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INCREASING SEQUENCES IN ORDERED BANACH SPACES –

NEW THEOREMS AND OPEN PROBLEMS

JOCHEN GLÜCK

Abstract. An ordered Banach space X is said to have the Levi property or
to be regular if every increasing order bounded net (equivalently, sequence) is
norm convergent. We prove four theorems related to this classical concept:

(i) The Levi property follows from the – formally weaker – assumption that
every increasing net that has a minimal upper bound is norm convergent. This
motivates a discussion about in which sense the Levi property resembles the

notion of order continuous norm from Banach lattice theory.
(ii) If X is separable and has normal cone, then the assumption that every

increasing order bounded sequence has a supremum implies the Levi property.
This generalizes a classical result about Banach lattices, but requires new ideas
since one cannot work with disjoint sequences in the proof.

(iii) A version of Dini’s theorem for ordered Banach spaces that is more
general than what is typically stated in the literature. We use this to derive a
sufficient condition for the space of all compact operators between two Banach
lattices to have the Levi property.

(iv) Dini’s theorem never holds on reflexive ordered Banach spaces with
non-normal cone – i.e., on such a space one can always find an increasing
sequence that converges weakly but not in norm.

We illustrate our results by various examples and counterexamples and pose
four open problems.

1. Introduction

Ordered Banach spaces. By a pre-ordered Banach space we mean a real Banach
space X together with a closed wedge X+ in X , i.e. a closed non-empty subset
X+ ⊆ X that satisfies αX+ + βX+ ⊆ X+ for all scalars α, β ∈ [0,∞). The wedge
X+, sometimes also called the positive wedge in X , induces a pre-order (i.e. a
reflexive and transitive relation) ≤ on X that is compatible with the vector space
structure and that is defined by x ≤ y if and only if y − x ∈ X+. Hence, the
elements of X+ are precisely the vectors x ∈ X that satisfy x ≥ 0 and we thus
call them the positive vectors in X . The wedge X+ is called pointed or a cone if it
satisfies X+ ∩ −X+ = {0}. The pre-order ≤ is antisymmetric (and thus a partial
order) if and only if X+ is a cone. In this case, X is called an ordered Banach space.
Throughout the paper we will mostly be interested in ordered Banach spaces, but
for some situations – in particular regarding duality – it is more suitable to have
the concept of pre-ordered Banach spaces available.

The importance of ordered Banach spaces stems from the fact that many Banach
spaces that occur throughout mathematics and in various applied fields carry a
natural order structure. This is, in particular, true for numerous function spaces
and also for various non-commutative spaces such as the self-adjoint parts of C∗-
algebras or non-commutative L1-spaces.

Date: October 1, 2024.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46B40.
Key words and phrases. ordered Banach space; separable ordered Banach space; monotone

sequence; Levi property; regulqar cone; order continuous norm; Dini’s theorem.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.19768v1


2 JOCHEN GLÜCK

The major themes in the study of ordered Banach spaces are, on the one hand,
the structure of the spaces themselves and, on the other hand, the analysis of posi-
tive operators between them. Recent research topics about the structure of ordered
Banach spaces include the study of non-lattice ordered spaces by embedding them
into vector lattices [23, 24, 25], the order structure of Sobolev spaces [6, 30], and
topological and metric properties of the decomposition of vectors as the difference
of two positive vectors [12, 28]. Research about positive operators include results
about the spectral theory and the long term behaviour of positive operators and
semigroups [18, 27, 32], the analysis of positive operators to describe quantum sys-
tems [15, 16, 21, 31], structure theorems for spaces of positive operators [38], as
well as positive infinite-dimensional systems [5, 13, 14, 17] and positive perturba-
tions [7, 8]. The later two topics lead, in turn, back to questions about geometric
properties of ordered Banachs spaces [5, 6].

Contributions. In this article we are interested in the norm convergence of in-
creasing (or decreasing) sequences and nets in ordered Banach spaces; see the end
of the introduction for a precise definition of those notions. In many examples
of ordered Banach spaces every increasing net (equivalently sequence, see Theo-
rem 2.1) that is order bounded from above converges in norm. This is called the
Levi property in parts of the literature; see Remark 2.2(b) for references to this and
various other names for the same property. We prove four results related to the
Levi property.

First, we show that the Levi property is equivalent to the formally weaker prop-
erty that every increasing net which has a minimal upper bound converges in norm
(Theorem 2.1). This gives rise to a comparison with the notion of order continuous
norm in Banach lattices, see in particular Remark 2.2(e).

Second, we prove that if an ordered Banach space with normal cone is separable
(in the norm topology) and has the property that every order bounded increasing
sequence has a supremum, then the space automatically has the Levi property
(Theorem 3.1). For the special case of Banach lattices, this is a classical and well-
known result. The main challenge in the much more general setting of ordered
Banach spaces is that one cannot argue with disjoint sequences.

Third, we show a version of Dini’s theorem in ordered Banach spaces with nor-
mal cone, which yields that, for increasing nets, a rather general version of weak
convergence automatically implies norm convergence (Theorem 4.1). The argument
itself is classical, but our formulation of the result has the advantage that it can be
used to give a sufficient condition for the space of all compact operators between
two Banach lattices to have the Levi property (Corollary 4.7).

Fourth, we prove that for ordered Banach spaces that are reflexive, the validity
of Dini’s theorem implies that the cone is normal (Theorem 6.3).

Section 5 contains a brief intermezzo regarding the question under which condi-
tions the bidual wedge of an ordered BanachX is pointed, i.e. a cone. This property
is not trivial if the cone X+ is not normal; we characterize the property in Proposi-
tion 5.2. In Appendix A we prove by means of the bipolar theorem from the theory
of locally convex spaces that the positive unit ball of a pre-ordered Banach space
X is weak* dense in the positive unit ball of the bidual space X ′′ (Theorem A.1).
This result is employed in the proof of Proposition 5.2.

We illustrate our results with various examples and include four open problems;
those can be found in Open Problems 2.5, 3.2, 6.2 and 6.5.

Notation and terminology. We use the convention N := {1, 2, . . .} and N0 :=
{0, 1, 2, . . .}.
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The wedge X+ in a pre-ordered Banach space X is called generating if its linear
span X+ − X+ equals X ; it is called total if its linear span is dense in X . If
X+ is generating, then there exists a number M ≥ 0 with the following property:
every x ∈ X can be written as x = y − z for two vectors y, z ∈ X+ that satisfy
‖y‖ , ‖z‖ ≤ M ‖x‖; see e.g. [9, Proposition 1.1.2] (note that in this reference, the
notion cone is used differently than in our paper: they call a cone what we call a
wedge). The wedge X+ is called normal if there exists a constant C ≥ 0 such that
one has ‖x‖ ≤ C ‖y‖ for all x, y ∈ X that satisfy 0 ≤ x ≤ y. Note that a normal
wedge is automatically a cone. For x, z ∈ X the set [x, z] := {y ∈ X |x ≤ y ≤ z}
is called the order interval between x and z. Obviously, [x, z] is non-empty if and
only if x ≤ z. The wedge X+ is normal if and only if every order interval is norm
bounded (see e.g. [2, Theorem 2.38(5)] for the case where X+ is a cone; if X+ is
not a cone, than the order interval [0] is a non-zero vector subspace of X and is
thus not norm bounded).

Now, let X be an ordered Banach space. A set S ⊆ X is called order bounded if
it is contained in an order interval. It is called order bounded from above if there
exists a vector z ∈ X such that y ≤ z for all y ∈ S; in this case, any such vector
z ∈ X is called an upper bound of S. An upper bound z of S is called a minimal
upper bound of S if for every upper bounded z̃ of S the inequality z̃ ≤ z implies
z̃ = z. An upper bounded z of S is called a smallest upper bound or supremum of
S if every upper bound z̃ of S satisfies z̃ ≥ z. If a supremum of S exists, then it is
uniquely determined; moreover, the supremum of S is then the only minimal upper
bound of S. On the other hand, a set S that does not have a supremum can have
more than one minimal upper bound. The notions order bounded from below, lower
bound, maximal lower bound, and greatest lower bound (or infimum) are defined
analogously. Note that notions such as minimal upper bounds and suprema are not
useful concepts in pre-ordered (rather than ordered) Banach spaces.

A linear map T : X → Y between two pre-ordered Banach spaces is called
positive, which we denote by T ≥ 0, if TX+ ⊆ Y+. If the wedge X+ in X is
generating and the wedge Y+ is a cone, then every positive linear map X → Y

is automatically continuous (see e.g. [2, Theorem 2.32] or [4, Theorem 2.8]). We
denote the space of bounded linear operators between two Banach spaces X and
Y by L(X ;Y ); its subspace of all compact operators is denoted by K(X ;Y ). We
write X ′ for the norm dual of a Banach space X . For x′ ∈ X ′ and x ∈ X we set
〈x′, x〉 := x′(x); when it seems appropriate to explicitly indicate the spaces X and
X ′ we sometimes write 〈x′, x〉〈X′,X〉 instead.

Let X be a pre-ordered Banach space. It follows from the preceding definition
of positive operators that a functional x′ ∈ X ′ = L(X ;R) is positive if and only if
it maps X+ into [0,∞). We denote the set of all positive elements of X ′ by X ′

+.
The set X ′

+ is a weak* closed wedge in X ′. In particular, it is norm closed in X ′, so
it turns X ′ into a pre-ordered Banach space. The dual wedge X ′

+ is a cone if and
only if the wedge X+ in X is total. It follows from the Hahn–Banach separation
theorem that a vector x ∈ X is contained in X+ if and only if 〈x′, x〉 ≥ 0 for all
x′ ∈ X ′

+. A functional x′ ∈ X ′ is called strictly positive if 〈x′, x〉 > 0 for every
0 6= x ∈ X+. By taking the dual wedge of the dual wedge one obtains the bidual
wedge X ′′

+ in the bidual space X ′′. The wedge X+ is normal if and only if the dual
wedge is generating, i.e. X ′

+ − X ′
+ = X ′ [26, Theorem 4.5]. Similarly, the wedge

X+ is generating if and only if X ′
+ is normal [26, Theorem 4.6].

