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Abstract

A collectively o-Levi set of operators is a generalization of the o-Levi
operator. By use of collective order convergence, we investigate relations
between collectively o-Levi and collectively compact sets of operators.
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1 Introduction

Several kinds of Levi operators were studied recently in
[2, 5, 8 [4]. The present paper concerns collective proper-
ties of o-Levi operators.

In what follows, vector spaces are real and operators
are linear. The letters £/ and F' stand for vector lattices,
symbols L(E, F'), Lpr(E, F'), and K(E,F) for the spaces of
linear, finite rank, and compact operators from E to F|,
By for the closed unit ball of X, and Iy for the identity
operator in X. We write y,, | 0, whenever vy, <y, for all
n’ > n and infgy, = 0.

Throughout the paper, we say that a sequence (z,) in
E is order convergent to x € E (briefly, x,, = z) if there
exists a sequence (p,) in F, p, } 0 such that |z, — x| < p,
holds for all n. A sequence (z,) in E is order Cauchy if,
for some p, | 0in E, |, — x| < p, whenever n/,n” > n.
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A vector lattice E is said to be sequentially order com-
plete whenever each order Cauchy sequence in F is order
convergent.

The following definition is an adopted version of |2, Def-
inition 1.1] and [5], Definition 1].

Definition 1. An operator 7" from a normed lattice E to
a vector lattice F' is:

a) o-Levi if, for every increasing bounded sequence (z,,)
in £, there exists € E with Tx,, = T'z. The set of
such operators is denoted by L ;(E, F).

Levi
b) quasi-c-o-Levi if, for every increasing bounded sequence
(z,) in E., the sequence (Tx,) is order convergent.
The set of such operators is denoted by L7 :(E, F).

qcLevi
¢) quasi-o-Levi if, for every increasing bounded sequence
(r,) in E,, the sequence (T'x,) is order Cauchy. The
set of such operators is denoted by L (&, F).
Clearly, L]

Levi

(E,F) C L%y .(E. F) C L7 .(E, F). The

qclLevi qlLevi
following example shows that both inclusions are proper

in general (cf., [4, Example 1]).

Example 1. First we show that the inclusion L{_.(F) C

Lo cpevi(£) can be proper. Define an operator 7' on £ =

Cl0.1] @ Li[0,1], by T((6,))= (0,6) for ¢ € C[0,1]
and ¢ € [,[0,1]. Clearly, T" € L{ . (£). Consider
¢, € C0,1] that equals to 1 on [0, — 5:], to 0 on [1,1],
and is linear otherwise. Let f, := (¢,,0). Then (f,) is
bounded and increasing in E., and Tf, >(0,g), where
g € L1]0,1] is the indicator function of [0, %] Since g &
C'0, 1], there is no such an f € E that T'f = (0,¢), and

hence T' ¢ L{ ;(E).

Levi
For the second inclusion, consider the Banach lattice ¢
of convergent real sequences and denote elements of ¢ by
> oo | an - €y, where e, is the n-th unit vector of ¢ and (ay,)

converges in R. Since each bounded increasing sequence
in ¢y is o-Cauchy, I. € L ;(c). However, a bounded



increasing sequence I .f, = f, := > ,_, €ax—1 In ¢4 is not
order convergent. Thus, 1. ¢ L7 .:(c).

qcLevi

We shall use the following lemma (cf., |4, Lemmas 1,2]).

Lemma 1. Let E be a normed lattice and let F' be a vector
lattice. The following holds.

i) Loepeni(E, F), and L i (E, F) are vector spaces.

qcLevi

it) Lyr(E, F) C L .(E, F).

Levi

iii) If F is a normed lattice then K, (E, F) C L¢ ;. (E, F).

qcLevi
Proof. i) Tt is trivial.

ii) Let T € Lpr(E,F), say T = Y1, fx @ y; for
Y, yp € T(E) and fi,..., f, € E'. Denote

Tl :Zf]:_@yk and T2 = Zf,;@yk
k=1 k=1

Let (z,,) be an increasing bounded sequence in E,. Then,
for each k, the sequences f," (1,,) and f, (z,,) are increas-
ing and bounded. Thus, f;"(z,) — ax and f, (z,,) — by
for some ag, by € Ry. Since dim(7T'(E)) < oo,

T2, — Z arye € T(E) and Thx,, = Z bryr € T(E).
k=1 k=1
Therefore,
T = (Tyxm — Toxm) =Y (ap — bp)yr € T(E).
k=1
Take an = € E such that Tz = )", (ax — by)yr. Then
Tz, Tx. We conclude T € LY (E, F).

