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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 ℓ1-theorem

(see [12] and [17]). 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 [14] (see also [17]), when put in a proper

context reveals the connection with the Nash-Williams theory. It says that if a weakly null

sequence (xn) in some space of the form ℓ∞(Γ) is such that each xn takes only the values 0 or

1, then (xn) has an unconditional subsequence. To see the connection, consider the family

F = {{n ∈ N : xn(γ) = 1} : γ ∈ Γ}

and note that F is a pre-compact family of finite subsets of N. As pointed out in [17], Rosenthal

result is equivalent saying that there is an infinite subset M of N such that the trace F [M ] =

{t ∩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 ⊆ M}. A further
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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 ⊆-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 c0. In fact, our more general results deal with partial maps from FIN×c0 into the reals whose

domains project onto weakly pre-compact subsets of c0. Recall, that the equivalence relations

associated to arbitrary maps defined on barriers have been characterized by Pudlak and Rödl

[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 c0 and every

ε > 0 there is an infinite subset M of N such that
∑

i∈M\s |h(s)(i)| < ε 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 (xn) is a

normalized weakly-null sequence of ℓ∞(Γ) with the property that

inf{|xn(γ)| : n ∈ N, γ ∈ Γ} = δ > 0, (1)

then (xn) has an unconditional subsequence. More precisely, (xn) has a subsequence which is

δ/4-equivalent to the basis (ei) 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 [8])). An exposition of this result appeared first in Part II of [3], a result that was proved

independently from recent articles of Arvantakis [5] and Gasparis, Odell and Wahl [11] 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

(xn) and for every ε > 0 there is an infinite subset M of N such that for every (ai)i∈M such that

supi∈M |ai| ≤ 1 and every finite subset s ⊆ M ,

‖
∑

i∈s

aixi‖ ≤
2 + ε

mini∈s |ai|
‖
∑

i∈M

aixi‖. (2)

This should be compared with the well-known near-unconditionality result of Elton [9] (see also

[17]). In the same section we prove our convex-unconditionality result which says that given a

normalized weakly-null sequence (xn) in some Banach space X then for every ε > 0 there is an

infinite subset M of N such that for every sequence of scalars (ai)i∈M such that supi∈M |ai| ≤ 1

and every subset N ⊆ M such that
∑

i∈N |ai| ≤ 1,

‖
∑

i∈N

aixi‖ ≤ (4 + ε)

√

‖
∑

i∈M

aixi‖. (3)
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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 c0-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 c0-saturation of Banach spaces C(K) over countable compacta K is a result originally

due to Pe lczyński and Semadeni[18]. See also [4] and [11] for recent accounts on this result.)

For example, we show that if (xi) ⊆ 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 µ : B → c+00 with property suppµ(s) = s

for every s ∈ B, and such that for every block sequence (sn) of elements of B, the corresponding

sequence (x(sn)) of linear combinations,

x(sn) =
∑

i∈sn

(µ(sn))(i)xi,

is a normalized block sequence C-equivalent to the standard basis of c0.

The second part of Section 5 concerns the following natural measurement of unconditionality

present in a given weakly null sequence (xn) in a general Banach space E. Given a family F

of finite sets, we say that (xn) is F-unconditional with constant at most C ≥ 1 iff for every

sequence of scalars (an),

sup
s∈F

‖
∑

n∈s

anxn‖ ≤ C‖
∑

n∈N

anxn‖.

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 (xn)n∈M is unconditional. Typically, one will not be able to

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 F0 and F1 of barriers on N there is

an infinite set M such that F0[M ] ⊆ F1[M ] or F1[M ] ⊆ F0[M ] and since the two alternatives

depend on the ranks of F0 and F1, one is also naturally led to the following measurement of

unconditionality that refers only to a countable ordinal γ rather than a particular barrier of rank

γ. Thus, we say that a normalized basic sequence (xn) of a Banach space X is γ-unconditionally

saturated with constant at most C ≥ 1 if there is an γ-uniform barrier B on N such that for

every infinite M ⊆ N there is infinite N ⊆ M such that the corresponding subsequence (xn)n∈N
of (xn) 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 γ matter for this

notion. We shall see, extending a result from [14], that every normalized basic sequence has a

subsequence which is ω-unconditionally saturated, and that this cannot be extended further. For

example, we show that for every indecomposable countable ordinal γ > ω there is a compactum

K of Cantor-Bendixson rank γ + 1 and a normalized 1-basic weakly-null sequence (xn) ⊆ C(K)

such that (xn) is β-unconditionally saturated for all β < γ but not γ-unconditionally saturated.

More precisely, the summing basis of c0 is finitely block-representable in every subsequence of

(xn), and so in particular, no subsequence of (xn) 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 (xi) be a sequence in a Banach space E.

(a) (xi) is called weakly-null iff for every x∗ ∈ E∗, the sequence of scalars (x∗(xi))i tends to 0.

(b) (xi) is called a Schauder basis of E iff for every x ∈ E there is a unique sequence of scalars

(ai) such that x =
∑

i aixi. This is equivalent to say that xi 6= 0 for every i, the closed linear

span of (xi) is X, and there is a constant θ ≥ 1 such that for every sequence of scalars (ai), and

every interval I ⊆ N,

‖
∑

i∈I

aixi‖ ≤ θ‖
∑

i∈N

aixi‖. (4)

(c) (xi) is called a basic sequence iff it is a Schauder basis of its closed linear span, i.e., xi 6= 0

for every i, and there is θ ≥ 1 such that for every sequence of scalars (ai), and every interval

I ⊆ N, ‖
∑

i∈I aixi‖ ≤ θ‖
∑

aixi‖. The infimum of those constants θ is called the basic constant

of (xi).

(d) (xi) is called θ-unconditional (θ ≥ 1) iff for every sequence of scalars (ai), and every subset

A ⊆ N,

‖
∑

i∈A

aixi‖ ≤ θ‖
∑

i∈N

aixi‖. (5)

(xi) is called unconditional if it is θ-unconditional for some θ ≥ 1.

Given two basic sequences (xi)i∈M and (yi)i∈N of some Banach spaces E and F , indexed

by the infinite sets M,N ⊆ N, we say that (xi)i∈M ⊆ E and (yi)i∈N ⊆ F are θ-equivalent,

denoted by (xi)i∈M ∼θ (yi)i∈N , if the order preserving bijection Φ between the two index-sets

M and N lifts naturally to an isomorphism between the corresponding closed linear spans of

these sequences sending xi to yΦ(i).

The sequence of evaluation functionals of c0 is the biorthogonal sequence (pi) of the natural

basis (ei) of c0, i.e. if x =
∑

i aiei ∈ c0, then pi(x) = ai. Note that weakly compact subsets

K of c0 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 c0 is weakly pre-compact if its closure

relative to the weak topology of c0 is weakly compact. It is clear that for every weakly-compact

subset K ⊆ c0 the restrictions of evaluation mappings (pi) to K is weakly-null in C(K). The

sequence of restrictions will also be denoted by (pi). Observe that (pi) as a sequence in the

Banach space C(K) is a monotone basic sequence iff K is closed under restriction to initial

intervals.

Let BE∗ denote the unit ball of the dual space E∗ of E. Given a normalized weakly-null

sequence (xi) of a Banach space E, the set K((xi)) = {(x∗(xi)) : x∗ ∈ BE∗} is clearly a

symmetric, 1-bounded and weakly-compact subset of c0. Moreover, (xi) is 1-equivalent to the

evaluation mapping sequence (pi) ⊆ C(K((xi))).

A classical result states that if (xi) is a weakly-null sequence such that lim inf ‖xi‖ > 0,

then for every ε > 0 there is a subsequence (xi)i∈A of (xi) which is a basic sequence with

basic constant ≤ 1 + ε (see [12]). In other words, for every ε > 0 there is some subsequence
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(xi)i∈M which is 1 + ε-equivalent to a monotone basic weakly-null sequence. Observe also

that if (xi) is a seminormalized monotone basic sequence, then for every interval I, and every

sequence of scalars (ai), ‖
∑

i∈I aixi‖ ≤ 2‖
∑

i aixi‖. So, if in addition (xi) is normalized, then

‖
∑

i aixi‖ ≥ (1/2)‖(ai)‖∞.

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 c0 with the same identification of finite sets and corresponding characteristic

functions. Thus, we say that a family F ⊆ FIN is compact if it is a compact space under the

induced topology. We say that F ⊆ FIN is pre-compact if its topological closure F
top

taken in

the Cantor cube N2 consists only of finite subsets of N. Given X,Y ⊆ N we write

(1) X < Y iff maxX < minY .

(2) X ⊑ Y iff X ⊆ Y and X < Y \X.

A sequence (si) of finite sets of integers is called a block sequence iff si < sj for every i < j,

and it is called a ∆-sequence iff there is some finite set s such that s ⊑ si (i ∈ N) and (si \s) is a

block sequence. The set s is called the root of (si). Note that si →i s iff for every subsequence of

(si) has 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

F
⊆

= {s ⊆ t : t ∈ F}

with respect to the inclusion relation and also included in its downwards closure

F
⊑

= {s ⊑ t : t ∈ F}

with respect to the relation ⊑ . We say that a family F ⊆ FIN is ⊆-hereditary if F = F
⊆

and

⊑-hereditary if F = F
⊑
. The ⊆-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

F ↾ X ={s ∈ F : s ⊆ X},

F [X] ={s ∩X : s ∈ F}.

Note the following simple facts regarding these notions.

Proposition 3.1. Let F ⊆ FIN.

(a) F is pre-compact iff F
⊑

is pre-compact iff F is pre-compact.

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

pre-compact.

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

(d) F
⊆

[M ] = F [M ]
⊆
.

Proof. (d): Let s ⊆ t ∈ F . Then s ∩M ⊆ t ∩M , and so s ∩M ∈ F [M ]
⊆

. If s ⊆ t ∩M , with

t ∈ F , then s ∈ F
⊆

, and s ⊆ M , hence s ∈ F
⊆

[M ]. �
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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

F{n} = {s ∈ FIN : n < s, {n} ∪ s ∈ F}

is smaller or equal from that of F . For example, one may consider the Cantor-Bendixson index

r(F), the minimal ordinal α for which the iterated Cantor-Bendixson derivative ∂α(F) is equal to

∅, then clearly r(F{n}) ≤ r(F) for all n ∈ N. Recall that ∂F is the set of all proper accumulation

points of F and that ∂α(F) =
⋂

ξ<α ∂(∂ξ(F)). The rank is well defined since F is countable

and therefore a scattered compactum so the sequence ∂ξ(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 Y < 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. ([13]) Let F ⊆ FIN.

(1) F is called thin if s 6⊑ t for every pair s, t of distinct members of F .

(2) F is called Sperner if s * t for every pair s 6= t ∈ F .

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

F = F0 ∪ · · · ∪ Fk (6)

there is an infinite set M ⊆ N such that at most one of the restrictions Fi ↾ M is non-empty.

(4) F is called a front on M if F ⊆ P(M), it is thin, and for every infinite N ⊆ M there is some

s ∈ F such that s ⊑ N .

(5) F is called a barrier on M if F ⊆ P(M), it is Sperner, and for every infinite N ⊆ M there

is some s ∈ F such that s ⊑ N .

Clearly, every barrier is a front but not vice-versa. For example, the family N[k] of all k-

element subsets of N is a barrier. The basic result of Nash-williams [13] 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[k] 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 = F0 ∪ F1, where F0 is the family of all ⊆-minimal elements of F . Since F is Ramsey there

is an infinite N ⊆ M such that one of the restrictions Fi ↾ M is empty. Note that F1 ↾ N must

be empty. Since F0 ↾ N 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 Rödl.

