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On Subspaces of Non-commutative L,-Spaces
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Abstract: We study some structural aspects of the subspaces of the non-commutative (Haagerup)

Lp-spaces associated with a general (non necessarily semi-finite) von Neumann algebra (. If a subspace X

n
P

copy of £p. If X contains uniformly the finite dimensional Schatten classes Sy, it contains their £p-direct

of L,(Q) contains uniformly the spaces £, n > 1, it contains an almost isometric, almost 1-complemented
sum too. We obtain a version of the classical Kadec-Pelczynski dichotomy theorem for Lj,-spaces, p > 2.
We also give operator space versions of these results. The proofs are based on previous structural results
on the ultrapowers of L,(Q), together with a careful analysis of the elements of an ultrapower L,(()y,
which are disjoint from the subspace L,(Q). These techniques permit to recover a recent result of N.
Randrianantoanina concerning a Subsequence Splitting Lemma for the general non-commutative L, spaces.
Various notions of p-equiintegrability are studied (one of which is equivalent to Randrianantoanina’s one)
and some results obtained by Haagerup, Rosenthal and Sukochev for Ly-spaces based on finite von Neumann

algebras concerning subspaces of Ly, () containing ¢, are extended to the general case.
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0. Introduction

Since several years the study of non-commutative L,-spaces has incited new interest
because of their close relations with the new and rapidly developing Operator Space
Theory and Non-commutative Probability Theory. It is known now that non-commutative
integration is a fundamental tool in both latter theories. Conversely, results and problems
from these theories permit to gain new insight into the theory of non-commutative L,-spaces
and at the same time pose new problems in the frame of this theory: see for instance the
recent works [EJR], [Jul-3], [JX], [NO], [O], [PX], [R1-4].

The starting point of the present work is a problem arising from the theory of OL,-
spaces, which was initiated by Effros and Ruan ([ER1]) and developed in the recent paper
[JNRX] (see also [JOR], [NOJ). To explain this, we first recall the famous Kadec-Pelczynski
dichotomy theorem, which states that every closed subspace of L,(0,1), 2 < p < oo, either
is isomorphic to a Hilbert space or contains a subspace which is isomorphic to ¢, and
complemented in L,(0,1). This theorem plays an important role in the classical theory of
Ly-spaces. The class of OL,-spaces is an analog for the category of operator spaces of the
class of Ly-spaces in the category of Banach spaces; when going back to the Banach space
category by forgetting the matricial structure, the class of OL,-spaces gives rise to a still
new class of Banach spaces, which could be called “non-commutative £,-spaces”: X belongs
to this class if for some A, every finite dimensional subspace of X is contained in another
subspace, which is A-isomorphic to a finite dimensional non-commutative L,-space. It is then
natural to look for a non-commutative version of the Kadec-Pelczynski dichotomy. A version
of the usual Kadec-Pelczynski’s dichotomy in a non-commutative setting exists already in the
literature, with exactly the same statement; it was proved indeed in [S] for non-commutative
L,-spaces based on finite von Neumann algebras (under an equivalent form), and in [R2] for
semi-finite ones.

This version however does not help at all in developing the theory of OL,-spaces
(the conclusion it gives is “too commutative” in a certain sense). A stronger, still very
hypothetical statement would be preferable in this direction:

A closed subspace of a non-commutative L,-space (2 < p < oo) should either be embeddable
into a commutative Ly-space or contain a copy of the p-direct sum K, = (@ Sy), of the
n>1

finite dimensional p-Schatten classes.

A step towards this direction is made in the present paper, namely the following
theorem, which is one of our main results:

Theorem 0.1. Let 4 be a von Neumann algebra (non necessarily semi-finite), 0 < p < 0o,
p # 2 and X a closed subspace of L,(Q). Assume that for some constant A > 1, and for
every n > 1, X contains a subspace A-isomorphic to the space Sy} (resp. and ji-complemented
in L,(Q) — in this case we suppose p > 1). Then for every ¢ > 0, X contains a subspace
(A + ¢)-isomorphic to K, (resp. and (Au + €)-complemented in L,(Q)).

This result has a forerunner in the case @ = B({3) (then L,(Q) is the usual Schatten
class Sy ), which was obtained by Arazy and Lindenstrauss in [ArL]. Their proof, which relies
on a careful analysis of the local structure of S, together with a clever use of Ramsey’s
theorem, can be extended to some special cases of Theorem 0.1 (e.g. when @ is finite
and p > 2) but we hardly imagine how to adapt it to the general situation described in
Theorem 0.1. Our proof of Theorem 0.1 heavily depends on ultrapower techniques, using the
fact, proved in [Ral, that the class of non-commutative L,-spaces is closed under ultrapowers.
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In fact, we will see that the subspace of X isomorphic to K, obtained in Theorem 0.1 is built
over a sequence of subspaces isomorphic to the Sj’s and “almost disjoint”. This approach to
Theorem 0.1 also allows us to extend to all von Neumann algebras the first non-commutative
version of the Kadec-Petczynski dichotomy mentioned previously, which remained an open
question in the non semi-finite case. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 0.2. Let A be a von Neumann algebra, 2 < p < oo and X a closed subspace of
L,(Q). Then either X is isomorphic to a Hilbert space and complemented in L,(Q) or X
contains a subspace isomorphic to ¢, and complemented in L,(Q).

This paper is organized as follows. In section 1 we recall some necessary preliminaries
on non-commutative L,-spaces and their ultrapowers. The non-commutative L,-spaces we
consider are those constructed by Haagerup [H]. Contrary to the class of “usual” L,-spaces
associated with a normal faithful semi-finite trace, the class of Haagerup L,-spaces is closed
under ultraproducts ([Ra]). The main tools of the paper are developed in section 2, where
we show how to push disjoint elements in an ultrapower of L, () down to disjoint elements
of L,(@). Theorem 0.1 above will be proved in Section 3. In fact, we shall prove a more
general result by replacing the spaces S} by a sequence of finite dimensional spaces. Section
4 is devoted to the equiintegrability in L,(Q). We give a rather complete study of the p-
equiintegrable subsets of L, (Q). Our techniques permit us to easily recover the Subsequence
Splitting Lemma proved by N. Randrianantoanina [R3]. In section 5 we characterize the
subspaces of L,(Q) which contain a subspace isomorphic to ¢,. As a corollary, we get
Theorem 0.2. Such characterizations are classical in the commutative case, and were recently
proved for spaces associated with finite or semifinite von Neumann algebras in [HRS], [R1]
and [SX]. The last section aims at extending the previous results to the operator space
setting. There we get the operator space versions of Theorems 0.1 and 0.2. We also add an
appendix whose result determines when equality occurs in the non-commutative Clarkson
inequality. This result improves a previous theorem due to H. Kosaki [Ko2| and implies a
characterization of isometric 2-dimensional ¢,-subspaces of L,(() which is repeatedly used
in the paper.

The main results of this paper were announced in the Note [RaX].

1. Preliminaries

This section contains notations, most notions and basic facts necessary to the whole
paper. For clarity we divide it into three subsections.

Non-commutative L,-spaces

There are several equivalent constructions of non-commutative L,-spaces associated
with a von Neumann algebra (c.f., e.g. [AM], [H], [Hi], [I], [Kol], [Te2]). We shall use in
this paper Haagerup’s construction, which we recall briefly now (see [Tel] for a precise
introduction to the subject). Let U be a von Neumann algebra. For 0 < p < oo, the spaces
L,(Q) are constructed as spaces of measurable operators relative not to 0 but to a certain
semi-finite super von Neumann algebra of (I, namely, the crossed product of by one of
its modular automorphism groups. Let M be the crossed product of (I by the modular
automorphism group (o¢):er of a fixed normal faithful semifinite weight w on @ (see [KaR],
I1.13). Let (65) be the dual automorphism group on M. It is well known that @ is a von
Neumann subalgebra of M and that the position of @ in M is determined by the group
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(05) in the following sense:
Vee M, zel<+< (VseRR, bs(z) =x)

Moreover M is semi-finite and can be canonically equipped with a normal faithful semifinite
trace 7 such that

Vee M, Ty =¢e°T

Note that the von Neumann algebra M is independent from the choice of the n. s. f.
weight w on @ (up to a *-isomorphism preserving the trace and the group (6;)).

Let Lo(M, 7) be the space of measurable operators associated with 7 (in Nelson’s sense
[N]). Recall that Lo(M,7) is the completion of M, when M is equipped with the vector
space topology given by the neighborhoods of the origin:

N(e,d) = {x € M | Je € M projection s. t. ||ze|| < e and 7(et) < &}

Then the operations on M extend by continuity to Lo(M, ), which becomes a topological
*_algebra.

Note that if M acts on a Hilbert space H, Lo(M, ) can be identified with a class of
unbounded, closed, densely defined operators on H affiliated with M. The operations on
Lo(M, 7) are identified with the strong sum and the strong product of unbounded operators
(i. e. the sum, resp. the product followed by the closure operation).

If h is an element of Lo(M,T), we define its left support £(h) (resp right support r(h))
as the least projection e of M such that eh = h (resp. he = h). Clearly ¢(h*) = r(h), so if h
is self-adjoint, ¢(h) = r(h) which we call then simply the support of h and denote by s(h).

The space Lo(M, T) is equipped with a positive cone

LQ(M,T)+ = {h*h ‘ h € Lo(M,T)}

which is the completion of the positive cone of M. Every element h € Lo(M, 7) has a unique
polar decomposition
h = w|h|

where |h| = (h*h)'/? € Lo(M,7); and u is a partial isometry of M whose right support is
equal to that of h.

The *-automorphisms 6y, s € IR extend to *-automorphisms of Lo(M, 7). For 0 < p <
00, the space L,(Q) is defined by

Ly(Q) = {h € Lo(M, ) | 05(h) = e~*/Ph}

The space Lo (@) coincides with @ (modulo the inclusions @& C M C Lg(M,7)). The
spaces L,(Q) are closed self-adjoint linear subspaces of Ly(M, 7). They are closed under
left and right multiplications by elements of (.. If h = w |h| is the polar decomposition of
h € Lo(M,T), then

heL,(Q)<=uec@and |h| € L,(A)

As a consequence, the left and right supports of h € L,(Q) belong to Q.
It was shown by Haagerup that there is a linear homeomorphism ¢ ~ h, from
Q. onto L;(A) (equipped with the vector space topology inherited from Lo(M,T)),
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and this homeomorphism preserves the additional structure (conjugation, positivity, polar
decomposition, action of @). It permits to transfer the norm of @, to a norm on L;(Q),
denoted by || [|;-
The space L1 (Q) is equipped with a distinguished bounded positive linear form Tr, the
“trace”, defined by
Vped., Tr(h,)=p(1)

Consequently, ||h||; = Tr (|h|) for every h € Li(Q).
For every 0 < p < oo, the Mazur map Ay — A4, x — 2P extends by continuity to a
map Lo(M,7)y — Lo(M,T)4, h — hP. Then

Vh € Lo(M, 7)1 heL,(Q) <= h’ e L;(Q)

For h € L,(Q) set ||h[|, = || |1 ||1/p Then || [, is a norm when 1 < p < 0o, and a p-norm
when 0 < p < 1 (see [Ko3] for this case). The associated vector space topology coincides
with that inherited from Lo(M, 7).

Another important link between the spaces L,(Q) is the external product: in fact the
product of Lo(M, 1), (h, k) — h -k, restricts to a bounded bilinear map L,(Q) x L,(Q) —
L.(Q), where 1 = 1 4 %. This bilinear map has norm one (“non commutative Holder
inequality”).

Assume that % + % = 1. Then the bilinear form L,(Q) x L,(Q) — C, (h,k) — Tr (h-k)
defines a duality bracket between L,(Q) and L,(Q), for which L,(Q) is (isometrically) the
dual of L,(Q) (if p # 00); moreover we have the tracial property:

1
p

Vh € Ly(Q), k € Ly(Q), Tr(hk) = Tr (kh)

Definition 1.1. i) Two elements h,k € Lyo(M, 1) are called disjoint, written as h L k, if
they have disjoint left, resp. right supports:
¢(h) L4(k) and 7r(h) L r(k)

ii) A sequence (hy,) C Lo(M,T) is called disjoint if the h,’s are pairwise disjoint; if
in addition (h,) C L,(Q) (0 < p < ), (hy) is called almost disjoint if there is a disjoint
sequence (h}) such that lim, ||h, — Rl |, = 0.

Note that if (h,,) is almost disjoint in L,(Q@), so is (h(,)) for every permutation 7 on
IN; thus we can speak of an almost disjoint countable subset in L,(Q).

We shall repeatedly use of the following two facts.

Fact 1.2. i) If h € Lo(M, 7)1 and 0 < p < oo, then s(hP) = s(h).

ii) If hyk € Lo(M, ), then hk =0 iff r(h) L (k).

Proof: This is easy via a realization of Lo(M,T) as a set of of unbounded, closed, densely
defined operators on a Hilbert space H. Then £(h), resp. r(h)* is the projection onto the
closure of the range of h, resp. onto the kernel of h. If h € Lo(M, 7)4, then it is self-adjoint

and property i) is well known. Concerning ii) we note that if hk = 0, then ran (k) C ker h,
so £(k) < r(h)L; conversely if r(h) L £(k) then hk = hr(h)é(k)k = 0. []

Fact 1.3. Let 0 < p < 0o and h, k be two elements of L,(Q).
i) If h Lk, then ||h + K[|} = Hth—f— 1K
ii) Conversely if p # 2 and ||h + k||p = ||h kNl = IRl + (1[5, then h L k.

