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The solution to the Maurey extension problem for
Banach spaces with the Gordon-Lewis property and
related structures

P.G. Casazza N.J. Nielsen

Abstract

The main result of this paper states that if a Banach spabas the property that every
bounded operator from an arbitrary subspace& ofto an arbitrary Banach space of cotype
2 extends to a bounded operator &nthen B({,, X*) = Ils({, X*). If in addition X
has the Gaussian average property, then it is of type 2. fifpbas that the same conclusion
holds if X has the Gordon-Lewis property (in particuldr could be a Banach lattice) or if
X is isomorphic to a subspace of a Banach lattice of finite antyipus solving the Maurey
extension property for these classes of spaces.

The paper also contains a detailed study of the property wheing operators with
values in/,-spaces] < p < oc.

Introduction

In 1974 Maurey[[12] proved that iX is a Banach space of type 2, then every bounded operator
from an arbitrary subspace &f to an arbitrary Banach spaé&éof cotype 2 admits a bounded
extension fromX to Y. Since then it has been an open problem whether this prokeotyn as

the Maurey extension property characterizes Banach spatgse 2. Since it follows from[[14]
that a Banach space with this property is of weak type 2, tissvanto the problem is clearly
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affirmative for the class of spaces where weak type 2 is etpnvto type 2, e.g. rearrangement
invariant function spaces.

The main result of this paper states that if a Banach spadeas the Maurey extension
property, then every bounded operator from/ap-space taX* is 2-summing. If in additionX
has Gaussian average prope@ty P (as defined in[]2]), then it is of type 2. This implies that
the answer to the problem is also affirmative for Banach spatech have the Gordon-Lewis
property, in particular Banach lattices, as well as for Rdingpaces which are isomorphic to
subspaces of Banach lattices of finite cotype.

It is not known in general whether the conditi®{/,,, X*) = II5({, X*) implies thatX*
is of cotype 2 or equivalently in the case above tNais of type 2. It seems at the moment that
GAP is the weakest known condition to ensure this for K-conveacsg. It should be noted that
every space of type 2 hasAP.

We shall say that a Banach spakehasi,, 1 < p < oo, if every bounded operator from a
subspace ok to ¢, admits a bounded extension . Another major result of the paper states
that)M/,, 2 < p < oo, characterizes Hilbert spaces among Kothe function spaa@, 1]. Finally
we investigatel/,, 1 < p < 2 in detail and prove that/; is equivalent tal/,, 1 < p < 2 and
that M, implies M.

It is an open problem whethévl, implies M; and whetherM; or M, imply the Maurey
extension property.

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

In Section 1 of the paper we prove some general results omsgtes of operators which
are needed to prove the main results. Some of them are pyobhisiterest in their own right.
Section 2 is devoted to the main results stated above whdedBe3 contains the investigation
of the properties\/,, 1 < p < 2, and the proof of the implications/; < M,, 1 < p < 2, and
M, = Ms.
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O Notation and Preliminaries

In this paper we shall use the notation and terminology coniynased in Banach space theory
as it appears in[10][]11] anf [R13x shall always denote the closed unit ball of the Banach
spaceX.

If X andY are Banach spaces, théh X,Y) (B(X) = B(X, X)) denotes the space of
all bounded linear operators frotki to Y and throughout the paper we shall identfy® Y
with the space of alb*-continuous finite rank operators from* to Y in the canonical manner.
Further ifl < p < oo, we letm,(X,Y’) denote the space of gl summing operators fronX' to
Y equipped with the-summing normr,; 1,(X,Y’) denotes the space of all strictlyintegral
operators fromX to Y equipped with the stricp-integral normi,, and N,,(X,Y") denotes the
space of allp-nuclear operators fronX' to Y equipped with the-nuclear normy,. X ®, Y
denotes the completion of ® Y under the largest tensor norfmon X @ Y.

We recall that ifl < p < oo, then an operatdf’ € B(X,Y) is said to factor througid,
if it admits a factorizatiori” = BA whereA € B(X, L,(1)) andB € B(L,(n),Y) for some
measureu and we denote the space of all operators which factor thrdygby I',(X,Y). If
T eTI'y(X,Y), then we define

(X, Y) =inf{||A||||B||| T = BA, AandB as abovg;

v isanormorl’, (X, Y) turning it into a Banach space. All these spaces are opedstals and
we refer to the above mentioned books, [4] aid [8] for furthetails.

In the formulas of this paper we shall, as is customary, pn&drr, as the operator norm and
loo @S they,,-norm.

We let(r,,) denote the sequence of Rademacher function$.dn and recall that a Banach
spaceX is said to be of type pl < p < 2 (respectively cotype @ < p < o0), if there is a
constantk’ > 1 so that for all finite set$zy, zs, ..., z,} € X we have
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(respectively
(St < ([ ISP, ©2)

The smallest constaf which can be used i (Q.1) (respectively]0.2)) is denotedb{X )
(respectivelyK,(X)).