Levi

iti) Let T' € K4 (£, F) and let (z,,,) be an increasing se-
quence in (Bg)4. Then (Tz,,) has a subsequence (T'z,,,)
satisfying HTxmj — yH — 0 for some y € F. Since Tz, T
then ||z, —y|| — 0. As each norm convergent increas-
ing sequence converges in order to the same limit then
Tz, >y, and consequently 7' € L7 ; ..(E, F). O

qcLevi



The next example strengthens Example [l by showing
that the inclusion L{ ;(E) K, (F) C L EYNK(FE)
can be proper (cf., [4, Example 2]).

qcLevi (

Example 2. Let (a,) be a vanishing real sequence con-
sisting of non-zero positive terms. Define an operator S
from ¢ to ¢g by S (O 7, anen) = > oo (anay,)e,. Then
S € Ky(c,¢0), and hence S € LY ..i(c, cp) by Lemma [

qcLevi

Take a bounded increasing sequence x, = Y ey in ¢y
k=1

The sequence (Sx,) = (Z a2k62k> converges in order to
k=1

> aoreor € o, however there is no x € ¢ with Sz =

k=1

o0 o

> agreor. Indeed, would such x = > ager € ¢ with
k=1 k=1

(Z akek) Z Qopeor exist, it must satisfies

a, = 1 for even k-th and ak = 0 for odd k-th, which is
absurd. Therefore, S ¢ L7 (¢, c).
The operator S is also a counter-example to [2, Prop.3.5].
Now, define a sequence (S;) of operators in Lgg(c, )
by Si (307, anen) = Zizl(anan)en. Trivially, S; — I S.
By Lemmalll S; € L{_..(c, co). Since S ¢ L{_..(c, co) then
the set L{_..(c, co) is not closed under the operator norm.

It is worth noting that, generally, L{ .(E, F') need not
to be a vector space [4, Example 8].

The present paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is
devoted to elementary properties of collective order con-
vergence of families of sequences. In Section 3 is devoted
to collectively o-Levi sets of operators, their relations to
collectively compact sets, and for the domination problem.

For unexplained terminology and notation we refer to

[T, 31, 6], [7].



2 Collective order convergence

Working with families of sequences of elements of a vec-
tor lattice requires a certain notion of “collective” order
convergence. In what follows, we identify FE-valued se-
quences and elements of the vector lattice E™ equipped
with the pointwise linear and lattice operations.

Definition 2. Let A C EN. We say that A collective
order converges to an indexed subset {c, }4eq of E (briefly,
A 22 {cq}aea) whenever there exists a sequence (p,,) in E,
pn 4 0 such that |a, — ¢i| < p, holds for all n and all
(an) € A. We call A collective order-null if A =% {0},c4

In this section we give some elementary properties of
collective order convergence which are used in Section 3.
The following proposition is elementary and its proof is
left to the reader.

Proposition 1. Let A and B be nonempty collective order
convergent subsets of EN, and let o, B € R. The following
sets are collective order convergent.

i) AUB.
it) A+ BB := {(aa, + Bby) }acabes-
iti) |Al = {(lan])}aca-
iv) The convex hull co(A) of A in EM.
Moreover,
v) If A S {cataen and A =3 {c }aeu then cq = c, for
alla e A.
U’l) A= {CG}GEA Zﬁ{(an - Ca)}aE.A = {O}aEA'

vii) A sequence (ay,) in E order converges iff the set {(a,)}
15 collective order convergent.

Note that the passing to solid hull does not preserve col-
lective order convergence for any nontrivial £. Indeed, let
0 # 2 € E. Then the set A = {(a,) : a, = z} of one
constantly z sequence is collective order convergent, yet



its solid hull sol(\A) is not, as sol(A) contains a sequence

ng) that does not order converge. It should be
clear that if F is an Archimedean vector lattice then, for
each order convergent to zero sequence (a,) in E possess-
ing at least one non-zero term, the set {(Aa,) : A € R} is
not collective order-null. Also, it is worth noting that the
set {(07)n : k € N} consisting of order-null real sequences
is not collective order-null.

The next theorem extends items i) and iv) of Propo-
sition [I] to the Banach lattice setting as follows.

Theorem 1. Let E be a Banach lattice, let (p; ), be se-
quences in Bg satisfying p;n, | 0 for each i € N, and let
A; be nonempty subsets of E™ such that |a; | < pi, holds
for alli,n € N, and (a; ), € A;. Then, the set

;OéiAi: {(Zaam> (@in)n € A; and Z|a,| < 1}

1s collective order-null. In particular, for every M > 0
and A =5 {0}aea in EN, the set

{(Za,am) (@in)n € A and Z|a,| <M}

1s collective order-null.

