SOME MORE WEAK HILBERT SPACES
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Abstract: We give new examples of weak Hilbert spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Banach space properties weak type 2 and weak cotype 2 were introduced and
studied by V. Milman and G. Pisier [MP]. Later, Pisier [P] studied spaces which are both
of weak type 2 and weak cotype 2 and called them weak Hilbert spaces. Weak Hilbert
spaces are stable under passing to subspaces, dual spaces, and quotient spaces. The canonical
example of a weak Hilbert space which is not a Hilbert space is convexified Tsirelson space
T® [CS, J1, J2, P]. Tsirelson’s space was introduced by B.S. Tsirelson [T] as the first
example of a Banach space which does not contain an isomorphic copy of ¢y or £, 1 < p < o0.
Today, we denote by T the dual space of the original example of Tsirelson since in T we
have an important analytic description of the norm due to Figiel and Johnson [FJ]. In [J1],
Johnson introduced modified Tsirelson space T),. Later, Casazza and Odell [CO] proved
the surprising fact that T), is naturally isomorphic to the original Tsirelson space T. At
this point, all the non-trivial examples of weak Hilbert spaces (i.e. those which are not
Hilbert spaces) had unconditional bases and had subspaces which failed to contain . A.
Edgington [E] introduced a class of weak Hilbert spaces with unconditional bases which are
ly-saturated. That is, every subspace of the space contains a further subspace isomorphic to
a Hilbert space but the space itself is not isomorphic to a Hilbert space. R. Komorowski [K]

(or more generally Komorowski and Tomczak-Jaegermann [KT]) proved that there are weak
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Hilbert spaces with no unconditional basis. In fact, they show that 7® has such subspaces.
In another surprise, Nielsen and Tomczak-Jaegermann [NTJ] showed that all weak Hilbert
spaces with unconditional bases are very much like 7).

There are still many open questions concerning weak Hilbert spaces and T, due partly
to the shortage of non-trivial examples in this area. For example, it is still a major open
question in the field whether a Banach space for which every subspace has an unconditional
basis (or just local unconditional structure - LUST) must be isomorphic to a Hilbert space. If
there are such examples, they will probably come from the class of weak Hilbert spaces. It is
an open question whether every weak Hilbert space has a basis, although Maurey and Pisier
(see [M]) showed that separable weak Hilbert spaces have finite dimensional decompositions.
Nielsen and Tomczak-Jaegermann have shown that weak Hilbert spaces that are Banach
lattices have the property that every subspace of every quotient space has a basis. But it
is unknown whether every weak Hilbert space can be embedded into a weak Hilbert space
with an unconditional basis. In fact, it is unknown if a weak Hilbert space embeds into a
Banach lattice of finite cotype. It turns out that this question is equivalent to the question
of whether every subspace of a weak Hilbert space must have the GL-Property [CN] which
is slightly weaker than having LUST. In this note we extend the list of non-trivial examples
of weak Hilbert spaces by producing examples which are ¢5-saturated but not isomorphic to

the previously known examples.

2. BAasic CONSTRUCTIONS

If F'is a finite dimensional Banach space then let d(F') denote the Banach-Mazur distance
between F and ($™F. The fundamental notion of this note is the one of the weak Hilbert
space. Recall the following definition as one of the many equivalent ones (cf [P] Theorem

2.1).

Definition 2.1. A Banach space X is said to be a weak Hilbert space if there exist 6 > 0

and C > 1 such that for every finite dimensional subspace E of X there exists a subspace

F C E and a projection P : X — F such that dimF > §ddimFE, d(F) < C and ||P| < C.
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We need to recall the definition of the Schreier sets S,,, n € N [AA]. For F, G C N, we write
F < G (resp. F < @) when max(F') < min(G) (resp. max(F) < min(G)) or one of them is

empty, and we write n < F' instead of {n} < F.
So ={{n} :n e N} U{0}.
If n € NU{0} and S, has been defined,
Sp1={UlF, :neNn<F; <Fy<---<F,and F; € S, for 1 <i<n}.

For n € N a family of finite non-empty subsets (E;) of N is said to be S,-admissible if
E) < Ey < --- and (min(E;)) € S,. Also, (E;) is said to be S,-allowable if E; N E; = () for
i # j and (min(E;)) € S,,.

