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Embeddings of Banach Spaces into Banach Lattices
and the Gordon-Lewis Property

P.G. Casazza N.J. Nielsen

Abstract

In this paper we first show that X is a Banach space amds a left invariant crossnorm
on/., ® X, then there is a Banach lattideand an isometric embedding of X into L,
so that! ® J becomes an isometry @f, ®, X onto /., ®,, J(X). Herel denotes the
identity operator orf, and/,, ®,, J(X) the canonical lattice tensor product. This result
is originally due to G. Pisier (unpublished), but our proefifferent. We then use this to
characterize the Gordon-Lewis propef®L. in terms of embeddings into Banach lattices.
Also other structures related to thd. are investigated.

Introduction

In this paper we investigate embeddings of Banach space8artach lattices, which preserve
a certain tensorial structure given a priori. This is theadus characterize the Gordon-Lewis
propertyGL and related structures in Banach spaces.

Our basic result states that X is a Banach space andis a left tensorial crossnorm on
(-, ® X (see Sectiofi O for the definition), then there exist a Banattité L and an isometric
embedding/ of X into L so that/ ® J becomes an isometric embedding/f ®, X onto
(o ®., J(X). Herel denotes the identity operator 6g and/., ®,, X the canonical lattice tensor
product. This result was originally proved by Pisier][19hublished), but our construction of
the Banach latticé is quite different from his. It is a modification of a consttioa given by the
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second named author and presented at a conference in Caluvibsouri in1994 and is based
on our Theoren 115 below.

This result is then used to prove that a Banach spatasGL, if and only if it embeds into
a Banach latticd., so that every absolutely summing operator frénto a Hilbert space extends
to an absolutely summing operator defined/onin a similar manner we prove that has the
generalGL-propery if and only if it embeds into a Banach lattite so that every absolutely
summing operator fronX to an arbitrary Banach spagéextends to a cone-summing operator
from L to Y. Some related structures in Banach spaces, e.g. the Gaassege property
defined in[IL], are also characterized in terms of embeddirtigsBanach lattices.

In Section]L of the paper we investigate left tensorial aros®is and prove the main result
mentioned above. Sectifh 2 is devoted to the charactensatif theGL-property, while Section
B contains some further applicationsGd.-subspaces of Banach lattices of finite cotype.

Let us finally mention that L.B. McClaraf JI17] has used Pisiegsult to characterize sub-
spaces of quotients of Banach lattices.

O Notation and Preliminaries

In this paper we shall use the notation and terminology contynased in Banach space theory
as it appears in[13][]14] an{l [R4Bx shall always denote the closed unit ball of the Banach
spaceX.

If X andY are Banach spaceB(X,Y) (B(X) = B(X, X)) denotes the space of bounded
linear operators fronX to Y and throughout the paper we shall identfy Y with the space of
w*-continuous finite rank operators frali* to Y in the canonical manner. Furtherlik p < oo
we letIl,(X,Y) denote the space gfsumming operators fronX' to Y equipped with the-
summing normr,; [,(X,Y") denotes the space of aHintegral operators fronX to Y equipped
with thep-integral normi,, and V,,(X, Y') denotes the space of alinuclear operators fronY to
Y equipped with the-nuclear normy,. X ®, Y denotes the completion of © Y under the
largest tensor normon X ® Y.

We recall that ifl < p < oo then an operatof’ € B(X,Y) is said to factor througlii,
if it admits a factorizatiord” = BA, whereA € B(X, L,(1)) andB € B(L,(u),Y') for some
measurey and we denote the space of all operators which factor thrdygby I',(X,Y). If



T e I'y(X,Y) then we define
v(T) = inf{||A|| || B|| | T = BA, AandB as above;

v, is @ norm onl',(X,Y’) turning it into a Banach space. All these spaces are opedsats
and we refer to the above mentioned books ahd [9], [11] aApff@ Further details. To avoid
misunderstanding we stress that in this papeirgegral operatoi’ from X to Y has gp-integral
factorization ending irt” with 4, (7") defined accordingly; in some books this is referred to as a
strictly p-integral operator.

If (A, «) is an operator ideal, we let/ (X, Y') denote the closure of * ® Y under the norm

In the formulas in this paper we shall, as is customary, pnegrr, as the operator norm and
lso @S they,,-norm.
If n € NandT € B(¢y, X) then, following [24], we define thé-norm of T" by

1
2

UT) = < ; ||T$||2d7(56)>

where~ is the canonical Gaussian probability measuréjon

We let(g,,) denote a sequence of independent standard Gaussian &arebé fixed proba-
bility space((2, S, 0); it is readily verified that ifl” € B(¢3, X)) and(¢;) denotes the unit vector
basis of/, then

(NI

() = ( [ Zgja)mn?da(t))

A Banach spac« is said to have the Gordon-Lewis property (abbrevidiéd [f], if every
absolutely summing operator froiki to an arbitrary Banach spadéfactors throughl ;. It is
readily verified thatX hasGL if and only if there is a constarit’ so thaty, (7)) < K (T) for
every Banach spacdé and everyl’ € X*®Y'. In that cas&sL(X ) denotes the smallest constant
K with this property.

We shall say thafX hasGLs, if it has the above property with" = ¢, and we define the
constantGLy(X) correspondingly. An easy trace duality argument yields ¢HaandGL, are
self dual properties and th&tL(X) = GL(X"), GLy(X) = GL2(X*) when applicable. It is



known that every Banach space with local unconditionalcstme hasGL. For generalizations
of GL, see [B].

A Banach spac« is said to have the Gaussian Average property (abbreviated) [] if
there is a constark” so that/(7") < K (T*) for everyT € ¢} ® X and everyn € N. The
smallest constank” with this property is denoteghp(X).

A deep result of Pisief 0] states that a Banach spaéed®nvex if and only if it is of type
larger than 1. In this paper we shall use this as the defintidik-convexity.

