] g
v e 1€V v
1
=—min|¢(@)] { (v = 1) aib(@)] — 1) aig (i) (39)
v ores 1€V €S
>— min [{(7)| _2|Zaz£ )= _1|Zaz£ (40)
v ores 1€S 1EU
So,

—mln|£ NI k(i |<||Zazpz||+mln|£ I aik (@) (41)

€5 ieM 1EU

<Hza1sz+mln\§ bl HZM%H (42)

ieM ieM
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and therefore,

> aig(i)] < (mm 7l 2_ il + CnZaz-pin)s (43)

i€s 72 icM icM
Y
<2 (—n S amill+ o=l Y aipin) - (44)
v icM icM
1 v ( ) 1+¢
= a;pil < - a;p 45
07_2 Hzez]:w (3 ZH mln{|zzesai|,mlni€s|£ |}”Z€ZJ:\4 (3 Z” ( )

0

Now fix scalars (a;)iens with sup;eps [a;| <1 and let s € M be such that ), |a;] < 1. Since
(pi) is a basic sequence, it is clear that we may assume that s is a finite set. Choose { € K

such that || > .., aipi| = > ,csié(i) = 5. Let 5 = {i €s : [{(i)] > 0/2}. Since ), ]a;| <1
we obtain that ), -a;§(i) > (1/2)]| X ,c, aipi||. Consider the two disjoint subsets u and v of 5
where both £ and a; have constant sign. Choose one of them, say u, such that ), a;£(i) >
(1/2) Y icsaié(i) > (1/4)[] X5 aipil|. Now we can apply the previous claim to u and £ to obtain

U el < Y i) < — | el (46)

Py ey min{| Y, a;|, min;e, =

Since u C 5 we obtain that min;e, [{(i)| > (1/2)]] >, @ipill, while | >, ail > | i, aié(i)] >
(/) S sy aipill, s0 min{] Xye, a1l miniey [E0)]} > (1/4)| Sye, aipill, and hence, from (E8),

1D apill® < 16(1+2)l Y aipill- (47)

€S ieM

0

5. WEAKLY-NULL SEQUENCES IN C(K)

In this section we apply the results of Section 3 to study of weakly null sequences in Banach
spaces of the form C'(K) for K a countable compactum. Recall that these spaces are isomorphic
to spaces of the form C(w*”) for o a countable ordinal (see [7]), so it is not surprising that the
theory of barriers is relevant here.

5.1. Point-finite weakly-compact sets and Lipschitz assignments. We will use the fol-
lowing result that allows us to change, without losing generality, from a weakly compact subset
of ¢y to another one which is more convenient to work with.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that K C cq is arbitrary. Then for every e there is a point-finite
L C ¢cqg such that

dy, (K, L) = max{sup{dy, (K,&) : £ € L},sup{dy,(n,L) : n € K}} <e. (48)

In case that K is weakly-compact, L can be found being also weakly-compact. Also, if K C cqg,
then L can be chosen to be included in cy.
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PRrROOF. Fix (g;) such that ) . e; < €. For each i, split R into intervals (1 ](Z)) each one of them

of diameter at most ¢;, and choose r](-i) el ](-i) in a way that if 0 € I ](-i) then the choice of r](-i) = 0.

Define @ : K — cop for ¢ € K, ®(€)(i) = r\" iff £(i) € I\”. Then the image L = &K fulfills
all the requirements. If K is weakly-compact, then it can be shown that the image ®” K is also
weakly-pre-compact, so its weak-closure is the desired compactum L. O

REMARK 5.2. Note that if dy, (K, L) < € then the corresponding evaluation mapping sequences
(pK) C C(K) and (pF) C C(L) are 1+ e-equivalent. So for all our purposes here, we can change
from C(K) to C(L).

Definition 5.3. We say that K C ¢q is point-finite if its projection {£(i) : £ € K} on every
coordinate 7 € N is finite. A mapping ® : F — ¢( defined on some F C FIN is called point-finite
if its range ®”F is a point finite subset of ¢y. We say that ® is Lipschitz if ®(s) | (sNt) =
®(t) | (sNt) for every s,t € F such that sNtC s,t.

REMARK 5.4. (a) Note that if K C ¢y is weakly-compact and point-finite, then the Cantor-
Bendixon rank of K coincides with the the Cantor-Bendixson rank of its support set supp K C
FIN.

(b) If Fisafront on M and h : F — c¢qq is Lipschitz, then its extension to the topological closure
of F is well defined and continuous. Hence, in this case, the image h” F is also weakly-compact.

Proposition 5.5. Suppose that B is a uniform barrier on M, and suppose that ® : B — cgo i
point-finite. Then there is an infinite subset N of M such that ® restricted to B | N is Lipschitz.

