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WHEN DO TRIPLE OPERATOR INTEGRALS TAKE VALUE IN THE
TRACE CLASS?

CLEMENT COINE, CHRISTIAN LE MERDY, AND FEDOR SUKOCHEV

ABSTRACT. Consider three normal operators A, B, C' on separable Hilbert space H as well
as scalar-valued spectral measures Ay on o(A), Ag on o(B) and Ac on o(C'). For any ¢ €
L>®(Aa xAp x A¢) and any X,Y € S%(H), the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on H, we
provide a general definition of a triple operator integral T45:¢(¢)(X,Y") belonging to S?(H)
in such a way that T'45C(¢) belongs to the space Ba(S?(H) x S?(H), S*(H)) of bounded
bilinear operators on S?(#), and the resulting mapping T'45:C: L®(A4 x Ap x A\¢) —
B2(S%(H) x S*(H),S?(H)) is a w*-continuous isometry. Then we show that a function
¢ € L>®(Aa x Ap x A\¢) has the property that 45 (¢) maps S?(H) x S?(H) into S*(H), the
space of trace class operators on H, if and only if it has the following factorization property:
there exist a Hilbert space H and two functions a € L>®(A g xAp; H) and b € L>®(ApxA¢c; H)
such that ¢(t1,t2,t3) = <a(t1,t2),b(t2,t3)> for a.e. (tl,tg,tg) S O'(A) X O'(B) X O’(C) This
is a bilinear version of Peller’s Theorem characterizing double operator integral mappings
SY(H) — SY(H). In passing we show that for any separable Banach spaces E, F', any w*-
measurable esssentially bounded function valued in the Banach space I's(E, F**) of operators
from E into F* factoring through Hilbert space admits a w*-measurable Hilbert space
factorization.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Let S*(H) denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators on H and let S*(H) denote the space of trace class operators on H. Let A, B be
two normal operators on H. Any bounded Borel function ¢ on o(A) x o(B) gives rise to a
double operator integral mapping ['*B(¢): S?(H) — S?(H) formally defined as

4B (3)(X) = / oSSV XAB), X € S 0)

where E4 and EP denote the spectral measures of A and B, respectively. Double operator
integrals were initially defined by Daletskii and Krein [I5] and then dramatically developed
in a series of papers of Birman-Solomiak [B 6, [7]. They play a prominent role in various
aspects of operator theory, especially in the perturbation theory. We refer the reader to the
survey papers [8, BI] and to the book [40] for a large volume of information on this topic
and its applications.

In [29], V.V. Peller gave a characterization of double operator integral mappings which
restrict to a bounded operator on S'(#). He showed that ['*5(¢) is a bounded operator from
SY(H) into itself if and only there exist a Hilbert space H and two functions a € L>(E*; H)
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and b € L>*(EP; H) such that

o(s,t) = (a(s),b(t)) a.e-(s,t).

This property means that the operator L'(E4) — L>(E?) with kernel ¢ factors through
Hilbert space. We refer to [29] and [23] for other equivalent formulations.

The purpose of this paper is to study an analogue of Peller’s Theorem for triple opera-
tor integrals. This issue was motivated by a recent work of the authors together with D.
Potapov and A. Tomskova on perturbation theory [11]. In this paper the construction of
triple operator integral mappings which do not map S?(H) x S*(H) into S'(H) played a
fundamental role; see also [12] and [36] for related work.

The paper [I1] contains the following result on infinite matrices (see Theorems 1, 7 and
Corollary 8 in the latter paper). Let M = {m;}ixj>1 be a three-dimensional matrix with
entries in C. Let (E;;);;j>1 denote the standard matrix units. Then the bilinear Schur
multiplier B, formally defined by

By(X,Y) = Z Mk Tikrj Lig, - X ={xibige1, Y = {yijtig>1,

i,5,k>1

defines a bounded bilinear operator from S? x S? into S* if and only if there exist a Hilbert
space H and two bounded families (a;); x>1 and (bji);x>1 in H such that

Mikj = ik, bjk), ik, g > 1.

Triple operator integral mappings can be regarded as (far reaching) extensions of bilinear
Schur multipliers, hence the above result serves as a guide for our investigation. In Section 3
we revisit an old construction of Pavlov [27] providing a general definition of triple operator
integral mappings

480 (0): S2(H) x S*(H) — S*(H),
where A, B, C' are normal operators on H, Aa, Ag, Ac are scalar valued spectral measures
on the spectra o(A), o(B), o(C), respectively, and ¢ € L>®(As X Ag X A\¢). We show
in Theorem [ and Corollary that T'45C is an isometry from L>®(A4 X Ag X A¢) into
By(S?(H) x S*(H),S?*(H)), the space of bounded bilinear maps from S%(#H) x S?(H) into
S%(H), and that I'*5C is w*-continuous (i.e. continuous in the w*-topologies of the dual
spaces L>®(Aa x Ap X A\¢) and By(S%(H) x S*(H), S*(H))).
Our main result, established in Section 6 (see Theorem 2IJ), asserts that

TA4BC(¢) - S2(H) x S*(H) — SY(H)
if and only if there exist a Hilbert space H and two functions
a € L®(M\a X A\p; H) and be L>®(\g X Ac; H)
such that
(1) o (t1,to,t3) = (alty, ta), b(ta, t3)), a.e~(ty, s, t3).

In Section [7, we recover Peller’s Theorem as a special case of the above statement and we
compare our triple operator integrals with previous constructions.
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Multiple operator integrals are a very active topic at the moment. In addition to the
already mentioned papers [I1} 12], we refer the reader to [II, 2, B 4, @ 13| 26], B0, B5] for
important results, as well as to [40] and the references therein.

The proof of Theorem 21l combines several techniques and intermediate results which are
discussed in Sections 2-5. First, the w*-continuity of I'4%:¢ plays a crucial role as it allows to
reduce various computations to tensor product manipulations. The relevant background on
tensor products and duality is provided in Section 2l Second, in order to study the factoriza-
tion property (), which is about functions only, we need to develop triple operator integrals
associated with functions, in parallel with the construction of 4% This is achieved in Sub-
sectionB.2 The link between the two constructions, which is fundamental for our purpose, is
given in Subsection (see Proposition [@). Third, w*-measurable versions of vector-valued
LP-spaces and Hilbert space factorizations appear naturally in our investigation. Sections
4] and [ are devoted to these two topics. Our main result, of independent interest, is the
following. Let E, F' be separable Banach spaces and let (€2, 1) be a separable measure space.
Let T's(E, F*) be the space of all bounded linear operators £ — F* which factor through
Hilbert space. This is a dual space (see (). We show that if ¢: Q — I'y(E, F*) is a w*-
measurable essentially bounded function, then there exist a separable Hilbert space H and
two w*-measurable essentially bounded functions a: Q@ — B(E, H) and : Q — B(F,H)

such that
([o®)](x),y) = ([a@®)](x), [B1H)](v))

almost everywhere, for any x € F and y € F.

We end this Introduction with a few notations and conventions. Throughout the paper we
will use the notation || ||, for the norms on various LP-spaces, which may be either classical
ones or vector valued ones. The notations || ||; and || |2 will also be used on the spaces of
trace class operators and Hilbert-Schmidt operators, respectively (see Subsection 2.3]).

Whenever ¥ is a set and V' C X is a subset we let xy: ¥ — {0, 1} denote the characteristic
function of V.

The Hilbertian direct sum of any family (H,;);c; of Hilbert spaces will be denoted by

2
DierH;.

Likewise, the notation H 629 KC will stand for the Hilbertian direct sum of any two Hilbert
spaces ‘H and K.

Whenever E, F' are two Banach spaces, a bounded linear map u: £* — F* will be called
w*-continuous when it is continuous with respect to the w*-topologies of E* and F™. This is
equivalent to the fact that u is the adjoint of a bounded linear map from F' into E. We recall
that when a w*-continuous map w: E* — F* is an isometry, then its range is w*-closed, and
u induces a w*-homeomorphism between E* and its range. The latter is therefore a dual
space and u: E* — u(E*) is an isometric w*-homeomorphic identification between the dual
spaces E* and u(E*).