Every Banach space with a basis can be viewed as the completion of ¢gg (the linear space
of finitely supported real valued sequences) under a certain norm. (e;) will denote the unit
vector basis for c¢gp and whenever a Banach space (X, || - ||) with a basis is regarded as the
completion of (cog, || - ||), (e;) will denote this (normalized) basis. If x € ¢y and E C N,
Ex € ¢y is the restriction of = to E; (Ex); = x; if j € E and 0 otherwise. Also the support
of x, supp (z), (w.r.t. (e;)) is the set {7 € N : x(j) # 0}. We say that a vector z € cqy is
supported after n in n < supp (z). If f: R — R is a function with f(0) = 0 then for = € ¢y
f(z) will denote the vector f(x) = (f(x;)) in cgo.

Let (X,]|.]|) be a Banach space with an unconditional basis. Whenever a Banach space is
considered in this paper we assume that it has an unconditional basis. The norm of X is

2-convex provided that
1(2® + )20 < ([ + lyl*)?

for all vectors z,y € X. The 2-convexification of (X, ||.||) is the Banach space (X®,||.]/(2))

with an unconditional basis, where z € X if and only if 2% € X and

) = ll2*]12.



4 GEORGE ANDROULAKIS, PETER G. CASAZZA, AND DENKA N. KUTZAROVA

Of course ||.|/(2) is 2-convex. For C' > 0,1 < p < oo, n € N and z,2,... ,2, € X we say
that (z;)i-, is C-equivalent to the unit vector basis of £ if there exist constants A, B > 0

with AB < C such that

1
T lail”)? <1 agwil| < B i)'

for every sequence of scalars (a;)f,. For C' > 0, we say that X is an asymptotic ¢, space
(resp. asymptotic £, space for vectors with disjoint supports) with constant C' if for every
n and for every sequence of vectors (z;)I, such that (supp (x;))i, is Si-admissible (resp.

Si-allowable), we have that (z;)i-, are C-equivalent to the unit vector basis of (3.

If (]|.]]») is a sequence of norms in c¢og then X(||.||,,) will denote the completion of ¢og under

the norm

Izl =D 2]l
n=1

Fix a sequence o = (ay,)nen of elements of (0, 1) with

. [e7%N} Q41
0<1nfn—+§sup "1~ 1 and Zanzl.
o a, -

The last relationships will always be assumed whenever a sequence («,) will be considered

in these notes. Edgington defined a sequence of norms (||.||g,,) on ¢y by

l2llz0 = lzlloes  NelEner = sup{d_ Bl : (Ei)s is Si-admissible}.

Then Edgington defined the norm ||.||g, by

1/2
1z &, = (Z anIII\I%,n> :
n

Let E, denote the completion of ¢og with respect to ||.||g,. It is shown in [E] that E, is a
weak Hilbert space which is not isomorphic to f5, yet it is /o-saturated. It is easy to see
that the spaces constructed by Edgington are asymptotic /5 spaces for vectors with disjoint
supports. The main theorem that we prove in these notes (Theorem 3.1) shows that such

spaces are weak Hilbert spaces.
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Let (|.|n)nen denote the sequence of the Schreier norms on cqo:

] = sup ||

SesSn ]ES

(if 2 = Zj zje;). Then the weak Hilbert space E, that was constructed by Edgington
[E] is the 2-convexification of ¥(ay|.|,). One can see that X(ay,l|.|,) is an asymptotic ¢,
space for vectors with disjoint supports which is ¢;-saturated, yet not isomorphic to ¢;. In
these notes we give examples of sequences of norms that can replace (].|,) in X(ay|.|n) to
obtain asymptotic ¢; spaces for vectors with disjoint supports which are ¢;-saturated yet not
isomorphic to ¢;. The 2-convexification of each of these spaces will give ¢, saturated weak

Hilbert spaces which are not isomorphic to ¢s.