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

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

Our definitions of weak type 2 and weak cotype 2 space are eobrilginal ones, but are
chosen out of the many equivalent characterizations giyeRigier [19].

Following [B] we shall say that a Banach spa¥ehasGL(p,q), 1 < p,q < oo, if there is
a constanfy’ so that for all Banach spacésand allT’ € X* ® Y we havei,(T') < Km,(T™).
The smallest constatt which can be used in this inequality is denoteddy, ,(X). We note
thatGL(1, co) corresponds to the classical Gordon-Lewis propétitysee [p]. X is said to have
the Gordon -Lewis propert§ L, if every 1-summing operator froo¥ to a Hilbert space factors
through anL,-space.

If n € NandT € B(¢3, X), then following [21,512] we define thé-norm of 7" by

(T) = ( [ ITalPay(e)®

where~ is the canonical Gaussian probability measuréjon

A Banach space is said to have the Gaussian Average Property (abbreviatdel) [H] if
there is a constamt’ so that/(7") < K (T*) for everyT € B(¢3, X) and everyn € N.

We shall also need some notation on subspaces of Banadesatthd on operators with
ranges in a Banach lattice. Recall thakifis a Banach space aridis a Banach lattice, then an



operatorl’ € B(X, L) is called order boundedlL5] if there exists & L, z > 0 so that
|Tz| < |z||]z forallz e X (0.3)
and the order bounded noriff’||,,, is defined by
| 7|, = inf{]|z]| | = can be used i (Q.3) (0.4)

We letB(X, L) denote the space of all order bounded operators fkoto L equipped with the
norm|| - ||,,. Itis readily seen to be a Banach space and a left id€al®,, L shall denote the
closure ofX* ® L in B(X, L) under the nornj - ||,,..

If X be a subspace of a Banach lattitcend1 < p < oo, then we shall say thaX is p-
convex inL (respectivelyp-concave inL) if there is a constank” > 1 so that for all finite sets
{z1,29,...,2,} C X we have

IO L Pyrll < KOl |P)
j=1 j=1
(respectively
O llzilPyr < KN L) ).
j=1 Jj=1
Note that these inequalities depend on the embeddidgioto L. L is calledp-convex (respec-
tively g-concave) if the above inequalties hold for every finite $eteators inL.

If £'is a Banach space afide B(E, X), thenT is calledp-convex if there exists a constant
K > 0 so that for all finite set$z4, xo, ..., z,} C E we have

u 1 u 1
IO 1T )7 | < KO llagllP) 7.
j=1 j=1

Concavity of an operator from a Banach lattice to a Banachesjgadefined in a similar manner.



1 Some basic results on extensions of operators

In this section we shall prove some general results on exten®f operators which will be
useful for us in the sequel. We start with the following lazation theorem:

Theorem 1.1 Let X andY be Banach spaces. Consider the statements:

(i) Every bounded operator from a arbitrary subspaceXofinto Y extends to a bounded
operator fromX to Y.

(i) There is a constank’ > 1 so that whenevek C X is a finite dimensional subspace every
T € B(E,Y) admits an extensiolf € B(X,Y) with ||| < K||T].

Then (i) implies (ii) and it is a dual space, (ii) implies (i).

Proof: Assume first that (i) does not hold. By induction we shall stouct a sequendg®,,) of
finite dimensional subspaces &f a sequencér;,) of subspaces oX of finite codimension and
a sequencél,,) C B(FE,,Y) with ||7,,|| = 1 for all n € N so that the following conditions are
satisfied:

(@) F,nspan{E; | 1 < j < n} = {0} and the natural projectiongpan{E; | 1 < j <n} & F,
ontospan{£; | 1 < j < n} has norm less than or equal to 2 foralE N.

(b) F,41 C F, foralln € N.

(c) If T, € B(X,Y) is an extension of},, then||T}|| > 4 and||T,| > 2*"*'codimF,_; +
codimF,,_, foralln > 2.

Since (ii) does not hold, we can far= 1 choose a finite dimensional subspdceof X and a
T, € B(E,,Y) with | 71]| = 1 so that any bounded extensionBfto X has norm greater than
or equal to 4. LetF; be a subspace of finite codimension so thatis 2-norming over; (F,
can be chosen to be of codimensiwti® ©1). Clearly £, N Fy, = {0} and the natural projection
of £y & F; onto E; has norm less than or equal to 2.