Proof: i) If h L k, then |h + k|” = ||’ + |k|", hence Tr |h + k| = Tr|h|” + Tr |k|”.
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ii) These two equalities implies that h, k verify the equality case of Clarkson’s inequality.
By Theorem A1l of the Appendix, these elements are disjoint. []

We finally mention the following “localization” fact which will be used in section 2.

Fact 1.4. If e is an arbitrary projection of Q, then the subspace eL,(Q)e is isometrically
isomorphic to L,(eQe), the L,-space associated with the reduced von Neumann algebra
eQe; this isomorphism preserves the bimodule structure (over eQe) as well as the external
product in the L, scale; in particular, it preserves the disjointness.

This is easily seen by taking a special n. s. f. weight of the form

w(x) = w (exe) + wo(etzet)

where wq, wy are n. s. f. weights on eQe, resp. et @er. Then it is easy to see that e is
invariant under the automorphism group (o}") associated with w and that ;" is nothing
but the restriction of 0;” to e@e. Thus the crossed product M. associated with eQe is
nothing but eMe, on which the dual automorphism group (0¢) is simply the restriction of
(05) and the trace 7 is the restriction of 7.

Ultrapowers of non-commutative L,-spaces

Let U be an ultrafilter over some index set I. If X is a Banach space, let ¢ (I; X) be
the Banach space of bounded families of elements of X, indexed by I, equipped with the
usual supremum norm. Let N¥ be the subspace of U-vanishing families, i.e.

N = {(zi)ier € loo(T; X) | im ||| = 0}

The ultrapower Xy, is simply the quotient Banach space £ (I; X)/NY. If (x;);c7 is a member
of /o (I; X), we denote by (x;)® its image by the canonical surjection ¢, (I; X) — Xy. The
norm of this later element is simply given by ||(z;)®| = hILI{l ||| -

)

The space X is canonically isometrically embedded into its ultrapower X;; by the
diagonal embedding = — (z)?, where (z); is the constant family (all the members of which
are equal to z). We set £ = (x)?. Sometimes we omit the hat over x when no confusion can
occur. If X is not finite dimensional and the ultrafilter is not trivial (i.e. not principal) then
X # Xy.

If X,Y are Banach spaces and T : X — Y is a bounded linear operator, we can
define canonically the ultrapower Ty, of T' as the operator Xy — Yy, (2;)® — (Tx;)®. More
generally we can define analogously the ultrapower F; of a locally uniformly continuous map
F: X — Y. Inparticular, if B : X XY — Z is a bounded bilinear map, it has an ultrapower
map By : Xy x Yy — Zy defined by B(§,n) = (B(x;,y:))® whenever £ = (z;)®,n = (y;)°.

All these are also valid for quasi-Banach spaces.

Now let @ be a C*-algebra. Then (y, is an involutive complex Banach algebra when
equipped with the natural product and conjugation operations which are the respective
ultrapowers of the product and the conjugation operations of Q. In fact, (g, is a C*-algebra
since it verifies the axiom ||zz*|| = ||z|° for every = € Qy, which characterizes C*-algebras
among involutive complex Banach algebras. On the other hand, the class of von Neumann
algebras (dual C*-algebras) is not closed under ultrapowers. However it was shown by U.
Groh [G] that the class of the preduals of von Neumann algebras is closed by ultrapowers.
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So if @ is a von Neumann algebra, and @, is its (unique) predual, then (Q.); is isometric
to the predual of a von Neumann algebra A; moreover, (y, identifies naturally to a w*-
dense subspace of A. In fact, one can require that y; be a *-subalgebra of A; then A
is uniquely defined as C*-algebra. Note that the class of the preduals of semi-finite von
Neumann algebras is not closed under ultrapowers (see [Ra]), which justifies the use of
Haagerup L,-spaces in the present paper.

Groh’s theorem was extended by the first author to the class of non-commutative L,-
spaces, for arbitrary positive real p. It was shown in [Ra] that L,(Q)y is isometrically
isomorphic to L,(A), where A does not depend on p (it is precisely the dual of (. )y).
In fact, the isomorphisms A, : L,(Q)y — L,(A) constructed in [Ra] preserve some more
structures. Note that on L,(Q)y there are conjugation, absolute value map, left and right
actions of (y, and external products with other spaces L,(()y, which are simply the
ultrapowers of the corresponding operations involving respectively L,(Q), A and L,(Q).
Then the identification maps A, preserve:
conjugation: A,(h*) = A, (h)*
absolute values: A, (|h|) = |A,(R)]|
(y-bimodule structure: Ay (& -h-§) = - Ay (h) - §
external product: A, (h-k) = Ay(h) - Ay(k), 2 = % + %
forall h € L,(Q)y, ke L,(Q)y, z,7 € Ayy. We shall frequently use these properties without
any further reference.

{,-sequences in Banach spaces

A basic sequence (z,,) of a Banach space X is K -equivalent to the unit ¢,-basis iff there
are positive reals a,b with b/a < K such that

a (Y- Pl <Y Ml S0 AP

for every system (\,,) of finitely nonzero complex numbers.
It is almost 1-equivalent to the ¢)-basis if for some sequence (g,) of positive reals such
that lim e, =0, the tail (x,,)m>n is (1 + &,)-equivalent to the ¢,-basis.

n—oo
It is asymptotically 1-equivalent to the ¢,-basis if for some sequence (e,,) of positive reals

such that lim e, = 0 we have:
n—oo

Om@ =P PP < 3 Al < O (1 +20)? M)V

n n

for every system (\,) of finitely nonzero complex numbers. The space spanned by such a
sequence is called an asymptotically isometric copy of £, in the terminology of [DJLT]. Note
that the subspace spanned by a sequence which is almost 1-equivalent to the ¢ does not
contain necessarily an asymptotically isometric copy of ¢, (see [DJLT]).

2. Elements in L,(Q);; which are disjoint from L,(Q)

In this section we develop the main tools of the paper (Theorem 2.3, Lemma 2.6 and
Theorem 2.7). We also give several characterizations of bounded sequences in L, (Q) which
have almost disjoint subsequences.



Pairs of disjoint elements in ultrapowers

Let @ be a von Neumann algebra, @, its predual and (@,)y the ultrapower of (.,
relative to an ultrafilter over some index set I. Let A be the dual von Neumann algebra
of (4)y. In this section we shall prove that disjoint elements of 4., when considered in
(A4 )y, admit pairwise disjoint families of representatives in £, (I; Q. ). This property is easy
to prove in the commutative case, using the lattice operations in Li-spaces. The proof we
give in the noncommutative case is based on the fact that elements of the algebra A can be
“locally” identified with elements of the ultrapower (y,.

Recall that a projection p in a von Neumann algebra M is o-finite if it is the support
of a normal state. Equivalently, there is h € Lo(M) such that s(h) = p.

Proposition 2.1. For every x € A and every o-finite projection p of A there is a family
(z;) C @ with ||x;|| < ||z|| for every i € I and representing an element & = (x;)® of Qy such
that Tp = xp.

Proof: Before to start the proof, recall that the positive cone in Li(Q )y consists of elements
representable by a bounded family of nonnegative elements of ~Ll(CI/)~.
Let now k € Lo(A) = Lo(Q)y, k > 0, with support p, and set h = xk. Note that

0 < h*h=ka*zk < ||z|* k*

Let (h;)ier be a bounded family in Ly(Q) representing h. We can find a bounded family
(4)icr in L1(Q) ., representing k2 and such that

Viel, hih; <|z|*¢;

- h*h
For, let (a;)ie; be a bounded family in L;(Q) representing k* — izl
x

5 since this later element

is positive, we can choose a; > 0 for every i € I; then set ¢; = a; +

Then for every ¢ € I there exists x; € A such that
hi = 2i6;* and ||zi]| < |z

The bounded family (K;/Q)iej represents (k2)1/2 = k, and so zk = h = (:L'M;/Q)' = &k, which

implies Zp = xp. []

Corollary 2.2. For every z € A, x > 0 and every o-finite projection p of A there exists a

family (z;);c;r C Q with 0 < z; < ||z|| representing an element & of Qy, such that ptp = pxp.

Proof: Applying Proposition 2.1 to y = /2 and p, we obtain (y;) C @, with |ly;|| < [ly|| =

Y2 and § = (y;)* satisfying gp = yp. Set z; = yly, then pip = p§*jp = py®p = 0
§ = (y:)* satisfying gp = yp. Set z; = Yi Yi, V€N pTP = Py Yyp = pYy"p = pIp.

The next result states that two disjoint o-finite projections of A can be separated by a
projection of Uy,. It is the key technical result of the paper.

]

Theorem 2.3. Let p,q be two disjoint o-finite projections in A. There exists a family of
projections (r;);ey in A representing a projection 7 of Ay, such that:
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r >p and fLZq

Proof: Applying the preceding corollary to x = p and the o-finite projection s = p + ¢, we
find (z;);e; € @ with 0 < x; < 1 such that £ = (x;)® verifies:

STS = Sps =p

Then
s(l—Z)s=s—p=gq
Hence:
s =p-+ stis
(1-F)s=q+s-(1—3)s
whence:

ip=p+stip
(1-2)g=q+sT(1—2)q

Let k € Ly(A) = Lo(Q)y with support p. Since ||Z]| < 1, we have

k113 > llZskll3 = llpkl3 + lls™Zpk|3
= [IklI3 + lIs™2k]3
Therefore, sk = 0, and so s=&p = 0. Similarly, since |1 — Z|| < 1, we have s-(1—Z)q = 0.

Thus:
Zp=p and (1 -2)g=gq

For every ¢ € I consider the spectral projection r; = X[%J](aji) of x; associated with the

indicator function of the interval [%, 1]. Note that r; = f(x;)z;, where the function f is
defined by f(t) = t_lx[%ﬂ](t). We have | f(z;)|| < ||fll., = 2, so the family (f(x;))icr
defines an element of (. Then:

(ri)*q = (f(2:))*(%:)*q =0

Similarly, since r;- = g(1 — z;)(1 — x;) with g(t) = t_lx(%’l] (t), we deduce

(ri)*p = (g(1 —2:))*(1 = 2)*p =0

Therefore 7 = (r;)*® is a desired projection of Qy. []

Corollary 2.4. Let 0 < p < co. Two elements h, k of L,(A) = L,(Q)y are disjoint if and
only if they admit representative families (h;);cr, (k;)ics such that for every i € I, h; is
disjoint from k;

Proof: The “if” part is evident. To prove the necessity of the condition assume ﬁ,l;: are
disjoint. By Theorem 2.3, we can find projections 7 = (r;)®,§ = (s;)® in Ay such that

)
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Let (h;)icr, resp (k;)icr be two representative families of h, resp k. Let R} = s;h;r; and
k! = si-kiri-. Then (h.), (k}) are two desired representative families. []

Elements of L,(Q), disjoint from L,(Q)

We say that h € L,(Q)y is disjoint from L, (@) (considered as subspace of L,(Q)y) if
L k for every k € L,(Q). (This is an abuse of notation; we should write & L k, where
(k)® is the canonical image of k in L,(Q)y; note that the left and right supports of

o T S

do not coincide with the canonical images in (y; of the supports of k). Equivalently,
hk = kh = 0 for every k € L,(Q). Since k € L,(Q); and k* € L, o(@) have the same
support (in .A4), another equivalent condition is that kh = 0 = hk for every k in L,(Q), for
some (every) ¢, 0 < ¢ < oc.

A simple example is given by the following lemma:

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that U is a free u]tr@ﬁlter over IN and let (h,)nen be a bounded
disjoint sequence in L,(Q). Then the element h defined by this sequence in L, (Q)y is disjoint
from L,(Q).

Proof: The left supports s, = ¢(h,) are pairwise disjoint. If £ € Lo(Q) we have then
|ksnl|ly — 0. For, since the elements ks,, n € IN are pairwise orthogonal for the natural

scalar product of La(Q):
> lksnlly = 1D ksull3 < Ikl

Consequently, by the Holder inequality (with 1/r = 1/2+1/p), [[khn|l» < [[ksnlly [Anall, — 0.
Similarly, ||h,k||, — 0. A fortiori, lirzf{1||hnk;||r =0 = li%{lnkhnHr = 0, which implies

kh = hk =0. []

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < p < 0o, and let S be a separable subset of elements of L,((l)y, which
are disjoint from L,(Q). For each h € S let (h;)sc; be a bounded family in L,(Q) defining h.
Then for every finite system P of pairwise commuting projections of (I and every separable
subset KC of L,,(Q) there exists a family (s;) of projections of (I commuting with P and such
that:

vk € K, ikl + sill, —0
vhes,  lsthall, + st 20

Proof: Let P = {py, ..., pn }: replacing P by the set of atoms of the (finite) Boolean algebra

N
generated by P, we may suppose that the p; ’s are disjoint and ) p; = 1 . Note that for
j=1

every j = 1,..., N, and h € S the elements ﬁjfl and ﬁﬁj are disjoint from L,(Q), and a
fortiori from p; L, (Q)p;. We may identify p; L, (Q)p; with L,(p;Ap;), and p; L,(Q)yp; with
Lp(pja/pj)u. Let

e=\/ Lp;h)vr(hp;)  f=\ tik) Vv r(kp;)
hes kex

Then e and f are o-finite disjoint projections. Note that all the support projections above
are smaller than p;, hence belong to p;Ap;, and so do e and f. Thus by Theorem 2.3 there

9



(J))

exists a family (s;”’); of projections of p;Qp; such that the corresponding projections 509

of p; Ap; satisfy e < 50) and f < (jg'(j))L

We set N
si=3 s = ij By
j=1

Then all s,, clearly commute with P, and

Z sWp = Z g(J)
1

Zsmk = Z N(J) .k =0, for every k € K

pih = h, for every h € S

Mz

.
Il

Similarly, (his;)® = h and (ks;)®* = 0 for all h € S and k € K. Therefore, the family (s;)
satisfies all requirements of the lemma. []

Recall that a sequence (hy,,) in L,(Q) is almost disjoint if there is a disjoint sequence
(hl,) C Ly(Q) such that lim,, ||k, — hl,||, = 0 (see Definition 1.1).

