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Structure of local Banach spaces of locally convex spaces

Jari Taskinen, University of Helsinki

1. Introduction and notation. In this paper the word ”local” is used in at least
three different meanings. Our aim is to study local Banach spaces of Fréchet or other locally
convex spaces, and it turns out that it is convenient to use the local theory of Banach spaces
for this purpose. Recall that given a locally convex space E and a continuous seminorm p
on FE the completion of the normed space (E/ker(p),p) is a local Banach space of E, and
it is denoted by E,. If (pa)aca is a system of seminorms defining the topology of E, then
we call (E), )aca a system of local Banach spaces.

Valdivia proved in [V] that every infinite dimensional nuclear locally convex space E
has for all separable infinite dimensional Banach spaces X a system of local Banach spaces
isomorphic to X. In this paper we study Schwartz spaces and, consequently, compact linear
operators in Banach spaces. We consider ”dense” factorizations of operators in Banach
spaces, i.e., factorizations T = TTM T € L(X,Y), through Z such that 7MW (X) C Z is
dense. Assuming density is enough to guarantee a direct application to the study of local
Banach spaces of locally convex spaces.

In Section 2. we introduce a way to measure the distance of nonisomorphic Banach
spaces, the so called local distance function. We prove general theorems (Theorems 2.8
and 2.14) which show that a compact operator T" on a separable reflexive Banach space X
factors through a Banach space Y in a strong sense (the image of X is dense in Y; both
factors of the given operator are compact), if the distance of X* and Y™ is small enough
and some technical assumptions are satisfied. For example we show that an arbitrary
compact operator on a separable £,-space X, 1 < p < oo, factors through any separable
L,-space Y in the above strong sense (Theorem 2.10). Consequently, if X and Y are such
spaces, we see that a Schwartz space having a system of local Banach space isomorphic to
X also has a system isomorphic to Y (Corollary 2.16).

The concept of local distance function is also analyzed from the Banach space theoret-
ical point of view. We show (Proposition 2.4) that there exist separable, reflexive Banach
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spaces which are in a sense very close to £5 but which do not have a Schauder basis. This
result is a consequence of a construction of Szarek, [S].

Section 3 contains some more remarks on dense factorizations. The considerations in
this section are technically easy, compared to Section 2, and the results are not so deep from
the Banach—space theoretical point of view. But the consequences to the locally convex
space theory are so strong that it is worthwhile to present the results in detail. In Theorem
3.2 we show that if X is a separable Banach space with a complemented unconditional
basic sequence, if Y and Z are Banach spaces, Z separable, and if T € L(X,Y") is compact,
then T factors through X x Z such that the image of X is dense in X x Z. Combining
this observation with the results of Section 2 we see that a compact T' € L({3), 1 < ¢ < o0,
factors densely through any separable £,-space for 1 < p < co. Another consequence of
Theorem 3.2 is that a compact T' € L(X) factors through Y x Z for an arbitrary separable
Banach space Z, if the (uniform, see later) local distance of X* and Y™* is small enough
and if some technical assumptions are satisfied.

In the second part of the paper, Section 4, we study some duality problems for local
Banach spaces. The relations of the local Banach spaces of a locally convex space E and
of the strong dual E; are not yet well understood in general. For example, it is an open
problem whether, given a Fréchet or a (DF)-space E with a system of local Banach spaces
isomorphic to some Banach space X, F also has a fundamental system of Banach discs
(Ba)aca such that the corresponding Banach spaces Ep_ are isomorphic to X. We are
not able to solve this problem here, but in Proposition 4.1 we generalize the known partial
positive results, and in Proposition 4.6 we construct an example which can be considered
as a partial negative solution. This construction uses an estimate (Lemma 4.2) of the
absolute projection constant of a Banach space. The method used in the proof of this
lemma may be new.

We use mainly the terminology of [K1], [LT1] and [TJ]. Let us however mention some
notations and definitions. N stands for the set {1,2,3,...}. The closure of a set A is
denoted by A. A subset A of a vector space is absolutely convex, if Y1 | \jz; € A for
all sequences (z;)", C A and for all scalar sequences ()\;) satisfying > .~ [\ < 1. A
closed, bounded and absolutely convex subset of a Fréchet space is called a Banach disc.
The vector spaces are over the real or complex scalar field unless otherwise stated. By a
subspace we mean a linear subspace, by an operator a continuous linear operator, and by
an isomorphism a linear homeomorphism. T'wo Banach spaces X and Y are C—isomorphic,
C > 1, if the Banach-Mazur distance d(X,Y) < C, where d(X,Y) :=inf |[o)||[]1x 7|, ¥ :
X — Y isomorphism. A subspace X of a Banach space Y is C—complemented, if there
exists a projection P from Y onto X with || P|| < C; the projection constant A(X,Y) is the
number inf {|[|P|| | P is a projection from X onto Y'}. The absolute projection constant
A(X) of a Banach space X is the supremum of A\(Z,Y") over all Banach spaces Y containing
a subspace Z isometric to X.

For the definition of the bounded approximation property, (Schauder) basis and basis
constant we refer to [LT1]. The definition and properties of L£,-spaces can be found in
[LT], Chapter 5, or in [TJ], §2. Type, cotype and the corresponding constants are defined
in [TJ], §4. Some elementary facts on and definitions of tensor products, especially the
projective tensor product, are mentioned in [TJ], §5 (or in [T]; for more details, see [J]),
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and the real interpolation method is also presented in the same book, §3.

Most of these definitions occur also in [J].

If X and Y are Banach spaces we denote by L(X,Y) the space of bounded linear
operators X — Y. If T' € L(X,Y) is compact, we define the n:th approximation number
an(T), n €N, by

an(T) = inf {|T = Tp|| | T, € L(X,Y), rank T}, < n}. (1.1)

Recall that a locally convex space E is a Schwartz space, if for every continuous
seminorm p there exists a continuous seminorm ¢, ¢ > p, such that the canonical map-
ping F, — E, induced by the identity operator on E is compact. For other definitions
concerning locally convex spaces we refer to [K1| and [J].

Acknowledgements. 1 am very grateful to José Bonet for reading a preliminary
version of the manuscript and for valuable remarks. I would like to thank Hans-Olav
Tylli for many discussions on the subjects of this paper. I would also like to thank Mikael
Lindstrom for remarks and comments.

2. Local distance function of Banach spaces with applications to compact
operators and Schwartz spaces. The Banach-Mazur distance provides a natural way
to measure differences of two isomorphic Banach spaces, but for nonisomorphic spaces
the Banach—Mazur distance is not a finite number. In this section we introduce a way to
measure the distance of nonisomorphic spaces, the so called local distance function. The
local distance function is not a metric, since the ”local distance” of two Banach spaces is
a function, not a number. Some basic properties of local distance function are given in
Remarks 1.-8.

2.1. Definition. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and C > 1. The C'—local distance
function of X and Y is the function (C)—Id(X,Y) : N — RT U {oo}, the value of which
at n € N is the infimum of co and all numbers f(n) € Rt satisfying the following: If
M C X and My C Y are at most n—dimensional subspaces, n € N, then there exist
C—complemented finite dimensional subspaces N C X and Ny C Y, such that M C
N, My C Ny, dim (N) = dim (Ny) and

d(N,Ny) < f(n).

Let X,Y and C be as above and let K : N — N be a non-decreasing function. The
K—uniform C-local distance function of X and Y is the function (K,C)—ld(X,Y): N —
Rt U {oo} the value of which at the point n € N is the infimum of co and all numbers
f(n) € RT satisfying the following condition: If M C X and My C Y are subspaces with
dimension not greater than n, then there exist C—complemented subspaces N C X and
Ny C Y containing M and My, respectively, such that dim (N) = dim (Ny) < K(n) and
d(N, Ny) < f(n).

We call the C-local distance function just the local distance function, if C' is clear
from context or does not need to become specified. In the same way we speak about the
uniform local distance function.



We say that the local distance (respectively, uniform local distance) of X and Y is
bounded, if (C')—Ild(X,Y) is a bounded function for some C (resp. (K,C)—Ild(X,Y) is a
bounded function for some C' and K).

We say that the local distance of X and Y is finite, if, for some C' > 1, (C)—Id(X,Y)(n)
is finite for all n.

In the same way we define what means that the uniform local distance of X and Y is
finite.

2.2. Remarks. 1. It may happen that the local distance of X from itself is not
finite. This is the case for the Banach space X constructed by Pisier, [Psl]: it has the
property that all n—dimensional subspaces are not better than C'y/n—complemented in X,
where C is a constant depending on the space X only. In fact, the property that the local
distance of X from itself is finite is equivalent to X being a m—space in the sense of [JRZ].
This property is stronger than the bounded approximation property. We refer to [JRZ],
Proposition 1.1 and 1.2.

2. It would also be possible to define another local distance function roughly speaking
as the infimum of all functions f(n) satisfying the following condition (X, Y and C as
in Definition 2.1): Given finite dimensional subspaces M C X, My C Y there exist
C—complemented subspaces N and Ny containing M and My, respectively, such that
dim(N) = dim(Ny) and such that d(N,Ny) < f(dim(N)). We would get a distance
function which would be easier to estimate for example in the case of L,~spaces (cf. Remark
6.). However, this function seems not to be so useful in considerations like Theorem 2.8.

Omitting the space My in Definition 2.1 would lead to another concept of distance
function. This distance function would not be symmetric with respect to X and Y.

3. If X and Y are £,-spaces, then the uniform local distance of X and Y is bounded.
This statement follows immediately from definitions and [PR], Corollary 2.1. We do not
know, if the converse statement ("if X is a £,-space and the local distance of X and Y is
bounded, then Y is a £,-space”) also holds.

4. Let X (resp. Y) be a Banach space of type p (resp. p’). If the local distance
of X and Y is bounded, then p = p’. Suppose by antithesis that 1 < p < p’ < 2.
By the Maurey—Pisier theorem, [TJ], Theorem 7.6, X contains a subspace M which is
2—isomorphic to E’;, 0o > k > (4C'D)P'/®=P) where D = sup(C)—Ild(X,Y)(n) and

C' =T, (Y), the type p'—constant of Y.
Let N C Y be any subspace which is D—isomorphic to a subspace of X containing M.
Then we have for the type p’—constant of N (see [TJ], (4.5), p. 15),

T, (N) > D™ 'T, (M) > D~k =1/P /2 > 20",

which contradicts Ty (Y) = C".

In the same way one shows that if the local distance of X and Y is bounded, then the
spaces X and Y have the same cotype.

5. It is a direct consequence of definitions that if (C')—Id(X,Y") is a bounded func-
tion for some C, then X (resp. Y) is crudely finitely representable (and even strongly
representable) in Y (resp. X). For the definition of these concepts, see [MS], 11.6 and
[BDG].



6. We show that if X (resp. Y') is an L,—space (resp. L,—space), 1 < p < p’ < o0,
then, for all € > 0, for all n € N,

(K,C)—ld(X,Y)(n) < (14¢)(2(n + 1)2/C(e))V/ PV, (2.1)

where C = 1+ ¢ and K(n) = (2(n + 1)2/C(e))" and C(e) is a constant depending
on e. Pelezynski, Rosenthal and Kwapien have shown ([PR], Theorem 2.1) that, given
an n-dimensional subspace M of an L, space, there exists a 1 + e-complemented sub-
space N D M such that dim (N) < (2(n + 1)2/C(g))™ and d(N,Zgim (N)) <14¢/3.
So, given n—dimensional subspaces M C X and My C Y, we choose k—dimensional
1 + e—complemented subspaces N D> M, Ny D My such that k& < (2(n + 1)2/C(¢))",
d(N,0F) <1+¢/3, d(Ny,E’;,) <1+ ¢/3. Then we have

AN, Ny) < (14 PV < (14 )2+ 12/ C(e))" /P

We do not know how sharp this estimate is.