Definition 3.3. ([19]) For a given countable ordinal α, the family F is called α-uniform on M

provided that:
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(a) α = 0 implies F = {∅},

(b) α = β + 1 implies that F{n} is β-uniform on M/n,

(c) α > 0 limit implies that there is an increasing sequence {αn}n∈M of ordinals converging to

α such that F{n} is αn-uniform on M/n for all n ∈ M .

F is called uniform on M if it is α-uniform on M for some countable ordinal α.

Remark 3.4. (a) If F is α-uniform (front, barrier) on M and Θ : M → N is the unique order-

preserving onto mapping between M and N , then Θ”F = {Θ”s : s ∈ F} is α-uniform (front,

barrier) on M .

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

.

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

(d) If F is α-uniform on M then F ↾ N is α-uniform on N for every N ⊆ M .

(e) If F is α-uniform on M , then ∂α(F) = {∅}, hence r(F) = α+ 1. (Hint: use that ∂β(F{n}) =

(∂β(F)){n} for every β and every compact family F).

(f) An important example of a ω-uniform barrier on N is the family S = {s : |s| = min(s) + 1}.

We call S 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 ω-uniform families on N.

For example {s : |s| = 2 min(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 ⊆ N such that F ↾ M is Sperner.

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

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

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

(f) There is an infinite M ⊆ N such that F ↾ M is thin.

(g) There is an infinite M ⊆ N such that for every infinite N ⊆ M the restriction F ↾ N cannot

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

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 ⊆ FIN.

(a) If F is a barrier on M then F
⊆

= F
⊑

= F , and hence F
⊆

is a compact family.

(b) If F is a barrier on M then for every N ⊆ M , F ↾ N
⊆

= F
⊆
↾ N .

(c) Suppose that F is a barrier on M . Then for every N ⊆ M such that M \N is infinite we

have that F [N ] = F ↾ N
⊆
, and in particular F [N ] is downwards closed.

(d) A family F ⊆ M [<∞] is the topological closure of a barrier on M iff F⊑−max = F⊆−max is

a barrier on M .

Proof. (a): It is clear that F
⊆

⊇ F
⊑

⊇ F . Let us show that F
⊆

⊆ F : Let s  t ∈ F , and

fix an infinite subset N of M/s. Since F is a barrier on M there is u ∈ F ↾ N . Then either



PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 8

u ⊑ s or s ⊑ u. The first case is impossible since it implies that u  t and both are elements

of F which is Sperner. So, the second alternative s ⊑ u holds. It is clear that now we can find

∆-sequence (uk) of elements of F with root s.

(b): It is clear that F ↾ N
⊆
⊆ F

⊆
↾ N . Now suppose that s ∈ F

⊆
↾ N . Let t ∈ F be such

that s ⊆ t. Find u ∈ F ↾ N such that u ⊑ s ∪ (N/s). If u ⊑ s ⊆ t, then u = s = t, and hence

s ∈ F ↾ N . Otherwise s ⊑ 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 ⊑ t ∈ B ↾ N , and consider the infinite subset

s∪ (M \N)/t of M . Since B is a barrier on M there is some u ∈ B such that u ⊑ s∪ (M \N)/t.

Then s ⊑ u (use that otherwise u  s ⊆ t and u, t ∈ B), u \ s ⊆ (M \N)/t and hence

u ∩M = s, (7)

as desired. Now suppose that s ∈ B, and let t = s ∩N . Consider the infinite subset t ∪N/s of

N . By similar reasons as above, there must be u ∈ B ↾ N such that t ⊑ 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 ⊆ M

such that either B ↾ N ⊆ C ↾ N or else C ↾ N ⊆ B ↾ N

Proof. Let B0 = {s ∈ B : s ∈ C}, B1 = B \ B0, and in the same way C0 = {s ∈ C : s ∈ B},

C1 = C \ C0. By the Ramsey property of the uniform families, there is N ⊆ M and i, j ∈ {0, 1}

such that B ↾ N = Bi ↾ N and C ↾ N = Cj ↾ N . Let s ∈ B ↾ N . Consider the infinite subset

P = s ∪ (N/s) ⊆ N , and let t ∈ C ↾ N be such that t ⊑ P . If s ⊑ t, then i = 1 and hence

B ↾ N ⊆ C ↾ N . Otherwise, t ⊑ s and so j = 1 and C ↾ N ⊆ B ↾ N . �

Corollary 3.8. Suppose that B and C are respectively α and β-uniform some M , and suppose

that α < β. Then there is N ⊆ M such that B ↾ N ⊆ C.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.7 and Remark 3.4 (a) and (d). �

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 (Mi) of infinite subsets of N is called a fusion sequence of

subsets of M ⊆ N if for all i:

(a) Mi+1 ⊆ Mi ⊆ M ,

(b) minMi < minMi+1.

The infinite set M∞ = {mi = minMi} is called the fusion of the sequence (Mi).

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) ⊑ s. Then there is an infinite subset N ⊆ M such that for every

s, t ∈ B ↾ N , if h(s) ⊑ t then h(t) = h(s).
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Proof. By the Ramsey property of B we can find a fusion sequence (Mk) of subsets of M

such that, setting mk = minMk, then for every k ∈ N, every s ∈ {m0, . . . ,mk−1} and every

t ∈ B ↾ Mk, if h(t) = s then for every u ∈ B ↾ Mk h(u) = s. It is clear that {mi} 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) ⊑ s. Then there is an infinite subset N ⊆ M such that

(a) for every P ⊆ N , (h”(B ↾ N)) ↾ P = h”(B ↾ P ).

(b) h”(B ↾ N) is a uniform barrier on N .

(c) For every s ∈ B ↾ N and every t ∈ h”(B ↾ N), if t ⊑ s then h(s) = t.

Proof. Let N0 ⊆ M given by the previous Lemma 3.10. We claim that N0 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 ↾ N0)) ↾ P , let s ∈ B ↾ N0 be such that h(s) = t. Then consider

the infinite set t ∪ (P/s) ⊆ P . Find some u ∈ B ↾ P such that u ⊑ t ∪ (P/s) ⊆ P . Since B is

thin we obtain that h(s) = t ⊑ u, so h(u) = t, as desired.

(b): Observe that from the conclusion of Lemma 3.10 it readily follows that h”(B ↾ N) is a

front on N . So, by Proposition 3.5 and (a), there is some N ⊆ N0 such that (h”(B ↾ N0)) ↾ N =

h”(B ↾ N) is a uniform barrier on N . �

Definition 3.12. Given F ⊆ FIN, let

F⊑−max ={s ∈ F : (∀t ∈ F)(s ⊑ t → s = t)}

F⊆−max ={s ∈ F : (∀t ∈ F)(s ⊆ t → s = t)}.

Lemma 3.13. Suppose that F ⊆ 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)⊑−max =

(F ↾ M)⊆−max is a uniform barrier on M .

Proof. Let B be an arbitrary α-uniform barrier on N, where α + 1 = r(F). Consider the

coloring c : B → {0, 1} defined for s ∈ B by c(s) = 0 iff there is some t ∈ F such that s ⊆ t.

By the Ramsey property of B there is some infinite set M such that c is constant on B ↾ M

with value i0 ∈ {0, 1}. We claim that i0 = 1. Otherwise, since F is hereditary, we have that

B ↾ M ⊆ F . But then r(F) ≥ r(B ↾ M) = α + 1 > r(F), a contradiction. Now observe that

i0 = 1 implies that every t ∈ F ↾ M is an initial part of some s ∈ B ↾ M : Given t ∈ F ↾ M

consider the infinite subset N = t ∪ (M/t) of M ; since B ↾ M is a barrier on M there is some

s ∈ B ↾ N . Hence t ⊑ s, since otherwise s ⊑ t, contradicting the fact that i0 = 1. Now define

h : B ↾ B ↾ M → F by h(s) = t ∈ F iff t is the maximal initial part of s in F . By Corollary

3.11 there is some N ⊆ M such that h”(B ↾ N) is a uniform barrier on N . Observe that indeed

h”(B ↾ N) = F ↾ N , so we are done. �

We extend the previous result to an arbitrary pre-compact family F of finite subsets of N.

Theorem 3.14. Suppose that F ⊆ 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 ])⊑−max = (F [M ])⊆−max

is a uniform barrier on M .
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Proof. By Lemma 3.13 applied to the compact hereditary family G = F
⊆

there is some M

such that

(G ↾ M)⊆−max = (G[M ])⊆−max = ((F
⊆

)[M ])⊆−max = (F [M ])⊆−max (8)

is a uniform barrier B on M . Let N ⊆ M be such that M \N is infinite. So, by Proposition 3.6

(b) and (c),

B[N ] =(F [M ]⊆−max)[N ] ⊆ F [N ] ⊆ G[N ] = G ↾ N ⊆ (G[M ]⊆−max
⊆

) ↾ N =

=B
⊆
↾ N = B ↾ N

⊆
= B[N ], (9)

as required.

�

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[17], this result is just another formulation of

Rosenthal’s result that every weakly-null sequence of characteristic functions of subsets of some

index-set Γ 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 α-uniform barrier, where r(F) = α + 1.

The following corollary generalizes the corresponding well-known result for compact hereditary

families presented in [10].

Corollary 3.16. Suppose that F0 and F1 are two pre-compact families. Then there is an infinite

set M such that either F0[M ] ⊆ F1[M ] or F1[M ] ⊆ F0[M ].

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

of a uniform barrier Bi on M . Apply now Lemma 3.7.

�

3.2. More on mappings on barriers. We begin by an extension of a result from [19].

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 ⊆ M such that f(s)∩N ⊆ 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) ∩ s = ∅. We are going to show that there is some

N ⊆ M such that h(s) ∩ N = ∅ for every s ∈ B ↾ N , that gives the desired conclusion for

f . The proof is by induction on the rank of B. For every m ∈ M , let hm : B{m} → FIN

be naturally defined by hm(s) = h({m} ∪ s) (s ∈ B{m}). It is clear that hm : B{m} → FIN

fulfills (a) and (b) above, so, by inductive hypothesis, we can find a fusion sequence (Mk)k∈N,

Mk = M , and such that, setting mk = minMk (k ∈ N), we have that for every k ∈ N and

every s ∈ B{mk} ↾ Mk+1, hmk
(sk) ∩ Mk+1 = ∅. Let M∞ = {mk}. It is easy to check that for

s ∈ B ↾ M∞, h(s) ∩ M∞ ⊆ {m0, . . . mk−1}, where k is such that mk = min s. For m ∈ M∞,

define gm : B{m} ↾ M∞ → P(M ∩ {0, . . . ,m − 1}) by gm(s) = hm(s) ∩M∞. Since the image of
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gm has only finitely many possibilities, we can find another fusion sequence (Nk), N0 = M∞,

such that, setting nk = minNk, for every k the mapping gnk
is constant on B{nk} ↾ Nk+1 with

value snk
< nk. Let N∞ = {nk}. Notice that, by the properties of this last fusion sequence,

for every s ∈ B ↾ N∞ we obtain that h(s) ∩N∞ ⊆ h(s) ∩M∞ = smin s. Since the range of h is

a pre-compact family, there is some infinite set I ⊆ N∞ such that (si)i∈I is a ∆-sequence with

root r. Take a thinner N ⊆ I such that N ∩
⋃

n∈N sn = ∅. Then for every s ∈ B ↾ N we have

that h(s) ∩N ⊆ smin s ∩N = ∅, as desired. �

We generalize the previous result.

Lemma 3.18. Suppose that {Bk}k∈N is a collection of uniform barriers on M , and suppose that

for every k ∈ N we have hk : Bk → FIN with pre-compact range. Then there is some infinite

subset N = {ni} of M such that hk(s) ∩ N ⊆ {n0, . . . , nk−1} ∪ s for every k ∈ N and every

s ∈ Bk.