Theorem 2.7. A bounded family (h;)icr in L,(Q) has an almost disjoint countable
subfamily if and only if for some free ultrafilter U over I (h;);c; defines an element of
the ultrapower L,(Q )y which is disjoint from L,(Q).

Proof: The “only if” part results from Lemma 2.5, choosing an ultrafilter &/ containing as
an element the infinite subset of I indexing the countable subfamily. Let us prove the “if”
part.

We use Lemma 2.6 to construct inductively a sequence of distinct indices (i,,) and a
sequence (g,,) of commuting projections of @, such that

V€ N : gt b, llp + i, gl < 27 and Vi < n, llgahs, |, + i, aall, < 27

in

We start with some i € [ and gg = 1. At the (n + 1)-th step apply Lemma 2.6 to
P = {QO7 "'7Qn} and K = {hio, ceey hzn}
Set pn = qn( A gib). The projections p,, are disjoint. Note that since the gx’s commute,

k>n
we have \/ qr = > xnqx for some z,, € A, 0 < z,, < 1. Then:
k>n k>n

| (o — @),

o = M@ = pa)hi, |, = llan(\/ @i )llp < I @naidhi, Ny

k>n k>n

Therefore, if p > 1,
(e — @),

o < > llarhi,ll, <2775

k>n

similarly, if 0 < p < 1,
| = a)ha, ||, < (27 =)~ r2mm

Thus in both cases, ||(pt — qﬁ)hian — 0. Hence it follows that Hp#hian — 0. In the
same way, we show that ||h;, py H — 0. Therefore 1hi,, — pnhi,pall, — 0. [J

10



Remarks 2.8: i) Theorem 2.7 has a close analog for left (resp. right) disjointness. Say that
a sequence (h,) in L,(Q) is almost left (resp. right) disjoint if there exists a sequence (h;,)
of pairwise left (resp. right) disjoint vectors in L, (@) such that ||k, — h;[|, — 0. Similarly,

an clement h of the ultrapower L, (Q)y is left (resp. right) disjoint from L, (@) if it is left
(resp. right) disjoint from every element of L, () (canonically embedded in) L,(Q)y. Then
a bounded family in L,(Q@) has an almost left (resp. right) disjoint countable subfamily iff
for some free ultrafilter U over the index set I it defines an element of the ultrapower L, (Q )y
which is left (resp. right) disjoint from L,(Q).

ii) The proof of Theorem 2.7 shows in fact the following: if (h,,) is an almost disjoint
sequence in L,(Q), then there exist a subsequence (h;,) and a disjoint sequence (p,) of
projections in @ such that ||h;, — pnhi,pnll, — 0. The same remark also applies to left and
right almost disjoint sequences.

Disjoint types over L,(Q)

Recall that following [KrM] a type over a Banach space E (or p-Banach space) is a
function 7 : E — Ry of the form 7(x) = ljrbrll | 4+ z;||, where (z;) is a bounded family of

)

points of F and U an ultrafilter over I. Equivalently, we have 7(x) = ||z 4 ||, where £ is an

element of the ultrapower Ep;: then we say that £ defines the type 7. We say that a sequence

(z,) C E defines the type 7 if T(x) = lim || + z,||. Note that in separable spaces every
n—oo

type is definable by a sequence. We call a type 7 over L,(Q) a disjoint type if it is definable
by an element £ of some ultrapower L,(Q )y which is disjoint from L,(Q).

Proposition 2.9. If0 < p < oo, the disjoint types over L,(Q) are exactly the functions of
the form h — F,(h) = (|||’ + a?)'/?, where a is a nonnegative real number. Moreover if
p # 2 an element & of an ultrapower L,(()y defines a disjoint type over L,(Q) if and only
if it is disjoint from L,(Q).

Proof: If 7 is a disjoint type defined by & € L,(Q)y with & L L,(Q), we clearly have 7 = F,
with a = ||¢]|. Conversely, if ¢ defines the type F,, then a = ||¢||” and for every h € L,(Q):

1h £ &[1" = Fa(£h)? = (|A]” + 11€]1")

hence ¢ L h by Fact 1.3 when p # 2. []
Lemma 2.10. Every disjoint normalized sequence (h,,) in L,(Q) defines a disjoint type.

Proof: Let U be a free ultrafilter over IN. By lemma 2.5, h = (h,,)* is disjoint from L,(Q).
Hence for every k € L,(Q), hrﬁ |k + hyll = ||k + bl = (|k||” + ||h]|P)/? = Fi(k). Since this

is true for every ultrafilter U, we have lim ||k + h,| = Fi(k). []
n—oo

The following gives several characterizations of a bounded sequence which defines a
disjoint type:

Proposition 2.11. Let 0 < p,q < oo, p # 2 and (h,) be a bounded sequence in L,(Q).
Assume that the sequence of norms (||h,||) converges. Then the following assertions are
equivalent:

i) (hy,) defines a disjoint type.

ii) For every element h of Ly(Q) we have lim h-h, =0= lim h, - h.

n—oo n—oo
iii) Every subsequence of (h,,) contains a subsequence which is almost disjoint in L,(Q).
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iv) Every subsequence of (h,,) contains a subsequence asymptotically 1-equivalent to the
¢y-basis (up to a constant factor).
v) (For p > 1:) Every subsequence of (h,,) contains a subsequence asymptotically 1-equivalent

to the £,-basis (up to a constant factor) and spanning an almost complemented subspace of
L,(Q).

Proof: Note that the hypothesis on the convergence of the norms is necessary since if (h,,)
defines a disjoint type Fy, then ||h,|| — F,(0) = a.

i) = ii): For every free ultrafilter & over IN, the element % defined by (hy) in L,(Q)y
defines the same disjoint type. By Proposition 2.9, & is disjoint from L,(@). Equivalently,
for every k € L,(Q) we have kh = 0 = hk, where k = (k)* is the canonical image of k in
L,(Q)y. Since kh = (kk,)®, hk = (h,k)*, we have 11%15[1 kh, = 0 = lim h,k. Since this is true

n,

for every free ultrafilter U over IN, we have lim kh,, =0 = lim h,k.
n—oo n—oo

ii) = iii): Since every subsequence of (h,,) verifies also hypothesis ii), we may argue with
the whole sequence. Let U be a free ultrafilter over IN and h the element defined by (k)
in L,(Q)y. Then h is disjoint from L,(Q@), and by Theorem 2.7 (h,,) has an almost disjoint
subsequence.

iii) = iv) (resp. and v) if p > 1): It is clear that every sequence of normalized pairwise
disjoint elements of L,(Q) is isometrically equivalent to the /¢,-basis (resp. and spanning
a 1-complemented subspace if p > 1). By standard perturbation techniques (see e. g. [LT],
prop. 1. a. 9) one deduces that an almost disjoint sequence of elements whose norm converges
to 1 has a subsequence which is almost 1-equivalent to the £,-basis (resp. and spanning an
almost 1-complemented subspace). This subsequence (h!,) in turn has a subsequence which
is asymptotically 1-equivalent to the £,-basis: This is a consequence of the fact that

Vhe Ly(@),  lim |[h+ k| = (Al + 1P

and by a standard Ascoli type argument, this limit is uniform on the unit ball of every finite
dimensional subspace V' of L, (Q). Hence for every § > 0 there exists N = N(V, ) such that

¥n > N, Yh e VYA€ €, (1 =0)([[AlI" + AP) < [lh+ Ahp, |7 < (L +0)([[A]7 + [AIP)

Choose a sequence (0,) with 0 < ¢, < 1 and [[(1 — 0,) > 0, and define inductively

no=1<ny <. <ng<ngsi... by applying the preceding to Vi, = spanh,, |1 < < k]
and setting ni+1 = max [ng + 1, N(Vy, dk))]-

iv) = iii): Suppose that h,, itself is asymptotically equivalent to the ¢,-basis. Let U be a
free ultrafilter over IN and for every m € IN let h,, be the element of L,(Q)y defined by the
sequence (hp,1n)neN. Then the sequence (ﬁm) is isometrically equivalent to the ¢,-basis.
Let us make the identification L,(Q)y = L,(A). By Fact 1.3 the elements h,, are disjoint
in L,(A). Let € be the element of L,(A)y defined by the sequence (h,,). It is disjoint from
L,(A), hence a fortiori from L,(Q@). On the other hand, iterated ultrapowers are ultrapowers
(relative to the product ultrafilter), i.e. £ € L,(Q)yxu- Recall that the ultrafilter U x U over
IN x IN is defined by

AeUxU <= {n|{meN|(n,m)eAtelU}teld
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With this identification we have § = (Amin)p,.,- Let f: IN x IN — IN be a bijective map
and V be the ultrafilter f(U xU) = {f(A) | A €U xU}. Set ¢(f(m,n)) = m+n. Then the
sequence (he,(;)) defines in L,(Q)y an element disjoint from L,(Q), so by Theorem 2.7 it has
an almost disjoint subsequence. Since clearly ¢(i) — oo when i — 0o, a further subsequence
will be a subsequence of the initial sequence (hy,).

iii)== 1i): by Lemma 2.10. []

Remark. In the case p = 2, the relations ii) <= iii) = i) <= iv) <= v) are still true.

3. Embedding of /,-sums of finite dimensional spaces

We begin this section by recalling some standard notions from Banach space theory. If
(F},) is a (finite or infinite) sequence of Banach (or quasi-Banach) spaces, their p-direct sum
(B,, Fr)p is the space of sequences (z,,) € HF such that Z |25 converges, equipped

with the natural norm [|(z,)|| = (3 |lzn |, )1/p As usual, if all the spaces F), coincide with

a given space F', their p-direct sum is denoted by ¢,(F') for an infinite sequence, E’;(F) for a
finite sequence with k£ elements.

A Banach (or quasi-Banach) space X contains uniformly a sequence of Banach (or quasi-
Banach) spaces (Y},) if for some constant K the space X contains for every n a subspace X,
which is K-isomorphic to Y,,; then we say that X contains the Y,,’s K-uniformly.

We say that a sequence (E,,) of closed subspaces of the space L,(Q) is almost disjoint
if there exists a sequence (p,,) of pairwise disjoint projections of @ such that nh_}n(glo Tl =0,

where T, is the operator E,, — L,(Q), z — (x — ppapy).

The following is one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. Let 0 < p < oo, p # 2, A be a von Neumann algebra and X a closed
subspace of L,(Q). Let (F),) be a sequence of finite dimensional normed (or quasi-normed)
spaces.

i) If X contains K-uniformly the finite p-direct sums £;(Fy), n,j > 1, then X contains a
subspace isomorphic to the infinite p-direct sum (€B; Fj)p.

ii) More precisely, under the assumption of i) for every € > 0 there exists an almost disjoint
sequence (E,,) of finite dimensional subspaces of X such that for every n, E, is (K + ¢)-
isomorphic to F,.

iii) If in addition 1 < p < oo and X contains the £} (F}) (n,j > 1) as uniformly complemented
subspaces of L,(Q), then the E, can be found umform]y complemented, and consequently
X contains (@] F;)p, as a complemented subspace of L,(Q).

This result immediately implies Theorem 0.1:

Proof of Theorem 0.1: To deduce Theorem 0.1 from Theorem 3.1 we need only to note
that for every n,m > 1, the space S;™ contains isometrically £(S;") (as 1-complemented
subspace when p > 1) by just taking the block-diagonal embedding. []

The remainder of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1. We first refine
the given embeddings of £;(F}) into X. We denote by (e;) the natural basis of £, or ;. If
F is a space and x € F, then e; ® x denotes the sequence (0,0, ...,0,x,0...), where z is at
the ¢-th place.
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Lemma 3.2. Let X be a (p-)Banach space and F a finite dimensional (quasi-)normed space.
Assume that X contains K-uniformly the spaces £} (F'), n > 1. Then for every ¢ > 0 and
every n > 1 there exists a K-isomorphic embedding T, . : £;(F) — X such that for every

nonzero z € F the sequence ( ||T;, -(e; ® )| Tc (e ®)), ;. is (1+€)-equivalent to the

unit basis of €. If in addition p > 1 and the initial copies of the E;(F ) are C-complemented,
the new ones T;, .(¢,(F')) are KC-complemented.

Proof: Given n > 1 let T), be a K-isomorphic embedding of ¢}(F) into X. We define
canonically a K-isomorphic embedding 7" of ¢,(F') into some ultrapower Xi; of X by
extending the 7, to operators (,(F) — X (simply set T}, (e @ ) = 0 if k& > n) and
then setting T'(ex ® ) = (T (ex ® x))°.

If p > 1, we use Krivine’s Theorem (see [MS], Theorem 12.4 in the real case; [BL], Ch.
6, Cor. 3 for the complex version): every basic sequence (z,) in a Banach space contains,
for some ¢ € [1,4o0], every € > 0 and every n > 1, a finite sequence of disjoint blocks
(1 + ¢)-equivalent to the (7-basis. Of course, if the sequence () is itself K-equivalent to
the £,-basis, then ¢ = p.