Let X be an ordered Banach space again. A net (xj)j∈J is called increasing if
xj ≤ xk for all j, k ∈ J that satisfy j ≤ k. Similarly, the net is called decreasing if
xj ≥ xk whenever j ≤ k. For a net (xj)j∈J in X , when we speak of notions such
as order bounded from above, upper bound, minimal upper bound, or supremum, we
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actually mean the same notions for the set {xj | j ∈ J}. If an increasing net (xj)j∈J

converges weakly (or even in norm) to a point x ∈ X , then it is not difficult to check
that x is the supremum of the net.

2. Norm convergence of increasing sequences and nets

A Banach lattice X is said to have order continuous norm if every increasing
net in X which has a supremum converges in norm (to the supremum). Somewhat
surprisingly at first glance, this is equivalent to the formally much stronger property
that every increasing net in X that is order bounded from above converges in
norm. Formally, the second property is equivalent to the first one plus Dedekind
completeness, but remarkably it turns out that the Dedekind completeness comes
for free from the first property. In the following theorem we consider the situation
in the more general setting of ordered Banach spaces, which turns out to be subtler.
The main difference is that, in (iii), we require norm convergence of every increasing
net which has a minimal upper bound rather than only for those increasing nets
which have a smallest upper bound (i.e., a supremum).

Theorem 2.1. Let X be an ordered Banach space. The following are equivalent:

(i) Every increasing sequence in X that is order bounded from above is norm
convergent, i.e. X has the Levi property.

(ii) Every increasing net in X that is order bounded from above is norm con-
vergent.

(iii) Every increasing net in X that has a minimal upper bound is norm conver-
gent.

If the equivalent conditions (i)–(iii) are satisfied, then the cone X+ is normal.

Before we give the proof, a number of remarks are in order.

Remarks 2.2. (a) In assertions (i) and (ii) of the theorem, it suffices to con-
sider sequences and nets in X+, respectively. To see this for (i) one can
simply substract the first element of the sequence from the entire sequence.
To use the same argument for (ii) one first has to switch to a tail of the
net.

(b) As indicated in the theorem, assertion (i) is called the Levi property in [2,
Definition 2.44(2) on p. 89]. In [26, Definition 5.1] the terminology regular
cone is used for this property. In [3, Definition 3.4] the property is called
order continuous norm; see part (e) of this remark for further discussion of
this terminology.

(c) Assume that X is a Banach lattice. Then minimal upper bounds of sets
are automatically smallest upper bounds, so assertion (iii) can be refor-
mulated by saying that every increasing net in X that has supremum is
norm convergent (to its supremum). This property is typically referred to
as order continuity of the norm of X in Banach lattice theory, see e.g. [29,
Definition 2.4.1] The equivalence of all three assertions in the theorem is a
classical result for Banach lattices, see for instance [29, Theorem 2.4.2] or
[33, Theorem II.5.10].

(d) The assertions of Theorem 2.1 are not equivalent to the weaker property
that every increasing sequence that has a minimal upper bound is norm
convergent – even for Banach lattices (where a minimial upper bound is
the same as a supremum) a simple counterexample can be found in [40,
Example 6 on p. 46].

(e) We do not know whether, for general ordered Banach spaces, assertion (iii)
in the theorem can be replaced with the formally weaker property that
every increasing net that has a supremum is norm convergent; see Open
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Problem 2.5. If this is true, this would give a strong semantic justification to
also call the equivalent properties of the theorem order continuous norm,
as in the Banach lattice case. If it is not true though, it appears to be
not completely clear how suitable the terminology order continuous norm
actually is for the equivalent conditions in Theorem 2.1.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. It is known that (i) implies that the cone X+ is normal, see
[2, Theorem 2.45(2)⇒(3) on pp. 89–90]. We now show the equivalence of (i)–(iii)
(without making use of normality of the cone).

“(i) ⇒ (ii)” Assume that (ii) fails, i.e. that there exists an increasing net (xj)j∈J

in X that is order bounded from above but not norm convergent. Since X is norm
complete this implies that (xj)j∈J is not Cauchy. Hence, we can find a number
ε > 0 such that for every j0 ∈ J there exists j1 ≥ j0 which satisfies ‖xj1 − xj0‖ ≥ ε.
Due to this property one can find an increasing sequence (yn)n∈N which consists
of vectors from the net (xj)j∈J (but which might not be a subnet thereof) and
which satisfies ‖yn+1 − yn‖ ≥ ε for each n. Hence the sequence is not Cauchy and
therefore not norm convergent, which shows that (i) fails.

“(ii) ⇒ (i)” This implication is obvious.
“(ii) ⇒ (iii)” This implication is obvious.
“(iii) ⇒ (ii)” Assume that (iii) holds and let (xj)j∈J be an increasing net that

is order bounded from above. Let ∅ 6= U ⊆ X denote the set of all upper bounds
of (xj)j∈J and let V be maximal with respect to inclusion among all downwards
directed sets in U . Such a set V exists by Zorn’s lemma. The set J × V becomes a
directed set if we endow V with the direction opposite to its order inherited from
X and V × J with the product direction. The net (v − xj)(j,v)∈V ×J is decreasing
and bounded below by 0.

Let us show that 0 is a maximal lower bound of this net. To this end, let ℓ ∈ X

be a lower bound of (v − xj)(j,v)∈V ×J and assume that ℓ ≥ 0. Then v − ℓ ≥ xj for
each v ∈ V and each j ∈ J , so v − ℓ ∈ U for each v ∈ V . The set V ∪ (V − ℓ)
is downwards directed since ℓ ≥ 0 and is contained in U , so we conclude from the
maximality of V that V ∪ (V − ℓ) = V and hence, V − ℓ ⊆ V . Now fix an arbitrary
point v ∈ V . Then it follows iteratively that v − nℓ ∈ V ⊆ U for each n ∈ N. For
an arbitrary index j ∈ J we thus have v− xj ≥ nℓ for each n ∈ N. As the cone X+

is closed we conclude that 0 ≥ ℓ and hence ℓ = 0. So 0 is indeed a maximal lower
bound of (v − xj)(j,v)∈V ×J .

It thus follows from (iii) that (v−xj)(j,v)∈V ×J is norm convergent and clearly, the
limit is the infimum of the net and thus coincides with the maximal lower bound 0.
We now show that (xj)j∈J is Cauchy and hence norm convergent, as X is a Banach
space. Let ε > 0. As we have just shown, there exists an j0 ∈ J and a v0 ∈ V such
that ‖v − xj‖ ≤ ε for all j ≥ j0 and all v ≤ v0 (where the latter inequality refers
to the order in X). For each j ≥ j0 this implies that

‖xj − xj0‖ ≤ ‖xj − v0‖+ ‖v0 − xj0‖ ≤ 2ε,

so (xj)j∈J is indeed a Cauchy net, as claimed. �

Examples 2.3. Each of the following ordered Banach spaces X satisfies the equiv-
alent conditions of Theorem 2.1:

(a) Every reflexive ordered Banach space with normal cone. Indeed, in a re-
flexive ordered Banach space every increasing order bounded sequence is
weakly convergent. If the cone is normal, a Dini type result (see Corol-
lary 4.2 below) implies that a weakly convergent increasing sequence is
automatically norm convergent.

(b) More generally than in (a), all ordered Banach spaces in which every order
interval is weakly compact (again, this follows from the version of Dini’s
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theorem in Corollary 4.2 below). This class includes every L1-space and,
more generally, (the self-adjoint part of) every pre-dual of a von Neumann
algebra, see e.g. [35, Theorem III.5.4(i) and (iii)].

(c) As a special case of the previous point, all ordered Banach spaces in which
every order interval is compact. For a characterization of such spaces, see
[11]. This class includes, for instance, the space of self-adjoint compact
operators on a complex Hilbert space, endowed with the cone of positive-
semidefinite operators (see for instance [19, Lemma 7.3] for a proof). The
class also includes (the self-adjoint part of) every pre-dual of an atomic von
Neumann algebra, see [35, Definition III.5.9 and Corollary III.5.11].

(d) Every ordered Banach space on which the norm is additive on the positive
cone, meaning that ‖x+ y‖ = ‖x‖+‖y‖ for all x, y ≥ 0. Indeed, the cone in
such a space is clearly normal and hence every increasing ordered bounded
sequence (xn) is norm bounded. One can then use the additivity of the
norm cone to check that (xn) is a Cauchy sequence and thus convergent.

This class of spaces includes, for instance, all L1-spaces, the space of
finite measures over any given σ-algebra (endowed with the total variation
norm), and all non-commutative L1-spaces (for instance, the space of self-
adjoint trace class operators on a complex Hilbert space with the trace
norm and the cone of positive semi-definite operators).

(e) As pointed out in Remark 2.2, every Banach lattice with order continuous
norm – for instance the space c0 of real-valued sequences that converge to
0 (this class is also included in the class described in (b)).

Vector-valued Lp-spaces constitute a further class of examples that satisfy the
equivalent conditions in Theorem 2.1:

Example 2.4. Let X be an ordered Banach spaces, let (Ω, µ) be a measure space,
and let p ∈ [1,∞). If X satisfies the equivalent conditions in Theorem 2.1, then
the same is true for the Bochner space Lp(Ω, µ;X). Here, Lp(Ω, µ;X) is endowed
with the pointwise almost everywhere order induced from X .

Proof. We show that Lp(Ω, µ;X) satisfies condition (i) in Theorem 2.1. It suffices
to do so for sequences in the positive cone only. So let (fn) be an increasing sequence
of functions in Lp(Ω, µ;X) and assume that there exists a function h ∈ Lp(Ω, µ;X)
such that 0 ≤ fn ≤ h for all indices n. After changing all the involved functions
on a set of measure 0 if necessary, we may assume that the sequence (fn(ω)) in
X is increasing and located in the order interval [0, h(ω)] ⊆ X for all ω ∈ Ω. As
X satisfies condition (i) in Theorem 2.1 it follows that the sequence (fn(ω)) norm
converges to a vector f(ω) ∈ [0, h(ω)] for each ω ∈ Ω. The function f is strongly
measurable as the pointwise limit of a sequence of strongly measurable functions.

