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COHEN STRONGLY p-SUMMING HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS
ON BANACH SPACES

A. JIMENEZ-VARGAS, K. SAADI, AND J. M. SEPULCRE

ABsTRACT. Let E and F be complex Banach spaces, U be an open subset of E and 1 < p < co. We
introduce and study the notion of a Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mapping from U to F,
a holomorphic version of a strongly p-summing linear operator. For such mappings, we establish
both Pietsch domination/factorization theorems and analyse their linearizations from G*(U) (the
canonical predual of H*(U)) and their transpositions on H*(U). Concerning the space DZ{OQ(U, F)

formed by such mappings and endowed with a natural norm d;f’m, we show that it is a regular Banach
ideal of bounded holomorphic mappings generated by composition with the ideal of strongly p-
summing linear operators. Moreover, we identify the space (D;f’m(U, F), d;UHw) with the dual of the
completion of tensor product space G*(U) ® F endowed with the Chevet—Saphar norm g,.

INTRODUCTION

The linear theory of absolutely summing operators between Banach spaces was initiated by
Grothendieck [9]] in 1950 with the introduction of the concept of 1-summing operator. In 1967,
Pietsch [18] defined the class of absolutely p-summing operators for any p > 0 and established
many of their fundamental properties.

The nonlinear theory for such operators started with Pietsch [19] in 1983. Since then, the idea
of extending the theory of absolutely p-summing operators to other settings has been developed by
various authors, namely, the polynomial, multilinear, Lipschitz and holomorphic settings (see, for
example, [1}, 2 7, 18, 17, 21} 22]). In 1996, Matos [12] obtained the first results about absolutely
summing holomorphic mappings between Banach spaces. Our approach in this paper is different
from that of Matos.

In 1973, Cohen [35] introduced the concept of a strongly p-summing linear operator to charac-
terize those operators whose adjoints are absolutely p*-summing operators, where p* denotes the
conjugate index of p € (1, co]. Influenced by this class of operators, we introduce and study a new
concept of summability in the category of bounded holomorphic mappings, which yields the called
Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mappings.

We now describe the contents of the paper. Let E and F be complex Banach spaces, U be an open
subset of E and 1 < p < co. We denote by H*(U, F) the Banach space of all bounded holomorphic
mappings from U to F, equipped with the supremum norm. In particular, H*(U) stands for the
space H*(U, C). It is known that H*(U) is a dual Banach space whose canonical predual, denoted
G*=(U), is the norm-closed linear subspace of H*(U)* generated by the evaluation functionals at
the points of U.
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In Section Il we fix the notations and recall some results on the space H*(U, F), essentially, a
remarkable linearization theorem due to Mujica [[14] which is a key tool to establish our results.

In Section 2] we show that the space of all Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mappings
from U to F, denoted Z)Z{M(U, F) and equipped with a natural norm dZ{m, is a regular Banach ideal
of bounded holomorphic mappings. Furthermore, Z)Z{w(U, F)=H>(U,F).

It is well known that the elements of the tensor product of two linear spaces can be viewed
as linear mappings or bilinear forms. Following this idea, in Section [3| we introduce the tensor
product A(U) ® F as a space of linear functionals on the space H*(U, F*), and equip this space
with the known Chevet—Saphar norms g, and d,,.

Sectiond]addresses the duality theory: the space (D(;{W(U, F), aflf{m) is canonically isometrically
isomorphic to the dual of the completion of the tensor product space G*(U) ®,, F. In particular,
we deduce that H*(U, F*) is a dual space.

Pietsch [[18]] established a domination/factorization theorem for p-summing linear operators be-
tween Banach spaces. Characterizing previously the elements of the dual space of A(U) ®,, F, we
present for Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mappings both versions of Pietsch domination
theorem and Pietsch factorization theorem in Sections [3and [6] respectively.

Moreover, in Section[3] we prove that a mapping f: U — F is Cohen strongly p-summing holo-
morphic if and only if Mujica’s linearization 7;: G*(U) — F is a strongly p-summing operator.
Several interesting applications of this fact are obtained.

On the one hand, we show that the ideal Z);f{m(U, F) is generated by composition with the ideal
D, of strongly p-summing linear operators, that is, every mapping f € fom(U, F’) admits a factor-
ization in the form f = T o g, for some complex Banach space G, g € H*(U,G) and T € D,(G, F).
Moreover, d’”(f) coincides with inf{d,(T) |gll..}, where the infimum is extended over all such fac-
torizations of f, and, curiously, this infimum is attained at Mujica’s factorization of f. We also
show that every f € D;Hw(U, F) factors through a Hilbert space whenever F is reflexive, and
establish some inclusion and coincidence properties of spaces Z);f{m(U, F).

On the other hand, we analyse holomorphic transposition of their elements and prove that ev-
ery member of DZ,{w(U, F) has relatively weakly compact range that becomes relatively compact
whenever F is reflexive. Let us recall that the study of holomorphic mappings with relatively
(weakly) compact range was initiated by Mujica [14] and followed in [11]].

1. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this paper, unless otherwise stated, E and F will denote complex Banach spaces and
U an open subset of E.

We first introduce some notations. As usual, Bg denotes the closed unit ball of E. For two vector
spaces E and F, L(E, F) stands for the vector space of all linear operators from E into F. In the
case that E and F are normed spaces, L(E, F) represents the normed space of all bounded linear
operators from E to F endowed with the canonical norm of operators. In particular, the algebraic
dual L(E,K) and the topological dual L(E,K) are denoted by E’ and E*, respectively. For each
e € E and e* € E’, we frequently will write (e, e) instead of e¢*(e¢). We denote by kg the canonical
isometric embedding of E into E** defined by (kg(e), e*) = (e*,e) fore € E and ¢* € E*. For a set
A C E, co(A) denotes the convex hull of A.

We now recall some concepts and results of the theory of holomorphic mappings on Banach
spaces.
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Theorem 1.1. (see [16, 7 Theorem] and [13, Theorem 8.7]) Let E and F be complex Banach
spaces and let U be an open set in E. For a mapping f: U — F, the following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) For each a € U, there is an operator T € L(E, F) such that
limf(x) —fl@-Tx-a) _

x—=d llx — all

0.

(ii) For each a € U, there exist an open ball B(a,r) € U and a sequence of continuous
m-homogeneous polynomials (P, 4)men, from E into F such that

FG) =) Puax - a),
m=0
where the series converges uniformly for x € B(a, r).
(iii) f is G-holomorphic (that is, for all a € U and b € E, the mapping A — f(a + Ab) is
holomorphic on the open set {1 € C: a+ Ab € U}) and continuous. |

A mapping f: U — F is said to be holomorphic if it verifies the equivalent conditions in
Theorem [L.Il The mapping T in condition (i) is uniquely determined by f and a, and is called the
differential of f at a and denoted by D f(a).

A mapping f: U — F is locally bounded if f is bounded on a suitable neighborhood of each
point of U. Given a Banach space E, a subset N C Bg- is said to be norming for E if the functional

N(x) = sup {|x"(x)| : x* € N} (x€E)

defines the norm on E.

If U C E and V C F are open sets, H(U, V) will represent the set of all holomorphic mappings
from U to V. We will denote by H(U, F) the linear space of all holomorphic mappings from U
into F' and by H*(U, F) the subspace of all f € H(U, F) such that f(U) is bounded in F. When
F = C, then we will write H*(U,C) = H*(U).

It is easy to prove that the linear space H* (U, F), equipped with the supremum norm:

1flle = sup{llfoll : x € U} (f e H*(U)),
is a Banach space. Let G*(U) denote the norm-closed linear hull in H*(U)* of the set {6(x): x € U}
of evaluation functionals defined by
0(x), fy = f(x) (f e H*(U)).
In [14, 15], Mujica established the following properties of G*(U).

Theorem 1.2. [14] Theorem 2.1] Let E be a complex Banach space and let U be an open set in E.

(i) H*(U) is isometrically isomorphic to G*(U)*, via the evaluation mapping Jy: H*(U) —
G>(U)* given by

o7 =)  (eg™ W), feH ).