If 0 < p < 1, we use the the following p-normed space version of the well known
James distorsion theorem on /;: if a p-Banach space has a basis equivalent to the £,-basis,
it contains for every € > 0 a basic sequence which is (1 4 ¢)-equivalent to the ¢,-basis, and
consists of successive blocks of the initial basis. We refer to [J] or to [LT], Proposition 2e3
for the proof of James’ Theorem in the case p = 1. The adaptation of this proof to the case
0 < p < 1 is straightforward.

Fix a non-zero ¢ € F. In both cases, for every n > 1 we can find a sequence
J1 < Jp < ... < Jp of successive disjoint intervals of IN and systems (Ag j)k=1,.. nijcJ,
such that » . ; |Ag ;[P =1 for every k, and such that

n (1+¢) n
Vo1, € €, 1D Dok D My T(e; @OIP 27 Y T pklP | Y Ak Tle; @ )P

k=1 jeJk k=1 JEJk

where as usual the abbreviation a <~ b means max(a/b,b/a) < V/C. Let Sén) be the isometry
¢P — (P defined by

¢ (er) = D Awges
Jj€Jk
and let
TN = Tyo(S¢" @ Idp) : 5(F) = X

Then clearly for N sufficiently large T g(N’n) is a K-isomorphic embedding and

. N,n = 1+e . g N,n
lim TN (Y prer @ Ol ' Lim Y pnlPITE (e @ Il
’ k=1 k=1

for all py, ..., pp € C. Using the compacity of the unit ball of £ one easily deduces that for
some N = N(n,¢)

N,n = 1+4+2e = N,n
T prer @ O% R 1P T (er 2 €)%
k=1 k=1
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for all py, ..., p, € C. Set Tg(n) = TéN(n’g)’n). Note that
n (1+2€)2 n
IS w0 olx "= I (ur @ €)%
k k

for every sequence (uy) of pairwise disjoint elements of £;.
Note moreover that if some x € F' verifies

146
I we o)k 2 D [ Ta(w @ 2)|%
k k
for every n and every disjoint sequence (uy) of ¢y, then we have for every n:

n 1+6 n
T ur @ a)fe 2 ST (we @ 2)|1%
k k

too (simply because the Sév (ug) are pairwise disjoint too). Let us say that the sequence

(T, én)) is a (e, §)-refinement of the sequence (7},).
Let now & = {&1,...,£€4} be an e-net in the unit sphere Sp of F, i.e. a maximal set of

e-separated points of Sp. We define successively sequences (Tg)) (Té?)&) (Téﬁ) e,) of
K-isomorphic embeddings of £(F') into X. The sequence ((T(n))) is a (e, &1 )-refinement of
the sequence (7, n), and for every j = 2,...,d, the sequence (T( n) §j> is a (e, §;)-refinement

.....

.....

isomorphic embeddmgs and verify

e € EV(p) € €8, ITE (" prer @ )%
k

(142¢)?

S 1okl ITE (er @ ©) %
k

If now = € Sp is arbitrary, let £ € £ with ||z — || < e. For every norm one (pg) € £, we
have by triangular inequality in X (in the Banach case):

1" ok T (e @ )| = 1Y T (e @ O | < ITEVIINY prew ® (x — ) lg, () < €K
k k k

and similarly by triangular inequality in £, and in X:

Z |Pk|pHT(n)(ek ® x)||P) l/p Z |10k:|pHT(n)(ek; ® g)Hp)l/p <eK

Then we deduce that (T(n)(e;€ ®x))g is f(e, K)-equivalent to the £;-basis, with f(e, K) — 1
(1+2¢)*(1 + 2Ke)
1— 2Ke(l + 2)2

when ¢ — 0 (we find f(e,K) < ). Similar estimations hold in the p-

normed case.

A careful examination of what has been done shows that each T 5(”) is deduced from
some Ty simply by composing on the right with some S ® Idg, where S : £} — Ei,v is an
isometry. Note that S maps the basis vectors of £ onto disjoint vectors in Ei,v (if p=2itis
not automatic but results from the construction). If p > 1 the range of such an isometry is
always 1-complemented by some norm one projection Qg (see [LT], prop. 2.a.1; in fact this

projection verifies ||Qs(|z|)||, < [|z|, for every z € €¥). Then Qs = Qs ®Idp is a norm one
projection in %V(F). If Py is a projection from X onto the range of Ty, then TNésTjglPN
is a projection from X onto the range of Tg(") (with norm < K || Py||). [J
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Lemma 3.3. For every j > 1 let U; be a free ultrafilter over I and (X, j)icr be a family
of dj-dimensional subspaces of L,(Q) such that ([], X; ;)u,, considered as a subspace of
Ly(Q)y;, is disjoint from L,(Q). Let (¢;) be an arbitrary sequence of positive real numbers.
Then there exist a sequence (i;); in I and a sequence (p;) of pairwise disjoint projections of
Q such that:

Wi= 1, sup{lh—pihpsll | b€ X, 0l < 1} < e,

Proof: Given j, a finite system P of pairwise disjoint projections, and a finite dimensional
subspace V of L,(Q), we can obtain, using Lemma 2.6, a family (s;);cs of projections of (
which commute with P and such that:

i) Vk eV, |s:k|| + || ks3] —0

U

ii) for every bounded family (h;) € [T, Xi;, ||si-hi|| + ||hisi-|| 70.
iU,

To see this we just note that V and (][], Xs;)u, are separable since they are finite
dimensional.
By compacity of the unit balls of V and of [[, X; ;, the conditions (i), (ii) clearly imply:

i) supd[[sik| + [[ksi]| | k € V, [k < 1} —0.
i) sup{HsZ-LhH + HhsfH | h e X ,||h|| <1} —u>0

Let (0;) be a sequence of positive real numbers. Now we construct by induction a
sequence (i;) of distinct indices in I and a sequence of pairwise commuting projections (g;)
such that for every j > 1

Vhe Y Xionr  llaghll + [lha;] < 8 |||

n<j—1
vhe Xiygo laghll + [lhay || < 35 Inl
We shall consider the convex case (p > 1), the p-normed case (0 < p < 1) being treated
analogously Choose some i; € I and set ¢g; = 1. Assume constructed iy, ...,7; and ¢1, ..., g;.
Set V' = Z Xi, n, and let (s;) be a family verifying the conditions (i’), (ii’) above with j+1

in place of ] Thus for some ¢ € T'\ {41, ...,4;} we have:

Vh €Y Xinn  lsihll +[hsill < 851 A

n<j

Vh € X j+1, Hsfh“ + HhSZLH < djy1 IRl

Then set 4,11 = ¢ and ¢;4+1 = ;. Finally, define p; = ¢; A qu. It is easy to check that the
k>j

two sequences (i;) and (p;) satisfy the requirements of the lemma if the §; are sufficiently

small. []

Now we are in a position to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1: By Lemma 3.2, we find K- embeddmgs T)jn of £;(F;) into X such
that for each nonzero = € F; the sequence (||} n(e; ® |t T in (€ ®a:))1< < 18 (14+1/n)-

equivalent to the £]-basis. Let U be a free ultrafilter over IN and define T UE”( i) = Xu
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by Tj(ei @x) = (Tjn(e; ®x))®, with the agreement that T ,(e; ® ) = 0 if ¢ > n. Then TJ is
a K-embedding into L,(A) = L,(Q)y, that we extend by continuity to the whole of £, (F).
For every nonzero x € F}, the sequence (||Tj(ei ®x) ||_1ij (e ®a:))l is 1-equivalent to the /,,-
basis, so it defines in L,(.A);; an element disjoint from L,(.A), and a fortiori from L,(Q). We
can identify L, (A)y = (Lp(CLu))M with L,(Q)uxu. Set Sjin : Fj = X, v = T} ,(e;®x); for
n > 4 the operator S ; , induces a K-isomorphic embedding of F}; into X. Moreover, if the
initial copies of £} (F;) in X are C-complemented in L, (@), the ranges S;;(F}), n > i, are
K C-complemented. For every x € Fj, the double sequence (S;,in(x))in defines an element
of L,(Q)yxy disjoint from L,(Q).

Let V be the trace of the ultrafilter U x U over the set D = {(i,n) | n > i}. We apply
Lemma 3.3 to the family (S; ;. (F}))@in)ep and the ultrafilter V. Let (i;,n;) be a sequence in
D and (p;) be a disjoint sequence of projections of Q satisfying the conclusion of that lemma.
From now on we write E; in place of Sj;; »,(F}): recall that E; is K-isomorphic to F}; by
some isomorphism T} : F; — E;; and that if we denote by R; the operator L,(Q) — L,(Q),
h + p;hp; we have ||(Id — R;) |Eg, || < €;, which proves assertion ii) of the theorem. In the
case iii), we have moreover that E; is K C-complemented in L,(() by some projection P;.

Now we can easily accomplish the proof of the theorem. The assertion i) of the theorem
follows by a standard perturbation argument which we sketch here (in the convex case)
for further use in Section 6. Let (p;) and (E;) be as before. Then for every finite sequence
(y;) € [1; E; we have

6.
1Y i —piyspill <D gllysll <D 1 _]6, 1pjyps| < esup|lpjy;p;l
j j j J J

€j

where € =
j=1
since the projections p; are pairwise disjoint,

1Y " piyipill = O lipjyspslIF)7
J J

is finite and small if the €;’s are sufficiently small. On the other hand,

Thus it follows that:

(1= Igwips )7 < I will < (1 )3 lpssms |97

J J J

However
Ipjyipill < llyill  and  [|pjy;pill > (1 — &) ly;ll = (1 —¢€) [|y;]]

Hence:

L= Ny I < 1D wil < @+ llyslI")»
J J J
Assume now w.l.o.g. that HTj_lH <1, ||T;|| £ K for every j > 1. We define

T:F=(PF),—~E=> E; by T((z;)) = ZTJ‘%'

Jj=1 Jj=1
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Then from the preceding inequalities we deduce that | 77| < (1 —¢)72, |T| < (1 4+ ¢)K.
This proves assertion i).
In case iii) of the theorem, since

|(Id — P;R;) |g, || = |(P; — F;R;) |5, || < KC¢;

it follows that W; = P;R; |g; is for small ¢; an isomorphism FE; — Ej;, with HWj_lH <

(1—-KCej)~'. Then Qz = Zj Wj_leij defines a bounded projection from X onto Zj E;.

In fact ||Qz|l < [(1+&)(1 — &) 2P [|[W; ' PiRz|” < MP Y |[Ryz||P = MP||z|” with
j j

M=KC(1+e)(1—¢e)2(1-KCe)~ . []

4. Equiintegrability and the Subsequence Splitting Lemma

In [R3], N. Randrianantoanina introduced the notion of p-equiintegrable susbset of
a non-commutative L,-space. We give here a seemingly more restrictive definition of
p-equiintegrable sets; it will appear later that this definition is in fact equivalent to
Randrianantoanina’s one.

Definition 4.1. Let O be a von Neumann algebra and 0 < p < co. A bounded subset K
of L,(Q) is called p-equiintegrable if sup |leqheq ||, —> 0 for every net (eq) of projections of
heK @

Q, which w*-converges to 0.

Remark 4.2. Finite subsets of L,(Ql) are p-equiintegrable. In fact, given a net of projections
(sa) w*-converging to 0, let A be the set of positive reals p such that ||hs, ||, — 0 for every
(0%

h € L,(Q). By Holder’s inequality, one easily sees that ¢ € A whenever 0 < ¢ < pand p € A.
Thus A is an interval whose left endpoint is 0. On the other hand, if p € A, then 2p € A for

1hsallz, = lIsah™hsally < [[(h*h)sall,

However, it is clear that 2 € A since HhSaHg = (h*h, ) in the identification of L;(Q) with
Q... Therefore, we deduce that A = (0, 00).

Lemma 4.3. Every net (p,) of o-finite projections of (i which w*-converges to 0 contains
a sequence which still w*-converges to 0.

Proof: Construct inductively a sequence (¢, ) in @ and a sequence (a,) such that:
i) max {©m(Pa,) | m=1,..,n—1} <n7!
ii) ¢, has support p,, and norm 1.
Set i = > 7 27™p,,, then s()) dominates all the p,, s, and clearly ¥(p,,,) 7 0. Hence

(Pa,, ) W¥-converges to zero. []

Proposition 4.4. A bounded subset K of L,(Q) is p-equiintegrable if and only if for every

sequence (en) of projections of b which w*-converges to 0 we have sup |e,he,|[, — 0. In
heK n
particular, a subset K of L,(Q) is p-equiintegrable if every countable subset of K is.