Assume now tha¥, Es, ..., E,, F\, F,, ..., F, andTy,Ts,...,T, have been constructed
so that (a), (b) and (c) hold. By assumption there is a finiteettisional subspade,,; € X and
an operatofl},;; € B(E,11,Y) with ||T,,.1]| = 1 so that ifan € B(X,Y) is an extension of
T,.1, then

| Thsr || > 22"2codimF, + codimF,, (1.1)



which shows that (c) holds. If we choose a subspéce C X so thatﬁn%rl is 2-norming over

span{F£; | 1 < j <n}and putF,,; = F,.1 N F,, then clearly also (a) and (b) are satisfied.
Hence we have constructed the required sequences. Pdtnewr,; andG, ., = E, 1NF,

for all n > 1. By choosing an Auerbach basis fék, /G, we easily achieve that there is a

subspacédi, C FE, and a projectiorP, of X onto H,, so that

E, = G,®H, forallneN (1.2)
P,x = 0 forallz € G,andalln e N (1.3)
| Pos1]] < codimF, foralln € N. (1.4)

Letn > 2 and assume that, € B(X,Y) is an extension df,;, . Put
T, = S,(I = P,) + T, P,. (1.5)
If x € E,, then
T = Sp(x — Pyx) + TyPox = Ty(x — Pox) + T, P, = T)a. (1.6)
HenceT,, is an extension of}, and therefore by (c)
||fn|| > 22" leodimF,_ + codimF,_, (1.7)
which in view of (T.}4) clearly implies that

15, || > 22" (1.8)

By construction(G,,) forms an infinite direct sum and we can therefore put

G=G.. (1.9)
n=1
We defineS € B(G,Y) by
Sz =Y 27"T,x, (1.10)
n=1



for all z € G with

r=)Y "z, 2,€G, forallneN. (1.11)
n=1

(Actually ||S]| < 3).
S does not have a bounded extensiontto Indeed, ifS € B(X,Y) is an extension, then
275 is an extension o, ;, and therefore by[(1.8)

15| > 2" foralln > 2 (1.12)

which is a contradiction. This shows that (i) implies (ii).

Assume next that (i) holds and that is a dual space; le¥ be a Banach space so that
Z* =Y. Further, letF' C X be a subspace arid € B(F, Z*) with ||T'|| = 1. For every finite
dimensional subspadé C F' we can by assumption firfl = B(X, Z*) so that

Tgx =Tz forallzeE,||Tg| < K. (1.13)

By w*-compactness it follows that we can find a suk{fiét) of (1) and an operatdf € B(X, Z*)
so that

Tz <5 Tx forallz e X. (1.14)

ClearlyT is an extension of . 0

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Taegl.l

Corollary 1.2 Let X, Y and Z be Banach spaces and assume tHais finitely representable

in X. If every bounded operator from an arbitrary subspaceXofo Y* extends to a bounded
operator from the whole space 6%, then every bounded operator from an arbitrary subspace
of Z to Y* extends.

Our next result shows that under certain conditions it isughoto consider extensions of
finite rank operators.

Theorem 1.3 Let X andY be Banach spaces anfd C X a subspace. Assume that there is a
constantk so that everyi’ € E* @ Y admits an extensiolf € B(X,Y) with ||T|| < K||T||.
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If either E' or Y has the\-bounded approximation property, then evéry B(E,Y') admits
an extensioll’ € B(X,Y**) with | T|| < K\||T).

Proof: LetT € B(FE,Y). By assumption we can find a n@t,).c; C E* ® Y with |7, || <
A||T| for all o so thatT,z — Tz for all z € E. LetT, € B(X,Y) denote an extension 6f,
for eacha € J with

ITall < K||Tal| < KAIT- (1.15)

(LI%) immediately gives that there igac B(X,Y*) with | T|| < KA||T|| and a subnetZ,)

of (T,,) so that
Tz <5 Tx forallz e X. (1.16)

Since clearly alsd@,x s Txforall x € E, it follows thatT is the required extension. O

We shall need:

Lemma 1.4 If £ is ann-dimensional subspace of a Banach spacethen(E & 3), is 12-
isomorphic to a subspace af.

Proof: Let F' be a subspace of of finite codimension so thaf is 2-norming onE (£ can
be chosen so thabdimF = 5"). By Dvoretzky’s theoren¥' contains am-dimensional sub-
spaceG with d(G, ¢3) < 2 and clearlyE N G = {0}. Itis readily verified thal £ & () is
12-isomorphic tal & G. O

The next result shall be very useful for us in the sequel

Theorem 1.5 Let X andY be Banach spaces anda measure. If every bounded operator from
an arbitrary subspace ok to Y* extends to a bounded operator frokhto Y*, then the same
holds for every bounded operator from an arbitrary subspafc® & Lo (u) to Y*.

Proof: Let £ C (X @ Ls(i))s be an arbitrary finite dimensional subspace. Clearly there
exists ann € N so that we can findi-dimensional subspacé€s C X and /' C Ly(u) with
E C G @ F. By Lemma[1AG @ F and therefore als@ is 12-isomorphic to a subspace .t



HenceX @ L. (u) is finitely representable ix” and the conclusion follows from Corollafy 1.2.

