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p-SUMMING WEIGHTED HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS

M. G. CABRERA-PADILLA, A. JIMÉNEZ-VARGAS, AND A. KETEN ÇOPUR

Abstract. Given an open subset U of a complex Banach space E, a weight v on U, and a complex

Banach space F, let H∞v (U, F) denote the Banach space of all weighted holomorphic mappings

f : U → F, under the weighted supremum norm ‖ f ‖v := sup {v(x) ‖ f (x)‖ : x ∈ U}. In this paper,

we introduce and study the class Π
H∞v
p (U, F) of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings. We

prove that it is an injective Banach ideal of weighted holomorphic mappings which is not generated

by composition. Variants for weighted holomorphic mappings of Pietsch Domination Theorem,

Pietsch Factorization Theorem and Maurey Extrapolation Theorem are presented. We also identify

the spaces of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings from U into F∗ under the norm π
H∞v
p

with the duals of F-valuedH∞v -molecules on U under a suitable version d
H∞v
p∗ of the Chevet–Saphar

tensor norms.

Introduction

The concept of p-summing operators between Banach spaces, introduced by Grothendieck [13]

for p = 1 and by Pietsch [21] for any p > 0, has played an important role in the theory of Banach

spaces (see the monographs [9, 10, 22]).

Its influence has motivated the development of the theory of p-summability for different classes

of mappings in addition to continuous linear operators. This is the case of multilinear operators

and polynomials studied by Achour and Mezrag [1], Angulo-López and Fernández-Unzueta [2]

and Dimant [11] (see also the survey [19] by Pellegrino, Rueda and Sánchez-Pérez about the p-

summability in this context); Lipschitz mappings addressed by Farmer and Johnson [12] and Saadi

[23]; and holomorphic mappings dealed by Matos [15] and Pellegrino [18].

Let E and F be complex Banach spaces and let U be an open subset of E. Let H(U, F) be

the space of all holomorphic mappings from U into F. A weight v on U is a (strictly) positive

continuous function. The space of weighted holomorphic mappings, denoted by H∞v (U, F), is the

Banach space of all mappings f ∈ H(U, F) such that

‖ f ‖v := sup {v(x) ‖ f (x)‖ : x ∈ U} < ∞,

under the weighted supremum norm ‖ · ‖v. In particular, H∞v (U) := H∞v (U,C). We refer to the

survey by Bonet [4] and the references therein for a complete information about such spaces.

We will develop in this paper a theory of p-summability for weighted holomorphic mappings.

Thus, we introduce the notion of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings and show that it is

appropriate to establish variants for the weighted holomorphic setting of some known results of

the theory of p-summing operators.
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Thus, Section 1 shows that p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings enjoy an injective Ba-

nach ideal property and satisfy Pietsch Domination Theorem, Pietsch Factorization Theorem, Mau-

rey Extrapolation Theorem, and Inclusion and Coincidence Theorem. We also show that every

p-summing weighted holomorphic mapping from U to F has a relatively weakly compact v-range

in F that becomes relatively compact whenever F is reflexive.

Section 2 contains a tensorial approach to this new class of weighted holomorphic mappings. In

this way, we introduce a suitable tensor product space equipped with a Chevet–Saphar type tensor

norm in such a way that its dual is isometrically isomorphic to the space of p-summing weighted

holomorphic mappings.

We will need to fix some notation and recall some facts on weighted holomorphic maps.

Notation. As usual, L(E, F) denotes the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from E

into F, equipped with the operator canonical norm. In particular, L(E,C) is denoted by E∗. For

x ∈ E and x∗ ∈ E∗, we will sometimes write 〈x∗, x〉 instead of x∗(x). BE stands for the closed unit

ball of E. We will write (E, ‖ · ‖E) ≤ (F, ‖ · ‖F) to indicate that E ⊆ F and ‖x‖F ≤ ‖x‖E for all x ∈ E.

For any 1 < p < ∞, let p∗ = p/(p − 1) denote the conjugate index of p.

Preliminaries. Following [3, 5, 6], G∞v (U) is the space of all linear functionals onH∞v (U) whose

restriction to BH∞v (U) is continuous for the compact-open topology.

Theorem 0.1. [3, 5, 6] Let U be an open set of a complex Banach space E and let v be a weight

on U.

(i) G∞v (U) is a closed subspace of H∞v (U)∗, and the mapping Jv : H∞v (U) → G∞v (U)∗, given

by Jv(g)(φ) = φ(g) for φ ∈ G∞v (U) and g ∈ H∞v (U), is an isometric isomorphism.

(ii) For each x ∈ U, the functional δx : H∞v (U) → C, defined by δx( f ) = f (x) for f ∈ H∞v (U),

is in G∞v (U), and there exists gx ∈ BH∞v (U) such that gx(x) = ‖δx‖ := supg∈BH∞v (U)
|g(x)|.

(iii) The mapping ∆v : U → G∞v (U) given by ∆v(x) = δx is inH∞v (U,G∞v (U)) with ‖∆v‖v ≤ 1.

(iv) For every complex Banach space F and every mapping f ∈ H∞v (U, F), there exists a

unique operator T f ∈ L(G∞v (U), F) such that T f ◦∆v = f . Furthermore,
∥∥∥T f

∥∥∥ = ‖ f ‖v. �

1. p-Summing weighted holomorphic mappings

From now on, unless otherwise stated, we will suppose that p ∈ [1,∞] and E, F and G will

denote complex Banach spaces, U will be an open subset of E, and v will be a weight on U.

We begin introducing the following variant for weighted holomorphic mappings of the known

concept of p-summing linear operators between Banach spaces.

Definition 1.1. Given 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, a mapping f ∈ H(U, F) is said to be p-summing weighted

holomorphic if there is a constant C ≥ 0 such that


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p

≤ C sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

if 1 ≤ p < ∞,

max
1≤i≤n
|λi| v(xi) ‖ f (xi)‖ ≤ C sup

g∈BH∞v (U)

(
max
1≤i≤n
|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|

)
if p = ∞,

for any n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. We denote by π
H∞v
p ( f ) the infimum of all

constants C satisfying the inequality above, and by Π
H∞v
p (U, F) the set of all p-summing weighted

holomorphic mappings from U into F.
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We now show that every p-summing weighted holomorphic mapping turns out to be a weighted

holomorphic mapping and this justifies the terminology used in Definition 1.1.

Remark 1.2. Π
H∞v
p (U, F) ⊆ H∞v (U, F) with ‖ f ‖v ≤ π

H∞v
p ( f ) for all f ∈ Π

H∞v
p (U, F). Indeed, for such

a function f , note that

v(x)‖ f (x)‖ = (v(x)p‖ f (x)‖p)
1
p ≤ π

H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)

(v(x)p |g(x)|p)
1
p ≤ π

H∞v
p ( f )

for all x ∈ U.

Our main purpose in this paper is to study the spaces of Banach-valued p-summing weighted

holomorphic mappings. We will go presenting their main properties in different subsections.

1.1. Injective Banach ideal property. We first prove that the set of p-summing weighted holo-

morphic mappings enjoys an injective Banach ideal structure.

Let us recall from [7] that a Banach ideal of weighted holomorphic mappings (in short, a Banach

weighted holomorphic ideal) is an assignment
[
IH

∞
v , ‖ · ‖IH∞v

]
which associates with every pair

(U, F), where U is an open subset of a complex Banach space E and F is a complex Banach space,

a set IH
∞
v (U, F) ⊆ H∞v (U, F) and a function ‖ · ‖IH∞v : IH

∞
v (U, F) → R+

0
satisfying the properties:

(P1)
(
IH

∞
v (U, F), ‖ · ‖IH∞v

)
is a Banach space with ‖ f ‖IH∞v ≥ ‖ f ‖v for all f ∈ IH

∞
v (U, F).