(ii) The mapping gy: U — G*(U) defined by gy(x) = 6(x) is holomorphic with ||gy(x)|| = 1
forall x e U.

(iii) For each complex Banach space F and each mapping f € H®(U, F), there exists a unique
operator Ty € L(G*(U), F) such that Ty o gy = f. Furthermore, ||Tf|| = £l oo-

(iv) The mapping f — T, is an isometric isomorphism from H* (U, F) onto L(G*(U), F).
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(v) [14, Corollary 4.12] (see also [15, Theorem 5.1]). G*(U) consists of all functionals y €
H>(U)* of the form
y =), Aio(x)
i=1

with (4))is1 € €1 and (x;);>1 € U*. Moreover,

Il = inf{Z w}
i=1

where the infimum is taken over all such representations of vy. |

2. COHEN STRONGLY P-SUMMING HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS

Let £ and F be Banach spaces and 1 < p < oco. Let us recall [[6] that an operator T € L(E, F)
is p-summing if there exists a constant C > 0 such that, regardless of the natural number n and

regardless of the choice of vectors xi, ..., x, in E, we have the inequalities:
1 1
[Z ||T(x)||f’) < C sup (Z I <x,>|”) if 1<p<o,
X EBE* —
maxIIT(x,)II < C sup ({nax |x* (x[)l) if p=oo.
X EBE <i<

The infimum of such constants C is denoted by m,(T) and the linear space of all p-summing
operators from E into F by I1,(E, F).
The analogous notion for holomorphic mappings could be introduced as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let E and F be complex Banach spaces, let U be an open subset of E, and let
1 < p < co. A holomorphic mapping f: U — F is said to be p-summing if there exists a constant

C > O suchthatforalln € Nand x;,...,x, € U, we have
1 n 1
(Z IIf(xl)II”) <C sup [Z |g(xi>|”) if 1<p<oo,
8€By~ ) 1
max|[f ()l < C sup (max lg(x)l) it p=oo.
1<i<n gEByoo(yy MSisn

We denote by n?,{m (f) the infimum of such constants C, and by HZ{M(U, F) the set of all p-summing
holomorphic mappings from U into F.

Notice that p-summing holomorphic mappings are not worth attention since
17" (U, F) = H™(U,F)

with 7r;, “(f) = Ifll, forall fe HZ{M(U, F).
Let 1 < p < oo and let p* denote the conjugate index of p given by
P i 1<p<oo,
) p-1
p = o if p=1,
1 if p=oco.
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In [5], Cohen introduced the following subclass of p-summing operators between Banach spaces:
an operator T € L(E, F) is strongly p-summing if there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all
neN, xy,...,x, € Eandyj,...,y, € F*, we have

; |37 T < C(; ||in|) s ({2[2 b oD

1 . 1
Mot T < C[Z ||x[||f’) sup [Z v onl ) it 1<p<o,
=1 i=1 ye

P \i=1

; [vi, T )| < C({Islg ||x,~||)y**s€1§£** (;

The infimum of such constants C is denoted by d,(T), and the space of all strongly p-summing
operators from E into F by D,(E, F). If p = 1, we have O(E, F) = L(E, F).
We now introduce a version of this concept in the setting of holomorphic mappings.

) if p=1,

y**(ﬁ)] if p=oo

Definition 2.2. Let E and F be complex Banach spaces, let U be an open subset of E, and let
I < p < co. A holomorphic mapping f: U — F is said to be Cohen strongly p-summing if there
exists a constant C > O such that foralln € N, 4;,...,4, € C, xy,...,x, € Uand yj,...,y, € F",
we have

Z || |<y?’ f(xz)>| < C(Z |/L-|) sup (111<lax
i=1 =1 Y+ EB pax <i<n

1 X
D07 fa)] < C(Z w) sup (Z V07 ”*) if 1<p<oo,
i=1 i=1 yre

F \i=1

v oi)) it p=1,

D07 f)] < C(m_ax Mil) sup | > [y 67 if p=co.
P 1<i<n V¥ EB e =
We denote by dffw (f) the infimum of such constants C, and by D;Hw(U, F) the set of all Cohen
strongly p-summing holomorphic mappings from U into F.

We will show that D™ (U, F) = H*(U, F) (see Proposition[2.3).
The concept of an ideal of bounded holomorphic mappings is inspired by the analogous one for
bounded linear operators between Banach spaces [20, Section 8.2].

Definition 2.3. An ideal of bounded holomorphic mappings (or simply, a bounded-holomorphic
ideal) is a subclass 7" of H* such that for each complex Banach space E, each open subset U
of E and each complex Banach space F, the components

" (U, F) .= " nH>(U, F)
satisfy the following properties:
(I1) 77 (U, F) is a linear subspace of H*(U, F),
(I2) Forany g € H*(U) and y € F, the mapping g-y: x — g(x)y from U to F is in 77" (U, F),
(I3) The ideal property: If H,G are complex Banach spaces, V is an open subset of H, h €
HWV,U), fe IT"(U,F)yand S € L(F,G),then S o f o hisin I (V,G).
A bounded-holomorphic ideal 7H” is said to be normed (Banach) if there exists a function

Il pweee + THT — Ry such that for every complex Banach space E, every open subset U of E and
every complex Banach space F, the following conditions are satisfied:
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(N1) (I"°(U, F), ||| #=) is a normed (Banach) space with ||f]|,, < ||f|l;#~ forall f € 77" (U, F),

(N2) [lg - liz#= = llgll IVl for every g € H*(U) and y € F, )

(N3) If H, G are complex Banach spaces, V is an open subset of H, h € H(V,U), f € I"(U,F)
and S € L(F,G), then ||S o f o hllzu= < IS fIl7#e.

A normed bounded-holomorphic ideal 7% is said to be regular if for any f € H(U, F), we
have that f € 777 (U, F) with || f|| s~ = |lkr © fl|;+~ whenever kz o f € T (U, F*).

The following class of bounded holomorphic mappings appears involved in Definition

Lemma 2.4. Let g € H®(U) and y € F. The mapping g -y: U — F, given by (g - y)(x) = g(x)y,
belongs to H* (U, F) with ||g - yll., = llgll IIV]l-

Proof. 1t is clear that [|(g - y)(0)| = |g()| VIl < llglls Y]] for all x € U, and thus g - y is bounded
with ||g - yll, < llgll. llyll. For the converse inequality, note that |g(x)| |yl = lI(g - V)| < llg - V.,
for all x € U, and thus ||g]l, V]l < llg - V...

We now prove that g - y is holomorphic. Givena € U C E, since g € H*(U) there exists an
unique functional Dg(a) € E* such that

[ 800 — g(a) — Dg(@)(x—a) _
m =
—a k= al

0.

Clearly, the mapping T'(a): x — yDg(a)(x) from E to F is in L(E, F) and since
(& - = (g-y(a)—T(@(x—a)=[g(x) —gla) — Dg(a)(x — a)ly

for all x € E, we conclude that

lim 8P — (@ - (@) ~ T(@)(x —a) _
1m =

x—a llx — all

0.

Thus g - y is holomorphic at a with D(g - y)(a) = yDg(a). O
We are now ready to establish the main result of this section.

Proposition 2.5. The space (DZ,{w(U, F), dz{w) is a regular Banach ideal of bounded holomorphic
mappings. Furthermore, DT{M(U, F) = H>(U, F) with df{m(f) = ||fll, forall f € D(IHW(U, F).