Since the cone X+ is normal according to Theorem (i), there exists a constant
C ≥ 1 such that ‖x‖ ≤ C ‖y‖ for all x, y ∈ X that satisfy 0 ≤ x ≤ y. Hence,
one has

∫

Ω
‖f‖p dµ ≤ Cp

∫

Ω
‖h‖p dµ < ∞, so f ∈ Lp(Ω, µ;X). Moreover,

‖f(ω)− fn(ω)‖
p ≤ Cp ‖h(ω)‖p for all ω ∈ Ω, so it follows from the dominated

convergence theorem that ‖f − fn‖Lp → 0 as n → ∞. �

In the special case p = 1 and Ω = [0,∞) with the Lebesgue measure, the claim
from Example 2.4 was shown in [3, Lemma 3.6] by the same argument.

It is natural to ask whether condition (iii) in Theorem 2.1 can be weakened as
follows.

Open Problem 2.5. Let X be an ordered Banach space and assume that every
increasing net in X that has a supremum x ∈ X is norm convergent to x. Does it
follow that X satisfies the equivalent assertions of Theorem 2.1?
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Remark 2.6. The assumption of Open Problem 2.5 implies that the cone X+ is
normal. More generally, if every increasing sequence in X that has a supremum is
norm convergent, then X+ is normal.

Indeed, if the cone is not normal, then there exists a vector x ∈ X+ such that
the order interval [0, x] is not norm bounded [2, Theorem 2.40(1) and (4) on p. 87].
Thus, Lemma 6.4 below implies that there exists an increasing sequence in [0, x]
that is not norm bounded. By substracting this sequence from x and then choosing
an appropriate subsequence we can find a decreasing sequence (yn) in [0, x] such
that ‖yn‖ ≥ n2 for each integer n ≥ 1. So the sequence

(
1
n
yn

)
, which is also

decreasing, is not norm bounded; in addition it has infimum 0 since 0 ≤ 1
n
yn ≤ 1

n
x

for each n. Thus,
(
y1−

1
n
yn

)
is an increasing sequence in X+ which has a supremum

but is not norm bounded and is thus, in particular, not norm convergent.

One way to prove that Open Problem 2.5 has a positive answer would be if
one could show that, in an ordered Banach space, an increasing net with a minimal
upper bound automatically has a smallest upper bound (i.e. a supremum). However,
this is not true, as the following example shows.

Example 2.7. Let A(D) denote the disk algebra, i.e. the space of continuous com-
plex valued functions on the closed complex unit disk D that are holomorphic on the
open unit disk D. This is a complex Banach space with respect to the supremum
norm.

Now let X ⊆ A(D) denote the space of those function in A(D) that are real-
valued on [−1, 1] and let the cone X+ be the set of those functions that map [−1, 1]
into [0,∞). It follows from the uniqueness theorem for holomorphic functions that
a function f that satisfies ±f ∈ X+ is 0, so X+ is pointed, i.e. a cone. The cone
X+ is generating since it contains the constant function 1, but one can easily check
that X+ is not normal – for instance by considering the sequence

(
1+sin(n · )

)

which is order bounded but not norm bounded in X .
It follows from a monotone version of the Weierstraß approximation theorem –

see Lemma 2.8 below – that there exists an a increasing sequence of polynomials
(pn) in X+ such that pn(x) → 2 − |x| for all x ∈ [−1, 1] (and the convergence is
even uniform on [−1, 1] – but note that the sequence (pn) is not norm bounded in
X since otherwise the limit would be holomorphic by Vitali’s theorem).

It follows from the uniqueness theorem for holomorphic functions that both
functions f, g ∈ X+ given by

f(z) = 2 + z and g(z) = 2− z

for all z ∈ D are mininal upper bounds of the sequence (pn) in X+. Since there are
two different minimal upper bounds, the sequence does not have a smallest upper
bound.

Variations of the space X in Example 2.7 are very useful to construct counterex-
amples in the theory of ordered Banach spaces and positive operators – see for
instance the classical example by Bonsall for a positive operator whose spectral ra-
dius is not in the spectrum [10, Example (iv) on pp. 57–58] and a recent semigroup
adaptation thereof in [20, Examples 2.3]. In the preceding example we needed the
following monotone version of the Weierstraß approximation theorem.

Lemma 2.8. Let g : [−1, 1] → R be continuous. Then there exists a sequence
of polynomial functions (pn) on R that is increasing on [−1, 1] with respect to the
pointwise order and that converges uniformly to g on [−1, 1].
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Proof. We first make the following observation (∗): If ε > 0, then there exists a
polynomial function p on R such that g − ε ≤ p ≤ g − ε

2 on [−1, 1]. This fol-
lows by applying the Weierstraß approximation theorem for real-valued continuous
functions on [−1, 1] to the function g − 3

4ε.

Now one can apply (∗) to each of the numbers εn := 1
2n to get a sequence of

polynomials (pn) that satisfy

pn ≤ g −
εn

2
= g − εn+1 ≤ pn+1

on [−1, 1] for each n ≥ 0. �

Let us note once again that the cone X+ in Example 2.7 is not normal. We do
not know an example of an increasing net (xj) in an ordered Banach space with
normal cone such that (xj) has a minimal upper bound but not a smallest upper
bound. If such an example does not exist, then it follows from Remark 2.6 that
Open Problem 2.5 has a positive answer.

Generally speaking, spaces X where one can find nets that have a minimal upper
bound but not a smallest upper bound, are somewhat special. In each space from
the following list such a net does not exist.

Examples 2.9. Let X be an ordered Banach space (or, more generally than that,
an Archimedean ordered vector space). Any of the following conditions implies that
every increasing net in X with a minimal upper bound has a supremum:

(a) The space X is a vector lattice.
(b) Every increasing net that is order bounded from above has a supremum.

This is, for instance, true in the dual space X ′ of any ordered Banach
space X with generating cone (and more generally in the dual space of any
pre-ordered Banach space with generating wedge). Moreover, the condition
holds in all spaces that satisfy the equivalent assumptions of Theorem 2.1
– and thus, in particular, in all of the spaces listed in Examples 2.3.

(c) The cone X+ is generating and the space X is pervasive, i.e. for every
function f ∈ X that does not satisfy f ≤ 0, there exists a vector 0 6= u ∈ X+

such that every upper bound of {0, f} is also an upper bound of u.
Indeed, consider such a space X . It suffices to prove that for every

decreasing net (xj) with maximal lower bound 0, the vector 0 is even the
largest lower bound. So take such a net and let f ∈ X be a lower bound
of (xj). If f 6≤ 0, then there exists a vector u as in the definition of
pervasiveness. Since every xj dominates both f and 0, it also dominates u.
Since u  0, this is a contradiction to 0 being a maximal lower bound of
(xj). Hence, f ≤ 0, so 0 is indeed the largest lower bound.

The notion of pervasiveness for Archimedean spaces with generating cone – or,
more generally, for so-called pre-Riesz spaces – was introduced in [37] and is dis-
cussed in detail in [22] and in various places throughout the book [25].

There is also the notion of a weakly pervasive space X , which means that two
vectors f, g ∈ X+ that satisfy [0, f ] ∩ [0, g] = {0} always have an infimum and the
infimum equals 0; see [22, Definition 8 and Lemma 9]. This property is, as suggested
by its name, implied by pervasiveness. However, in contrast to pervasiveness, weak
pervasiveness does not imply that every increasing net in X with a minimal upper
bound has a supremum. Indeed, the space X in Example 2.7 is weakly pervasive
for the trivial reason that there are no non-zero vector f, g ∈ X+ which satisfy
[0, f ] ∩ [0, g] = {0}. Indeed, for two non-zero vectors f, g ∈ X+, say of norm
≤ 1, the product fg is contained in [0, f ]∩ [0, g] and is non-zero by the uniqueness
theorem for holomorphic functions.
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3. A theorem on separable spaces

If a countably order omplete Banach lattice X is separable, then X has order
continuous norm. This is a classical result in Banach lattice theory (see for instance
[33, the Corollary to Theorem 5.14 on pp. 94-95]). Its proof is based on constructing
a certain disjoint sequence in X and thereby showing that, if X does not have
order continuous norm, then it contains a copy of ℓ∞ as a sublattice, see e.g. [33,
Lemma 5.13 and Theorem 5.14 on pp. 92–94]).

We will now show that the same result remains true in the setting of ordered
Banach spaces. In this general setting, though, there is no chance that a proof based
on disjoint sequences will work. While there is a sensible concept of disjointness
available in ordered Banach spaces with generating cone and, more generally, in so-
called pre-Riesz spaces – see [36] and [25, Section 4.1] –, disjointness of two vectors
tends to be a very strong property in this setting. For instance, there exist plenty
of spaces which are so-called anti-lattices, meaning that two non-zero vectors in the
cone are never disjoint [25, Section 4.1.4]. Hence, a different argument is needed to
prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let X be an ordered Banach space with normal cone and assume
that every order bounded increasing sequence in X has a supremum. If X is sepa-
rable, then every order bounded increasing sequence in X is norm convergent (i.e.,
the equivalent assertions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied).

Proof. Due to the normality of the cone we may, and shall, assume that the norm
is monotone on X+, meaning that 0 ≤ x ≤ y implies ‖x‖ ≤ ‖y‖ for all x, y ∈ X ; see
[2, Theorem 2.38(1) and (2)]. Suppose that there exists an increasing sequence (xn)
in X+ that is not norm convergent but is order bounded by an element v ∈ X+.
We have to show that X is not separable.

Step 1: We claim: there exist a sequence (zk) in X+ and a vector v ∈ X+ such
that ‖zk‖ ≥ 1 for each k and

∑n

k=1 zk ≤ v for each n ∈ N.
To see this, first set y1 := x1 ∈ X+ and yk := xk − xk−1 ∈ X+ for each k ≥ 2.

Then
∑n

k=1 yk = xn ≤ v for each n ∈ N. Since the sequence (
∑n

k=1 yk) = (xn)
is not Cauchy, we can find a number δ > 0 and a sequence of non-empty, finite,
pairwise disjoint sets Fk ⊆ N such that zk :=

∑

j∈Fk
yj has norm ≥ δ for each

k ∈ N. Clearly,
∑n

k=1 zk ≤ v for all n ∈ N. By replacing each zk with zk
δ

and v

with v
δ
we obtain the desired properties.