Proof. Passing to the norm-limit as m — oo in the follow-
ing inequality

m
‘ g (0717 % D)
i=1

m m o
< aillain] < Jailpin < lealpin,
i=1 i=1 i=1
o0 [o¢]
Zl Q| < Py = 231 |ai|pi,n
for all n. Clearly, (p,) is decréasing. It remainslto proof
Pn 4 0. Suppose in contrary 0 < a < p,, for all . Fix an

where (a; ), € A;, we obtain

arbitrary m € N. Since 0 < a < Z | |pin + Z || pin

i=m—+1



m
for all n, and since innf\| > |aulpin, = 0, we obtain that
neNj=1

0<a< > |apin for all m,n € N. Therefore,
i=m-+1

0 < [Ja|| <limsup H Z | |pin

m—r0o0 i=m4+1

[e's)
m—o0
i=m+1

which is absurd.
The rest of proof follows from the previous part by tak-
ing A; = A for all i € N. O

We finish this section with the following notion of col-
lective order Cauchy set of sequences.

Definition 3. A set A C EN is collective order Cauchy if,
for some p,, | 0in E, |a, — a,| < p, holds for all a € A
whenever n/,n” > n. A vector lattice F is sequentially
collective order complete if each collective order Cauchy
subset of E™ is collective order convergent.

The next elementary proposition shows that the sequential
collective order completeness agrees with sequential order
completeness.

Proposition 2. Let E be a vector lattice. The following
conditions are equivalent.

i) If a sequence (x,) in E satisfies |z, — xpn| < pp,
whenever n’,n” > n for some p, | 0 in E, then there
exists x € E with |x, — x| < p, for all n.

ii) If a subset A of E™ satisfies |a, — apn| < pn for all
a € A and some p, | 0 in E, whenever n',n” > n,

then there exists an indexed subset {c,}aen of E such
that |a, — cq| < pn holds for all n and all (a,) € A.

iti) E is sequentially collective order complete.

i) E is sequentially order complete.

Proof. Implications i) = ii) = #ii) = 1v) are trivial.



iv) = 1) Let |z, — xpn| < p, for all n',n"” > n and
some p, | 0 in E. Since F is sequentially order complete,
T, - x for some x € E. Sending n” — oo and passing to
the order limit in the inequality |z, — x,/| < p,, where
n” > n, we obtain |z, — x| < p, for all n. O

3 Collectively o-Levi sets of operators

Recall that a set A of operators between normed spaces

X and Y is collectively compact whenever |J T(Bx) is
TeA
relatively compact in Y [3]. This section is devoted to

collectively o-Levi sets of operators, their relation to col-
lectively compact sets, and the domination problem for
collectively o-Levi sets. We begin with the following col-
lective version of Definition [1I

Definition 4. Let E be a normed lattice, F' a vector lat-
tice, and A C L(FE, F'). We say that A is:

a) acollectively o-Levi set if, for every increasing bounded
(x,) in E,, there exists an indexed subset {x7 }7ea of
E satisfying {(Tx,) : T € AY = {Twr}rea.

b) a collectively quasi-c-o-Levi set if, for every increasing
bounded (x,) in E., there exists an indexed subset
{yr}rea of F satisfying {(Tz,) : T € A} =5 {yr}rea.

¢) a collectively quasi-o-Levi set if, for every increasing
bounded (x,) in E, the set {(T'z,) : T € A} C F™
is collective order Cauchy.

Obviously, T liesin LY _:(E, F) ( ZCLM(E, F), gLevi(E, F))
iff the set {T'} is a collectively o-Levi (resp., collectively
quasi-c-o-Levi, collectively quasi-o-Levi) subset of L(E, F).

We continue with the question on which properties of
o-Levi, quasi-c-o-Levi, and quasi-o-Levi operators men-
tioned in Lemma [I] have collective versions. The proper-
ties described in Lemma [l7) have the following extension.



Proposition 3. Let E be a normed lattice, F' a vector
lattice, and A, B C L(E, F'). The following holds.

i) If A and B are both collectively quasi-c-o-Levi then
the set {aT + S : |a|+ |8] < 1,T € A,S € B} is
also collectively quasi-c-o-Levi.

it) If A and B are both collectively quasi-o-Levi then the
set {aT + BS : |al+ (8] < 1,T € A, S € B} is also
collectively quasi-o-Levi.