2. PRELIMINARIES AND BACKGROUND



4 C. COINE, C. LE MERDY, AND F. SUKOCHEV

2.1. Normal operators and scalar-valued spectral measures. We assume that the
reader is familiar with the general spectral theory of normal operators on Hilbert space, for
which we refer e.g. to [38, Chapters 12 and 13] and [I4] Sections 14 and 15|. Let H be a
separable Hilbert space and let A be a (possibly unbounded) normal operator on H. We let
o(A) denote the spectrum of A and we let E“ denote the spectral measure of A, defined on
the Borel subsets of o(A).

By definition a scalar-valued spectral measure for A is a positive finite measure A4 on
the Borel subsets of o(A), such that A4 and E“ have the same sets of measure zero. Such
measures exist, thanks to the separability assumption on H. Indeed let

W*(A) C B(H)
be the von Neumann algebra generated by the range of E4. By [14, Corollary 14.6], W*(A)
has a separating vector e. It follows that

A= | EA()e]?

is a scalar-valued spectral measure for A. (This construction is given in [I4], Section 15] for
a bounded A.)

The Borel functional calculus for A takes any bounded Borel function f: o(A) — C to
the bounded operator

fA) = [ f(t) dEA(1).
o(A)
According to [14, Theorem 15.10], it induces a w*-continuous (=normal) *-representation
(2) ma: L®(Aa) — B(H),

As a matter of fact, the space L>°(A4) does not depend on the choice of the scalar-valued
spectral measure A4. Without ambiguity, we may write f(A) = wa(f) for any f € L>®(\4).

2.2. Tensor products and duality. We give a brief summary of tensor product formulas
to be used in the sequel. Let E, I’ and G be Banach spaces. We let B(E, G) be the Banach
space of all bounded linear operators from E into G. Then we let By(E x F,G) be the
Banach space of all bounded bilinear operators T: ' x F' — G, equipped with

I7)| = sup{[|T(z. 9)|| - v € E, y € F, ||l=f| <1, [ly|| < 1}.
If z € E® F, the projective tensor norm of z is defined by

2lln = int {3 illlyil

where the infimum runs over all finite families (z;); in F and (y;); in F' such that
zZ = Z T; @ Y.

The completion E é F of (E® F,| ||5) is called the projective tensor product of E and F.
To any T' € By(E x F,(G), one can associate a linear map 7: £ ® F' — G by the formula

T(z®y)="T(z,y), reE yerF.
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Then T is bounded on (E® F, || ||5), with ||T]| = ||T]|, and hence the mapping T — T gives
rise to an isometric identification

(3) By(Ex F,G) = B(E® F,Q).

In the case G = C, this implies that the mapping taking any functional w: F® F — C to
the operator u: E — F* defined by (u(z),y) = w(z ® y) for any x € E,y € F, induces an
isometric identification

(4) (E& F)* = B(E, F™).

We refer to [I8, Chapter 8, Theorem 1 & Corollary 2| for these classical facts.

Let (Q,u) be a o-finite measure space and let L'(2; F) denote the Bochner space of
integrable functions from  into F. By [I8, Chapter 8, Example 10], the natural embedding
LY Q) ® F C L'(Q; F) extends to an isometric isomorphism

(5) LN F) = LNQ) & F.
By (@), this implies
(6) LY(Q; F)* = B(LY(Q), F").

Let £/, W be Banach spaces. We say that an operator u: E — W factors through a Hilbert
space if there exist a Hilbert space H and two operators o : E — H and 3 : H — W such
that © = Sa. We denote by I's(E, W) the space of all such operators. For any u € I's(E, W),
define

Y2 (u) = inf{{|a]|[|8]1},

where the infimum runs over all factorizations of u as above. Then 7, is a norm on I'y(E, W)
and the latter is a Banach space, see e.g. [19] or [32) Chapter 2].

We will make crucial use of the fact that if W is a dual space, then I'y(E, W) is a dual
space as well. Indeed assume that W = F* for some Banach space F'. Then there exists a
norm 75 < || [|» on E ® F such that if we let E®.; F denote the completion of (E ® F,~3),
then () induces an isometric identification

(7) (E®72F)* =Dy (B, F7).

See e.g. [33, Theorem 5.3] for a definition of +; (that we will not use here) and a proof. By
construction, the canonical embedding I'y(E, F*) — B(E, F**) is w*-continuous.

2.3. Operators on Hilbert spaces and trace duality. Let H, X be Hilbert spaces and
let tr be the trace on B(K). We let S*(K,H) denote the space of trace class operators
T: K — H, equipped with ||T||; = tr(|T]), where |T'| = (T*T)2. We recall that the pairing

(S,T) = tr(ST), T € SYK,H), S € B(H,K),
induces an isometric identification

(8) B(H,K) = LK, H)*".
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Let S?*(K,H) denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators T: K — H, equipped with
(t

T2 = r(\T|2))%. Then the above duality pairing also yields an isometric identification
(9) S*(H,K) = S*(K,H)*

Given any two Banach spaces E, G, it is customary to identify E* ® G with the space of
bounded finite rank operators from F into GG. Indeed for any z* € E* and g € G, 2* ® g is
identified with the element of B(F,G) taking any = € E to 2*(z)g. We apply this principle
to Hilbert spaces. We let K denote the complex conjugate of K and recall the canonical
identification X* = K. Then we regard K @ H as the space of finite rank operators from K
into H. In this identification, for any n € K and £ € H, 7 ®£: K — H denotes the operator
taking any z € K to (z,n)¢.

We recall that K ® H is both a dense subspace of S*(K,H) and S*(K,H).

2.4. Measurable Schur multipliers. Let (€, 1) and (€9, p2) be two o-finite measure
spaces. If J € L?(Q; x Qy), the operator

XJ . Lz(Ql) — L2(Qg)
r — J(t, - )r(t) du (t)
951
is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator and || X ||z = ||.J||o. Further any element of S?(L?(£2;), L*(€5))
has this form (see e.g. [37, Thm VI. 23]). We summarize these facts by writing an isometric
identification
(10) L2(Ql X QQ) = 52(L2(Ql), L2(Qg>)
Let 1 € L*(; x €3). Thanks to the above identity, we may associate the operator
Ry o S*(LA(), L2 () — S*(L*(), L?())

XJ — XwJ
whose norm is equal to ||¢]|~. We say that ¢ is a measurable Schur multiplier if R, extends
to a bounded operator (still denoted by)

Ry: K(L*(0), L*(Qa)) — B(L* (), L* (),

where K(L?(Qy), L*(2;)) denotes the space of compact operators from L?(;) into L*(€s).
The density of Hilbert-Schmidt operators in compact operators ensures that this extension

is necessarily unique.
For any ¢ € L>®(£; x ), one may define uy € B(L*(Q4), L=(£2s)) by

Uy (1) = g W(t, - )r(t) dus(t), re L' ().

Applying (@) with F' = L'() together with the identity L'(Qy; L' () = L'(Q1 x Qy), we
obtain an isometric w*-homeomorphic identification
(11) LOO(Ql X Qg) = B(Ll(Ql), LOO(QQ))

A thorough look at this identification reveals that it is given by the mapping ¢ — w,. Thus
we have

lugll = [[¥l0
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and any element of B(L'(), L>(€)) is an operator u,, for some (unique) .

The first part of Theorem [I] below is a remarkable characterization of measurable Schur
multipliers. In the discrete case it was stated by Pisier in [33, Theorem 5.1] who refers
himself to some earlier work of Grothendieck. For the general case considered here we refer
to Haagerup [22] and Spronk [41], Section 3.2]. Peller’s characterization of double operator
integral mappings which restrict to a bounded operator S'(H) — S'(H) is closely related
to this factorization result. Indeed, Theorem [I] (1) below is implicit in [29].

For the second part of the next result, recall that by () and (@),

Do(L' (1), L*(Q))  and  B(K(L*(1), L*()), B(L*(1), L*(2)))
are both dual spaces.