Finally we shall need the following proposition, the prodfadich is obvious:

Proposition 1.6 Let X andY be Banach spaces so that for every subspace X everyT' €
B(E,Y) admits an extensioi’ € B(X,Y). If Z is a quotient ofX, then Z has the same

property.

2 The main results
We start with the following definition:

Definition 2.1 (i) A Banach spaceX is said to have the Maurey extension property K P)
if for any subspacés C X, any Banach spac¥ of cotype 2 and every € B(E,Y)
there exists an extensidne B(X,Y) of T.

(i) X is saidto havel/,, 1 < p < oo, if the condition in (i) holds with” = /,,.

Maurey [I2] proved that ifX' is a Banach space of type 2, then it ¥ P. It is readily
seen that if a Banach spagehasM E P, then to every\ > 1 there exists a constagt(\) > 1
so that every bounded operafBifrom an arbitrary subspace af to an arbitrary Banach space
Y of cotype) admits an extensiohl from X to Y with | 7| < C(\)||T.

It follows immediately from Theorerp 1.1 th& has M, if and only if there is a constant
K so that for every finite dimensional subspdce_ X everyT € B(FE,(,) has an extension
T € B(X,¢,) with |T|| < K||T||. We letM,(X) denote the smallest constant which can be
used here.

Using the above together with the local propertied.pfspaces we obtain that in Definition
£.1 we can substituté, with an arbitrary infinite dimensiondl,-space.

The following result follows immediately fronf []L4, Theorel]:

Theorem 2.2 If X is a Banach space with/,, then it is of weak type 2.

We shall postpone the investigation of the prope¥ty to the next section and turn to our
main results. They state in short thetE P characterizes type 2 spaces among Banach spaces
with the Gaussian average property and thgt2 < p < oo, characterizes Hilbert spaces among
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Kothe function spaces df, 1]. Before we can prove it we need to define certain special space
of cotype 2.
If 1 is a probability measure artd< § < 1, then we define the spadg (u; i Ls) by

Ly(p, 0Ls) = {(f,0f) | f € La(p)} © (La(p) ® La())oo-

SincelL;(u) @ Lo(1) is isomorphic to a subspace of afn-space, it follows that; (i; 9 L) is of
cotype 2 with a constart’ independent of. Note also that it is a sublattice @f (1) & Lo(u).
It is a reflexive space since it gsisomorphic to a Hilbert space.

We are now ready to prove:

Theorem 2.3 If X is a Banach space with the Maurey extension property, Béh,, X*) =
o (loo, X).

Proof: Let X be a Banach space withf EP and let(2, S, v) be an arbitrary probability space.
It is clearly enough to show thaB (X, L,(v)) = T's(X,Li(v)) so letT € B(X,Li(v)) be
arbitrary with ||T'|| = 1. From [I1, Corollary 1.d.12] it follows that if we prove thatis a
2-convex operator, then we are done. Hencenlet N and{zy,zs,...,2,} € X with h =
(Z?;JT%\Z)% # 0. We may assume thdt:||;, = 1. PutE = span{z,zs,...,2,}, let
A ={t € Q| h(t) > 0} and define the probability measyreon A by du = hdv. Further we
let My : Li(A,v) — L(p) denote the isometry given by:

M,(f) = fh~' forall f € Li(A,v) (2.1)

and defineb: E — L(u) by ® = M,T.

SinceX hasM EP andL,(u; 6Ly), 0 < § < 1, has cotype 2 with constadatit follows from
Theorem[1}5 that there is a constadtindependent of andy so that every bounded operator
S from a subspace ofX @ Ly ())s 10 Ly (11; 6 L2) has an extensiof to (X @ Ly (u))se With
1S < M||S||. Choose now so thatdC' M6 < 1 and letZ C (X @ La(1))o be defined by

Z ={(z,0®(x)) | x € E}, (2.2)
definel: Z — Li(u; 6 L) by
I(z,0®(z)) = (P(x),0P(x)) forallz e E (2.3)
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and let]: (X @ Lay(11))o

everyr € £ we now get

Using this on ther;’s we obtain

(®(z),60(x)) = I(x,0) 4 61(0, B(x)).

(17 6) =

n
l

Z|<1> ()P)%,5( 3 [0(a;))?)

Z (@

J=1

(x;),00(z;)| )%

Zu 2;,0) + 61(0, B(z;)|?)?

(32 1 0F) 6321700, 00 )

=1

Taking norms on both sides df (R.5) we get

Hence

1

H(iﬁm,

Zu 5,0
Zu 5,0
Zu 5,0
Zu (25,0

N~

0)2) | + 5\\(2 T(0, @ (2))2)?|

U R / HZ% 7(0, &(ay)) [*at)
23|+ 25CM / HZQ (0, ()| dt))
\+250MH OZ|<I> ;) ) I

7j=1

2)2|| 4 200 M.

