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Abstract. We show that every Banach space in which weakly compact sets are super weakly
compact in automatically weakly sequentially complete answering a question from [11]. In the
proof we show how to build a weakly compact set which is not super weakly compact from
an arbitrary nontrivial weakly Cauchy sequence using the notion of a summing subsequence of
Rosenthal or Singer.

1. Introduction

Super weakly compact sets are a localization of superreflexivity in the same sense as weakly

compact sets are a localization of reflexivity. Many papers were devoted to their study [3, 4,

5, 6, 8, 13], and many interesting properties of super weakly compact sets are known. The

focus of this paper are spaces in which every weakly compact set is super weakly compact –

these include superreflexive spaces, Schur spaces, L1(µ), C(K)∗ or preduals of JBW∗ triples

[6, Section 6], Lipschitz-free spaces over superreflexive spaces and duals of rich subspaces of

C(K,Rn) [11, Remark 3.4., Theorem 3.6.], or Lipschitz-free spaces over some special kinds of

Carnot-Carathéodory metric spaces [2, Theorem 3.7.].

In [11], the so-called property (R) was investigated – a Banach space X has property (R)

if and only if every weakly precompact subset of X is relatively super weakly compact. It can

be easily seen that property (R) of X is equivalent to the fact that X is weakly sequentially

complete and every relatively weakly compact subset of X is relatively super weakly compact.

As all the known Banach spaces where every weakly compact set is super weakly compact (see

the list in the previous paragraph) are also weakly sequentially complete, the following question

was asked [11, Question 1]:

Question 1. Is there a Banach space in which every weakly compact set is super weakly compact

but which is not weakly sequentially complete?

In this paper we give a negative answer to this question. Our method is based on the notion

of a summing sequence – a seminormalised basic sequence on which we can define the summing

functional. This notion was used by Rosenthal under the name wide-(s) sequence [10] (the same

notion was originally used under the name P ∗ sequence by Singer [12]). By a result from [10],

every nontrivial weakly Cauchy sequence (that is weakly Cauchy but not weakly convergent
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2 Z. SILBER

sequence) has a summing subsequence, and thus we can think of nontrivial weakly Cauchy

summing sequences as a kind of witness sequences for failure of weak sequential completeness.

We describe a way how to use a nontrivial weakly Cauchy summing sequence in a Banach

space X to find a subset of X which is weakly compact but not super weakly compact, which

will answer Question 1. It follows that the assumption of weak sequential completeness in the

definition of property (R) is redundant.

2. The result

Let us first recall the main notions we will work with in the rest of the paper.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a subset of a Banach space X. We say that A is relatively super

weakly compact if AU is relatively weakly compact in XU for every free ultrafilter U on N. We

say that A is super weakly compact if it is relatively super weakly compact and weakly closed.

Recall that XU is the quotient of ℓ∞(X) by the null space NU = {(xn)n∈N ∈ ℓ∞(X) :

limU xn = 0} and AU is the subset of XU , whose elements have representatives (xn)n∈N where

xn ∈ A for each n ∈ N. For more details see e.g. [6]. The following proposition by Lancien and

Raja [6, Theorem 3.7.] is a characterization of convex super weakly compact sets.

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a bounded closed convex subset of a Banach space X. The following

are equivalent:

(i) A is super weakly compact;

(ii) There is no θ > 0 such that for every n ∈ N there are sequences (xn
k)k≤n ⊆ A, (fn

k )k≤n ⊆
BX∗ such that fn

k (xn
j ) = 0 if k > j and fn

k (xn
j ) = θ if k ≤ j.

Definition 2.3. A sequence (xn)n∈N in a Banach space X is weakly Cauchy if for every x∗ ∈ X∗

the sequence of scalars (x∗(xn))n∈N is convergent. We say that (xn)n∈N is nontrivial weakly

Cauchy if it is weakly Cauchy but not weakly convergent. A Banach space X is weakly sequen-

tially complete if every weakly Cauchy sequence in X is weakly convergent.

Application of the uniform boundedness principle yields that a sequence (xn)n∈N in X is

weakly Cauchy if and only if there is x∗∗ ∈ X∗∗ such that (xn)n∈N converges to x∗∗ in the weak∗

topology of X∗∗, and it is nontrivial weakly Cauchy if this x∗∗ is an element of X∗∗ \X.

Definition 2.4. A seminormalised basic sequence (xn)n∈N in a Banach space X is called sum-

ming if there is a functional x∗ ∈ X∗ such that x∗(xn) = 1 for every n ∈ N. The functional x∗

is called the summing functional of (xn)n∈N.