Theorem 1.

(1) [22, 129,83, 41] A function ¢ € L>®(Qq X Q) is a measurable Schur multiplier if and
only if the operator uy belongs to Ta(L*(Q4), L®(22)), and we have

Y2(uy) = || Ryl
in this case.
(2) Moreover the isometric embedding

Do(LH (), L%(Q2)) < B(K(L* (), L2 (), B(L* (), L* ()
taking any uy € To(LM (), L=(2)) to Ry is w*-continuous.

Proof. Let us prove (2). Let ¢ € L>(Qy xQy) and let (¢),), be a net of L>(£2; x ) such that
uy and the operators uy, belong to T'a(LY(Qy), L>(Qs)) for any ¢, (uy,), is a bounded net
in the latter space, and u,, — u, in the w*-topology of T'a(L'(€;), L>(€2)). This implies
that wy, — uy in the w*-topology of B(L'(21), L>(Q2)) (see the comments following ().
According to (), this means that 1, — 1 in the w*-topology of L>*(£; x Q).

Let &, € L*(Qy) and n, 7' € L*(€)). For any ¢, Ry, (§®n) is the Hilbert-Schmidt operator
associated to the L?-function v, (£ ® 1), hence

([Ry.(c@n)]().n") = bty t2)€(8)E E)n () (t2) dua (t)dpa(t2) -

Ql XQQ
The right-hand side of this equality is the action of ¢, € L>(Q; x Q) on the L!-function

(t1, t2) = E(t)E (T (t2)n' (t2).
Since ¢ = w*-lim, ¢,, this implies that

{[Ry.E@m](€).n) — {[Re(E2m)](E),7).

By linearity, this implies that for any finite rank operator o: L?(Q;) — L*(Qy), Ry, (o) —
Ry (o) is the weak operator topology of B(L*(€), L*(€2)). Since (uy,), is a bounded net,
(Ry,). is bounded as well. By the density of finite rank operators in K(L*(Qy), L*(2s)), we
deduce that for any o in the latter space, Ry, (0) — Ry(0) is the weak operator topology of
B(L?(1), L*(Q2)). Using again the boundedness of (Ry, ),, we deduce that Ry, (o) — Ry (o)
in the w*-topology of B(L*(), L*(€))) for any o € K(L*(y),L*(€,)) and finally that
Ry, — Ry in the w*-topology of B(K(L*(), L*(Qs)), B(L*(), L* (). O
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3. TRIPLE OPERATOR INTEGRAL MAPPINGS

Multiple operator integrals appeared in many recent papers with various definitions, see in
particular 11,2} (3, 4], B0, 35]. In this section we provide a definition of triple operator integrals
associated to a triple (A, B, C) of normal operators on #, based on the construction of a
natural w*-continuous mapping from L®(A4 X Ap X A\¢) into Ba(S%*(H) x S*(H), S*(H)),
see Theorem @l We will show in Corollary that this mapping is actually an isometry.
Further the construction extends to multiple operator integrals, see Proposition Bl It turns
out that this construction is equivalent to an old definition of multiple operator integrals due
to Pavlov [27]; this will be explained in Remark [7l

In Subsection B.2, we give an analogue of the construction for functions, in the spirit of
Subsection 2.4l Finally in Subsection [3.3] we establish a fruitful connection between triple
operator integrals associated with operators and triple operator integrals associated with
functions.

3.1. Triple operator integrals associated with operators. Let H be a separable Hilbert
space and let A, B, C be (possibly unbounded) normal operators on . Denote by E4, EP
and E¢ their spectral measures and let A4, A\g and A\ be scalar-valued spectral measures
for A, B and C (see Subsection 2.]).

Let & C L®(Aa), & C L*(Ap) and & C L>®(A¢) be the spaces of simple functions on
(0(A),Aa), (6(B),Ag) and (c(C), A\¢), respectively. We let

I8 ®E ®E — By(S*(H) x S*2(H), S*(H))
be the unique linear map such that
(12) (1 © 2@ f5)(X,Y) = fi(A) X o(B)Y f5(C)
for any f1 € &, fo € & and f3 € &, and for any X, Y € S*(H).
Lemma 2. For all p € £, ® E @ Es, and for all X, Y € S*(H), we have
IT(@) (X, V)2 < lllso I X l2l[Y]]2-

Proof. Let ¢ € £ ®E, @ E. There exists a finite family (F}'); (respectively (F7); and (F}))
of pairwise disjoint measurable subsets of o(A) (respectively of o(B) and o(C')) of positive
measures, as well as a family (m;j); , of complex numbers such that

(13) ¢ = Z Mijk XFP © XF2 & XFp-
ik
Then we have

(14) [¢lloe = sup |

%7

Let X,Y € §*(H). According to the definition of T', we have
LO)(X,Y) =) myBA(F)XEP(F})Y EC(F).

i?j7k
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By the pairwise disjointnesses of (F!'); and (F}), the elements

(Z mip B (F)XE(F)YEC(FY)),

are pairwise orthogonal in S?(H). Hence
2
IT(@)(X, V)3 = ZHZmsz DX B (Y EC(F)||

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (I4]), we deduce that

(XY < ol 32 (S8R X7 f)HJ\EB(FJ-?)YEC(FE)HQY
<9l Z(ZHEA FOXEREDI) (SN ey B )
< lo|% (ZHEA FY)X EB(F?) 2) (ZHEB(Ff)YEC(F,f)Hz).

Since the elements E4(F}')X E”(F?) are pairwise orthogonal in SQ(H) we have

ZHEA FYXEP(F Hz—HZEA Hx R

2

= HEA (UF!) XE (0F7) |

< || X155.
Similarly,
STIEE(FHY EC(F|; < Y13
gk
This yields the result. 0
We let

G=8 0508 1™ c L0 x \g x o),

equipped with the L*®-norm, and we let 7: L*(A4 x A X A¢) — G* be the canonical map
defined by

<T<so>,¢>=/ 06 dOax Ap X Ao),  pell, $eG.
o(A)xo(B)xo(C)

This is obviously a contraction.
We claim that 7 is actually an isometry. To check this fact, consider p € & ® & ® &s,
that we write as a finite sum

p = Z Cijk XF} & XF2 @ XFps

i?j7k
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with ¢ € C\ {0} and (F}'); (respectively (F7); and (F});) being pairwise disjoint measur-
able subsets of 0(A) (respectively of o(B) and o(C')), with positive measures. Then

il = > leignl Aa(EDAB(EDA(FR).

0,5,k

Let ¢ be defined by (I]Z{I) with m;j, = |ka|cz]k Then ||¢||.c = 1 by (I4]) and
mekczyk)\A )‘B(F2))\C(Fk) ||()0||1

1,5,k

Hence we have ||7(p)|| = ||¢|l1 as expected. Since & ® 3 ® &3 is dense in L' (A4 X Ap X o),
this implies that 7 is an isometry.

According to this property, we now consider L'(A4 X Ap X A¢) as a subspace of G*.

By @), @) and (@), we have isometric identifications

By(S*(H) x S*(H), S*(H)) = B(S*(H) & S*(H), S*(H))
A A ,
= (SQ(H) ® S*(H) ® 52(?-[)) .
It is easy to check that the duality pairing providing this identification reads
(I'X®YoZ)=u(T(X,Y)Z)

for any T' € By(S*(H) x S*(H),S*(H)) and any XY, Z € S?*(H).
We set

A A
E=S*H)®S*(H)® S*(H).
According to Lemma 2] " uniquely extends to a contraction
[': G — By(S*(H) x S?(H), S*(H)) = E*.
We can therefore consider S = fTE : E — G, the restriction of I to E C E*.

Lemma 3. The operator S takes its values in the subspace L*(Aa X Ag X A¢) of G*.