< H(iﬁwon H|

12
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(2.4)

(2.5)

(2.6)

2.7)

(2.8)



Letnow@: L, (1) ® La(pn) — Lo(p) be the canonical projection onto the second coordinate. By
the definition of the order i, (1) @® Lo(1) we have

n

(10T, 017)* = QX 1Tty 0)).

Jj=1

Assume now that

n

(3" 17(2;,0)2)* = (g,69) with g € Lo(p). 2.9)
j=1
If H( j= 1‘1 z;,0 ) H = |lgl1, then by [2.B)
2 < Al (X Ty ) = llgl (2.10)
=1

< dllgll = (|32 17w, 00P)

and if || (327_, [7(x;,0)) || = dllg]l2, then

N —

< IO 0F) | = (107G 0. @.11)

Using that the range @@fis a Hilbert space we obtain

1 1

Zl@f z;,0 ZHQI z5,0)[%)? ZH%II )2 (2.12)

[\DIO'n

We have now verified thaf is 2-convex with constant less than or equalidd—1. O

Theoren{Z]3 immediately implies:

Theorem 2.4 Let X be a Banach space which satisfies one of the following camditi
() X has the Gaussian average property.

(i) X has the Gordon-Lewis propertyL, (in particular X could be a Banach lattice).
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(i) X isisomorphic to a subspace of a Banach lattice of finite catyp
If X has the Maurey extension property, th&rs of type 2.
Proof: Let X be a Banach space withf £ P.

(i) If X hasGAP, then it follows from Theorerp 2.3 anfl| [2, Theorem 1.10] tRais of type
2.

(i) Since X hasM EP, itis of finite cotype and if in addition it haSL,, then it hasGAP by
[B, Theorem 1.3]. (ii) can also be derived directly from Thera[2.B and[[1]8, Proposition
8.16].

(i) If X is isomorphic to a subspace of a Banach lattice of finite eatypen it haszAP by
[B, Theorem 1.4].

Remark: It follows from [@] that every space of type 2 h&s\P. Hence if there exists a Banach
space with\/ E P and withoutGAP, then it cannot have type 2.

If a Banach spac& hasM E P, then every bounded operator from a subspac& ab a
cotype 2 spac® with GL can be extended t& through a Hilbert space (as in Maurey’s original
result). Indeed, lef be a subspace of and7 € B(X,Y). SinceE hasMEP andY has
GL(1,2) by [B, Theorem 3.4], it follows from Theorem 2.3 and Theolfeghi8 the next section
that7T € I'y(E,Y). SinceX hasMEP, the part of the factorization df which goes into a
Hilbert space can be extendedXo

Before we can prove our main resultf),, 2 < p < oo, we need a sequence space equivalent
of the spaces considered in Theoren 2.3.

If X, respectivelyY’, have unconditional normalized bages ), respectively(y, ), then we
say that(x,) dominates(y,,) and write (y,) < (z,) if the linear operatofl’: span(z,) —
span(y,) defined byT'z, = y, for all n € N is bounded. Ifl < ¢ < oo and the unit vec-
tor basis of/, dominatesz,,), respectively is dominated bit,,), then we shall say thdt:,,)
satisfies an upper-estimate, respectively lowgrestimate.

If 1 < ¢ < ooand(e,) denotes the unit vector basis&f then for every) < ¢ < 1 we define
the spaceX (9, ¢) to be the closed linear span (X & /¢,). of the sequencér; + de;).

The next theorem which shall be very useful for us in severatexts states:
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Theorem 2.5 Let X, respectivelyY’, be Banach spaces with normalized unconditional bases
(xn), respectivelyy,), 1 < ¢ < oo, so that(y,) < (z,) with constant/; and(y,,) satisfies an
upperg-estimate with constamt’,. If for some0 < § < 1 the formal identity operatofs from
X(6,q) toY (4, q) extends to a bounded operathrfrom (X @ l,) 10 Y (0, q) with 1 Z5]| < 671,

then for all(¢,,) C R

P =111 (312 < VERaube(w,)| S tura| if1<q<2  (213)
n=1

n=1

P = LI (Y 1) < Koube(wn)|| S toan]| if2<q< o0 (2.14)
n=1

n=1
e.g.(z,) has a lower 2-estimate if < ¢ < 2 and a lowerp-estimate i2 < ¢ < occ.