We shall also need some notation on operators with range8anach lattice. Recall that
if Y is a Banach space arldis a Banach lattice then an operafore B(Y, L) is called order
bounded (see e.d. [R3], [118] and [5]), if there existsa L, = > 0 so that

|Tz| <||z|]]z forallz €Y (0.2)
and the order bounded noriff’||,,, is defined by
|7 |l = inf{]|z]| | zcan be usedin(d.}) (0.2)

It follows from [[Q] and [1#] that ifl’ = 3°7 | y; @ 2; € Y* ® L then

1Tl = 1sup{] D w5 ()l | Nyl < B = 11D 295 v e
j=1 j=1
where the last equality is the definition of the 1-homogesangression on the right.
We let B(Y, L) denote the space of all order bounded operators frota L equipped with
the norm|| - ||,.; it is readily seen to be a Banach space and a left ideal.
If X is a subspace of the Banach latticethen we left” ®,, X denote the closure of ® X
in B(Y*, L) under the nornj| - ||,,,. Note that” ®,, X depends on houX is embedded intd..

The next definition generalizes the concept of convexity@mtavity in Banach lattices.

Definition 0.1 Let X be a subspace of a Banach lattigeand1 < p < oco. X is calledp-
convex inL (respectivelyp-concave inL) if there is a constank’ > 1 so that for all finite sets
{z1,29,...,2,} € X we have

I Jeg )71l < K (Yl |7) (03)
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(respectively
O sy < KNG Ja )= 1) (0.4)
j=1 i=1

The smallest constank’, which can be used i (0.3) (respective[y [0.4)) is denotgd b
KP(X, L) (respectivelyK,(X, L)). We putk?(L) = K*(L,L) andK,(L) = K,(L,L). Note
that the inequalitied (0.3) anfl (P.4) depend on the embgdufiX into L.

It follows from [[L8] that if Y is a Banach spaceX is a subspace of a Banach lattiteand
T € B(Y,X) with T* e IIJ(X*,Y*) thenT € Y* ®,, X with |T||,, < = (T*). The next
theorem, which we shall use often in the sequel generaliiesésult (it also generalizef [5,
Theorem 1.3] with an easier proof). Before we can state it @era little notation and a lemma.

Let (A, M, i) be a measure spac¥, and L as above and < p < oo. If f € L,(u, X) is
a simple function, say’ = > | 14,7;, where(z;)7_, C X and(4;)}_, is a set of mutually
disjoint measurable sets then we put

(/ d 'pd“f - (Z u(Aj>|xj|P> g

The next lemma can be proved exactly[as [5, Proposition 1.2].

Lemma 0.2 Letl < p < oo, X ap-convex subspace of a Banach latticend f € L,(u, X).
If (s,) C L,(11, X) is @ sequence of simple functions wijthj f — s, |[Pdu — 0 then( [ |s,|[Pdu)
converges inX to a limit, which only depends ofiandp. This limit is denoted by | | f|Pdu)

W= Y=

and satisfies the inequalities:
[ 1svansl < wrcn [ 1 (0.5)
([P < oI [ 1fraw?) foralla e L (0.6)
We can now state

Theorem 0.3 Let X be ap-convex subspace of a Banach latticel < p < oo, and letY be a
Banach space. Then:



Tl < KP(X, L), (T*) forall T €V*® X. (0.7)

(i) If T € B(Y, X)WithT* € IL,(X*, Y*) thenT € B(Y, L**) with | T||,, < K?(X, L)m,(T*).

Proof: To prove (i) we letl’ € Y* ® X ande > 0 be arbitrary. By[[B, Lemma 1.8] there is a
finite dimensional subspadé of X containing?'(Y") so that if 7= denotesl” considered as an
operator fromY” to F thenm,(T}.) < m,(T™) + €.

By the Pietsch factorization theorem]13] there exists &éability measure: on the unit ball
Br of F' so that

I Tre"|| < 7Tp(Tlii)(/ [ (@) P dp()) (0.8)

Br
For everyy € Y with ||y|| < 1 and everyr* € L*, * > 0 we now get from[(0]8) and Lemma

D:2:

2 (Ty)] < my(TE)( / 2 (@) Pdp())F < ) (T5)a ( / wPdp(@)?),  (0.9)

Br Br

which immediately gives

19| < w3 [ [olPdua))? forally € By. (0.10)
Bp
Hence
Il < TR TP < K2 L) (1) + ) (0.11)

which gives [0]7), since was arbitrary.
(if) can be proved in a similar manner. Noting tBéat* is p-convex inL** with K?(X, L) =
KP(X*, L**) we get a measure on Bx, S0 that

ITy| < 7T / 2™ Pdu(e™)

BX**

where the right hand side represents an element’in O



1 Tensor Products and Embeddings of a Given Banach Space

Into a Banach Lattice

In this section we shall prove that every Banach space camibedded into a Banach lattice
preserving a certain tensorial structure given a priorisTésult is based on an unpublished idea
of Pisier [19], but our construction is different and is irtur@ similar to a result of Ruah [22] on
operator spaces.

If Y and X are Banach spaces ands a cross norm o ® X then we lett” ®, X denote
the completion o ® X under the norna.

If £ CY andF C X we can leln act onE ® F' by considering it as a subspace}ot X in
the canonical manner and defiher,, F' accordingly. Note however that in general the outcome
depends on how, respectivelyF', are embedded intd, respectivelyy.

We make the following definition

Definition 1.1 A crossnormx onY ® X is called left tensorial if for alll’ € B(Y) T'® Ix €
B(Y ® X) with ||T'® Ix|| < ||T||, wherelx denotes the identity operator ox.

Remark: Note that then-norm defined in sectiofj O is left tensorial.

To obtain the main result of this section we shall be conamih left tensorial norms on
co ® X (or rather o/, ® X for all n € N). For technical reasons we wish to have our left
tensorial norms defined oy, ® X and hence need a few prerequisites. In passing we note that
it is fairly easy to see that if a norm on ¢y ® X satisfies the operator inequality in Definition
.1 then it is a cross norm up to a constant and hence leftriahap to a constant.

In the rest of this section we I€t;) denote the unit vector basis af with biorthogonal
(e;) C 4y; forall n € N S7, denotes the unit sphere 6f .