7. We do not know what is the relation of the local distance function of Banach spaces
X and Y and on the other hand of the local distance function of the duals X* and Y*.
This question should be compared with [LT], II1.5.7 and 8, and [M]. The local distance
function of X and Y gives direct information only on some quotients of X* and Y™.

8. Let X be a weak Hilbert space in the sense of [Ps2]. If M C X is an n-dimensional
subspace, then it is known that for a constant ¢ depending on the space X only we have
d(M,05) < clog(n + 1); see [Ps2], Corollary 2.5. According to some yet unpublished
information Maurey has improved the result of Johnson and Pisier, [JP], showing that
weak Hilbert spaces have the ”linear uniform projection property”. This means that given
€ > 0 and a finite-dimensional subspace M of X we can find a 1 4+ e—complemented
subspace N containing M such that dim(/N) < ¢;dim(M), where ¢; > 0 depends on the
space X and ¢ only.

Summing up the above statements we get for every € > 0

(K,C)—=ld(X,l2)(n) < colog(n + 1),

where C' =1+¢, K : N — N is an asymptotically linear function depending on ¢ and X,
and the constant ¢y depends on the space X and ¢ only.

Proposition 2.4 below shows that the properties of Banach spaces with a ”small”
(but not bounded) local distance may be quite different. For this result we need to use a
construction of Szarek. We begin with

2.3. Lemma. For alln € N and all g, 2 < q < 0o, there exists an n—dimensional
subspace Y' of the R-Banach space Ly such that

be(Y," @F) > en(1/20/2=1 ) p=1/2, (2.2)
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for an absolute constant ¢ and for all normed spaces F' satisfying the following: if M C F
is an n—dimensional subspace, then d(M, (%) < D.

Here bc(X) denotes the basis constant of the Banach-space X. Recall that X has a
basis if and only if be(X) is finite.

This lemma is an important result of Szarek, see [S|, Proposition 3.1. Now we can
prove

2.4. Proposition. Let f : N — RT be a non-decreasing, unbounded function,
f(1) > 3. Foralle, 0 < e < 1, there exists a separable reflexive R-Banach space X having
no Schauder basis such that, for all n € N,

where C' =1+ ¢ and K is some function N — N.

The function K is specified in (2.13) below.
Since X is reflexive, also the dual X* does not have a basis.

Proof. We choose the sequences (n;)?2,, nr € N, and (qx)72,, 2 < gx < 00, as

follows: Let qo = 4, ng = 1, and assume that £ € N and that ¢;, n; are chosen for t < k.
We define q;,,2 < ¢, < qx—1, such that

ni/ 27V <14 g3 (2.4)

and then ng > 2n,_1 such that

fln) > kf(ne-n), > 7Y% > fng_y)/2 (2.5)

and, finally, g, 2 < g < g, such that
w27 = f(ngoa) /2. (2.6)

A useful refinement of this choice is described in Remark 2.5 below.
We define

X = (@ Yk)&v (27)
k=1
where Y}, := Y '* and the spaces Y'* are as in Lemma 2.3. We first show that (2.3) holds.

Solet n € N and let M C X, dim (M) <n. Let kK € N be such that ny_; <n <nj. We
define the finite dimensional subspace N by

N =P P, (2.8)

t<k



where @ is the natural projection from X onto @ Y;. Clearly, M C N. We show that N
t>k
is 1 +e—complemented in X. Let (Q; be the natural projection from X onto Y;. Each space

Q¢(M) is at most ni—dimensional. Since every Y; is, by definition, a subspace of L, (0, 1),
we can use a result of Lewis, [L], Corollary 4, to find for each ¢ > k a projection P; from
Y; onto Q¢(M) such that

1P| < /270 <1 4 ¢/3. (2.9)

Hence, there exists a projection @ from D, Vv € X onto ,., Q:«(M) such that
Q|| <14 &/3. On the other hand, since dim (Q;(M)) < ny, for all ¢, we get, for t > k,

A(Qy(M), €3™ (@) < 12710 < 9 | g3, (2.10)

see [L], Corollary 5. This means that

AP Qi) 05 <1+¢/3 (2.11)

t>k

where m = dim (@ Q:(M)) € N U {oc}. Using the orthonormal projection in Hilbert

t>k
space we thus find a projection Q from @ Q;(M) onto Q(M) with ||Q| < 1+ &/3. Now
t>k
QQ is a projection from @ Y; onto Q(M) satisfying ||QQ|| < 1+ ¢, and this means that
t>k
there exists a projection R from X onto N with |R|| < 1+e.

We have

(P Yy)ey, €5 < sup d(Yy, £5%) < sup ny/ 24

t<k t<k t<k
< f(ng-1)/2 < f(n), (2.12)
see (2.6). So, (2.11) and (2.12) imply d(N, (5™ ™)) < f(n). This proves the statement
(C)—ld(X, £2)(n) < f(n)

for all n.
From (2.8) we see that ny < dim (V) < 3nyg; so, this upper estimate for dim(N)
depends only on dim (M) (see the choice of k) and we get

n, < K(n) < 3ny (2.13)

for ng_1 < n < ng. This proves the uniform version of the estimate (2.3).

The proof of [S], Proposition 4.1, with small modifications, shows that X does not
have even a ”local basis structure”. In fact, to prove that X does not have a basis, it
is sufficient to show that for all ¢ € N large enough, the n;—dimensional subspaces Z of
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(P Yi)e, satisty d(Z, Egim(z)) < f(ng—2)/2 (see Lemma 2.3); then we have, by (2.6) and
kAt
(2.5)

be(X) = be(Y & (@D Yi)r)
k£t

> \/56 n§1/2)(1/2—1/%)f(nt_Q)—l/Z

= Cf(nt—l)l/Qf(nt—z)_l/z > ct!/? — 0.

Given M C (@ Yi)e,, dim (M) = ng, we have M C (P Qr(M))s,. We then get,
k#t k#t
analogously to (2.10) and (2.12),

d(Qu(M), 5™ D)y <14 ¢
for k > t, and _
d(Qk(M),Z;hm (Qk(M))) S nl];£21—1/(h71 — f(nt_Q)/Q
for k < t. This implies

d(M, 5™ M) < d(@D Qu(M), 157) < f(ne—2)/2,
k£t

where m = dim (6 Qx(M)). ©
k£t
We refer also to Remark 2.11 below.

2.5. Remark. We show that given any non—decreasing unbounded functions g : N —
Rt and h : N — RT, (1) > 3, the function f and the sequence (ny) in the construction
of the space X above can be chosen such that both of the following are satisfied:

1° ng > g(k)ng— for all k € N,

2° f(ng) < h(ng—z) for all k € N, k> 2.

Indeed, we set qo = 4, ng = 1 and f(1) = 3. We assume that k£ € N and that ¢, n;
are chosen for ¢t < k and f(n) is defined for n < ny_;. We define ¢}, 2 < ¢}, < gx—1, such
that )

n 2T <14+ ¢/3 (2.4a)

and then ny such that ny > max{2, g(k)}nx_1 and such that
h(nkg) = (k + 2)h(ng-1), (2.5a)

e/ 2V > g _p))2. (2.5b)
Then we define (f(n) =3 for ng <n <ny,if k=1)
f(n) = h(ni—2) (2.5¢)
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for np_1 < n <ny and, finally, ¢, 2 < ¢x < ¢}, such that
ny/ > = fng_q))2. (2.6a)

Note that (2.5a,c) imply
fng) > kf(nk—1) (2.7a)

for all £ > 3.
So, in view of (2.4a), (2.5b), (2.6a) and (2.7a), none of the inequalities (2.4)—(2.6)
is changed because of these extra requirements (except (2.5) for & < 2, but this does not

matter), and hence Proposition 2.4 holds also for the function f and the space X satisfying
1° and 2°.

Our main application of local distance function is a result which says that a compact
operator T' € L(X) factors in a ”strong” sense through Y if (K,C)—Id(X*,Y*) is small
enough. We begin with a lemma which is in principle known; compare [LT], Proposition
I1.5.10.

2.6. Lemma. Let X and Y be reflexive Banach spaces such that (K,C)—ld(X*,Y™)
is a finite function for some C > 1 and some K : N — N. Let C; > C > 1. Given
C1—complemented subspaces M C X, My C Y, 0 < dim (M) = dim (My) =: n < oo,
projections P (resp. Py ) from X onto M, ||P|| < Cy (resp. from Y onto My, ||Py| < Cy)
and m—codimensional, m € N, closed subspaces Xqo C X and Yy C Y, there exist C—
complemented subspaces N C X, Ny C Y satisfying the following

1° dim (V) = dim (Ny) < K(n+m),

2° M C N, My C Ny,

3° there exist projections ) from X onto N and QQy from Y onto Ny such that

PQ =P, PyQy = Py,

(idx — Q)(X) C Xo, (idy —Qy)(Y) C Yy,

and ||Q[| < C1(C +2), [|Qv] < C1(C +2)
£ d(N,Ny) < C2(C + 2)2(K, C)—1d(X*, Y*)(n + m).

Proof. Let M := P*(X*) ¢ X*, My = P3(Y*) C Y*, M := X ¢ X* and
My =Yg~ ¢ Y*. We have dim (M) = dim (My) = n, dim (M) = dim (My) = m.
By the assumption on the local distance function of X* and Y* we find C-complemented
subspaces N C X* and Ny C Y* such that

M+MCN, My—l—MyCNy, (214)

dim (N) = dim (Ny) < K(n+m) and d(N,Ny) < (14 ¢)(K,C)—Ild(X*,Y*)(n + m),
where € > 0 is such that (1 + &)(CC; + C; + C)? < C3(C + 2)%. Let Q and Qy be
projections from X* onto N and Y* onto Ny, respectively with norm not greater than C.
We define

Q:=Q+P*—P*Q, Qy :=Qy + Py — P;Qy. (2.15)
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Then it is elementary to see, using (2.14) that, Q is a projection from X* onto N which
commutes with P* and satisfies |Q| < CCy + C) + C < C1(C + 2). The same holds for
Qy with respect to Y*, Ny and Py

Finally, we define using reflexivity the projections @ := Q*, Qy = ng, and the
subspaces N := Q(X) and Ny := Qy(Y). To see that M C N let x € M and y € X*.
Then, by (2.14) and the commutativity of P* and Q*,

(Qx,y) = (QPx,y) = (z, P*Q"y)
= (z,Q"P"y) = (z, P'y) = (Pz,y)
= (z,9).

Hence, Qx = x for all x € M, which means that M C N. Concerning the property 3°, the
relation PQ = P follows from definitions. Let us prove that (idx —Q)(X) C Xo. If v € X
and y € Xg- = M C N C X*, then

((idx — Q)z,y) = (z,y — Qy) = (x,y —y) =0,

since @ is a projection onto N. This implies the statement. The norm estimate in 3°
follows from (2.15).

Clearly, the statements for Ny etc. are proved in the same way.