(P2) For any h ∈ H∞v (U) and y ∈ F, the map h · y : x 7→ h(x)y from U to F is in IH
∞
v (U, F)

with ‖h · y‖IH∞v = ‖h‖v‖y‖.

(P3) The ideal property: if V is an open subset of E such that V ⊆ U, h ∈ H(V,U) with

cv(h) := supx∈V (v(x)/v(h(x))) < ∞ , f ∈ IH
∞
v (U, F) and T ∈ L(F,G), where G is a

complex Banach space, then T ◦ f ◦ h ∈ IH
∞
v (V,G) with ‖T ◦ f ◦ h‖IH∞v ≤ ‖T‖‖ f ‖IH∞v cv(h).

A Banach weighted holomorphic ideal [IH
∞
v , ‖ · ‖IH∞v ] is called:

(I) Injective if for any mapping f ∈ H∞v (U, F), any complex Banach space G and any isomet-

ric linear embedding ι : F → G, we have that f ∈ IH
∞
v (U, F) with ‖ f ‖IH∞v = ‖ι ◦ f ‖IH∞v

whenever ι ◦ f ∈ IH
∞
v (U,G).

Proposition 1.3. [Π
H∞v
p , π

H∞v
p ] is an injective Banach weighted holomorphic ideal.

Proof. We will prove the case 1 ≤ p < ∞, and for p = ∞ a similar proof works.

(P1) Let n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. If f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) and π

H∞v
p ( f ) = 0, then

‖ f ‖v = 0 by Remark 1.2, and so f = 0. Given f1, f2 ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F), one has


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖( f1 + f2)(xi)‖
p



1
p

≤


n∑

i=1

(|λi| v(xi) ‖ f1(xi)‖ + |λi| v(xi) ‖ f2(xi)‖)
p



1
p

≤


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p‖ f1(xi)‖
p



1
p

+


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p‖ f2(xi)‖
p



1
p

≤
(
π
H∞v
p ( f1) + π

H∞v
p ( f2)

)
sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

and thus f1 + f2 ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p ( f1 + f2) ≤ π

H∞v
p ( f1) + π

H∞v
p ( f2).
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Let λ ∈ C and f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F). An easy calculation yields


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖(λ f )(xi)‖
p



1
p

= |λ|


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p

≤ |λ| π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

and so λ f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p (λ f ) ≤ |λ|π

H∞v
p ( f ). Hence π

H∞v
p (λ f ) = 0 = |λ| π

H∞v
p ( f ) if λ = 0. For

λ , 0, it is clear that π
H∞v
p ( f ) = π

H∞v
p (λ−1(λ f )) ≤ |λ|−1 π

H∞v
p (λ f ), hence |λ| π

H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ π

H∞v
p (λ f ), and,

consequently, π
H∞v
p (λ f ) = |λ| π

H∞v
p ( f ). In this way,

(
Π
H∞v
p (U, F), π

H∞v
p

)
is a normed space.

To show that it is a Banach space, let ( fn)n≥1 be a sequence in Π
H∞v
p (U, F) such that

∑
n π
H∞v
p ( fn)

converges. Since ‖ fn‖v ≤ π
H∞v
p ( fn) for all n ∈ N and

(
H∞v (U, F), ‖ · ‖v

)
is a Banach space, then

∑
n fn

converges in
(
H∞v (U, F), ‖ · ‖v

)
to a function f ∈ H∞v (U, F). Given m ∈ N, x1, . . . , xm ∈ U and

λ1, . . . , λm ∈ C, we have


m∑

k=1

|λk|
p v(xk)

p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

fi(xk)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

1
p

≤ π
H∞v
p


n∑

i=1

fi

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

k=1

|λk|
p v(xk)p |g(xk)|

p



1
p

≤

n∑

i=1

π
H∞v
p ( fi) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

k=1

|λk|
p v(xk)

p |g(xk)|
p



1
p

for all n ∈ N. Taking limits with n→ ∞, we deduce


m∑

k=1

|λk|
p v(xk)p

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

∞∑

i=1

fi(xk)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

p

1
p

≤

∞∑

i=1

π
H∞v
p ( fi) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

k=1

|λk|
p v(xk)

p |g(xk)|
p



1
p

,

using that, for any x ∈ U, one has
∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

v(x) fi(x) − v(x) f (x)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

fi − f

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
v

for all n ∈ N. Hence f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p ( f ) ≤

∑∞
n=1 π

H∞v
p ( fn). Furthermore,

π
H∞v
p

 f −

n∑

i=1

fi

 = π
H∞v
p


∞∑

i=n+1

fi

 ≤
∞∑

i=n+1

π
H∞v
p ( fi)

for all n ∈ N, and so f is the π
H∞v
p -limit of the series

∑
n fn. This proves the completeness of π

H∞v
p .

(P2) Let h ∈ H∞v (U) and y ∈ F. Note that h · y ∈ H∞v (U, F) with ‖h · y‖v = ‖h‖v ‖y‖. We can

suppose h , 0 and obtain


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖(h · y)(xi)‖
p



1
p

= ‖y‖ ‖h‖v


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(
h

‖h‖v

)
(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p


1
p

≤ ‖y‖ ‖h‖v sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

.
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Thus h · y ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p (h · y) ≤ ‖h‖v ‖y‖. Conversely, note that ‖h‖v‖y‖ ≤ π

H∞v
p (h · y) by

Remark 1.2.

(P3) Let V be an open subset of E such that V ⊆ U, h ∈ H(V,U) with cv(h) < ∞, f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F)

and T ∈ L(F,G). Observe that T ◦ f ◦ h ∈ H∞v (V,G). For any n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and

x1, . . . , xn ∈ V , we obtain


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖(T ◦ f ◦ h)(xi)‖
p



1
p

≤ ‖T‖


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p

v(h(xi))p
v(h(xi))

p‖ f (h(xi))‖
p



1
p

≤ ‖T‖π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p

v(h(xi))p
v(h(xi))

p|g(h(xi))|
p



1
p

= ‖T‖π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
pv(xi)

p|(g ◦ h)(xi)|
p



1
p

≤ ‖T‖π
H∞v
p ( f )cv(h) sup

0,g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
pv(xi)

p||g||pv

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(
g ◦ h

cv(h)||g||v

)
(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p


1
p

≤ ‖T‖π
H∞v
p ( f )cv(h) sup

g0∈BH∞v (V)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
pv(xi)

p|g0(xi)|
p



1
p

,

since g ◦ h ∈ H∞v (V) with ‖g ◦ h‖v ≤ cv(h)‖g‖v. So, T ◦ f ◦ h ∈ Π
H∞v
p (V,G) and π

H∞v
p (T ◦ f ◦ h) ≤

‖T‖ π
H∞v
p ( f )cv(h).

(I) Let f ∈ H∞v (U, F) and ι : F → G be an into linear isometry such that ι ◦ f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U,G).

Given n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U, we have


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖(ι ◦ f )(xi))‖
p



1
p

≤ π
H∞v
p (ι ◦ f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

and so f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ π

H∞v
p (ι ◦ f ). The opposite inequality follows from (P3). �

Let us recall (see [7]) that given an operator ideal I, a mapping f ∈ H∞v (U, F) belongs to the

composition ideal I ◦ H∞v , and we write f ∈ I ◦ H∞v (U, F), if there are a complex Banach space

G, an operator T ∈ I(G, F) and a mapping g ∈ H∞v (U,G) such that f = T ◦ g.