Proof. Let P=HOHOIHQIH® ﬂ_@ H. Recall that we identify H ® #H with the space
of finite rank operators on H. Then H ® H is a dense subspace of S*(H). Consequently P
is a dense subspace of E. Since S is continuous, it therefore suffices to show that S(P) C

L'(Xa X Ap X Ag). Consider 1n1,72,73,&1,&2,83 i H and w = & @ @ & @ 1y @ & @ 13,
Such elements span P hence it suffices to check that S(w) belongs to L' (A4 x Ap X A¢). Let
f1 c 81, f2 € & and fg € 53. We have

(S(W), 1® fo® f3) = (W, T'(f/1 ® f2® [3))
= tr([r(fl ® fo® f3)(a® M, & ® )] (g®773))

®f1( )771)(§2®f2( )m2)(& ® f3(C)ns))
3 @ fL(A)m) (f3(C)ns, &) (f2(B)ng, &1))
f3(C)ns, &) (fa(B)n2, §1) (f1(A)m, E3) -
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We mentioned that the functional calculus #-representation m4: L>(A4) — B(H) from () is
w*-continuous. Thus 7,4 is the adjoint of some wy: SY(H) — LY (A\4). Let hy = wa(&3@m1).
Then this element of L'(\4) (which does not depend on f) satisfies

(fr(A)m, &) = JrhidAa.
o(A)
(A thorough look at the construction of 74 shows that hy is actually the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of the measure dE;;‘h53 with respect to Ay.)
Similarly, there exist hy € L'(Ag) and hy € L'(\¢) not depending on f, and f3 such that
<f2(B)7]2, £1> = fcr(B) fghg d)\B and <f3(C)7]3, £2> = fcr(C) f3h3 d)\c . Consequently,

(S(w), L ® f2® f3) Z/ (1 ® fo® f3)(h1 ® ha ® h3)d(Aa X A X A¢).

o(A)xo(B)xo(C)
Since & ® £ ® &3 is dense in G, this implies that
S(w) =hy ®hy @ hy € L'( Mg X Ag X \¢).

Theorem 4. There exists a unique w*-continuous contraction
DABC Lo\ g x Ap X A\g) — Ba(S*(H) x S*(H), S*(H)),
such that for any fi € L®(\4), fo € L®(Ag) and f3 € L>=(\¢), and for any X,Y € S*(H),

we have
(15) FA’B’C(fl ® fa® f3)(X,Y) = fi(A)X fo( B)Y f3(C).

Proof. The uniqueness follows from the w*-density of L>(\4) ® L®(Ap) ® L®(A¢) in the
dual space L®(As X Ag X A¢).
Lemma [ provides a contraction S: E — L*(As x Ag x A¢). Then its adjoint S* is a
contraction from L®(A4 X Ag X A\¢) into E* = By(S*(H) x S%(H), S*(H)). We set
FAvaC — 9*
FA,B,C

By construction, is w*-continuous and extends the map I" defined by (I2). Property
(@) follows from ([I2)) by w*-continuity. O

Later on in Corollary [0, we will show that I'*%¢ is actually an isometry.

Bilinear maps of the form I'%:C(¢) will be called triple operator integral mappings in this
paper. Operators of the form I'*5Y(¢)(X,Y): H — H are called triple operator integrals.
As indicated in the Introduction, our goal is to determine the functions ¢ € L® (A4 X Ap X A¢)
for which the triple operator integral mapping I'*%¢(¢) maps S?(H) x S%(H) into S*(H).

By similar computations (left to the reader), the above construction can be extended to
(n—1)-tuple operator integrals, for any n > 2. One obtains the following statement, in which
B, 1(S*(H) x S?(H) x -+ - x S?(H), S*(H)) denotes the space of bounded (n —1)-linear maps
from the product of (n — 1) copies of S?*(H) taking values in S*(H).
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Proposition 5. Let n > 2 and let Ay, Ao, ..., A, be normal operators on H. For any
i=1,...,n, let A4, be a scalar-valued spectral measure for A; and let & C L>®(\a,) be the
space of simple functions on (0(A;), Aa,). There exists a unique w*-continuous contraction

[A1A2,An . o0 (ﬁ )\Ai> — B 1(S*(H) x S*(H) x -+ x S*(H) — S*(H)),

such that for any f; € L>=(\a,) and for any X, ..., X, € S*(H), we have
FA1,A2 ..... An(fl®"'®fn)(X17---7Xn—1> =
fl(Al)le2(A2) e fn—l(An—l)Xn—lfn(An)'

Remark 6. In the case n = 2, the above proposition boils down to the original construction
of double operator integrals by Birman-Solomyak. Namely, let A, B be two normal operators
on H, and let

4B L2°(A4 x A\g) — B(S*(H))
be given by Proposition . For any ¢ € L>®(Aa X Ap), let J(¢): S*(H) — S*(H) be the
operator constructed in [8, Section 3.1| for the spectral measures associated with A and B.
Then T4B(¢) coincides J ().
We note for further use that TP is a x-representation of the von Neumann algebra
L>®(Aa x Ag) on the Hilbert space S*(H). This is easy to deduce from our definitions;
also, this follows from 8 (3.6) and (3.7)].

Remark 7. As indicated in the introduction of this section, the above construction turns
out to be equivalent to Pavlov’s definition of multiple operator integrals given in [27]. Let us
briefly review Pavlov’s construction from [27), and explain this ‘equivalence’. In this remark,
we use terminology and references from [18, Chapter 1].

Let n > 2 and consider normal operators Ay, Ao, ..., A, as in Proposition[d. Fix operators
X1, X1 in S?(H). Let Q = 0(A)xo(Ay)x---x0a(A,) and consider the set F consisting
of finite unions of subsets of Q of the form

A:F1XF2X"'XFn,

where, for any 1 <1 < n, F; is a Borel subset of o(A;).
There exists a (necessarily unique) finitely additive vector measure m: F — S*(H) such
that

(16) m(A) = BN ()X, E2(Fy) - EA(F,_)X,_1E*(F,)

for any A as above.

Pavlov first shows that m is a measure of bounded semivariation and then proves that m
is actually countably additive (see |27, Theorem 1]). Let T be the o-field generated by F.
Since S*(H) 1is reflexive, it follows from [I8, Chapter 1, Section 5, Theorem 2] that m has a
(necessarily unique) countably additive extension m: T — S*(H). Moreover m is a measure
of bounded semivariation. Then using the fact that for all i, Xa, is a scalar-valued spectral
measure for A;, one can show that

ﬁl<<)\A1X)\A2X-~-X)\A

n
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on F. This implies that L®(Aa, X Aa, X =+ X Aa,) C L*(m) and hence, for any ¢ €
L®(Aa, X Aay, X -+ X Ay, ), one may define an integral

/Q o(t) din(t) € S2(H).

See [18, Chapter 1, Section 1, Theorem 13| for details. This element is defined in [27] as the
multiple operator integral associated to ¢ and (Xy,..., X, 1).
We claim that this construction is equivalent to the one given in the present paper, namely

To check this identity, let wy,wo: L®(Ag, X Aa, X -+ X Aa, ) — S*(H) be defined by wy(p) =
Jo 0(t) dm(t) and wy(¢) = DArA2An(9)(Xy, ..., X,1). For any Z € S*(H), the functional
of L®(Aa, X Aa, X -+ X Aa,) taking ¢ to <fQ o(t) dﬁl(t),Z> induces a countably additive

measure on T, which is absolutely continuous with respect to Aa, X Aa, X -++ X Aa,. By the
Radon-Nikodym Theorem it is represented by an element of LY(Aa, X Aa, X -+ - x X4, ). Hence
w} maps S*(H) into L' (Aa, X Aa, X -+ X A, ). This implies that wy is w*-continuous. We
know that wq is w*-continuous as well, by Proposition 3. Further it is easy to derive from
(18) that wy and we coincide on £1 @ -+~ @ E,,. These properties imply the equality w = wy
as claimed.