Proof. Again, we may assume that hk, replacing it by s 7→ hk(s)\s if needed, has the property

that for every k and every s ∈ Bk, h(s)∩s = ∅. Using previous Lemma 3.17 we can find a fusion

sequence (Mk) of M such that, setting mk = minMk (k ∈ N), we have that for every k and every

s ∈ Bk ↾ ({m0, . . . ,mk} ∪Mk+1), hk(s) ∩Mk+1 = ∅. It is clear that the fusion set N = {mk}

fulfills the desired requirements. Let us explain how to find this fusion sequence. Suppose we

have found Mk ⊆ Mk−1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ M0. For every s ⊆ {m0, . . . ,mk}, let hk,s : (Bk)s → FIN be

naturally defined for t ∈ (Bk)s by hk,s(t) = hk(s∪ t). Using repeatedly Lemma 3.17 to each hk,s
we can find Mk+1 ⊆ Mk with the property that for every s ∈ Bk ↾ ({m0, . . . ,mk} ∪Mk+1), the

intersection hk(s) ∩Mk+1 = ∅, as desired. �

The previous results have consequences on mappings with domain a barrier and with range

c0. We introduce the following natural extension to c0 of pre-compacity.

Definition 3.19. We say that K ⊆ c0 is weakly-pre-compact if its weak-closure K
w

is a weakly

compact subset of c0. This is equivalent to say that every sequence (ξn) ⊆ K has a weak

convergent subsequence in c0.

Given ξ ∈ c0, and ε > 0 we write supp εξ = {i ∈ supp ξ : |ξ(i)| ≥ ε}.

Proposition 3.20. If K ⊆ c0 is weakly-compact, then supp ε”K ⊆ FIN is pre-compact for

every ε > 0. �

Proof. Otherwise there is some sequence (ξi) ⊆ K such that supp εξi → M , M infinite. Then

fix an accumulation point ξ ∈ K of the sequence (ξi). It follows that |ξ(i)| ≥ ε for every i ∈ M ,

a contradiction with the fact that ξ ∈ c0. �

Corollary 3.21. Let B be a uniform barrier on M and h : B → c0 be such that h”B is weakly-

pre-compact. Then for every ε > 0 there is an infinite set N ⊆ M such that
∑

i∈N\s |h(s)(i)| < ε

for every s ∈ B ↾ N .

Proof. Fix a summing sequence
∑

i εi < ε. For k ∈ N define hk : B → FIN for s ∈ B

by hk(s) = supp εk
h(s) \ s. Since K ⊆ c0 is weakly-compact, hk fulfills the conditions for

Lemma 3.18 to be applied. So, there is some N = {nk} ⊆ M such that for every k and every
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s ∈ B ↾ M hk(s) ∩N ⊆ {n0, . . . , nk−1}. In particular, fix s ∈ B ↾ M and let I ⊆ N be such that

N \ s = {ni}i∈I . Then for every i ∈ I, ni /∈ supp εih(s), so
∑

i∈I |h(s)(i)| ≤
∑

i∈I εi < ε. �

Definition 3.22. For F ⊆ FIN, let

F⊑−min ={s ∈ F : ∀t ⊑ s(t ∈ F → t = s)}

F⊑−max ={s ∈ F : ∀t ⊒ s(t ∈ F → t = s)}.

Remark 3.23. (a) F⊑−max and F⊑−min are thin families.

(b) For every infinite M and every s ∈ F ↾ M there is some t ∈ F⊑−min ↾ M such that t ⊑ s.

In particular, F ↾ M = ∅ iff F⊑−min ↾ M = ∅.

(c) Suppose that F is pre-compact. Then for every infinite M and every s ∈ F ↾ M there is

some t ∈ F⊑−max ↾ M such that s ⊑ t. In particular, F ↾ M = ∅ iff F⊑−max ↾ M = ∅.

Given X ⊆ FIN× c0 and M ⊆ N, let us denote X ↾ M = {(s, ξ) ∈ K : s ⊆ M}.

Theorem 3.24. Suppose that X is a subset of FIN×c0 whose second projection (X)2 is a weakly

pre-compact and bounded subset of c0. Let Φ : X → R is an arbitrary mapping. Then for every

ε > 0, there is some M such that for every (s, ξ) ∈ X ↾ M there is some (t, η) ∈ X ↾ M such

that t ⊑ s and

(a) |Φ(s, ξ) − Φ(t, η)| < ε,

(b)
∑

i∈M\t |η(i)| < εmax{1, |Φ(s, ξ)|}.

Proof. Fix 0 < ε < 1. Suppose first that Φ is bounded, i.e. there is some bounded interval

I ⊆ R such that Φ”X ⊆ I. Let I0∪· · ·∪Ik be a partition of I into disjoint sets of diameter at most

ε. Let Fi = {s ∈ FIN : ∃ξ ∈ (X)2 such that Φ(s, ξ) ∈ Ii}, and let Bi = Fi
⊑−min (0 ≤ i ≤ k).

By a successive application of Proposition 3.5 we obtain some infinite set M0 such that either

Bi ↾ M0 = ∅ or else Bi ↾ M0 is a uniform barrier on M0 (0 ≤ i ≤ k). Let Γ ⊆ {0, . . . , k} be

the set of those i such that Bi ↾ M0 is a uniform barrier on M0. For s ∈
⋃

i∈Γ Bi ↾ M0 let

ξs ∈ (X)2 witnessing that s ∈ Fi. Then, by Corollary 3.21, there is some M ⊆ M0 such that for

every s ∈
⋃

i∈Γ Bi ↾ M we have that
∑

i∈M\s |ξs(i)| < εmax{1, sup I}. We claim that M has the

desired properties. So, for suppose that (s, ξ) ∈ X ↾ M . Let i be such that s ∈ Fi ↾ M . Note

that in this case Bi ↾ M0 6= ∅, so i ∈ Γ. Consider the infinite set P = s∪ (M/s). Since Bi ↾ M is

a barrier on M there is some t ∈ Bi ↾ M such that t ⊑ P . So, either t ⊑ s or else s ⊑ t. By the

definition of Bi, there is some u ∈ Bi ↾ M such that u ⊆ s. Since Bi is thin, we conclude that

t ⊑ s (otherwise u ⊏ t). Now it is clear that (t, ξt) is the desired pair.

Suppose now that Φ : X → R is an arbitrary mapping. Let L = max{‖ξ‖∞ : ξ ∈ K}. Clearly

we may assume that ε < L. For each k ∈ N, let

Xk = {(s, ξ) ∈ X : 2kε−1L ≤ |Φ(s, ξ)| < 2(k + 1)ε−1L}.

Define Φk = Φ ↾ Xk. For a finite set u and k ∈ N, let

Xk,u = {(s, ξ) ∈ Xk : u < s and (u ∪ s, ξ) ∈ Xk},

and define Φk,u : Xk,u → R for (s, ξ) ∈ Xk,u by Φk,u(s, ξ) = Φk(u ∪ s, ξ). Using that Φk,u is

bounded, we can find a fusion sequence (Mk) of M such that, setting mk = minMk, for every



PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 13

k ∈ N every u ⊆ {m0, . . . ,mk−1} and every (s, ξ) ∈ Xk,u ↾ Mk there is some (t, η) ∈ Xk,u ↾ Mk

such that t ⊑ s,

(ak,u) |Φk(u ∪ s, ξ) − Φk(u ∪ t, η)| < ε, and

(bk,u)
∑

i∈Mk\t
|η(i)| < (ε/2) max{1,Φk(u ∪ s, ξ)}.

Let us check that N = {mk} has the desired properties. For suppose that (s, ξ) ∈ X ↾ M .

Let k be such that 2kε−1L ≤ |Φ(s, ξ)| < 2(k + 1)ε−1L, set u = s ∩ {m0, . . . ,mk−1}, and

s = s \ u ⊆ Mk. Then there is some (t, η) ∈ Xk,u ↾ Mk such that t ⊑ s and (ak,u) and

(bk,u) holds. This implies that u ∪ t ⊑ s, |Φ(s, ξ) − Φ(u ∪ t, η)| < ε, and
∑

i∈Mk\(u∪t)
|η(i)| ≤

∑

i∈Mk\t
|η(i)| < (ε/2) max{1,Φ(s, ξ)}. If k = 0 then we are done. Suppose that k ≥ 1. Observe

that in this case |Φ(s, ξ)| ≥ 2kLε−1 ≥ 1, so
∑

i∈N\(u∪t)

|η(i)| < ε +
∑

i≤k−1

|η(mi)| ≤
ε

2
|Φ(s, ξ)| + kL ≤ ε|Φ(s, ξ)| = εmax{1, |Φ(s, ξ)|}. (10)

�

The following is a dual version of the previous result.

Theorem 3.25. Suppose that X ⊆ F × c0 and Φ : X → R is a bounded function such that

|Φ|−1(δ,∞) = {(s, ξ) ∈ X : |Φ(s, ξ) > δ} is pre-compact for every δ > 0. Then for every ε > 0,

there is some M such that for every N ⊆ M and every (s, ξ) ∈ X ↾ N there is some (t, η) ∈ X ↾ N

such that s ⊑ t and

(a) |Φ(s, ξ) − Φ(t, η)| < ε,

(b)
∑

i∈M\t |η(i)| < ε|Φ(s, ξ)|−1.

Proof. Fix ε > 0. Suppose first that Φ is strictly positive, i.e. there is some 0 < δ < C ∈ R such

that |Φ|”X ⊆ (δ, C). Let F = (X)1. By Theorem 3.14 we obtain some infinite set M0 such that

(F [M0])⊑−max is a uniform barrier B on M . Let I0 ∪ · · · ∪ Ik be a partition of (−C,−δ) ∪ (δ, C)

into disjoint sets of diameter at most ε. Consider the following coloring c : B → {0, 1}{0,...,k},

defined by c(s)(i) = 0 iff there is some t ⊑ s and some ξ such that (t, ξ) ∈ X and Φ(t, ξ) ∈ Ii.

By the Ramsey property of B there is some M1 ⊆ M0 such that c is constant in B ↾ M1 with

value (ai)
k
i=0. Let Γ = {0 ≤ i ≤ k : ai = 0}. For every i ∈ Γ, let hi : B ↾ M1 → FIN be

defined for s ∈ B ↾ M1 by hi(s) = t ∈ F ↾ M1 iff t is the maximal initial part of s with the

property that for some ξ, (t, ξ) ∈ X and Φ(t, ξ) ∈ Ii. By a successive application of Corollary

3.11 there is some M2 ⊆ M1 such that for every i ∈ Γ, hi”(B ↾ M2) is a uniform barrier Bi

on M2 and if t ∈ Bi and s ∈ B ↾ M2 are such that t ⊑ s, then hi(s) = t. For 0 ≤ i ≤ k set

Fi = {s ∈ FIN : there is some ξ such that (s, ξ) ∈ X and Φ(s, ξ) ∈ Ii}.

Claim. If i /∈ Γ then Fi ↾ M2 = ∅. For every N ⊆ M2 and every i ∈ Γ, Fi ↾ N = Bi ↾ N , in

particular hereditary.

Proof of Claim: Suppose that i ∈ Γ, N ⊆ M2 and suppose that s ∈ Fi ↾ N . Let t ∈ B ↾ N be

such that s ⊑ t. Then s ⊑ hi(t) by maximality of hi(t), so s ∈ Bi ↾ N . �

Now for t ∈
⋃

i∈Γ Bi let ξt ∈ c0 be such that (t, ξt) ∈ X and Φ(t, ξt) ∈ Ii. Then, by Corollary

3.21, there is some M ⊆ M2 such that for every t ∈
⋃

i∈Γ Bi ↾ M we have that
∑

i∈M\t |ξt| <

εC−1. We claim that M has the desired properties. So, fix N ⊆ M , and (s, ξ) ∈ X ↾ N . Let i
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be such that Φ(s, ξ) ∈ Ii, and, by the previous claim, let t ∈ Bi ↾ N be such that s ⊑ t. Then it

is clear that (t, ξt) ∈ X ↾ M is the desired pair.