Proof. We will only prove the case 1 < p < co. The cases p = 1 and p = oo follow similarly.
(N1) We first show that D7 (U, F) € H*(U, F) with || fll., < d2"(f) for all f € DI (U, F).
Indeed, given f € D’ (U, F), we have
K", FONI < () sup Iy () = diF(f)

Y EB s

for all x € U and y* € F*. By Hahn—Banach theorem, we obtain that || f(x)|| < af[f{m( f) for all
x € U. Hence f € H™(U, F) with ||fll., < d7"(f).
Let fi, /5 € DZ,{w(U,F). Givenn € N, Ay,...,4, € C, x1,...,x, € Uand yj,...,y, € F", we

have
1 L

Z|Ai||<y;f,f1<xi>>|sdf“(fo(Zw] sup [Z y**(y?)p*] ,
i=1 i=1

Y*EB s P

1

Z|/15||<y;~k,f2(xi)>|Sd;{w(fz)[ZI/blp) sup (Z y**(yif)”*] :

i=1 i=1 yreBpe o1
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Using the two inequalities above, we obtain

DUIAGT i+ ] < D IAGE AG)] + D 1|67, A0
i=1 i=1 i=1

1

< (@) + d () [Z W]p sup [Z
i=1 =1

y EBF**

\*l —

k3k

p*]
This tells us that f; + f> € Z)Z’W(U, F) with dZ{w(fl + f2) < dfw(fl) + dfw(fz).
LetAeCand f € DZ{W(U,F). Givenn € N, 4, € C,x; e Uand y; € F* fori = 1,...,n, we
have

DG AN = 141D 1l (07, fx)]
i=1 i=1

s|ﬂ|d;f’°"<f>(2u[|f’) sup ( - ’f”] :
o

i=1 B im0

and thus Af € DZ’M(U, F) with aflf’m(/lf) < |/1|d17,’°°(f). This implies that aflf’m(/lf) =0=|1 aflf’m(f)
if 1 = 0. For 2 # 0, we have d)"(f) = &/ (7' (Af) < 147" dZ7(Af), hence |A|dX"(f) <
dJ"(Af), and so & (1) = 1A ().

Moreover, if f € DY (U,F) and d)"(f) = 0, then ||f]l, = 0 by (N1), and so f = 0. Thus,
(D;HW(U, F), d;’w) is a normed space.

To prove that (DZ{M(U, F), J[f’m) is complete, it suffices to prove that every absolutely convergent

series is convergent. So let (f,),en be a sequence in DZ{W(U, F) such that ),y aflf{m( fu) 1s conver-

gent. Since ||f,ll., < af[f{m(fn) for all n € N and (H*(U, F), |||l,) is a Banach space, then the series
> nen Ju converges in (H*(U, F), ||||) to a function f € H*(U, F). Givenm € N, x,...,x,, € U,
Yis-o s ym € Frand 4y,..., 4, € C, we have
L
p*)p

;m <yk,Zf<xk)> <di” (Zlf)[kzml mkV’J sup. [ki
o Sy
p*]#.

AMNEYY

= —

< [Z d,?‘“’(ﬁ-)] (zm] w]
i=1 k=1

for all n € N, and by taking limits with n — oo yields

Zml | Al |<}’Z f(xk)>| < (i d;{w(fn)] (i |/1k|p)

Hence f € Z)H (U, F) with nHm(f) <>

kk

e

1

net 4y H”(£,). Moreover, we have

for all n € N, and thus f is the dZ{m -limit of the series ),y fu-
(N2) Letg € H*(U)and y € F. If g = 0 or y = 0, there is nothing to prove. Assume g # 0
andy # 0. By Lemmal2Z4] g -y € H*(U,F). Givenn € N, x,...,x, € U, y%,...,y; € F* and
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A1, ..., 4, € C, we have

DI (@ - »@E)] = lgll Iyl D 14 K . 8Ly >‘
=1 i=1

Vi
llgll Il

1

RS . &)y
< llglle IVl |il? <yl-, >
Z Z llglleo 1l

i=1

e L
)4 )p*

1 1

SITAUAS oy ) L \T)
= A7 g Y
FHINNIDNE (Z <KF(HgHw”y”) ; > ]

i=1

<llgll Il | 17| sup [Z y**(yif)”]

i=1 yreBpe =T

by applying the Holder inequality, and therefore g - y € DY (U, F) with d?" (g - y) < lgll., IIyl.
Conversely, by applying what was proved in (N1), we have ||g||. Iyl = llg - V|, < dZ{m (g-y).

(N3) Let H,G be complex Banach spaces, V be an open subset of H, h € H(V,U), f €
Z);f{m(U, F)and S € L(F,G). We can suppose S # 0. Givenn € N, xy,...,x, € U,y],...,y, € G
and A;,...,4, € C, we have

DO S| = D167 o S, Fhx)]
i=1 i=1

1

<d)"(f) [Z w] sup (Z Y oS>|”*]
i=1

y**EBF** )
S*
y©o )
( IISII)(y

1

= IS 1142 () (Z |A,-|f’]p sup (Z

i=1 YreBp \'io]

SIISIIdZ’m(f)[Z wp) sup [Z z**(y:-‘)”*)
i=1

7*€Bger -1

1
p*)p_*

and therefore S o f o h € DI (V,G) with d}" (S o f o h) < |IS||d}" (f).
We now prove that the ideal DZ{M(U, F) is regular. Let f € H*(U, F) and assume that kr o f €
D;Hw(U,F**). Givenn €N, xy,...,x, € U,y],...,y, € F"and 4,,..., 4, € C, we have

D07, FE)] = DIl [Ker (£, ¥7)
i=1 i=1

1 1
n 7 n AY
<" o f) [z w] p [z y**(y:fw] ,
i=1 yreBpe \ (07

and thus f € D7 (U, F) with &7 () < d}*" (« o f). The converse inequality follows from (N3).
Finally, we have seen in (N1) that D""(U, F) € H>®(U, F) with ||fll, < d7"(f) for all f €
D(IHN(U, F). For the converse, let f € H*(U, F). If f = 0, there is nothing to prove. Assume
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#0.GivenneN, x,...,x,€U,y],...,y; e F"and 44, ..., 4, € C, we have
yl yn
F .Y
Iflle)
n
< Il (Z w) max( sup )
=1 1<i<n )’**GBF**
n
= fll| D11 | sup (max )
i=1 y*€Bper \SiSn

and therefore f € D" (U, F) with d]" (f) < l|fll.- =

Dl |07, FE)] = 1l D 1
i=1 i=1

VoY)

Vo O7)

3. THE TENSOR PRODUCT A(U) @ F

The elements of the tensor product of two linear spaces can be viewed as linear mappings or
bilinear forms (see [20}, Chapter 1]). Following this idea, we introduce the tensor product A(U)® F
as a space of linear functionals on H*(U, F*).

Definition 3.1. Let £ and F be complex Banach spaces and let U be an open subset of E. For each
x e U,letd(x): H*(U) — C be the linear functional defined by

6(x), ) =f(x) (f e H(U)).
Let A(U) be the linear subspace of H*(U)’ spanned by the set
{6(x): x e U}.
Forany x e U and y € F,let 6(x) ® y: H®(U, F*) — C be the linear functional given by
6@y (f) =S,y (f e H?(U, F).
We define the tensor product A(U) ® F as the linear subspace of H*(U, F*)" spanned by the set
{o(x)®y: xe U, yeF}.

We say that 6(x) ® y is an elementary tensor of A(U) ® F. Note that each element u in A(U) ® F
is of the form u = )7, 4;(6(x;) ® y;), where n e N, 4, e C, x; e U and y; € F fori = 1,...,n. This
representation of u is not unique.

It is worth noting that each element u of A(U)® F can be represented as u = Y, 6(x;) ®y; since
A0(x) ®y) = 6(x) ® (dy). This representation of u admits the following refinement (see [20} p. 3]).

Lemma 3.2. Every nonzero tensor u € A(U) ® F has a representation in the form

u= Z 0(z) ®d;,
i=1
where
k
m = min{kEN: dzi,...,zelU dy,...,di € F | u= Zé(Z,‘)@di},
i=1
and the sets {6(z1),...,0(zx)} € A(U) and {d,, . ..,d,} C F are both linearly independent. O

As a straightforward consequence from Definition 3.1 we describe the action of a tensor u in
A(U) ® F on a function f in H®(U, F*):
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Lemma 3.3. Letu =", L,6(x;))®y; € AU)® F and f € H*(U, F*). Then

u(f) =) A (F),y.
i=1
O

Our next aim is to characterize the zero tensor of A(U) ® F. Compare to [20), Proposition 1.2].