Proof: The condition is clearly necessary. Conversely if K is not equiintegrable, there exists
a family (p;);er of projections of @ and an ultrafilter & over I such that w*-limp; = 0 but

2

1111/1{1 sup [[pihpill, > 6 > 0. We can clearly suppose that for some family (h;) of elements of
LU heK
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K we have ||p;h;pi|| > 6/2 for every i € I. Let p, = £(p;hip;) V r(pihip;): then p, < p; and
(p}) w*-converges to 0 with respect to U, each p} is o-finite and p}h;p; = p;h;p;. By Lemma
4.3, there exists a subsequence (p; ) which w*-converges to 0. []

Remark 4.5. If K is p-equiintegrable, then for all bounded nets (z.), (yo) of positive

elements of G which w*-converge to 0, we have sup [|xohyal, — 0.
heK @

Proof: Fix ¢ > 0 and let e, be the spectral projection X(c t+o0)(Ta + Ya). Since eq o <

e (o + Ya), we have eagw—>0, hence sup |leq,cheac|, —>O. Consequently we have
heK

sup ||za€a,cheq €yoé|| —>O On the other hand, since 0 < z, < (z4 + Ya), there exist
heK

ca € A, 0 < ¢, <1, such that z, = (x4 + ya)l/zca(aja + ya)l/Q. Then
Hxaei_,sH < H(ma + ya>1/2caH H(xoz + yoz)l/ZeiaH < /212

where M is a bound for the [|zq + yol. Similarly, |lex ya| < e/2M1/2. So we obtain
lim sup [zahyall, < 2e'/2M3/2 M’ where M’ is a bound for the ||h||, h € K. []
® heK

Now we characterize the p-equiintegrability of a bounded sequence in L,() in terms
of the element it defines in an ultrapower of L, () and the disjointness of this element from
L,(@). To this end we introduce the following notation. Let U be an ultrafilter over the
index set I. Let s. be the support of L,(Q) in L,(Q)y (considered as a non-commutative
L,-space L,(A)). We have thus (since L,(Q) is self-adjoint and generated by its positive
cone):

= sup{(h) v r(h) | h € L,(@)}
=sup{€(h) | h € Ly(@)} = sup{r(h) | h € L, (@)}
=sup{s(h) | h € Ly(Q)+}

It is also clear that s, does not depend on p € (0, 00), since s(h) = s((h)P) = s(hp) for every
h € L,(@)". Note also that an element h € L,(Q)y, is disjoint from L,(Q) iff h = s hst.

If @ is o-finite, then s, = s(hg) for every ho € L,(@)4 with support s(hg) = 1 (when
p = 1 this means that the associated ¢ € Q. is faithful). For, let h € L,(Q); since A - hy
is dense in L, (@), there exists for every ¢ > 0 an € (@ such that ||h — xh0|| < €. Then
|h — &hol|| < € and we see that h is in the closure of Ahg. So s(h) = r(h) < r(ho) = s(h).

If A is a finite von Neumann algebra, then s, is a central projection. For, assume that
there is a finite normal faithful trace 7 on Q.. Let 7 = (7)® be its canonical image in (. )y:
then s, = s(7). For any Z,7 € Qy we clearly have 7(Zg) = 7(yZ). By the w*-density of
Ay in A, we deduce that 7 is tracial, and consequently its support is central. In the general
case, we can argue similarly, using a faithful family of normal traces with pairwise disjoint
supports.

The main result of this section is the following. Recall that an ultrafilter U is countably

incomplete if there exists a sequence (A,),>1 of members of U such that (| A, =0 (so is
n>1
every non trivial ultrafilter on a countable set).

Theorem 4.6. Let U be a countably incomplete ultrafilter over the set I. Let s. be the
support of L,(Q) in L,(A) = L,(Q)y. Then an element h of L,(Q )y verifies the equality

sjﬁsj = 0 if and only if it admits a p-equiintegrable representing family (h;);c;.
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For the proof of this theorem we shall need the following density lemma (see also [Ju2]
and [JX] for similar results).

Lemma 4.7. Let hy be an element of L,(A), 0 < p < oo. Then @ - hy is dense in
L,(Q) - r(hy), and hg -  is dense in £(hg) - L,(Q).

Proof: Clearly we can assume w.lo.g. that ho is positive and [|hol|, = 1. Then ((hg) =
r(ho) = s(hg). Assume first that p > 1 and let ¢ be the conjugate index of p. Then the
dual space of L,(Q) - s(ho) is the space s(hg) - Ly(Q) (under the duality (h, k) = Tr (hk)).
If k € s(ho) - Ly(Q) belongs to the annihilator of A - hg, then Tr(zhok) = 0 for every z € @,
which in turn implies that hg - & = 0 (as element of Ly(Q@)), hence k = s(hg) - K = 0. So
the linear space @ - hg is dense in L,(Q) - s(hg). Similarly, ko - @ is dense in s(hg) - L,(Q).
Assume now that 1/2 < p < 1. Every h € L,(Q) - s(ho) can be factorized as:

1/2

j2|"? = (ula|"? s(ho)) - (|2]"? 5(ho))

h=ulz| =u|x|

since the supports of |h| and |h|1/ ? coincide with the right support of h, hence are included
in s(hg). So h = k'k" with k', k" € Lo, (Q)-s(ho). Since 2p > 1, there exists by the preceding
argument a sequence (y,) in @ such that y,, - h1/2 — k" (for the norm of Ly,(Q)); and for
every n there exists a sequence (z,),, in @ such that z, ho/ — k'yns(ho) when m — oc.
Then
. . n RT / 1/2 "o

lim lim z) ho = lim K'y,s(ho)-hy'" =K'k’ =h

n—o0 Mm—r0o0 n—oo
Therefore the conclusion of the lemma is true for 1/2 < p < 1. Iterating this procedure we
see that it is true for every 0 < p < 1. []

Proof of Theorem 4.6: Let (h;) is a bounded family in L,(@), and let h be the
corresponding element of L, (Q)y.

a) Suppose that sth 2 0. Then there exists a o-finite projection ¢ € A disjoint from s,
such that ghq # 0. Let lghg|| = 6 > 0. By Theorem 2.3, for every ¢ € Q] there exists a
family (¢;) of projections of @ such that § := (¢;)® > ¢ and G+ > 5(¢). The second inequality
yields lim ©(g;) = 0, and the first one implies hm \lgihiqi|| > |lghq|| = . Note that we may

suppose that each ¢; is o-finite, by replacing 1f necessary ¢i by q, = £(qihigi) V r(gihigi). So
for each € > 0 we can find ¢ € I such that ||g;hiq;|| > 6/2 and ¢(¢;) < . Now it is easy to
construct inductively a sequence (¢,) in @, a sequence (i,) in I, and a sequence (s,,) of
o-finite projections of @ such that:

i) [lsnhi, snll = 6/2
i) max {@m(sn) |m=1,..,n—1} <1/n
iii) ¢, has support s,, and norm 1.

Set ¢ = >0 _ 27 ™p,y,, then s(y) dominates all the s,’s, and clearly ¢ (s,,) — 0. Hence

(sn) w*-converges to zero, and by (i) the sequence (h;,) cannot be p—equuntegrable and a
fortiori the family (h;) is not p-equiintegrable.

b) Conversely, assume that s-hst = 0. Then h = hs. + se(hst) € Ly(A)se + scLy(A).
By Lemma 4.7, A - L,(Q) = span{zk | = € Ak € L,(Q)} is dense in Ly(A) - 5., and
L,(Q)-Adensein s.-L,(A). Note also that by Proposition 2.1, A-L,(Q) = Ay - L,(A) and
Ly(@)- A= Ly(Q) - Q. If h € Qyq - L,(Q), it admits a representing family (h;) of the type
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(x;h), where (x;) is a bounded family in @ and h € L,(Q). Let (s,) be a net of projections
which w*-converges to 0. Then by Remark 4.2,

sup [[Risall, = sup [[zihsallp < (sup [[zi]) [|heal, — 0

Thus (h;) is p-equiintegrable. Similarly, every h € L,(Q) - Ay has a p-equiintegrable
representing family. Hence the proof will be complete if we show that the subspace of L, (Q)y
consisting of elements having a p-equiintegrable representing family is closed.

Let (h(™), be a sequence in L,(Q), which converges to an element h and suppose

that each h(") admits a p-equiintegrable representing family (hgn))l We may suppose that

|A(™) — k|| < 1/n. Let (h;) be a representing family for h. Since U is countably incomplete,
we can find a decreasing sequence U; D Us D ... D U, D ... of members of & such that

N U, =0 and

n

n 1
i€ Up = [0 =il <

Set hl = hl(-n) if i € Uy \ Upy1 and b, = 0 if i ¢ Uy. Then ||k, — h;|l, < n~! for every
i € U,, which proves that (h)® = (h;)®* = h. Fix n > 1 and i € U;. Let m > 1 such that
i € Up \ Uns1. If m > n we have

1

G = R = B = BN < b = RS+ [l = R < — + = < 2
m n n

Consequently
; 2
VieU;, inf |h,—h <2 — o0
1<5<n n n—oo
Using the fact that a finite union of p-equiintegrable sets is p-equiintegrable, we easily see
that the family (hl);ey, is p-equiintegrable. Since {h) | i € I \ U1} = {0} is clearly p-
equiintegrable too, we are done. []

Remark. In the proof of Theorem 4.6 the hypothesis that the ultrafiter is countably
incomplete was not used for the sufficiency of the condition.

Theorem 4.6 permits one to easily recover the following Subsequence Splitting Lemma
obtained by N. Randrianantoanina [R3].

Corollary 4.8. Let 0 < p < co and @ be a von Neumann algebra. Let (h,,) be a bounded
sequence in L,(Q). Then there exists an increasing sequence (ny) of integers and a sequence
(pr) of pairwise disjoint projections in (b such that the sequence (hy, — prhn,pPx) iS p-
equiintegrable. As a consequence, we have the splitting h,, = h) + h}, where (h},) is p-

equiintegrable and (h})) is disjoint.

Proof: Let U be a free ultrafilter over IN and é = (hy)®. Let b = sthst and W = h —h".
Since sh's- = 0, by Theorem 4.6 the element h' admits a representing sequence (h;,) which
is p-equiintegrable. Let h!! = h,, — h!,. Then (h]))* = h”. Since h” is disjoint from L,(Q),
by Theorem 2.7 there is an increasing sequence (ny) of integers and a disjoint sequence (py)
of projections such that ||h;; — pih;, pk|| — 0 when k — oo. Since (h;,) is p-equiintegrable,
PPy, pr|l — 0, and thus it follows that
Py — Pkbn Pk = oy, — Prcho, i + [he, — Pl Pi)

is a perturbation of a p-equiintegrable sequence by a norm vanishing sequence, so is p-
equiintegrable too. []
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Corollary 4.9. The following conditions are equivalent for a bounded subset K of L,(Q):
i) K is p-equiintegrable;
ii) for every disjoint sequence (py) of projections of i, lim sup ||pxhpg| — 0;

iii) for every sequence (py) of projections of (I which decreases to 0, klim sup ||pxhpk|| — 0.
O heK

If in addition @, is o-finite and ¢q is a normal faithful state on @, i)-iii) are equivalent to
the following:
iv) liH(l) sup {||ehe| | h € K,e € Q projection such that ¢g(e) < e} = 0.

E—r

Proof: It is clear that condition (i) implies (ii) and (iii). The equivalence between (ii) and (iii)
is easy (see also [R3]). To prove that (ii) implies (i), suppose that K is not p-equiintegrable.
Then by Proposition 4.4, it contains a sequence (h,) which is not p-equiintegrable, and by
Corollary 4.8, we can suppose that h, = h!, + p,h,p,, where (h]) is p-equiintegrable and
(pn) is a disjoint sequence of projections of . Then ||p,h,p.| does not converges to 0,
otherwise (h,,) would be p-equiintegrable. The equivalence of (iv) and (i) is due to the fact
that a net (e, ) of projections w*-converges to zero iff ¢g(e,) — 0. This in turn follows from
the density of @ - ¢q in @, and the fact that z - wo(eq) = o(ear) < woleq) 2@o(x*z)!/?
for every x € Q. []

Remark. Randrianantoanina [R3] took the part iii) of Corollary 4.9 as the definition of
p-equiintegrability.

Like for the left resp. right disjoint sequences (see Remark 2.8), we shall also consider
the corresponding left resp. right p-equiintegrable sets.

Definition 4.10. We call a bounded set K of L,(Q) left p-equiintegrable, resp. right p-

equiintegrable if for every net (e,,) of projections w*-converging to 0 we have sup ||eqh|| — 0,
heK o

resp. sup ||hey|| — 0. We say that K is p-biequiintegrable if it is both left and right p-
heK o
equiintegrable.

In this definition we may again w.l.o.g. replace nets by sequences. Note that if K
consists of positive elements, then K is p-equiintegrable iff it is p-biequiintegrable since
lleh|| = Hehl/zhl/zH < ||ehe]|| ||h|| for every h € L,(Q)" and e projection of Q. Thus the
four notions of p-equiintegrability coincide on subsets of L,(@)*. Note also that K is left
p-equiintegrable iff K* = {h* | h € K} is right p-equiintegrable; if K is left (resp. right)
p-equiintegrable and B is a bounded subset of @, then the set {k-z | k € K,z € B} (resp.
{z- k| k € K,x € B}) is left (resp. right) p-equiintegrable too; in particular, K is left
(resp. right ) p-equiintegrable iff |[K*| := {|h*| | h € K} (resp. |K| := {|h| | h € K}) is
p-equiintegrable. Finally, K is p-biequiintegrable iff both |K| and |K*| are.

Theorem 4.6 can be refined in the following way:

Proposition 4.11. Let U be a countably incomplete ultrafilter over the set I. Let s. be
the support of L,(Q) in L,(A) = L,(Q)y. Let h € L,(Q)y. Then:

i) he L,(A)s. iff it admits a right p-equiintegrable representing family.

ii) h € scL,(A) iff it admits a left p-equiintegrable representing family.

iii) h € scL,(A)s, iff it admits a p-biequiintegrable representing family.