Step 2: We construct infinite series by using suprema:
For each A ⊆ N we define the expression

∑

k∈A zk as the supremum of the in-

creasing sequence
(∑

A∋k≤n zk
)

n∈N
which exists by the assumption of the theorem

as the sequence is order bounded by v. Note that
∑

k∈A zk is the supremum of
{∑

k∈F zk |F ⊆ A finite
}
. From this one can easily derive that

∑

k∈A

zk +
∑

k∈B

zk =
∑

k∈A∪B

zk

for all disjoint A,B ⊆ N.

Step 3: We claim that there exists an infinite set M ⊆ N with the following
property: whenever A,B ⊆ M are disjoint and at least one of them is infinite, then
∥
∥
∑

k∈A zk −
∑

k∈B zk
∥
∥ ≥ 1

2 .
Assume the contrary. Then we can recursively construct two sequences of sets

(An) and (Bn) with the following properties: each An is infinite and for each n ∈ N



10 JOCHEN GLÜCK

one has An+1, Bn+1 ⊆ An, as well as An ∩Bn = ∅ and
∥
∥
∥

∑

k∈An

zk

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:an

−
∑

k∈Bn

zk

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:bn

∥
∥
∥ <

1

2

Each an dominates one of the vectors zk and thus satisfies ‖an‖ ≥ 1 as the norm
on X is monotone. Hence,

‖an + bn‖ ≥ 2 ‖an‖ − ‖an − bn‖ ≥ 2 ‖an‖ −
1

2
≥

3

2
‖an‖

for each n ∈ N. For all n the sets An+1 and Bn+1 are disjoint and contained in An,
so one has an ≥ an+1 + bn+1. Therefore,

‖an‖ ≥ ‖an+1 + bn+1‖ ≥
3

2
‖an+1‖

and hence ‖a1‖ ≥
(
3
2

)n
for each n ∈ N, which is a contradiction.

Step 4: We show that X is not separable.
To this end we take the set M ⊆ N whose existence we proved in Step 3 and

introduce the following equivalence relation ∼ on its power set 2M : for all C,D ∈
2M , define C ∼ D if and only if the symmetric difference C∆D is finite. Each of the
equivalence classes is countable. Since 2M is uncountable, there exist uncountably
many equivalence classes.

Select one representative of each equivalence class and collect them in a set
P ⊆ 2M . Consider C,D ∈ P such that C 6= D. Then C ∆D is infinite and hence,
at least one of the differences C \D and D \ C is infinite. We conclude that

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

k∈C

zk −
∑

k∈D

zk

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
=

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

∑

k∈C\D

zk −
∑

k∈D\C

zk

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

>
1

2
,

where the equality follows from the observation at the end of Step 2 and the in-

equality follows from the properties of M given in Step 3. So
(
∑

k∈C zk

)

C∈P
is an

uncountable family of elements of X that all have mutual distance > 1
2 . Hence, X

is not separable. �

Recall from Theorem 2.1 that the conclusion of Theorem 3.1 implies normality
of the cone. Hence, it is natural to ask whether the assumption in Theorem 3.1
that the cone be normal is in fact redundant. We pose this and a more general
version of this question as an open problem:

Open Problem 3.2.

(1) If every increasing order bounded sequence in an ordered Banach space X

has a supremum, does it follow that X is normal?
(2) Is the assumption that X+ be normal redundant in Theorem 3.1?

Clearly, if part (1) of Open Problem 3.2 has a positive answer, then so has
part (2). In an attempt to prove (1) a natural approach is trying to adapt the
argument that the Levi property implies normality of the cone, which can for in-
stance be found in [2, Theorem 2.45]. However, the author has not been able to
find a variant of this argument that works to prove (1).

We give an application of Theorem 3.1 in Corollary 4.8 in the next section. In
the present section, we merely discuss a simple toy example to demonstrate how
Theorem 3.1 can be used (Example 3.4 below). To decrease the technical overhead
in the example the following corollary is useful.
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Corollary 3.3. Let X be an ordered Banach space with normal cone and assume
that X is separable. Let τ be a vector space topology on X with the following two
properties:

(1) The cone X+ is closed with respect to τ .
(2) Every increasing norm bounded sequence in X+ converges to a vector in X

with respect to τ .

Then every increasing norm bounded sequence in X is norm convergent.

Proof. First make the following observation (∗): If (xn) is an increasing norm
bounded sequence in X+, then it τ -converges to a vector x ∈ X according to (2),
and it follows from (1) that x is the supremum of (xn).

Now one can apply (∗) twice: As X+ is normal, every order bounded sequence
in X is norm bounded; thus, (∗) shows that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are
satisfied. The theorem yields that every increasing order bounded sequence in X+

is norm convergent. On the other hand, (∗) shows that every increasing norm
bounded sequence is order bounded, so the claim is proved. �

Example 3.4. For each integer n ≥ 0 let fn : [0, 1] → [0,∞) be a continuous
and concave function and assume that there exists a number M ≥ 0 such that
∑∞

n=0 fn(s) ≤ M for each s ∈ [0, 1]. Then the series
∑∞

n=0 fn converges in sup
norm.

Proof. Let X = C([0, 1]) denote the space of all continuous real-valued functions
on [0, 1], endowed with the sup norm. This is a separable Banach space. We now
endow X with the closed cone

X+ := {f ∈ C([0, 1]) | f is concave and f(s) ≥ 0 for all s ∈ [0, 1]},

which turns X into an ordered Banach space. In order to apply Corollary 3.3, let
τ denote the topology on X of pointwise convergence on the open set (0, 1) – i.e.,
let τ be the initial topology of the family (δx)x∈(0,1) of point evaluations.

Assumption (1) of the corollary is satisfied since X only contains continuous
functions. To see that assumption (2) is satisfied, let (gn) be an increasing and
norm bounded sequence in X+. Then (gn) is, in particular, increasing with respect
to the pointwise order. So the sequence converges pointwise on [0, 1] to a concave
and bounded function g̃ : [0, 1] → R; but g̃ need not be continuous on [0, 1] and thus
need not be inX . However, due to the concavity g̃ is continuous in the interior (0, 1)
and its restriction g̃|(0,1) can be extended to a continuous function g : [0, 1] → R;
so g ∈ X . Observe that (gn) is τ -convergent to g. So Corollary 3.3 is applicable
and gives the claim. �

Obviously, a similar arguments works for convex instead of concave functions,
too.

4. Dini’s theorem revisited

A classical form of Dini’s theorem says the following: if K is a compact Hausdorff
space, (fn) is a pointwise increasing sequence (or net) of continuous real-valued
functions on K and the pointwise limit f of (fn) is real-valued and continuous,
then the convergence is automatically uniform. There is a version of the theorem for
ordered Banach spaces which reads as follows: if X is an ordered Banach space with
normal cone and (xj) is an increasing and weakly convergent net in X , then (xj) is
even norm convergent. This result can, for instance, be found in [39] (for sequences),
in [42, Theorem IV.3.1], or, in the language of filters, in [34, paragraph 4.3 on
p. 223 in Section V.4]. Since increasing sequences and nets are the main topic of
the present paper, we consider it worthwhile to point out that the following slightly
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more general version of the theorem holds (although the proof is almost the same)
and to list a few examples. As an application we will give a sufficient criterion in
Corollary 4.7 for the space of all compact operators between two Banach lattices
to satisfy the equivalent conditions of Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be an ordered Banach space and let C′ ⊆ X ′
+ be a set of

positive functionals with the following properties:

(1) C′ is weak*-compact.
(2) C′ determines positivity in the following sense: if x ∈ X and 〈c′, x〉 ≥ 0

for all x′ ∈ C′, then x ∈ X+.
(3) C′ is almost norming on X+ in the following sense: there is a number δ > 0

such that supc′∈C′〈c′, x〉 ≥ δ ‖x‖ for every x ∈ X+.

If (xj)j∈J is an increasing net in X and x0 ∈ X such that 〈c′, xj〉 → 〈c′, x0〉 for
each c′ ∈ C′, then xj → x0 in norm.

Proof. Let (xj)j∈J and x0 be as in the theorem. Then 〈c′, xj〉 ≤ 〈c′, x0〉 for all
c′ ∈ C′ and it thus follows from assumption (2) that xj ≤ x0 for all j ∈ J .

To show the norm convergence, fix a number ε > 0. For each j ∈ J the set
C′

j := {c′ ∈ C′ | 〈c′, x0 − xj〉 < ε} is weak* open within C′ and it follows from the

assumption that
⋃

j∈J C′
j = C′. As C′ is weak* compact according to (1), we can

thus find finitely many indices j1, . . . , jn ∈ J such that C′
j1
∪ · · · ∪ C′

jn
= C′.

Choose an index j0 ∈ J that dominates all the indices j1, . . . , jn. If j ≥ j0 and
c′ ∈ C′ we have c′ ∈ C′

jk
for some k ∈ {1, . . . , n}; since j ≥ jk and since the net

under consideration is increasing, one has xj ≥ xjk and thus

〈c′, x0 − xj〉 ≤ 〈c′, x0 − xjk〉 < ε.

As we know from the beginning of the proof that x0 − xj ∈ X+, we conclude from
assumption (3) that ‖x0 − xj‖ ≤ ε

δ
for all j ≥ j0. �

For the sake of completeness let us state the following well-known special case
of Theorem 4.1 explicitly.

Corollary 4.2. Let X be an ordered Banach space with normal cone and let (xj)j∈J

be an increasing net in X that converges weakly to a point x0 ∈ X. Then one even
has xj → x0 in norm.

Proof. This follows by choosing the set C′ in Theorem 4.1 to be the positive closed
unit ball in X ′. Indeed, this set C′ satisfies (1) by the Banach–Alaoglu theorem
and it satisfies (2) as a consequence of the Hahn–Banach separation theorem. To
see (3), note that the dual wedge X ′

+ is generating in X ′ since X+ is normal [26,
Theorem 4.5]. Hence, property (3) follows from the uniform decomposition theorem
in spaces with a generating closed wedge [9, Proposition 1.1.2]. �

The relation of Theorem 4.1 to Dini’s classical theorem for continuous functions
is explained in the following example and the subsequent remark.