Let us show that the weighted holomorphic ideal Π
H∞v
p is not of this type. We thank Professor

Elhadj Dahia for suggesting this result to us.

Proposition 1.4. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, the Banach ideal of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings

Π
H∞v
p and the corresponding composition ideal Πp ◦ H

∞
v do not coincide.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Clearly, ∆v ∈ Π
H∞v
p (C,G∞v (C)) with π

H∞v
p (∆v) ≤ 1. On the other hand, the

equality idG∞v (C) ◦ ∆v = ∆v and the uniqueness of the linearization shows that T∆v
= idG∞v (C) (the

identity map on the infinite-dimensional Banach space G∞v (C)). Hence T∆v
< Πp(G∞v (C),G∞v (C))

by Weak Dvoretzky–Rogers Theorem [10, 2.18]. Finally, [7, Theorem 2.7] asserts that ∆v < Πp ◦

H∞v (C,G∞v (C)). �
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1.2. Pietsch domination. We can characterize p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings in

terms of the known property of Pietsch domination (see [21, Theorem 2]).

In light of Theorem 0.1, H∞v (U) is a dual Banach space and, consequently, this space can be en-

dowed with the weak* topology. Let P(BH∞v (U)) be the set of all Borel regular probability measures

µ on the compact set (BH∞v (U),w
∗).

Theorem 1.5. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and f ∈ H∞v (U, F). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) f is p-summing weighted holomorphic.

(ii) There is a constant C ≥ 0 and a measure µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) such that

‖ f (x)‖ ≤ C


∫

BH∞v (U)

|g(x)|p dµ(g)



1
p

(x ∈ U).

In this case, π
H∞v
p ( f ) is the infimum of all constants C ≥ 0 satisfying the inequality and, in fact, this

infimum is attained.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): In order to apply an unified abstract version of Piestch Domination Theorem

stated in [20], consider the functions S : H∞v (U, F) × U × C → [0,∞[ and R : BH∞v (U) × U × C →

[0,∞[ defined, respectively, by

S (h, x, λ) = |λ| v(x) ‖h(x)‖ ,

R(g, x, λ) = |λ| v(x) |g(x)| .

Note first that for any x ∈ U and λ ∈ C, the function Rx,λ : BH∞v (U) → [0,∞[, given by

Rx,λ(g) = R(g, x, λ),

is continuous. For every n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U, we have


n∑

i=1

S ( f , xi, λi)
p



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

= π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

R(g, xi, λi)
p



1
p

,

and therefore f is RS -abstract p-summing. Hence, by applying [20, Theorem 3.1], there is a

measure µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) such that

S ( f , x, λ) ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )


∫

BH∞v (U)

R(g, x, λ)p dµ(g)



1
p

for all x ∈ U and λ ∈ C, and therefore

‖ f (x)‖ ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )


∫

BH∞v (U)

|g(x)|p dµ(g)



1
p

for all x ∈ U.
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(ii)⇒ (i): Given n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U, we have

n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p ≤ Cp

n∑

i=1

∫

BH∞v (U)

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p dµ(g)

= Cp

∫

BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p

 dµ(g)

≤ Cp sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p

 .

Hence f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ C, and thus π

H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ inf{C ≥ 0 satisfying (ii)}. �

1.3. Pietsch factorization. We will now characterize the class of all p-summing weighted holo-

morphic mappings through the so-called Pietsch factorization (see [21, Theorem 3], also [10, The-

orem 2.13]).

Towards this end, we will use the following mappings. Given µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) and 1 ≤ p < ∞,

I∞,p : L∞(µ) → Lp(µ) and j∞ : C(BH∞v (U))→ L∞(µ) denote the formal inclusion operators. Consider

also the mapping ιU : U → C(BH∞v (U)) defined by

ιU(x)(g) = g(x) (x ∈ U, g ∈ BH∞v (U)),

and the isometric linear embedding κF : F → ℓ∞(BF∗) given by

〈κF(y), y∗〉 = y∗(y) (y∗ ∈ BF∗ , y ∈ F).

We now construct the following useful mapping.

Lemma 1.6. Let µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)). Then j∞ ◦ ιU ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, L∞(µ)) with π

H∞v
p ( j∞ ◦ ιU) ≤ 1 for any

1 ≤ p < ∞.

Proof. Clearly, j∞ ◦ ιU ∈ H(U, L∞(µ)). Let n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. By

Theorem 0.1, for each i = 1, . . . , n, there exists gxi
∈ BH∞v (U) such that

∣∣∣gxi
(xi)

∣∣∣ = ‖ιU(xi)‖∞ :=

supg∈BH∞v (U)
|g(xi)|. Given 1 ≤ p < ∞, one has


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ j∞(ιU (xi))‖
p

L∞(µ)



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ιU(xi)‖
p
∞



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∣∣∣gxi

(xi)
∣∣∣p


1
p

≤ sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

.

�

We are now ready to state the announced result.

Theorem 1.7. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and f ∈ H∞v (U, F). The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) f is p-summing weighted holomorphic.
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(ii) There exist a measure µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)), an operator T ∈ L(Lp(µ), ℓ∞(BF∗)) and a mapping

h ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, L∞(µ)) such that the following diagram commutes:

L∞(µ)
I∞,p // Lp(µ)

T

��
U

h

OO

f // F
κF // ℓ∞(BF∗)

In this case, π
H∞v
p ( f ) = inf

{
‖T‖ π

H∞v
p (h)

}
, where the infimum is taken over all factorizations of κF ◦ f

as in (ii), and this infimum is attained.

Proof. (i)⇒ (ii): If f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F), Theorem 1.5 yields a measure µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) such that

‖ f (x)‖ ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )


∫

BH∞v (U)

|g(x)|p dµ(g)



1
p

(x ∈ U).

By Lemma 1.6, the mapping h := j∞ ◦ ιU is in Π
H∞v
p (U, L∞(µ)) with π

H∞v
p (h) ≤ 1. Take the space

S p := lin(I∞,p(h(U))) ⊆ Lp(µ) and the operator T0 ∈ L(S p, ℓ∞(BF∗)) defined by

T0(I∞,p(h(x))) = κF( f (x)) (x ∈ U).



p-SUMMING WEIGHTED HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS 9

Using Theorem 0.1 and denoting In = {i ∈ {1, . . . , n} : αi , 0}, note that ‖T0‖ ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) since

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
T0


n∑

i=1

αiI∞,p(h(xi))



∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

αiT0(I∞,p(h(xi)))

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

αiκF( f (xi))

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

≤

n∑

i=1

|αi| ‖κF( f (xi))‖∞ =

n∑

i=1

|αi| ‖ f (xi)‖

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )

n∑

i=1

|αi|


∫

BH∞v (U)

|g(xi)|
p dµ(g)



1
p

= π
H∞v
p ( f )

n∑

i=1

|αi|


∫

BH∞v (U)

∣∣∣Jv(g)(δxi
)
∣∣∣p dµ(g)



1
p

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )

n∑

i=1

|αi|


∫

BH∞v (U)

‖g‖pv

∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥p
dµ(g)



1
p

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )

n∑

i=1

|αi|
∣∣∣gxi

(xi)
∣∣∣ = πH

∞
v

p ( f )

n∑

i=1

|αi| gxi
(xi)

= π
H∞v
p ( f )

∑

i∈In

αi

(
αi

|αi|
gxi

)
(xi) = π

H∞v
p ( f )