We need the following

Proposition 1.2 Let X be a Banach space anda left tensorial norm oy ® X. If u € ¢o®, X,
then there is a unique sequengs,) C X so that

o0

u:Zen@)xn (1.2

n=1



and so that for all, € N

a <z": e; ® xj> < a(u). (1.2)
j=1

Proof: Let P, denote the natural projection af ontofe; | 1 < j < n] for everyn € N and put
P, = 0. By the left tensoriality ofv P, ® I x is a bounded operator eg X with || P, @ Ix| = 1
so it admits an extensioR,,: co ®. X — [e;]j_; ® X with [|Q,|| = 1 forall n € N. Note also
that||Q,, — Q,—1|| < 1. Letu € ¢y ®, X and put for every: € N

en @ Ty = (Qn - Qn—l)(u) (13)
For alln € N we have
Qnu = Z €; ® Ly, (14)
j=1
from which (I.P) follows.
Clearly Q,u — wu for all u € span{e;} ® X and since|Q,|| = 1 for all n € N an easy

density argument gives th&t,u — u for all u € ¢y ®, X as well; this together witH (1.4) gives

@.). 0

¢, From this result we obtain:

Proposition 1.3 Let X be a Banach space anda left tensorial norm omy ®, X. There exists a
uniquely determined left tensorial nordnon 7, ® X so thata|.,ox = «. Herec, is considered
as a subspace df, in the canonical manner.

Proof: We consider the Banach spaeg ®, X )** with its canonical norna*™* and the idea is to
identify /., ® X with a canonical subspace @f, ®, X)** and then pu equal to the restriction
of o** to that subspace.

It is readily verified thatc, ®, X)* can be identified with the spaée®,- X* consisting of

[e.e]

all sequencesér;) C X* (writtenas) >~ e; ® «7) so that

> (@) < 0o forall 350 e, @z, € ¢g ®0 X (1.5)

n=1



equipped with the norm

o <Z el ® :@;) = sup{| Y ()| | ) en @) < 1} (1.6)
n=1 n=1 n=1

Note that in particular we get for @’ ~ | e ® 2 € {; ®,« X* and allz € X:

Z\x )< at (Ze ®x> ||| (1.7)

and if(\,) € o with |\,| < 1foralln € Nthen} ™  ef @ \,2} € {1 ®, X* with

a* (i e, ® )\nx;> =a" (i e ® xZ) : (1.8)
n=1

If> 7 hy®@x; €l ® X and) 72 ef @z} € {1 ®,+ X* then by {1.7) and[(1]8)

SO < et > Jlat(ey)] < o (z oo ) S ol w9
j=1

j=1 i=1 i=1
and hence we can @:?:1 h; ® z; act as an element ¢, ®, X)* by the formula

n

<ihj®xj,ief®xj>22i<hj,ef ><af,x; > forall} 2 ef@af €l ®, X
j=1 i=1

j=1 i=1

(1.10)

and we puti(3_7_, h; ® x;) equal to the norm of that functional. Cleady, s, x = .

In order to prove thad is left tensorial we first note that § € B(c) then(S ® Ix)*™ =
S** @ Ix with ||S™ @ Ix|| = ||S ® Ix]|| = ||S]|. f T € B({) is arbitrary then sincé,, has the
metric approximation property, it follows from the locaflexitivity principle [B], [[L2] that for
everye > 0 there is a netS;) of bounded operators ap with ||S|| < ||T'|| +  for all ¢ so that

lim < S;*h, f >=<Th,f > forallh el andalf e 0. (1.11)



For everyy >~ ef ® x} € {1 @4 X* We now get:

n

li{n<zn:55*hj®xj,§:ef®xf> = Zili{ﬂ<5§*h]~,ej>
j=1 i=1

j=1 i=1

j=1 =1

and hencd” ® Ix is bounded o, ®5; X with
IT® Ix|| < T +e. (1.13)

It is clear thatx is unique. O

The definition of left tensoriality immediately gives:

Lemma 1.4 Let X be a Banach space anda left tensorial normorf,, ® X. If FF C /. isa
subspace an@ € B(F, () thenT @ Ix € B(F ®4 X, Lo ®o X) With |T @ Ix|| = ||T|. If T
is an isometry into then so B ® Ix.

Proof: Since/,, has the extension property there is an extendiorls, — (., of T with
||| = ||T'|| and hence the first part of the lemma follows from the definiti6 7" is an isometry
into we can apply the same procedurdt': T(F) — F C /., and the result follows. O

We are now able to prove the finite dimensional version of cainntheorem:

Theorem 1.5 Let ¥ be ann-dimensional Banach space with a normalized bdsig’_, and
biorthogonal systertw})j_, and leta be a left tensorial norm of,, @ E. There exists a lattice
norm|| - ||, onC(S%)

ube(@) I flloo < 1flla < @ <Z ¢ ® xj) £l (1.14)
j=1

where ubc(z}) denotes the unconditional basis constant(ef), and an isometry/: £ —
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(C(S%), |l - l) so that for allk € Nand allyy, ys, ..., yx € E we have

k k
1\ 1y5llla = @ (Z ej ® yj> : (1.15)
j=1 =1

Proof: The construction of the nori- ||, is a kind of exercise over the theme “Krivine Calculus
in Banach lattices”,[[10],[[34]. We first note thatife /., ® E, then there are uniquely deter-
minedhy, hy, ..., h, € ly SO thatu = Y77 h; ® x;. Further we letS, C C(SZ,) denote the
set of all functiong of the formp(ty, ta, ..., t,) = || Y27_, tihlle for all (t1,ts,. .., t,) € Sk,
wherehy, hy, ..., h, € . If p € S, andhq, ho,...,h, are as above then we shall say that
(hj)j— represents.