Example 4.3 (Dini’s theorem on spaces of continuous functions).

(a) Let K be a compact Hausdorff space and endow the space C(K) of real-
valued continuous functions onK with the sup norm and with the pointwise
order. Let (fj) be an increasing net in C(K) and assume that (fj) converges
pointwise to a function f ∈ C(K). Then the convergence takes place in
norm.

This well-known result is a special case of Theorem 4.1: just apply the
theorem to the set C′ := {δs | s ∈ K} ⊆ C(K)′ of Dirac measures δs on K.
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(b) More generally, consider a locally compact Hausforff space L and endow
with space C0(L) of real-valued continuous functions on L that vanish at
infinity with the pointwise order and the sup norm. If (fj) is an increasing
net in C0(L) that converges pointwise to a function f ∈ C0(L), then the
convergence takes place in norm.

To see this, one can apply (a) to the one-point compactification of L.
Alternatively, one can apply Theorem 4.1 to the weak* compact set C′ :=
{δs | s ∈ L} ∪ {0} ⊆ C0(L)

′.

Remarks 4.4. (1) For sequences, Dini’s classical theorem for continuous func-
tions (see Example 4.3(a)) can also be obtained from Corollary 4.2. Indeed,
if K is a compact Hausdorff space and (fn) ⊆ C(K) is an increasing se-
quence that converges pointwise to a continuous function f ∈ C(K), then
it follows from the Riesz representation theorem for the dual space C(K)′

and from the monotone convergence theorem for integrals that (fn) conver-
gences even weakly to f . Hence, Corollary 4.2 gives the norm convergence.

Yet, this argument cannot be applied to nets since the monotone con-
vergence theorem does not hold for nets. This is one reason (among others,
see below) why it seems more natural to formulate Theorem 4.1 in the more
general version that uses the set C′.

(2) On the other hand, one can also derive Theorem 4.1 from Dini’s classical
theorem for continuous functions (Example 4.3(a)): In the situation of the
theorem, consider the continuous linear map

φ : X → C(C′),

x 7→
(
c′ 7→ 〈c′, x〉

)
,

where C′ is endowed with the weak* topology and is hence compact by
assumption (1). This maps is positive since C′ ⊆ X ′

+ and it is even bipos-
itive (i.e. a vector x ∈ X is positive if and only if φ(x) is positive) due to
assumption (2) in the theorem. Moreover, it follows from assumption (3)
that the map is bounded below. The assumption on (xj)j∈J implies that
(
φ(xj)

)

j∈J
converges pointwise to φ(x0), so by Dini’s classical theorem this

convergence takes place with respect to the sup norm in C(C′). Since φ is
bounded below, it follows that (xj)j∈J converges in norm to x0.

As slightly less obvious example is the following.

Example 4.5 (Monotone convergence of self-adjoint operators). Let H be a com-
plex Hilbert space.

(a) Endow the space K(H)sa of self-adjoint compact linear operators on H with
the cone of positive semi-definite elements. Let (Aj) be an increasing net
in K(H)sa and let A ∈ K(H)sa. If (x | Ajx) → (x | Ax) for each x ∈ H ,
then Aj → A with respect to the operator norm.

To see this, let BH denote the closed unit ball in H . and first note that,
for every compact linear operator C on H , the mapping BH × BH → C,
(x, y) 7→ (x | Cy) is jointly continuous with respect to the weak topology on
H . Indeed, this is a consequence of the observation that, if a bounded net
(xj) in H converges weakly to a point x ∈ H , then the net of functionals
(
(xj | C · )

)
on H converges in norm to the functional (x | C · ) on H .

Now we can show the claimed operator norm convergence of (Aj). For
each x ∈ BH consider the bounded linear functional x ⊗ x : K(H)sa → R

that is given by 〈x ⊗ x,B〉 := (x | Bx) for all B ∈ K(H)sa. We define
C′ := {x⊗ x |x ∈ BH} and show that C′ satisfies the assumptions (1)–(3)
from Theorem 4.1:
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(1) As C′ is norm bounded, we only need to check that it is weak* closed.
So let (xj ⊗ xj) be a net in C′ that converges weak* to functional ϕ on
K(H)sa. After switching to a subnet we may, and shall, assume that (xj)
is weakly convergent to a point x ∈ BH . For every C ∈ K(H)sa we then
obtain, according to the preceding paragraph,

〈xj ⊗ xj , C〉 = (xj | Cxj) → (x | Cx) = 〈x⊗ x,C〉,

and thus ϕ = x⊗ x ∈ C′.
(2) This is obvious from the definition of positive elements in K(H)sa.
(3) One has supx∈BH

〈x ⊗ x,C〉 = ‖C‖ for every positive C ∈ K(H)sa
due to the self-adjointness of C.

Hence, Theorem 4.1 is applicable and thus gives the claimed norm con-
vergence of Aj to A.

(b) Under the assumptions in (a) the net (Aj) is eventually contained in an
order interval. Hence, instead of using Theorem 4.1, one can also obtain
the operator norm convergence of (Aj) to A as a special case of the following
observation:

Let A,B,C ∈ K(H)sa and assume that (Aj) is a net in the order interval
[B,C] such that (x | Ajx) → (x | Ax) for all x ∈ H . Then even Aj → A

with respect to the operator norm.
This can be seen by combining the follow two observations: On the one

hand, it follows from the polarization identity that Aj → A with respect
to the weak operator topology. On the other hand, every order interval in
K(H)sa as compact with respect to the operator norm (see for instance [19,
Lemma 7.3] for a proof).

(c) The assertion of part (a) does not remain true, in general, if we consider
bounded instead of compact linear operators.

For instance, let H = ℓ2 and let An be the multiplication with the
indicator function of {n, n+1, n+2, . . .} for each n ∈ N. Then (x | Anx) →
0 for each x ∈ ℓ2, but the sequence (An) is not norm convergent to 0.

We conclude this section with two corollaries that rely on an application of
Theorem 4.1 to the operator norm convergence of a net of compact operators.
For two ordered Banach spaces X and Y we endow the spaces L(X ;Y ) of bounded
linear operators and K(X ;Y ) of compact linear operators with the wedge of positive
operators in the given space, respectively. If X+ is total, then those wedges are even
cones and thus those two operator spaces become ordered Banach spaces (note that
the order on those spaces is completely different than the order in Example 4.5).

Corollary 4.6. Let X,Y be ordered Banach spaces and assume that X+ is gen-
erating and Y+ is normal. Also assume that the space X is reflexive. Let T be
an element of the space K(X ;Y ) of compact linear operators from X to Y and let
(Tj) be an increasing net in K(X ;Y ) that converges to T with respect to the weak
operator topology. Then the convergence actually takes place in operator norm.

Proof. For all x ∈ X and y′ ∈ X ′ let ϕx,y′ ∈ K(X ;Y )′ denote the functional given
by

〈ϕx,y′ , S〉〈K(X,Y )′,K(X,Y )〉
:= 〈y′, Sx〉〈Y ′,Y 〉

for all S ∈ K(X ;Y ). The set C′ := {ϕx,y′ |x ∈ X+, y
′ ∈ Y ′

+, ‖x‖ ≤ 1, ‖y′‖ ≤ 1}
is compact with respect to the weak* topology on K(X ;Y )′ since the positive unit
ball in Y ′ is weak* compact, the positive unit ball in X is weakly compact due to
the reflexivity of X , and every compact operator maps bounded weakly convergent
nets to norm convergent nets. Next we observe that there exists a number δ > 0
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such that

sup
c′∈C′

〈
c′, S

〉

〈K(X;Y )′,K(X;Y )〉
≥ δ ‖S‖

for all 0 ≤ S ∈ K(X ;Y ). This follows from uniform decomposition theorem in
spaces with generating closed wedges [9, Proposition 1.1.2] since both X+ and Y ′

+

are generating (the fact that Y ′
+ is generating follows from the normality of Y+ [26,

Theorem 4.5]). As the set C′ can be checked to determine positivity of operators
in K(X ;Y ), Theorem 4.1 is applicable and gives the claim. �

Observe that there is only one step in the previous proof where we used that we
worked with compact operators (rather than operators that are merely bounded):
for the weak* compactness of the set C′ one needs that a compact operator maps
bounded weakly convergent nets to norm convergent nets (since, on a Banach space
X , the dual pairing 〈 · , · 〉〈X′,X〉 is not jointly continuous with respect to the weak*
topology on X ′ and the weak topology on X).

Corollary 4.7. Let X,Y be Banach lattices, where X is reflexive and Y has order
continuous norm. Then in the ordered Banach space K(X ;Y ) of all compact linear
operators from X to Y every increasing order bounded sequence is norm convergent,
i.e. the space K(X ;Y ) satisfies the equivalent conditions of Theorem 2.1.

Proof. It suffices to check condition (i) in the theorem for increasing sequences in
the positive cone. So let (Tn) ⊆ K(X ;Y ) be an increasing sequence such that
0 ≤ Tn ≤ S for an operator S ∈ K(X ;Y ) and all indices n. For every x ∈ X+

the sequence (Tnx) in Y+ is increasing and bounded from above by Sx, so the
sequence converges in norm to a vector in [0, Sx]. From this one easily gets that (Tn)
converges strongly to a bounded linear operator T : X → Y such that 0 ≤ T ≤ S.

As bothX ′ and Y have order continuous norm, compactness of positive operators
is inherited under domination, see e.g. [1, Theorem 16.20] or [29, Theorem 3.7.13].
Hence, T ∈ K(X ;Y ). Since X is reflexive we can now apply Corollary 4.6 to obtain
operator norm convergence of (Tn) to T . Thus, K(X ;Y ) does indeed satisfy the
equivalent conditions of Theorem 2.1. �

Interestingly, there is also a situation where the same conclusion as in Corol-
lary 4.7 holds, but where X is not assumed to be reflexive. Recall that a Banach
space Y is said to have the approximation property if the identity operator on Y can
be approximated, uniformly on compact sets, by compact linear operators. Equiv-
alently, for every Banach space X every compact linear operator X → Y can be
approximated in operator norm by finite rank operators. Hence, if X ′ and Y are
separable (with respect to the norm topology) and Y has the approximation prop-
erty, then the space K(X ;Y ) of compact linear operators is separable with respect
to the operator norm. From this one gets the following result, whose assertion and
proof were kindly brought to the author’s attention by Wolfgang Arendt.