Definition of the spaces V., W, V' and W': Let (6,)n,en be a sequence of real numbers in
(0,1) with lim,, 6,, = 0 (this assumption will always be valid whenever a sequence (6,,) will
be considered in these notes) and let s € N. The asymptotic ¢; spaces V' = Ty (0, Sn)n and
W = Thi(s)(On, Sn)n were introduced in [ADKM] (following [AD]) as the completion of cyy

under the norms:

|lzllv = ||z|loo V sup sup{HnZ | Eiz||v : (E;) is S, allowable},

lzllw = llzlleo Vsupsup{6, > _ || Eix|lw : (E;) is S, allowable}
n<s 3
n>s+1

V sup sup{GnZ | Eiz||w : (E;) is S, admissible},

respectively. These norms can also be defined as limits of appropriate sequences. For x € ¢y

let

[zllvo = llzllwo = [l
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and for m € N define:

lzllvimsr = [12]loo V Supsup{@nz |Eix|lvm : (E;) is S, allowable},
lzllwms1 = [|z]leo V sup sup{@nz |Eix|lwm : (E;) is S, allowable}
n<s P
V sup sup{6, Z | Eix||lwm : (E;) is S, admissible},
n>s+1 i
Then

[zlly =T lzllvm,  [[z]lw = Lm |[z][wm.
m m

Then one can construct the spaces V' = X(ay,||.|lvn), and W’ = X(a,||.[lw.n). We show that

V" and W' are {;-saturated asymptotic ¢; spaces for vectors with disjoint supports.

It is known [CO] that if 6,, = §™ for some ¢ € (0,1) then one can replace the “allowable” by
“admissible” in the definition of ||.||y to obtain an equivalent norm for V. For this choice
of (6,) the variant of the norm ||.||v.,n4+1 by replacing “allowable” by “admissible” can be
minorized and majorized up to a uniform multiplicative constant by the norms ||.||y.,, and

I|.|lv.m+1 respectively. This is enough to conclude that the new norms lead to an equivalent

norm for V' (see [B]).

3. THE MAIN THEOREMS

The following results is the main tool of our paper for constructing weak Hilbert spaces. It
is based on results of Johnson, and it was proved (but not stated) in [NTJ], Section 4. Since

it is hard for a non-specialist to extract it from the existing literature, we outline it here.

Theorem 3.1. If X is an asymptotic {5 space for vectors with disjoint supports then X 1is

a weak Hilbert space.

Proof Recall that the fast growing hierarchy is a sequence of functions on the natural
numbers (g,) which is defined inductively by: go(n) = n + 1, and for i > 0, g;41(n) = g*(n)
where ¢" = go go---o g is the n-fold iteration of g and ¢° = I.
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Step 1
If X is asymptotic-f5 with constant C for vectors with disjoint supports,
then for every i > 0 any g;(n) normalized disjointly supported vectors with
supports after n are C'-equivalent to the unit vector basis of 45.
We proceed by induction on ¢ with the case ¢ = 0 being trivial. So, assume Step I holds for
some ¢ > 0 and let {x; : 1 <k < g;11(n)} be a sequence of disjointly supported vectors in

X with supports after n. For 1 < j < n let

Ej={k:g/'(n) <k <g]—1}.

)

Then,
N O 1/2
1> wll= [ DD @l
k=1 j=1 keE;

Applying the induction hypotheses to each sum on the right we continue this equivalence as

gl‘n+1(n) 1/2

Ci+1
~ | D

k=1

Step 11

If X is asymptotic-f5 with constant C for vectors with disjoint supports then
every n-dimensional subspace of X supported after n is 8C?-isomorphic to a

Hilbert space and 8C3-complemented in X.

If E is a 50")-dimensional subspace of X supported after n, then by a result of Johnson (See
Proposition V.6 of [CS]) there is a subspace G of X spanned by < g3(n) disjointly supported
vectors supported after n and an operator V : E — G with ||[Vz —z| < 3|, for all z € E.
Now, by Step I, we have that E is 2C3-isomorphic to a Hilbert space. It follows [J2] that
every 5"-dimensional space of X* supported after n is 4C3-isomorphic to a Hilbert space and
4C3-complemented in X*. Therefore, every n-dimensional subspace of X supported after n

is 8C3-isomorphic to a Hilbert space and 8C?-complemented in X.