PROOF. By the Ramsey property of B we can find a fusion sequence (Mjy) of subsets of M,
setting my = min My, then for every k and every u C {mg,...,mp_1}, if s,t € B, | M then
Q(uUs) [ u=P(wUt) [ u. Then it is clear that the desired result will hold for the fusion
set {my}. So, suppose defined (M;);<x—1. For a fixed u C {my,...,my_1} consider the finite
coloring

hy : By | M1 — coo (49)

defined for s € By, | My_1 by hy(s) = ®(w U s) | u. Then there is some P, C Mjy_; such
that h, is monochromatic. Since there are only finitely many u C {my,...,mg_1} we can find
My, € My, such that every h,, is constant on By, | My (v C {ng,...,n;}). as desired. O

Corollary 5.6. Suppose that B is an uniform barrier on M, and suppose that ® : B — cqp.
Then for every € > 0 there is N C M, and a point-finite Lipschitz ® : B | N — coo such that
for every s € B N, || ®(s) — ®(5)]l¢, < e O

5.2. co-saturation. Recall the result of Pelczynski and Semadeni [I8] which says that every
Banach space of the form C(K) for K a countable compactum is cp-saturated in the sense that
every of its closed infinite-dimensional subspaces contains an isomorphic copy of ¢y. The purpose
of this section is to examine the cy-saturation using the theory of mappings on barriers developed
above in Section 3. We start with a convenient reformulation of the problem.
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Lemma 5.7. Suppose that K is a countable compactum. Suppose that (x;) C C(K) is a nor-
malized weakly null sequence. Then for every e > 0 there is subsequence (x;)icpr and a weakly-
compact subset L C cq such that

(a) L is point-finite, it is closed under restrictions on intervals and supp L C FIN is the closure
of an a-uniform barrier on N with o smaller than the Cantor-Bendizon rank of K,

(b) (xi)iens and (pi)ien are (1 + €)-equivalent.

PrOOF. Fix € > 0. Since K is countable we can find an infinite set M and a decreasing
sequence (g;)icnr of positive reals such that ), ,,e; < € and such that (z;/e;) is also a weakly
null sequence. Set N = .M. Since K is zero-dimensional compactum, we can find clopen sets
C; C K (i € N) such that z; (K \ (—¢;-,¢,-)) C C; C y; "(K \ [~&;,&i]) for every i € N,
and where i~ denotes the immediate predecessor of 7 in M. Set y; = xc,z;i (i € N). Observe
that (a) [[zi — ¥illok) < Ei__l, so (xi)ien and (y;)ien are 1 4 e-equivalent, and (b) for every
€ € K and every i € N, if |y;(§)| < &, then y;(§) = 0. This last condition implies that
supp K ((yi)ien) is a pre-compact family of finite sets, so by Theorem BJ4l there is some P C N
such that supp K ((v:)ien)[P] = supp K ((y:)icp) is the closure of a uniform barrier on P. So the
subsequence (p;);cp of the evaluation mapping sequence of C(K ((yi)iep)) is (1 + €)-equivalent
to (z;)iep. Now, using Proposition Bl we can perturb K ((y;);cp) to make it point-finite. Now
using the order-preserving mapping between P and N we can easily obtain the desired result. [

Definition 5.8. A mean is an element u € cdy with the property that doien (i) = 1. A
mapping p: B — caro defined on some B C FIN is called a mean-assignment if for every s € B,
w(s) is a mean and supp p(s) = s .

Theorem 5.9. Suppose that K is a countable compactum and that (x;) C C(K) is a normalized
weakly-null sequence. Then there is C > 1, an infinite set M, a uniform barrier B on M of
rank at most the Cantor-Bendizson rank of K, and some point-finite and Lipschitz assignment
w: B — cdy such that

(a) supp pu(s) = s for every s € B, and

(b) the sequence of linear combinations (x(sn))n = (D ics, (14(51))(1)xi)n is a normalized block
sequence C-equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢y for every block sequence (sy) C B.

PROOF. The proof is by induction on the Cantor-Bendixson rank of K. By Lemma B we
may assume that K C cgy is weakly-compact is such that supp K = B with B a a-uniform
barrier, and that the weakly null sequence (z;) is the evaluation mapping sequence (p;) which
is a monotone basic sequence. Set F,, = J,,,<,, Biny (n € N). Since B is a a-uniform family, we
have that for every n, 0*F, = (), so its Cantor-Bendixson rank is strictly smaller than « + 1.
Set K, ={f s :se€F,} (neN). This is a compactum K, with supp K,, = F,, and whose
rank is strictly smaller than o + 1. So, the evaluation mapping sequence (p;) is a weakly-null
sequence of C(K,,) for every n. Observe that for every sequence of scalars (a;) we have that

1Y~ apillo,) = sup{ll Y apillow) : s € Fal- (50)
i 1€S

Since in addition we are assuming that |[p;||c(x) = 1 for every i, this implies that for every

So, using that F,, is hereditary, we obtain that (p;) is l-unconditional. Since we assume that
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the singletons belong to F,, we obtain that (p;) is a l-unconditional normalized weakly null
sequence in C(K,).