To show the general case, proceed as in the corresponding part of the proof of Theorem 3.24

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 (en) denote the unit vector basis of c00. We define a norm ‖ · ‖F
on c00 by the rule

∥

∥

∑

n

anen
∥

∥

F
= sup

{

∑

n∈s

|an| : s ∈ F
}

, for all (an) ∈ c00. (11)

The completion of (c00, ‖ · ‖F ) is a Banach space which we denote by SF and call the F-Schreier

space because Schreier was the first to consider SF when F is equal to the Schreier family

described above in Remark 3.4. Note that (ei) as a normalized, 1-unconditional, shrinking,

monotone Schauder basis (see [12] and [1]).

Remark 4.2. Suppose that B is a front on N, α > 0. Then for every x =
∑

n anen ∈ SB we

have that

‖x‖B = sup{
∑

n∈s

|an| : s ∈ B} : (12)

For a given t ∈ B. Let M be an infinite set of integers such that t < M . Then let s ∈ B be such

that s ⊑ t ∪M . It is clear that t ⊑ s, so,
∑

n∈s

|an| =
∑

n∈t

|an| +
∑

n∈s\t

|an| ≥
∑

n∈t

|an|. (13)

In other words, given an α-uniform barrier B on N, α > 0, the corresponding rule (11) 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 ⊆ c0 is weakly-compact and bounded such that (pn) ⊆ C(K) is

normalized and with the additional property that

inf{|ξ(i)| : i ∈ N, ξ ∈ K} = δ > 0. (14)

Then there is some M and a uniform barrier C on N such that (pi)i∈M is δ/4-equivalent to the

natural basis (ei) of the Schreier space SC. In particular, (pi)i∈M is unconditional.

Proof. By (14) the family supp ”K ⊆ FIN is pre-compact. Let M0 be such that (supp ”K)[M0]

is the closure of a uniform barrier B on M0. Define the partial mapping Φ : B ×K → {−1, 1}

by Φ(s, ξ) = σ ∈ {−1, 1} iff ξ has constant sign σ on s. Apply Theorem 3.25 to Φ and to δ/2

to obtain M ⊆ M0 such that for every (s, ξ) ∈ B ↾ M ×K such that ξ has constant sign σ on s

there is some η ∈ K such that

(a) η has constant sign σ on s,
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(b) η ↾ (M \ s) = 0 (this is because
∑

i∈M\s |η(i)| < 2ε ≤ δ).

Let Θ : M → N be the unique order-preserving onto mapping between M and N. Let

C = Θ”B. We are going to show that for every sequence of scalars (ai)i∈M

δ

4
‖
∑

i∈M

aieΘ(i)‖SC
≤ ‖

∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≤ ‖
∑

i∈M

aieΘ(i)‖SC
. (15)

So fix scalars (ai)i∈M . Then for a given ξ ∈ K we obtain that

|(
∑

i∈M

aipi)(ξ)| = |
∑

i∈supp ξ∩M

aiξ(i)| ≤
∑

i∈supp ξ∩M

|ai| ≤ ‖
∑

i∈M

aieΘ(i)‖SC
, (16)

since supp ξ ↾ M ∈ (supp ”K)[M ] = B
⊆

. This shows the right hand inequality of (15). Now fix

s ∈ B, and let ξ ∈ Γ be such that s = supp ξ ↾ M .

For (j, k) ∈ {0, 1}2, let

sj,k = {i ∈ s : (−1)jai, (−1)kξ(i) ≥ 0}. (17)

Note that s = s0,0 ∪ s0,1 ∪ s1,0 ∪ s1,1, and that ξ has constant sign (−1)k on sj,k, so for every

(j, k) ∈ {0, 1}2 there is ηj,k ∈ B ↾ M × K such that ηj,k has constant sign (−1)j on sj,k, and

ηj,k ↾ (M \ sj,k) = 0. Hence for every (j, k) ∈ {0, 1}2 we obtain that

|(
∑

i∈M

aipi)(ηj,k)| =|
∑

i∈sj,k

(−1)j |ai|(−1)k|ηj,k(i)|| =

=
∑

i∈sj,k

|ai||ηj,k(i)| ≥ δ
∑

i∈sj,k

|ai|, (18)

and so

‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≥
δ

4
‖
∑

i∈M

aitΘ(i)‖SC
, (19)

that shows the left hand inequality of (15). �

Corollary 4.4. Suppose that (xn) is a normalized weakly-null sequence of ℓ∞(Γ) with the prop-

erty that

inf{|xn(γ)| : n ∈ N, γ ∈ Γ} = δ > 0. (20)

Then there is an infinite set N and a α-uniform barrier C on N (α > 0) such that (xn)n∈M
is δ/4-equivalent to the natural basis (ei) of the Schreier space SC. In particular, (xn)n∈M is

unconditional. �

Remark 4.5. The unconditional constant 4 + ε obtained before can be improved to 2 + ε.

4.2. Near unconditionality. Recall the result of Elton [9] (see also [17]) which says that if (xn)

is a weakly-null normalized sequence in some Banach space then it has an infinite subsequence

(xn)n∈M such that for every δ > 0 there is a constant C(δ) < ∞ such that for every sequence

(an)n∈M ⊆ [−1, 1] and every finite s ⊆ {n : |an| ≥ δ},

‖
∑

n∈s

anyn‖ ≤ C(δ)‖
∞
∑

n∈M

anyn‖. (21)

The purpose of this subsection is to strengthen this result as follows.
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Theorem 4.6 (Near unconditionality). Suppose that (xn) is a normalized weakly-null sequence.

Then for every ε > 0 there is some M such that for every sequence of scalars (ai)i∈M and every

finite subset s ⊆ M ,

‖
∑

i∈s

aixi‖ ≤ (2 + ε)
supi∈M |ai|

mini∈s |ai|
‖
∑

i∈M

aixi‖ (22)

Proof. We assume that the sequence is the evaluation mapping sequence (pn) ⊆ C(K) for

some symmetric weakly-compact K ⊆ c0 that in addition is closed under restrictions on initial

intervals. Let

X = {(s, ξ) ∈ FIN×K : ξ has constant sign on s},

and let Φ : X → R for (s, ξ) ∈ X by Φ(s, ξ) = |
∑

i∈s ξ(i)|. Now let δ0 = 1 and for k ≥ 1

let δk = 2−(k+2)ε. For k ∈ N let εk = δ2k+1/γ, where γ is such that γ/(γ − 4) ≤ 1 + ε/4.

Apply repeatedly Theorem 3.24 to Φ : X → R and εk to find a fusion sequence (Mk) where

each Mk satisfies the conclusions there for Φ and εk. We claim that the fusion set M = {mk},

mk = minMk (k ∈ N), has the desired properties. For suppose that (ai)i∈M are scalars. Without

loss of generality we may assume that supi∈M |ai| ≤ 1, and suppose that s ⊆ M is finite. If

mini∈s |ai| = 0, then the desired result is trivially true. So, suppose that mini∈s |ai| > 0 and let

k ∈ N be such that δk+1 < mini∈s |ai| ≤ δk. Let u = s ∩ {m0, . . . ,mk−1}, and v = s \ u ⊆ Mk.

First observe that k mini∈s |ai| ≤ kδk ≤ ε/4 (k ∈ N), so

‖
∑

i∈u

aipi‖ ≤ k max
i∈s

|ai| ≤
εmaxi∈s |ai|

4 mini∈s |ai|
≤

ε

4 mini∈s |ai|
2‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ =
ε

mini∈s |ai|
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖,

(23)

where we are using that ‖
∑

i∈M aipi‖ ≥ (1/2) maxi∈s |ai|, since (pi) is monotone. Let ξ ∈ K be

such that ‖
∑

i∈v aipi‖ =
∑

i∈v aiξ(i). For j = 0, 1, let

vj = {i ∈ v : (−1)jai, (−1)jξ(i) ≥ 0}

Then

‖
∑

i∈v

aipi‖ =
∑

i∈v

aiξ(i) ≤
∑

i∈v0

aiξ(i) +
∑

i∈v1

aiξ(i). (24)

Let j = 0, 1 be such that ‖
∑

i∈v aipi‖ ≤ 2
∑

i∈vj
aiξ(i). Since (vj , ξ) ∈ X ↾ Mk there is some

(t, η) ∈ X ↾ Mk with t ⊑ vj and such that

(a) |
∑

i∈vj
ξ(i) − |

∑

i∈t η(i)| < εk, and

(b)
∑

i∈Mk\t
|η(i)| < εk max{1,

∑

i∈vj
ξ(i)}. It follows that

‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≥‖
∑

i∈M/mk−1

aipi‖ ≥ |(
∑

i∈M/mk−1

aipi)(η)| ≥ |
∑

i∈t

aiη(i)| − εk max{1,
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)} ≥

≥min
i∈s

|ai||
∑

i∈t

η(i)| − εk max{1, |
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)|} ≥

= min
i∈s

|ai|(|
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)| − εk) − εk max{1, |
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)|} (25)
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Since δk+1 ≤ mini∈s |ai| ≤ 2‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖ ≤ 2|
∑

i∈vj
ξ(i)| we have that

min
i∈s

|ai|(|
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)| − εk) = min
i∈s

|ai|(|
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)| −
δ2k+1

γ
) ≥

γ − 2

γ
min
i∈s

|ai||
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)|, (26)

while

εk max{1, |
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)|} ≤
2

γ
min
i∈s

|ai||
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)|. (27)

It follows that

‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≥
γ − 4

γ
min
i∈s

|ai||
∑

i∈vj

ξ(i)| ≥
γ − 4

2γ
min
i∈s

|ai|‖
∑

i∈v

aipi‖ ≥
2

4 + ε
min
i∈s

|ai||‖
∑

i∈v

aipi‖

(28)

and so

‖
∑

i∈s

aipi‖ ≤‖
∑

i∈u

aipi‖ + ‖
∑

i∈v

aipi‖ ≤
ε

2 mini∈s |ai|
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖+ (29)

+
4 + ε

2

1

mini∈s |ai|
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ =
2 + ε

mini∈s |ai|
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖. (30)

�

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 (xn) of

a given Banach space has an infinite subsequence (xn)n∈M such that for every δ > 0 there is a

constant C(δ) > 0 such that if
∑

n∈M |an| ≤ 1 and ‖
∑

n∈M anxn‖ > δ then ‖
∑

n∈M εnanyn‖ >

C(δ) for all choices of signs εn. The purpose of this section is to extend this result as follows.

Theorem 4.7 (Convex unconditionality). Suppose that (xn) is a normalized weakly-null se-

quence of a Banach space E. Then for every ε > 0 there is some M such that for every (ai)i∈M
such that supi∈M |ai| ≤ 1 and every subset N ⊆ M such that

∑

i∈N |ai| ≤ 1,

‖
∑

i∈N

aixi‖ ≤ (4 + ε)

√

‖
∑

i∈M

aixi‖. (31)

Proof. We assume that the sequence considered is the evaluation mapping sequence (pn) of

C(K) where K ⊆ c0 is weakly-compact, symmetric, bounded by 1, and closed under restriction

on initial intervals (i.e. (xi) is a weakly-null monotone basic sequence). Define the partial

mapping Φ : FIN × K → R by Φ(s, ξ) = mini∈s |ξ(i)| iff ξ has constant sign on s. It is not

difficult to see that Φ fulfills the hypothesis of Theorem 3.25. Now let δ0 = 1, and for k ≥ 1, let

δk = ε/2k+2. And for k ∈ N, let εk = δ4k+1/γ, where γ is such that γ/(γ − 2) ≤ (2 + 2ε)/(2 + ε).