Proof. i) By the assumption, there exist sequences p, | 0,
¢n 4 0 in F, and indexed subsets {yr}rea, {zs}sen of F
satisfying |T'x,, — yr| < pp, | Sz, — 25| < g, for all T € A,
S € B, and n € N. The result follows from

|(aT+BS)xn—(ayT+ﬁzs)| S |O“pn+|ﬁ‘Qn S (pn+Qn> i 0.

i1) Let sequences (p,), (¢,) in F satisfy [Tz, — Ta,| <
pn 4 0 and [Sz, — Sz < q, L 0forall T € A, S € B,
and n',n” > n. The result follows from

[(aT + BS)xw — (T + BS) )| < (Pn + ¢a) 4 0,
for n',n"” > n. O

The items #i) and 4ii) of Lemma [I] have no reasonable
collective extension. To see this, define norm-one function-
als Tj, on ¢ by Tya = aj. Thus, Ty € Lpr(co, R), yet the
set {7k }ren is not even collectively quasi-o-Levi. Indeed,
for the increasing bounded sequence z, = """ _| €, in ¢y,
there is no sequence p,, | 0 in R with |Tyx, — Tix,| < pn
for all £k and n',n” > n, since |T,1 12, — Thi1Tnia| = 1
for every n. Moreover, {T}}ren is a collectively compact
subset of L, (co, R) that is not collectively quasi-o-Levi.

Now, we apply Theorem [I] for strengthening Proposi-
tion [Blin the Banach lattice setting as follows.



Theorem 2. Let E be a normed lattice, F' a Banach lat-
tice, and let A be a bounded collectively quasi-c-o-Levi sub-
set of L(E, F'). Then the set

{(gaﬂ}) T, € A and §;|a,~| < 1}

is collectively quasi-c-o-Levi, where Y o;T; is the limit of

=1
n

partial sums > o;T; in the operator norm.
i=1

Proof. Let (z,,) Tin (Bg)y. Then {(T2,)}rea = {yr}rea
for some subset {yr}rea of F. Proposition Mvi) gives

{(Twn — yr)}rea = {0}rea. By Theorem [

7 T‘z n - i )} ) 3 0 X :
O D)) S brea s
= i=1 i=

So, there exists a sequence p, | 0 in F' satisfying
’ ( > aiTi> T — >y,
i=1 i=1

for all n, T; € A, and all a; with > |ay| < 1, where
i=1

= ‘ > ai(Tiwn = yz,)| < pa
=1

o0

the series > a;T; converges in the operator norm due to
i=1

boundedness of A. The proof is complete. O

Since every Dedekind o-complete vector lattice is sequen-
tially order complete, the next corollary follows from Propo-
sition 21 and Theorem

Corollary 1. Let E be a normed lattice, F' be a Dedekind
o-complete Banach lattice, and A be a bounded collectively

quasi-o-Levi subset of L(E, F). Then the set { ( > aﬂ}) :
i=1

T, € Aand ) |oy| < 1} is collectively quasi-c-o-Levi.
=1
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Now, we discuss of the “collective” domination problem
for Levi sets of operators. First, recall some already known
related results for Levi operators.

The quasi-o-Levi operators do satisfy the domination
property (cf. [2, Theorem 2.7], [5 Theorem 3]). We do
not know where or not the quasi-c-o-Levi operators satisfy
the domination property. In general, o-Levi operators do
not satisfy the domination property (cf. [4, Example 7]).

Example 3. Define operators S,T € L(c) by

n=1 k=1

Then 0 < S < T. Operator T has rank one, and hence T’
is o-Levi by Lemma [l 77). However, S ¢ L{.;(c) due to
Example

We use the following “collective” notion of domination
for sets of operators.

Definition 5. Let A,B C L (E,F). Then A is domi-
nated by B if, for each S € A, there exists T" € B with
S<T.

We conclude the paper with the following “collective” par-
tial generalization of [2, Theorem 2.7] in the class of quasi-
o-Levi operators.

Theorem 3. Let E be a normed lattice, ' be a vector
lattice, and A,C' C L, (FE, F) be such that A is dominated
by C. If C is collectively quasi-o-Levi then A is also col-
lectively quasi-o-Levi.

Proof. Let (x,) be an increasing sequence in (Bg).. By
the assumption, C' is collectively quasi-o-Levi, and hence
the set {(T'z,) : T € C'} C F™ is collective order Cauchy.
By Definition B] for some p,, L 0 in F, [Tz, — Txpn| < p,
holds for all T" € C' whenever n’,n” > n.

11



Let S € A. Then 0 < S < Ty for some Tg € C. Since
|Tsxn — Tsxpr| < p, for n’ ., n” >n,

|Sxp — Sapr| < | Sy — S| + |S2pr — S| =

S(l’n/ — l’n) + S(l’n// — l’n) < Ts(l'n/ - ZL’n) —l—Ts(ZL'n// - ZL’n) =
‘Tsl’n/ — Tsl’n‘ —+ ‘Tsl’n// — TsSL’n| S Qpn

for all n',n” > n. Because S € A is arbitrary and 2p, | 0,
we conclude that A is collectively quasi-o-Levi. O
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