Fix e > 0, and let (g,,),, be a summable sequence with ) &, < e/2. By the Ramsey property
of the uniform barrier B, we can find a fusion sequence (Mj) such that, setting ny = min M
(k € N), we have that for every k the following dichotomy holds:

(1) Either for every s € B | My, there is some ug(s) € coo with supp pr(s) = s, pur(s)(@) > 0
(i € s5) and such that for every such that || > ;.. pr(s)(@)ps|| = 1 while || >, 1 (8)(0)pillny, < €k
or else

(2) | X ies aipil] < 2¢; | Y ics @iDilln,, for every s € B | My, and every (a;)ics.

Suppose first that the (1) holds for every k. Let My = {n} be the fusion set. Then let
C =B | M. For s € C, define pu(s) = pi(s), where ny, = mins. This is well defined since
s € B | M. Fix a block sequence (s;) C C, and let us work to show that (x(s;)) is 2 + e-
equivalent to the co-basis, where we recall that for a given s € C, x(s) = >, ., u(s)(7)p;. Fix
a sequence of scalars (b;)ienm.., |bil <1 (i € N). Since each pu(s;) is normalized and since (p;)
is monotone, we obtain that || biu(si)llcx) = (1/2)[I 2 bieilloo. Suppose that § € K, and
let 4o = min{i : s; Nsupp& # 0}. Fix ¢ > ip, and let k; be such that ng, = mins;. Since
suppé N s; € Frax si, W€ have that

. (ki)
)OI < Y. a Pill0(Kumassyy) < Ehi- (51)
Jj€siNsupp f
It follows that
€
1> " binn(si) ()] < [biol + D [bill (i) ()] < [big| + 3 (52)
) >0

So, || 2 bivilloxy < (1 +¢/2)[] 3 bieillo- Finally use Corollary to perturb p and make it
point-finite and Lipschitz.

Suppose now that kg is the first k such that (2) holds for k. Set M = Mj,. It readily follows that
for every @ € (fu)nenm we have that [|z[|cx) < 51;01||$||C(Knk0)' By inductive hypothesis applied
to (pi) € C(Kp,,), there is some C' > 1, some uniform barrier C on some N C M of rank not
bigger than the one of Knko and some g fulfilling the conclusions of the Lemma. Fix s € C. Then
[[1(8)llny, = 1, so we can find some ¢ C s such that 1 = ||M(S)||C(Knk0) = |lu(s) I tllo(k)- Observe
that, by l-unconditionality of || - |]C(Knk0), Ilee(s) [tHC(KHkO) = 1. Define v(s) = u(s) [ t. Let us
check that indeed (v(s,)) C C(K) is Ce, !-equivalent to the ¢y basis. Fix scalars (a;), [a;| <1
(i € N). We obtain the inequality || >, a;v(si)llcxy = (1/2)] 22; aieillo by the monotonicity of
the basic sequence (p;). Now,

1 1 C
1Y aiw(sillow) < . HZ%V(Si)HC(K%) < —I Zaiu(si)”C(KnkO) < 1 aieillo-
i ko 4 ko ko 4
(53)
O

5.3. Conditionality. We start with the following natural variation on the notion of an uncon-
ditional sequence in a Banach space E.
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Definition 5.10. Let F be a family of finite sets of integers. A normalized basic sequence
(z,,) of a Banach space F is called F-unconditional with constant at most C' > 1 iff for every
sequence of scalars (a,),

sup [| " ananll < CI1 S ananl.
sEF

nes neN

Clearly, (z5,) is unconditional with constant C' if it is FIN-unconditional with constant C.
Thus, if the family F has a trace F[M] on an infinite set M consisting of all finite subsets
of M, the corresponding subsequence (x,)nenr is unconditional with constant C. A hereditary
family with no such a trace is compact, so one is naturally led to examining the standard
compact families of finite subsets of N. Recall, the notion of a Schreier family introduced above
in Remark B2 S = {s C N : |s| < min(s) + 1}.

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that (x,) is a normalized weakly-null sequence of a Banach space
E. For every € > 0 there is some M such that (zp)nem s (2 4 €)-Schreier unconditional.