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

i∈In

αi

(
αi

|αi|
gxi

)
(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

αig(xi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= π

H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

αiιU(xi)(g)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

= π
H∞v
p ( f )

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

αiιU(xi)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞

= π
H∞v
p ( f )

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

αih(xi)

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
L∞(µ)

= π
H∞v
p ( f )

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∑

i=1

αiI∞,p(h(xi))

∥∥∥∥∥∥∥
Lp(µ)

for any n ∈ N, α1, . . . , αn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. Since the Banach space ℓ∞(BF∗) is injective (see

[10, p. 45]), there is a T ∈ L(Lp(µ), ℓ∞(BF∗)) such that T |S p
= T0 with ‖T‖ = ‖T0‖. Consequently,

κF ◦ f = T ◦ I∞,p ◦ h with ‖T‖ π
H∞v
p (h) ≤ π

H∞v
p ( f ).
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(ii) ⇒ (i): We can write κF ◦ f = T ◦ I∞,p ◦ h as in (ii). Let n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and

x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. We have


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖κF( f (xi))‖
p
∞



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥T (I∞,p(h(xi)))

∥∥∥p

∞



1
p

≤ ‖T‖


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥I∞,p(h(xi))

∥∥∥p

Lp(µ)



1
p

= ‖T‖


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖h(xi)‖
p

L∞(µ)



1
p

≤ ‖T‖ π
H∞v
p (h) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

.

Hence f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F) with π

H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ ‖T‖ π

H∞v
p (h). Taking the infimum over all factorizations of

κF ◦ f as in (ii), it follows that π
H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ inf

{
‖T‖ π

H∞v
p (h)

}
. �

1.4. Inclusion and coincidence. The next result establishes some inclusion and coincidence re-

lations between classes of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings in terms of p, and also of

these spaces with other distinguished spaces of weighted holomorphic mappings.

Proposition 1.8. If 1 ≤ p < q ≤ ∞, then

(Π
H∞v
p (U, F), π

H∞v
p ) ≤ (Π

H∞v
q (U, F), π

H∞v
q ) ≤ (Π

H∞v
∞ (U, F), π

H∞v
∞ ) = (H∞v (U, F), ‖ · ‖v).

Proof. Let n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. We first prove the coincidence. Let f ∈

Π
H∞v
∞ (U, F). For all x ∈ U, we have

v(x)‖ f (x)‖ ≤ π
H∞v
∞ ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)

v(x) |g(x)| ≤ π
H∞v
∞ ( f ).

Hence f ∈ H∞v (U, F) with ‖ f ‖v ≤ π
H∞v
∞ ( f ). Conversely, given f ∈ H∞v (U, F), Theorem 0.1 provides

|λi| v(xi) ‖ f (xi)‖ = |λi|v(xi)‖T f (δxi
)‖ ≤ ‖T f ‖ |λi| v(xi)‖δxi

‖

= ‖ f ‖v|λi|v(xi) sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

|g(xi)| = ‖ f ‖v sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

|λi|v(xi) |g(xi)|

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, hence

max
1≤i≤n
|λi| v(xi) ‖ f (xi)‖ ≤ ‖ f ‖v sup

g∈BH∞v (U)

(
max
1≤i≤n
|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|

)
,

and so f ∈ Π
H∞v
∞ (U, F) with π

H∞v
∞ ( f ) ≤ ‖ f ‖v.

We now prove the first inequality. Let f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F). Assume first q < ∞. Taking

βi = |λi|
q

p v(xi)
q

p
−1 ‖ f (xi)‖

q

p
−1 (i = 1, . . . , n),
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we have


n∑

i=1

|λi|
q v(xi)

q ‖ f (xi)‖
q



1
p

=


n∑

i=1

|βi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|βi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

.

Since q/p > 1 and (q/p)∗ = q/(q − p), Hölder inequality yields

sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|βi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

= sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

(|λi| v(xi) ‖ f (xi)‖)
q−p (|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|)

p



1
p

≤


n∑

i=1

|λi|
q v(xi)

q ‖ f (xi)‖
q



1
p
− 1

q

sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
q v(xi)

q |g(xi)|
q



1
q

,

and thus we obtain


n∑

i=1

|λi|
q v(xi)

q ‖ f (xi)‖
q



1
q

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
q v(xi)

q |g(xi)|
q



1
q

.

This shows that f ∈ Π
H∞v
q (U, F) with π

H∞v
q ( f ) ≤ π

H∞v
p ( f ) if q < ∞. For q = ∞, the same follows

from the coincidence and Proposition 1.3. �

We now present some inclusions between spaces of p-summing weighted holomorphic map-

pings and some spaces of weighted holomorphic mappings f : U → F whose v-range, that is, the

set (v f )(U) := {v(x) f (x) : x ∈ U}, satisfies some type of compactness (see, for example, [7, 14]).

For I = K ,W, we will denote by I(E, F) the linear space of all compact (weakly compact)

linear operators from E to F, respectively. We refer to the monograph [21] for a complete study of

the ideal structure of such operators.

For I = K ,W, HvI(U, F) represents the linear space of all weighted holomorphic mappings

f : U → F such that (v f )(U) is relatively compact (relatively weakly compact) in F, respectively.

It is known that if f ∈ H∞v (U, F), then f ∈ HvI(U, F) if and only if T f ∈ I(G∞v (U), F) (see, for

example, [14, Proposition 5.1] for I = K , and the same proof works for the case I =W).

Proposition 1.9. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let F be a complex Banach space.

(i) Every p-summing weighted holomorphic mapping from U to F has a relatively weakly

compact v-range.

(ii) If F is reflexive, then every p-summing weighted holomorphic mapping from U to F has a

relatively compact v-range.

Proof. (i) If f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F), then Theorem 1.7 provides a measure µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)), an operator

T ∈ L(Lp(µ), ℓ∞(BF∗)) and a map h ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, L∞(µ)) such that κF ◦ f = T ◦ I∞,p◦h. Assume p > 1.

Since Lp(µ) is reflexive, then T ◦ I∞,p ∈ W(L∞(µ), ℓ∞(BF∗)) by Davis–Figiel–Johnson–Pełczyński

Theorem [8]. Since κF ◦ T f = T ◦ I∞,p ◦ Th by Theorem 0.1 andW is an injective operator ideal,

it follows that T f ∈ W(G∞v (U), F) and this means that f ∈ HvW(U, F) as required. For p = 1, the

result follows from Proposition 1.8 and from what was proved above.

(ii) If f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F), then f ∈ HvW(U, F) by (i), that is, T f ∈ W(G∞v (U), F). Since F is

reflexive, it follows that T f ∈ K(G∞v (U), F) and thus f ∈ HvK (U, F). �
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1.5. Maurey extrapolation. We now use Pietsch domination of p-summing weighted holomor-

phic mappings to give a weighted holomorphic version of Maurey Extrapolation Theorem [16].

The proof of the next result is based on that of [10, Theorem 3.17].

Theorem 1.10. Let 1 < p < q < ∞ and assume that Π
H∞v
q (U, ℓq) = Π

H∞v
p (U, ℓq). Then Π

H∞v
q (U, F) =

Π
H∞v
1

(U, F) for every complex Banach space F.

Proof. For each µ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)), we can take hµ := j∞ ◦ ιU ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, L∞(µ)) with π

H∞v
p (hµ) ≤ 1 by

Lemma 1.6. Then I∞,q ◦ hµ ∈ Π
H∞v
q (U, Lq(µ)) with π

H∞v
q (I∞,q ◦ hµ) ≤ 1 by Propositions 1.3 and 1.8.