Step 111



8 GEORGE ANDROULAKIS, PETER G. CASAZZA, AND DENKA N. KUTZAROVA

Every asymptotic-f5 space for vectors with disjoint supports is a weak Hilbert
space.
If £ is a 2n-dimensional subspace of X, let F' =: E'N (spanj>nper). Then F is supported
after n and dim F' > n implies F' is K-isomorphic to a Hilbert space and K-complemented
in X by Step II, where K = 8C3. It follows from Definition 2.1 that X is a weak Hilbert
space. a
The 2-convexification of certain Tsirelson spaces for obtaining weak Hilbert spaces has

been used before (see [P], [ADKM]). More generally we have the following:

Corollary 3.2. If X is an asymptotic {1 space for vectors with disjoint supports then X

15 a weak Hilbert space.

Proof: Let (X, ].||) be an asymptotic ¢; space for vectors with disjoint supports. Then there
exists C' > 0 such that for every sequence of vectors (z;) with (supp x;) being S;-allowable,
we have that O > ||z;]| < || Y. 4|, It suffices to prove that X® is an asymptotic £, space
for vectors with disjoint support. Let (y;) be a sequence of vectors in X with (supp y;)

being S;-allowable. Then

2 Nyl = C2Q i D2 < 11 w12 = 10 v 2.
Also,

1w Pl = 1wl < Q1w = (O lwilla) 2.

The spaces V., W, V' and W' are asymptotic ¢; spaces for vectors with disjoint supports.
Indeed, this is obvious for V' and W. To see this for V'’ let n € N and vectors (x;)!, with

disjoint supports with n < z; for all 7. Then:

n oo n oo n
ISl = S el wiln = > a3
i=1 m=1 i=1 m=1 i=1
n oo n
> eluz Z 1| Zillvm—1 > 91“2 |2ilv
i=1

i=1 m=1

Vim—1

The proof for W is similar. Thus V@, W® V'@ and W’'® are weak Hilbert spaces.



WEAK HILBERT 9

Proposition 3.3. The spaces V' and W do not contain an isomorph of £1. The spaces V'

and W' are {1-saturated without being isomorphic to (;.

The following Lemma will be used in the proof of Proposition 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. For every m € N the completion of (coo, ||-|[v.m) s a co-saturated space.

In order to prove this Lemma we need a result of Fonf along with the notion of the boundary.

Definition 3.5. A subset B of the unit sphere of the dual of a Banach space X is called a
boundary for X if for every x € X there exists f € B such that f(z) = ||z||.

Theorem 3.6. ([F1], see also [F2], [H] [DGZ]) Every Banach space with a countable bound-

ary 1s co-saturated.

Proof of Lemma 3.4 Define inductively on ¢ < m the sets K of the unit ball of the dual
of (coo, ||-||vim)- Let K® = {=e, : n € N}. For i < m if K* has been defined then let

K™ = K'O{0,(fi+---+f,) : F; € K™, for all j, (supp f;)’_; is S allowable k =1,2,...}.
Then K™ is a norming set for (coo, ||.||vm):
[2llvm = sup{| ()] : f € K™}

It is easy to see that K™ U {0} is a closed set in the topology of pointwise convergence,
since each Si is closed in the same topology and limy, 6, = 0. The previous Theorem of Fonf

finishes the proof of the Lemma. g

For Tsirelson’s space a similar result to Lemma 3.4 was proved in [P] (Lemma 13.8); the

proof was by a simple direct calculation without the use of Fonf’s result.

Proof of Proposition 3.3 The statement for V' and W is proved in [ADKM].

V' is €y saturated: Let (x;) be an arbitrary block basis of V. It is enough to construct a
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normalized (in V) block basis (v;) of (z;) and an increasing sequence of positive integers
1 =p1 <py <pg<--- such that

pi+1—1

1
Z O‘mHUlHVm =5

m=p;

for all . Once this is done then for ()\;) € cgo

n 0o n oo Pj+1—1
1D Al = D amll D Awillvm =3 > amHZMzHVm
=1 m=1 =1 j=1 m=p;
oo Pj+1—1
> > > anlNuslve = 5 ZIAI
7j=1 m=pj;

which shows that (v;) is equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢;. In order to choose such
(v;) and (p;) we use that for every m € N the norms |||y, and ||.||v,n+1 are not equivalent.