3.2. Triple operator integrals associated with functions. Let (1, 1), (22, 2) and
(Q3, p3) be three o-finite measure spaces, and let ¢ € L>(; x 9 x 3). For any J €
L2(; x ) and K € L?(2 x €3), the function

AP)(K, J): (tr,t3) = B(t1,ta, t3)J (1, t2) K (ta, t3) dpa(t2)

is a well-defined element of L?(2; x €23) with L?*-norm less than ||¢||o||||2]| K||2. Indeed, by
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

/ ( \¢<tl,t2,t3>J<t1,t2>K<t2,t3>|du2<t2>) dpn(t)dpsta)
Q1 xQ3 Qo
<foliz [ ( |J<t1,t2>K<t2,t3>|du2<t2>) dpna(t)dps(ta)
<ol [ (] s ePanate ) ([ 1500 tPaus(e) ) e

<loli ([ et P ) ) ([ () P () )

Thus A(¢) is a bounded bilinear map from L*(Q x Q3) x L?(£2; x ) into L*(Q x Q3). By
the isometric identification between L?(2; x Q) and S?*(L?*(€2;), L*(€2)) given by (I0), and
their analogues for (s, Q3) and (24, 23), we may consider that we actually have a bounded
bilinear map

A(¢): S*(L* (), L*(Q3)) x S*(L (), L*(Q2)) — S*(L* (), L*(23))-
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In Section [ we will characterize the functions ¢ for which A(¢) maps S?*(L?(Q2), L*(23)) X
S2(L?(Qy), L*(€2)) into the trace class ST(L?(Qy), L*(€23)).

Let B(Q, Qs Q) = S2(LA(Q), L2(Q3)) & S2ALA(Q1), L2(2)) & S2(L2(Q), L2(1)). Ar-
guing as in the preceding subsection, we obtain an isometric identification

B(, D, )" = Bo(S*(L2 (), L2 (1)) x S*(L* (), L*(Q2)), S*(L* (), L*(2)))
for the duality pairing given by
(T)Y®X®Z)=tx(T(Y,X)Z)

for any bounded bilinear T": S?(L?(), L*(Q3)) x S?(L*(), L*(Qw)) — S?(L*(Qy), L*(Q3))
and for any X € S?(L?(Qy), L*(Qy)), Y € S?(L*(Qy), L*(Q3)) and Z € S*(L*(Q3), L*()).

The following is an analogue of Theorem [l for the present setting.

Proposition 8. The mapping
A: LOO(Ql X QQ X Qg) — E(Ql,Qg,Qg)*
defined above is a w*-continuous isometry.

Proof. Write E = E(Qq,s,Q3) for brevity. Consider three functions J € L*(€ x ),
K € L*(Qy x Q3) and L € L?(Q3 x ;). Tt follows from the computation at the beginning of
the present subsection that

(tr,t3) = | [J(t, t2)| | K (t2, t3)] dpa(ts)
Qo

is square integrable. Consequently, the function
@: (L1, tg, ts) = J(t1,t2) K (ta,t3) L(t3,11)

belongs to Ll(Ql X QQ X Qg) Further if XJ < 52(L2(Ql), Lz(Qg)), YK c 52([/2(92), L2(Qg>)
and Z; € S*(L*(Q3), L*(21)) denote the Hilbert-Schmidt operators associated with J, K
and L, respectively, then it follows from above that

(MO Xy 9 T p = [ dpdn @ ) = (6. )um
1 X342 X323

for any ¢ € L>(€2; x Qg x Q3). This readily implies that A is w*-continuous.

We already showed that A is a contraction, let us now prove that it is an isometry. Let
¢ € L>(Q) x Qg x Q3), with ||¢||cc > 1. We aim at showing that ||A(¢)| g+ > 1. There exist
a function ¢ € L'( x Qs x Q3) such that [|¢|1 =1 and (¢, ¢}~ 1 > 1. By the density of
simple functions in L', we may assume that

Y= Z Mijk XF} & X2 © XFps
i.j,k
where (F}'); (respectively (F7); and (F}});) is a finite family of pairwise disjoint measurable
subsets of ) (respectively of Q5 and €3) and m;;;, € C for any i, j, k. Let ¢ € E be defined
by

Y= Z Mijk (XFJ? ® XF,?) ® (Xp ® XFJ?) ® (XFg ® Xp))-

i7j7k
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For any i, j, k, we have
(A(9), (XFJ? ® XFg) ® (XF} ® XFJ?) ® (XF,? ® XF})>E*’E
= / O(tr, 2, t3)xpy (1) xr2 (b2) X rp (3) dpin (1) dpia(t2)dpas(ts) -
QlXQQXQS

This implies that
<A(¢)>w>E*,E = (¢, 90>L00,L1,

and hence that (A(¢), ) g« g > 1. Now observe that by the definition of the projective tensor
product (see Subsection 2.2]), we have

1lle <) Imaellixe © xrzll2lixre @ xrgll2lixrs @ xr2ll2-
injok
Moreover,
ey  xezlla = e lallxeslle = M (FEAa(F2) .
Likewise, [|xp2 @ xpsll2 = )\2(1*}2)%)\3(17,?)% and [[xps ® xp2ll2 = A3(F3)2 A (F1)z. We deduce
that
Y] < Z M AL (F7) Ao (F7) A3 (FR).

i,j,k
The right-hand side of this inequality is nothing but the L'-norm of ¢. Thus we have proved
that ||¢¥||g < |l¢|l1 = 1. This implies that ||A(¢)|| g+ > 1 as expected. O

3.3. Passing from operators to functions. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and let
A, B and C' be normal operators on H. We keep the notations from Subsection B.Il We
associate the three measure spaces

Q) = (0(C), Ac), (Q2,2) = (0(B),Ap)  and (s, 3) = (0(A), Aa)

and consider the mapping A defined in Subsection for these three measure spaces. It
maps L>(A4 X Ag X A¢) into

Bs(S*(L*(Ap), L*(Aa)) x S*(L*(Ac), L*(Ap)), S*(L*(Ac), L*(Aa)))-

The main purpose of this subsection is to establish a precise connection between this mapping
A and the triple operator integral mapping I'?¢ from Theorem [l
We may suppose that

M) =IEAQedl®, Ap() = IEP(Jeal® and Ac() = [E(Jes]®

for some separating vectors ey, €5, €3 € H (see Subsection 2.1]).
There exists a (necessarily unique) linear map p4: & — H satisfying

pa(xr) = E*(F)e;
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for any Borel set F' C o(A). For any finite family (F;); of pairwise disjoint measurable
subsets of o(A) and for any family («;); of complex numbers, we have

(e =[S se
= Z || B (F e ||?
=3l aa(F)

Z 2
= HZ Qi XF;
- 2
Hence p4 extends to an isometry (still denoted by)
pa: LP(A4) — H.
Denote by H 4 the range of p4. We obtain
L*(\4) 2 Hoa
We similarly define pg, pc and Hp, Ho C H such that
L*Op) 2 Hg and L*(\¢) ZE He.
We may consider S?(Hp,Ha) as a subspace of S?(H) in a natural way. Namely we write
2 2
H=Hp®D Hé and H=Hs D ”Hj and identify any S € S*(Hp, H4) with the matrix

0 0

We may similarly regard S?(Hc, Hp) and S*(Hco, Ha) as subspaces of S*(H).

The next statement means that for any ¢ € L=(AgxAgxA¢), T4PC () maps S?(Hp, Ha) X
S%(Hc, Hp) into S*(He, Ha) and that under the previous identifications, this restriction ‘co-
incides’ with A(¢).

Proposition 9. Let X € S?(L*(\g), L?(\a)) and Y € S*(L*(\¢), L*(\g)), and set
X =pasoXopg € S*MHp,Ha) and Y =pgoY ops' e S*(He, Hp).
For any ¢ € L®(A s x Ag X Ac), DABC(6)(X,Y) belongs to S2(He, Ha) and

(17) A@)(X,Y) = pz" 0 T4PC(6)(X, V) 0 po.

(S 0) € S (Hp & HE, Had ML),

Proof. We first consider the special case when ¢ = xp ® Xp, ® Xr, for some measurable
subsets Fy C 0(A), Fy, C o(B) and F3 C o(C).
Let U C 0(A),V,V' C o(B) and W C ¢(C) and consider the elementary tensors

X =xy ®@xv € S3(L*(A\g), L*(M\4)) and Y =xw ® xv € S2(L*(\e), L*(\g)).