Apply repeatedly Theorem 3.24 to Φ and εk to find a fusion sequence (Mk) where each Mk

satisfies the conclusions there for Φ and εk. Let M = {mk} be the fusion set of (Mk).

Claim. Let (ai)i∈M be a sequence of scalars with supi∈M |ai| ≤ 1, and let s ⊆ M be such that

both ξ ∈ K and ai’s have constant signs on s. Then

|
∑

i∈s

aiξ(i)| ≤
1 + ε

min{|
∑

i∈s ai|,mini∈s |ξ(i)|}
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ (32)
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Proof of Claim: Set C = min{|
∑

i∈s ai|,mini∈s |ξ(i)|}. Let k ∈ N be such that δk+1 < C ≤ δk,

and set u = s ∩ {m0, . . . ,mk−1}, and v = s \ u ⊆ Mk. First observe that kC ≤ kδk ≤ ε/4

(k ∈ N), so

|
∑

i∈u

aiξ(i)| ≤ k max
i∈s

|ai| ≤
εmaxi∈s |ai|

4C
≤

ε

4C
(2‖

∑

i∈M

aipi‖) =
ε

2C
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖, (33)

Since (v, ξ) ∈ dom Φ ↾ Mk there is some (t, η̄) ∈ dom Φ ↾ Mk with vj ⊑ t such that

(a) mini∈v |ξ(i)| − mini∈t |η̄(i)| < εk, and

(b)
∑

i∈Mk\t
|η̄(i)| < εk(mini∈v |ξ(i)|)−1.

But K is closed under restriction on initial intervals, so it readily follows that, setting

η = η̄ ↾ [0,max v] ∈ K, then we obtain that (a’) mini∈v |η(i)| ≥ mini∈v |ξ(i)| − εk, and (b’)
∑

i∈Mk\v
|η(i)| < εk(mini∈v |ξ(i)|)−1. Hence,

‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≥‖
∑

i∈M/mk−1

aipi‖ ≥ |(
∑

i∈M/mk−1

aipi)(η)| ≥ |
∑

i∈v

aiη(i)| −
εk

mini∈v |ξ(i)|
≥

≥|
∑

i∈v

ai||min
i∈v

η(i)| −
εk

mini∈v |ξ(i)|
≥ |
∑

i∈v

ai|(min
i∈v

|ξ(i)| − εk) −
εk

mini∈v |ξ(i)|
(34)

Now since δk+1 < C = min{|
∑

i∈s ai|,mini∈s |ξ(i)|} we obtain that

min
i∈v

|ξ(i)| − εk = min
i∈v

|ξ(i)| −
δ4k+1

γ
≥ min

i∈v
|ξ(i)|

γ − 1

γ
and, (35)

εk
mini∈v |ξ(i)|

≤
min{|

∑

i∈s ai|,mini∈s |ξ(i)|}4

γ mini∈v |ξ(i)|
≤

min{|
∑

i∈s ai|,mini∈s |ξ(i)|}3

γ
. (36)

Hence,

‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≥
γ − 1

γ
min
i∈v

|ξ(i)||
∑

i∈v

ai| −
(mini∈s |ξ(i)|)2|

∑

i∈s ai|

γ
≥ (37)

≥
γ − 1

γ
min
i∈v

|ξ(i)||
∑

i∈v

aiξ(i)| −
mini∈s |ξ(i)||

∑

i∈s aiξ(i)|

γ
= (38)

=
1

γ
min
i∈s

|ξ(i)|

(

(γ − 1)|
∑

i∈v

aiξ(i)| − |
∑

i∈s

aiξ(i)|

)

≥ (39)

≥
1

γ
min
i∈s

|ξ(i)|

(

(γ − 2)|
∑

i∈s

aiξ(i)| − (γ − 1)|
∑

i∈u

aiξ(i)|

)

(40)

So,

γ − 2

γ
min
i∈s

|ξ(i)||
∑

i∈s

aiξ(i)| ≤‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ + min
i∈s

|ξ(i)||
∑

i∈u

aiξ(i)| ≤ (41)

≤‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ + min
i∈s

|ξ(i)|
ε

2C
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖, (42)
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and therefore,

|
∑

i∈s

aiξ(i)| ≤
γ

γ − 2

(

1

mini∈s |ξ(i)|
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ +
ε

2C
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖

)

≤ (43)

≤
γ

γ − 2

(

1

C
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ +
ε

2C
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖

)

= (44)

=
1

C

γ

γ − 2

(

1 +
ε

2

)

‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖ ≤
1 + ε

min{|
∑

i∈s ai|,mini∈s |ξ(i)|}
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖. (45)

�

Now fix scalars (ai)i∈M with supi∈M |ai| ≤ 1 and let s ⊆ M be such that
∑

i∈s |ai| ≤ 1. Since

(pi) is a basic sequence, it is clear that we may assume that s is a finite set. Choose ξ ∈ K

such that ‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖ =
∑

i∈s aiξ(i) = δ. Let s̄ = {i ∈ s : |ξ(i)| ≥ δ/2}. Since
∑

i∈s |ai| ≤ 1

we obtain that
∑

i∈s̄ aiξ(i) ≥ (1/2)‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖. Consider the two disjoint subsets u and v of s̄

where both ξ and ai have constant sign. Choose one of them, say u, such that
∑

i∈u aiξ(i) ≥

(1/2)
∑

i∈s̄ aiξ(i) ≥ (1/4)‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖. Now we can apply the previous claim to u and ξ to obtain

1

4
‖
∑

i∈s

aipi‖ ≤
∑

i∈u

aiξ(i)| ≤
1 + ε

min{|
∑

i∈u ai|,mini∈u |ξ(i)|}
‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖. (46)

Since u ⊆ s̄ we obtain that mini∈u |ξ(i)| ≥ (1/2)‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖, while |
∑

i∈u ai| ≥ |
∑

i∈u aiξ(i)| ≥

(1/4)‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖, so min{|
∑

i∈u ai|,mini∈u |ξ(i)|} ≥ (1/4)‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖, and hence, from (46),

‖
∑

i∈s

aipi‖
2 ≤ 16(1 + ε)‖

∑

i∈M

aipi‖. (47)

�

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(ωωα

) for α 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 c0 to another one which is more convenient to work with.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose that K ⊆ c0 is arbitrary. Then for every ε there is a point-finite

L ⊆ c00 such that

dℓ1(K,L) = max{sup{dℓ1(K, ξ) : ξ ∈ L}, sup{dℓ1(η, L) : η ∈ K}} < ε. (48)

In case that K is weakly-compact, L can be found being also weakly-compact. Also, if K ⊆ c00,

then L can be chosen to be included in c00.



PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 20

Proof. Fix (εi) such that
∑

i εi < ε. For each i, split R into intervals (I
(i)
j ) each one of them

of diameter at most εi, and choose r
(i)
j ∈ I

(i)
j in a way that if 0 ∈ I

(i)
j then the choice of r

(i)
j = 0.

Define Φ : K → c00 for ξ ∈ K, Φ(ξ)(i) = r
(i)
j iff ξ(i) ∈ I

(i)
j . Then the image L = Φ”K fulfills

all the requirements. If K is weakly-compact, then it can be shown that the image Φ”K is also

weakly-pre-compact, so its weak-closure is the desired compactum L. �

Remark 5.2. Note that if dℓ1(K,L) ≤ ε then the corresponding evaluation mapping sequences

(pKi ) ⊆ C(K) and (pLi ) ⊆ C(L) are 1+ ε-equivalent. So for all our purposes here, we can change

from C(K) to C(L).

Definition 5.3. We say that K ⊆ c0 is point-finite if its projection {ξ(i) : ξ ∈ K} on every

coordinate i ∈ N is finite. A mapping Φ : F → c0 defined on some F ⊆ FIN is called point-finite

if its range Φ”F is a point finite subset of c0. We say that Φ is Lipschitz if Φ(s) ↾ (s ∩ t) =

Φ(t) ↾ (s ∩ t) for every s, t ∈ F such that s ∩ t ⊑ s, t.

Remark 5.4. (a) Note that if K ⊆ c00 is weakly-compact and point-finite, then the Cantor-

Bendixon rank of K coincides with the the Cantor-Bendixson rank of its support set suppK ⊆

FIN.

(b) If F is a front on M and h : F → c00 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 Φ : B → c00 is

point-finite. Then there is an infinite subset N of M such that Φ restricted to B ↾ N is Lipschitz.

Proof. By the Ramsey property of B we can find a fusion sequence (Mk) of subsets of M ,

setting mk = minMk, then for every k and every u ⊆ {m0, ...,mk−1}, if s, t ∈ Bu ↾ Mk then

Φ(u ∪ s) ↾ u = Φ(u ∪ t) ↾ u. Then it is clear that the desired result will hold for the fusion

set {mk}. So, suppose defined (Mi)i≤k−1. For a fixed u ⊆ {m0, ...,mk−1} consider the finite

coloring

hu : Bu ↾ Mk−1 → c00 (49)

defined for s ∈ Bu ↾ Mk−1 by hu(s) = Φ(u ∪ s) ↾ u. Then there is some Pu ⊆ Mk−1 such

that hu is monochromatic. Since there are only finitely many u ⊆ {m0, ...,mk−1} we can find

Mk ⊆ Mk−1 such that every hu is constant on Bu ↾ Mk (u ⊆ {n0, ..., ni}). as desired. �

Corollary 5.6. Suppose that B is an uniform barrier on M , and suppose that Φ : B → c00.

Then for every ε > 0 there is N ⊆ M , and a point-finite Lipschitz Φ̄ : B ↾ N → c00 such that

for every s ∈ B ↾ N , ‖Φ(s) − Φ(s)‖ℓ1 ≤ ε. �

5.2. c0-saturation. Recall the result of Pelczynski and Semadeni [18] which says that every

Banach space of the form C(K) for K a countable compactum is c0-saturated in the sense that

every of its closed infinite-dimensional subspaces contains an isomorphic copy of c0. The purpose

of this section is to examine the c0-saturation using the theory of mappings on barriers developed

above in Section 3. We start with a convenient reformulation of the problem.



PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 21

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that K is a countable compactum. Suppose that (xi) ⊆ C(K) is a nor-

malized weakly null sequence. Then for every ε > 0 there is subsequence (xi)i∈M and a weakly-

compact subset L ⊆ c0 such that

(a) L is point-finite, it is closed under restrictions on intervals and suppL ⊆ FIN is the closure

of an α-uniform barrier on N with α smaller than the Cantor-Bendixon rank of K,

(b) (xi)i∈M and (pi)i∈N are (1 + ε)-equivalent.

Proof. Fix ε > 0. Since K is countable we can find an infinite set M and a decreasing

sequence (εi)i∈M of positive reals such that
∑

i∈M εi ≤ ε and such that (xi/εi) is also a weakly

null sequence. Set N = ∗M . Since K is zero-dimensional compactum, we can find clopen sets

Ci ⊆ K (i ∈ N) such that x−1
i (K \ (−εi− , εi−)) ⊆ Ci ⊆ y−1

i (K \ [−εi, εi]) for every i ∈ N ,

and where i− denotes the immediate predecessor of i in M . Set yi = χCi
xi (i ∈ N). Observe

that (a) ‖xi − yi‖C(K) < ε−1
i−

, so (xi)i∈N and (yi)i∈N are 1 + ε-equivalent, and (b) for every

ξ ∈ K and every i ∈ N , if |yi(ξ)| ≤ εi, then yi(ξ) = 0. This last condition implies that

suppK((yi)i∈N ) is a pre-compact family of finite sets, so by Theorem 3.14 there is some P ⊆ N

such that suppK((yi)i∈N )[P ] = suppK((yi)i∈P ) is the closure of a uniform barrier on P . So the

subsequence (pi)i∈P of the evaluation mapping sequence of C(K((yi)i∈P )) is (1 + ε)-equivalent

to (xi)i∈P . Now, using Proposition 5.1, we can perturb K((yi)i∈P ) 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 µ ∈ c+00 with the property that
∑

i∈N µ(i) = 1. A

mapping µ : B → c+00 defined on some B ⊆ FIN is called a mean-assignment if for every s ∈ B,

µ(s) is a mean and suppµ(s) = s .