The distance estimate 4° follows from d(N*,N) < CC; + C; + C, d(N, Ny) <
CCy 4 C1 + C and d(N,Ny) < (1+¢)(K,C)—ld(X*,Y*)(n +m) and from the choice of
E. O

The main difficulty in applying our method is the following. We have finite dimen-
sional subspaces M, My, My, C M, and N, Ny, Ny C N, of the Banach spaces X and
Y, respectively, such that d(M, N) and d(M;y, N;) are quite small and such that all the
subspaces are quite well complemented. However, we do not in general know if d(Ms, No)
is small enough for all "good” complements My and Ny of M7 and Ny in M and N, re-
spectively. So, we give our theorem in two versions. In the first one we make assumptions
on the spaces X and Y which enable us to avoid the difficulty mentioned above. We
will assume that given a Banach space X the following property is satisfied for a suitable
non-decreasing function fyx : N — R* which will be given later:

(D) There exist constants d(X) > 0 and D(X) > 0 such that for each n—dimensional
c—complemented subspace M C X and projection P from X onto M with ||P|| < ¢ there
exist an n-dimensional subspace N and a projection () from X onto N such that

1° M NN = {0},

2° 1QIl < D(X)et™)

3° PQ=QP=0

1© d(M,N) < fx(n).

It is not difficult to see that for example the reflexive separable £, —spaces satisfy this
property with a constant function fx and d(X) = 2. Namely, assume that X is a separable
Ly —space, 1 < p < oo, A > 1, and that M C X is finite dimensional and that P is a
projection from X onto M. There exists a subspace My D M such that d(My,(}}') < A,
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where m = dim(M); let ¢ : My — £7' be an isomorphism with ||¢]|[|¢~"]| < A. It is
known that X is A-isomorphic to a subspace of L,(0,1) (see [LP], Corollary 7.2). On
the other hand, every infinite dimensional subspace of L,(0,1) which is not isomorphic to
¢y contains, say, a 3—complemented subspace 2-isomorphic to ¢, (see [KP], the proof of
Theorem 2 and Theorem 3, and [LT1], Proposition 1.a.9). So, in view of these remarks
ker(P) contains a subspace Y which is 3A-complemented in X and 2\-isomorphic to ¢, .
Let ¢ : Y — £, be an isomorphism with |[]||[¢)7!|| < 2. Let Iy be the natural embedding
of £ into £}, and let Ry be the canonical projection from ¢, onto IO(Z;”), o] = || Rol| = 1.

Now N = ¢~ 1I4¢(M) is a subspace of Y C X satisfying MNN = {0}, d(M, N) < 2)\2,
and the projection

Q = ¢~ 'opPo Iy Roy R(idx — P),

where R is a projection from X onto Y with ||R|| < 3, satisfies Q(X) = N, PQ = QP =0,
Q] < 12][P|2A%.

Moreover, if the space X is such that for a constant C' > 1, given a finite codimensional
closed subspace Y of X there exists a C—complemented subspace Z which is C—isomorphic
to Z, then (D) is satisfied: given M C X and the projection P from X onto N we take
Y = (idx — P)(X) and apply the isomorphy of Z and X to find N analogously to the
case of £, —spaces. Furthermore, in Theorem 2.8 it is often sufficient that a priori only one
of the given Banach—spaces satisfy (D) in full strength. This fits well to the philosophy
that Theorem 2.8 is applicable to ”small perturbations” of "regular” Banach—spaces; see
Remark 2.11 below.

2.8. Theorem. Let X and Y be separable, reflexive Banach spaces such that
(K,C)—=ld(X*,Y™") is finite for some C > 1 and K : N — N, and let T € L(X) be
compact. Choose the sequence (my)3, such that mg = 2, my > K(4my_1 +2) + 1 for
k € N . Assume that for some constants 0 < o < 1/4,0 < 8 < 1/4 and C’ > 0 the spaces
X and Y have property (D) with fx, fy such that for all k € N

Ix(n) < C'(am, ,(T))"* for n < myyq
fy(n) < C'(am, _,(T))7P, for n < mpq1, (2.16)
and assume that for all k € N the inequality
(K, C)—ld(X*,Y*)(4mp41) < C'k™3/4C(k + 2) Pay,, (T)"iHamadash/a(917)
where C(k) := (4D(C + 3))* 9" and d = max{d(X),d(Y),1}, D = max{D(X),D(Y)}

(see property (D)), holds. Then T =TT | where T € L(X,Y), T® € L(Y, X) and
TM(X) is dense in Y. Moreover, both T and T are compact.

Note that the assumptions on X and Y are symmetric so that the factorization applies
as well to compact operators in Y.

Proof. It is not a restriction to assume that a, (7)) < 1 for all n.

Let for each n € N, n > 1, the operator T,, € L(X) be such that rank (7,,) < n and

IT = T | < 2a0(T). (2.18)
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Let (Y%)32, be a decreasing sequence of closed, finite codimensional subspaces of Y satis-

fying
k

codim (Y}) = codim (ﬂ ker (T)y,,))-

Let (,)02; C X and (y,,)22; C Y be sequences of non zero elements such that sp (x,,) C
X and sp (y,) C Y are dense.

We choose the sequences (M), (M), (Nx)32,, (N)$2, of finite dimensional
subspaces of X or Y by an inductive method as follows. We set My = MO Ny = Ny =
{0}, Py=Py=Q = = (0. Assume that & € N and that M,, ¢ X, M, C X, N,, C
Y, N, C Y and the prOJectlons P, from X onto M,, (respectively, P,: X = M,, Q,:
Y - N, Qn Y — Nn) are chosen for 0 < n < k such that the following holds:

1° M1+ M,—1 C My, Ny_1+ Ny C N, forall 1 <n <k,

2 ||Pall < C(n), [Ball < C(n), [@ull < C(n), [Qull < C(n), for all n < k,

3° P,, commutes with P, 1 and P,,_1, and (),, commutes with (),,_1 and Q,,_1

forall 1 <n <k,

4° (idx — P,)(X) C ﬂ ker (T,,), (idy — Qn)(Y) C Y,—q forall 1 <n <k,

50

d(M,, M,) < C'ap,

max{n—2,0}

d(Np, N,) < C'

a/mmax{'n72,0}
d(M,,N,) <16C(n)*(K,C)—ld(X*,Y*)(4m,_1) for 1 <n <k,

6° P,P, =P,P, = Q,Qn = Q.Q,, =0 for all n < k,
7° T, € M,, ynEJ\Qlforalllgn<k, )
8° dim(M,,) = dim(M,,) = dim(N,,) = dim(N,,) < m,, for all n.

An application of Lemma 2.6 yields the same for n < k; more specifically, we take
- . k—1

M = My_1+ Mi_1, My = Ny_1+ Ni_1, Xo= () ker (T),,), Yo = Yi_1, and for the
t=0

projections P and Py we take Pj_1 + Po_1 and Qr_1+ Qk 1, respectively. Then we use
Lemma 2.6 and first get the spaces Mk =N, Nk = Ny and the projections Pk = and
Qi = Qy with the properties 1° — 4° of the lemma (e.g. 1P| < 2C(k — 1)(C +2) by
2° above). Note that, by Lemma 2.6, P, and P,_1 + Py_1 commute. Since Pj,_1Py_; =
Pk_lpk_l = 0, we see that

Py 1P, =P, 1(Po1+ Pe )Py = Py_1Pi(Pi1 + Pi1)
=Py 1(Ph_1+ Pr_1) =Py (2.19)
vghich means that also P,_; and Pk, and, similarly, lf’k_l and Pk, Qr_1 and Qk, as well as,
Qr_1 and Qp, commute.

We choose the smallest n (resp. m) such that z,, ¢ M, (vesp. ym ¢ J\Afk)A and denote
z®) =z, (resp. y® = y,,). We have (idx — Py)z® # 0 and (idy — Qx)y™® # 0.
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Let Rx and Ry be projections from (idx — P.)(X) onto sp ((idx — Py)z™) and from
(idy — Qr)(Y) onto sp ((idy — Qx)y™), respectively, with norm one. We define

Py = Py + Rx(idx — Pt), Qr = Qi + Ry (idy — Qx)

and My = P(X), Ny = Q(Y). Then clearly )
i) Py commutes with P, and Qy commutes with Qp,
i) || Pell < 20 Pell +1, [|Qkll < 2[|Qkll + 1.
Now 1° above holds for n < k. The property 2° for P, and @ follows from Lemma
2.6:
|P]| < 2||B]| +1 <4C(k —1)(C +2) + 1. (2.20)

To verify 3° we have, by (2.19) and i)
Py 1Py =Py 1PiPy = P, 1P, = P,y = PPy,
The same reasoning proves the other cases, too. Concerning 4°, we have for x € X
(idx — Py)(idx — Py)x = © — Pya — P + Py Pyx = (idx — P,

R k-1 .
so that (idx — Px)z € (idx — Px)(X) C () ker (T},,), by the choice of P. Similar proofs

in Y show that 3° and 4° hold. =

The distance estimate for d(My, N) in 5° follows from Lemma 2.6 and the definitions
above; note that the Hahn—Banach—theorem implies the existence of decompositions Mj =
Mpe&M®) | N = Ny@N®) | where dim(M®) = dim(N®*)) = 1, such that the norms of the
corresponding projections do not exceed 2. This again implies d(Mj, Ni) < 16d(Mk, Nk),
and 4° of Lemma 2.6 can be applied to estimate d(My, Ny).

We use the assumption on the property (D) of the spaces X and Y and (2.20) to find
spaces M, and Nk, and projections P, and Qk satisfying the properties 2°, 5° and 6°. It
is clear that also 7° is satisfied. The property 8° follows from definitions.

We denote P,:' = P, + P, and Qg = Qi + Qy for all k. It is easy to see that
P,:r_lplj' = P,:rPkJr_1 = Plj'_l, and similarly for Q,j, hold.

For all £ we denote by vy, : M} — Nj an isomorphism satisfying

k]l < 2d(My, Ni)'2, [l | < d(My, Nip)'/?
and by ag : My — M, and Br : N — N, isomorphisms satisfying
lk || < 2d(My, Mp)'2, - lag | < d(My, My)'/?,
18kl < 2d(Ng, Ni)' 2, |18, < d(Ni, Ni)'/2.
We define for all k£ € N the isomorphisms &y : My & Mk — N D Nk,
Dy i x +y e Bethrr + rag 'y,
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where 2 € My, y € M. We have
O, +y) = apdy e 0 By,

where z € Ni,,y € Nj, and

@kl < 4C(k)d(Mp, Ni)'/?(d(Mg, My)'/? + d(Ni, Ni)'/?),

1@ 1| < 2C(k)d(My, Nig)*/?(d( My, My)"? + d(Ny., Ni)/?).
Let k > 2. Note that (IDk(Mk:1 &) Mk_l) C N}, and that there exists a projection Ry, from
Ny, & Ny, onto @5 (My_1 & My_1) such that ||Ry|| < 16C(k)3d(My, Ny)(d(My, My)/? +
d(Ny, Nj)'/?)?; we can take

Ry, = &P @ " (2.21)

Moreover, for k > 2 there exists an isomorphism v from Ni_1 & Nk_l onto Oy (My_1 &
Mj,_1) such that both ||yx|| and |y, '] are not greater than

8C(k)2d(Mj,, Ni) Y2 (d(My,, M)/ 4+ d(Ny, N)Y?)d(Mj,—1, N1 )'/?