Since Π
H∞v
q (U, ℓq) = Π

H∞v
p (U, ℓq) and π

H∞v
q ≤ π

H∞v
p on Π

H∞v
p (U, ℓq) by Proposition 1.8, the Closed

Graph Theorem yields a constant C ≥ 0 such that π
H∞v
p ( f ) ≤ Cπ

H∞v
q ( f ) for all f ∈ Π

H∞v
q (U, ℓq).

Since Lq(µ) is an Lq,λ-space for each λ > 1, we can assure that given n ∈ N and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U, the

subspace

G0 = lin
({

I∞,q(hµ(x1)), . . . , I∞,q(hµ(xn))
})
⊆ Lq(µ)

embeds λ-isomorphically into ℓq, that is, G0 is contained in a subspace G ⊆ Lq(µ) for which there

exists an isomorphism T : G → ℓq with ‖T‖ ||T−1|| < λ.

Since T ◦ I∞,q ◦ hµ ∈ Π
H∞v
q (U, ℓq) = Π

H∞v
p (U, ℓq), we have


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ)(xi)

∥∥∥p

Lq(µ)



1
p

≤
∥∥∥T−1

∥∥∥


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥T (I∞,q(hµ(xi)))

∥∥∥p

ℓq



1
p

≤
∥∥∥T−1

∥∥∥Cπ
H∞v
q (T ◦ I∞,q ◦ hµ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

≤ C
∥∥∥T−1

∥∥∥ ‖T‖ πH
∞
v

q (I∞,q ◦ hµ) sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

therefore π
H∞v
p (I∞,q ◦ hµ) ≤ Cλ for all λ > 1, and thus π

H∞v
p (I∞,q ◦ hµ) ≤ C. Now, by Theorem 1.5,

there exists a measure µ̂ ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) such that

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ)(x)
∥∥∥

Lq(µ)
≤ C


∫

BH∞v (U)

|g(x)|p dµ̂(g)



1
p

= C
∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ̂)(x)

∥∥∥
Lp (̂µ)

for all x ∈ U. In the last equality, we have used that

(I∞,q ◦ hµ̂)(x)(g) = I∞,q(hµ̂(x))(g) = hµ̂(x)(g) = j∞(ιU(x))(g) = ιU(x)(g) = g(x)

for all x ∈ U and g ∈ BH∞v (U).

Take a complex Banach space F and let f ∈ Π
H∞v
q (U, F). In view of Proposition 1.8, we only

must show that f ∈ Π
H∞v
1

(U, F). Theorem 1.5 provides again a measure µ0 ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) such that

‖ f (x)‖ ≤ π
H∞v
q ( f )

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ0
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µ0)

for all x ∈ U. We claim that there is a constant c ≥ 0 and a measure λ0 ∈ P(BH∞v (U)) such that
∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ0

)(x)
∥∥∥

Lq(µ0)
≤ c

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hλ0
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(λ0)

for all x ∈ U. Indeed, define λ0 =
∑∞

n=0(1/2n+1)µn ∈ P(BH∞v (U)), where (µn)n≥1 is the sequence in

P(BH∞v (U)) given by µn+1 = µ̂n for all n ∈ N0, where the measure µ̂n is defined using Theorem 1.5.
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As 1 < p < q, then θ := (q− p)/p(q−1) ∈ (0, 1) and 1/p = θ+ (1−θ)/q, and applying Littlewood’s

Inequality we have

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lp(µn)

=


∫

BH∞v (U)

∣∣∣(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)(g)

∣∣∣p dµn(g)



1
p

≤


∫

BH∞v (U)

∣∣∣(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)(g)

∣∣∣ dµn(g)


θ 

∫

BH∞v (U)

∣∣∣(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)(g)

∣∣∣q dµn(g)



1−θ
q

=
∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn

)(x)
∥∥∥θ

L1(µn)

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥1−θ

Lq(µn)

for each n ∈ N0 and all x ∈ U. Using Hölder’s Inequality and the inequality

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn+1)

≤

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn+1)

+
∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ0

)(x)
∥∥∥

Lq(µ0)

=

∞∑

n=−1

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn+1)

=

∞∑

n=0

1

2n

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn)

= 2

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn)
,

we now obtain

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn)

≤ C

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lp(µn+1)

≤ C

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥θ
L1(µn+1)

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥1−θ

Lq(µn+1)

≤ C


∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(µn+1)


θ 
∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn+1)


1−θ

≤ C


∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(µn+1)


θ 2

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn)


1−θ
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for all x ∈ U, and we deduce that

∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µn)

≤ C
1
θ 2

1−θ
θ


∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn+1
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(µn+1)



≤ C
1
θ 2

1−θ
θ 2


∞∑

n=0

1

2n+1

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµn
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(µn)



= (2C)
1
θ

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hλ0
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(λ0)

for all x ∈ U. From above, we deduce that

1

2

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hµ0
)(x)

∥∥∥
Lq(µ0)

≤ (2C)
1
θ

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hλ0
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(λ0)

for all x ∈ U, and this proves our claim taking c = 2(2C)
1
θ . Therefore we can write

‖ f (x)‖ ≤ cπ
H∞v
q ( f )

∥∥∥(I∞,q ◦ hλ0
)(x)

∥∥∥
L1(λ0)

= cπ
H∞v
q ( f )

∫

BH∞v (U)

|g(x)| dλ0(g)

for all x ∈ U. Hence f ∈ Π
H∞v
1

(U, F) with π
H∞v
1

( f ) ≤ cπ
H∞v
q ( f ) by Theorem 1.5. �

2. Banach-valued H∞v -molecules

Our main objective in this section is to study the duality of the spaces of p-summing weighted

holomorphic mappings. With this purpose, we will first establish some results and introduce some

concepts influenced by the theory on tensor product (see the monograph [22]).

Proposition 2.1. Let x ∈ U and y ∈ F. Then the function v(x)δx ⊗ y : H∞v (U, F∗)→ C defined by

(v(x)δx ⊗ y)( f ) = 〈v(x) f (x), y〉
(
f ∈ H∞v (U, F∗)

)
,

belongs toH∞v (U, F∗)∗ and ‖v(x)δx ⊗ y‖ = v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖.

Proof. Clearly, v(x)δx ⊗ y is linear. For any f ∈ H∞v (U, F∗), we have

|(v(x)δx ⊗ y)( f )| = |〈v(x) f (x), y〉| ≤ v(x) ‖ f (x)‖ ‖y‖ = v(x)
∥∥∥T f (δx)

∥∥∥ ‖y‖
≤ v(x)

∥∥∥T f

∥∥∥ ‖δx‖ ‖y‖ = ‖ f ‖v v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖ ,

and thus v(x)δx⊗y ∈ H∞v (U, F∗)∗ with ‖v(x)δx ⊗ y‖ ≤ v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖. For the converse inequality, take

y∗ ∈ BF∗ such that |〈y∗, y〉| = ‖y‖ and consider gx ·y
∗ ∈ H∞v (U, F∗). Since ‖gx · y

∗‖v = ‖gx‖v ‖y
∗‖ ≤ 1,

we deduce that

‖v(x)δx ⊗ y‖ ≥ |(v(x)δx ⊗ y)(gx · y
∗)| = v(x) |〈(gx · y

∗)(x), y〉|

= v(x) |〈gx(x)y∗, y〉| = v(x) |gx(x)| |〈y∗, y〉| = v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖ .

�

The elements of the following tensor product space could be referred to as F-valued H∞v -

molecules on U.