If (f;)7=1 C ¢ also represents, then

1Y " tihille = 1D tifillee forall (i, ta,...,1,) € R" (1.16)
j=1 i=1
and hence the operatdr: [h;] — [f;] defined by
T (Zt]h3> :thfj fora”tl,tg,...,tn eR
j=1 i=1
is an isometry. From Lemnja 1.4 it therefore follows that
Q@ (Z h; & xj> =« (Z fi® xj> . (2.17)
j=1 i=1

Hence we can defing||. by

Iplla = (Z h; @ :@-) . (1.18)

If f e C(S2) then we define

[flla = inf{llplla [ p € Sn, [f] < p}- (1.19)

(Note that| f (t1, 22, ..., 1) < || flloll 2o5= tieslloo fOrall (¢, 22, .. ., 2,) € ST).
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¢From Lemmd 1] 4 it follows in a similar manner as above that 4f € S,, with p < ¢
then||p||. < ||¢|l. and therefore[{I.19) coincides with (1].18) in cageec S,. Thus| f|. is

well-defined for allf € C(SZ).

We shall now show thaf - ||, is a norm onC'(S%). Tothisend letp € S,, ¢ € S, be
represented bih;)7_, C (. and(f;)7_; C (., respectively. We have to find a representation of
p+q. PutF = ([h;] @ [f;]): and letS be any isometry of” into (.. For all(¢1, %2, ...,t,) € S,
we now get

1Y 48 flle = 1IS (ZQM,ZQ]@) [
=1 =1 =1
= 1D tihylleo + 11D tifillso
j=1 j=1

= p(tl,tg,...,tn)—I—q(tl,tg,...,tn). (120)

Hence using the definition dff ||, and Lemma T}4:
lp+dlla = oY Sk f)® %‘)
j=1

= « iS(hj,O) ® xj + iS(O, fi) @ $j>

< « ZS(hJ,O)®$J> + <ZS(O7f]> ®$J>

= ald ®fﬂj> +a <Z fi ®fﬂj> = |Iplla + llglla- (1.21)
j=1 j=1

Let now f,g € C(S"), lete > 0 be arbitrary and choose ¢ € S, so that|f| < p, |g| < q,
Iplla < [If]la + < andllglla < llglla + €. Since|f + g| < p + ¢ we obtain

1f +9glla < llp+dlla <lplla + llalla < [ flla + gl + 2. (1.22)

Sincee > 0 was arbitrary we have proved thit ||, satisfies the triangle inequality. It is
clear that|af|l. = |a||| f|l. forall f € C'(S%) and alla € R.
Let us now show the left inequality of (1]14). Léte C'(S) andp € S, with |f| < p. If

12



(hj)j—1 C lx representp then we can defin@: ¢, — EbyT = Y7 | h; ® x;. For arbitrary
(t1,t2, ..., ta) € S& we putz* = 377 ¢;27 and get

|f(t1,t2,...,tn)| S p(tl,tg,...,tn) = ||Zl‘*(l'j)h]||oo
j=1

= T2 oo < IT*[2"]| < a(D)ll2*]| = lIpllall Y tjz}ll- (1.23)
j=1

Taking first infimum over alp € S, with |f| < pin (L.2Z3) and thereafter supremum over all
(t1,t2,...,t,) € St we obtain

[ flloe < 11fllasup {II ZW?H | 151 = 1} = || fllaube(a]). (1.24)

(L:24) shows the left inequality df (1]14) and hence togettith the above also gives that ||,
is a norm. It follows immediately from the definition thatfifg € C(SZ) with |f] < |g| then
1 flla < llgll« SO that]| - ||, is a lattice norm.

To prove the right inequality of (T]L4) we let agdire C'(S7.). Since for everyt,, t, ..., t,) €
S we have

[ttt < 1l el (1.25)
j=1

we get by the definition of f||, that

If]la < (Z e ® :cj> 1o (1.26)

J=1

which is the right inequality of( (1.14).
For everyl < j < n we lety; € C(S%) be defined byp,(t1,t2,...,t,) = t; for all
(t1,t2,...,t,) € S and define/: E — C(SZ) by

J (Z xj(x)@) = ij(x)ap] forallz € E. (1.27)
j=1 i=1
We have to show that is an isometry and thaf (1]16) holds.
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To this end let(h;)7_, C /. and letp € S, be represented byh;). Since for every
(t1,ta,...,t,) € S we have

sup{iZh* tl,tz,...,tnn|h*eﬁl,||h*||1s1}:||thhj||oo=p<t1,t2,...,tn>

J=1

we get from the definition of - || :

1> 0 @ Jzjllm = 1D 7 @ @jllm
=1 j=1
= | sup |Zh* Neillla = [plla =a <Z h; ®%‘> (1.28)
— s

which is (1.1p) written in another form.
If z € £ and we puty; = zj(z)e; forall 1 < j < nin (L.Z8) we obtain thaf is an isometry.

Before we can prove the main theorem of this section we netbtlowing proposition on
them-tensor product and ultraproducts of Banach lattices.

Proposition 1.6 Let (L;),c; denote a family of Banach lattices and letdenote the Banach
lattice obtained as the ultraproduct 6f.;) along an ultrafilterZ/. For everyn € N we have

0 @m L= lim €, ® L.

Proof: Let Z = {((«(t)) € [,e; L¢ | sup{||z(t)|| | t € I} < oo} and let®: Z — L denote the
canonical quotient map. Since by definition the ordering is the one induced b$ it follows
easily thatifn € N, {y; | 1 < j < n} C Land(y;(t))wer € Z with ®((y;(t)) = y; for all
1< j < nthend((V y;(t)])) = /iy |y, and hence:

i 1 e @yl = T |\l (0l
j=1 j=1

= VIl =1 ¢ @yjllm. (1.29)
j=1 j=1
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We can now easily prove

Theorem 1.7 Let X be a Banach space anda left tensorial norm orf,, ® X. There exist a
Banach latticeL and an isometry/ of X into L so that for allk € Nand ally,, 4o, ...,y € X
we have

k k
1\ 1wl = o (Zeg‘@yj) : (1.30)
j=1 i=1
Proof: For every finite dimensional subspaéeC X we consider/,, ® F as a subspace of
/, ® X in the natural way and equip it with the normrestricted to/,, ® F, i.e. we put
lo ®a E = (l ® E,«) (this is a slight misuse of notation which can cause probléns
concreten’s but we shall only use it in this proofy is clearly left tensorial ol ® E.