< (d(My—1, My—1)""? + d(Ny—1, N-1)'/?);

we can take

e = Pp®; . (2.22)
We define
TOr:= 3" elh)((idy — Q) + wQi_ ) 2B — P, (2.23)
k=1

where P =0, v =0, z € X and ¢(1) = 1, c(k) = k73/2|y;.|| || ®x|| " C (k)72 for k > 1,

and
[ee)

Tz =" c(k) ' T8 (idy — Ri) +7 ' Re)(@QF — Qe (2:24)
k=1

where z € Y, Qf = 0and Ry = 0. It is a direct consequence of the choice of c¢(k) that (2.23)
converges absolutely in Y for all z, and that T is a bounded operator. The convergence
of the series determined by the right— hand side of (2.23) is even absolute in L(X,Y’) so
that T is compact.
We prove the same for T@) Tet k>2 Wehave forallz € Y
RiQy o =&, P 9,'Qf 2 =0, (2.25)
since (I>,;1Qk+_1x € M, (see also 6° and 3°). Moreover, for x € N @© Ny,
Q) _Ryx =0, (2.26)
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since Rz € Ny,. So, denoting y(x) := ((idy — Rg) + 7 'Re)(Qf — Qf_)x for z € Y, we
get

Pl @ y(e) = 0 0P @1 y(2) = 9 Ry ()
=& 'Ry "Re(QF — Q)=
= &, ReQf 4y ' RE(QF — QF )z =0, (2.27)

by (2.25), since vk_lz € Njy_1® Nj_q for all z € Ry (Ng @ Nk) Clearly, (2.27) implies

;' ((idy = Ri) + 7 " Ba) (@ — Qi) (Y) € (B = BL)(X) (2.28)
k—2
for all k > 2. On the other hand, (P — P )(X) C (idx — Pr—1)(X) € () ker (T},,),
t=0
by the properties 3°, 4° and 6° above. Hence, for all x € Y,
2(@) = 7 (dy — Re) + 7 'RQF — Qf_)z € ker (T, ). (2.29)

So, we have by 5° for all k£ > 2
c(k) M| T2k () ]| = (k) (T = Tony )26 ()|
< 2K2C (k)T = T @I @5 I R el i M IIQE — @7 1]
< 28320 (k) P ap,_,(T)d(My, Ni)*(d(My, My)Y? + d(Ny, Ng)'/?)8| |
< 2100132070 (k) 0ayy,,  (T) —4madesBl (K, O)—1d(X*, Y™*) (4mp_1))*||||; (2.30)

note that we have normalized a,, (7)) < 1 for all n. The inequality (2.17), combined with
(2.30) now implies
le(k) " Tzg ()| < 2'%k~%/2C"| ||

for k > 2. The constants here do not depend on k, so we see that (2.30) converges for all
and defines a bounded operator T. The same inequality even shows that the convergence
is absolute in L(Y, X). Hence, also T?) is compact.

We show that T'= TR)TM) . A direct calculation using 1 Q}_, C (idy — Q}_,)(Y)
shows that for all k,¢ € N and for all x € X

(QF — Q) ((dy — Qf_)) + mQi_)®w(P — P )

= 0re((idy — Q1) + Q1) Pr(P — Py ). (2.31)
Hence, for x € X,
TOTWz =3 c(k) " e(k)TD, " ((idy — Ry)
k=1

15



+9; ' Re) ((idy — Q) + m@Qi_)@k(PF — PF )

= T, (idy — Ry — Q;_,

k=1
+ R Qi + 7y, Ri(idy — Qi) + (idy — Ri)m@Qy_,
+ Vk_leVkQ;r—l)q)k(Pij - Pl:_—l)x‘ (2.32)

In view of (2.25) this is equal to
Z T, '(idy — Re — Qf_y +7; 'Ri + mQf_,
= Ren Qs + 7 mQ) k(P = Ply)e

Z Y(idy — Rg + v, 'Ry)®r(P — P ). (2.33)

But we have
Ry (P — P )z = & PF (@ @ (P — P )z =& P (P — P )z =0,

so that we finally get, using (2.32) and (2.33)

TNy =N T(Pf - P ), (2.34)
k=1

where P0+ = 0. Note that, as a consequence of the absolute convergence of the series

(2.23) and (2.24), we have absolutely convergent series in our calculations (2.32), (2.33)

and (2.34). So, (2.34) implies TATM g = Tx for x in arbitrary My; now |J My = X
k

implies this for all x.

Finally, we show that 7)) (X) C Y is dense. To this end it is enough to show that N, C
TM(X); see the choice of Nj, and (y;)3<; above. So, assume that y € (QF — Q;_,)(Y).
We define

z =&, ' ((idy — Ri)y + v 'Rry).

We have clearly x € P]j (X), and, moreover,
Pl =0, (&P @, 'y — O P @ Riy) + P @y TRy = 0, (2.35)
since @kPlj'_lq)gl = R}, and since
;. Rily) € My
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So, c(k)~tz € (P — P )(X), and we get, by (2.23), (2.26), by an analogue of (2.31) and
by the assumption Qg_ly =0,

TWe(k) ™z = ((idy — Qf_,) + Q) ((idy — Ri)y +7; ' Riy)
=y— Q) y— R+ Q| Rey+ Qi v
— Qi1 Ry + i Ry — Qv Ry + Q17 Riy
—y— Ry +7 Ry — v Ray+ Riy = .
This completes the proof for the density of T(})(X) and hence, for Theorem 2.8. o

The formulation of Theorem 2.8 looks quite technical, so it is useful to consider some
simple numerical examples.
1°. First note that to get an increasing sequence
(k:—3/40(k +2) %a,, (T)<—1+4max{a,6}>/4) >
k=1

in (2.17) it is always necessary to choose the sequence (my) such that, roughly speaking,
at least

(@i (7)) 71 > (@, (7))

holds for large k. To be more exact, if for example (am,,, (1)) ™" < (am, (T))~? for all k,

we have .

C(k +2) Lap, (T)F < 4= ktDd" g (y=d" _,

as k — oo, and in this case (2.17) cannot be satisfied.
2°. Let T € L(X) be compact and a,(7) = n~¢ for some ¢ > 0. Now (2.17) holds,
provided for some € > 0 and v > 0

(K, C)—ld(X*,Y*)(n) < (lOg (n))c(1—4max{a,6})/4—€

and K (n) < e for all n. (We choose myyq = e74ms+2) 1 1))
3°. If d =1, a,(T) = (log n)~!, then (2.17) holds provided

(K,C)—ld(X*,Y*)(n) < (log (n))t—4max{a.5})/8
for some ¢ > 0 and K (n) < n% we choose my41 = (7Tmy)¢ , where
d = (c+4D(C + 3))*0/(—4maxte.f}),

We get
(K, C)=1d(X*,Y*)(4mpg1) < (log(dmyy)) I —4maxi{a5h)/8

< (28¢ log(my,))F —4max{a.6})/8
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so that

((K, C)—ld(X*, Y*>(4mk+l)>_1amk (T>(—1—|—4rnax{oz,6})/4 > Co(log(mk))(1—4max{a,,8})/8
(2.36)
for a constant ¢y > 0. Using my > mzl_l recursively we get my > mﬁlk, and combining
this with (2.36) implies

2((K, C)—ld(X*,Y*)(4mps1)) " Lam, (T) "1 T4max{a.f})/4

Z Coclk(1—4max{a,6})/8 Z Co(C+4D(C+ 3))5k
Hence, in view of the definition of C(k) and d = 1 we see that (2.17) holds.

Clearly, Theorem 2.8 is in some cases far from being a necessary condition for fac-
torization. For example in the case of a diagonal operator T" on ¢,, Te, = \,e,, where
(€r,)22; is the canonical basis and (A, )52, tends to 0, the operators T, connected with the
numbers a, (1) can be chosen such that the spaces T;,(¢,) are 1-complemented £} -spaces,
and consequently, the uniformity function K is not always needed. On the other hand in
the case of general operators we do not know how to cope without the uniformity function.

2.9. Lemma. Let X and Y be separable reflexive Banach spaces. Assume that both
of them satisfy property (D) with constant functions fx and fy, and that the uniform local
distance of X* and Y* is bounded. Then X and Y satisfy the assumptions of Theorem
2.8 for an arbitrary compact T € L(X).

To prove this we only need to choose the sequence (my) in Theorem 2.8 so rapidly
increasing that the right hand side of (2.17) is for all £ € N larger than a constant (=the
uniform local distance of X* and Y*)

2.10. Theorem. Let X and Y be separable L,-spaces, 1 < p < oo. Then an
arbitrary compact T' € L(X) factors through Y as T = TATM such that the image of X
in'Y is dense and such that both T and T®) are compact.

Proof. We refer to Lemma 2.9 and the considerations after the definition of property
(D) and Remark 2.2,3°. o

2.11. Remark. We show that if T € L({2) is compact, then ¢ and the dual X*
of a suitably chosen space X of Proposition 2.4 (with ¢ = 1/2) satisfy the assumptions of
Theorem 2.8 with d(X*) =1, D(X*) =4, a =0, =1/8 and my4+1 = K(4mp+2)+1. The
consideration below is just to show that Theorem 2.8 is applicable to various situations.
The conclusion, Corollary 2.12 itself has also a simpler proof, see Corollary 3.10. However,
see also the remark after Corollary 2.12.

We first show that there exists a function f : N — N and a choice of numbers ny
in the construction of the space X of Proposition 2.4 such that (K,C)—ld({s, X**) =
(K,C)—ld(fy, X) satisfies (2.17). Our aim is to use Remark 2.5. We first choose the
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function g : N — N such that g(k) > g(k — 1) for all £ > 1, g(1) > 18 and such that the
sequence
(k=**C(k +2) Pagu (T) )72,

where C(k) is as in Theorem 2.8 (with d = 1, D = 4 and C = 3/2), is increasing and
unbounded and the first element is larger than 3. We define h(n) = 3 for n < g(1) and

h(n) = k=3/1C(k + 2) Pay) (T)~/® (2.37)

for g(k) <n < g(k+1). Then both h and g are non-decreasing unbounded functions and
by Remark 2.5 we can choose the sequence (ny) and the function f such that 1° and 2° of
Remark 2.5 hold and construct the space X satisfying Proposition 2.4 with ¢ = 1/2. By
(2.13) we have

ni < K(n) < 3ng, (2.38)

if np_1 <n < ng. This implies that
ne <mg < 3n, + 1. (2.39)

Namely, if for some k£ € N
Ng—1 < mp_1 < 3ng_1 + 1, (2.40)

we have, by the choice of g(k) above and by the choice ny, Remark 2.5, 1°,
dmp_1 4+ 2 < 12np_1 + 6 < ng.

Hence, by (2.40) and (2.38) we have ny < K(4dmy_1+2) < 3ng. Since K(4my_1+2)+1 =
myg, we get (2.40) for k, and , by induction, this holds for all k. (We have ng = 1, mg = 2.)
Hence, for all £ € N, by Proposition 2.4 and by 2°, Remark 2.5,

(K, C)=ld(l2, X)(4muyi1) < f(dmpsr) < f(12ng41 +4) < fngs2) < h(ng)
<h(g(t+1) = 1) =t34C{t +2)Paypy(T) V8 < k=310 (k + 2) P ay,, (T)~1/8
< kT340 (k + 2) Pap,, (T) 78,

where t is such that g(t) < ng < g(t + 1) (note that nx > g(k) by Remark 2.5, 1° so that
t > k holds). Hence, (2.17) holds.

Let us then consider property (D). For ¢5 there is nothing to prove: it satisfies property
(D) with f,, = d(¢3) =1, D(¢3) <1, so that we can take o = 0. We note that

X" = (@ Yk*>£27

k=1

o0

where Y} is as in the proof of Proposition 2.4. Since Y} is for all k£ isometric to a subspace
of L, we see that Y;* is a quotient of L,,, where 1/p; + 1/qx = 1. So, again by [L],
Corollary 5, if Z is an n—dimensional subspace of Y}, then

d(Z, gzdim(N)) < nt/Pr=1/2 — ) 1/2=1/ax (2.41)
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and there exist a projection from Y;*, and hence a projection R from X*, onto Z with
IR|| < nl/2= 1/, (2.42)

Let M C X* be such that dim (M) < my < 3ng + 1, £ > 2. By (2.41) and considerations
simpler than in (2.9)-(2.12) we see that d(M, £,4™mM)) < Z’>nll€/2_1/q'c + 1. By (2.6), 2° of
Remark 2.5 and (2.36) we thus get

d(M, ™M)y <2 f(ng_y) < 2h(ng—2) < 2h(g(t+1) — 1)

< ag@y(T) ™% < an, (T)7V8 < am,,(T) 75, (2.43)

where t is such that g(t) < ng_o < g(t+1).
On the other hand, let P be a projection from X* onto M. The subspace Ny =

ker(P) NY}" , has dimension not smaller than ngi2 — my. Let N be any dim(M)-

dimensional subspace of Ny. We have d(Ny, €gim(NO)) < B+ D)1V < 146 =3/2,

see (2.41) and (2.4). By (2.41), (2.42) and (2.4) we find a projection R from X* onto
N with ||R|| < 2. Now (2.16) follows from (2.43), and @ = R(idx — P) is a projection
satisfying the conditions of property (D) with d(X*) =1, D(X*) = 4.