Definition 2.2. Let E and F be complex Banach spaces, let U be an open subset of E and let v be

a weight on U. Define the linear space

lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F := lin {v(x)δx ⊗ y : x ∈ U, y ∈ F} ⊆ H∞v (U, F∗)∗.
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Each element γ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F can be expressed in a form (not necessarily unique):

γ =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi,

where n ∈ N, λi ∈ C, xi ∈ U and yi ∈ F for i = 1, . . . , n; and its action as a functional on a mapping

f ∈ H∞v (U, F∗) comes given by

γ( f ) =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi) 〈 f (xi), yi〉 .

2.1. Projective norm. Given two linear spaces E and F, the tensor product space E⊗F, equipped

with a norm α, is usually denoted by E ⊗α F, and the completion of E ⊗α F by E⊗̂αF. Consider

the projective norm π on u ∈ E ⊗ F, defined by

π(u) = inf


n∑

i=1

‖xi‖ ‖yi‖ : n ∈ N, x1, . . . , xn ∈ E, y1, . . . , yn ∈ F, u =

n∑

i=1

xi ⊗ yi

 ,

where the infimum is taken over all such representations of u.

We now show that the projective norm and the operator canonical norm coincide on the space

of F-valuedH∞v -molecules on U.

Proposition 2.3. Let γ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F. Then ‖γ‖ = π(γ), where

‖γ‖ = sup
{
|γ( f )| : f ∈ H∞v (U, F∗), ‖ f ‖v ≤ 1

}

and

π(γ) = inf


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖ : γ =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi

 .

Proof. Let
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi be a representation of γ. Since γ ∈ H∞v (U, F∗)∗ and

|γ( f )| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi) 〈 f (xi), yi〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) ‖ f (xi)‖ ‖yi‖

=

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥T f (δxi

)
∥∥∥ ‖yi‖ ≤ ‖ f ‖v

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖

for all f ∈ H∞v (U, F∗), we have that ||γ|| ≤
∑n

i=1 |λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖. Since this holds for each

representation of γ as above, it is deduced that ||γ|| ≤ π(γ).

To prove that π(γ) ≤ ||γ||, suppose by contradiction that ‖γ‖ < π(γ). Note that γ , 0 and

consider the set B = {µ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F : π(µ) ≤ ‖γ‖}. Clearly, B is a closed convex subset of

lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗π F. Applying the Hahn–Banach Separation Theorem to B and {γ}, we can take a

functional η ∈ (lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗π F)∗ with ‖η‖ = 1 such that

‖γ‖ = sup{Re(η(µ)) : µ ∈ B} < Re(η(γ)).

Define fη : U → F∗ by

〈 fη(x), y〉 = η (δx ⊗ y) (x ∈ U, y ∈ F).

We now show that fη is holomorphic. By [17, Exercise 8.D], it suffices to prove that for each y ∈ F,

the function fη,y : U → C, defined by

fη,y(x) = η(δx ⊗ y) (x ∈ U),
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is holomorphic. For it, let a ∈ U and since ∆v : U → lin((v∆v)(U)) is holomorphic, there exists

D∆v(a) ∈ L(E, lin((v∆v)(U))) such that

lim
x→a

δx − δa − D∆v(a)(x − a)

‖x − a‖
= 0.

Define the function T (a) : E → C by

T (a)(x) = η(D∆v(a)(x) ⊗ y) (x ∈ E) .

Clearly, T (a) is linear and

|T (a)(x)| = |η(D∆v(a)(x) ⊗ y)| ≤ ‖η‖ π (D∆v(a)(x) ⊗ y)

≤ ‖D∆v(a)(x)‖ ‖y‖ ≤ ‖D∆v(a)‖ ‖x‖ ‖y‖

for all x ∈ E, hence T (a) ∈ E∗. Since

fη,y(x) − fη,y(a) − T (a)(x − a) = η(δx ⊗ y) − η(δa ⊗ y) − η(D∆v(a)(x − a) ⊗ y)

= η ((δx − δa − D∆v(a)(x − a)) ⊗ y)

for all x ∈ U, it follows that

lim
x→a

fη,y(x) − fη,y(a) − T (a)(x − a)

‖x − a‖
= lim

x→a
η

(
δx − δa − D∆v(a)(x − a)

‖x − a‖
⊗ y

)
= 0.

Thus fη,y is holomorphic at a with D fη,y(a) = T (a), as required.

Given x ∈ U, we have

v(x)|〈 fη(x), y〉| = v(x) |η (δx ⊗ y)| ≤ v(x) ‖η‖ π(δx ⊗ y) ≤ v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖ ≤ ‖y‖

for all y ∈ F, and so v(x)
∥∥∥ fη(x)

∥∥∥ ≤ 1. Therefore fη ∈ H
∞
v (U, F∗) and

∥∥∥ fη
∥∥∥

v
≤ 1. Furthermore,

µ( fη) = η(µ) for all µ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F. Then ‖γ‖ ≥ |γ( fη)| ≥ Re(γ( fη)) = Re(η(γ)), and we

arrive at a contradiction. �

2.2. p-Chevet–SapharH∞v -norms. The p-Chevet–Saphar norms dp on the tensor product of two

Banach spaces E ⊗ F are well known (see, for example, [22, Section 6.2]).

Our study of the duality of the spaces of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings requires

the introduction of the followingH∞v -variants of such norms.

Definition 2.4. Let E and F be complex Banach spaces, let U be an open subset of E, let v be a

weight on U and let 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. For γ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F, define:

d
H∞v
1

(γ) = inf



 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

(
max
1≤i≤n
|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|

)


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖



 ,

d
H∞v
p (γ) = inf



 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗ |g(xi)|
p∗



1
p∗



n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p


(1 < p < ∞),

d
H∞v
∞ (γ) = inf



 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|



(
max
1≤i≤n
‖yi‖

) ,

where the infimum is taken over all such representations of γ as
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi.

Motivated by the analogue concept for tensor product spaces, we introduce the following.

Definition 2.5. A norm α on lin((v∆v)(U))⊗F is said to be a reasonableH∞v -crossnorm if it enjoys

the following properties:

(i) α(v(x)δx ⊗ y) = v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖ for all x ∈ U and y ∈ F,
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(ii) For every g ∈ H∞v (U) and y∗ ∈ F∗, the linear functional g ⊗ y∗ : lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F → C

defined by (g ⊗ y∗)(v(x)δx ⊗ y) = v(x)g(x)y∗(y) is bounded on lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗α F with

‖g ⊗ y∗‖ ≤ ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖.

Theorem 2.6. d
H∞v
p is a reasonableH∞v -crossnorm on lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞.

Proof. We will only prove it for 1 < p < ∞. The other cases follow similarly.

Let γ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U))⊗F and let
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗yi be a representation of γ. Clearly, d

H∞v
p (γ) ≥ 0.

Given λ ∈ C, since
∑n

i=1(λλi)v(xi)δxi
⊗ yi is a representation of λγ, we have

d
H∞v
p (λγ) ≤

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λλi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗ |g(xi)|
p∗



1
p∗



n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p

= |λ|

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗ |g(xi)|
p∗



1
p∗



n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p

.

If λ = 0, we obtain d
H∞v
p (λγ) = 0 = |λ| d

H∞v
p (γ). For λ , 0, since the preceding inequality holds

for every representation of γ, we deduce that d
H∞v
p (λγ) ≤ |λ| d

H∞v
p (γ). For the converse inequality,

note that d
H∞v
p (γ) = d

H∞v
p (λ−1(λγ)) ≤ |λ−1|d

H∞v
p (λγ) by using the proved inequality, thus |λ| d

H∞v
p (γ) ≤

d
H∞v
p (λγ) and hence d

H∞v
p (λγ) = |λ| d

H∞v
p (γ).