Put

F ={E C X | E finite dimensiona}. (1.31)

In every £ € F we choose a normalized basis andllgt be the Banach lattice constructed in
Theoren{ 15 relative to the chosen basis and our choiég of,, £ and letJ,: £ — Lg be the
isometry constructed there.

We defineL to be the ultraproduct of Lz | E € F} along a free ultrafiltet/ of F.

Let () be the canonical quotient map@iLg)., ontoL and letforevery: € E 7 € (IILg)
be defined by

J if E
T(F) = pr e e foreveryE € F. (1.32)
0 else

If we put Jx = Q7 for all x € X, thenJ is readily seen to be a linear map frokhto L and if
x € F then it follows from [T.3R) and the definition of the normiirthat

||| = lim [|Z(£)]] = ] (1.33)

Hence/J is an isometry ofX into L.
If finally n € Nand{z, | 1 < j <n} C X thenitfollows from Theorerf 1.5 and Proposition

15



.8 that
I \/ | Ja; ]| = Lim | \/ Ti(E)lp = o (Z ej ® %) : (1.34)

(Note that our special choice 6f, ®, F is important here.) O

We end this section with a few corollaries:

Corollary 1.8 If X andL are as in Theorerph 1.7 thenforalle N, all {z; | 1 < j <n} C X
andall{h; | 1 <j<n} C/l, wehave

1Y " hy @ Jjllm = a (Zhj@@xj). (1.35)
j=1 j=1

Proof: Letn e N, {h; | 1 <j<n} Cly, {z;|1<j<n} C X ande > 0 be given. Using
the local properties of., we can find anm € N and an isomorphisri’ of [h;] into 7 so that
|17l = Tand T~ < (1+¢).

By Lemma[1.}4 we get:

(1+e)” (Zh ®xj> <a<ZTh ®x3> <Q<Zh ®xj> (1.36)

(14+¢)” (2.37)

Zn:Th] ® J[L'j

J=1

Since by Theorefi .[> "7, Th; @ Jj|lm = o375, Th; @ x;) we get [1.36) by letting
tend to 0. O

The next corollary follows from trace class duality.

Corollary 1.9 Let X and L be as in Theorem 1.7 and let* be the dual norm tev. Every
operatorT: J(X) — ¢y with TJ € (I ®, X)* extends to an operatof: L — ¢, with
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T* € B(l, L*) so that
1Tl = @*(T). (1.38)

Proof: ¢From [2B] it follows that/., ®,, L)* = B({, L*) and since/,, ®, X is canonically
isometric tol., ®,, J(X) we get that the restriction map froht onto.J(X)* induces a quotient
map ofB(¢.., L*) onto (¢, ®, X)*. Hence [1.38) follows. 0

Remark: Using the local properties af,-spaces it is readily verified that Corollafy]1.9 still
holds if ¢, is substituted by, (1), wherey is an arbitrary measure.

2 Some Applications
In this section we shall give some applications of Theofefrahd its corollaries. We start with

Theorem 2.1 Let X be a Banach space. Then there exists a Banach spatethatX embeds
isometrically intoL (we write X C L) and so that for all Banach spacéswe have

TeF®,X+Telll(X*F). (2.1)

Proof: Put/,, ®, X = - ®, X and letL be the Banach lattice constructed in Theoferh 1.7 so
thatX C L and/, ®,, X = { ®, X. To prove thatl. has the desired property it is enough to
prove (2.1) whert” C /.. We clearly have

TEF @, X (T": X* > ly) € N{(X* 1) <= T €Il (X*, F)

which is (Z.1). 0

In analogy with Corollary T]9 we get the following corollasing trace class duality argu-
ments.

Corollary 2.2 Let X be a Banach space and Iétbe the Banach lattice constructed in Theorem
1. If G is another Banach space then every operdiore I'y(X, G) admits an extension
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T € I'y(L, G) with 4, (T) = »,(T). Furthermore,

v (T) = inf || A||||B|| | 3ameasures, A: L — Ly(v),A>0,B: L(v) — G,T = BA}.
(2.2)

Proof: LetT € I'; (X, G), lete > 0 be arbitrary and choose a measurand operators': X —
Li(p), U: Ly(n) = Gsothatl’ = US, ||U|| < 1and|S|| < % (T) + . By Corollary[1.9 and
its remarkS admits an extensiof: L — L;(u) so thatS* € B(Loo (1), L*) and||S|| = ||S]|m.
SinceX* is order complete anfl; (1) is complemented i, (.)** it follows e.g. from [18] that
there exists a measure a positive operatod: L — L;(v) and an operatoV : L, (v) — Li(u)
so thatS = V A and

LAV < 18]l + € < 1IS +e. (2.3)

The operatofl’ = US clearly extendd” and belongs td', (L, G). Furthermore] = UV A and
hence

n(T) < n(@) < ATV < ATV
ISTIUN + ellUN < n(T) + 2¢ (2.4)

N

so thaty, (T') = +,(T) and [Z:R) holds. O

The next theorem characterizes Banach spaceswithin terms of embeddings into Banach
lattices. It generalize$][1, Corollary 2.3].

Theorem 2.3 Let X be a Banach space. The following two statements are equivale
(i) X hasGLs.

(i) There exists a Banach lattice O X so that everyl’ € II; (X, ;) admits an extension
T € I, (L, ().

Proof: Since every Banach lattice h&H., by [A] (ii) trivially implies (i). Next, assume that
X hasGL, and letL be the Banach lattice constructed in Theofflem 2.17 IE 11, (X, ¢5)
then alsol” € T'; (X, ¢3) with v (T) < GLy(X)m(T') and hence by Corollafy 27 admits an
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extensionl’ € T'y(L, {,) with v, (T) = v,(T). However, by Grothendieck’s theorefn [13],is
also 1-summing with

m(T) < Kei(T') < KgGLa (X)m(T) (2.5)

whereK is Grothendieck’s constant. O

Remark: ¢ From Theorerpn 4.1 and Corolldry]2.2 it follows thakithasGL,; andT" € 11, (X, ¢5)
then~,(7") can be computed by looking on factorizatichis= BA whereA is the restriction to
X of a positive operator from a suitable Banach latfice X to anL,-space.