Corollary 4.8. Let X,Y be Banach lattices, where X ′ and Y are separable and
have order continuous norm and where Y has the approximation property. Then
in the ordered Banach space K(X ;Y ) of all compact linear operators from X to Y

every increasing order bounded sequence is norm convergent, i.e. the space K(X ;Y )
satisfies the equivalent conditions of Theorem 2.1.

Interestingly, the proof of Corollary 4.8 does not rely on a version of Dini’s
theorem but instead on Theorem 3.1:

Proof of Corollary 4.8. As discussed before the corollary, the separability of X ′

and Y and the approximation property of Y imply that K(X ;Y ) is separable. So
by Theorem 3.1 it suffices to show that every increasing order bounded sequence
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in K(X ;Y ) has a supremum. Let (Tn) be such a sequence, say in the positive
cone, and let S ∈ K(X ;Y ) be an upper bound of (Tn). The ordered boundedness
together with the assumption that Y has order continuous norm, implies that (Tn)
converges strongly to an operator T ∈ L(X,Y ). Clearly, 0 ≤ T ≤ S. As in
the previous corollary, the order continuity of the norms of X ′ and Y implies that
compactness of operators is inherited under domination (see e.g. [1, Theorem 16.20]
or [29, Theorem 3.7.13]), so T is also in K(X ;Y ). The strong convergence of (Tn)
to T now gives that T is the supremum of this sequence within K(X ;Y ). �

The assumption that X ′ be separable and has order continuous norm is, for in-
stance, satisfied if X is separable and reflexive – but for reflexive X , Corollary 4.7
gives the same conclusion anyway and has weaker additional assumptions, so this
case is not interesting. The space X = c of all convergent sequences is an exam-
ple where Corollary 4.8 can be applied while Corollary 4.7 cannot. Another such
example is the space X = c0 of all sequences that converge to 0.

Note that in both Corollaries 4.7 and 4.8 the assumption thatX and Y be Banach
lattices is only needed to have criteria available which imply that compactness of
operators is inherited under domination. The author is not aware of any such
criterion in the more general setting of ordered Banach spaces.

5. When is the bidual wedge a cone?

In the subsequent Section 6 we will discuss to which extent normality is needed
for a Dini type result such as Corollary 4.2 to hold. As a preparation we use the
present section to discuss for an ordered Banach space X under which conditions
the bidual wedge X ′′

+ is pointed, i.e. in other words, a cone. Note that it follows
from the Hahn–Banach theorem that X ′′

+ is a cone if and only if the span of X ′
+ is

norm dense (equivalently, weakly dense) in X ′.
The question when X ′′

+ is a cone is related to (non-)normality of X+ as follows:
if X+ is a normal cone, then the dual wedge X ′

+ is generating in X ′ and hence
the bidual wedge X ′′

+ is again a cone (and in fact even a normal cone). Thus, the
condition that the bidual wedge X ′′

+ be a cone is weaker than the condition that the
cone X+ be normal. By comparing the following two propositions one can see a nice
analogy between X+ being normal and X ′′

+ being a cone. The first proposition is
a version of [2, Theorem 2.23]; we include it here to provide context for the second
proposition and since it is used in Example 5.3(f) below.

Proposition 5.1. For an ordered Banach space X the following are equivalent:

(i) The cone X+ is normal.
(ii) If two norm bounded nets (xj)j∈J and (yj)j∈J in X satisfy 0 ≤ xj ≤ yj for

all j and if yj → 0 in norm, then also xj → 0 in norm.
(iii) If two norm bounded sequences (xn) and (yn) in X satisfy 0 ≤ xn ≤ yn for

all n and if yn → 0 in norm, then also xn → 0 in norm.
(iv) If two (not necessarily norm bounded) nets (xj)j∈J and (yj)j∈J in X satisfy

0 ≤ xj ≤ yj for all j and if yj → 0 in norm, then also xj → 0 in norm.

Proof. “(i) ⇒ (iv) ⇒ (ii) ⇒ (iii)” These implications are obvious.
“(iii) ⇒ (i)” We show the contrapositive, so let X+ be non-normal. Then there

exists a vector y ∈ X+ such that the order interval [0, y] is not norm bounded
[2, Theorem 2.40(1) and (4)]. Thus, there exists a sequence (wn) in [0, y] such
that 0 < ‖wn‖ → ∞. Define xn := wn

‖wn‖
and yn := y

‖wn‖
for each n. Then

0 ≤ xn ≤ yn for every n and yn → 0 in norm. The sequence (xn), on the other
hand, is normalized and does thus not converge to 0 in norm. As both sequences
(xn) and (yn) are norm bounded, it follows that (iii) fails. �
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Proposition 5.2. For an ordered Banach space X the following are equivalent:

(i) The bidual wedge X ′′
+ is pointed, i.e. a cone.

(ii) If two norm bounded nets (xj)j∈J and (yj)j∈J in X satisfy 0 ≤ xj ≤ yj for
all j and if yj → 0 weakly, then also xj → 0 weakly.

Proof. “(i) ⇒ (ii)” Assume that X ′′
+ is a cone and let (xj)j∈J and (yj)j∈J be as

in (ii). Consider X as a subspace of X ′′. We first note that if (xj)j∈J is weak*
convergent in X ′′, then its limit is 0, and thus xj → 0 weakly in X in this case.
Indeed, if the limit is denoted by x′′ ∈ X ′′, then the weak convergence yj → 0 and
the domination 0 ≤ xj ≤ yj for all j ∈ J imply that 0 ≤ x′′ ≤ 0. Since X ′′

+ is a
cone, it follows that x′′ = 0.

The previous observation can be applied to every subnet of (xj)j∈J . This to-
gether with the Banach–Alaoglu theorem implies that every subnet of (xj)j∈J has a
subnet that weakly converges to 0 in X . Hence, (xj)j∈J is itself weakly convergent
to 0.

“(ii) ⇒ (i)” We prove the contrapositive, so assume that X ′′
+ is not a cone. Then

there exists a non-zero vector x′′ ∈ X ′′
+, say of norm ‖x′′‖ = 1, such that 0 ≤ x′′ ≤ 0.

According to Theorem A.1 in the appendix, the positive closed unit ball B+ :=
{x ∈ X+ | ‖x‖ ≤ 1} of X is weak* dense in the positive closed unit ball B′′

+ :=
{x′′ ∈ X ′′

+ | ‖x′′‖ ≤ 1} of X ′′. As both x′′ and −x′′ are an element of B′′
+ we

can find two nets (xj)j∈J and (wj)j∈J in B+ that are weak* convergent to x′′ and
−x′′, respectively. Note that we can choose both nets to have the same index set:
whenever a point p is in the closure of a subset S of a topological vector space, there
exists a net in S that converges to p and whose index set is the neighbourhood filter
of 0.

Both nets (xj)j∈J and (yj)j∈J := (xj + wj)j∈J are norm bounded and located
in X+ and they satisfy xj ≤ yj for each j. One has yj → x′′ − x′′ = 0 with respect
to the weak* topology in X ′′ and thus, weakly in X . However, xj → x′′ 6= 0 with
respect to the weak* topology in X ′′, so (xj)j∈J does not converge weakly to 0 in
X . �

Remarkably, the characterizations in Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 do not immediately
unveil the fact, mentioned before Proposition 5.1, that normality of the cone X+

implies that the bidual wedge X ′′
+ is a cone. Let us now discuss for a few examples

and example classes whether the bidual wedge is a cone.

Examples 5.3. (a) If an ordered Banach space X is reflexive, then the bidual
wedge X ′′

+ is a cone. In fact, the canonical identification of X with X ′′

is order preserving in both directions, so one has X+ = X ′′
+ under this

identification.
(b) Let k ≥ 1 be an integer and p ∈ (1,∞) and endow the Sobolev space

X := W k,p(−1, 1) with the pointwise almost everywhere order inherited
from Lp(−1, 1). Then the bidual wedge X ′′

+ is a cone according to (a) since
X is reflexive.

(c) On the other hand, let k ≥ 1 be an integer and let X := Ck([−1, 1]) denote
the Banach space of k-times continuously differentiable functions on [−1, 1]
with the norm ‖f‖Ck := max{

∥
∥f (j)

∥
∥
∞

| 0 ≤ j ≤ k} and the pointwise

order. The the bidual wedge X ′′
+ is not a cone.

To see this, we use the characterization in Proposition 5.2. Choose a
sequence of functions (fn) in Ck([−1, 1]) such that 0 ≤ fn ≤ 1

n
1, ‖fn‖Ck ≤

1 and f
(k)
n (0) = 1 for each n ≥ 1. The existence of such a function can, for

each n, be seen as follows: start with a continuous function that maps into
[0, 1], has integral 1

n
and maps 0 to 1; then integrate it k times from −1 to

its argument in order to get fn.
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The sequence ( 1
n
1) converges to 0 in norm and thus, in particular,

weakly. However, the sequence (fn) does not converges weakly to 0 since

f
(k)
n (0) = 1 for each n and since g 7→ g(k)(0) is a continuous linear functional
on Ck([0, 1]). Thus, we can apply Proposition 5.2(ii) to the sequences (fn)
and ( 1

n
1) to see that X ′′

+ is not a cone.

(d) Again, let k ≥ 1 be an integer and endow the Sobolev spaceX := W k,1(−1, 1)
with the pointwise almost everywhere order inherited from L1(−1, 1). Then
the bidual wedge X ′′

+ is not a cone.
To see this, we will again use Proposition 5.2. We first define a (non-

positive) sequence (hn) in L1 in the following way. Choose a strictly
increasing sequence (xn) in [0, 1) that converges to 1 and that satisfies
xn+1−xn

1−xn
→ 0. Such a sequence (xn) exists; for instance, it is not diffi-

cult to check that the numbers xn := 1∑
∞

k=1
1

k2

∑n
k=1

1
k2 satisfy the required

properties (but it is worthwhile to point out that the partial sums of, say,
the geometric series

∑∞
k=1

1
2k

cannot be taken as the xn since they do not

satisfy xn+1−xn

1−xn
→ 0).