PROOF. We assume that (x,,) is the evaluation mapping sequence (p,,) C C'(K) for some K C ¢
weakly-compact bounded by 1 and closed under restriction on initial intervals. Using a finite e-
net of [—1, 1] with the ¢;-norm, we can use repeatedly Corollary 22T and find a fusion sequence
(My) such that, setting mj = min My, for every k every s € M,Emk} and every & € K there is
some 7 € K such that [[§ [ s —n [ slle, <&/2,and 30,0, [n(9)] < /2. Let M be the fusion set
of (M},). Notice that M has the following property: For every s € S | M and every £ € K there
is n € K such that [|€ [ s —n [ slle, <€/2, and 3 ic(pr/m,, ,)\s [1(9)] < €/2, where my, = mins.

We claim that M is the desired set: Fix scalars (a;)eps and s € S | M. We may assume
that || > ey aipillo(r) = 1. Let § € K be such that |, ai§(i)| = || X ;c, aipillo(x)- Find 7 as
above for the pair (s,£). Then

IZais(z‘)lg|Zam<z‘)l+§§| > am@+e <@+l Y anillox),  (54)

€8 1€s €M /my_1 ieM

where mj = min s. ]

Recall that if F is a barrier on some set M then its trace F[N] on any co-infinite subset N of
M is hereditary and that for every pair Fy and JFj of barriers on the same domain M there is
an infinite set N C M such that Fo[N] C F1[N] or F1[N] C Fy[N]. Since the two alternatives
are dependent on the ranks of Fy and JFi, one is naturally led to the following measurement of
unconditionality.

Definition 5.12. Suppose that 7 is a countable ordinal. A normalized basic sequence (z;,)
of a Banach space F is called y-unconditionally saturated with constant at most C' > 1 if for
every y-uniform barrier 5 on N and for every infinite M there is infinite N C M such that the

corresponding subsequence (zp)nen of (zy,) is B [ N-unconditional with constant at most C'.

REMARK 5.13. (a) We have seen above in Proposition BITl that every normalized basic sequence
has a subsequence which is w-unconditionally saturated with constant at most 2+¢. An analysis
of the Maurey-Rosenthal [T4] example of a weakly-null sequence (z,,) with no unconditional basic
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subsequence (see Example LT below) reveals an w?-uniform barrier Byg such that no infinite
subsequence ()M is Byr | M-unconditional with any finite constant C.

(b) Recall that an ordinal v is called indecomposable if for every 5 < 7, fw < v. Equivalently,
v = w? for some B. Suppose that ~ is the maximal indecomposable ordinal smaller than some
fixed ordinal o. Then a normalized basic sequence (x,) is a-unconditionally saturated if and
only it is y-unconditionally saturated.

(c) If the normalized basic sequence (z,) is monotone, then, it is B-unconditional iff it is B-

unconditional for every uniform barrier B on N.

EXAMPLE 5.14. First of all, for a fixed 0 < ¢ < 1 choose a fast increasing sequence (m;) such
that

oo

(/2 M2y < €
D3 min(() %, (R0 < (53)
i=0 j#i
Let FIN<* be the collection of all finite block sequences Fy < E; < --- < E; of nonempty
finite subsets of N. Now choose a 1 — 1 function

IN

o : FIN[S®l - fm} (56)

such that ¢((s;)) > s, for all (s;) € FINI<*I Now let By be the family of unions so U s U
---Us,, of finite sets such that

(a) (s;) is block and sg = {n}.

(b) |si] = a(s0y.-.,8i-1) (1 <i<n).

It turns out that Bygr is a w?-uniform barrier on N (see Proposition below), hence
Byr = B—MRE is a compact family with rank w? 4+ 1. Observe that by definition, every s € Bur
has a unique decomposition s = {n} Us; U---Us, satisfying (a) and (b) above. Now define the
mapping ® : Byr — coo,

B(s) = ent Y 1 S e (57)

Observe that we have the property that if sNt C s, ¢, then ®(s)[ (sNt) = ®(¢)[ (sNt), so there
is a unique extension ® : Byr — coo, naturally defined by ®(s) = ®(t) | ¢, where t € Byr
is (any) such that s C ¢. Now define K = ®”Bygr C ¢go. This is a weakly-compact subset of
coo, with rank the same than Byg, i.e., w? + 1. Then (p;) € C(K) is a normalized weakly-
null sequence with no unconditional subsequence. Moreover this weakly-null sequence has the
property that the summing basis (5;) of ¢, the Banach space of convergent sequences of reals, is
finitely-block representable in the linear span of every subsequence of (p;) (and so the summing
basis of ¢y), more precisely, for every M, every n € N and every € > 0 there is a normalized
n—1
i=

block subsequence (;)!'~; of (pi)ien such that for every sequence of scalars (a;)