Proposition 3.4. Ifu =", 6(x;)) ® y; € A(U) ® F, the following are equivalent:

(i) u=0.

(ii) Xiey 8(xp)¢(yi) = 0 for every g € By~ and ¢ € Bp-.
Proof. (i) = (ii): If u = 0, then u(f) = O for all f € H*(U, F*). Since u = };_, 6(x;)®y;, it follows
that >, (f(x;), y;) = 0 for all f € H®(U, F*) by Lemmal[3.3] For any g € By and ¢ € B, the
function g - ¢ is in H*(U, F*) by Lemma[2.4] and therefore we have

D80 = D (@Cx)g. vy = D (8- $)(x), ) =0,
i=1 i=1 i=1

(ii) = (i): By Lemma[3.2] we can write u = )", 6(z;) ®d;, where the vectors d; in F are linearly
independent. It follows that

Doy @yi+ Y @) ® (~d) = u-u=0,
i=1 i=1
and, by using the fact proved that (i) implies (ii), we have
D s(p) + Y gd(—d) =0
i=1 i=1

for all g € By~ and ¢ € Bp.. If (ii) holds, we get that

m n

2 8@o(d) = ) gli)p() = 0

i=1 i=1
for all g € By~(y) and ¢ € Bp-. Let Jy(g) be the functional in G*(U)* considered in Theorem [[.21
We have

D (Ju(9). 6y ¢di) = ) g(z)(di) = 0

i=1 i=1
for all g € By~ and ¢ € Bp-. Since the mapping Jy; is an isometric isomorphism from H*(U)
onto G®(U)* by Theorem[L2] it follows that

y (Z 6(zl-)¢<dl-)) = > Y@y =0
for all y € Bg~) and ¢ € Bp-. Z; Bg~y separajt:els points of G*(U), this implies that
D 6@)e(d) = 0
for all ¢ € Bp-. Moreover, {dy,...,d,} alr:e1 linearly independent in F, the Hahn—Banach theorem

provides, for each j € {1,...,m}, a functional ¢; € Bp- such that ¢;(d;) = 1 and ¢;(d;) = O for all
ie{l,...,mj\{j}. Hence 0 = 32, 6(z))¢(d;) = 6(z;) foreach j e {1,...,m}and thusu =0. O

By Definition[3.1] A(U) ® F is a linear subspace of H>(U, F*)'. In fact, we have:
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Proposition 3.5. (A(U) ® F, H* (U, F*)) forms a dual pair, where the bilinear form (-, -y associated
to the dual pair is given by

(, £y =" Ailfx), i)
i=1

foru=3",26(x)®y; € AU)®F and f € H*(U, F*).

Proof. Since (u, ) = u(f) by Lemma[3.3] it is immediate that (-, -) is a well-defined bilinear map
from (A(U) ® F) x H®(U, F*) to C. On the one hand, if u € A(U) ® F and (u, f) = 0 for all
f € H®(U, F*), then u = 0 follows easily from Proposition 3.4} and thus H*(U, F*) separates
points of A(U) ® F. On the other hand, if f € H*(U, F*) and {u, ) = 0 for all u € A(U) ® F, then
(f(x),yy = (x)®y, fy =0forall x € U and y € F, this means that f = 0 and thus A(U) ® F
separates points of H*(U, F*). i

Since (A(U) ® F, H*(U, F*)) is a dual pair, we can identify H*(U, F*) with a linear subspace
of (A(U) ® F)’ as follows.

Corollary 3.6. For each f € H*®(U, F*), the functional Ao(f): A(U)® F — C, given by
Ao(F)@) = > A F(xi), iy
i=1

foru = YL, 46(x) ®y; € AU) ® F, is linear. We will say that A(f) is the linear functional
on A(U) ® F associated to f. Furthermore, the map f — Ao(f) is a linear monomorphism from
H>(U, F*) into (AU)Q F)'.

Proof. Let f € H®(U, F*). Note that Ao(f)(u) = {u, f) for all u € A(U) ® F. It is immediate that
Ao(f) is a well-defined linear functional on A(U) ® F and that f +— Ay(f) from H*(U, F*) into
(A(U) ® F) is a well-defined linear map. Finally, let f € H*(U, F*) and assume that Ay(f) = 0.
Then (u, f) = 0 forall u € A(U)®F. Since A(U)®F separates points of H*(U, F*) by Proposition
3.3 it follows that f = 0 and this proves that A is one-to-one. O

Next, we will introduce several useful norms on the tensor product A(U)® F. We begin with the
dual norm induced by the supremum norm of H* (U, F*) that, as we will see, coincides with the
projective norm.

Given two linear spaces E and F, the tensor product space E ® F equipped with a norm a will
be denoted by E ®, F, and the completion of £ ®, F by EQ,F. A cross-normon E ® F is a norm
a such that a(x ® y) = ||x||||y|| forall x € E and y € F.

Theorem 3.7. The linear space A(U)QF is contained in H*(U, F*)" and the norm H on A(U)Q F
induced by the dual norm of the norm ||||, of H*(U, F*), given by

H(u) = sup{lu(f)l : f e H(UF), lIflle <1} (ueAU)®F),
is a cross-normon A(U)® F.
Proof. Let 1€ C,x € U and y € F. Since A6(x) ® y is a linear map on H*(U, F*) and

[(6(x) @ M)(HI = 1A {f ), W < (A FEONHIVI < 1AL f o V1

forall f € H*(U, F*), then 16(x)®y € H*(U, F*)* with [|[A6(x) ® y|| < |A]|lyll, and thus A(U)QF C
H>(U, F*)*.

We now prove that H is a cross-norm on A(U)®F . By the above proof, we have |[(16(x) ® y)(f)| <
|| |[yl] for all f € H*®(U, F*) with ||f]|., < 1, and hence H(16(x) ® y) < |A]|[¥l] = [|[A6(x)]| |[yl]. For
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the reverse estimate, take ¢ € F* with [|¢|| = 1 such that [{¢, y)| = ||y|l, and define the constant
mapping f: U — F* by f(z) = ¢ forall z € U. Clearly, f € H®(U, F*) with || f||, = 1 and

[(A6(x) @ Y)(H)I = [AKf(x), mI = [ Kep, w) = 1Al Iyl ,
and therefore |[A0(x)|| [yl = 14| |]yl| £ H(16(x) ® y). O

Given two Banach spaces E and F, the projective norm 7w on E ® F (see [20, Chapter 2]) takes
the following form on A(U) ® F":

m(u) = inf{Z Iyl = = ) Aio(xi) ®y,} (e AU)®F).
i=1 i=1

We next see that, on the space A(U) ® F, the projective norm and the norm induced by the dual
norm of the supremun norm of H* (U, F*) coincide.

Proposition 3.8. 7(u) = H(u) forallu € A(U) ® F.

Proof. Since r is the greatest cross-norm on A(U) ® F (see [20, pp. 15-16]), we have H < & by
Theorem 3.7l To prove that H > n, suppose by contradiction that H(ug) < 1 < m(uy) for some
uy € A(U)® F. Denote B = {u € A(U) ® F: n(u) < 1}. Clearly, B is a closed and convex set in
A(U) ®, F. Applying the Hahn—Banach separation theorem to B and {u}, we obtain a functional
n € (A(U) ®, F)* such that

1 = ||nl| = sup{Ren(u): u € B} < Ren(uy).