For each index n we define hn to be 0 on the left of xn; for every j ≥ n

we set hn to be equal to 1
1−xn

on the left half of the interval [xj , xj+1] and

to be − 1
1−xn

on the right half of the same interval. Then ‖hn‖L1 = 1 for

each n and the sequence hn does not converge weakly to 0 in L1 as can
be seen by testing against the indicator function 1A ∈ L∞(−1, 1), where
A ⊆ (−1, 1) is the union of the left halfs of all the intervals [xj , xj+1].

Now define fn ∈ W k,1(−1, 1) for each n ≥ 0 by integrating the function
hn from −1 to its argument k times. Then each fn is in the positive cone
W k,1(−1, 1)+ and the sequence (fn) is norm bounded in W k,1(−1, 1). Each
hn vanishes on (−1, 0) and one has

∫ t

−1

hn(s) ds ≤
1

2

xn+1 − xn

1− xn

for each n ∈ N and each t ∈ [0, 1). This implies that fn ≤ 1
2
xn+1−xn

1−xn
1[0,1]

for each n ∈ N. The functions on the right of this inequality converge to 0
with respect to the norm in W k,1(−1, 1) since xn+1−xn

1−xn
→ 0 by the choice

of the points xn. But the sequence (fn) itself does not converge weakly to
0 in W k,1(−1, 1) since (hn) does not converges weakly to 0 in L1(−1, 1).
So Proposition 5.2 shows that the bidual wedge of W k,1(−1, 1)+ is not a
cone.

(e) Here is an example of a non-reflexive space with a non-normal cone for
which the bidual wedge is a cone: Let X = c0 be the space of real sequences
that converge to 0, say with index set N0 := {0, 1, 2, . . .}, and endow this
space with the sup norm and the cone

(c0)+ :=
{

x ∈ c0 |x0 ≥ sup
k≥1

|xk|

k

}

.

It is easy to check that (c0)+ is indeed a cone and is closed. The cone
is not normal since e0 ≥ nen for each n ≥ 0, where the en denote the
canonical unit vectors. The point e0 is an interior point of (c0)+, so (c0)+
has non-empty interior and is thus, in particular, generating.

To see that the bidual wedge in ℓ∞ is a cone, we use the characterization
from Proposition 5.2. Let (xj)j∈J and (yj)j∈J be norm bounded nets in
c0 such that 0 ≤ xj ≤ yj for all j ∈ J and assume that (yj)j∈J converges
weakly to 0. For each j ∈ J it follows from 0 ≤ xj ≤ yj that 0 ≤ (xj)0 ≤
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(yj)0 and that 1
k
|(yj)k − (xj)k| ≤ (yj)0− (xj)0 for all k ≥ 1. Thus, (xj)j∈J

converges to 0 componentwise and hence, due to the norm boundedess, also
weakly. So Proposition 5.2 implies that the bidual wedge of (c0)+ is indeed
a cone.

(f) Let X be ℓ1 or, more generally, any Banach space with the Schur property
which means that every weakly convergent sequence in X is automatically
norm convergent. If X is endowed with a non-normal closed cone X+, then
the bidual wedge X ′′

+ is never a cone. (A concrete example of a non-normal
cone in ℓ1 can be found in Example 6.1 below.)

To see this, assume that X ′′
+ is a cone. We show that this implies nor-

mality of X+ by checking that condition (iii) in Proposition 5.1 is satisfied.
So let (xn) and (yn) be norm bounded sequences in X+ such that xn ≤ yn
for all n and assume that yn → 0 in norm. Then, in particular, yn → 0
weakly and since X ′′

+ is a cone, Proposition 5.2 implies that xn → 0 weakly,
too. As X has the Schur property it follows that even xn → 0 in norm, so
Proposition 5.1 implies that X+ is normal.

The main reason why we discussed the condition that X ′′
+ be a cone in this

section is that this condition occurs in Theorem 6.3 in the next section. Before
we proceed to this, we end the present section with a brief digression that shows
another nice consequence if X ′′

0 is a cone.
A positive element u of an ordered Banach space X is called an almost interior

point if 〈x′, u〉 > 0 for every non-zero functional 0 ≤ x′ ∈ X ′. A detailed discussion
of almost interior point along with several examples can be found in [18, Section 2].

Proposition 5.4. Let X,Y be ordered Banach spaces and let u ∈ X+ be an almost
interior point.

(a) If (x′
j) is a norm bounded net in X ′

+ such that 〈x′
j , u〉 → 0, then (x′

j) is
weak* convergent to 0.

(b) Assume that the bidual wedge Y ′′
+ is a cone. If (Tj) is a norm bounded net

of positive linear operators from X to Y and Tju → 0 weakly, then Tj → 0
with respect to the weak operator topology.

Proof. (a) First note that if (x′
j) is weak* convergent, then its limit has to be 0.

Indeed, if x′ denotes the limit, then x′ ≥ 0 and 〈x′, u〉 = 0, so x′ = 0 since u is an
almost interior point.

By applying this observation to subnets of (x′
j) and using the Banach–Alaoglu

theorem we see that every subnet of (x′
j) has a subnet that converges weak* to 0,

so (x′
j) is itself weak* convergent to 0.

(b) Fix x ∈ X . For every y′ ∈ Y ′
+ one has 〈T ′

jy
′, u〉 → 0 by assumption, so it

follows from (a) that the norm bounded net (T ′
jy

′) converges weak* to 0 in X ′.

Thus, 〈Tjx, y
′〉 → 0 for each y′ in the span of Y ′

+. Since Y ′′
+ is a cone in Y ′′ by

assumption, the span of Y ′
+ is norm dense in Y ′ and hence we conclude that the

norm bounded net (Tjx) in Y converges weakly to 0. �

6. Normality of the cone in Dini’s theorem

It is not difficult to see that the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 imply that the cone
X+ is normal. Indeed, this is a consequence of the existence of a norm bounded set
C′ ⊆ X ′

+ that satisfies property (3) in the theorem. It is natural to ask whether
there exist examples of ordered Banach spaces whose cone is not normal, but in
which a version of Dini’s theorem still holds.

Towards this end, the following observation was pointed out in [41]: the space
ℓ1 is well-known to have the Schur property, i.e., every weakly convergent sequence
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is automatically norm convergent. Thus, if one endows ℓ1 with any closed non-
normal cone, then one has constructed in ordered Banach space with non-normal
cone in which every increasing weakly convergent sequence is norm convergent. For
the sake of completeness, let us show by a concrete example that there exists a
non-normal cone in ℓ1.

Example 6.1. Let the underlying index set of the real Banach space ℓ1 be N0 :=
{0, 1, 2, . . .}. The set

ℓ1+ :=
{

x ∈ ℓ1 |x0 ≥
∞∑

k=1

|xk|

2k

}

is a closed cone in ℓ1 which is not normal, but which has non-empty interior and is
thus generating.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that the set ℓ1+ is a closed cone. The 0-th
canonical unit vector e0 is an interior point of ℓ1+. Hence, ℓ

1
+ has non-empty interior

and is thus, in particular, generating.
To see that ℓ1+ is not normal, let ek ∈ ℓ1 denote the k-th canonical unit vector

for each k ∈ N0. For every k ≥ 1 one then has e0 ≥ 2kek with respect to the order
induced by ℓ1+, which shows the non-normality. �

Note that the Schur property of ℓ1 is a condition for sequences only – there
exist weakly convergent nets in ℓ1 that are not norm convergent. It is not clear –
at least not to the author – whether in the space ℓ1 endowed with the cone from
Example 6.1 every increasing weakly convergent net is norm convergent. This raises
the question whether the preceding example is only an artefact of the fact that one
considers sequences instead of nets or whether, on the other hand, the validity of
Dini’s theorems for all nets implies that the cone is normal. Let us pose this as an
open problem:

Open Problem 6.2. Let X be an ordered Banach space and assume that every
weakly convergent increasing net is norm convergent. Does it follow that X+ is
normal?

Let us also note that, since a weakly convergent net need not be eventually
norm bounded, the answer to Open Problem 6.2 might change if one only considers
weakly convergent increasing nets that are, in addition, norm bounded.

Finally, we give a partial answer to Open Problem 6.2 by showing that, in a large
class of spaces with non-normal cone, Dini’s theorem does not hold – not even for
sequences.

Theorem 6.3. Let X be an ordered Banach space with non-normal cone. Assume
that the space X is reflexive or that, more generally, the bidual wedge X ′′

+ is a cone.
Then there exists an increasing sequence in X+ that converges weakly but not in
norm.

Spaces where the assumption that X ′′
+ be a cone is satisfied can, for instance,

be found in Examples 5.3(b) and (e). Note that, according to Example 5.3(f) that
assumption that X+ be non-normal and X ′′

+ be a cone is never satisfied if X has
the Schur property. This is consistent with the discussion before Example 6.1.

For the proof of Theorem 6.3 we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.4. Let X be an ordered Banach space and let x ∈ X+. If the order
interval [0, x] is not norm bounded, then there exists an increasing sequence in
[0, x] that is not norm bounded.
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Proof. For each integer n ≥ 1 the order interval [0, x
2n ] is not norm bounded, so

we can find a vector xn ∈ [0, x
2n ] of norm ‖xn‖ = 3n. Define yn :=

∑n
k=1 xk for

each n ≥ 1. The the sequence (yn) is increasing and contained in [0, x]. Moreover,

for each n ≥ 1 the geometric sum formula gives ‖yn‖ ≤ 3n+1

2 = ‖xn+1‖
2 and thus

‖yn+1‖ ≥ ‖xn+1‖ − ‖yn‖ ≥ ‖xn+1‖
2 → ∞ as n → ∞. �

Proof of Theorem 6.3. It suffices to show the existence of a decreasing sequence in
X+ which converges weakly but not in norm. This is technically a bit easier to
write down.