Let us note in passing that X is contained in a Banach lattide and (ii) of Theoren{ 2|3
holds then

lo@m X ={T: ly — X | T" € T (X*, 0,)}.

Indeed, it easily follows that there is a const@t> 1 so that everys € II; (X, ¢;) admits an
extensionS € I, (L, £5) with 7, (S) < K (S). Hence ifS € T'1(X, ¢,), S admits an extension
S € Ty (L, ty) with 4,(S) < 7,(S) < Km(S) < KKgv1(S). An easy trace duality argument
now gives that if) denotes the natural quotient maplofonto X*, then for everyl': /5 — X
with 7% € II; (X™, 5) we haver, (T*) < KKqm (T*Q).

If now T € ¢, ®,, X then by [b] and the above (T*) < KKom (T*Q) < KKZ||T||m, SO
thatT* e II/ (X*, ¢,). The other direction follows from Sectidh 0, sincelif e I/ (X* ¢,),
T € ly @, X With ||T]],, < m(T*Q) < m(T%).

We can now characterize Banach spaces Wi#tP.

Theorem 2.4 Let X be a Banach space. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) X hasGAP.

(i) There exist a Banach latticé O X and a constanf{ > 1 so that for allz, z,, ..., z, €
X we have

I (Z |ij2> I'< (/ IIZgz-(t)xz-llsz(t)> < K (ZI%:-V) I (2.6)
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Proof: (i) = (ii). Let L be the Banach lattice constructed in Theofem 2.1, angfl¢tdenote
the unit vector basis ok. If {z;,z5,...,2,} C X andT = Z;‘Zl f; ® z; then it follows from
Theoren{ 2]1 and the GAP of that

( [ Zgja)xjn%za(t)) = UT) < gap(X)m (T")

< gap(X)||T[m = gap(X)]| (i\%\2>2 I (@7
j=1
The left inequality of [[2]6) always holds in a Banach lat{itd]. This shows (i}= (ii).
(i) = (i). Assume thatX C L and that[(2]6) holds. I’ € ¢, ® X then
UT) < K||T|lm < Kmy (T) (2.8)
so thatX hasGAP. O

Remark: It follows from [[] that a Banach space withAP is of finite cotype and one could
hope that the Banach lattice in Theorgm 2.4 could be chosee tf finite cotype. However
this is not the case. Indeed] [1, Example 1.16] shows thabthatten class, for 2 < p < oo
has GAP but notS) and therefore a Banach lattiéeD ¢, with the properties of Theorefn 2.4
cannot be of finite cotype, since every subspace of a Ban#delaf finite cotype hass).

We also note that if a Banach spakes contained in a Banach lattide so that [[ZJ6) holds
then it follows from [1, Proposition 0.3] that there is a cam K, > 1 sothatforalll’ € /,® X
we haveK [ 'r(T*) < {(T) < ||T|lm < Km(T*). Furthermore, an easy trace duality argu-
ment, similar to the one in Corollafy 2.2, applied to thesmimlities yields that every operator
T e I't(X, ¢,) admits an extensiol € T'y (L, ().

Combining Theorerh 2.4 witH]1, Theorem 1.9] we obtain

Corollary 2.5 Let X be a Banach space. The following statements are equivalent
(i) X is K-convex and ha&iL,.

(i) There exist Banach lattices O X, Y O X* and a constanf > 1 so that the inequality
(2-8) holds for finite sets of vectors i, respectively inX*.
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It follows from the remark above that if (ii) of Corollafy 2Holds then every operatar €
IT; (X, ¢3) admits an extensiofl € IT; (L, ¢5). Note also that sinc&’ is K-convex in that case
(2.8) shows that, ®,, X* is canonically isomorphic t¢/s ®,, X)*.

We now introduce a property of Banach spaces which is morergethan property.S)
defined in [L].

Definition 2.6 Let1 < p < ¢ < co. A Banach spac« is said to haveSGL(p, ) if there is a
constantK so that ifY" is an arbitrary Banach space, then

1 (T) < Kmp(T™) forall T e Y*® X. (2.9)

If we putY = ¢, andp = 1 in this definition we get the propertys,) of [fl]. It isimmediate
that subspaces of Banach spaces with prop@ttyp, ¢) from [B] haveSGL(p, ¢). In particular
it follows from [3, Theorem 1.3] (see alsf]| [5] and [7]) thateey subspace of g-convex and
g-concave Banach lattice ha%:L(p, ¢). It is actually also a consequence of our next result.
We now wish to characterize prope8{:L(p, ¢) in terms of embeddings into Banach lattices.
The result states:

Theorem 2.7 Let X be a Banach space and< p < ¢ < co. The following statements are
equivalent:

(i) X hasSGL(p,q).
(i) X satisfies[(2]9) with” = ¢,,.
(iif) There exists a Banach lattice with X C L so thatX is p-convex and-concave inL.

Proof: (i) = (ii) is obvious so assume that (ii) holds and Iebe the Banach lattice constructed
in Theoren{ 1]7 with

T €ly @y X < T € IIJ(X*, () (2.10)

as the defining tensor norm.
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Further, let(f;) denote the unit vector basis 6f with biorthogonal systenif;) C /. If
n € Nand{z, z,...,2,) C X then withT = Z;;l [; ® x; we obtain:

1

(glllelqy = (jinfqy

< m(T) < Kmp(T7) = K| T||m = K| (Z ijlq> I, (2.11)
j=1
which shows thak is ¢g-concave inL.
If (u;) denotes the unit vector basisdnwe get withU = > u; ® z;

1 1
| (Z Ixj\") | =1Ullm = mp(U") < (ZH%H”) , (2.12)
j=1 j=1
which shows thak is p-convex inL.

Assume next that (iii) holds, put’ = K (X, L) and letY” be an arbitrary Banach space,
T e Y*® X ande > 0.