Proof: If h ¢ L,(A)se, ﬁsj £ 0. Then we can prove that h has no right p-equiintegrable
representing family in a way very similar to the first part of the proof of Theorem 4.6.
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For the converse implication we note that (y/L,(Q) is dense in L,(A)s. (Lemma 4.7) and
the space of elements admitting a right p-equiintegrable representing family is closed. The
second assertion follows by conjugation. Finally if A admits a p-biequiintegrable representing
family, it belongs to L,(A)se NseLy(A) = s¢Ly(A)se. For the converse implication, we need
only to note that by Lemma 4.7 L,(Q)QyL,(Q) is dense in s.L,(A)s. and that the space
of elements h admitting a p-biequiintegrable representing family is closed. []

The following corollary improves the Subsequence Splitting Lemma.

Corollary 4.12. Let 0 < p < oo and A be a von Neumann algebra. Let (h,,) be a bounded
sequence in L,(Q). Then there exist an increasing sequence (ny) of integers and a disjoint
sequence (py) of projections in (I such that:
- the sequence (pihn, pi) is p-biequiintegrable,
- the sequence (pihn, pr) is left p-equiintegrable,
- the sequence (pihn, py) is right p-equiintegrable.
Consequently, the sequence (hy, ) splits into the sum of four sequences:

hn, = ar + b + cx + di
where (ay) is p-biequiintegrable, (by) is left p-equiintegrable and right disjoint, (cy) is right
p-equiintegrable and left disjoint, (dy) is disjoint.

Proof: Let U be a free ultrafilter over IN. By Remark 2.8, for every bounded sequence (h,)
in L,(Q) defining an element h of L,(A)s there exist a subsequence (hy,,) and a disjoint
sequence of projections (py) such that ||, — hn,pkll, — 0. Moreover, given a finite set of

bounded sequences (hﬁf)), j =1,..., N, each defining an element of L,(A)s, one can find a

common increasing sequence (ng) and a common disjoint sequence (pg) of projections such
that thjg — h,(fgpka —0,j=1,..., N (compare with Lemma 3.3).

Now fix a bounded sequence (h,,) in L,(@), and le &k be the corresponding element in
L,(Q)y = Ly(A). According to the decomposition

h = seﬁse + seﬁsﬁ + sjﬁse + sﬁﬁsj

and by Proposition 4.11, we find four bounded sequences (a,), (dn), (¢,) and (d,) such
that h, = a, + b, + ¢, + dyn, (an) p-biequiintegrable and (a,)® = schse, (b,) left p-
equiintegrable and (b,,)® = sehst, (¢p) right p-equiintegrable and (¢,)® = sths., and finally
(d,)® = s-hst.

Applying the preceding remark to the set {(b,), (¢}), (dn), (d})}, we obtain an increasing
sequence (ng) of integers and a disjoint sequence (pr) of projections such that the four
sequences

(bnk - bnkpk:)7 (an _pkcnk)7 (dnk - dnkpk)a (dnk _pkdnk)

all converge to 0. Note that (prb,,) and (c,,pr) converge to zero too since (b,) and
(cp,) are respectively left and right p-equiintegrable and the projections py are pairwise
disjoint. Therefore, we deduce that the three sequences (b,, — pibn, k), (Cn, — PECnyDL)
and (d,, — prdn, px) converge to zero as well. Thus we can decompose h,,, as:

Py, = G, + Dby Pl + Doy P+ Prdidi

where (a},) is a sequence such that ||a}, — ap, || " 0. Consequently, (a},) is p-biequiintegrable
—00

too. It follows that (pihn,pr) = (prajpi) is p-biequiintegrable, (pthn,pr) = (pialpr +
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Pibn,pr) is left p-equiintegrable and (prhn,pi) = (pralpi + prcn,pr) is right p-
equiintegrable. []

Remark. Using Corollary 4.12, one easily sees that Corollary 4.9 extends to the left, right
p-equiintegrability and p-biequiintegrability.

Remark. If 4 is finite, the notions of left p-equiintegrability and right p-equiintegrability
coincide (so the four notions of p-equiintegrability coincide). This can be deduced simply
from Proposition 4.11 and the fact that s. is central in this case. Consequently, in this case,
the sequences (p; hy, pr) and (pghy, pi) in Corollary 4.12 converge to zero.

The following gives one more characterization of equiintegrability, which is quite useful
in some context.

Proposition 4.13. Let 0 < p < oo and A be a von Neumann algebra with unit ball Bg.
Let K be a subset of L,(Q). Then:

i) K is left (resp. right) p-equiintegrable iff for every € > 0 there exists h. € L,(Q) such
that for every h € K, the distance d(h, h..Bq) (resp. d(h,Bq - h:)) in L,(Q) is majorized
by €.

ii) K is p-equiintegrable iff for every ¢ > 0 there exists h. € L,(Q) such that for every
h € K, d(h, Bg.h: + he - Bg) < €.

iii) K is p-biequiintegrable iff for every ¢ > 0 there exists h. € L,(Q) such that for every
he K, d(h,Bqg - h: - Bg) <e.

In the case where (I is o-finite, one can take elements h. of the form M_.hgy, where M,
is a positive real number and hg is a fixed positive element of L,(Q) with full support

(s(ho) = 1).

Proof: We give the proof for left equiintegrable sets, and a non o-finite von Neumann
algebra; the other cases can be treated similarly. The sufficiency of the condition is clear
since for every hy € L,(Q), the set hy - Bq is left p-equiintegrable. Conversely, assume that
K is left p-equiintegrable. Suppose that for some € > 0 and for every finite subset F of L, (Q)

there exists hp € K such that d(hp, > (f - Ba)) > €. Let F be the net of finite subsets of
fer

L,(Q@), ordered by inclusion; let ® be the filter of cofinal subsets of F (generated by the set

of final sections ¥p = {G € F | F' C G}); let finally U be an ultrafilter containing ®. By

Proposition 4.11, the element h = (hp)® of L,(Q)y belongs to s, - L,(A). Hence by Lemma
4.7, there exists h. € L,(Q) such that d(h, he - B4) < e. By Kaplansky’s density theorem
we have in fact d(h,h. - Bg,) < e. Consequently, the set {F € F | d(hp,h. - Bg) < €}
belongs to U. Since the set {F € F | h. € F'} = Xy;_y belongs to U too, there is ' € F such
that h. € F and d(hp, he - Bg) < &, which contradicts the choice of the hr’s. So in fact for

every € > 0 there exists F. = {hgs), vy hgf)} € F such that d(h, > hl(-s) - Bg) < € for every
i=1
h e K. Let he = (>, h§€>h§€>*)1/2, then for every i = 1,...,n we have hl(-g) = h.x;, for
some x; € Bg. Consequently, hga) - Bq C (nhe) - Bg, and d(h, (nh.) - Bg) < ¢ for every
i=1
heK. []

Historical comments. i) In the case of commutative L;-spaces, Corollary 4.8 was proved
in [KP] (where it is not explicitly stated but is a key ingredient of the proof of the main
result there). There are various extensions to the Banach lattice setting; a general statement
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was given by L. Weis using ultrapower techniques [W].

ii) In the non-commutative case a subsequence splitting lemma similar to Corollary 4.8 was
obtained in [S] for symmetric spaces of measurable operators E(Q,7) associated with an
order continuous rearrangement invariant space E and a von Neumann algebra (I equipped
with a finite trace 7 (see Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 2.2 of [S]). Randrianantoanina proved
Corollary 4.8 for symmetric spaces of measurable operators E(Q,7) when 7 is semi-finite
([R1]) and for general non-commutative L,-spaces ([R3]).

iii) In the case of finite and o-finite von Neumann algebras Proposition 4.13 goes back to

[HRS].

Application: weakly relatively compact sets in (.

The 1-equiintegrable sets coincide with the weakly relatively compact sets. Proposition
4.13 can be used to give a new proof of some well known results of C. A. Akeman ([A]):

Theorem 4.14. Let K be a bounded subset of the predual (., of a von Neumann algebra
(. The following assertions are equivalent:
i) K is weakly relatively compact;
ii) For every sequence (p,,) of pairwise disjoint projections in Q, li_>m sup |¢(pn)| = 0;
n—=00 e K

iii) K is 1-equiintegrable;
iv) There exists 1y € @ such that sup |p(a)| — 0 when vo(aa* + a*a) — 0, a € Bg.

peK
Proof: The new ingredient will be the proof of (iii) = (iv); the proofs of the other
implications are standard.

(i) = (ii): Let (pn) be a disjoint sequence of projections in (: they generate an
abelian von Neumann subalgebra B of (. Let p be the restriction map Q. — By, ¢ = ¢ ..
Then p(K) is weakly relatively compact in B, ~ ¢1, and consequently (by the commutative
result, i. e. Dunford-Pettis Theorem, see [D], p. 93), sup{|f(pn)| | f € p(K)} — 0, i.e.
sup{|¢(pn)| [ ¢ € K} — 0.

(i) = (iii): Assume that for some disjoint sequence (p,) of projections in @ and
some sequence (¢, ) in K we have i:%f |lpnnpnl| = 6 > 0. For every n we have ||p,@npn| =

(P PnDPn, Un) = ©n(Prtnpy) for some partial isometry w,, in . Let p,u,p, = a,+ib, be the
decomposition into real and imaginary parts. Then a,,, b, belong to the unit ball of p,, Ap,,.
Thus one of the sets Ny = {n > 1| |pn(an)| > 6/2} and No = {n > 1| |@,(by)| > §/2} is
infinite. Suppose w.l.o.g. that |p,(a,)| > 6/2 for every n > 1. The von Neumann algebra
C generated by the a,’s is commutative (since they are hermitian and disjoint). The image
p(K) of the set K by the restriction map p : A, — C, still verifies (ii). However, in the
commutative case, it is clear that (ii) implies (iii). Therefore, (vn,a,) = (p(¢n),an) — 0
when n — 00, a contradiction.

(iii) = (iv): if K is l-equiintegrable, then by Prop. 4.13 for every n > 1 there is ¢,, €
Q such that for every ¢ € K there exist x,y € Bg such that ||¢ — (z - 0, + @ - y)|| < 1/n.
If a € Bg we have then:

1 1
lp(a)| < -t (x on + @n-y,a)| < ~ [on(az)| + |on(ya)l

1 * * * *
<~ + ¢n(aa V200 (25 2) 2 + @n(a*a) o, (yy*)/?

1 ) s
< 2llpnl) 2 (n(aa”) + pula*a))'/?
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Set o = 3 27" |lonll " on. Then if volaa* + a*a) < 27" |lpn|| > n2, we obtain
n>1
lp(a)| <2/n for every ¢ € K, and thus prove (iv).
(iv) = (i): Let f € Q" be any w*-limit point of K. Then [f(a)] — 0 when
o(aa® + a*a) — 0, a € Bg. Consequently, the linear functional f is strong*-continuous
on bounded sets of @, so it is w*-continuous ([T], Theorem I1.2.6) and thus belongs to

a.. []

Remark. The equivalence of conditions (i) and (iii) in Theorem 4.14 was also obtained in
[HRS] for finite von Neumann algebras.

Another application of Proposition 4.13 is the following well known result of H. Jarchow

[Ja]:

Theorem 4.15. Every reflexive subspace of the predual of a von Neumann algebra is super-
reflexive.

Proof: Since a Banach space is reflexive iff its unit ball is weakly compact (or, equivalently,
weakly relatively compact), then by Theorem 4.14, a closed subspace of a predual of von
Neumann algebra is reflexive iff its unit ball is 1-equiintegrable. Let now X be a reflexive
subspace of the predual .. It is super-reflexive iff all its ultrapowers are reflexive. Such
an ultrapower X, is a closed subspace of () which we identify with A,. Let ¢ > 0
and ¢. € @, such that d(p, Bg - p- + ¢ - Bq) < € for every ¢ € Bx. Then clearly
d(¢, Ba,, - ¢« + ¢e - Ba,,) < € for every ¢ € Bx,,, where ¢, is the canonical image of ¢, in
(A )y. Thus d(@, Ba- e+ - - Ba) < ¢ for every ¢ € Bx,,, and so By, is 1-equiintegrable,
hence weakly relatively compact. []

Remark. It is easy to see that if ¢g is the “control measure” for Bx given by Akemann’s
condition (iv) in Theorem 4.14, then 1 is a control measure for By, (in virtue of the
strong*-density of Bgq,, in B4).

5. Subspaces containing /,

The following is the main result of this section. It gives several characterizations of the
subspaces of L,(Q) which contain ¢,

Theorem 5.1. Let 0 < p < 0o, p # 2 and A be a von Neumann algebra. Let X C L,(Q)
be a closed subspace. The following statements are equivalent:

i) X contains an almost disjoint normalized sequence.

ii) X contains a basic sequence asymptotically 1-equivalent to the {,-basis (and, if 1 < p <
00, spanning an almost 1-complemented subspace of L,(Q)).

iii) X contains a subspace isomorphic to £,,.

iv) X contains uniformly the spaces {7, n > 1.

v) For some q € (0, p), (or equivalently, for every 0 < q < p) and for every h € L,.(Q), where
1 _ 1 the restriction Thvp,q} « 1s not an isomorphism, where:

Thipq: Lp(@) — Ly(Q) ® Ly(Q), x> (xh, hx)

P

(If Q. is o-finite and hq is an element of L,.(QU)+ with full support, it is sufficient to test this
condition on Th, p q)-
vi) If in addition 0 < p < 2: the unit ball of X is not p-equiintegrable.
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To prove the last equivalence in Theorem 5.1, we shall need the following lemma. As
usual, we denote by (g,,) a sequence of independent Bernouilli variables (random signs) and
by E. the corresponding expectation.