We associate X and Y as in the statement. Since PB: L2()\B) — Hp is a unitary, we have
-1 _
ps = pp hence

X = pp(xv) @ palxu) = E?(V)e; @ EA(U)ey.
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Likewise,

Y = EC(W)es @ EB(V')ey
We have

O b2, )X (t2, )Y (o 12) dAp (t2)
(B)

I
q\q

X (t2)xv (t2)xv (t2) Xmxw @ X xu dAs(ts2)
(B)

( dAg( t2)) XFsnw @ XFnU
Fnvav

= )\B F2mVﬁV)XFSOW®XFlﬂU

Further using the above expressions of X and Y, we have
I45C(¢)(X,Y) = EA(F) X EP ()Y EC(F3)

= (EP(V)es @ EA(FiNU)er) (EY(FsNW)ez ® EP(F, NV Jes)
= (EP(F, NV )ey, EP(V)es) EC(F3NW)es ® EA(Fy N U )ey
= (EP(F,nV' N V)es, e2) EC(FsNW)es @ EA(Fy NU)e
= Ag(F, NV NV)EC(FsnW)es ® EA(FLNU)e.

This shows that T45:C(¢)(X,Y) belongs to S2(H¢, H4) and that (I7) holds true.

By linearity and continuity, this result holds as well for all X € S*(L?(\g), L*(\4)) and
allY € S%2(L*(\¢), L*(\B)).

Finally since A and ' are w*-continuous, we deduce from the above special case that
the result actually holds true for all ¢ € L>®(Aa X Ap X A¢). O

Corollary 10. The mapping I'4BC from Theorem [{] is an isometry.

Proof. Consider ¢ € L®(A4 X Ap X A¢). For any X in S?(L?(\p), L*(A\4)) and any Y in
S2(L*(\¢), L*(\g)), we have

[A@)X.Y)ll2 = llpa" o DAPC(0)(X.Y) 0 pella
<[IPEC ()X, V)]
< [[PAEC @I X2

by Proposition @ Since || X ||y = || X2 and ||Y ||y = ||Y |, this implies that

(18) IA@)] < [[2<(g)]]

By Proposition B the left-hand side of this inequality is equal to ||¢||s. Further I45¢ is a

contraction. Hence we obtain that [|[T42C(¢)|| = ||¢]| .- O
With a similar proof (left to the reader), one can show that the mapping I'4t-»4» from

Proposition [l in an isometry.
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4. LP-SPACES

Let (€2, p) be a o-finite measure space and let F be a Banach space. For any 1 < p < 400,
we let LP(Q); F) denote the classical Bochner space of measurable functions ¢: Q@ — F
(defined up to almost everywhere zero functions) such that the norm function ||o(-)|| belongs
to LP(§2) (see e.g. [18, Chapter II]).

We will consider a dual version. Assume that E is separable. A function ¢: 2 — E* is
said to be w*-measurable if for all x € E, the function t € Q — (¢(t), z) is measurable. In
this case, the function ¢ € Q — [|¢(t)]| is measurable. Indeed, if (z,), is a dense sequence
in the unit sphere of E, then ||¢(.)|| = sup,, [(¢(.), z,)| is the supremum of a sequence of
measurable functions, hence is measurable.

Let 1 < g < +o00. By definition, LZ(§2; E*) is the space of all w*-measurable ¢: 2 — E*
such that ||¢(.)|| € LI(2), after taking quotient by the functions which are equal to 0 almost
everywhere. We equip this space with

1@llg = [[loC L)

Then (L2(Q; E*), ||.||,) is a Banach space (the proof is the same as in the scalar case). Further
by construction, L?($2; E*) C L1(Q; E*) isometrically.

Suppose that 1 < p < 400 and let 1 < ¢ < +00 be the conjugate exponent of p. For any
¢ € L1(Q; E*) and any ¢ € LP(Q; F), the function t — (¢(t), p(t)) is measurable. Indeed
any element of LP(Q); E) is an almost everywhere limit of a sequence of LP(2) ® E, hence it
suffices to check this fact when ¢ € LP(Q2) ® E. In this case, the measurablity of (¢(-), ¢(+))
is a straightforward consequence of the w*-measurability of ¢. By Holder’s inequality, the
function (¢(-), ¢(+)) is actually integrable, which yields a duality pairing

(19) (6, ¢) = / (1), (1)) dult).

Moreover we have

(20) (0, 0] < [ llqllepllp-
Theorem 11. The duality pairing (I9) induces an isometric isomorphism
(21) LP(Q; E)* = Li(Q; E¥).

The above theorem is well-known and has extensions to the non separable case. However
we have not found a satisfactory reference for this simple (=separable) case and provide a
proof below for the sake of completeness. See [I8, Chapter IV] and the references therein for
more information.

Recall that we have L'(Q; E)* = B(L'(Q), E*) by (@). Hence in the case p = 1, the above
theorem yields an isometric identification

(22) L F*) = B(LY(Q), F),
a classical result going back to [20, Theorem 2.1.6].

Proof of Theorem [11. The inequality (20)) yields a contractive map r: LZ(Q; E*) — LP(§2; E)*.
Our aim is to show that s is an isometric isomorphism.
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According to the separability assumption there exists a nondecreasing sequence (E,),>1 of
finite dimensional subspaces of E such that U, F,, is dense in E. Since FE,, is finite dimensional,
Li(Q, E) = LY, EY) and E, satisfies the conclusion of the theorem to be proved, that is,

(23) LP(Q; E,)" = LY(Q; Ey)

isometrically (see [I8, Chapter IV]). In the sequel we regard LP(); E,) as a subspace of
LP(2; F) in a natural way.
We first note that x is 1-1. Indeed if ¢ € L1(; E*) is such that x(¢) = 0, then for any
n>1, ¢(t)g, =0 a.e. by @23). Hence ¢(t)u, 5, = 0 a.e., which implies that ¢(t) = 0 a.e.
Now let 6 € LP(Q); E)*, with ||6|| < 1. Applying [23)) to the restriction of § to LP(Q; E,,)
we obtain, for any n > 1, a measurable function ¢,,: Q@ — E? such that ||¢,|[, <1 and

Ve e D@ @B, de) = [ (ont)olt) dult).
We may assume that for any n > 1, we have

(24) vVt e, Pnt1(t)|, = Pn(D).

Indeed by construction, qﬁnﬂ‘ g, = ¢n a.e. and the family (¢,,)n>1 is countable so we can
modify all the functions ¢, on a common negligible set to get (24)).

It follows that for any t € Q, (||¢,(f)||)n>1 is a nondecreasing sequence, so we can define a
measurable v: Q — [0, oo] by

v(t) = lim |6, teQ.

If ¢ < oo we may write

[ rautn =t [ ouolrdn) <1.

by the monotone convergence theorem. This implies that v is a.e. finite. If ¢ = 0o, the fact
that ||¢n|lec < 1 for any n > 1 implies that v(t) < 1 for a.e. t € Q. Thus in any case, there
exists a negligible subset Qg C €2 such that v(t) < oo for any t € Q0 \ €.

If t € Q\ Qp, then by [24]) and the density of U, E,,, there exists a unique element of E*,
that we call ¢(t), such that

Vn>1, Ve e E,, (o(t),x) = (Pn(t), x).

Next we set ¢(t) = 0 for any t € 9. We thus have a function ¢: Q — E*.

Let z € E and let (z;); be a sequence of U, E,, converging to x. Then (¢(-), ;) = (¢(- ), z)
pointwise. Moreover for any j, the function (¢(- ), x;) is measurable by construction, hence
(¢(+),x) is measurable. Thus ¢ is w*-measurable.

Now from the definition of ¢, we see that ¢ and k(¢) coincide on LP(Q)® E,, for any n > 1.
Consequently, 0 = k(¢). Moreover ||¢||, = lim,, ||¢n]l, < 1.