Define f: U — F* by (f(x),y) = n(0(x)®y) forall y € F and x € U. It is easy to prove that f
is well defined and f € H*(U, F*) with ||f||, < 1. Moreover, u(f) = n(u) for allu € A(U)® F.
Therefore H(ug) > |uo(f)| = Re ug(f) = Re n(uy), so H(up) > 1 and this is a contradiction. O

We now will define the Chevet—Saphar norms on the tensor product £ ® F. Let E and F be
normed spaces and let 1 < p < co. Givenu =)\, x; ®y; € E® F, denote

n P
(Z ||x,-||f’) if 1<p<oo,
ICxrs s Xl ey = =1
max ||x;| if p=oo,
1<i<n

and

1
n ?
sup (Z Iy*(yl-)l”) if 1<p<oo,
yeBr \ix1

||()’1, s 9yn)||[Z’W(F) =

sup (max|y'ool) if p =

Y*€Bpx \1=
If E = F = C, we write {{(E) = €}, and {."(F) = {}.". According to [20, Section 6.2], the
Chevet—Saphar norms are defined on E ® F by

dptu) = inf {iCers o5l 1013l |

8ot = it {1Ca1, - 5l 1015 o3l |

the infimum being extended over all representations of u of the formu =3}, x;,® y; € EQF.
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Since [|6(x)|| = 1 for all x € U, the norm g, on A(U) ® F takes the form:
n
gp(1) = inf{nul, s Al MO 3l = = ) Ai6(x) ®yi} :

i=1

Notice that g, is a cross-norm on A(U) ® F'.
We next show that the norm g, on A(U) ® F is justly the projective tensor norm 7.

Proposition 3.9. g,(u) = n(u) forallu € A(U)® F.

Proof. Letu € A(U)® F and let )\, 1;6(x;) ® y; be a representation of u. We have

m(w) < Wl Iyl = ) 14 Lsup |y*<yi)|)
i=1 i=1

EBF*

= Z |4l Illsl%( sup |y*()7i)|) = I(, . s /ln)”f’l' s - - ,yn)”ggw(p) )
i=1

)’*GBF*

and taking the infimum over all representations of u gives m(u) < g;(u). For the converse inequality,
notice that g1(16(x) ® y) < |4]||y|]| forall A € C, x € U and y € F. Since g; isanorm on A(U) ® F,
it follows that

21(0) = &1 (Z A5(x) ® yi] < )21 () @ y) < ) 1A il
i=1 i=1 i=1

and taking the infimum over all representations of u yields g;(u) < m(u). O

4. DuaLITY FOR COHEN STRONGLY Pp-SUMMING HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS

We show now that the duals of the tensor product G*(U )§gl,F can be canonically identified as
spaces of Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mappings.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 < p < co. Then Z)Z{""(U, F*) is isometrically isomorphic to (Q‘X’(U)@gpF)*,
via the mapping A : DZ{“’(U, F - (Q‘X’(U)@gpF)* defined by

A = D" A (), 3
i=1

for f € Z)(;{"“(U, F*Yyandu =Y, 1:6(x;))®y; € A(U)  F. Furthermore, its inverse is given by
(A (@)),y) = (¢, 6(x) ® y)

for ¢ € (G™(U)®,,F)", x€ Uandy € F.

Proof. We prove it for 1 < p < oo. The case p = 1 is similarly proved.
Let f € D(,f{"“(U, F*)and let Ag(f): A(U) ® F — C be its associate linear functional. We claim
that Ao(f) € (A(U) ®,, F)* with [[Ag(f)Il < af,f{m(f). Indeed, given u = Y\ 4;6(x;)®y; € AUU)®F,
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we have

1Ao(f)(w)] =

DA,y
i=1

< W Kicr (o). f)
i=1

< dz{m(f) ||(/11, ey /ln)HgZ Sup [Z |y***(KF(yi))|p*)

y*** GBF*** i—1

V*€Bpx

1
< dz{w(f)ll(/11,---,/1n)||g; sup [ |y*(yi)|1’*)
T

=d) (DI - Al 105 )l »
P

and taking infimum over all the representations of u, we deduce that |Ao(f)(u)| < d;f’m (Ngpu).
Since u was arbitrary, then Aq(f) is continuous on A(U) ®,, F with [|[Ao(f)]| < d;"w (f), as claimed.

Since A(U) is a norm-dense linear subspace of G*(U) and g, is a cross-norm on G*(U) ® F,
then A(U) ® F' is a dense linear subspace of G*(U) ®,, F and therefore also of its completion
G™(U)®,, F. Hence there is a unique continuous mapping A(f) from G*(U)®, F to C that extends
Ao(f). Further, A(f) is linear and ||A(f)I| = [Ao()I].

Let A: Z)Z{“(U, F - (QW(U)§gpF)* be the mapping so defined. Since Ay: Z)Z{“(U, F) —
(A(U) ® F) is a linear monomorphism by Corollary [3.6] it follows easily that A is so. To prove
that A is a surjective isometry, let ¢ € (G*(U )§gpF )" and define f,: U — F* by

(fi@y) =@ ®Y)  (xeU yeF).
Given x € U, the linearity of both ¢ and the product tensor in the second variable yields that the
functional f,(x): F — Cis linear, and since
[(1:0,5)] = e ® ) < ligll (60 ® ) < llel Iy

for all y € F, we deduce that f,(x) € F* with || f,(x)I| < |¢l|. Since x was arbitrary, we have that f,

is bounded with ||£,]| . < ll¢ll.
We now prove that f,: U — F* is holomorphic. To this end, we first claim that, forevery y € F,
the function f;,: U — C defined by

L) =)oy (xel)

is holomorphic. Let a € U. Since gy: U — G*(U) is holomorphic by Theorem [1.2] there exists
Dgy(a) € L(E,G*(U)) such that

i 2 —0(@) — Dgu(a)(x —a) _
m =
x—a llx —all

0.

Consider the function T'(a): E — C given by
T(a)(x) = p(Dgy(a)(x) ® y) (x€E).
Clearly, T'(a) € E* and since

S = fy(@) = T(a)(x = a) = p(6(x) ® y) = p(6(a) ® y) — p(Dgy(a)(x — a) ®y)
= ¢ ((6(x) = 6(a) = Dgy(a)(x - a)) ®y),
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it follows that

- Jy(x) = fy(@) = T(a)(x — a) ¢ ((6(x) — 6(a) — Dgy(a)(x —a)) ®y)

li = lim
x—a ||X - a|| x—a ||)C - a”
e (5(x> - 6(a)H— Dgﬁ](a)(x -a) y)
x—a xXxX—a

=p(0®y) = ¢(0) = 0.

Hence f, is holomorphic at a with Df,(a) = T(a), and this proves our claim. Now, notice that the
set {kr(y): y € Br} C Bp+ 1s norming for F* since

Iy*ll = sup{ly" I : y € Br} = sup{lkp(»(y")l : y € Br}

for every y* € F*, and that kz(y) o f, = f, for every y € F since

(kr(¥) © f,)(X) = KpO)(Fo(0) = (£(2),¥) = 9(6(x) ® ) = f,(x)

forall x e U.

We are now ready to show that f,: U — F* is holomorphic. Indeed, leta € U and b € E.
Denote V = {1 € C: a+ Ab € U}. Clearly, the mapping h: V — U given by h(1) = a + Ab is
holomorphic. Since f, o A is locally bounded and «z(y) o (f, o h) = f, o h is holomorphic on the
open set V C Cfor all y € F, Proposition A.3 in [3]] assures that f, o & is holomorphic. This means
that f, is G-holomorphic but since it is also locally bounded, we deduce that f, is continuous by
[13|, Proposition 8.6]. Now, we conclude that f,, is holomorphic by Theorem [I.11

We now prove that f, € DY (U, F*). Forit, take n € N, 4; € C, x; € U and y;* € F* for
i =1,...,n Let & > 0 and consider the finite-dimensional subspaces V = lin{y}*,...,y;"} € F*™
and W = lin{f,(x1), ..., fo(x,)} € F*. The principle of local reflexivity [6, Theorem 8.16] gives us
a bounded linear operator T, yw): V — F such that

1) Tevm (™) =y for every y™ € V N kp(F),

i) (1 - &)yl < ||Tevm@™)| < (A + &) lly| for every y* € V,
i) (v, Tevw) ™)) = (y**,y") for every y** € V and y* € W.