Since L** is order complete there is a compact Hausdorff spaceand operators
Ae B(Y,C(A)), Be B(C(A),L*), B> 0sothat||A|||B]| < ||T||m + ¢ andT = BA.

If y1,92,...,y, € Y are arbitrarily chosen, then siné&> 0:

q

(ZnTyjnq)q < K| <_Z|Bij|q> ||
KB (Z |A<yj>\q>q | = KB sup (Z |<ij><t>|q>q

<
j=1
= K|B| sup { (Z Iu(ij)|q> | e CA), |lull < 1}
7j=1
< K| A|[B] sup { (Z Iy*(yj)|q> ly e Y™ [yl < 1} - (2.13)
j=1
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This shows thatr,(T") < K||Al|||B|| < K(||T|| + €) and hence since > 0 was arbitrary
7(T) < K| T|m. (2.14)

Furthermore, from Theorefn 0.3 it follows thigf'||,,, < K?(X, L)m,(T*); thus concluding that
X hasSGL(p, q). O

We end this section by giving a characterization of ¢he-property in terms of Banach
lattices, but it is less intuitive than the results abovefoBewe can formulate it we need a little
notation.

If X isasubspace of a Banach latticandF is a finite dimensional Banach space we denote
the norm in(£ ®,, X)*by || - ||%,. If S € E* ® X* andT € F ®,, X then

Te(T75)| < n(T7S5) < i (S)TIm (2.15)
and therefores acts as a bounded linear functional Bri,,, X by the formula
(S,T) =Tr(T*S) foralT e F®, X (2.16)
and
15115, = sup{|Txe(T"S)| [ T € E @m X, [ T|lm < 1}, (2.17)
We are now able to prove the following:

Theorem 2.8 Let X be a Banach space. The following statements are equivalent:
() X hasGL.

(i) There exist Banach lattices and M so thatX C L, X* C M and a constan > 1 so
that for all finite dimensional Banach spacEsve have

I1S|I5, < K||S||,, forall S e E*® X*. (2.18)

Proof: Assume first tha\ hasGL with GL-constant/’, and letL andM be the Banach lattices
constructed in Theoren 2.1 witk C L and X* C M. If E is an arbitrary finite dimensional
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Banach space aril € £ ®,, X then by the definition of. and theGL-property we have
Yoo (T) = 1(T7) < Kmy(T7) = K[ T|m. (2.19)
Hence by duality and the definition 8f we get for everys € E* @ X*:
1515, < Km(57) = K[S]|m, (2.20)

which shows that the inequality in (ii) holds.

Assume next that (ii) holds and I&t be an arbitrary finite dimensional Banach space. Since
for everyT € E* ® X we have||T||,, < i (T*) it follows by duality that for allS € £ @ X*
we havey..(S) < ||S]|%,- Hence by[(2.18) we get for evelly e X* @ E

N(T) =70 (T7) < N T7|7 < KN T ][ < KEmi(T) (2.21)
which shows thaf hasGL with constant less than or equal & a

Remark: By putting £ = /5 in Theoren]Z]8 it is readily verified that a similar resultdsfor
GLs,. In (i) we actually get that the normjs ||, and|| - ||,,, become equivalent. THeL,-version
of Theoren{ 28 can also easily be derived from Thedren 2.3.

Recall that an operatdf’ from a Banach latticd, to a Banach spac¥® is called cone-
summing if it maps unconditional convergent series of pasitectors to absolutely convergent
ones. It follows from [2B] thaf” is cone-summing if and only if** is order bounded. Using the
same argument as in the proof of Theoifen 2.3 we easily obtain:

Theorem 2.9 If X is a Banach space, then the following two statements arevalgunt:
(i) X hasGL.

(i) There exists a Banach lattice O X so that every absolutely summing operaioirom X
to an arbitrary Banach spack¥ extends to a cone-summing operafofrom L to Y.
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3 GL-subspaces of Banach lattices of finite cotype

As noted in the previous section it is not always possibleribed a Banach space of finite cotype
into a Banach lattice of finite cotype (equivalently of findencavity), not even if it has GAP.
However, combining the results of this paper with thosd Jpfijé believe that the following two
conjectures have positive answers.

Conjecture 3.1 If a Banach spaceX hasSGL(1, q) for someg, 1 < g < oo, thenX embeds
into ag-concave Banach lattice.

Conjecture 3.2 A K-convex Banach space hasGL, if and only if bothX and X* embed into
Banach lattices of finite cotype.

In this section we shall investigate when a subspace of adddattice haszL or GL,. For
convenience we shall say that a subspacef a Banach latticd. is optimally embedded intd
if 0o ®,, X =T7 (fy, X).

It follows from Theorenj Z]3 and the remark just after that a&z space& hasGL; if and
only if there exists a Banach lattideso thatX can be optimally embedded info On the other
hand it follows from [1L, Corollary 2.3] that iX is a subspace of a Banach lattice of finite cotype
thenX hasGLs, if and only if it is optimally embedded inté; in that case any other embedding
of X into L is also optimal.

¢From the results in Sectiph 2 we can conclude

Theorem 3.3 Let X be a subspace of a Banach lattiéeof finite concavity. The following
statements are equivalent:

(i) X is K-convex and ha&Ls,.
(i) There exist a Banach lattic®/ with X* C M and a constani > 1 so that

K| (Z \x§|2>
j=1

1
2

< ( [ Zgj@)x;*uzdo—(t))
< K| (le§|2> [ (3.1)

for all finite sets{z} | 1 < j <n} C X*.
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Proof: It follows from [I4] that the analogue of (3.1) holds for atifie sets of vectors ih and
therefore the equivalence of (i) and (i) follows from Cdaoy [2.5. a

It is well known and easy to prove that ¥ or X* has cotype 2 theL and GL, are
equivalent forX. This leads to

Theorem 3.4 Let X be a Banach space of cotype 2. The following statements arestent:
(i) X hasGL.
(i) X hasSGL(1,2).
(i) X hasSGL(1, q) for somey, 1 < ¢ < oo.