)

m n—1 m
max{|Zai| :m<n} <] ZaimiHC(K) <(1+¢) max{|Zai| :m < n}.
=0 i=0 =0

On the other hand, by Proposition EI1] the sequence (p;) is Schreier-unconditionally saturated
with constant ~ 2, i.e., for every M there is some N C M such that for every element s € S[N],
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and every sequence of scalars (a;)ien,

1Y " aipilloge < @+l aiillow)
1€S 1EN

Building on the idea of this Example, we are now going to find, for every countable indecom-
posable ordinal ~, a normalized weakly-null bimonotone basic sequence with no unconditional
subsequences but S-unconditionally saturated for every S < . Before embarking into the con-
struction, we need to recall a localized version of Ptdk’s Lemma. For this we need the following
notation: Given a family F, and n € N, let F@n = {sgU---Usp_1 : (SZ)Z "y C F is block}. It
can be shown that 7 ® n is a an-uniform family if F is an a-uniform family.

Given ¢ € cop we will write £1/2 to denote (£(7)'/?). Given & € ¢go and a finite set s, let

(€,8) = (&, xs) = 21685(2)

Lemma 5.15. Suppose that B is an a-uniform barrier on M, o > 1. Let v = v(«) be the
maximal indecomposable ordinal not bigger than a,and let n = n(a) € N, n > 1, be such that
yn < a < y(n+1). Then for every k € N, k > 1, every e > 0, and every B-uniform barrier C on
M with 8 > ak there N C M and some point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignment p:C [ N — caro
such that

(I+e)(n+1)

su S%,t cte Bl < T
plln(s)h0) s ¢ By < S

(58)
for everyse C | N

PROOF. The proof now is by induction on «. Fix € > 0 and k£ > 1. Let C be an S-uniform
family on M such that 5 > ak.

Notice that if we prove that for every N C M there is one mean p with support in C [ N such
that (B8)) holds, then the Ramsey property of the uniform barrier C gives the existence for some
N C M of a mean-assignment p: C | N — ¢ satisfying ([BS) for every ¢t € B. Then Corollary
gives the desired point-finite Lipschitz assignment.

Let D be a y-uniform barrier on M (if n = 1 we take D = B), and fix N C M. Find first
P C N be such that (D®@nk) | P CC aswellas B| P C D® (n+1). Consider (v;);ep such
that Dy, | P is y;-uniform on P/i. Observe that for every i € P we have that v; < v, so, since
v is indecomposable, v;w < . Let pg be any mean such that supppug € B | P. By inductive

nkl

hypothesis applied to appropriate «;’s, we can find a block sequence (,u]) of means with

support in B | P such that for every 1 < j <nk —1,

1
sup{(n;,t) : t € D, and mint < maxsupp p1j—1} < (59)

€
2]+1
Let v = (1/(nk)) Z;‘igl p;. Observe that supprv € (D ® (nk)) | P C C. Then, for every t € B,
by (E3),

1 1 At 1 1+ £
vat) = ()2 < 2, 60
(v2,t) e ;);ug() (ko) (60)

Let us point out that supp v is, possibly, not a set in C. However it is easy to slightly perturb v
to a newer mean with support in C and satisfying (&) for every ¢t € B: Let s € C be such that
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suppv C s, and set u = s \ suppv. Let § > 0 be such that

(L+3)(1=8)2 + (nklu)/? < 1 +e. (61)
Now set
0
w=(1-06v+ me (62)

1 is a mean whose support is s € C. It can be shown now that for every t € B,

>_u(i)? <

1
it (n

™

+
k)

by the choice of §. Finally, let ¢t € B and let us compute Ziet(u(i))l/ 2: First of all we have that
Zz’@(ﬂ@)lm = ZZ-EU(,u(i))l/Q, where u =t N P. Now, sinceu € B P CD®(n+1), we can
find tg < --- < t,, in D such that u C {g U --- U t,, and hence

: (63)

[N

W20 = S (2 gy < L DTS (64)
§=0 (nk)2

as promised. O

Corollary 5.16. Suppose that B is an a-uniform barrier on M, o > 1. Then for every e > 0
there is some k = k(a, &) such that for every B-uniform barrier on M with 8 > ak there N C M
and some point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignment p:C [ N — caro such that,

sup{(u(s)"/*,t) : te B} <e¢ (65)
for every s € B[ N. g

Lemma 5.17. Fiz an indecomposable countable o and a sequence (gy,) of positive reals. Then:
(a) there is a collection (By,) of an-uniform barriers on N/n and a corresponding sequence of
point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments i, : B, — caro with the following properties:

(a.1) o, > 0, sup,, oy, = a,

(a.2) for every m < n and every s € By,

sup{(un(s)%,w ct € By} <en. (66)

(b) Suppose that in addition o = wY with v limit. Let oy, T « be any sequence such that
anw < ant1 (n € N). Then there is a double sequence (B}') such that

(b.1) B! is an agn)-uniform barrier on N/(n + 1), with agn) >0 and agn) T an (n€N).