Using iii) and taking y; = T, v,w)(y;"), we first have

Z Aj <y2‘*, f¢(xi)>‘ = Z A <f¢(xi)’ T(s,uW)(y?*)>‘

i=1 i=1

= Z/b <fg0(xi)’yi>
i=1
=lp (Z Ai6(x;) ® }’i)
i=1
< liell g, [Z A5(x) ® y,)

i=1
< NelliCrs - s Allgg N1 syl -
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Since
n G
n,w p— * l p*
||(y1,---,yn)||g (F) ySEuBF:-* ;Iy )l )
L
= T, r
sup ;I(y ;)] )
pL
= sup ZI ]
1
o
< ||KF o T(s VW)|| sup [Z |<y P ]
) i=1 | 1%
= ||T(8"/’W)|| Sup ( P]
yeBe im0
L
< sk ok
( +8)wa’§£*** [;y o) )
=1+ |07 ey
it follows that

n

DA £,00)

i=1

<l s Al (T4 |07 -3 e

By the arbitrariness of €, we deduce that

O )

Z /l y, 9fg0(xl

and this implies that f, € D5 (U, F*) with &} (f,) < ll¢l-
Forany u = )7, 4:0(x;) ® y; € AU) ® F, we get

< ||SO|| ||(/119 ) /ln)”fz KZ,*W(F**) s

n

AW = D A (f00), i) = D ip6(x) @) = ¢ (Z A:6(x:) ®yl~) = u).
i=1 i=1

i=1
Hence A(f,) = ¢ on a dense subspace of G*(U )§gpF and, consequently, A(f,) = ¢, which shows
the last statement of the theorem. Moreover, d[f’m( fo) < llell = ||A( f¢)|| and the theorem holds. O

In particular, in view of Theorem [4.1] and taking into account Propositions 2.3 3.8 and we
can identify the space H* (U, F*) with the dual space of G*(U)®yF.

Corollary 4.2. H*(U, F*) is isometrically isomorphic to (G*°(U)®uF)*, via A: H*(U,F*) —
(G (U)®yF)" given by

NROEDIFRGEIRD
i=1
for fe H®(U, F*)andu = Y;_, L;6(x;) ® y; € A(U) ® F. Furthermore, its inverse is given by
(A (@)@),y) = (¢, 6(x) ® y)
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for ¢ € (G°(U)®yF)*, xe Uandy € F. O

Remark 4.3. It is known (see [20, p. 24]) that if E and F are Banach spaces, then L(E, F*) is
isometrically isomorphic to (E®,F)*, via ®: L(E, F*) — (E®,F)* given by

<<D(T), Z Xi ®yi> = Z (T(xi), yi)
i=1 i=1

forT € L(E,F*)and Y\, x;®y; € E®F. Notice that the identification A in Corollary 4.2]is justly
® o @y, where @y : f +— T is the isometric isomorphism from H* (U, F*) onto L(G*(U), F) given
in Theorem

5. PIETSCH DOMINATION FOR COHEN STRONGLY Pp-SUMMING HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS

In [[18]], Pietsch established a domination theorem for p-summing linear operators between Ba-
nach spaces. In order to present a version of this theorem for Cohen strongly p-summing holomor-
phic mappings on Banach spaces, we first characterize the elements of the dual space of A(U)®,, F.

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ € (A(U)QF)’, C > 0and 1 < p < co. The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) leu)| < Cgp(u) forallu € A(U)Q® F.
(ii) For any representation Y, 1;0(x;) ® y; of u € A(U) ® F, we have

D lp(id(x) ® )l < Cg ().
i=1

(iii) There exists a Borel regular probability measure u on Bg- such that

lp(26(x) ® y)| < ClA IV,

forall1 € C, xe Uandy € F, where

¥l = ( f eyl a’,u(y*)) :
BF*

Proof. (i) = (ii): Letu € A(U)®F and let )" | 1,6(x;)®y; be a representation of u. It is elementary
that the function 7: C" — C defined by

T(t,. 1) = ) tip(AS0) @), Vti,..., 1) €C"
i=1

is linear and continuous on (C", ||||» ) with

171 = > lp(Aid(x) @yl
i=1
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For any (#,...,1,) € C" with ||(¢1, ..., )|l < 1, by (1) we have

TG, o)l = | ) 1i(A6(x) @ 3)
i=1
= e (Z 1:2:6(x;) ® }’i)
i=1

< Cgp (Z £:4,6(x;) ®y[)
i=1

<C ||(t1/119 ) tn/ln)Hf;’, ”()’1, oo ,)’n)H[Zf(F)
<Ol - Al IO - yllene

and therefore
Z lp(i6(x) @ y)l < Cll(Ars ..oy Al 11Oy - - - ayn)Hfo’(F) :
=1

Taking infimum over all the representations of u, we deduce that

D le(id(x) ® )l < Cg ().

i=1

(i) = (iii): Let C be the set of all Borel regular probability measures u on Bp-. Clearly, it is a
convex compact subset of (C(Bg-)", w*). Assume first 1 < p < oco. Let M be set of all functions
from C to R of the form

fiaor o o) = Z‘ (v @yl | il + > Zl I E
wheren e N, 4, e C,x;e Uandy; € Ffori=1,...,n.
We now check that M satisfies the three conditions of Ky Fan’s lemma (see [6} 9.10]):

Condition 1. Each fi,y iy .o, € M is convex and lower semicontinuous.

It suffices to show that f := fiay .o, 18 affine and Lipschitz. Denoting

Y C
A = Zl |<)0(/1i6U(xi) ®yl)| — ; ||(/11):z:1

p
1438

we can write
n

C .
for=a-23 [ oo du)  weo.

i=1 VB

Given uy, u, € C and a € [0, 1], we have

C < .
flag + (1 =) = (@A + (1 —a)h) == ) f @l dlag + (1= @)p)()
i=1 vV Br+
= af(u) + (1 - a)f()
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and

fB [Z |y*(y[)lp*)d(,u1 - m)(y*)’

i=1

lf(u) = f(uo)l = S*
p
<& (Z ||yi||f’*]d|/xl — 1]y

= p* BF* =

C
= _*”(yl’---’yn)H[n 1 = gl

Condition 2. Ifg € co(M), there is an ﬁ(,{ (O € M with g(/.l) < f((/l e (O 1)(/.1) for all
uecC.

It suffices to show that M is convex. Let fi, f> be in M such that

C S1 X
= > lylly
P A L+ ()

s1 C .
S = fan ot B = Z l (160 (x1:) ® yi)l = (; ||(/11i)ii1 ?1
=1
and

B = Fo oo, om2) B = Z I (A2iy (x27) ® )| — (— (202,

52
ot £y ||yzl~||’;p*w)].
i=1

for all u € C. Given « € [0, 1], an easy verification shows that

n
P C p*
= E il .
G p - p+ (1)

C C
afi(w) + (1= ) @) = D lp (Lidy(x) & y)| - [; [y
i=1

forall u € C, withn = 51 + 5, and

Y= X1i if 1Si£s1,
L X2(i-s1) if si+1<i<n,

&Py if 1<i<s,
Y=l a- )Py if s+ 1<i<n,
P et if 1<i<s,

T - Py, i si+1<i<n

Condition 3. There exists an r € R such that each fiy iy oy, € M has a value less or equal
than r.

Let us show that r = 0 verifies this condition. Let fiay .oz, € M. There exists y; € B

such that 1 1
sup [Zly <yl)|P) =[ 5 -)I”]

y EBF i=1
Let 6. be the Dirac’s measure on B supported by y;. Taking

1

o= Il =(Sbiool

i=1

in the identity (see [10} p. 48]):

ap = mln{l(g)p+i*<eﬁ>f’*} (@.BERY),
P \€ P

e>0
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we obtain that

ot Z il 5. ))

- C C -
= >l (Uidu(x) @ ) —[; [ |7, + ) ~>|”]
i=1 i=1

5y;) = Z] 6 (b (x) @ yi)l - [% i,

G pr

< > e Udu(x) @yl = C |
i=1

n . e
* .
o i
i=1
<0

by (i1). By Ky Fan’s lemma, there exists a u € C such that f(u) < 0 for all f € M. In particular,
we have

_ C
furzeriy@) = lptasy(x) @ ™'y)| - > Sorpap - ! P <O
forallte R*, 1€ C,xe Uandy € F. It follows that

R
|¢(45U<x>®y>|SC[ L' + pf' wl,

and, applying again the aforementioned identity, we conclude that
le(A6u (%) @ I < CIALIYIIL. ) -

The case p = oo is similarly proved but without applying the cited identity and taking C/p = 0 and
pr=1.