As X+ is not normal, there exists an x ∈ X+ such that the order interval
[0, x] is not norm bounded [2, Theorem 2.40(1) and (4) on p. 87]. According to
Lemma 6.4 we find an increasing sequence in [0, x] that is not norm bounded and
by substracting this sequence from x we get a decreasing sequence in [0, x] that
is not norm bounded. By then choosing an appropriate subsequence we obtain
a decreasing sequence (xn) in [0, x] such that

(
‖xn‖

)
is increasing and converges

to ∞. It follows that the sequence (yn) in X+ defined by yn := xn

‖xn‖
for each n

is also decreasing. Since all the yn are normalized, the sequence (yn) is not norm
convergent to 0, so to conclude the proof it suffices to show that it converges weakly
to 0.

To this end, observe that 0 ≤ yn ≤ x
‖xn‖

for every n and that the right hand side

of this inequality converges to 0 in norm and thus, in particular, weakly. Since the
bidual wedge X ′′

+ is assumed to be a cone, it follows from the characterization of
that property in Proposition 5.2 that yn → 0 weakly. �

In addition to Open Problem 6.2 the discussion in this section leaves the following
problem open, which is a bit more vague than the previous problems.

Open Problem 6.5. Characterize those ordered Banach spaces X (with non-
normal cone) in which every increasing weakly convergent sequence is norm con-
vergent.

One such characterization was actually given in [41, Theorem 2]: the property
that every increasing weakly convergent sequence is norm convergent is equivalent
to the formally weaker property that every increasing and weakly convergent se-
quence with norm convergent subsequence is itself norm convergent. While this
is a remarkable observation, it seems unclear how this can be applied to concrete
examples of ordered Banach spaces with non-normal cone. Thus, we consider Prob-
lem 6.5 as not fully solved, yet; further characterizations (or criteria) that can be
used to analyse concrete spaces still seem to be missing. The negative criterion in
Theorem 6.3 is one step in this direction.
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Appendix A. Weak* density of the positive unit ball

The following theorem is used in the proof of Proposition 5.2 and it is also
interesting in its own right. Since the proof uses quite a bit technology about
polars in dual pairs of vector spaces that does not occur in the rest of the paper,
we outsource the result to this appendix.

As a motivation first note that, if X is a pre-ordered Banach space, then the
wedge X+ is weak* dense in the bidual wedge X ′′

+. This follows from the Hahn–
Banach extension theorem in the locally convex space X ′′ endowed with the weak*
topology. The following theorem shows that an even stronger approximation result
is true. It can be considered as an order version of Goldstine’s theorem (and it
actually contains Goldstine’s theorem as the special case where the wedge X+ is
equal to X).

Theorem A.1. Let X be a pre-ordered Banach space and consider the positive
parts of the closed unit balls in X and X ′′, given by

B+ := {x ∈ X+ | ‖x‖ ≤ 1} and B′′
+ := {x′′ ∈ X ′′

+ | ‖x′′‖ ≤ 1}.

Then B+ is weak* dense in B′′
+.

For the proof we use two ingredients. The first one is the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. Let X be a pre-ordered Banach space and let B′ denote the closed
unit ball of the dual space X ′.

(a) The set B′ +X ′
+ in X ′ is weak* closed.

(b) In the space X ′ the weak closure and the weak* closure of the convex hull
conv(B′ ∪X ′

+) coincide and are equal to B′ +X ′
+.

Proof. (a) Let (b′j +x′
j)j∈J be a net in B′+X ′

+ that is weak* convergent to a point
y′ ∈ X ′. After replacing the net with a subnet we may, by the Banach–Alaoglu
theorem, assume that (b′j)j∈J is weak* convergent to a point b′ ∈ B′. Hence,
x′
j → y′ − b′ =: x′ with respect to the weak* topology and x′ ∈ X ′

+ since X ′
+ is

weak* closed. Thus, y′ = b′ + x′ ∈ B′ +X ′
+.

(b) The set B′ +X ′
+ is convex as the Minkowski sum of two convex sets and it

contains B′ ∪X ′
+, so conv(B′ ∪X ′

+) ⊆ B′ +X ′
+. Thus,

conv(B′ ∪X ′
+)

w
⊆ conv(B′ ∪X ′

+)
w∗

⊆ B′ +X ′
+,

where the closures are taken with respect to the weak and the weak* topology,
respectively, and where the second inclusion holds since B′ + X ′ is weak* closed
according to (a).

It only remains to show that B′ +X ′
+ ⊆ conv(B′ ∪X ′

+)
w
, so consider a vector

b′ + x′ ∈ B′ +X ′
+. For every number δ ∈ (0, 1) the vector

δb′ + x′ = δb′ + (1− δ)
x

1 − δ

is located in conv(B′ ∪X ′
+), so by taking the limit for δ ↑ 1 we see that b′ + x′ is

in the norm closure and thus in the weak closure of this set. �

The second ingredient that we need for the proof of Theorem A.1 is the concept
of polars in dual pairs of vector spaces. Let V , W be real vector spaces and let
〈 · , · 〉 : V ×W → R be a bilinear map such that the following holds for all v0 ∈ V

and all w0 ∈ W : the equality 〈v0, w〉 = 0 for all w ∈ W implies v0 = 0 and the
equality 〈v, w0〉 = 0 for all v ∈ V implies w0 = 0. We shall describe this situation
by speaking of the dual pair 〈V,W 〉. For a dual pair 〈V,W 〉, the space V induces a
Hausdorff locally convex topology onW and vice versa. In the proof of Theorem A.1
we will be interesting in the dual pairs 〈X,X ′〉 and 〈X ′′, X ′〉 for a Banach space X .
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Let 〈V,W 〉 be a dual pair. For every subset C ⊆ V the polar C◦ of C is defined
to be the subset

C◦ := {w ∈ W | 〈c, w〉 ≤ 1 for all c ∈ C}

of W and for every subset D ⊆ W the polar D◦ of D is defined to be the subset

D◦ := {v ∈ v | 〈v, d〉 ≤ 1 for all d ∈ D}

of V . Naturally, we can thus also define the bipolars C◦◦ := (C◦)◦ ⊆ V and
D◦◦ := (D◦)◦ ⊆ W . Note that in the definition of polars we did not use absolute
values around the terms 〈c, w〉 and 〈v, d〉. There is also a symmetric version of
polars that uses absolute values; we follow the convention from [34, pp. 125–126],
though, which is better suited for working with cones and wedges. We will need
the following properties, where we endow V with the topology induced by W and
vice versa.

(a) For two subsets D1, D2 ⊆ W one has (D1 ∪ D2)
◦ = D◦

1 ∩ D◦
2 ; see [34,

property 3 in paragraph IV.1.3 on the bottom of p. 125].
(b) If C1, C2 ⊆ V are convex and closed and both sets contain 0, then (C1∩C2)

◦

is the closure of the convex hull of C◦
1 ∪ C◦

2 in W ; see [34, Corollary 2 in
paragraph IV.1.5 on p. 126].

(c) If C ⊆ V is convex and contains 0, then the bipolar C◦◦ is the closure of
C; this is a special case of the bipolar theorem [34, paragraph IV.1.5 on
p. 126].

(d) For every D ⊆ W the polar D◦ coincides with the polar of the closure of
the convex hull of D; indeed, this is a simple consequence of the definition
of the polar.

Proof of Theorem A.1. Throughout the proof we will identify X with a subspace of
X ′′ in the canonical way and we will use following simple but important observation:
for every set C ⊆ X the polar of C with respect to the dual pair 〈X,X ′〉 is a subset
of X ′ that coincides with the polar of C with respect to the dual pair 〈X ′′, X ′〉.
Hence, we can unambiguously denote this polar by C◦. Let B, B′, and B′′ denote
the closed unit balls in X , X ′, and X ′′, respectively. We proceed in several steps:

Step 1: We observe that B◦
+ is the weak* closure of conv(B′ ∪ −X ′

+) in X ′.
Indeed, the set B+ is the intersection of the weakly closed subsets B and X+ of

X , so applying property (b) listed before the proof to the dual pair 〈X,X ′〉 shows
that B◦

+ is the weak* closure of conv(B◦ ∪ X◦
+) in X ′. It is not difficult to check

that B◦ = B′ and X◦
+ = −X ′

+, so the claim follows.
Step 2: We show that, with respect to the dual pair 〈X ′′, X ′〉, one has B◦◦

+ =
(B′ ∪ −X ′

+)
◦.

Since it does not make a difference to take the polar B◦
+ with respect to the

dual pair 〈X,X ′〉 instead of 〈X ′′, X ′〉 (see the beginning of the proof), it follows
from Step 1 that B◦

+ is the weak* closure of conv(B′ ∪ −X ′
+) in X ′. By applying

Lemma A.2(b) to the space X ordered by the cone −X+ we see that this weak*

closure actually coincides with the weak closure, so B◦
+ = conv(B′ ∪ −X ′

+)
w
in X ′.

So by applying property (d) listed before the proof to the dual pair 〈X ′′, X ′〉 we
get the claimed equality.

Step 3: We prove that B+ is weak* dense in B′′
+, which completes the proof.

To this end note that we have, with respect to the dual pair 〈X ′′, X ′〉,

B◦◦
+ = (B′ ∪ −X ′

+)
◦ = (B′)◦ ∩ (−X ′

+)
◦,

where the first equality was shown in Step 2 and the second equality follows from
property (a) listed before the proof. It is straighforward to check that (B′)◦ = B′′
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and (−X ′
+)

◦ = X ′′
+, so

B◦◦
+ = B′′ ∩X ′′

+ = B′′
+.

The bipolar theorem in the dual pair 〈X ′′, X ′〉 shows that (B+)
◦◦ is the weak*

closure of B+, see property (c) listed before the proof. So B′′
+ is the weak* closure

of B+, as claimed. �
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[29] Peter Meyer-Nieberg. Banach lattices. Universitext. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1991.
[30] Augusto C. Ponce and Daniel Spector. A decomposition by non-negative functions in the

Sobolev space W k,1. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 69(1):151–169, 2020.
[31] B. V. Rajarama Bhat, Samir Kar, and Bharat Talwar. Peripherally automorphic unital com-

pletely positive maps. Linear Algebra Appl., 678:191–205, 2023.
[32] Claudia Fonte Sanchez, Pierre Gabriel, and Stéphane Mischler. On the Krein-Rutman theo-
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