In fact, we have proved

2.12. Corollary. Every compact operator T on the real Hilbert space {5 factors
through a separable reflexive Banach space Y (= X* above) without basis such that
T=T\1T5, where T € L(EQ,Y), T € L(Y, Eg) and Tl(gg) C Y is dense.

Remark. The preceding consideration also yields a method to factorize compact
operators on some fo-sums of finite dimensional Banach spaces through the separable
Hilbert space. Note that our factorization result remains valid, if we replace the spaces Y}
of (2.7) by arbitrary nj—dimensional subspaces of L,,. It is also clear that Theorem 3.2
or similar methods do not work in this case since all closed subspaces of the Hilbert space
are Hilbert spaces.

In the second version of our main result we simply give a condition for factorization
in terms of the solution of problem mentioned after Lemma 2.6. To be more exact, we give
the following

2.13. Definition. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and let f: N — R™, h: N — R*
and g : N — N, g(n) < n for all n, be positive, non—decreasing. We define (if possible
for these X, Y, f, g, and h) the function ®(f,g,h) : N — R as follows. If n € N, then
®(f,g,h)(n) is the supremum over all pairs (M, N) of at most n—dimensional subspaces
McX, NCY,dim(M) = dim(N), d(M,N) < f(n), and subspaces M; C M, N; C N
satisfying dim(M;) = dim(Ny) < g(n) and d(M;, N1) < f(g(n)), of the number

sup {d(Ms, N3)},
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where the supremum is taken over all complements My, My@® My = M, and Ny, No®N; =
N such that the projections corresponding to these direct sums have norms smaller than

h(g(n)) -

In general, sufficiently good estimates for ® are unknown. The philosophy is that, if
for our spaces for example

®(f,9,h)(n) < cf(n)* (2.44)

holds for some constants ¢, @ > 0 and for some relatively slowly increasing functions g and
h, we get reasonable results.

The motivation of Definition 2.13 is the fact that knowing a good estimate for ® makes
the proof of our main result quite straightforward; compare the proofs of Theorems 2.8
and 2.14.

2.14. Theorem. Let X and Y be separable, reflexive Banach spaces such that
(K,C)—ld(X*, Y*) is finite for some C > 1 and K : N — N, and let T' € L(X) be compact.
Let mg = 2, my > K(3my_1 +2) + 1 for all k € N. Let the functions f : N — Rt and
h:N — RT be defined by f(n) = h(n) =1 for n <2, and

£(n) = 16C(k(n))* (K, C) (X", Y*) Bmy(uy1). (2.45)

h(n) = C(k(n))+1, forn>2 (2.46)

where k(n) € N is such that my,)—1 < n < my) and C(k) = (2(C + 3))**!, and let
g : N — N be the largest non—decreasing function satisfying g(k) < k and g(mgy1) = my
for all k € N.

Assume that for a constant C' and for all k € N the inequality

®(f,g,h)(n) < (k+1)2C"C(k +1)"ta,r (T), for all n < my,q, (2.47)

meg—1

holds (® with respect to the spaces X andY ). Then T = T TM) | where T € L(X,Y),
T® ¢ L(Y,X) and T™(X) is dense in Y. Moreover, the operators T™™) and T?) are
compact.

Note that if the estimate (2.44) holds, then the condition
(K, C)—1d(X*,Y*)(3my,) < (k +1)73/*C(k + 1) 72" Y ay,,  (T)~/ (2.48)

implies (2.47), and hence, the operator T factors. (Combine (2.44), (2.45) and (2.48).) On
the other hand, (2.48) resembles (2.17) so we get numerical examples like those after the
proof of Theorem 2.8, but with a bit better C'(k). Of course, applying Theorem 2.14 one
does not need to take care of property (D).

Proof. For each n € N, n > 1, we choose an operator T,, € L(X) satisfying
rank (7)) < n and
IT = T | < 2a0(T). (2.49)
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Let (Y,)22, be a sequence of closed subspaces of Y such that Y,, D Y,, 1 and codim (Y,,) =
codim () ker (Tin,))-
k=0

Let (z,)52; € X and (y,)s2; C Y be sequences of non zero elements such that
sp (z,) C X and sp (y,) C Y are dense.

We apply Lemma 2.6 inductively as follows. We set My = Ny = {0}, Py = Qo = 0.
Assume that £ > 1 and that for 0 < n < k the projections P, € L(X) and @Q,, € L(Y) are
defined such that for all 0 <n < k

1° [Pal| < C(n), |@n]l < C(n),
2° Pn<X) > Pn—l(X)7 Qn(Y) ) Qn—l(Y)7
3°

n—1
(idx — Po)(X) C (idx — Poe1)(X) N () ker(ZTim, ),
t=0

(idy — Qn)(Y) C (idy — Qn-1)(Y) N Y1,

4° dim (M) = dim (N,,) < my,
5° d(M,, N,) < 16C(n)2KCldf (X*,Y*)(3m,_1)
6° Tn € My, yn € Ny,
where M, := P,(X) and N, := @Q,(Y). Then applying Lemma 2.6 with X, My_q,

k—1
N ker (Th,,), Y, Nx—1 and Yi_1 as X, M, Xo,Y, My and Yp, and Py_; and Qx—1 as P
t=0

and Py we get projections ) = P, and Qy = Q onto the subspaces M, = N C X and
Ni = Ny C Y, respectively, satisfying the properties mentioned in Lemma 2.6. So, we
have || Py|| < 2¥(C + 3)¥(C 4 2) and ||Q|| < 25(C + 3)*(C +2).

We choose the smallest n (resp. m) such that z, ¢ M, (resp. ym ¢ Ni) and denote
z®) =z, (resp. y* = y,,). We have (idx — Pp)z™ # 0 and (idy — Qx)y™ # 0.
Let Ry and Ry be projections from (idx — P;)(X) onto sp ((idx — P)z™®) and from
(idy — Qr)(Y) onto sp ((idy — Qr)y™)), respectively, with norm one. We define

P, = Py + Rx(idx — Py), Qi = Qx + Ry (idy — Q&)

and My = Pi(X), Ny = Qr(Y). Then clearly

i) Py commutes with Pk and Qg commutes with Qk,

i) [|[Pell < 2[[Pell + 1, |Qkll < 2[|Qkll + 1.

Now it is straightforward to see using Lemma 2.6 that properties 1°-6° are satisfied
for k instead of k — 1. We just remark that (idx — Py)(X) C (idx — Px—1)(X) follows
from the commutativity of P, and P,_;, which again is a consequence of Lemma 2.6
and i). Note also that the Hahn—-Banach—theorem implies the existence of decompositions
M, = M, ®M®, N, =N, ® N®_ where dim(M®) = dim(N®) = 1, such that the
norms of the corresponding projections do not exceed 2. This again implies d(My, Ni) <
16d(My, Ni,). Lemma 2.6 yields an estimate for d(Mj, Ny,), so we get 5°.

Using Definition 2.13, (2.45), (2.46) and the properties 1° and 4° above we define for
all k € N, k> 1 the isomorphism 9y, : (P; — Pr—1)(X) = (Qr — Qk—1)(Y) such that

[l gl < @(f, g, h) (). (2.50)
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(We take n = my and the spaces My, My_1, (Px — Pr—1)(M}) correspond to M, M; and
M; in Definition 2.13; similarly for Ny etc.) Let ¢1 : M7 — Nj be an isomorphism such
that (|41 [|[[¢7 "] = d(Mi, Ny).

We now define

TWz =Y "k 32Ck) " el e (P — Poi)z, (2.51)

where Py =0 and =z € X,

T®z =3 K20WR) ¢l T (Qr — Qu—1)a, (2.52)

k=1

where Qo = 0 and z € Y. The facts that T() € L(X,Y) and that T(!) is compact are
consequences of || Py < C(k), k € N. Concerning T?, we have by 2° for k& < 2 and for
allz €Y

Vi (Qr — Qr—1)7 € (Py — Pp—1)(X) = (idx — Py—1)Pr(X) C ker (Tpn,_,)-
Hence, by (2.49), for k > 2

1T (Qr = Qr—1)zll = (T = Tiny )y (Qr — Qu—1)z]|

<|NT = T 1905 11 Qk — Q=1 [l 12

< AC(K)amy, , (T) 145, [l

Now the choice of ¥y, (2.50) and (2.47) imply for k > 2

|CRr Ty (Qr — Qre—r )
< AC(K)amy o (T)[¥rlllvg ]
< 4C(K)am,_o(T)®(f, g, h)(mx)

< 4k73C ||z (2.53)
So (2.53) shows that (2.52) converges absolutely for all z, T® € L(Y, X) and T® is even
compact.
We have

TATOX =" K20 (R) el T (Qr — Que1) O t7320(1) |~ (P — Picy) ()

k=1 t=1

=33 BT CE) T k[T T @k — Qre1)ve (P — Poi) (). (2.54)

k=1 t=1
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Here

Ty (Qr = Que1)ve(Pr = Peea) (@)
= 5ktT(Pt — Pt_l)(QZ)
so that (2.24) is equal to

> T(P,— Piy)(x).

t=1

So TATW g = T for x € My, for all k € N, and hence also for all

T € [_OJMk:X
k=1

The density of T (X) C Y follows from the choice of the sequence (i) and the fact
that y, € T(Mpy1) for all k € N. o

2.15. Corollary. 1°. Let T € L({3) be compact, a,(T) < (logn)~'~¢ for some
0 <e < 1. Then T factors as T = TyT; through every weak Hilbert space X such that
Ty (¢2) C X is dense.

2°. If X is a weak Hilbert space, T € L(X) is compact and a,(T) < (logn)~17¢, then
T factors through a Hilbert space.

Note that to prove this we need to use the unpublished results mentioned in Remark
2.2.8°.

Proof. Let X be weak Hilbert, let C =2 and K : N — N, K(n) = ¢/n, where ¢ > 1 s
such that (K, C)—ld(X,l2)(n) < ¢olog(n+ 1) as in Remark 2.2.8°. Let ¢ > 0 be such that
if M C X is an n—dimensional subspace, then d(M Edlm(M)) < clog(n + 1), see Remark
2.2.8°. We define o = 102/¢ and my, = max{e® , 7¢'my_1} for all k € N; for large k we

k
thus have my = e*

Assume now that k£ € N and n < my41. By the choice of ¢ and the definion of & we
have the following trivial estimate for ®(f,g,h)(n) (with X = X, Y = ¢3) which in fact
does not depend on f, g and h :

®(f,g9,h)(n) < clog(my41 + 1).