(iii) = (i): Letu € A(U) ® F and let )}, ;6(x;) ® y; be a representation of u. Using (iii) and
the Holder inequality, we obtain

Pl < ) I (46(x) ® )
i=1

<C ) Iyl
i=1

1

< CllC - Al ZnylnL @)

= CllC - Al fB SO dut’ )]

F* =1

< Clls s Al | sup <y>|”]

Yy €Bpr 0]
=l Al O - yllenr iy
and taking infimum over all the representations of u, we conclude that |p(u)| < Cg,(u). |

We are now ready to present the announced result. Compare to [S, Theorem 2.3.1].

Theorem 5.2. (Pietsch domination). Let 1 < p < oo and f € H®(U, F). The following conditions
are equivalent:
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(i) f is Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic.
(ii) For any )., 1,0(x;) ® y; € A(U) ® F*, we have

<dT (DAL Al

Ve )

W [ sy
()

Z Aj <}’?’ fx))
i=1

(iii) There is a constant C > 0 and a Borel regular probability measure u on Bg- such that

Iy, fnpl < C ”y*”L],*(ﬂ)

forall x € U and y* € F*, where

1

. r
||y*||LP*@=( f YOO duy))
BF**

In this case, af[f{m (f) is the minimum of all constants C > 0 satisfying the preceding inequality.
Proof. (i) = (ii) is immediate from Definition 2.2

(it) = (iii): Clearly, kr o f € H®(U, F**). Appealing to Corollary 3.6, consider its associate
linear functional Ag(kr o f): A(U) ® F* — C. Givenu = },7_; 4;0(x;) ® y; € A(U) ® F*, we have

[Ao(kp o f)(u)]

D A lr 0 Hx) YY)
i=1

= Z A <)’T’ f(x))
i=1

<d" (NI, AWl

Olsevos )

)
by (i1). Since it holds for each representation of u, we deduce that
Aokr o N < dy ()gp(w).

By Theorem[5.1] there exists a Borel regular probability measure u on B such that

7", FONI = 1Aolkr © [)(S(x) ® yO)

1

<d)" () (f OO duG™)|

BF**
for all x € U and y* € F*. Moreover, aflf{m( f) belongs to the set of all constants C > 0 satisfying

the inequality in (iii).
(iiif) = (i): Given x € U and y* € F*, we have

IAo(kr o F)(6(x) @y = 17 FONI < 1Yl
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by applying (iii). Now, Theorem guarantees that for any representation };_; 1;6(x;) ® y; of
ue A(U)® F*, we have

DG Fe)| = 1l [k 0 £k ¥y
i=1 i=1

= > [Aotkr 0 O @37)
i=1

< Cgp(u)
< Cl - s Al

(y”{, LR 9y:<‘l)||[77rv(F*) .
Hence f € Z)Z{M(U, F) with af;{m (f) < C. This also shows the last assertion of the statement. O

We now study the relationship between a Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mapping
from U to F and its associate linearization from G*(U) to F.
Theorem 5.3. Let 1 < p < 0 and f € H®(U, F). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) f: U — F is Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic.

(ii) T;: G*(U) — F is strongly p-summing.
In this case, d,(Ty) = dz{w( f). Furthermore, the mapping f +— Ty is an isometric isomorphism
from (D1 (U, F),d}") onto (D,(G™(U), F), d,).

Proof. (i) = (ii): Assume that f € Z)Z{M(U, F). By Theorem|[3.2] there exists a constant C > 0 and
a Borel regular probability measure u on Bp- such that

157 FONL < CHY L,

forall x € U and y* € F™~.
Let y* € F* and y € G*(U). By Theorem [L.2] given £ > 0, we can take a representation
Yoy Aid(x;) of y such that 372, || < |lyll + . We have

<y*, Z ﬁin'(5U(Xi))>}

‘<y*’ Tf(')’))‘ Y

-1

= <)’ , i /L'f(xi)>
P

[l 1KY"s f ()l

M

1

< Clylly, g ) 1A
i=1

< CIY Iz, g AVl + &)

]
—_

As & was arbitrary, it follows that

(. )| < CI I I

Taking infimum over all such constants C, we have

. 7)) < XD 1yl g0 I



COHEN STRONGLY p-SUMMING HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS ON BANACH SPACES 23

by Theorem [5.2] It follows that
SUP{Ky*, Tf(?’))‘ DY EFL YL, < 1} <" () Iyl

for all y € G*(U). Therefore T € D,(G*(U), F) with d,(T) < dZ{m (f) by Pietsch’s domination
theorem for strongly p-summing operators [5, Theorem 2.3.1].
(i1) = (i): Assume that T € D,(G*(U), F). Given x € U and y* € F”*, we have

07, £l = (', TG0 (0)
<dy TPyl 160l
= dy TPyl ,,
by [5, Theorem 2.3.1] for some Borel regular probability measure u on Bg-. It follows that f €
D (U, F) with d’*(f) < d,(Ty) by Theorem
Since d,(Ty) = af[f{m (f) forall f € Z);f{m(U, F), in order to prove the last assertion of the state-
ment, it suffices to show that the mapping f + T from DZ{M(U, F)to D,(G~(U), F) is surjective.
Indeed, take T € D,(G*(U), F) and then T = T for some f € H (U, F) by Theorem[[.2l Hence
Ty e D,(G*(U),F),and thus f € DZ{W(U, F) by the above proof. O
The equivalence (i) © (iii) of Theorem [5.2] admits the following reformulation.
Corollary 5.4. Let 1 < p < coand f € H®(U, F). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) f: U — F is Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic.
(ii) There exists a complex Banach space G and an operator S € D,(G, F) such that

17 SO < ISTOOI (xeU, y eF).

In this case, dZ{m (f) is the infimum of all d,(S) with S satisfying (ii), and this infimum is attained
at Ty (Mujica’s linearization of f).

Proof. (i) = (ii): If f € D}"(U,F), then Ty € D,(G*(U), F) with d}*"(f) = d,(T) by Theorem
5.3l From Theorem[I.2] we infer that

0, £ = (', TGy ()|
= (@07, 8u0)
<||Tp o)

for all x € U and y* € F™.

(ii) = (i): Assume that (ii) holds. Then S* € IL,-(F*, G*) with 7,-(S*) = d,(S) by [5, Theorem
2.2.2]. By Pietsch domination theorem for p-summing linear operators (see [6, Theorem 2.12]),
there is a Borel regular probability measure y on Bg- such that

IS* OO < 7 (SN, oy
for all y* € F*. It follows that
177, FON < IS OO < 71 (S YN )

for all x € U and y* € F*. Hence f € D)™ (U, F) with d?"(f) < 7,(S*) = d,(S) by Theorem
5.2 O
As a consequence of Theorem an application of [4, Theorem 3.2] shows that the Banach

ideal DZ{M is generated by composition with the Banach operator ideal O, but we prefer to give
here a proof to complete the information.
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Corollary 5.5. Let 1 < p < oo and f € H®(U, F). The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) f: U — F is Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic.
(ii) f =T o g for some complex Banach space G, g € H*(U,G) and T € D,(G, F).

In this case, dZ{m( f) =inf{d,(T) ||gll..}, where the infimum is taken over all factorizations of f as
in (ii), and this infimum is attained at Ty o gy ( Mujica’s factorization of f).

Proof. (i) = (ii): If f € DZ{W(U, F), we have f = Ty o gy, where G*(U) is a complex Banach
space, T € D,(G*(U), F) and gy € H*(U, G*(U)) by Theorems[[.2]and 5.3l Moreover,

inf {d,(T) llgll} < dp(Tp) lgulles = 45 (f)-

(it) = (i): Assume f = T o g with G, g and T being as in (ii). Since g = T, o gy by Theorem
[L.2] it follows that f = T o T, o g, which implies that T; = T o T,, and thus 7 € D,(G*(U), F)
by the ideal property of O,. By Theorem[5.3] we obtain that f € DZ,{w(U, F) with

d)"(f) = d(Ty) = dp(T 0 Ty) < kp(D) || Te|| = dp(D) lgll.s -
and so dZ{m (f) < 1inf{d,(T) ||gll..} by taking the infimum over all factorizations of f. O

When F is reflexive, every f € DZ{M(U, F) factors through a Hilbert space as we see below.