Thus for every m, M, K € N there is u in the span of (x;) with

1
M <u, lullvm < 7, and [ulvmy > K.

47
Then
Zazuuuw Land Y aullullvs = ana.
=1
Let v = ——. By taking K large enough we can assume that

m
Zaz’HUHW <
=1

Also choose m' > m with
(o0}

S awllvi < -

. ) Vi 4
i=m’/+1

Thus
S aulof > .
4 ) Vz = 2
i=m—+1

It only remains to show that for every m € N the norms |.||v,, and |.||[vm+1 are not

equivalent on the span of (z;). By the previous Lemma there is a block sequence (y;) of (z;)
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such that ||y;|lv,m = 1 for all ¢ and ((y;), ||.||v,m) is 2-equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢.

Forn € Nlet k € N with n < i1 < ypao < -+ < Ygan. Thus

k+n

1D willvm <2

i=k+1

yet

k+n

I wil

i=k+1

V,m+1 Z 9171.

This proves the result.

W' is {;-saturated: Similar.

V' is not isomorphic to £1: If the statement were false then the basis of V' would be isomor-
phic to the unit vector basis of ¢; (since every normalized unconditional basic sequence in

¢y is equivalent to the usual unit basis of /1, [LP]). Observe that for x € ¢y,

lzll =) amllzllvm < sup lallvam = 2]y
m

m

By [ADKM] the norm of V can become arbitrarily smaller that the ¢; norm on certain
vectors.

W' is not isomorphic to £: Similar. O

Remark 3.7. Note that a space X with an unconditional basis contains €1 if and only if
X @ contains ly. Since V and W do not contain an isomorph of {1, we obtain that V® and
W® are weak Hilbert spaces which do not contain an isomorph of ¢y. Since the spaces V'
and W' are {1 saturated without being isomorphic to {1, we obtain that the spaces V’(Q), and

W' are ly-saturated weak Hilbert spaces which are not isomorphic to ls.

Thus the essential properties of the space E, constructed by Edgington are shared by V' @
and W'®.

Theorem 3.8. Let (6,) C (0,1) with lim, 605" = 1, s € N, and B = (8,) C (0,1) with
Y nbBn=1and0 < inf % < sup % < 1. Then V'® and W'® are not isomorphic to Eg.
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Proof: Let T': X — Ej be an isomorphism where X is either V'@ or W@ Since T is an

isomorphism there exists C' > 0 such that
2Tz, < llelx < Tz,
for all € cop. Also, by [E] (proof of Theorem 7) there exists 6 > 0 such that
1T 5, < ClT2lre 6,s,)-
Thus for x € ¢y
lzllx < CIT2]lre s, (1)

Since the unit vector basis (e;) of X is weakly null, we can select a subsequence (ey,) of (e;),

a block sequence (u;) in T (4, S;) and a number K > 0 such that:

€ 1 .
||T<€kl) — uiHT(Q)((S,Sl) < E and E < HUZ'HT(Q)((S,Sl) < K for all 1,

where € > 0 will be chosen later. Let n € N to be selected later. Let (x;);e; C (0,1) for
some [ € S, so that

Zm =1, and ||Za: ||U2|| \|T(551)<5 +e

el el

([OTW] Theorem 5.2 (a)). Then

173 wiew,)

y <l Zf'fiuiHT(?)(a,sl) + inHTeki = willpess)

icl icl icl
1/2
< ||Zx T/551)+5
el
1/2
< KHZCU ||u2H “T/ésl
el 7(6,51)

< K" +e)? te

On the other hand if Y = V/ when X = V'® or Y = W’ when X = W’® then

||ZZE26]€ ||X = ” ZZL‘ ek, ||1/2 Zﬁmg Zx 1/2

el el el

Therefore (1) gives
V0, < CHE(" + )2 +¢).
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But since lim,, oL/ = 1, n and € can be chosen so that this inequality fails. O
REFERENCES

[AA] D.E. Alspach and S.A. Argyros, Complexity of weakly null sequences, Dissertationes Mathematicae
321, 1992.