On the other hand (a,,, ,(T))™! > (logmk_1)17¢ so that we get for some constants ¢; > 0,
1=1,2,3, for large k and n < my41

(®(f,g,h)(n) ta;t (T) > cla k2~ 10+e)

mg—1

> co0F = 3107 > ¢3107C(k + 1),

see the choice of C' and C(k). This shows that (2.47) holds. So, Theorem 2.14 applies to
prove our Corollary in both cases. o
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We now turn to a study of locally convex spaces. Factorization theorems in Banach
spaces can often be used to find new systems of local Banach spaces of locally convex
spaces. For example, given a Schwartz space E as a projective limit of nonreflexive spaces
we can use the factorization result of [DFJP] which says that a weakly compact operator
always factors through a reflexive space, to find a system of reflexive local Banach spaces
on E. However, not all factorization results are useful in this respect. To get a trivial
counterexample, let us consider a Banach space (X, | - ||) as a Fréchet space with the
system (pr)32q, Pk = ki - ||, of seminorms. Given any Banach space Y the linking map
(the identity operator on X) between the local Banach spaces X,  , and X, factors
trivially through X x Y. However, it is not possible that X can have a system of local
Banach spaces isomorphic to X x Y unless X is isomorphic to X x Y.

The situation is different, if the factorization is dense. To see this, assume that
(E, (pa)aca) is a locally convex space. Let o, € A, po > pg, and let T, 3 : E, —
E,, be the canonical mapping induced by the identity operator on E. If T,z factors as
T.s = TATW through some Banach spaces Y such that T(1)(E,) C Y is dense, then
there exists a continuous seminorm ¢ on E such that p, < ¢ < pg and E, = Y: we can
take g(z) = ||TMvz|ly, where ¢ is the quotient mapping from E onto F/ker(py). Of
course, this does not necessarily hold without the assumption on the density of T(l)(Epa).

Recall that in the case of Schwartz spaces we can find for all @ € A an index [ such
that Ti,z is compact.

Assume that there exists a separable, reflexive Banach space X such that for all
ac A, E, = X. In view of the preceding remarks it is now clear that, given a Schwartz
space as above, we can use Theorems 2.8 and 2.14 to find new systems of seminorms (¢g)sen
on F such that the local Banach spaces of this systems are not necessarily isomorphic to
X.

We could formalize this statement as a corollary but we do not want to repeat the
many assumptions of Theorems 2.8 and 2.14. We just give some special cases.

2.16. Corollary. Let E be a Schwartz space as above such that X is isomorphic to
a L,-space, 1 < p < oo. Given any L,-space Y the space E has a system of local Banach
spaces isomorphic to Y.

To prove this we use Theorem 2.10.

2.17. Corollary. Let E be a hilbertizable Fréchet—Schwartz space over R, i.e., a real
Fréchet—Schwartz space having a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to {5. Then
there exists a system of local Banach spaces (Ep, )72, such that none of the spaces E,,

has a basis.

This follows from Corollary 2.12.
I think it should be possible to choose the spaces E,, isomorphic to each other.

3. Remarks on dense factorizations. In this section we present some relatively
simple, but efficient, remarks on dense factorizations of operators in Banach spaces. The

25



results can be combined for example with the considerations in the previous section to get
much more new examples of systems of local Banach spaces in locally convex spaces.

We recall the trivial fact (see also the remark above Corollary 2.16) that given a
Banach Space X the identity operator on X factors through X x Y for any Banach space
Y, but that this factorization can in general not be done such that the image of X in X xY
is dense, even if Y is separable. We shall see in this section that the situation changes
dramatically, if we consider for example a compact operator on X.

We begin with a lemma in the spirit of [V], Theorem 1: to prove the lemma we use

the existence of a total, bounded biorthogonal system in a separable Banach space, as in
[V].

3.1. Lemma. Let X be a Banach space with a normalized basis (e,)52 ¢, let Y and
Z be Banach spaces, Z separable, and let T € L(X,Y") satisfy for some € > 0

| Ten|| <n=27° (3.1)

for all n. Then T factors as T = TPTWM through Z such that T (X) C Z is dense and
such that T and T® are compact.

Proof. Let ()52, (yn)52 1) be a total, fundamental, biorthogonal system in Z, as
in [LT1], Theorem 1.f.4. Recall that ((z,)52, (yn)22 ) satisfies the following properties:
()02 C Z is total, (xn, Ym) = Imn for n,m € N, and sup ||z, ||||y.|] < 20, so that we

neN

may assume ||z, || <1, [|y.|| < 20 for all n.
Let (e)>2; C X™* be the sequence of the coefficient functionals of (e, )52 ; we have
sup |lef]] < C < oo for a constant C' > 0.

We define -
TW g = Z n~ 72 (g ek, (3.2)

n=1

for x € X, and
T® g = Z '+ 2z g\ Tey,

n=1

for € Z. The boundedness of the sequences (e ) ; and (x,)°° ; implies

o0
I7Mal| < 37 n= =zl leslllza] < 2]
n=1

for a constant C’ > 0, so that 7" is a bounded and even a compact operator. Moreover,
TW(X) is dense in Z since (2,,)5; is total in Z. Similarly, by (3.1), for z € Z,

IT®al| <>~ n = alyall|Ten] <D 200~ /||

n=1 n=1
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Hence, also T is bounded and compact.
We have for all x € X

TOTW =3 S a2 (0, ) sy T
m=1

n=1

o @]
= Z n1+5/2n_1_5/2<m, eVTe, =Tx,
n=1

since (T, Yn) = Om,p. O

The following result provides a trick to make dense factorizations. We again refer to
[LT1] for the terminology of bases and basic sequences in Banach spaces.

3.2. Theorem. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, let T € L(X,Y) be compact
and assume that X has a complemented unconditional basic sequence. If Z is an arbitrary
separable Banach space, then T factors as T = TTM through X x Z such that T(") (X) C
X x Z is dense and T is compact.

Proof. Let (e,)52; C X be a normalized complemented unconditional basic se-
quence. By compactness, (T'e,, )72, has a convergent subsequence (Tey, )72 ;, and, hence,
the sequence

(Tenzk - Ten2k+1 )20:1

converges to 0 in Y. Let (m)72, be a subsequence of (ny) such that for all £ € N
HTemzk - Tem2k+1 H < k_37

for k € N. Since (e,)22; is an unconditional,
o

o_; is a complemented block basic sequence

and let us denote fr = em,, — €may,,
complemented basic sequence we see that (f,,)
of (e, ) satisfying

ITfall <077 (3.3)

for all n € N. Moreover, we have
2> ||fk|| = ||em2k - e771211@-5-1” > C_1||em2k|| = C_l

for all k, where C' > 0 is the basis constant of (e, )52 ;.

By Lemma 3.1 and (3.3), the restriction of 7" to the complemented subspace X; :=
sp (fn | n € N) of X factors densely through X; x Z. Let us denote this factorization by
T|x, = R®RM where the operators RY) € L(X;, X, x Z) and R® € L(X; x Z, X) are

compact. We define
7™ = RY @idy,, T® = RPP+1Q, (34)
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where X5 is a closed subspace of X such that X; & Xo = X, and P (respectively, Q) is
the natural projection from (X7 @ X5) x Z onto X7 x Z (respectively, onto X5). Clearly,
T3 ig compact as a sum of two compact operators, see Lemma 3.1. o

Examples. 1° The straightforward application of Theorem 3.2 to the Schwartz space
(E, (pa)aca) yields the result that if the spaces E,_ have complemented unconditional
basic sequences, then we can find a system of local Banach spaces (E,,)aca wWhere each
E,, is an arbitrary separable Banach space containing F,_ as a complemented subspace.
This result is quite natural in view of the facts that each Schwartz space contains a nuclear
subspace and that in nuclear spaces the geometry of local Banach spaces may be chosen
arbitrarily, [V]. However, these known facts do not imply our results.

2° Theorem 3.2 also leads to many examples of the following type: Let (E,)52; be
a family of Banach spaces and let ¢,((E,)5%,) be the Banach space of E,valued, ¢,
summable sequences, where 1 < p < oo. The space ¢,((E,)) contains a complemented
copy of £, (fix one vector 0 # e,, € E,, for all n and use the Hahn-Banach theorem to find
for all n € N a projection from F,, onto sp (e,)). By Theorem 3.2, every compact operator
on ¢, factors densely through ¢,((E,)). Generalizations and applications to Schwartz
spaces are left to the reader.

3.3. Corollary. Every compact operator T : {1 — {1 factors through an arbitrary
separable L1—space Y such that the image of /1 in'Y is dense.

Proof. Follows immediately from Theorem 3.2, since each £;—space contains a com-
plemented copy of ¢, [LP], Proposition 7.3. o

Corollary 3.3 complements Theorem 2.10.
In the case of /5 a much stronger result holds.

3.4. Theorem. Let T € L({3) be compact and let X be an arbitrary separable
L,-space, where 1 < p < co. The operator T' factors as'I' = TATW through X such that
T(¢;) C X is dense and both T € L(l, X) and T € L(X, {;) are compact.

Proof. Using for example the polar decomposition we can find compact operators
S®) € L(ly), i = 1,2, such that T = S® S and such that each S has a dense range.
The space L, (0, 1) has a complemented subspace Y isomorphic to ¢ (see, e.g. [LT], p.215).
By Theorem 3.2, both S and S factor through L,(0, 1),

§1) — g(1,2) g(1,1) , §(2) — 5(2,2)5(271),
such that SV ¢ L,(0,1) is dense and S*?) is compact for i = 1,2. By Theorem 2.10,
S = 8@VS02) ¢ [(L,(0,1) factors as S = R RM) through X with a dense range such
that each R is compact. Now

7MW = WY 7)) = §(2:2) ()
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is the desired factorization. o

3.5. Corollary. Every hilbertizable Fréchet—Schwartz space has for all 1 < p < o0
and for all separable £,-spaces Y a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to Y.

Let us still mention the following interesting case.

3.6. Corollary. Let (E,(pa)aca) be a locally convex space such that every local
Banach space E,, := E,, has the bounded approximation property and such that for every
« there exist 3, po, < pg, and a complemented unconditional basic sequence (e, (o, £))5%; C
Eg such that the restriction of the linking map Top : Eg — Eq to sp (en(a,5) | n € N) is
compact. Then E has a system of local Banach spaces (E,,)aca so that each E,_ has a
basis.

Proof. It is easy to see, using Theorem 3.2, that each linking map 7,3 as above
factors densely through Fg x Z,z for an arbitrary separable Banach space Z,g. Since Eg
has the bounded approximation property, we can choose Z,z such that Fg x Z,5 has a
basis, see [P]. We then define the system of seminorms as above Corollary 2.16. o

Examples. 1° Every Schwartz space having a system of local Banach spaces with
the bounded approximation property and a complemented unconditional basic sequence
satisfies the conditions of Corollary 3.6.

2°. Assume that E is a Fréchet space of Moscatelli type (for definition, see [BD],
Definition 1.3) with respect to X, (Y,,)5%, (Z,)52; and (f,)22,, where X is a normal
Banach sequence space, the Banach spaces Y,, and Z,, have the bounded approximation
property for all n, the spaces Y,, have for all n unconditional complemented basic sequences,
and the linear maps f, : Y, — Z,, are compact embeddings. The conditions of Corollary

3.6 are satisfied also in this case.

Remark. The result that a Banach—space with an unconditional basis is isomorphic
to a complemented subspace of Banach space with a symmetric basis (see [LT1], Theorem
3.b.1) also yields an application similar to Corollary 3.6.

The following remark yields another method to combine the results of Section 2 with
the present considerations.

3.7. Lemma. Let X,Y,Z and W be Banach spaces, Z separable, let T € L(X,Y)
be compact and assume that every compact operator S € L(X,Y") factors densely through
W. If X has a complemented unconditional basic sequence (e,)22_,, then T factors densely
through W x Z.