Corollary 5.6. Let F be a reflexive complex Banach space. If f € ng(U’ F), then there exist a
Hilbert space H, an operator T € D,(H, F) and a mapping g € H*(U, H) such that f =T o g.

Proof. Assume that f € Dé’w(U, F). By Theorem 53] 7, € D,(G*(U),F). Hence (T;)* €
I[L(F*, G=(U)") by [5, Theorem 2.2.2]. By [6, Corollary 2.16 and Examples 2.9 (b)], there exist a
Hilbert space H and operators T € II,(F*, H) and T, € L(H, G (U)") such that (Tf)* = T, o T}.
On the one hand, we have (Ty)™ = (T)" o (T»)", where (T1)* € D,(H, F*) by [5, Theorem
2.2.2]. On the other hand, we have (T()* o kg~y = kr o Ty with kr being bijective (since F
is reflexive). Consequently, we obtain f = T o g, where T = (kp)™! o (T})* € D,(H, F) and
g = (T)" o kg=w) © gu € H*(U, H). o

Applying Theorem[5.3]and [5, Theorem 2.4.1], we get useful inclusion relations.

Corollary 5.7. Let 1 < p; < py < co. If f € DV (U,F), then f € D) (U,F) and d)"(f) <
(}_{00
dm (f ) O
These inclusion relations can become coincidence relations when F* has cotype 2 (see [6), pp.
217-221] for definitions and results on this class of spaces). Compare to [6, Corollary 11.16].

Corollary 5.8. Let 2 < p < co. If F* has cotype 2, then D" (U, F) = D} (U, F) and d}" (f) =
A3 (f) for all f € DI (U, F).

Proof. By Corollary 5.7 we have D" (U, F) ¢ D} (U, F) with &} (f) < d}"(f) for all f €
DI (U, F). For the converse, let f € D3 (U, F). Then Ty € Do(G™(V), F) with dy(Ty) = d3" ()
by Theorem [5.3] Hence (7y)* € IL(F*, G*(U)*) with my((Tf)*) = d2(T) by [S, Theorem 2.2.2].
Then, by [6, Corollary 11.16], (T;)* € TI;(F*, G*(U)*) with 71;((T)*) = m((Tf)*). Hence (T,)* €
I, (F*,G®(U)") with 7,-((T;)*) < m((Ty)*) by [6, Theorem 2.8]. Then, by [5, Theorem 2.2.2],
Ty € D,(G™(U), F) with d(Ty) = m,-((Ty)"). Finally, f € D (U, F) with d¥"(f) = d,(Ty) by
Theorem [5.3], and therefore dZ{m (f) < dg{m ). O
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Given f € H®(U, F), the transpose of f is the mapping f': F* — H>*(U) defined by
flO=y"of (O e€F).
It is known (see [[11}, Proposition 1.6]) that f* € L(F*, H*(U)) with ||f’]| = ||f]l... Furthermore,
f1=J; o (Ty)" with Jy: HO(U) — G*(U)* being the identification established in Theorem .21

The next result establishes the relation of a Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mapping
f: U — F and its transpose f": F* — H*(U). Compare to [5, Theorem 2.2.2].

Theorem 5.9. Let 1 < p < o and f € H*(U,F). Then f € DZ{“’(U,F*) if and only if ' €
IL.(F*, H*(U)). In this case, d}" (f) = mp (f).

Proof. Applying Theorem[5.3] [5, Theorem 2.2.2] and [6, 2.4 and 2.5], respectively, we have
feDIUF") & Ty e DG U),F)
& (Ty)" el (F",G"(U))
e fl =0, o (Ty)" € I,.(F*, H (U)).
In this case, d(f) = d(Ty) = 7, (Tf)*) = mpe(Jy © f1) = Ty (f). o

The study of holomorphic mappings with relatively (weakly) compact range was initiated by
Mujica [[14] and followed in [11]].

Corollary 5.10. Let 1 < p < co.
(i) Every Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mapping f: U — F has relatively weakly
compact range.
(ii) If F is reflexive, then every Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mapping f: U — F
has relatively compact range.

Proof. If f € D(,f{"“(U, F*), then f' € IL,.(F*, H*(U)) by Theorem[5.9] Hence the linear operator
f" is weakly compact and completely continuous by [6, 2.17]. Since f’ is weakly compact, this
means that f has relatively weakly compact range by [11, Theorem 2.7]. Since f’ is completely
continuous and F* is reflexive, it is known that f’ is compact and, equivalently, f has relatively
compact range by [11, Theorem 2.2]. m|

6. PIETSCH FACTORIZATION FOR COHEN STRONGLY P-SUMMING HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS

We devote this section to the analogue of Pietsch factorization theorem for p-summing linear
operators [6, Theorem 2.13] for the class of Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic mappings.
Recall that, for every Banach space F, we have the canonical isometric injections «z: F' — F*™*
and tr: F — C (Bp+) defined, respectively, by

ke, y) =y'(»)  OEF Yy €F),
(Y =y (yeF, y €Bp).

Moreover, if u is a regular Borel measure on (Bg-, w*), j, denotes the canonical map from C (Bp)
to L, (u).

Theorem 6.1. (Pietsch factorization). Let 1 < p < oo and f € H®(U, F). The following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) f: U — F is Cohen strongly p-summing holomorphic.
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(ii) There exist a regular Borel probability measure u on (Bp~,w"), a closed subspace S ,-
of L,-(u) and a bounded holomorphic mapping g: U — (S )" such that the following
diagram commutes:

(jp* )*

(Sp) (tpe (F7))
gT l(lp*)*
f KF *%
U F F

In this case, dz{w(f) = |Igll-

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let f € DZ{”(U, F). Then f' € II.(F*,H*(U)) by Theorem By [6,
Theorem 2.13], there exist a regular Borel probability measure y on (B, w"), a subspace S ,- :=
Jp+ (ip (F*)) of L,- (1), and an operator T € L(S ,-, H*(U)) with ||T|| = || f'|| such that the following
diagram commutes:

J p*

tp(F) S
T, T
* ‘ft [e8)
F H>(U)
Dualizing, we obtain
v 4 F
oyl | kp
%
T | ) T

Up*)*

Sp)y = @ E))
Define g := T* o gy. Clearly, g € H*(U, (S »)*) with |||, < |IT]|, and thus
gl < 171 = 1fll < d) ().
Moreover, since f' =T o j, o tp-, we have
kpof=(f)ogu=@)o@py)oT ogy=(r)o(j)og

(ii) = (i): Since kp o f = (tp+)* © (j,»)* 0 g, it follows that f* o (kp)* = ((tp+)* © (j,r)* 0 8)'. As
(k)" o kp+ = 1dp+, we obtain that

fr=(p) o(jp) 08 okp.
Since j € I (tp-(F*), S ) (see [6, Examples 2.9]), then (j,)* € D,((S )", (ir-(F*))*) by [,
Theorem 2.2.2]. Hence ()" © (ji+)* o g € DI (U, F**) with
A2 ((tr) 0 () 0 8) < dp((tr)" © (Gp ) I8l = 7 e © 1) I8l

by the ideal property of D, Corollary [5.5]and [5, Theorem 2.2.2]. Applying Theorem [5.91and the
ideal property of I1,, we deduce that f* = ((tp+)* o (j,»)* 0 8)' 0 kp+ € I (F*, Ho(U)). Again,
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Theorem[5.9] gives that f € Z)Z{"“( U, F) with dz{w (f) = mp(f"). Moreover,

A (f) = 7 ()" 0 () 0 8) 0 kp)
< 7 ((tr)" 0 ()" 0 8)) Ik
<d((tp) 0 (jp) og)
< 7 (e © tp) l1glles

< 7 (i) llep- 1118l
< llglle -
O
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