(b.2) There are point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments pi,; @ Bl — coo such that for every
s € B!, and every (m,j) <iex (n,1)

sup{(pn,i(5)2,) = t € BI'} < enp, (67)

where we recall that <iex denotes the lexicographical order on N? defined by (m,i) <iex (n,7) iff
m<n,orm=mnandi <j.
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PRrROOF. (a): Choose oy, T, « such that for every n € N, ay 41 > apnk(au,, €y), that is is possible
since « is indecomposable. Let C,, be an «j,-uniform family on N (n € N). By Corollary we
can find a fusion sequence (M,,) such that

(¢) Cp | My, C C, if m < n, and

(d) for every n € N there is a point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignment v, : C,, | M,, — cgy such
that

sup{(vn(s) 2t) i te U C} <en (68)
I<n
for every s € C, | M,,. Let M = {m,} be the fusion set of (M,), and © : M — N be the
corresponding order preserving onto mapping. It is not difficult to see that C,, = (0”85,,) | (N/n),
and p, : Cp — coo defined naturally out of v, and O fulfils all the requirements.
(b): Suppose that o = w7 with ~ limit. Let a,, T a be any sequence such that a,w < ap41
(n € N).

Claim. There is a fusion sequence (My,), M, = {m } a double sequence (B}) ofa -uniform
barriers on M, /ml(") and point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments fiy, ; : B}' — COO such that
(e) agn) Ti o (n € N), and

(f) for every (m,j) <iex (n,i), every s € BY' and every t € BY", (i ()2, 1) < e

Proof of Claim: First, using Corollary | applied to ag to produce an inﬁnite set My =
(0)

{m } and a sequence (BY) of «;” -uniform barriers on My/ {m } with a T ag and point-
finite Lipschitz mean-assignments fy; : BZ- — ¢go such that for every ¢ and every s € BZ-,

(po,i(s W2t < 62 for every t € BO with j < 4. In general, suppose we have found for every
k<n M= {m } C My, (BY) E ) uniform barriers on Mk/ml(k) and point-finite Lipschitz
mean-assignments fiy ; : BY — coo such that for every (k,j) <iex (m,i) every s € BI™ and every

te B;“ (tm.i(8)Y2,t) < eppi. For each k < n define the following families
Br,={sC M, :.seB, .} (69)

This is clearly an aj-uniform family on M. Since a,w < ay,41, we can use again Corollary B.T6!
(1) } € M, and a sequence (B{"*1) of a( ") _uniform

and point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments fi, 11, : B} s oo such

and find an infinite subset M, = {m;
+1)

barriers on M, 1 /mZ

that for every s € B!
1 1
sup{{(ptn+14()2,8) s t € | B UUBIY < enpina, (70)
k<n j<i
so, in particular for every k < n and every t € B;?, <(,un+17i(s))%,t> < Entitl- O

Let M be the fusion set of (Mn), ie. M = {m } Observe that m(nﬂ) > mz(.n) for every n
and 14, so M/m C M, /m . Set CI' = B! [ (M/my (n+9) ). This is an agn)-uniform barrier on
M/m (()nﬂ). Consider vy, ; = pin; | C* : CJ' — coo has the property that for every (m,j) <jex (n,1),
every every s € C;" and every ¢ € CJ", (Uni(s)2,t) < epyi. Now use © : M — N, @(m(()n)) =0,
to define the desired mean-assignments and families. U
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REMARK 5.18. Observe that if B is c-uniform on M with o > 0, then M C B. Tt readily
follows that the mean-assignments (i, and p,, ; obtained in Lemma B.T7 have the property that

14 (8) ]| 00 < €n and || pn,i(8)"/?||oo < €nyi for every s in the corresponding domains.

Proposition 5.19. (a) Suppose that C and B; are § and o;-uniform families on M (i € N)
with o; 1 «, a;, 8> 1. Let o : FINI<®l 5 N be 1-1. Then for every n € N the family

D ={soU---Usy : (s) is block, so € C and s; € By y) for every 1 <i<n—1}

805-++38i—1

is y-uniform on M, where y =an+ - if 1< B <wandn >0, andy=an+ B if 3 > w or
n=20.

(b) Suppose that B; is cj-uniform on M (i € N) with o T ov. Let o : FINIS®l 5 N be 1-1. Then
the family

C={{n}UsopU---Usp_1 : ({n},s0,...,8n-1) is block, and
Si € Bo(({n},s0,..si_1)) for every 0 <i <n —1}

18 aw-uniform on M.