We now prove the triangular inequality of d
H∞v
p . Let γ1, γ2 ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F and let ε > 0. If

γ1 = 0 or γ2 = 0, there is nothing to prove. Assume γ1 , 0 , γ2. We can choose representations

γ1 =

n∑

i=1

λ1,iv(x1,i)δx1,i
⊗ y1,i, γ2 =

m∑

i=1

λ2,iv(x2,i)δx2,i
⊗ y2,i,

so that  sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ1,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x1,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x1,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗



n∑

i=1

∥∥∥y1,i

∥∥∥p



1
p

≤ d
H∞v
p (γ1) + ε

and  sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ2,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x2,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x2,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗



m∑

i=1

∥∥∥y2,i

∥∥∥p



1
p

≤ d
H∞v
p (γ2) + ε.

Fix arbitrary r, s ∈ R+ and define

λ3,iv(x3,i)δx3,i
=

{
r−1λ1,iv(x1,i)δx1,i

if i = 1, . . . , n,

s−1λ2,i−nv(x2,i−n)δx2,i−n
if i = n + 1, . . . , n + m,

y3,i =

{
ry1,i if i = 1, . . . , n,

sy2,i−n if i = n + 1, . . . , n + m.

It is clear that γ1 + γ2 =
∑n+m

i=1 λ3,iv(x3,i)δx3,i
⊗ y3,i and thus we have

d
H∞v
p (γ1 + γ2) ≤

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n+m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ3,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x3,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x3,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗



n+m∑

i=1

∥∥∥y3,i

∥∥∥p



1
p

.
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An easy verification gives

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n+m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ3,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x3,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x3,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


p∗

≤

r
−1 sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ1,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x1,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x1,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


p∗

+

s−1 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ2,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x2,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x2,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


p∗

and
n+m∑

i=1

∥∥∥y3,i

∥∥∥p
= rp

n∑

i=1

∥∥∥y1,i

∥∥∥p
+ sp

m∑

i=1

∥∥∥y2,i

∥∥∥p
.

Using Young’s Inequality, it follows that

d
H∞v
p (γ1 + γ2) ≤

1

p∗

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n+m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ3,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x3,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x3,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


p∗

+
1

p

n+m∑

i=1

∥∥∥y3,i

∥∥∥p

≤
r−p∗

p∗

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ1,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x1,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x1,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


p∗

+
rp

p

n∑

i=1

∥∥∥y1,i

∥∥∥p

+
s−p∗

p∗

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ2,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x2,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(z2,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


p∗

+
sp

p

m∑

i=1

∥∥∥y2,i

∥∥∥p
.

Since r, s were arbitrary in R+, taking above

r = (d
H∞v
p (γ1) + ε)

− 1
p∗

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ1,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x1,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x1,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗
 ,

s = (d
H∞v
p (γ2) + ε)

− 1
p∗

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


m∑

i=1

∣∣∣λ2,i

∣∣∣p
∗

v(x2,i)
p∗

∣∣∣g(x2,i)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗
 ,

we obtain that d
H∞v
p (γ1+γ2) ≤ d

H∞v
p (γ1)+d

H∞v
p (γ2)+2ε, and thus d

H∞v
p (γ1+γ2) ≤ d

H∞v
p (γ1)+d

H∞v
p (γ2)

by the arbitrariness of ε. Hence d
H∞v
p is a seminorm. To prove that it is a norm, note first that

π(γ) ≤

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖

=

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∣∣∣gxi

(xi)
∣∣∣ ‖yi‖

≤


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗
∣∣∣gxi

(xi)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p

≤ sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗ |g(xi)|
p∗



1
p∗


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p

,

by applying Hölder’s Inequality, and therefore π(γ) ≤ d
H∞v
p (γ) by taking the infimum over all

representations of γ. Now, if d
H∞v
p (γ) = 0, then π(γ) = 0 and thus γ = 0 by Proposition 2.3.
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Finally, we show that d
H∞v
p is a reasonable H∞v -crossnorm on lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F. First, given

x ∈ U and y ∈ F, we have

v(x) ‖δx‖ ‖y‖ = ‖v(x)δx ⊗ y‖ = π(v(x)δx ⊗ y) ≤ d
H∞v
p (v(x)δx ⊗ y)

by Propositions 2.1 and 2.3 and by proved above, and, conversely, one has

d
H∞v
p (v(x)δx ⊗ y) ≤

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

v(x) |g(x)|

 ‖y‖ = v(x)‖δx‖‖y‖.

Second, given g ∈ H∞v (U) and y∗ ∈ F∗,

|(g ⊗ y∗)(γ)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

λi(g ⊗ y∗)(v(xi)δxi
⊗ yi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)g(xi)y
∗(yi)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)| |y
∗(yi)| =

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∣∣∣Jv(g)(δxi

)
∣∣∣ |y∗(yi)|

≤ ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖ = ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∣∣∣gxi

(xi)
∣∣∣ ‖yi‖

≤ ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗
∣∣∣gxi

(xi)
∣∣∣p
∗



1
p∗


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p

≤ ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖ sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p∗ v(xi)

p∗ |g(xi)|
p∗



1
p∗


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p



1
p

.

Taking infimum over all the representations of γ, we deduce that |(g ⊗ y∗)(γ)| ≤ ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖ d

H∞v
p (γ).

Hence g ⊗ y∗ ∈ (lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗
d
H∞v
p

F)∗ with ‖g ⊗ y∗‖ ≤ ‖g‖v ‖y
∗‖. �

We now compute d
H∞v
p with a simpler formula for p = 1 and p = ∞. In fact, the 1-Chevet–Saphar

H∞v -norm coincides with the projective norm.

Proposition 2.7. For γ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F, we have

d
H∞v
1

(γ) = inf


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖



and

d
H∞v
∞ (γ) = inf

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)| ‖yi‖



 ,

where the infimum is taken over all such representations of γ as
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi.
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Proof. Let γ ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F and let
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi be a representation of γ. We have

π(γ) ≤

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖ =

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

|g(xi)|

 ‖yi‖

≤

n∑

i=1

max
1≤i≤n

|λi| v(xi) sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

|g(xi)|

 ‖yi‖ =

max
1≤i≤n

|λi| v(xi) sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

|g(xi)|





n∑

i=1

‖yi‖



=

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)

(
max
1≤i≤n
|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|

)


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖



and therefore π(γ) ≤ d
H∞v
1

(γ). Conversely, since d
H∞v
1

is a crossnorm, we have

d
H∞v
1

(γ) ≤

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)d
H∞v
1

(δxi
⊗ yi) =

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi)
∥∥∥δxi

∥∥∥ ‖yi‖ ,

and thus d
H∞v
1

(γ) ≤ π(γ).

On the other hand, we have

sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)| ‖yi‖

 ≤
(
max
1≤i≤n
‖yi‖

)
sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)|

 ,

and taking the infimum over all representations of γ gives

inf

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)| ‖yi‖

 : γ =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi

 ≤ d
H∞v
∞ (γ).

Conversely, we can assume without loss of generality that yi , 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and since

γ =
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi) ‖yi‖ δxi
⊗ (yi/ ‖yi‖), we obtain

d
H∞v
∞ (γ) ≤ sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) ‖yi‖ |g(xi)|

 ,

and taking the infimum over all representations of γ, we conclude that

d
H∞v
∞ (γ) ≤ inf

 sup
g∈BH∞v


n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) |g(xi)| ‖yi‖

 : γ =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi

 .