This proves that x is a metric surjection, and hence an isometric isomorphism. 0

Remark 12. We already noticed that LL(Q2; E*) = L(Q); E*) when E is finite dimensional.
It turns out that for a general Banach space E, the equality LL(); E*) = L9($2; E*) is equiv-
alent to E* having the Radon-Nikodym property, see e.q. [18, Chapter IV]. All Hilbert spaces



20 C. COINE, C. LE MERDY, AND F. SUKOCHEV

(more generally all reflexive Banach spaces) have the Radon-Nikodym property. Later on we
will use this property that for any separable Hilbert space H and any 1 < q¢ < oo, we have

Li(Q H) = LI H).
Let F and F be two separable Banach spaces. Being a completion of EF® F', their projective

tensor product F <§> F' is separable as well. Recall that its dual space is equal to B(FE, F™*).
Whenever ¢: Q — B(E, F*) is a w*-measurable function, then for any x € E, the function
Ty(x): Q — F* defined by

(25) [To(@)](1) = [6(1)](2), teQ,
is w*-measurable.
Corollary 13. The mapping ¢ — T given by (23) induces an isometric isomorphism
B(E, LF(Q, F7)) = LF(Q; B(E, F7)).
Proof. By Theorem [[] for p = 1, and by () and (), we have isometric isomorphisms
B(E, LT (9 F)) = (B ® LY F))’
A A N
=(E®L'(Q®F)
— LML E® F)
— L% B(E, F*).
It is easy to check that the correspondence is given by (23]). O

Remark 14. Let Ly, Ey be two Banach spaces and let U: Ef — E3 be a w*-continuous
map. For any ¢ € LX(Q; EY), the composition map U o ¢: Q — E3 belongs to L (S); E3)
and the mapping ¢ — U o ¢ is a bounded operator from L°(§); EY) into L°(Q; E3), whose
norm is equal ||U||. It is easy to check that this mapping is w*-continuous. If further U is
an isometry, then ¢ — U o ¢ is an isometry as well.

Applying this elementary principle to the embedding of To(L*(21), L°(£y)) into the space

B(K(L*($), L*(Q2)), B(L*(1), L*(Q2))),
provided by Theorem [, we obtain a w*-continuous isometric inclusion

(26) L& (L T2(LH (), L%(D)) © L (@ BIK(L (), L*(22)), B(L* (), L*(22))))-

5. MEASURABLE FACTORIZATION IN L°(§; 9 (E, F™))

The main purpose of this section is to prove Theorem [l below. This result will be applied
in Subsection (and in Section [G]) to the study of measurable Schur multipliers.

We will say that a measure space (€, u) is separable when L*(£2, 1) is separable. This
implies that (€2, u) is o-finite and moreover, LP(€, i) is separable for any 1 < p < oc.
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5.1. The general case. It follows from Subsection 2.2 that for any separable Banach spaces
E, F| the space I's(E, F'*) is a dual space with a separable predual. If H is a separable Hilbert
space, then B(E, H) and B(F, H) are also dual spaces with separable predual.

Theorem 15. Let (2, 1) be a separable measure space and let E| F be two separable Banach
spaces. Let ¢ € L2° (Q; [y (E, F*)) Then there exist a separable Hilbert space H and two
functions

o€ LX(0B(E,H))  and B € LX(QB(F,H))
such that ||| || Bllee < |@]lee and for any (z,y) € E X F,

(27) (6(0)().v) = (@)@, BONw),  Jorae. teQ.

We will need two lemmas, in which (£2, 1) denotes an arbitrary o-finite measure space.

The first one is a variant of the classical classification of abelian von Neumann algebras.
For any 6 € L*(f), and any Hilbert space H, we let My: L*(Q; H) — L?(Q2; H) denote the
multiplication operator taking any ¢ € L?(Q; H) to f¢.

Lemma 16. Let H be a separable Hilbert space and let m: L>®(Q) — B(H) be a w*-
continuous x-representation. There exist a separable Hilbert space H and an isometric em-
bedding p: H — L*(Q; H) such that for any 0 € L>=(2),

p(0) = Mop.
Proof. Since 7 is w*-continuous, there exists a measurable subset " C €2 such that the range
of 7 is isomorphic to L>(€) in the von Neumann algebra sense and 7 coincides with the

restriction map (apply [28, Corollary 2.5.5]). It therefore follows from [16, Theorem I1.3.5]
that there exist a measurable partition {2, : 1 <n < oo} of {2’ and a unitary operator

pPr: H— @%SngooL2(Qn7€i)

such that for any 6 € L>(Q), p1m(0)p} coincides with the multiplication by 6. (Note that in
the above decomposition, the index n may be finite or infinite and the notation % stands
for (%)) Let

2 2
H = ®1<n<ools,
and consider the canonical embedding
po: @%Sngoo L2(Qn;€i) — L*(; H).
Then p = pop; satisfies the lemma. U
It is well-known that for any Hilbert space H, the commutant of
L=(Q) = L2(Q) @ Iy © B(LAQ: H))

coincides with L>®(Q)®B(H). The next statement is a generalization of this result to the
case when H is replaced by Banach spaces.

We consider two separable Banach spaces Wi, Ws. Note that by {#l), B(W7, W5) is a dual
space with separable predual. We say that a linear map

T: L2(Q; wy) — Li(Q; W)
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is a module map provided that
Voe LM Wh), VO e LoQ),  T(fp) =0T(p).

Next we generalize the notion of multiplication by an L*-function as follows. For any
AeLx (Q; B(Wy, Wy )), we define a multiplication operator

(28) Mp: X Wh) — L2 (Q; W)

by setting

[Ma(p)](t) = [AD)](e(1),  teQ,
for any ¢ € L*(Q2;W;). Indeed it is easy to check (left to the reader) that the function in
the right-hand side of the above equality belongs to L2(Q; ). Moreover

(29) [Mall = [[Allo-

Each multiplication operator Ma is a module map, as we have
Ma(0p) = Mao(p) = 0Ma(p)

for any 6 € L>(Q2). The following lemma is a converse.

Lemma 17. Let T: L*(; Wy) — L2(; Wy) be a module map. Then there exists a function
A € L (Q; B(Wh, W3)) such that T = Ma.

Proof. In the scalar case (W, = Wy = C) this is an elementary result; the proof consists in
reducing to this scalar case.
We define a bilinear map T: Wy x Wy — B(L*(Q)) by the following formula. For any
wy € Wi, wy € Wy and o € L*(2), we set
[f(wl,wg)] (z) = {t = ([T(x @ w)](t), ws)}.

Recall the identification L2(Q; W5) = L*(Q; Wy)* from Theorem [l If we consider T as a
map from L?(2; W;) into L*(€2; Ws)*, then we have

(30) (Ta @ wn)y@ ) = [ ([Flwswa)) @) (0 9(0) dut)

for any w; € Wy, wy € Wa, x € L*(Q2) and y € L*(Q).
Further for any 6 € L>(Q) and = € L?(2), we have
[T (w1, we)] (02) = ([T(0(x @ wi))](-), w2)
= (6(-) [ (z @ w)](-), wa)
9[ w1, Wy :|

because T is a module map. Hence T(wl, wy) is a module map.
Let us identify L>(Q2) with the von Neumann subalgebra of B(L?(Q2)) consisting of mul-

tiplication operators. The above property shows that f(wl,w2) is such a multiplication
operator for any wy, € Z; and ws € Z,. Hence we may actually regard T" as a bilinear map

T: Wy x Wy — L(S).
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Now observe that applying ([3), @) and ([22), we have isometric identifications
A
Bg(Wl X WQ, LOO(Q)) = B(Wl &® WQ, LOO(Q))
A
= B(LY(Q), ("1 ® W2)")
= B(L'(Q), B(W1, Wy))
= L (4 BOVLWE)).
Let A € L (Q; B(Wy, W5)) be corresponding to T in this identification. Then we have
(AD)(w), ws) = (T(wy,wy))(£),  wi € Wy, wy € Wa, t € Q.
Thus applying ([B0) we obtain that

(T(x ®wr),y ®ws) = / (A (1), w2) 28y (1) du(t)
= (Ma(z ® wi),y ® wo)

for any wy € Wy, wy € Wy, x € L*(Q) and y € L?(Q2). By the density of L*(Q) ® W; and
L*(Q)) ® Wy in L2(Q; Wy) and L*(); Ws), respectively, this implies that T = M. O

Proof of Theorem [13. This proof should be regarded as a module version of the proof of |33
Theorem 3.4]. As in this book we adopt the following notation. For any finite families (f;);
and (e;); in E, we write

(f3); < (&)
provided that

Ve B Z In(f)? < Z In(e:)|*.