PROOF. (a): The proof is by induction on n. If n = 0, the result is clear. So suppose that
n > 0. Now the proof is by induction on 8. Suppose first that 8 = 1. Then € = MM, and so,
for every m € M

D{m} ={s1U---Usy, : (81,82,...,8,) is block, s1 € Ba(({m})) and
S; € BO’(({m}781,827...,Si_1)) forevery 2 <i<n — 1},

so, by inductive hypothesis, Dy, is a(n — 1) + yp-uniform on M/m, depending whether oy, is
finite or infinite, but in any case with 7, 1 a. Hence D is an-uniform on M. The general case
for 1 < 8 < w is shown in the same way.

Suppose now that 5 > w. Then for every m € M

Dipy ={tUs1U---Usy @ (t,51,...,85) is block, t € Cy,yyy and
si € Ba(({m}ut,sl,...,sifl)) for every 1 S ? S n— 1}7

By inductive hypothesis, Dy} is an+ypy-uniform on M /m, with v, T 8, so D is an+ S-uniform
on M, as desired.
(b) follows easily from (a). O

Theorem 5.20. For every indecomposable ordinal o there is a weakly-compact K C cog such
that

(a) K C B, is point-finite with Cantor-Bendizson rank o+ 1, and with support included in the
downwards closure of an a-uniform family on N.

(b) (pn) C C(K) is a normalized weakly-null 1-basic sequence, and

(¢) The Summing basis of ¢ is 2+ e-finitely representable in every subsequence of (py,); hence no
subsequence of (pp) is unconditional, but

(d) (pr) is B-unconditionally saturated for every B < a.
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PROOF. Fix £ > 0, and let ¢, = £/2"3. Suppose that a = w”. There are two cases to consider.
Suppose first that v = 5+ 1. We apply Lemma [E17 (a) to the indecomposable ordinal w? and
(en) to produce the corresponding sequences of barriers (C,,) and point-finite Lipschitz mean-
assignments v, : C, — coo (n € N) satisfying the conclusions (a.1) and (a.2) of the Lemma.
If v is limit, then we use the part (b) of that lemma to produce a double sequence (B}') and
mean-assignments v, ; : CI* — coo satisfying (b.1) and (b.2). In order to unify the two cases we
set for n, i,

B =

C; if 7y is successor ordinal
C' if v is limit ordinal

and

v;  if  is successor ordinal
Hn,i = . ... .
U, if 7 is limit ordinal.

Let o : FINI<®l — N be 1-1 mapping such that o((so,...,s,)) > maxs, for every block
sequence (so,...,s,) of finite sets. For each n define

Cn={soU---Usp_1 : (s;)is block and s; € Bg(( ) for every 0 <i <mn },

{n},50,--51-1
So, by Proposition EI9, if @ = w”*!, then C, is a w®(n — 1) + ¢-uniform family on N, where ¢
is such that Bg(( (ny)) I8 C-uniform; while if v = w? with ~ limit, then it is apn(n — 1) 4+ ¢ where
(¢ is such that Bg(( () is (-uniform. Now let

C={s€FIN : s € Crins}- (71)

It turns out that C is an a-uniform family on N. Observe that every s € C has a unique
decomposition s = {n} Us(0) U---Us(n — 1) with n = mins and s(i) € By(s[;)), and where
sli) = ({n},s0,...,8i-1) (0<i<n-—1). Define & :C — ¢y for s = {n}Us(0)U---Us(n—1) €C
by

n—1

O(s) = en+ Y (thno(sp))(5(0))2, (72)

1=0

=

. . . . . . . . . = =C
It is not difficult to see that ® is point-finite and Lipschitz. So, since C is a front, C = C~, hence
® extends naturally to a continuous ® : C — cgg. Let K C cop be the set of those ¢ of the form

K ={®(s) [ (INt) : se B, Iis an interval and ¢ C s(i) for some ¢ < min s}

It is not difficult to see, using that ®”C is weakly-compact, that K C cgg is point-finite, weakly
compact, closed under restrictions on intervals. Since ® is point-finite we obtain that the Cantor-
Bedixson rank of K is o + 1.

For every s € B and every 7 < s, set

§(S7i) = (Nmins,a(s[i])(S(i)))l/z‘

Notice that £(s,i) | t € K for every t.