It can be easily seen that a seminormalised basic sequence (xn)n∈N is summing if and only

if it dominates the summing basis of c0 (that is the mapping
∑︁

n∈N anxn ∈ span(xn)n∈N ↦→∑︁
n∈N anfn ∈ c0 is bounded, where (fn)n∈N is defined by fn = e1 + · · · + en and (en)n∈N is

the canonical basis of c0). Our notion of a summing sequence differs from the notion of an
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(s) sequence of Rosenthal [10, Definition 2.1.] in the fact that we do not apriori assume the

sequence to be nontrivial weakly Cauchy. In the terminology of [10], our summing sequences

are precisely the wide-(s) sequences, and in the terminology of [12], our summing sequences are

precisely the P ∗ sequences.

The following proposition is taken from [10, Proposition 2.2.].

Proposition 2.5. Let (xn)n∈N be a nontrivial weakly Cauchy sequence in a Banach space X.

Then (xn)n∈N has a summing subsequence.

Remark 2.6. A Banach space X is not reflexive if and only if it contains a summing sequence.

This has been proven by Singer [12, Theorem 2.] for X with a basis and by Pelczyński [7] for

general X. We will now show an alternative proof.

First note that a summing sequence cannot have a weakly convergent subsequence (as the

only possible weak cluster point of a seminormalised basic sequence is zero, see e.g. [1, Lemma

1.6.1.], and the summing functional witnesses that no subsequence of the summing sequence

can be weakly null), and thus a Banach space containing a summing sequence cannot be re-

flexive. On the other hand, if a Banach space X is not reflexive, we can find a seminormalised

sequence without weakly convergent subsequences. By Rosenthal’s ℓ1 theorem [9] we can pass

to a subsequence which is either weakly Cauchy or equivalent to the canonical basis of ℓ1. In

the first case, we get a nontrivial weakly Cauchy sequence which has a summing subsequence

by Proposition 2.5. In the second case, we just need to realize that the canonical basis of ℓ1 is

clearly summing.

Proposition 2.7. Let (xn)n∈N be a summing sequence in a Banach space X. Then there is a

uniformly bounded sequence of functionals (sn)n∈N ⊆ X∗ such that sn(xm) = 1 if n ≤ m and

sn(xm) = 0 if n > m.

Proof. By the Hahn-Banach theorem we can assume that (xn)n∈N is a basis of X, that is, we

can assume that X = span(xn)n∈N. For n ∈ N define x∗
n ∈ X∗ by the formula

x∗
n(x) =

n∑︂
j=1

aj, x =
∞∑︂
j=1

ajxj ∈ X.

Then it is easy to check that (x∗
n)n∈N weak∗ converges to the summing functional x∗ of (xn)n∈N

in X∗. In particular, (x∗
n)n∈N is bounded. Set s1 = x∗ and for n > 1 set sn = x∗ − x∗

n−1. Then

(sn)n∈N clearly satisfies the conclusion of the proposition. □

Theorem 2.8. Let X be a Banach space where relatively weakly compact sets are relatively

super weakly compact. Then X is weakly sequentially complete.

Proof. Suppose that X is not weakly sequentially complete. Then there is a nontrivial weakly

Cauchy sequence (xn)n∈N in X. Using Proposition 2.5 we can without loss of generality assume
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that (xn)n∈N is summing and denote by (sn)n∈N the functionals from Proposition 2.7. Let us

define

ynj = xn+j − xn, n ∈ N, j ≤ n.

Then {ynj : n ∈ N, j ≤ n} is a relatively weakly compact subset of X. Indeed, it follows from the

fact that (xn)n∈N is weakly Cauchy that {ynj : n ∈ N, j ≤ n} is actually a weakly null sequence.

Hence, A = conv{ynj : n ∈ N, j ≤ n} is weakly compact by the Krein-Šmulian theorem. We

will use Proposition 2.2 to show that A is not super weakly compact. Define (gnj )j≤n, n ∈ N,

by gnj = sn+j, then

gnj (yni ) = sn+j(xn+i − xn) = sn+j(xn+i) =

{︄
1, if j ≤ i

0, if j > i.

Hence, if we set c = sup ∥sn∥ = sup
⃦⃦
gnj
⃦⃦

, and fn
j = c−1gnj for j ≤ n, then (ynj )j≤n ⊆ A and

(fn
j )j≤n ⊆ BX∗ , n ∈ N, witness the failure of Proposition 2.2 (ii) with θ = c−1. It follows

by Proposition 2.2 that A is not relatively super weakly compact. Hence, it is not true that

relatively weakly compact sets in X are relatively super weakly compact, and the theorem

follows. □

Recall the following definition of property (R) from [11].

Definition 2.9. We say that a Banach space X has property (R) if every weakly precompact

subset of X is relatively super weakly compact.

It can be easily seen that a Banach space X has property (R) if and only if it is weakly

sequentially complete and every weakly compact subset of X is super weakly compact. In the

light of the preceding theorem, the assumption of weak sequential completeness in the definition

of property (R) is redundant – we have:

Corollary 2.10. Let X be a Banach space. The following are equivalent:

(1) X has property (R);

(2) Every weakly compact subset of X is super weakly compact.
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