Proof: Sincel; extendsls, we have for all, € N
Yn + Oen = Iy, + 0156, (2.15)
and hence by the triangle inequality
(1= ||I5]16) < ||Isz| foralln e N. (2.16)

LetQ: (Y ®{,)s — {, be the canonical projection and [Bt= QI;. Fixn € Nand let(a;,) C R
be chosen so that

z;xn = Z apyr + 0 Z Qe (2.17)
k=1 k=1

If || Iz, = 6( 3052, ax]?) “, then by [Z.16)

(1= [175l16) < 6(> lax|)* = | T (2.18)
k=1
and if | I, || = || 3552, axys ||, we obtain
(L= IT5)16) < 8| > || < Kad (D laxl?)« = T2 (2.19)
k=1 k=1
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Comparing [Z.18) and (Z.19) we get that foralE N

K31 0(1 — || I]|6) < ||T]]. (2.20)

Letr = max(q, 2). Since/, is of cotyper, we get for alln € N and all(t;)?_, C R:

K5 11131610 < (14 I1T )

j=1 7j=1

Cq(/ol I Zi:rj(t)thxjHrdt)}'
T [ 13 e [t

1
p

(2.21)

IN

IN

< O tube(x)| Sty |

Jj=1

whereC, < v2for1 < ¢ < 2andC, = 2 for2 < p < co. [2.21) immediately giveg (2.113) and
(E-13). Note that our assumptions imply tidat K. O

Remark: Theoren]2}5 remains true if we assume that botAndY” are finite dimensional.

Theorem[2J5 was inspired by Nigel Kalton, who drew our aitento the space$,(d, 2),

p > 2in order to prove that, does not havé/, for 2 < p < r < oo which subsequently lead to
the idea of the proof of Theorefn R.3. Spaces lik@, 2) were first considered by Rosenthal in
his construction of newZ,, spaces[[40].

Before we go on we need a few facts about the spég@s2), p > 2, which all go back
to [EQ]. Hence le < p < oo and0 < ¢ < 1. The space.,(0,00) N Ly (0, 00) equipped
with the maximum of the)-norm and the 2-norm is a rearrangement invariant functpace
on [0, co[ which is isomorphic ta_, (0, 1), [LT, Theorem 2.f.1]. In additiof, (4, 2) is isometric
to a norm 1 complemented subspace gf0, co) N L2(0, 00). Indeed, it is readily seen that if
we take a sequendé;):2 , of mutually disjoint intervals if0, co| each of Iengthi%, then the
closed linear span dfl;, } is isometric to/, (4, 2). This span is also norm 1 complemented since
conditional expectations are norm 1 projectiong jii0, co) N Ly (0, co). Hence we have verified:

Lemma 2.6 Let2 < p < oo. There exists a constait so that for allo €0, 1[ ¢,(4,2) is
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C-isomorphic to aC'-complemented subspacelof(0, 1).
We need yet another lemma:

Lemma 2.7 If X is a Banach space with/, for some2 < p < oo, theninf{q | X has cotype
q} < p. In particular X has cotype.

Proof: Putg, = inf{q | X has cotype}. By [L3] L, (0, 1) is finitely representable iX and
hence it has\z, by Corollary[IR. Ifp < g, thenL,(0, 1) is a quotient ofZ,, (0, 1) and hence it
also hasV/, by Propositior] 116; this is a contradiction sinEg0, 1) contains uncomplemented
subspaces isomorphic £g [2Q]. O

We are now ready to prove:

Theorem 2.8 If 2 < p < oo and X is a Banach space with/,, then the following statements
hold:

(i) For every X > 1 there exists a constarf\) so that whenevefz;) C X is a finite or
infinite A-unconditional normalized sequence then

(WX ja;?)? < | > age,|  forall(a)) SR (2.22)

(i) X is of weak type 2 and has prope(t§ ). If in addition X is a Banach lattice then it is a
weak Hilbert space which satisfies a lower 2-estimate.

Proof:

(i) Letn € N, A > 1 and let(z;)}_, € X be a normalized-unconditional sequence. Since
([z;] @ £5) is 12-isomorphic to a subspace &f, it follows that ([z;] & (5). hasi,
with constant less than or equal1®)/,(X). Combining this with Lemm@ 3.6 we get that
every bounded operat@i from a subspace dfz;] & ¢5) to any,(9,2), 0 < § < 1, has an
extensiorl to ([z;] @ €5 ) oo With T < 12C2M,(X). By LemmgZ]7X has cotype and
hence the cotype constant @f,] ¢ (). is less than or equal tK,(X) and therefore
the formal identity operatof; of [z;](d,2) into £,(d,2) has a norm less than or equal to
2K,(X). If we now chooseé so that24C?k,(X)M,(X)d < 1, then it follows that/s has
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an extension t@[z;] ¢ (%), with norm less than—'. Hence by Theorerfi 2.3 we get for
all (t;)7-, € R:

T <Al .23
j=1 J=1

which proves[(Z.32).

(i) Since X hasM,, it also hasM, (becausd., has a complemented subspace isomorphic to
a Hilbert space) and hence is of weak type 2. Combining this with (Z]22) we get that
there exists a constant(\) so that if (z;)7_, € X is A-unconditional and normalized,
then

cvn < | 3wl < )V, (2.24)

which proves thai' has property H ).

If in addition X is a Banach lattice, then it follows fromi |17, Corollary 4thht X is a
weak Hilbert space which by (2]22) satisfies a lower 2-eg¢téma

Let us conclude this section with two corollaries.