Theorem 5.9. Suppose that K is a countable compactum and that (xi) ⊆ 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-Bendixson rank of K, and some point-finite and Lipschitz assignment

µ : B → c+00 such that

(a) suppµ(s) = s for every s ∈ B, and

(b) the sequence of linear combinations (x(sn))n = (
∑

i∈sn
(µ(sn))(i)xi)n is a normalized block

sequence C-equivalent to the unit vector basis of c0 for every block sequence (sn) ⊆ B.

Proof. The proof is by induction on the Cantor-Bendixson rank of K. By Lemma 5.7 we

may assume that K ⊆ c00 is weakly-compact is such that suppK = B with B a α-uniform

barrier, and that the weakly null sequence (xi) is the evaluation mapping sequence (pi) which

is a monotone basic sequence. Set Fn =
⋃

m≤n B{n} (n ∈ N). Since B is a α-uniform family, we

have that for every n, ∂αFn = ∅, so its Cantor-Bendixson rank is strictly smaller than α + 1.

Set Kn = {f ↾ s : s ∈ Fn} (n ∈ N). This is a compactum Kn with suppKn = Fn and whose

rank is strictly smaller than α + 1. So, the evaluation mapping sequence (pi) is a weakly-null

sequence of C(Kn) for every n. Observe that for every sequence of scalars (ai) we have that

‖
∑

i

aipi‖C(Kn) = sup{‖
∑

i∈s

aipi‖C(K) : s ∈ Fn}. (50)

Since in addition we are assuming that ‖pi‖C(K) = 1 for every i, this implies that for every

So, using that Fn is hereditary, we obtain that (pi) is 1-unconditional. Since we assume that
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the singletons belong to Fn, we obtain that (pi) is a 1-unconditional normalized weakly null

sequence in C(Kn).

Fix ε > 0, and let (εn)n be a summable sequence with
∑

n εn < ε/2. By the Ramsey property

of the uniform barrier B, we can find a fusion sequence (Mk) such that, setting nk = minMk

(k ∈ N), we have that for every k the following dichotomy holds:

(1) Either for every s ∈ B ↾ Mk there is some µk(s) ∈ c00 with suppµk(s) = s, µk(s)(i) > 0

(i ∈ s) and such that for every such that ‖
∑

i∈s µk(s)(i)pi‖ = 1 while ‖
∑

i∈s µk(s)(i)pi‖nk
< εk,

or else

(2) ‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖ ≤ 2ε−1
k ‖

∑

i∈s aipi‖nk
for every s ∈ B ↾ Mk and every (ai)i∈s.

Suppose first that the (1) holds for every k. Let M∞ = {nk} be the fusion set. Then let

C = B ↾ M∞. For s ∈ C, define µ(s) = µk(s), where nk = min s. This is well defined since

s ∈ B ↾ Mk. Fix a block sequence (si) ⊆ C, and let us work to show that (x(si)) is 2 + ε-

equivalent to the c0-basis, where we recall that for a given s ∈ C, x(s) =
∑

i∈s µ(s)(i)pi. Fix

a sequence of scalars (bi)i∈M∞
, |bi| ≤ 1 (i ∈ N). Since each µ(si) is normalized and since (pi)

is monotone, we obtain that ‖
∑

biµ(si)‖C(K) ≥ (1/2)‖
∑

biei‖∞. Suppose that ξ ∈ K, and

let i0 = min{i : si ∩ supp ξ 6= ∅}. Fix i > i0, and let ki be such that nki = min si. Since

supp ξ ∩ si ∈ Fmax si0
we have that

|µ(si)(ξ)| ≤ ‖
∑

j∈si∩supp f

a
(ki)
i pi‖C(Kmax si0

) < εki . (51)

It follows that

|
∑

i

biµ(si)(ξ)| ≤ |bi0 | +
∑

i>i0

|bi||µ(si)(ξ)| ≤ |bi0 | +
ε

2
. (52)

So, ‖
∑

i bipi‖C(K) ≤ (1 + ε/2)‖
∑

biei‖∞. Finally use Corollary 5.6 to perturb µ and make it

point-finite and Lipschitz.

Suppose now that k0 is the first k such that (2) holds for k. Set M = Mk. It readily follows that

for every x ∈ 〈fn〉n∈M we have that ‖x‖C(K) ≤ ε−1
k0

‖x‖C(Knk0
). By inductive hypothesis applied

to (pi) ⊆ C(Knk0
), there is some C ≥ 1, some uniform barrier C on some N ⊆ M of rank not

bigger than the one of Knk0
and some µ fulfilling the conclusions of the Lemma. Fix s ∈ C. Then

‖µ(s)‖nk0
= 1, so we can find some t ⊆ s such that 1 = ‖µ(s)‖C(Knk0

) = ‖µ(s) ↾ t‖C(K). Observe

that, by 1-unconditionality of ‖ · ‖C(Knk0
), ‖µ(s) ↾ t‖C(Knk0

) = 1. Define ν(s) = µ(s) ↾ t. Let us

check that indeed (ν(sn)) ⊆ C(K) is Cε−1
nk

-equivalent to the c0 basis. Fix scalars (ai), |ai| ≤ 1

(i ∈ N). We obtain the inequality ‖
∑

i aiν(si)‖C(K) ≥ (1/2)‖
∑

i aiei‖∞ by the monotonicity of

the basic sequence (pi). Now,

‖
∑

i

aiν(si)‖C(K) ≤
1

εnk0

‖
∑

i

aiν(si)‖C(Knk0
) ≤

1

εnk0

‖
∑

i

aiµ(si)‖C(Knk0
) ≤

C

εnk0

‖
∑

i

aiei‖∞.

(53)

�

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

(xn) of a Banach space E is called F-unconditional with constant at most C ≥ 1 iff for every

sequence of scalars (an),

sup
s∈F

‖
∑

n∈s

anxn‖ ≤ C‖
∑

n∈N

anxn‖.

Clearly, (xn) 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 (xn)n∈M 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 3.4: S = {s ⊆ N : |s| ≤ min(s) + 1}.

Proposition 5.11. Suppose that (xn) is a normalized weakly-null sequence of a Banach space

E. For every ε > 0 there is some M such that (xn)n∈M is (2 + ε)-Schreier unconditional.

Proof. We assume that (xn) is the evaluation mapping sequence (pn) ⊆ C(K) for some K ⊆ c0
weakly-compact bounded by 1 and closed under restriction on initial intervals. Using a finite ε-

net of [−1, 1]n with the ℓ1-norm, we can use repeatedly Corollary 3.21 and find a fusion sequence

(Mk) such that, setting mk = minMk, for every k every s ∈ M
[mk]
k and every ξ ∈ K there is

some η ∈ K such that ‖ξ ↾ s−η ↾ s‖ℓ1 ≤ ε/2, and
∑

i∈Mk\s
|η(i)| < ε/2. Let M be the fusion set

of (Mk). Notice that M has the following property: For every s ∈ S ↾ M and every ξ ∈ K there

is η ∈ K such that ‖ξ ↾ s− η ↾ s‖ℓ1 ≤ ε/2, and
∑

i∈(M/mk−1)\s
|η(i)| < ε/2, where mk = min s.

We claim that M is the desired set: Fix scalars (ai)∈M and s ∈ S ↾ M . We may assume

that ‖
∑

i∈N aipi‖C(K) = 1. Let ξ ∈ K be such that |
∑

i∈s aiξ(i)| = ‖
∑

i∈s aipi‖C(K). Find η as

above for the pair (s, ξ). Then

|
∑

i∈s

aiξ(i)| ≤ |
∑

i∈s

aiη(i)| +
ε

2
≤ |

∑

i∈M/mk−1

aiη(i)| + ε ≤ (2 + ε)‖
∑

i∈M

aipi‖C(K), (54)

where mk = 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 F0 and F1 of barriers on the same domain M there is

an infinite set N ⊆ M such that F0[N ] ⊆ F1[N ] or F1[N ] ⊆ F0[N ]. Since the two alternatives

are dependent on the ranks of F0 and F1, one is naturally led to the following measurement of

unconditionality.

Definition 5.12. Suppose that γ is a countable ordinal. A normalized basic sequence (xn)

of a Banach space E is called γ-unconditionally saturated with constant at most C ≥ 1 if for

every γ-uniform barrier B on N and for every infinite M there is infinite N ⊆ M such that the

corresponding subsequence (xn)n∈N of (xn) is B ↾ N -unconditional with constant at most C.

Remark 5.13. (a) We have seen above in Proposition 5.11 that every normalized basic sequence

has a subsequence which is ω-unconditionally saturated with constant at most 2+ε. An analysis

of the Maurey-Rosenthal[14] example of a weakly-null sequence (xn) with no unconditional basic
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subsequence (see Example 5.14 below) reveals an ω2-uniform barrier BMR such that no infinite

subsequence (xn)nM is BMR ↾ M -unconditional with any finite constant C.

(b) Recall that an ordinal γ is called indecomposable if for every β < γ, βω ≤ γ. Equivalently,

γ = ωβ for some β. Suppose that γ is the maximal indecomposable ordinal smaller than some

fixed ordinal α. Then a normalized basic sequence (xn) is α-unconditionally saturated if and

only it is γ-unconditionally saturated.

(c) If the normalized basic sequence (xn) 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 < ε < 1 choose a fast increasing sequence (mi) such

that
∞
∑

i=0

∑

j 6=i

min((
mi

mj
)1/2, (

mj

mi
)1/2) ≤

ε

2
. (55)

Let FIN[<∞] be the collection of all finite block sequences E0 < E1 < · · · < Ek of nonempty

finite subsets of N. Now choose a 1 − 1 function

σ : FIN[<∞] → {mi} (56)

such that ϕ((si)
n
i=0) > sn for all (si) ∈ FIN[<∞] Now let BMR be the family of unions s0 ∪ s1 ∪

· · · ∪ sn of finite sets such that

(a) (si) is block and s0 = {n}.

(b) |si| = σ(s0, . . . , si−1) (1 ≤ i ≤ n).

It turns out that BMR is a ω2-uniform barrier on N (see Proposition 5.19 below), hence

BMR = BMR
⊑

is a compact family with rank ω2 + 1. Observe that by definition, every s ∈ BMR

has a unique decomposition s = {n} ∪ s1 ∪ · · · ∪ sn satisfying (a) and (b) above. Now define the

mapping Φ : BMR → c00,

Φ(s) = en +

n
∑

i=1

1

|si|
1

2

∑

k∈si

ek. (57)

Observe that we have the property that if s∩ t ⊑ s, t, then Φ(s)↾ (s ∩ t) = Φ(t)↾ (s ∩ t), so there

is a unique extension Φ : BMR → c00, naturally defined by Φ(s) = Φ(t) ↾ t, where t ∈ BMR

is (any) such that s ⊑ t. Now define K = Φ”BMR ⊆ c00. This is a weakly-compact subset of

c00, with rank the same than BMR, i.e., ω2 + 1. Then (pi) ⊆ C(K) is a normalized weakly-

null sequence with no unconditional subsequence. Moreover this weakly-null sequence has the

property that the summing basis (Si) of c, the Banach space of convergent sequences of reals, is

finitely-block representable in the linear span of every subsequence of (pi) (and so the summing

basis of c0), more precisely, for every M , every n ∈ N and every ε > 0 there is a normalized

block subsequence (xi)
n−1
i=0 of (pi)i∈M such that for every sequence of scalars (ai)

n−1
i=0 ,

max{|
m
∑

i=0

ai| : m < n} ≤ ‖
n−1
∑

i=0

aixi‖C(K) ≤ (1 + ε) max{|
m
∑

i=0

ai| : m < n}.