[AD] S.A. Argyros and 1. Deliyanni, Examples of asymptotic £1 spaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 349
(1997), 973-995.

[ADKM] S.A. Argyros, I. Deliyanni, D.N. Kutzarova and A. Manoussakis, Modified mized Tsirelson spaces,
preprint.

[B] S.F. Bellenot, Tsirelson subspaces and ¢,, J. Funct. Analysis 69 (1986), 207-228.

[CN] P.G. Casazza and N.J. Nielsen, A Gaussian Average Property of Banach spaces, Illinois J. Math.
41 No 4 (1997), 559-576.

[CO] P.G. Casazza and E. Odell, Tsirelson’s space and minimal subspaces, Longhorn notes, University
of Texas (1982-83), 61-72.

[CS] P.G. Casazza and T. Shura, Tsirelson’s space, Lecture Notes in Math. 1363, Springer 1989.

[DGZ] R. Deville, G. Godefroy and V. Zizler, Smoothness and renormings in Banach spaces, Pitman
Monographs Surveys Pure Appl. Math. Vol. 64, Longman Sci. Tech., 1993.

[E] A. Edgington, Some more weak Hilbert spaces Studia Math. 100 (1991), 1-11.

[FJ] T. Figiel and W.B. Johnson, A uniformly convex Banach space which contains no ¢,, Compositio
Mathematica, Vol. 29, Fasc 2 (1974), 191-196.

[F1] V.P. Fonf, Weakly extremely properties of Banach spaces, Mat. Zametki 45(6) (1989) 83-92 (Rus-
sian).

[F2] V.P. Fonf, On exposed and smooth points of convex bodies in Banach spaces, Bull. London Math.
Soc. 28 (1996) 51-58.

[H] P. Hajek, Smooth norms that depend locally on finitely many coordinates, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
123 (1995), 3817-3821.

[J1] W.B. Johnson, A reflexive Banach space which is not sufficiently Fuclidean, Studia Math. 55
(1976), 201-205.

[J2] W.B. Johnson, Banach spaces all of whose subspaces have the approximation property, Seminaire
d’ Analyse Fonct. Expose 16 (1979-80). Ecole Polytechnique, Paris.

K] R. Komorowski, Weak Hilbert spaces without unconditional bases, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 120
(1994), 101-107.

[KT] R. Komorowski and N. Tomczak-Jaegermann, Banach spaces without local unconditional structure,

Israel J. Math 89 (1995), 205-226.



14 GEORGE ANDROULAKIS, PETER G. CASAZZA, AND DENKA N. KUTZAROVA

[LP] J. Lindenstrauss and A. Pelczynski, Absolutely summing operators in L,-spaces and their applica-
tions, Studia Math. 29 (1968) 275-326.

[M] V. Mascioni, On Banach spaces isomorphic to their duals, Houston J. Math, 19 (1993), 27-38.

[MP] V.D. Milman and G. Pisier, Banach spaces with a weak cotype 2 property, Israel J. Math. 54 (1986),
139-158.

[NTJ]  N.J. Nielsen and N. Tomczak-Jaegermann, On subspaces of Banach spaces with Property (H) and
weak Hilbert spaces,

[OTW] E. Odell, N. Tomczak-Jaegermann and R. Wagner, Prozimity to {1 and Distortion in Asymptotic

{1 spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 150 (1997), no. 1, 101-145. .

G. Pisier, Weak Hilbert spaces, Proc. London Math. Soc. 56 (1988), 547-579.

B.S. Tsirelson, Not every Banach space contains £, or cy, Funct. Anal. Appl. 8 (1974), 138-141.

=33

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MATH. SCI. BLDG., UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI-COLUMBIA, COLUMBIA
MO 65211

E-mail address: giorgis@math.missouri.edu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, MATH. ScI. BLDG., UNIVERSITY OF MISSOURI-COLUMBIA, COLUMBIA
MO 65211

E-mail address: pete@casazza.math.missouri.edu

CURRENT: DEPT. MATH. & STAT., MIAMI UNIVERSITY, OXFORD, OHIO, PERMANENT: INSTITUTE
OF MATHEMATICS, BULGARIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, 1113 SOF1A, BULGARIA

E-mail address: denka@math.acad.bg