�

2.3. Duality. Given p ∈ [1,∞], we will show that the dual of the space lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F can

be canonically identified as the space of p-summing weighted holomorphic mappings from U to

F∗.

Theorem 2.8. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, the space (Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗), π

H∞v
p ) is isometrically isomorphic to

(lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗, via the mapping Λ : Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗)→ (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂

d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗ defined by

Λ( f )(γ) =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi) 〈 f (xi), yi〉
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for f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗) and γ =

∑n
i=1 λiv(xi)δxi

⊗ yi ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F. Furthermore, its inverse

comes given by 〈
Λ−1(ϕ)(x), y

〉
= ϕ(δx ⊗ y)

for ϕ ∈ (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗, x ∈ U and y ∈ F.

Proof. We prove it for 1 < p < ∞. The cases p = 1 and p = ∞ can be proved similarly.

Let f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗) and let Λ0( f ) : lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F → C be the linear functional given by

Λ0( f )(γ) =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi) 〈 f (xi), yi〉

for γ =
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F. Note that Λ0( f ) ∈ (lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗

d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗ with

‖Λ0( f )‖ ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) since

|Λ0( f )(γ)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi) 〈 f (xi), yi〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑

i=1

|λi| v(xi) ‖ f (xi)‖ ‖yi‖

≤


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p ‖ f (xi)‖
p



1
p


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p∗



1
p∗

≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ) sup

g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p


n∑

i=1

‖yi‖
p∗



1
p∗

,

and taking infimum over all the representations of γ, we deduce that |Λ0( f )(γ)| ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f )d

H∞v
p∗ (γ).

Since γ was arbitrary, then Λ0( f ) is continuous on lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗
d
H∞v
p∗

F with ‖Λ0( f )‖ ≤ π
H∞v
p ( f ).

Hence there is a unique continuous functionΛ( f ) : lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F → C that extendsΛ0( f ).

Further, Λ( f ) is linear and ‖Λ( f )‖ = ‖Λ0( f )‖. Let Λ : Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗)→ (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂

d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗ be the

mapping so defined.

Clearly, Λ0 : Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗) → (lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗

d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗ is linear. To show its injectivity, if f ∈

Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗) and Λ0( f ) = 0, then v(x) 〈 f (x), y〉 = Λ0( f )(v(x)δx ⊗ y) = 0 for all x ∈ U and y ∈ F,

hence f (x) = 0 for all x ∈ U and thus f = 0. Then Λ is also linear and injective. Indeed, let φ ∈

lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F and let {γn} be a sequence in lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗
d
H∞v
p∗

F such that d
H∞v
p∗ (γn − φ)→ 0

when n→∞. Given a, b ∈ C and f , g ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗), an easy calculation shows that

Λ(a f + bg)(γn) = Λ0(a f + bg)(γn) = (aΛ0( f ) + bΛ0(g))(γn) = (aΛ( f ) + bΛ(g))(γn)

for all n ∈ N, and taking limits with n → ∞, we have that Λ(a f + bg)(φ) = (aΛ( f ) + bΛ(g))(φ).

Hence Λ is linear. For the injectivity of Λ, note that if f ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗) and Λ( f ) = 0, then

Λ0( f ) = 0 which implies that f = 0 by the injectivity of Λ0.

To prove that Λ is a surjective isometry, let ϕ ∈ (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F)∗ and define fϕ : U → F∗

by 〈
fϕ(x), y

〉
= ϕ(δx ⊗ y) (x ∈ U, y ∈ F) .

As in the proof of Proposition 2.3, it is similarly proved that fϕ ∈ H
∞
v (U, F∗) with

∥∥∥ fϕ
∥∥∥

v
≤ ‖ϕ‖.
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We now prove that fϕ ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗). Fix n ∈ N, λ1, . . . , λn ∈ C and x1, . . . , xn ∈ U. Let ε > 0.

For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, there exists yi ∈ F with ‖yi‖ ≤ 1+ε such that
〈

fϕ(xi), yi

〉
=

∥∥∥ fϕ(xi)
∥∥∥. Clearly,

the function T : Cn → C, defined by

T (t1, . . . , tn) =

n∑

i=1

tiλiv(xi)
∥∥∥ fϕ(xi)

∥∥∥ , ∀(t1, . . . , tn) ∈ Cn,

is linear and continuous on (Cn, ||·||p∗) with ‖T‖ =
(∑n

i=1 |λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥ fϕ(xi)

∥∥∥p
) 1

p
. For any (t1, . . . , tn) ∈

C
n with ||(t1, . . . , tn)||p∗ ≤ 1, we have

|T (t1, . . . , tn)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ϕ


n∑

i=1

tiλiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ‖ϕ‖ d

H∞v
p∗


n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ tiyi



≤ ‖ϕ‖

 sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p




n∑

i=1

‖tiyi‖
p∗



1
p∗

≤ (1 + ε) ‖ϕ‖ sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

therefore


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥ fϕ(xi)

∥∥∥p



1
p

≤ (1 + ε) ‖ϕ‖ sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

and since ε was arbitrary, we have


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p
∥∥∥ fϕ(xi)

∥∥∥p



1
p

≤ ‖ϕ‖ sup
g∈BH∞v (U)


n∑

i=1

|λi|
p v(xi)

p |g(xi)|
p



1
p

,

and we conclude that fϕ ∈ Π
H∞v
p (U, F∗) with π

H∞v
p ( fϕ) ≤ ‖ϕ‖.

Finally, for any γ =
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F, we get

Λ( fϕ)(γ) =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)
〈

fϕ(xi), yi

〉
=

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)ϕ(δxi
⊗ yi) = ϕ


n∑

i=1

λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi

 = ϕ(γ).

Hence Λ( fϕ) = ϕ on a dense subspace of lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂
d
H∞v
p∗

F and we conclude that Λ( fϕ) = ϕ.

This also justifies the last statement of the theorem. Moreover, π
H∞v
p ( fϕ) ≤ ‖ϕ‖ =

∥∥∥Λ( fϕ)
∥∥∥. �

In light of Theorem 2.8 and taking into account Propositions 1.8, 2.3 and 2.7, we can identify

the spaceH∞v (U, F∗) with the dual space of lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂F ⊆ H∞v (U, F∗)∗.

Corollary 2.9. The space (H∞v (U, F∗), ‖ · ‖v) is isometrically isomorphic to (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂‖·‖F)∗,

via the mapping Λ : H∞v (U, F∗)→ (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂‖·‖F)∗ given by

Λ( f )(γ) =

n∑

i=1

λiv(xi) 〈 f (xi), yi〉

for f ∈ H∞v (U, F∗) and γ =
∑n

i=1 λiv(xi)δxi
⊗ yi ∈ lin((v∆v)(U)) ⊗ F, with inverse

〈
Λ−1(ϕ)(x), y

〉
= ϕ(δx ⊗ y)

for ϕ ∈ (lin((v∆v)(U))⊗̂‖·‖F)∗, x ∈ U and y ∈ F. �



p-SUMMING WEIGHTED HOLOMORPHIC MAPPINGS 23

References

[1] D. Achour and L. Mezrag, On the Cohen strongly p-summing multilinear operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 327

(2007), no. 1, 550–563.
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France, Asterisque 11, Paris, 1974.

[17] J. Mujica, Complex Analysis in Banach spaces, Dover Publications, 2010.

[18] D. Pellegrino, Strongly almost summing holomorphic mappings, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 287 (2003), no. 1, 244–

252.
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