On the other hand, by Proposition 5.11 the sequence (pi) is Schreier-unconditionally saturated

with constant ∼ 2, i.e., for every M there is some N ⊆ M such that for every element s ∈ S[N ],
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and every sequence of scalars (ai)i∈N ,

‖
∑

i∈s

aipi‖C(K) ≤ (2 + ε)‖
∑

i∈N

aipi‖C(K).

Building on the idea of this Example, we are now going to find, for every countable indecom-

posable ordinal γ, a normalized weakly-null bimonotone basic sequence with no unconditional

subsequences but β-unconditionally saturated for every β < γ. Before embarking into the con-

struction, we need to recall a localized version of Pták’s Lemma. For this we need the following

notation: Given a family F , and n ∈ N, let F ⊗n = {s0 ∪ · · · ∪ sn−1 : (si)
n−1
i=0 ⊆ F is block}. It

can be shown that F ⊗ n is a αn-uniform family if F is an α-uniform family.

Given ξ ∈ c00 we will write ξ1/2 to denote (ξ(i)1/2). Given ξ ∈ c00 and a finite set s, let

〈ξ, s〉 = 〈ξ, χs〉 =
∑

i∈s ξ(i).

Lemma 5.15. Suppose that B is an α-uniform barrier on M , α ≥ 1. Let γ = γ(α) be the

maximal indecomposable ordinal not bigger than α,and let n = n(α) ∈ N, n ≥ 1, be such that

γn ≤ α < γ(n+1). Then for every k ∈ N, k > 1, every ε > 0, and every β-uniform barrier C on

M with β > αk there N ⊆ M and some point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignment µ : C ↾ N → c+00
such that

sup{〈µ(s)
1

2 , t〉 : t ∈ B} ≤
(1 + ε)(n + 1)

(nk)
1

2

(58)

for every s ∈ C ↾ N .

Proof. The proof now is by induction on α. Fix ε > 0 and k > 1. Let C be an β-uniform

family on M such that β > αk.

Notice that if we prove that for every N ⊆ M there is one mean µ with support in C ↾ N such

that (58) holds, then the Ramsey property of the uniform barrier C gives the existence for some

N ⊆ M of a mean-assignment µ : C ↾ N → c00 satisfying (58) for every t ∈ B. Then Corollary

5.6 gives the desired point-finite Lipschitz assignment.

Let D be a γ-uniform barrier on M (if n = 1 we take D = B), and fix N ⊆ M . Find first

P ⊆ N be such that (D ⊗ nk) ↾ P ⊆ C as well as B ↾ P ⊆ D ⊗ (n + 1). Consider (γi)i∈P such

that D{i} ↾ P is γi-uniform on P/i. Observe that for every i ∈ P we have that γi < γ, so, since

γ is indecomposable, γiω ≤ γ. Let µ0 be any mean such that suppµ0 ∈ B ↾ P . By inductive

hypothesis applied to appropriate αi’s, we can find a block sequence (µj)
nk−1
j=0 of means with

support in B ↾ P such that for every 1 ≤ j ≤ nk − 1,

sup{〈µ
1

2

j , t〉 : t ∈ D, and min t ≤ max suppµj−1} <
ε

2j+1
. (59)

Let ν = (1/(nk))
∑nk−1

j=0 µj. Observe that supp ν ∈ (D ⊗ (nk)) ↾ P ⊆ C. Then, for every t ∈ B,

by (59),

〈ν
1

2 , t〉 =
1

(nk)
1

2

k−1
∑

j=0

∑

i∈t

µj(i)
1

2 ≤
1 + ε

2

(nk)
1

2

. (60)

Let us point out that supp ν is, possibly, not a set in C. However it is easy to slightly perturb ν

to a newer mean with support in C and satisfying (60) for every t ∈ B: Let s ∈ C be such that



PRE-COMPACT FAMILIES OF FINITE SETS AND WEAKLY NULL SEQUENCES 26

supp ν ⊑ s, and set u = s \ supp ν. Let δ > 0 be such that

(1 +
ε

2
)(1 − δ)1/2 + (nkδ|u|)1/2 ≤ 1 + ε. (61)

Now set

µ = (1 − δ)ν +
δ

|u|
χu. (62)

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

∑

i∈t

µ(i)
1

2 ≤
1 + ε

(nk)
1

2

, (63)

by the choice of δ. Finally, let t ∈ B and let us compute
∑

i∈t(µ(i))1/2: First of all we have that
∑

i∈t(µ(i))1/2 =
∑

i∈u(µ(i))1/2, where u = t ∩ P . Now, since u ∈ B ↾ P ⊆ D ⊗ (n + 1), we can

find t0 < · · · < tn in D such that u ⊑ t0 ∪ · · · ∪ tn, and hence

〈µ1/2, t〉 =

n
∑

j=0

〈µ1/2, tj〉 ≤
(n + 1)(1 + ε)

(nk)
1

2

, (64)

as promised. �

Corollary 5.16. Suppose that B is an α-uniform barrier on M , α ≥ 1. Then for every ε > 0

there is some k = k(α, ε) such that for every β-uniform barrier on M with β > αk there N ⊆ M

and some point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignment µ : C ↾ N → c+00 such that,

sup{〈µ(s)1/2, t〉 : t ∈ B} ≤ ε (65)

for every s ∈ B ↾ N . �

Lemma 5.17. Fix an indecomposable countable α and a sequence (εn) of positive reals. Then:

(a) there is a collection (Bn) of αn-uniform barriers on N/n and a corresponding sequence of

point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments µn : Bn → c+00 with the following properties:

(a.1) αn > 0, supn αn = α,

(a.2) for every m < n and every s ∈ Bn

sup{〈µn(s)
1

2 , t〉 : t ∈ Bm} < εn. (66)

(b) Suppose that in addition α = ωγ with γ limit. Let αn ↑ α be any sequence such that

αnω ≤ αn+1 (n ∈ N). Then there is a double sequence (Bn
i ) such that

(b.1) Bn
i is an α

(n)
i -uniform barrier on N/(n + i), with α

(n)
i > 0 and α

(n)
i ↑i αn (n ∈ N).

(b.2) There are point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments µn,i : Bn
i → c00 such that for every

s ∈ Bn
i , and every (m, j) <lex (n, i)

sup{〈µn,i(s)
1

2 , t〉 : t ∈ Bm
j } < εn+i, (67)

where we recall that <lex denotes the lexicographical order on N2 defined by (m, i) <lex (n, j) iff

m < n, or m = n and i < j.
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Proof. (a): Choose αn ↑n α such that for every n ∈ N, αn+1 > αnk(αn, εn), that is is possible

since α is indecomposable. Let Cn be an αn-uniform family on N (n ∈ N). By Corollary 5.16 we

can find a fusion sequence (Mn) such that

(c) Cm ↾ Mm ⊆ Cn if m ≤ n, and

(d) for every n ∈ N there is a point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignment νn : Cn ↾ Mn → c+00 such

that

sup{〈νn(s)
1

2 , t〉 : t ∈
⋃

l<n

Cl} < εn (68)

for every s ∈ Cn ↾ Mn. Let M = {mn} be the fusion set of (Mn), and Θ : M → N be the

corresponding order preserving onto mapping. It is not difficult to see that Cn = (Θ”Bn) ↾ (N/n),

and µn : Cn → c00 defined naturally out of νn and Θ fulfils all the requirements.

(b): Suppose that α = ωγ with γ limit. Let αn ↑ α be any sequence such that αnω ≤ αn+1

(n ∈ N).

Claim. There is a fusion sequence (Mn), Mn = {m
(n)
i }, a double sequence (Bn

i ) of α
(n)
i -uniform

barriers on Mn/m
(n)
i and point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments µn,i : Bn

i → c+00 such that

(e) α
(n)
i ↑i αn (n ∈ N), and

(f) for every (m, j) <lex (n, i), every s ∈ Bn
i and every t ∈ Bm

j , 〈(µn,i(s))1/2, t〉 < εn+i.

Proof of Claim: First, using Corollary 5.16 applied to α0 to produce an infinite set M0 =

{m
(0)
i } and a sequence (B0

i ) of α
(0)
i -uniform barriers on M0/{m

(0)
i } with α

(0)
i ↑ α0 and point-

finite Lipschitz mean-assignments µ0,i : B0
i → c00 such that for every i and every s ∈ B0

i ,

〈µ0,i(s)1/2, t〉 ≤ εi for every t ∈ B0
j with j < i. In general, suppose we have found for every

k ≤ n Mk = {m
(k)
i } ⊆ Mk−1, (Bk

i ) α
(k)
i -uniform barriers on Mk/m

(k)
i and point-finite Lipschitz

mean-assignments µk,i : Bk
i → c00 such that for every (k, j) <lex (m, i) every s ∈ Bm

i and every

t ∈ Bk
j 〈µm,i(s)1/2, t〉 ≤ εm+i. For each k ≤ n define the following families

Bk = {s ⊆ Mk : ∗s ∈ Bk
min s}. (69)

This is clearly an αk-uniform family on Mk. Since αnω ≤ αn+1, we can use again Corollary 5.16

and find an infinite subset Mn+1 = {m
(n+1)
i } ⊆ Mn and a sequence (Bn+1

i ) of α
(n+1)
i -uniform

barriers on Mn+1/m
(n+1)
i and point-finite Lipschitz mean-assignments µn+1,i : Bn+1

i → c00 such

that for every s ∈ Bn+1
i ,

sup{〈(µn+1,i(s))
1

2 , t〉 : t ∈
⋃

k≤n

Bm ∪
⋃

j<i

B
(n+1)
j } < εn+i+1, (70)

so, in particular for every k ≤ n and every t ∈ Bk
j , 〈(µn+1,i(s))

1

2 , t〉 < εn+i+1. �

Let M be the fusion set of (Mn), i.e. M = {m
(n)
0 }. Observe that m

(n+i)
0 ≥ m

(n)
i for every n

and i, so M/m
(n)
0 ⊆ Mn/m

(n)
i . Set Cn

i = Bn
i ↾ (M/m

(n+i)
0 ). This is an α

(n)
i -uniform barrier on

M/m
(n+i)
0 . Consider νn,i = µn,i ↾ C

n
i : Cn

i → c00 has the property that for every (m, j) <lex (n, i),

every every s ∈ Cn
i and every t ∈ Cm

j , 〈(νn,i(s))1/2, t〉 < εn+i. Now use Θ : M → N, Θ(m
(n)
0 ) = 0,

to define the desired mean-assignments and families. �
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Remark 5.18. Observe that if B is α-uniform on M with α > 0, then M [1] ⊆ B. It readily

follows that the mean-assignments µn and µn,i obtained in Lemma 5.17 have the property that

‖µn(s)1/2‖∞ ≤ εn and ‖µn,i(s)1/2‖∞ ≤ εn+i for every s in the corresponding domains.

Proposition 5.19. (a) Suppose that C and Bi are β and αi-uniform families on M (i ∈ N)
with αi ↑ α, αi, β ≥ 1. Let σ : FIN[<∞] → N be 1-1. Then for every n ∈ N the family

D = {s0 ∪ · · · ∪ sn : (si) is block, s0 ∈ C and si ∈ Bσ((s0,...,si−1)) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}

is γ-uniform on M , where γ = αn + β− if 1 ≤ β < ω and n > 0, and γ = αn + β if β ≥ ω or

n = 0.