Claim. For every s,t € C and every i < mins and j < mins, we have that

. s €max{min s,min ¢} th[]] 7& S[Z]
(60,1, €05, < { ; g
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Proof of Claim: Set n = mins, m = mint, and assume that ¢[j] # s[i]. Suppose first that
o = WPt Then, by definition of the mean assignments, (£(¢,7),£&(s,1)) < Emax{o(t]j]),o(s[i])}s
but o(ug,...,ur) > maxug for every block sequence (u;), which derives into the desired in-
equality. Assume now that o = w?, v limit ordinal. If mins = mint, then (£(¢,7),£(s,1)) <
Emin s+max{o(t[j]),o(s]i])} < Emins. While if mint # min s, say min¢ < min s, then (£(¢,7),£(s,1)) <
€min s+o(si]) < Emins-

If o(s[i]) = o(t[j]) = I, then mins = mint = n, and

(€(5,0),€(8,9) < N pna (D) Neall (g (BG) 2l < 1, (73)

since both are means. O
It is clear that (py,) is a normalized bimonotone basic sequence.
Claim. The summing basis (Sy,) of ¢ is finitely block represented in any subsequence of (py).

Proof of Claim: Fix an infinite set M of integers, and [ € N. Let s € B | M/l, s = {n} Us(0) U
-+ Us(n — 1) its canonical decomposition, and set

U
zi= Y (o) ($(0) (1) 2p; (74)
Jes(i)
Observe that z;(£(s,1)) = (£(s,4),£&(s,4)) = 1, so from the previous claim we obtain that ||z;|| =

1. Now consider scalars (a;)i<n—1 with || Y., 1 @iSi]lcc = 1. Observe that this implies that
max;<p—1 |a;| < 2. We want to show that

I > @Sl <l Y. awillegy <A+ Y. aiSilloo- (75)
0<i<n—1 0<i<n—1 0<i<n—1

To get the left hand inequality, suppose that || Y o<;<,, 1 @iSillc = |>_;crail, where I is some
initial interval of integers less than n. Let £ =), ;&(s,i) € K, and observe that

(> am)©) =1 ail. (76)
i<n—1 el

Next, consider a typical element £ = ®(¢) | (INu) € K, wheret € C, j <mins, v C ¢(j) and [ is
an interval of integers. Suppose first that mins = mint. Let ip = max{i <n —1 : s(i) = t(i)}.
Then by the previous claim we obtain

(D aw)©I <] Y al+ Y 205D <20 Y aiSifleo + 20, <

i<n—1 i<io,s(i)NI£D i0<ij<n—1 i<n—1
<@2+9) Y aiSille. (77)
i<n—1

Suppose now that n = mins # mint, say mint < mins. Let ig < n, if possible, be such that
mint € s(ip). Then,

() aiw)(©)] < lailllECs,io)lloo +2 Y D (€(t5),E(s,4)) < 260 + 20%e, <. (T8)

i<n—1 10<i<n 0<j<mint

O
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Finally, we are going to show that (p,) is S-unconditionally saturated for every f < a. We
consider two cases:
CASE 1. a = Pt Let D = {sCN: ,scB% } Thisisan a-uniform family on N. The

min s
next result implies that (p,,) is S-unconditionally saturated for every f < a.

Claim. The sequence (p,) C C(K) is D-unconditional with constant at most 1+ ¢.

Proof of Claim: Fix t € D, and let (a;)ien be scalars such that || >,y apillox) = 1. Fix a
typical element & = ®(s) | (I Nw). Suppose first that mins € ¢. Then since o(s[i]) > mins >
mint and .t € BY, , we obtain that

(2 460 < lamins| +¢ < (1) Y apilloq)- (79)

jet i

Now suppose that min s ¢ ¢, but sNt # 0 (otherwise [ >, a;€(j)| = 0). Let ip = min{é < mins :
s(i) Nt # 0}. Then for every ig < i < mins we have that o(s[i]) > maxs;, > mint, so

1> ai&(s, 1) ()] < ool (80)

jet
hence
(Q_a€DI<T Yo ailsio)@I+ D 1D aéls, D)) < A+l Y amillop), (81)
Jjet jE€tNs(io) ip<i<mins j&t 1€N
the last inequality because &(s,ig) [t € K. O

CASE 2. a = w7, v a countable limit ordinal. The desired result follows from the following fact.

Claim. For everyn € N, the sequence (p;) is Bjj -unconditional with constant at most max{n, 1+

e}.

Proof of Claim: Fix n € N and t € Bj. Let (a;)i;en be scalars such that || Y,y aipillcr) = 1.
Fix a typical element £ = ®(s) [ (I Nt). Suppose first that n < min s. Then in a similar manner
that in CASE 1 on can show that

1> () < lamins| +¢ < (L)1 a;Pilloge)- (82)

jet jEN
Suppose that m = min s < n, then
m
1> @) < laminsl + Y1 D aé(s)G) < nll Y apillew), (83)
jet i=1 jes(i)ntnl jeN

the last inequality because £(s,4) [ (tN 1) € K. O
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