(iv) There exists a Banach lattidewith X C L so thatX is 2-concave irL.

Proof: The equivalence between (i) and (ii) can be provedjas [1, FEme® 1.3 (iv) and 1.4 (i)].
Since X is of cotype 2B(L.., X) = Ils(Ls, X), which together with an easy application of
Maurey’s extension property [[15] shows tha(Y, X) = II,(Y, X) forall 2 < ¢ < oo and all
Y. This shows the equivalence between (ii) and (iii). It feldirectly from Theoreni 2.7 that
(i) and (iv) are equivalent. O

As a corollary we obtain
Corollary 3.5 Any cotype 2 subspace of a Banach lattice of finite cotypéiias

Let us end this section with some results which relateGheproperty of a Banach space
X to compactness of absolutely summing operators defined.o@ur first result is probably
well-known.

Proposition 3.6 Let X andY be Banach spaces so th&tdoes not contain a subspace isomor-
phic to/; and letl < p < oco. Then every-summing operator fronX to Y is compact.

Proof: LetT € IL,(X,Y) and let(z,) € X with ||z,|| < 1. SinceX does not contair, it
follows from Rosenthal’d;-theorem [1B] thatx,) has a subsequen¢e,, ), which is a weak
Cauchy sequence. It now follows from a result of Piet§ch {Rai(7'z,, ) is norm convergent in
Y.
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HenceT is compact. O

The next result can often be used to prove that a given canspetce does not hat4..

Theorem 3.7 LetY be a Banach space witiL,, and letX be a quotient ot’.

If there exists an absolutely summing, non-compact opefedm X to a Banach space&
with the Radon-Nikodym property (RNP), tiérontains a complemented subspace isomorphic
to 61.

Proof: LetQ: Y — X be a quotient map of onto X, let Z be a Banach space with the RNP
and assume that there i7ac II, (X, Z) which is not compact. Hence there exists a sequence
(z,) C X with ||z,|| < 1foralln € Nand are > 0 so that

Tz, — Txy,| > foralln,m e N. (3.2)

For everyn € N we choose ap,, € Y with ||y,| < 1 so thatQy,, = x,,. SinceY hasGL there
exist a measure and operatorsl € B(Y, Ly(1)), B € B(L(11), Z) so thatT'Q = BA. By [B]
B takes weak cauchy sequence into norm convergent ones artbtie¢ Ay,,) does not have any
weak Cauchy subsequence and hencg]by [8] there exist a sigo®eAy,,, ) of (Ay,,) which is
equivalent to the unit vector basis Gfand a bounded projectiaf of L, (;1) onto[Ay,,, |. Since
¢, has the lifting property ané® A mapsY” onto[Ay,, | it follows that if U is any isomorphism of
¢, onto[Ay,, | then there exists & € B({,,Y) sothatU = PAV. ClearlyV (¢,) is isomorphic
to/; andVU ! PA is a projection of” ontoV (¢;). O

Corollary 3.8 LetY be a Banach space of finite cotype with and letX C Y be a subspace.
Then every absolutely summing operator frérhto a Banach spacg with the RNP is compact.

Proof: SinceY is of finite cotypel; cannot be isomorphic to a complemented subspad€é of
and hence the conclusion follows from Theoreny 3.7. O

4 Some concluding remarks

The construction in Sectidih 1 gives rise to the hope thatitccbe possible to develop a theory of
lattice subspaces with the so-called regular operatoroashisms, somewhat following the idea
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from operator spaces. This turns out not to be possible gfiormddition requires a reasonable
duality theory. In this section we wish to comment a littletbese problems. We start with the
following definition:

Definition 4.1 Let L and M be Banach lattices,X C L, Y C M be subspaces and
T € B(X,Y). T is called/;-regular (respectively.-regular) if there is a constank” > 1

so that for all finite set§z4, xo, ..., z,} € X we have
D 1Tzl < KDYl (4.1)
j=1 j=1
(respectively
I\ 1Tzl < K[\ |zl ). (4.2)
j=1 j=1

If T € B(L, M) then{,-regularity of " equals the usual definition of a regular operator
[B3]. Itis easy to see that in this ca%eis regular if and only if it is/;-regular. This turns out
not to be the case if' is only defined on a subspace of a Banach lattice, as the egdrefdw
shows. Let us first state the following lemma

Lemma 4.2 Let (A, M, 1) be a measure space and a subspace of, (). If L is a Banach
lattice, then every” € B(X, L) is ¢;-regular.

Proof: If T'e€ B(X, L) and{xy,zs,...,z,} C X, then

1D 1Tl < YT < ITIY Nl = NN Lasl - (4.3)
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

Example 4.3 Let (r;) be the sequence of Rademacher functions;ifd, 1), put H = [r;] and
letT: H — /5 be the natural isomorphism. By the lemffias ¢,-regular, but|| \/;.‘:1 Trj||l2 =
1325-1 Trjll2 = v/nand|| \/i_, |rj][l, = 1 which shows thal” is not/..-regular.

If X is a subspace of a Banach lattife¢hen we can considet, ® X* as a (non-closed)
subspace of/; ®,, X)* and define the norm on /., ® X* as the restriction of the norm on
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(¢, ®, X)*. Thisa is readily seen to be left invariant and hence Thedrem 1&sgin embedding
of X* into a Banach latticé/, so thato corresponds to thei-norm. With this construction one
could try to build up a theory of lattice subspaces using/theegular operators as morphisms.
Unfortunately it will not lead to a reasonable duality thedndeed, doing the above dualization
twice we obtain an embedding &f** into a Banach lattice, but the canonical embeddingof
into X** need not bé.-regular.

One of the main reasons for this obstacle is the differentedsn/, - and/-regularity.

In her Ph.D.-thesis L.B. McClarari J17] makes a thorough stigation of subspaces and
guotients of Banach lattices and has succeeded in devglagheory for subspaces of quotients
of Banach lattices with thé, - and/;-regular operators as morphisms.

There are rudiments of a duality theory in some of the resulltise previous sections and it
is our belief that a theory gk L-subspaces of Banach lattices can be developed.
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