(b) Suppose that Bi is αi-uniform on M (i ∈ N) with αi ↑ α. Let σ : FIN[<∞] → N be 1-1. Then

the family

C = {{n} ∪ s0 ∪ · · · ∪ sn−1 : ({n}, s0, . . . , sn−1) is block, and

si ∈ Bσ(({n},s0,...,si−1)) for every 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1}

is αω-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 β. Suppose first that β = 1. Then C = M [1], and so,

for every m ∈ M

D{m} = {s1 ∪ · · · ∪ sn : (s1, s2, . . . , sn) is block, s1 ∈ Bσ(({m})) and

si ∈ Bσ(({m},s1,s2,...,si−1)) for every 2 ≤ i ≤ n− 1},

so, by inductive hypothesis, D{m} is α(n− 1) + γm-uniform on M/m, depending whether αm is

finite or infinite, but in any case with γm ↑ α. Hence D is αn-uniform on M . The general case

for 1 ≤ β < ω is shown in the same way.

Suppose now that β ≥ ω. Then for every m ∈ M

D{m} = {t ∪ s1 ∪ · · · ∪ sn : (t, s1, . . . , sn) is block, t ∈ C{m} and

si ∈ Bσ(({m}∪t,s1,...,si−1)) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1},

By inductive hypothesis, D{m} is αn+γm-uniform on M/m, with γm ↑ β , so D is αn+β-uniform

on M , as desired.

(b) follows easily from (a). �

Theorem 5.20. For every indecomposable ordinal α there is a weakly-compact K ⊆ c00 such

that

(a) K ⊆ Bc0 is point-finite with Cantor-Bendixson rank α + 1, and with support included in the

downwards closure of an α-uniform family on N.
(b) (pn) ⊆ C(K) is a normalized weakly-null 1-basic sequence, and

(c) The Summing basis of c is 2 + ε-finitely representable in every subsequence of (pn); hence no

subsequence of (pn) is unconditional, but

(d) (pn) is β-unconditionally saturated for every β < α.
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Proof. Fix ε > 0, and let εn = ε/2n+3. Suppose that α = ωγ . There are two cases to consider.

Suppose first that γ = β + 1. We apply Lemma 5.17 (a) to the indecomposable ordinal ωβ and

(εn) to produce the corresponding sequences of barriers (Cn) and point-finite Lipschitz mean-

assignments νn : Cn → c00 (n ∈ N) satisfying the conclusions (a.1) and (a.2) of the Lemma.

If γ is limit, then we use the part (b) of that lemma to produce a double sequence (Bn
i ) and

mean-assignments νn,i : Cn
i → c00 satisfying (b.1) and (b.2). In order to unify the two cases we

set for n, i,

Bn
i =

{

Ci if γ is successor ordinal

Cn
i if γ is limit ordinal

and

µn,i =

{

νi if γ is successor ordinal

νn,i if γ is limit ordinal.

Let σ : FIN[<∞] → N be 1-1 mapping such that σ((s0, . . . , sn)) > max sn for every block

sequence (s0, . . . , sn) of finite sets. For each n define

Cn = {s0 ∪ · · · ∪ sn−1 : (si) is block and si ∈ Bn
σ(({n},s0,...,si−1))

for every 0 ≤ i ≤ n },

So, by Proposition 5.19, if α = ωβ+1, then Cn is a ωβ(n − 1) + ζ-uniform family on N, where ζ

is such that Bn
σ(({n})) is ζ-uniform; while if α = ωγ with γ limit, then it is αn(n − 1) + ζ where

ζ is such that Bn
σ(({n})) is ζ-uniform. Now let

C = {s ∈ FIN : ∗s ∈ Cmin s}. (71)

It turns out that C is an α-uniform family on N. Observe that every s ∈ C has a unique

decomposition s = {n} ∪ s(0) ∪ · · · ∪ s(n − 1) with n = min s and s(i) ∈ Bσ(s[i]), and where

s[i] = ({n}, s0, . . . , si−1) (0 ≤ i ≤ n−1). Define Φ : C → c00 for s = {n}∪s(0)∪· · ·∪s(n−1) ∈ C

by

Φ(s) = en +

n−1
∑

i=0

(µn,σ(s[i])(s(i)))
1

2 , (72)

It is not difficult to see that Φ is point-finite and Lipschitz. So, since C is a front, C = C
⊑

, hence

Φ extends naturally to a continuous Φ : C → c00. Let K ⊆ c00 be the set of those ξ of the form

K = {Φ(s) ↾ (I ∩ t) : s ∈ B, I is an interval and t ⊆ s(i) for some i ≤ min s}

It is not difficult to see, using that Φ”C is weakly-compact, that K ⊆ c00 is point-finite, weakly

compact, closed under restrictions on intervals. Since Φ is point-finite we obtain that the Cantor-

Bedixson rank of K is α + 1.

For every s ∈ B and every i ≤ s, set

ξ(s, i) = (µmin s,σ(s[i])(s(i)))1/2.

Notice that ξ(s, i) ↾ t ∈ K for every t.

Claim. For every s, t ∈ C and every i ≤ min s and j ≤ min s, we have that

〈ξ(t, j), ξ(s, i)〉 ≤

{

εmax{min s,min t} if t[j] 6= s[i]

1 if t[j] = s[i].
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Proof of Claim: Set n = min s, m = min t, and assume that t[j] 6= s[i]. Suppose first that

α = ωβ+1. Then, by definition of the mean assignments, 〈ξ(t, j), ξ(s, i)〉 ≤ εmax{σ(t[j]),σ(s[i])},

but σ(u0, . . . , uk) ≥ maxuk for every block sequence (ui), which derives into the desired in-

equality. Assume now that α = ωγ , γ limit ordinal. If min s = min t, then 〈ξ(t, j), ξ(s, i)〉 ≤

εmin s+max{σ(t[j]),σ(s[i])} ≤ εmin s. While if min t 6= min s, say min t < min s, then 〈ξ(t, j), ξ(s, i)〉 ≤

εmin s+σ(s[i]) ≤ εmin s.

If σ(s[i]) = σ(t[j]) = l, then min s = min t = n, and

〈ξ(s, i), ξ(t, j)〉 ≤ ‖(µn,l(s(i)))1/2‖ℓ2‖(µn,l(t(j)))
1/2‖ℓ2 ≤ 1, (73)

since both are means. �

It is clear that (pn) is a normalized bimonotone basic sequence.

Claim. The summing basis (Sn) of c is finitely block represented in any subsequence of (pn).

Proof of Claim: Fix an infinite set M of integers, and l ∈ N. Let s ∈ B ↾ M/l, s = {n} ∪ s(0) ∪

· · · ∪ s(n− 1) its canonical decomposition, and set

xi =
∑

j∈s(i)

(µn,σ(s[i])(s(i))(j))
1

2pj (74)

Observe that xi(ξ(s, i)) = 〈ξ(s, i), ξ(s, i)〉 = 1, so from the previous claim we obtain that ‖xi‖ =

1. Now consider scalars (ai)i≤n−1 with ‖
∑

i≤n−1 aiSi‖∞ = 1. Observe that this implies that

maxi≤n−1 |ai| ≤ 2. We want to show that

‖
∑

0≤i≤n−1

aiSi‖∞ ≤ ‖
∑

0≤i≤n−1

aixi‖C(K) ≤ (1 + ε)‖
∑

0≤i≤n−1

aiSi‖∞. (75)

To get the left hand inequality, suppose that ‖
∑

0≤i≤n−1 aiSi‖∞ = |
∑

i∈I ai|, where I is some

initial interval of integers less than n. Let ξ =
∑

i∈I ξ(s, i) ∈ K, and observe that

(
∑

i≤n−1

aixi)(ξ) = |
∑

i∈I

ai|. (76)

Next, consider a typical element ξ = Φ(t) ↾ (I∩u) ∈ K, where t ∈ C, j ≤ min s, u ⊆ t(j) and I is

an interval of integers. Suppose first that min s = min t. Let i0 = max{i ≤ n− 1 : s(i) = t(i)}.

Then by the previous claim we obtain

|(
∑

i≤n−1

aixi)(ξ)| ≤|
∑

i≤i0,s(i)∩I 6=∅

ai| +
∑

i0<i,j≤n−1

2|〈ξ(s, i), ξ(t, j)|〉 ≤ 2‖
∑

i≤n−1

aiSi‖∞ + 2n2εn ≤

≤(2 + ε)‖
∑

i≤n−1

aiSi‖∞. (77)

Suppose now that n = min s 6= min t, say min t < min s. Let i0 < n, if possible, be such that

min t ∈ s(i0). Then,

|(
∑

i≤n−1

aixi)(ξ)| ≤ |ai0 |‖ξ(s, i0)‖∞ + 2
∑

i0≤i<n

∑

0≤j<min t

〈ξ(t, j), ξ(s, i)〉 ≤ 2εn + 2n2εn ≤ ε. (78)

�
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Finally, we are going to show that (pn) is β-unconditionally saturated for every β < α. We

consider two cases:

Case 1. α = ωβ+1. Let D = {s ⊆ N : ∗s ∈ B0
min s}. This is an α-uniform family on N. The

next result implies that (pn) is β-unconditionally saturated for every β < α.

Claim. The sequence (pn) ⊆ C(K) is D-unconditional with constant at most 1 + ε.

Proof of Claim: Fix t ∈ D, and let (ai)i∈N be scalars such that ‖
∑

i∈N aipi‖C(K) = 1. Fix a

typical element ξ = Φ(s) ↾ (I ∩ u). Suppose first that min s ∈ t. Then since σ(s[i]) > min s ≥

min t and ∗t ∈ B0
min t we obtain that

|(
∑

j∈t

ajξ(j)| ≤ |amin s| + ε ≤ (1 + ε)‖
∑

i

aipi‖C(K). (79)

Now suppose that min s /∈ t, but s∩t 6= ∅ (otherwise |
∑

j∈t ajξ(j)| = 0). Let i0 = min{i ≤ min s :

s(i) ∩ t 6= ∅}. Then for every i0 < i < min s we have that σ(s[i]) > max si0 ≥ min t, so

|
∑

j∈t

ajξ(s, i)(j)| < εσ(s[i]), (80)

hence

|(
∑

j∈t

ajξ(j)| ≤ |
∑

j∈t∩s(i0)

ajξ(s, i0)(j)|+
∑

i0<i<min s

|
∑

j∈t

ajξ(s, i)(j)| ≤ (1+ ε)‖
∑

i∈N

aipi‖C(K), (81)

the last inequality because ξ(s, i0) ↾ t ∈ K. �

Case 2. α = ωγ , γ a countable limit ordinal. The desired result follows from the following fact.

Claim. For every n ∈ N, the sequence (pi) is B
n
0 -unconditional with constant at most max{n, 1+

ε}.

Proof of Claim: Fix n ∈ N and t ∈ Bn
0 . Let (ai)i∈N be scalars such that ‖

∑

i∈N aipi‖C(K) = 1.

Fix a typical element ξ = Φ(s) ↾ (I ∩ t). Suppose first that n ≤ min s. Then in a similar manner

that in Case 1 on can show that

|
∑

j∈t

ajξ(j)| ≤ |amin s| + ε ≤ (1 + ε)‖
∑

j∈N

ajPj‖C(K). (82)

Suppose that m = min s < n, then

|
∑

j∈t

ajξ(j)| ≤ |amin s| +

m
∑

i=1

|
∑

j∈s(i)∩t∩I

ajξ(s, i)(j)| ≤ n‖
∑

j∈N

ajpj‖C(K), (83)

the last inequality because ξ(s, i) ↾ (t ∩ I) ∈ K. �

�
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