Proof. According to Theorem 3.2, T factors densely through X x Z as T = S §(1),
Moreover, the factorization is such that S(®) is compact. By assumption, the restriction
of S® to X factors densely through W, S®|x = R®RM, where RM € L(X, W), R® ¢
L(W, X). So, writing

TW = (RWPx + Py)SW,
(3.5)
T7®) = RAp,, + S(Q)PZ,
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where Px denotes the natural projection onto X etc. and T € L(X,W x Z), T®? ¢
L(W x Z,X), we get the desired factorization T =TT, o

Example. Applying the results of Section 2 and Lemma 3.5 we see that a compact
operator on a separable reflexive Banach space X factors densely through a separable
Banach space W x Z, where W is reflexive, if merely the uniform local distance of X*
and W* is small enough and if some technical regularity assumptions are satisfied. To be
more exact, the assumptions of Lemma 3.5 are satisfied, if X = Y and both X and W
are reflexive, separable and have property (D) with constant functions fx and fy, and if
the uniform local distance of X* and W* is bounded (Lemma 2.9). For example, every
compact operator on a separable £,-space, 1 < p < oo, factors densely through ¢,(E),
the space of p—summable, E valued sequences, where F is an arbitrary separable Banach
space; see the example after Theorem 3.2.

Johnson constructed in [Jo] a family of separable Banach spaces Cp, 1 < p < oo, with
the strong property that every compact operator on a separable Banach space X with
the approximation property factors through an C,. The spaces C), are ¢,—sums of some
sequences of finite dimensional Banach spaces. Having a look at the proof of [Jo] one finds
that the factorization is not dense. It would be interesting to know, if the factorization
could be done in a dense way for example in the case X has the bounded approximation
property. Unfortunately, Theorems 2.8 or 2.14, combined with Lemma 3.5, do not work
here, since the local distance of a space X and an ¢,~sum of finite dimensional subspaces of
X is usually not bounded. The following result implies a positive answer to this problem
in a restricted case. Note that because of the polar decomposition, the case of compact
operators in Hilbert space is included there. For the properties of symmetric bases we refer
to [LT1], p. 113.

3.8. Proposition. Let X be a Banach space with a normalized symmetric basis
(en)22, and let T € L(X) be a compact diagonal operator, Te,, = Me, for a sequence
(An)o2, of scalars satisfying lim |A\,| = 0. Let Y be a Banach space which has an

n—oo

unconditional finite dimensional decomposition, (M, )% ,, where M, = sp (exlk < n) C
X, for some increasing sequence (ny)3>,. If Z is an arbitrary separable Banach space,
then the operator T factors as T = T T®) through Y x Z such that T (X) is dense in
Y x Z and such that both T and T® are compact.

Proof. We may assume that |\,,| < 1 for all n. We choose the sequence (my)52.,, my €
N, such that

An] < k72 (3.6)

for all n > my, for all k € N. Let

X1 =sp (ep|n #my forall k)cC X,

X2 =sp (em, |k €N) C X.
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Let (v%)52, be an increasing subsequence of (ng)32; such that v, > my for all k. We

define
= M,
k=t (3.8)
n=@ M,
kedJ

where J = {k € N|n # 1, for all te N}.

The restriction of T' to X5 factors densely through Y, x Z by (3.6) and Lemma 3.1.
Moreover, the factorization is such that both factors are compact. It is thus sufficient to
prove that the restriction of T" to X factors densely through Y; such that both factors
are compact. We define the sets Ny C N, k£ =1,2,..., inductively as follows: Ny consists
of the smallest v natural numbers m such that m # m; for all t and m ¢ N, for ¢ < k.
Clearly, we have

m 2> Vg_1 2> Mg_1 (3.9)
for all m € Ni. Moreover,
X1 = N, (3.10)
k=1

where N = sp {e,|n € Ni}. Let ¢ : {1,...,vx} — Ni be a bijection. We define for all
k € N the operator R,(Cl) € L(Ny, M,,) by

1
RMey () = Aop(m ] %en, (3.11)
where 1 < n <y, and R,(f) € L(M,,, Ni) by

2 _
RV en = Xy (m) Mgy T ey (3.12)

for 1 <n < . We have [Ay, ()| < (K — 1)=3 for all k > 1 and for 1 < n < 1, see the
choice of ¢y, (3.9) and (3.6). Since the basis (e, )72, is symmetric, we get

IR < Ck™2, ||RP|| < Ck3/2 (3.13)

for a constant C' (depending only on the properties of the basis (ey,); see [LT1], p.113) and
for all k. Denoting by (Pr)g52, (resp. (Qk)52;) the uniformly bounded family of natural
projections, Py : X1 — Nj (resp. Qi : Y1 — M,, ) we define

o0 oo

RV =% RVP, R®=%" RPq,. (3.14)
k=1 k=1

These operators are bounded and compact because of (3.13) and the properties of (Py)32
and (Qx)52,. Moreover, (3.11) and (3.12) imply that R RWe,, = A, e, for all n € Uj, Ny,
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so that RO RMWz = Rz for x € X1, see (3.10) and (3.7). The density of R (X)) in V3
also follows from (3.11). o

3.9. Corollary. Let X and T be as in Proposition 3.6. For all p, 1 < p < oo, the
operator T' factors through the Johnson space C), such that the image of X in C,, is dense.
As a consequence, each {,~Kéthe sequence space, 1 < q < oo, which is a Schwartz space
has a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to C,,.

Proof. Given any sequence (M,,)22 ; of finite dimensional Banach spaces the Johnson
space contains a complemented subspace Y isomorphic to (©52; My)e,. So, Proposition
3.8 implies the desired factorization of T'. The statement concerning Kéthe spaces follows
from the fact that the linking maps between their natural local Banach spaces satisfy the
assumptions of Proposition 3.8. o

We finally present a consequence or Theorem 3.2 containing Corollary 2.12.

3.10 Corollary. Let Y be a Banach space. Every compact operator T € L({,Y)
factors densely through a separable reflexive Banach space X without basis.

Proof. Let X be the Szarek space as in Proposition 2.4 with e.g. f(n) = 3n. It
is easy to see, using considerations like those in the proof of Proposition 2.4, that for all
n € N we can find k such that Y, contains a 2—complemented subspace 2—isomorphic to
¢%. Since X is the £5-sum of the spaces Y;, we see that X in fact contains a complemented
copy of 5. Our result now follows directly from Theorem 3.2. o

4. Duality problems for local Banach spaces of Fréchet spaces. We consider
the following problems on the local Banach spaces of, say, a Fréchet or a (DF)-space E
and its strong dual Ej.

(L1) Assume that E has a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to a Banach
space X. Does Ej have a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to X*?

(L2) Is it possible to construct an example of a Fréchet or a (DF)-space E such that,
given large enough continuous seminorms p and ¢ on E and Ej, respectively, we have
(E,)* 2 (E}) for all continuous seminorms p > p and v > g on E and E}?

There exists a simple counterexample to (L1). Let E be any nuclear /;—K6the sequence
space with a continuous norm. Then F is a Fréchet—space having by definition a system of
local Banach spaces (E,, )52, isometric to ¢1. We have, for all k € N, (E,, )" = {~, which
is not a separable space. On the other hand Ej is separable so that all the local Banach
spaces of Ej are also separable. So (L1) has a negative answer in this case.

The preceding counterexample is a separability argument, and it does not give any
information on the local structure of the Banach spaces involved. In fact it is known that
E; has a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to ¢y (see [V]!). Both ¢y and ¢ are
L—spaces so that at least in this sense they are still quite similar. I do not think the
above counterexample is yet a satisfactory answer to problem (L1).
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We can also ask the following natural question:

(B1) Assume that F has a system of local Banach spaces isomorphic to the Banach
space X. Does E also have a family of Banach discs (Bg)aca such that Ep, = X and
such that every bounded set of F is contained in some B,?

Clearly, questions (L1) and (B1) are related. To be more exact, every weakly closed
(with respect to the dual pair < E, E; >) absolutely convex neighbourhood of zero U C Ej
is the polar of a Banach disc B C FE, and, moreover, (E')y is isometric to a subspace of
(Eg)’". The counterexample above does not solve (B1).

We are not able to solve (B1) here. I conjecture that the answer is negative. The
difficulty in proving this is that one has to be able to deal with a large class of Banach
spaces on which one has only little information and which may be very pathological (cf.
Corollary 2.17!).

To give some reference we mention the book [Ju] which contains a study of related fac-
torization problems. The above problems are also connected with the problem of projective
descriptions of inductive limits. There exist a lot of papers on this topic by K.D.Bierstedt,
J.Bonet, R.Meise and others. We refer to the survey articles [BM] and [BB]. In this context
problem (B1) was solved in the positive for £,-K&the sequence spaces in [BMS], Proposition
2.5.

The result can easily be generalized to X—Kothe sequence spaces in the sense of
Bellenot, [Be|, where X is a Banach space with an unconditional basis (e,)>2 ;. There is
no difficulty to give even a vector valued version. Given X as above and a Kothe matrix
(@rn)?,—, (i.e. a matrix consisting of non negative numbers ag, such that agy1, > agp
for all ’k:, n and such that for all n there exists k with ay, > 0) and a sequence (F,, ¢,)
of Banach spaces, a vector valued X—-Ko&the sequence space E is defined by

E:={z=(zn)p2 | 2n € E,,

)
n=1

prl(@) = [ Y aknn(zn)enllx < o0}
n=1
Clearly, E is a Fréchet space. We assume now that ay, > 0 for all £ and n. In this case
all local Banach spaces E,, are isometric. Using the same method as [BMS], Proposition
2.5, we can now prove

4.1. Proposition. An arbitrary bounded set B C E is contained in a bounded set
of the form

BO = {IIJ | || Z bRQn(xn)enHX < 1}

n=1

for some positive sequence (by,)o>,. Moreover, Ep, is isometric to the spaces E,, .

Proof. Let the numbers r, k£ € N, be such that ¢B C ryUy and ri < rpyq for all
k € N, where Uy, := {z € E | pr(z) < 1} and c¢ is the unconditionality constant of (e,,).

We define for all n € N
b, = max 2_kr,;1a;m.
1<k<n
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Then the set By, defined as above, is easily seen to be bounded. We denote for all k € N
Kp:={neN, n>k|b, = 2_krk_1akn, b, # 2_trt_1atn for all t, k <t <n}.

Clearly, each n € N belongs to exactly one K} so that N is a disjoint union of the sets K.
We have for all z = (z,) € (| Uk
k

| Z brnGn (Tn)en | x
n=1

o0
1 3 2 Fr g (wa)enlx

k=1 TLEKk

(@)
Y2t D aknan(@n)enlx
k=1

nEKk

IA

< czug {ri Zaknqn(wn)enHX}
€

n=1

oo
This means that () rp Ui C c¢By.
k=1
The last statement in our Proposition is clear from definitions. o

So, in the case of vector valued X—Kothe sequence spaces with a continuous norm the
answer to question (B1) is positive. These spaces are special examples of T—spaces defined
in [BD] or (FG)-spaces studied in [BDT]. It is an open problem if the answer to (B1) is
positive also in these more general classes.

Below we make an attempt to a negative solution of (B1). This construction shows
the obstructions one has when trying to solve (B1) in a positive direction.

We first concentrate on the following phenomenon. Let A and B be closed absolutely
convex sets in R™ such that sp (A) = sp (B) = sp (AN B) = R", and such that, say,
(R™, A) and (R™, B) are isometric. Then many isometric invariants occuring in Banach
space theory (like projection constants) may be very different for (R, A) and (R*, AN B).
We give an example which will be used to analyze problem (B1).

Note that if || - ||4 and || - || s are the Minkowski functionals associated with A and B,
then the Minkowski functional of AN B equals x — max {||z| 4, ||z||5}, = € R".