Corollary 2.9 Let X be a Kothe function space 00, 1]. If X hasM,, for somep, 2 < p < oo,
thenX is lattice isomorphic td» (0, 1).

Proof: It follows from theoren{ 2]8 thak is a weak Hilbert space and hence py| [16, Theorem
3] X is lattice isomorphic td.» (0, 1). O

Corollary 2.10 If X is a Banach lattice with an upper 2-estimate which hds for somep,
2 < p < o0, thenX is isomorphic to a Hilbert space.

18



3 The extension propertiesM,,, 1 < p < oo

In this section we shall investigate the propertlésin greater detail. Our first theorem gives a
necessary and sufficient condition for an operator from @sate ofX to ¢, to be extended to
X.

Theorem 3.1 Let X be a Banach spacé; a subspace ok and7’ € B(E,{,), 1 <p < co. Let
Q) be the natural quotient map & * onto £*. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) T has an extensiofi € B(X, ).

(i) There is a constanf’ > 1 so that for all Banach space® and all S € B(Z, E) with
S*Q € m,(X*, Z*) TS is p-integral with

i(TS) < Kr,(S*Q). (3.25)

Proof: Assume that (i) holds and 16f € B(X,¢,) be an extension. Sindgl’|| = ~,(T), it
follows from [4, Theorem 9.11] that i¥ is an arbitrary Banach space afde B(Z, E') with
S*Q € m,(X*, Z*), thenT'S = TS is p-integral with

ip(TS) = ip(TS) < | T|m,(S"Q)

which is (3:2p) withK = || 7.
Assume next that (ii) holds and define

N ={U¢eN(t,X)| U, C E}. (3.26)

If we can prove thafl” acts as a bounded linear functional &hvia trace duality, then since
Ni(£,, X)* = B(X, £;) it follows thatT" admits an extensioh € B(X,(,).

Hence letU € A be arbitrary and let > 0. From Kwapien’s characterization oF, [B]
it follows that there exist a Banach spage A € 7, ({,,Z) andS € B(Z, E) with S*Q €
mp(X*, Z*), so thaty = SA and

Wp/(A)ﬂ'p(S*Q) < Vl(U) + €. (327)
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Applying now (1.B) we obtain
[6(TU)| < ip(TS)my (A) < Kmy(S* Q) (A) < K (1 (U) + ). (3.28)
Sinces > 0 was arbitrary,[(3.28) shows thatadmits an extensiof with || T|| < K. O

In our next result we shall use Theor¢m| 3.1 to give a necessahsufficient condition for
every operator from a given subspaceXoto extend taX.

Theorem 3.2 Let £ be a subspace of a Banach spaeand1 < p < 2. Further let denote
the canonical quotient map of * onto £*. The following statements are equivalent

(i) EveryT € B(E,(,) extendsto & € B(X,¢,).

(if) There is a constanf{ > 1 so that everyl' € E* @ {, extends to a c B(E,(,) with
1T < K||Tl.

(i) There exists a constank’ > 1 so that for all Banach spaces we have that whenever

S € B(E*, Z)with SQ € ©,(E*, Z) thenS € 7,(E*, Z) with

(8) < Km,(SQ). (3.29)

Proof: In view of the open mapping theorem and Theofem 1.3 it is imatedhat (i) and (i)
are equivalent. Hence assume that (ii) holds andsldie a constant from there. Lét be an
arbitrary Banach space and ket B(E*, Z) with SQ € 7,(E*, Z).Our assumption an][9] (see

also [Ib]) imply that

sup{[|TS™[|m | T € B(E™, 6,), 1T <1} (3.30)
< Ksup{|[TS™|[m [ T € BIX™, 6,), IT] <1}
= Kmy(SQ).

Since the left hand side is finite, we can conclude that it isétp,(S). HenceS € 7,(E*, Z)
with 7,(5) < K7, (SQ).

Assume next that (iii) holds and |18t € B(E,/,) be arbitrary. We shall verify that (ii) of
Theoren3]1 holds. Hence |&tbe an arbitrary Banach space asidc B(Z, E) with S*Q) €
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(X, Z*). From (3.ZP) we conclude that* € ,(E*, Z*), and therefore by[J9Y'S is order
bounded and hence alpdantegral with

ip(TS) < |TS|m < |[T|lmp(57) < KT, (S™Q)- (3.31)

HenceT admits an extensioh to X with || 7| < K||T. O

Using the previous results we now obtain:

Theorem 3.3 Let X be a Banach space and< p < oo. The following statements are equiva-
lent.

(i) X hasMi,.