Lemma 5.2. Let 0 < p <2 and K be a p equiintegrable sequence in L,(Q). Then
lim =P sup { E. || Z gihill | b1y .oy hp € K} =0

n—oo
Proof: For every a > 0, we can find by Proposition 4.13 an element hg € L,(Q)4, and
for every h € K, elements x,y in the unit ball of @ such that |h — xho — hoy|| < a. Given
hi,...;hn, € K let 21,91, ..., Tn, yn € Bq such that ||h; — x;ho — hoys|| < a, i = 1,...,n. Let
r > 0 such that 1/p =1/2+ 1/r. We have:

2 r r 2
E. | Y ciwiholl, < Ee S ashPllallh e = Nholl2/" (3 llwihb/(13)12 < n'/2 b,

and similarly,

E. || ) cihoyilly < n'/?[|holl,

=1

Since L,(Q) is of type p with constant 1 (this follows from interpolation if 1 < p < 2 and
from the p-norm inequality if 0 < p < 1), we have

E. ||Zez ~wiho — o)l < (3" llhs — wiho — hoyr )7 < ni/Pa

=1

Combining the preceding inequalities, we deduce

lim sup n /P sup { E. HZslh | | hiyeshn € K} <a

n— 00
=1

which proves the lemma. []

Proof of Theorem 5.1. The implication (i) = (ii) is the implication (iii)=> (iv) in the
Prop. 2.11; the implications (ii) = (iii) == (iv) are trivial. The implication (iv) = (i) is
a special case of Theorem 3.1.

(i) = (v): if (a,) is a normalized disjoint sequence, a,h — 0 and ha,, — 0 for every
h € L,. For s,h — 0 (resp. hs, — 0) in L, for every disjoint sequence (s,,) of projections
(since the set {h} is p-biequiintegrable).

(v) = (i): let F be the set of finite subsets of L, (Q), ordered by inclusion. Let ® be the
set of cofinal subsets of F and U an ultrafilter on F containing ® (see the proof of Proposition
4.13). Note that the ultrafilter I is necessarily countably incomplete: so we can find a family
(er) of strictly positive real numbers such that hri{l er = 0. By (v) we can choose for every

F € F an element zp € X, with [|zp[[, = 1, such that ||zph| < eF and ||hzp| < ep for
every h € F (apply hypothesis (v) to hp = ( 3 (Jh]> 4+ |h*]2))/2). It follows that the family
heF

(zr) defines an element ¢ of Xy (hence of L,(@)y) which verifies h& = 0 = £h for every
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h € L,(Q). Consequently, £ is disjoint from L,(Q), and so by Theorem 2.7 we can extract
from the family (zp) an almost disjoint sequence. Thus we get (i). In the case where (
is o-finite and hg € L, ()4 with full support such that T}, , , is not an isomorphism, we
choose a normalized sequence x,, in X such that ||z, ho| — 0 and ||hoz,| — 0, and consider
the element ¢ defined by the sequence (x,) in some ultrapower X;; (associated with a free
ultrafilter over IN). Then ¢ is disjoint from hy and consequently from L, (@) (since hg has
full support), and finally from L,(Q).

(i) = (vi): This is clear since a disjoint normalized sequence is not p-equiintegrable
(nor is an almost disjoint normalized sequence).

(vi) = (i): if the unit ball of X is not p-equiintegrable, we can find a sequence (hy,)
of normalized elements of X and a disjoint sequence (p,) of projections of i such that
|pn P pn || p > 0 >0 for every n > 1. By the Subsequence Splitting Lemma, we may suppose
that h,, = hl, +h!/, where (h},) is p-equiintegrable and (h!)) is disjoint. We have p,h},p, — 0,
so we may suppose that ||p,h!'p,|| > J, and consequently ||h!|| >  for every n > 1. Using
Lemma 5.2, we can construct inductively a sequence I; < ... < I,, < ... of disjoint intervals

of IN and a sequence of signs (g;) such that |In|_1/p | > e;hl]] < 27™ for every n > 1. Let
i€l

r —-1/p / 7 —1/p 7 o 1"
a, = |1, E gihy, a, = |1,] E eh; and a, =a, +a,
i€l, 1€l

Then (a,) C X, (a]}) is equivalent to the /,-basis, and by a standard perturbation argument,
(@n)n>n, s also equivalent to the ¢,-basis for sufficiently large ng. []

The equivalence between (i) and (vi) in Theorem 5.1 can be extended to sequences in
the following way.

Proposition 5.3. Let 0 < p < 2, and (h,,) C L,(Q) be a bounded sequence. If 1 < p < 2,
suppose in addition that (h,) is unconditional. Then the following assertions are equivalent:
i) (hy,) is not p-equiintegrable;

ii) (hy,) contains a subsequence equivalent to the ¢,-basis.

Proof: That (ii) = (i) is a consequence of Lemma 5.2. The converse implication can be
proved using arguments similar to those used in the semi-finite case by [HRS]| for the case
1 < p < 2 or [SX] for the case p < 1. We sketch these arguments for the convenience of
the reader (with a modified, somewhat shortened proof in the case 0 < p < 1). Assuming
(i), we can choose, by Corollary 4.9, a subsequence of (h,) (for simplicity of notation, we
shall assume that it is (h,,) itself), and a disjoint sequence of projections (e,) such that
llenhnen|| > 6 > 0 for every n > 1.
a) The case 1 < p < 2.

For every finite sequence (\,) of scalars, since the projections e; are pairwise disjoint
and p > 1, we have:

E.| Zen)‘nhn”p > E. Z ||€j(z EnAnhn)e; [P = ZEE||ej(Z enAnhin)e; |
n j=1 n j=1 n

> lINjehieslP > 67> NI
j=1 :

J
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Thus by the unconditionality of the sequence (h,,), we deduce that || = A,ha||? > ¢ [Aa|?

for some ¢ > 0. The converse inequality follows from the type p property of L,(Q).
b) The case p < 1. .

Let U be a free ultrafilter over IN; let h be the element of L, (Q)y = L,(A) represented
by the sequence (h,,), and for each m, let é,, be the canonical image of e,, in (. We have

lim ||é,h| = 0, since the projections é,, are pairwise disjoint. Similarly lim ||hé,,| = 0.
m— o0 ~ ~ m—0o0

Let my, be such that [|é,,h] + ||hén|| < e-27F~! for every m > mj. On the other hand,
lim |le,hn| = 0 = lim ||hpen| for every m € IN. So we can define inductively an
n— oo n—0o0

increasing sequence (ny), with ny > my for all k, in the following way: n; = mq, and
Nk+1 > max(ng + 1,mg41) is chosen such that for every j =1, ..., k:

i) max(len, oo, [y Wy €y, ) < €275

i4) max([|hn, e, [, len; gy, ) < €279

Then max(||en, || |y en, [|) < €277 for every j # k. Set e = Y e, and K = sup ||hy, .

Jj=1
We have for every (\;) € £
KPY NI 21D Ajhag P 2> [le(Y Ajhn, el

Jj=1 J=21 Jj=1

> H Z )\jenjh’njenj Hp - Z Z H)\jenkhnﬁHp - Z Z HAjenj hnjenk Hp
Jj=>1 J21 k#j J21 k#j
> (5 - 2077) Y gl
Jj=1

where CP = 3" 27%. Hence if ¢ < 271/7(5/C), the sequence (h,;) is equivalent to the
k

{,-basis. []

Application: Kadec-Pelczynski dichotomy for non-commutative L,-spaces

Proof of Theorem 0.2. Theorem 0.2 follows from the special case ¢ = 2 of Theorem
5.1. Note that if for some h € L,(Q) the map T} p 2 : L,(A) — La(A) @2 Lo(Q) restricts
to an isomorphism S = T} ,9 |x, then X is isomorphic to the Hilbert space S(X); if
P : Ly(Q) &2 Ly(@) — S(X) is the orthogonal projection, then Q := S™1PT}, 5 is a
projection from L,(@) onto X. []

Another version of the Kadec-Pelczynski dichotomy, which is well known in the
commutative case, deals with unconditional sequences.

Proposition 5.4. Let 2 < p < oo and (I be a von Neumann algebra. Then every semi-
normalized unconditional sequence in L,(Q) either is equivalent to the ¢y-basis or has a
subsequence which is asymptotically 1-equivalent to the {,-basis and spans a complemented
subspace.

Proof: Let (h,) be a semi-normalized unconditional sequence in L, (Q) (by semi-normalized
we mean that 0 < § = inf ||hy,[|, < M = sup ||k, < o). Let Tjp o+ Lp(Q) — L2(Q) @2

Ly(Q@) be as before. If for some h € L,(Q) (with 1/r = 1/2 —1/p), inf{||Th p2hn|2 | n >
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1} = ¢ > 0, then (h,) is equivalent to the fs-basis. Indeed, then for every finite sequence
(A\n) of scalars:

V2 |hl, E. IIZA enhinlp > Ee ||Z)‘n5nThp,2h 2
ZIA P Th,p 2k |22 2 e ZIA )12

on the other hand, by the type 2 property of L,(Q),

Ec[| Y Mnenhnlly < COQ_ Palllhal?)? < MY 1Nl

n n

If at the contrary we have inf{||T}, , 2hn|l2 | » > 1} = 0 for any h € L,(Q), then we can
adapt the proof of (v)== (i) of Theorem 5.1 by choosing the xp’s in the sequence (hy,).
Then we deduce that (h,) has an almost disjoint subsequence. []

Remark. The results of [HRS] concerning the Banach-Saks properties of non-commutative
L,-spaces associated with a finite von Neumann algebra can be extended to the present
setting with the same proof (using our Lemma 5.2 in place of Lemma 3.1 of [HRS]). We
refer to [HRS], Definition 5.5 for the definition of the various Banach-Saks properties (the
terminology is not completely fixed and their Banach-Saks property is sometimes called
“weak Banach-Saks”, or “Banach-Saks-Rosenthal” property). Then L;(@) has the Banach-
Saks property, L,(Q) has the p-Banach-Saks property if 1 < p < 2 and the 2-Banach-Saks
property if 2 < p < oo; any p-equiintegrable weakly null sequence of L,(Q), 1 < p < 2, has
a strong p-Banach-Saks subsequence, and a closed linear subspace of L,(Q), 1 < p < 2 has
the strong p-Banach-Saks property iff it has no subspace isomorphic to .

Historical comments. i) The commutative forerunner of Theorem 5.1 is due to H. P.
Rosenthal [Ro]. For finite von Neumann algebras, Theorem 5.1 was proved in [HRS] for
1 < p < 2 and in [SX] for p < 1. The proofs in both papers use the notion of the p-
modulus of uniform integrability, the definition of which involves the trace. An analogue
of this modulus could be defined in the non-tracial, o-finite case too, via a normal faithful
state, but it would have less tractable properties (in particular with respect to conjugation
and absolute value). For finite von Neumann algebras, some equivalences in Theorem 5.1
were obtained in [R1-2].

ii) Lemma 5.2 and Proposition 5.3 above are simply extensions to our context of the
corresponding results for finite von Neumann algebras in [HRS].

iii) Theorem 0.2 and Proposition 5.4 were proved in the commutative context in the
well-known paper of M. I. Kadec and A. Pelczynski [KaP]. These results were proved by
Sukochev [S] in the case of a finite von Neumann algebra, and by N. Randrianantoanina
[R2] in the semi-finite case (even in the more general setting of spaces E(Q,T) associated
with an order-continuous type 2 r.i. function space E).

6. Operator space version

This section is devoted to the analogues of Theorems 3.1 and 0.2 in the category of
operator spaces. Our references for Operator Space Theory are [ER] and [P2]. Recall that
an operator space F is a closed subspace of B(H) for some Hilbert space H, equipped with
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a natural sequence of matrix norms. Let M,, denote the space of complex n X n matrices
and M, (E) = M, ® E the space of n x n matrices with entries in E. As usual, M, (B(H)) is
identified with B(¢5(H)) and the matrix norm on M, (E) is the one induced by the natural
inclusion of M, (F) into M,,(B(H)). An abstract characterization of operator spaces was
given by Ruan (see [ER2]): a Banach space E equipped with a sequence (|| ||,,) of norms on
the M,,(E) can be identified with an operator space iff the matricial norms (|| ||,,) satisfy
two simple conditions (“Ruan’s axioms”).

Now let F/, F' be two operator spaces; a linear map T : E — F' is said to be completely
bounded if

I, = sup iy, T s Mo(E) = My (F)| <
n

Then || ||, defines a norm on the space CB(E, F) of completely bounded operators from
E into F. An operator T' : E — F is called a complete isomorphism if it is a linear
bijection such that 7" and T~! are completely bounded. Two operator spaces E, F are
said to be completely isomorphic (resp. K-completely isomorphic) if there exists a complete
isomorphism 7' : E — F (resp. with || T]| , ||T*||ce < K). Similarly, a linear subspace F of
E is said to be completely complemented (resp. K-completely complemented) in F' if there
is a completely bounded projection P : E' — F (resp. with || P, < K).