We shall use tensor products and projection constants. Let n € N, n = 2* for some
k € N, and let (e;), be the canonical basis of /3. Let for all 4, j,1 < 4, j < n, the numbers
€;j = 1 or -1 be such that the matrix n_l/z(sij)gszl is symmetric and orthogonal. (See,
for example, [K1], 31.3.(5), p.429). Let A : £5 — (3 be an operator such that the matrix
of A with respect to the basis (e;) equals n™2 (€i5). Then also (Ae;)7_; is an orthonormal
basis of £7.
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We denote by M the n-dimensional subspace of /3", spanned by the vectors f; :=
(e;, Ae;), i =1,...,n. Note that then also the vectors g; := (Ae;, e;) belong to M, since

gi=n""? Z gjifj (4.1)
J

because of the choice of the matrix n=1/2(g;;).

In the following we endow M with the norm of £27,
norm of (M, || - ||s)* is denoted by || - ||

The following result is contained in [KTJ], Lemma 6. We give a different proof.

which we denote by || - ||co. The

4.2. Lemma. The absolute projection constant of (M, || - ||«) is at least v/n/2.

Proof. Let (f)"; (resp. (¢f)",) C M* be the dual basis of (f;) (resp. (g;)). We
consider the tensor

2= [[®@fieM" @M C M.
=1

If2z=> a;®b;, a; € M*, b; € M for all 7, is an arbitrary finite representation, we have,

by [Pi], B.1.4,
3 laallelbilloo = 3 (bivai) = Y (fis 1) = (+2)

i=1
Hence, the M* ®, M-norm of z is at least n.
We claim that z has also the representation

z = Zf ® (0, Ae;) + Zgz ® (Ae;, 0) (4.3)
in M* ® (27, Indeed, the first sum in (4.3) can be written as
1 *
3 Z fi @ ((ei, Aeq) + (—eq, Aei)) (4.4)

and the second one as

- Z 97 @ ((Ae;, e;) + (Ae;, —e;))

N =

Z (% > fjifﬁ@(% Z gjilej, Aej)

D freeA +Z 7 ® (ei, —Aey) (4.5)

N —



Note that here gf = n=Y/2Y ¢ f; follows from (4.1); moreover, for an orthonormal,
J
symmetric k X k-matrix (o;;)F j—1 Wwe always have

k E  k k
Yoaiwbi=y (> ojia) @ () osib;)

for vectors a;, b; in an arbitrary vector space. So (4.3) follows from (4.4) and (4.5).
We show that ||f*||,]lgF|| < 1 for all i. Let x € M,||z|lc < 1. Then z has the

representations x = Z a;fi = Z b;g;, and it follows from the definitions of f; and g; that
=1

sup |a;| <1, sup \b \ < 1. Hence,
|<ZL’, fz*>| = |az| < 17
and, similarly, |(z,¢)| < 1. This proves that || f[|, |lg;| < 1.
Using (4.3) we now get the estimate

n
lllareezn < YNNI, Aes)|
=1

+ZH91HH Aei, 0)]| < 2nn~ Y2 = 2p1/2,

This, combined with (4.2) implies A(M) > n'/2/2 (see for example [T], Lemma 4.1). ©

We now denote by || - ||f and || - ||; the £Z -norms in M with respect to the bases
(fi)i, and (g;)i~, respectively. For 1/y/n < a < y/n we define the norm

]| := max {||z[|7, o]z} (4.6)
in M.
4.3. Remark. The equality
|21V = [/l oo (4.7)

holds for all x € M -

Indeed, if x = > x; f;, then we also have
i=1

n n
§ : § : —1/2

T = Z; n /Ejigj
i=1 Jj=1

= Z Zn 21i€5i1)95, (4.8)

7j=1 =1
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so that .
2| = max {lzil, > 0 Papejul ) (4.9)
’ k=1

On the other hand, if we consider x as an element of £27,

n

n n
_1
T = in(ei,Aei) = in(ei, Zn 2gji€;)
i=1 i=1

g=1

n n
—1/2 _1
:(azl,...,azn, E n /332‘511',..., E n 2$i€m‘>.
=1 =1

This, together with (4.9), implies (4.7).

4.4. Remarks. We recall that every finite dimensional Banach space M is isometric
to a subspace of cg. Moreover, if X C ¢q is a finite dimensional subspace, then the absolute
projection constant of A\(X) satisfies

AX) = AMX, co); (4.10)

see for example [TJ], Propositions 32.1 and 13.3. We also remark that if X and Y are
finite dimensional Banach spaces such that A(X) > C and d(X,Y) < D, then

A(Y) > C/D. (4.11)

One can also easily prove that if Y is a Banach space isomorphic to cg, d(Y,co) < D >1
and X is a finite dimensional C—complemented subspace of Y, then

AX) < CD?. (4.12)

The following lemma is essentially known; see for example [Ju], Proposition 6.5.6 for
the case a = 2. For the sake of completeness we give the proof.

4.5. Lemma. Let (E, (px)52,) be a Fréchet space. If ()72, is a sequence of positive
numbers and 1 < a < oo, then the set

. 1/a
Bi={zc k| (Z(Tkpk(ﬂf))a> <1}
k=1

is a Banach disc.

Proof. It is easy to see that B is bounded and absolutely convex. That B is closed
can be seen as follows. Let ¢ : E — E,, be the canonical mapping induced by the identity
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operator on E. Let us identify E in the canonical way with a subspace of Ey = [[,—; Ep,.
Then the set B is identified with

oo

1/a
Bo ={x = (zr)32q | ||z]] := (Z(rkpk(a:k))o‘> <1, Jy € E such that
k=1

xp = Yy for all k}.

Assume that y = (yx) € Bg C E C Fy and that (z(™)%2, C By is a sequence converging
to y in the topology of Ejy. Since we have the product topology on Ej, the sequence (a:(”))
converges coordinatewise to y. Given € > 0 and m € N we thus find n € N such that

(Tkpk(xi;n) — k)" < e,

NE

>
Il

1

where 2(™ = (x;n))k. Since ||z(™|| < 1, this implies (35—, (rrpk (yk))®) Y < 1+ ¢, and
since m is arbitrary, ||y|| < 14 €. Hence, y € By. o

Using the remarks above we now construct an example of a Fréchet space E which is
a projective limit of Banach spaces isomorphic to ¢y such that Ep is not isomorphic to ¢
for ”many” bounded Banach discs B.

4.6. Proposition. There exists a separable Fréchet space (E, (Uk)%2 1, (pr)5e,) such
that E,, = co for all k, and such that Ep 2 co, if B is a Banach disc satisfying the
following:

(*) pp is formed using the real interpolation method from the norms p(®) :=

(> (ry tpk) )Y@ and p®) = (3 (si.'pr)?)/P where 1 < a < B < oo, (%) and (si,) are
k=1

o
arbitrary positive increasing sequences, ri, < sy for all k, and ) r * < 1.
k=1

To be more exact, we have p, > pg and thus the Banach spaces E, and Eg corre-
sponding to the Banach discs {z | p(®)(z) <1} and {z | p#)(2) < 1}, respectively, satisfy
E, C Eg with a continuous embedding, and, hence, they form a Banach interpolation
couple (see [TJ], §3). So, we can use the real interpolation method to produce norms pp
defined on subspaces of E, + Eg = Eg. We always have pp > pg so that the closed unit
ball of pp is in fact a bounded disc. However, we do not claim that every B produced in
such a way is closed in E.

Clearly, Proposition 4.6 contains as a special case the Banach discs

oo

1/q
B={z|p() = (Z(r,;lpkm»q) <1},

k=1

where 1 < ¢ < o0; take a = 8 = ¢ and (sg) = (rx) in Proposition 4.6. Note that if ¢ = oo,
we have B = (-, 7. Uk.
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In fact, the only thing we need to assume on B is that certain projections on Ep are
well enough bounded. Unfortunately, it is hard to describe this condition exactly before
constructing the space E. This is why we use the interpolation method to present our
result. We refer to the proof.

Proof. We denote N; = {2F|k € N}. For all n € Ny, we denote by M, the
n—dimensional vector space M constructed above in this section, and by ( fi(n))?zl and

(ggn))?zl the bases (f;)7~; and (g;)7—, of M. We also denote by || - |t and || - ||4,» the
norms | - ||; and n'/2|| - ||, on M,,. Note that then ||z, < ||2|lyn. for all x € M,, see
(4.1) and the definition above (4.6).

Next we choose a bijection ¢ : Ny — N x N and define for all £ € N the norms

Pe((Tn)nen,) = nSeuI\II) {pk,n(xn)} (4.13)

where (z,,) € @y, M, and

In ns ifﬂ'l n Zk
pin () _:{H I, (¢(n)) (4.14)

[Znllgn, if m(d(n)) <k

here 7;, © = 1, 2, denote the canonical projections of N x N onto the first and second coor-
dinate spaces, respectively. Taking the completion of ), o , M, with respect to the topol-
ogy determined by the norms p, we get a separable Fréchet space (E, (Uk)%y, (k)52 ,)-
Clearly, each local Banach space E),, is isometric to co.

Assume now that B C FE is a Banach disc satisfying (%) for some o and 3 and for
some sequences (ry) and (si). We show that EFp has an infinite family (X,,)5°_; of finite
dimensional 1-complemented subspaces such that

sup {\(Xn)} = oc. (4.15)
meN
We choose for all m € N the number K such that (> r,“)~%/® > 4ms;, and then
k=K

N € Ny such that 7 (¢(N)) = K — 1 and N2 > (3 r.*)"Y* and N > s7%s%. Let P
k=K
be the natural projection from @ M,, onto My. Now P is continuous with the operator

norm equal to 1 when @ M,, is endowed with either of the norms p@ or p® . Since pg

is formed by interpolation, we see that ||P|| = 1 also as an operator in Ep (cf. [TJ], §3),
so that My is a 1-complemented subspace of Ep. (This is the only point where we need
to use some extra assumption on B.)

Using the properties of the sequence (ry) and the definition of the norms p we get

K-—1 o)
p(a)‘MN — (Z(Tk—lpk‘MN>oz + Z (Tk_lpk}MN)a)l/a
k=1 k=K
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K—-1

<O )™+ D - Hgw) ™)
k=1 k=K

< B 1530 + R (1] - llg.n) )«

< 2max {R:] -

Rk - llg,n 1, (4.16)

where Ry = (3. 7;;*)*/®. On the other hand, obviously
k=k/

max {sy |- sl Nl <Py - (4.17)

By the properties of interpolation, we have pa‘ My > pB‘ M > pg} My Combining this
with (4.16) and (4.17) and the assumption Ry < 1 (see (*)) yields

> pp(z) > max {s; s llzllgn

for x € My, and, using the notation (4.6) and the definitions of || - ||z x and || - ||4,~, We
get
2R N'/?| x| Rillz|lg.n} > pB(2)
> sy | YD 2 )
for all x € My, by the choice of N. Hence,
d(My,ps), (M, | - [D)) < 251 R NI/2. (4.18)

On the other hand, by Lemma 4.2 and Remark 4.3, A\((My, || - |V))) > VN /2. So, by the
remark (4.11) and the choice of K,

M(My,pg)) > s7 R /4 > m,

which proves (4.15).

By the Remark 4.4 it is now clear that Eg cannot be isomorphic to ¢y, since Ep
contains 1-complemented subspaces, the absolute projection constants of which can be
chosen arbitrarily large. o

4.7. Remark. The last conclusion in the proof of Proposition 4.6 even shows that
the local distance of ¢y and Ep is not bounded. Hence, the counterexample given in
Proposition 4.6. is much stronger than the trivial counterexample in the beginning of this
section.
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