(i) There exists a constank’ > 1 so that if £ is an arbitrary subspace ok, Q) is the
canonical quotient map of * onto £* and 7 is an arbitrary Banach space, then for every
S € B(E*, Z)with SQ € 7,(X*, Z) we have that € 7,(E£*, Z) with

m(S) < Kmy(SQ). (3.32)
Proof: The equivalence follows immediately from Theorgnj 1.1 andoren3 2. 0

We now need the following lemma:
Lemma 3.4 If X is a Banach space with/, then there is @, 1 < p < 2 so thatX has typep.

Proof:

Let X havelM;. If X is not of type greater than one, then by] [Z3]s finitely representable
in X and hence it follows from Corollarly 1.2 théat hasM;. By [fl] ¢, contains an uncomple-
mented subspacde isomorphic to/;; hence no isomorphism d& onto/; can be extended tQ
which is a contradiction. O

We are now able to prove

Theorem 3.5 If X is a Banach space, then the following statements hold

() If X hasM;, then it hasMs.
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(i) If 1 <p < 2,thenX has); if and only if it hasiz,,.
(iii) If X hasM,, for somep, 2 < p < oo then it hasMs.
Proof:

(i) Let X have)M,. By Lemma[3}4 there is @ > 1 so thatX has typey and letl < p < q.
If £ C X is a subspace, then it follows frofn [13] that(E*, Z) = =,(E*, Z) for every
Banach spacg and hence we get from our assumption and Thedrem 3.3xtHws M,
SinceL,(0, 1) has a complemented subspace isomorphic to a Hilbert spacehtain that
X hasM,.

(i) Let 1 < p < 2 and assume first that has};. By (i) and Theorenj 2] X has typey for
all ¢ < 2 and hence we can argue like in (i) to get tiathas)/,,. Assume next thak’
hasM,. Again the argument of (i) shows that has/; and is therefore of type for all
g <2 If EC Xisasubspace arll € B(E, (), thenT € I',(E, ¢,) and hence it can be
extended to a boundéd e B(X, /;).

(iii) If 2 < p < o0, thenL,(0,1) has a complemented subspace isomorphic to a Hilbert space
and hence ifX hasM,, it also has\/,.

We shall now need the following factorization theorem whisha generalization of(]18,
Theorem 8.17].

Theorem 3.6 Let1 < p < 2 and letX andY be Banach spaces . B({, X*) = L, ({s, X™)
andY hasGL(1,p), thenB(X,Y) C I',(X,Y*) and

Yp(T) < Co(X™)GLy,(Y) || T forall T € B(X,Y). (3.33)

Proof: LetT € B(X,Y) be arbitrary. We shall usé][4, Theorem 9.11] to show thHat
I',(X,Y*). To this end letZ be an arbitrary Banach space afde B(Z, X) with S* €
m,(X*, Z*). The assumptions ol give thatS* is absolutely summing and sintehasGL(1, p),
we get thatl'S is p-integral with

ip(T'S) < GLy,(Y)mi (S*T*) < Cy( X*)GLy (V) (S T). (3.34)
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(B-33) together with the above-mentioned theorem givéRj3. O

Corollary 3.7 Letp,q and X be as in Theorerh 3.5. K is a complemented subspace of a
p-concave Banach latticg, thenB(X,Y) =T',(X,Y).

Proof: It follows from [B] thatY hasGL(1, p) and sinceZ does not containy, it follows from
[[7] thatZ and hence als¥ is complemented in its second dual. O

The next theorem is a direct consequence of Theoferhs 3[6.8nd 3

Theorem 3.8 Let X be a Banach space with/; andY a Banach space witfL(1, p) where
1<p<2. If EC X isasubspace, then evefye B(E,Y) extends to & € B(X,Y**) with

]\f|| < My(X)GLy,(Y)T.(X)|| T forall r,p <r < 2. (3.35)

Proof: Choosep < r < 2 and letT € B(FE,Y). SinceX (and hencer) has type- by Theorem
B.5, we get from Theorein 3.6 thate IT',(E£, V™) with

(1) < T (X)GL, (V)T (3.36)

SinceX also haslz, it follows from (3.36) thatl’ can be extended toA € B(X,Y™) so that
(B-3%) holds. O

It is immediate from the definition af/, that the following holds:

Proposition 3.9 Let X be a Banach space with/,. For every finite dimensional subspace
E C X there exists a projectio® of X onto E with

1P|l < My(X)d(E, £5F). (3.37)

If X is a Banach space and there exists a congtasu that [3.37) holds witlx interchanged
with M5 (X)), thenX is said to have thiaurey projection propertylt follows from [18, Theo-
rem 11.6] that a Banach space with this property is of wea& B/p/Me end this section with the
following result:
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Theorem 3.10 Let X be a Kothe function space o, 1] with an unconditional basis. IX has
the Maurey projection property, then it is of type 2.

Proof: SinceX has an unconditional basis, it follows frofj [7] th&tis isomorphic toX (¢5)
(= {3 ®,, X). It therefore follows from from[[19, Remark 11.8] th&t being of weak type 2 is
actually of type 2. O
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