Now let O be a von Neumann algebra and 1 < p < co. We will consider the natural
operator space structure on L,(Q) as introduced in [P1-2]. For p = oo a realization of (
as a concrete von Neumann algebra, i.e. a unital w*-closed *-subalgebra of some B(H),
gives an operator space structure on I = Lo (@) (independent of the realization since
*-isomorphisms are completely isometric). A standard operator space structure on the
dual space @™ follows by Operator Spaces Theory (M, (Q*) is identified with the space
CB(Q, M,) and the corresponding sequence of matricial norms satisfies Ruan’s axioms). A
specific operator space structure on Li(Q) = @A, is induced by the natural embedding of
Q. into its bidual @*. In fact, as explained in [P2], §7 it is more convenient to consider
L;(Q@) as the predual of the opposite von Neumann algebra °?, which is isometric (but
not completely isomorphic) to @, and to equip L;1(@Q) with the operator space structure
inherited from (@°7)*. The main reason for this choice is that it insures that the equality
Li(M, ® @) = S}&L1(Q) (operator space projective tensor product) holds true (see [Ju3],
§3). Finally the operator space structure of L, (Q) is obtained by complex interpolation, using
the well known interpretation of L,(() as interpolation space ((, L1(Q@)),,, (see [Te2]).

We will need the following convenient characterization of the operator space struc-
ture of the subspaces of L,(Q). Note that there is a natural algebraic identification of
Ly(M,, ® Q) with M,,(L,(@)). Following [P1], if £ is an operator space one sets S [E] :=
(S™[E), SPE))1/p = (My|E], SY®E)1 p; by [P1], Cor 1.4 we have when (Eo, E1) is a com-
patible interpolation couple: S} [(Eo, E1)1/,] = (My[Eo], ST®E1)1 . Consequently we have:
SplLy(A)] = (M, @ A, L1(M,, ® Q))1/, = Lp(M,, ® Q); in other words S}'[@] identifies
with the linear space M, (L,(Q)) equipped with the norm of L,(M, ® Q). Note that if
QA is commutative, say A = L,(€2, p) for some measure space (€2, p), it turns out that
Sp[Lp(Q)] = Lyp(2, 5 Sy ), the space of p-integrable functions with values in S}'. Recall also
that if I is a closed linear subspace of E, the norm on S} [F] is induced from that of S}'[E].
The norms on S}'[E],n > 1, completely determine the operator space structure of £ in the
following sense (see [P1], prop. 2.3):

Lemma 6.1. Let E; and Es be two operator spaces. Then a linear map T : Fh4 — FEs is
completely bounded iff
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sup [lidsp ® T': Sy [Eq] — Sp[Eo]|| < o0
moreover in this case the supremum above is equal to ||T'|| .

The embedding results in sections 3 and 5 can be improved into results for the category
of operator spaces. We first consider subspaces of L,(Q) containing /,,.

Theorem 6.2. Let 0 < p < 0o, p # 2 and X be a closed subspace of L,(Q). If X contains
uniformly the spaces £}, n > 1 as Banach spaces, then given any € > 0, X contains a subspace
(1 4+ ¢)-completely isomorphic to ¢, and (1 + ¢)-completely complemented in L,(Q).

As a corollary we immediately get the following operator space version of the Kadec-
Pelczynski dichotomy:

Corollary 6.3. Let 2 < p < oo, and X be a closed subspace of L,(Q). Then either X
is (Banach) isomorphic to a Hilbert space or X contains a subspace which is completely
isomorphic to ¢, and completely complemented in L,(Q).

Remark. Corollary 6.3. has been known to M. Junge and the second author for a semifinite
Q (and also when (@ is a type III algebra of some particular form).

Now we turn to the operator space analogue of Theorem 3.1. In the following, given
an operator space I, the spaces {,(F) and £ (F) are equipped with the natural operator
space structure introduced in [P1] (via complex interpolation). More generally, if (F});>1 is a
sequence of operator spaces, the space (€D F}), has also a natural operator space structure.

Jjz1
Theorem 6.4. Let 1 < p < oo, and X be a closed subspace of L,(Q). Let (F;);>1 be a
sequence of finite dimensional operator spaces. Assume that there is a constant K such that
for all n,j > 1, X contains a subspace Y, which is K-completely isomorphic to ZZ(Fj).
i) Then for every ¢ > 0, X contains a subspace (K + ¢)-completely isomorphic to

F= (@ Fj)p-

jz1
ii) If in addition each Yj, is C-completely complemented in L,(QU) then X contains a
subspace (K + €)-completely isomorphic to F' and (CK + ¢)-completely complemented in
L,(Q).

Specializing to Schatten classes we get the following:

Corollary 6.5. Let 1 < p < oo, and X be a closed subspace of L,(Q). If X contains
subspaces uniformly completely isomorphic to Sy, n > 1, (resp. and uniformly completely
complemented in L,(Q)) then X contains a subspace completely isomorphic to K, =

(@ S})p (resp. and completely complemented in L,(()).
n>1

Remarks. i) Corollary 6.5 can be used to simplify some proofs in [JNRS].

ii) It is worth noting that contrary to Theorem 6.4, the assumption in Theorem 6.2 is
only at the Banach space level! (So the latter cannot be considered as a special case of the
former.)

The proofs of Theorems 6.2 and 6.4 are very similar and that of Theorem 6.2 is simpler,
so we give only the proof of the latter.

Proof of Theorem 6.4. By the proof of Theorem 3.1, given a sequence () of positive real
numbers (the ¢;’s being very small), there is a sequence (E;) of finite dimensional subspaces
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of X and a disjoint sequence (p;) of projections of A, such that E; is K-isomorphic to F}
by some isomorphism 7} : F; — E;, and such that

Viz1LVhe E;  [[h—pihp;|| <& hl (%)

Define T': FF - E =) E;, x = (zj) — Tax = > T,x;. Then T is an isomorphism, see the
J J

proof of Theorem 3.1.

Reexamining that proof, we see that, under the present hypothesis, each of the spaces
E; constructed there is in fact K-completely isomorphic to the corresponding F;. More
precisely, T; can be defined so that

HTj_chb <1land |T}], < K

Indeed, keeping the notations used in the proofs of Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.1, we have
that T} is some S;;, at the beginning of the proof of Theorem 3.1 and E; = S;; »(F}).
However, S ;n = Tjn I;, where I; : F; — (3(F;) is the natural embedding of F; into the
i-th coordinate of lp(Fy), ie. Ii(z) = e; @, and where T}, : £ (F;) — X is the embeddlng
given by Lemma 3.2. More precisely, by the discussion at the end of the proof of Lemma
3.2, for every n, j there are an integer N and a linear map S, : £ — ZN which satisfy
the following: firstly, S, sends the basis vectors of £} into disjoint blocks of Z ; secondly,
Tjm = T2V (S, ® Idg,), where T7N = £V (F;) — X is a K-complete embeddlng whose
existence is guaranteed by the assumption of Theorem 6.4. Therefore, we obtain that

Sj,i,n = TN (Sn X IdFJ) I;

Since both I; and S,, ® Idg, are completely isometric embeddings, we deduce the desired
assertion on Tj.
We shall show that T is now a complete isomorphism. To this end, by Lemma 6.1 we
need only to consider
idSm®T:Sm[F]—>Sm[E], m>1

Fix m > 1 and let p; = idgy ® p;. Then (p;) is a disjoint sequence of projections in M,, ® Q.
We claim that (with d; = — dim B, )

vm,j > 1L,vh e SPE;l, h=pihpjllgpmim,) < digj [hllsmim, ()

(Note that the constant on the right hand side does not depend on m). Indeed, choose an
Auerbach basis (52)1<1<d in F; and let (§)1<i<q,, be the dual basis in the dual space E7.
For all i,k = 1,...,d;, i # k we have €, &5 = |I&] = 1€ = 1, and (&;,&;) = 0. Every

h € S;'[E;] can be written as h = Z a; ®§&;, where the a;, i = 1,...,d; belong to S7*. Thus

(+) -
by (x):
|h — pihp; ||sm < d;e; SUP Haszm

Recall that any bounded functional on an operator space is automatically completely
bounded, and that its cb-norm is equal to its norm. Hence

lidsy ® & SP[E;] = Syl =1, 1<i<d;
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whence
SIZ%P H@iHsgL < HhHs;n[Ej]

Combining the previous inequalities we obtain our claim (f). Now using () instead of (x)
and repeating the arguments in the proof of Theorem 3.1 with ids;n ® T in place of T', we

dic.
deduce that, if dje; < 1 for each j and ; ﬁ =e<1,
lidsm @ T7H < (1—¢)7%,  [lidsp @ T|| < (1 +2)K
Since m > 1 is arbitrary, we obtain:
1T o <(1=2)"% T, < (1+e)K

This proves the part (i) of Theorem 6.4. The part (ii) can be proved similarly by combining
the previous arguments with the proof of the part iii) of Theorem 3.1. []

Appendix: Equality case in non-commutative Clarkson inequality

Theorem A1l. Let  be a von Neumann algebra and 0 < p < oo, p # 2. Two elements x,y
of L,(Q) verify the equality:

lz +yll” + llz — ylI” = 2= + lylI”)
if and only if they are disjoint.

This result was stated by H. Kosaki [Ko2| in the case p > 2, and proved by reduction
to the equality case of an inequality valid in L, o(@). We shall follow the same pattern,
but the argument is different when p < 2. The equality case of this auxiliary inequality is
given by the following:

Proposition A2. Let A be a von Neumann algebra and 0 < r < oo, r # 1. Two positive
elements a, b of L,.(Q) verify the equality:

Tr(a+b)" = Tr(a”) + Tr(d")
if and only if they are disjoint.

We first deduce Theorem Al from Proposition A2. Let r = p/2 and a = x*z, b = y*y.
Then:

T T 1
Tr(a”) + Te(0") = lll” + lylI” = 5(lz + ylI” + llz = yII")

= %Tr[(a +b+ (@Y +y*2) + (a+b— 2"y +y*x))]

<Tr(a+0b)"if0<r<1
>Tr(a+b)" ifr>1

where we have used the operator-concavity of the function ¢ — ¢" if 0 < r < 1 (see [B],

chap. V), and the convexity of the L,-norm and of the function ¢ — ¢" if » > 1. Note that

the reverse inequalities are always true:

< Tr(a")+Tr(d")if0<r <1

Tr(a + b)"
Ha+0) { > Tr(a”) + Te(b") if r > 1
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(see [Ko3] Lemma 3 in the first case and [Ko2] Lemma 3.3 in the second case). So we are in

the equality case
Tr(a+b)" = Tr(a") + Tr(d")

and by Proposition A2 above this implies that a and b have disjoint supports. Since the
support of a (resp. b) coincides with the right support of z (resp of y) this means that x
and y have disjoint right supports. Replacing x,y by their conjugates, we see that the left
supports of x and y are disjoint too, so z L y. []

Proof of Proposition A2: The case r > 1 was treated in [Ko2] Proposition 6.3, using a
differentiation argument in the strictly convex Banach space L, (Q). So we consider only the
case 0 <r < 1.
JFrom 0 < a,b < a + b we infer the existence of ¢,d € @ with ||c|| < 1, ||d]| < 1 such
that
a'’? = c(a+b)*?, b/ =d(a+b)"/?
Hence
a=(a+b)2%cc(a+b)'? = cla+b)c*
b= (a+0b)"2d*d(a+b)"? = d(a+ b)d*
Note that we can choose ¢, d such that ¢*c + d*d = s(a + b). Since 0 < r < 1 we have by
Hansen’s inequality (see [Han] for bounded operators, and [Ko2] Lemma 3.6 for operators
in L,(Q)):
a” = (c(a+b)c*)"
b" = (d(a + b)d*)"

Hence

Tr(a" +b") > Tr(c(a + b)"c*) + Tr(d(a + b)"d")
Tr((a+b)"(c"c + d*d))
Tr

(a+b)" =Tr(a" +0")

so the inequalities above become all equalities; then we have:
a" =cla+b)"c*
b" =d(a+b)"d”
(since the differences are positive and of zero trace). We distinguish now two cases:
Case 1: r < 1/2. Since 2r < 1 we may use Hansen’s inequality again:
a” = C((CL—|— b)1/2)2rc* S (C(CL—|— b)l/QC*)Zr S (a1/2)2r —aq" <*)

1/2 1/2

where the last inequality follows from the inequality c(a + b)*/2¢* < (c(a + b)c*)'/? = a
(Hansen’s inequality) and 2r < 1. Therefore, the inequalities in (x) above are equalities:

a" = (c(a+ b))

whence
a'’? = c(a+ b)Y/ 3¢

equivalently:
al/? = cql/? = gl/20*
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which implies in particular that s(a) < r(c) and that a = cac*. Recalling that a = ¢(a+b)c*,
we see that cbe* = 0, hence r(c) L s(b). So finally s(a) L s(b), which ends the proof of case 1.

Case 2: 1/2 < r < 1. By the equalities a” = c¢(a + b)"¢* and a'/? = c(a + b)*/? we have

a’ = CL1/2<CL + b)r—l/QC*
whence a”71/2 = s(a)(a + b)"~/2¢*, and so:

a1t =c(a+b0)""V2s(a)(a+ b) V2" < cla+ )T
but since 2r — 1 < 1, we may use Hansen’s inequality again:
c(a+0)*te* < (c(a+b)c*)* = a? !

and thus we obtain the equality:

a2r—1 — C((Z-i- b)2r—1c*
If 2r —1 < 1/2, i.e. 7 < 3/4, then as in Case 1, we deduce that a'/? = c(a + b)*/?c* and
then s(a) L s(b). If not, we iterate the procedure. Define the sequence (r,) by ro = r,
Tnt1 = 21, — 1. The interval (1/2,1] contains finitely many points of this sequence (which
converges to —o0). Let N be the first integer such that ry < 1/2. We have 0 < ry < 1/2
and 1/2 <r, <1forn=0,..,N — 1. So we have inductively

a™ = (c(a+b)c*)™

for n = 0,...,N. For n = N this equality implies a'/? = ¢(a 4+ b)'/%¢* and finally that

s(a) L s(b). []
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