In the sequel we simply write L? (resp. L*°) instead of L*(Q) (resp. L>®(Q)) as there is
no risk of confusion. Then we set

V=L[?®FECL*(E).

We fix some ¢ € L2 (% T5(E, F*)) and we let C' = ||¢[|. Then ¢ is an element of
L2 (€ B(E, F*)). Hence according to (28) we may consider the multiplication operator

T = My: L*(; E) — L2(S); F™).

We let [ = L x E*. A generic element of I will be denoted by ¢ = (6,7), with § € L
and n € E*.
For any v =)z, ®es € V (finite sum) and ( = (0,n) € I, we set

Cv= 277(65)9938 c L%

Lemma 18. Let (w;); and (v;); be finite families in V' such that

(31) veel 3 lCuilE <y Ic vl
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Then
(32) S T w3 <> il
j i

Proof. Let (w;); and (v;); be finite families in V' and assume (B3II). Consider e;, f;s in E,
Tis,Yjs in L? such that

= Zzus X €is and w; = Z Yj.s X fj,s-

Let ( = (6,n) € I. For any j,
2
wal?E = 5)0()Y; s )
Il = | )}sjnm,) (Dyss(t)] du(t)

Hence
chw]nz—/w (SISt ) dnte).

Likewise,

Slicul = [ o ([ ntewriao] ) dncr.

Thus by (31), we have

(33) /\e Z\” e /|9 Z\” w()[7) du).

Let E; C E be the subspace spanned by the e; ; and f; ;. Since it is finite dimensional, its
dual space is obviously separable. Let (7,,),>1 be a dense sequence of Ef and for any n > 1,
extend 7, to an element of £* (still denoted by 7,,). Then for any finite families (f;); and
(e;); in Ey, we have

(Y;); < (73); &= Vn>1, Z 0 (f5)? < Z |7 ()]

It follows from (B3] that for almost every t € €2, we have
Y ()P <D I (wi8)]?
j i

for every n > 1. Since the functions v;, w; are valued in E}, this implies that
(’U}J(t))] < (’Uz(t))z for a.e. t € €.
By the implication ‘(i) = (iii)’ of [33, Theorem 3.4], this property implies that for a.e. ¢ € Q,

Dl (s < €3 Jlu)

Integrating this inequality on Q yields (32)). O



WHEN DO TRIPLE OPERATOR INTEGRALS TAKE VALUE IN THE TRACE CLASS? 25

We let A be the set of all functions g: I — R for which there exists a finite family (v;); in
V such that

(34) veel, Q< I uill3.

This is a real vector space. We let A, denote its positive part, i.e. the set of all functions
I — R, belonging to A. This is a convex cone. For any g € A we set

plo) = C*inf {3 [l },

where the infimum runs over all finite families (v;); in V' satisfying ([34]). It is easy to check
that p is sublinear, that is, p(¢g + ¢') < p(g) + p(¢’) for any g,¢" € A and p(tg) = tp(g) for
any g € A and any ¢t > 0.

Next for any g € Ay, we set

alg) = sup{ D 1T (w3},

where the supremum runs over all finite families (w;); in V' satisfying

(35) Veel,  g(¢) = lI¢-will3.
J

It is easy to check that ¢ is superlinear, that is, q(g) + ¢(¢') < q(g + ¢') for any g,g' € A,
and q(tg) = tq(g) for any g € A, and any ¢t > 0.

By Lemmal[lg ¢ < pon A,. Hence by the Hahn-Banach Theorem given in [33, Corollary
3.2], there exists a positive linear functional £: A — R such that

(36) Vged,  Llg) <plg)
and
(37) Vge A,  qlg) < L(g)

Following [33, Chapter 8], we introduce a Hilbert space
Ao(1,6 1)

defined as follows. First we let £(I,/; L?) be the set of all functions G: I — L? such that the

R-valued function ¢ — [|G(¢)||3 belongs to A and we set N(G) = (¢(¢ — HG(QH%))% for any
such function. Then L(I,/; L?) is a complex vector space and N is a Hilbertian seminorm
on L(I,¢; L?). Hence the quotient of £(I,¢; L?) by the kernel of N is a pre-Hilbert space.
By definition, Ay(7,¢; L?) is the completion of this quotient space.

For any v € V, the function ¢ — (- v belongs to £(I,¢; L?). Then we define a linear map

T:V — AQ([,& L2)
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as follows: for any v € V| T} (v) is the class of ( — (-v modulo the kernel of N. Then we
have

1T ()T = £(¢ = lIS- %)
<p(C = I¢vll3)
< C?|lvll3
by ([Bd) and the definition of p. Hence 77 uniquely extends to a bounded operator
Ty: L*(Q; E) — Mo(1,4; L7), with || T1]| < C.
For any v € V, we have
IT()I3 < a(¢ = ¢ 0l?) < 6(C = 1 vI?) = [T

The resulting inequality ||7'(v)||2 < ||71(v)|| implies the existence of a (necessarily unique)
bounded linear operator

Ty: Ty(V) — L2(Q; F¥), with [|T3]| < 1,
such that
(38) Yov e V, T('U) = T2 (Tl(l)))

(Here and later on in the paper, T1(V) C Ay([, ¢; L?) denotes the closure of T1(V).)
For any v € V and any 6 € L*™, we have

(39) 7300 < (0] oo]| T3 (0)]]-
Indeed write v = )z, ® e, with e, € E and z, € L?. For any v € L*® and n € E*, we

have
| e, |, < 10le]|S e

Hence ||¢- (6v)]] < ||0]|so]|<- v for any ¢ = (y,n) € I. Since the functional ¢ is positive on A,
this implies that £(¢ — [|¢- (0v)]|?) < [10]1%€(¢ — |I¢- v]|?), which yields (3T).
This inequality implies the existence of a (necessarily unique) linear contraction

2

T L — B(Ty(V)),
such that
(40) T1(6v) = n(0)T1(v), ve L E), 0c L™,

It is clear that 7 is a unital homomorphism. This implies that 7 is a x-representation. Indeed
for any unitary 0 € L>, we have I = 7(00) = 7(0)m () = m(0)7(0) and the two operators

7(0) and 7(0) are contractions. This implies that 7(6) is a unitary and that

(41) m(0)" = ()
Since unitaries generate L, (@]) actually holds true for any 6 € L.

Let 6 € L*> and assume that (6,), is a bounded net of L> converging to ¢ in the w*-
topology. For any x € L? 6o — 0x in L? (this uses the boundedness of the net). By
the continuity of 7 this implies that for any e € E, T1(0,x ® ) — T1(fz ® ¢e) in T\ (V).
By linearity, this implies that for any v € V, Ty(6,v) — T1(6v) in T1(V). In other words,
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w(0,)(h) — w(0)(h) for any h € T1(V). Since the net (7(6,)), is bounded, this implies that
7m(0,) — w(0) strongly. Hence 7 is a w*-continuous *-representation.

Recall that £ and L? are assumed separable, hence the Hilbert space Ti(V) is separa-
ble. By Lemma [16] there exists a separable Hilbert space H and an isometric embedding
p: Ty (V) < L*(Q; H) such that pr(0) = Myp for any § € L°°. Then for any such 6 and any
v e L*(Q; E), we have

o134 (00) = [pr(O)T3] (v) = 0p(T (1),
by (@0). This shows that the composed map

Sy = pTy: L*( E) — L*(Q; H) is a module map.
Define
Sy = Typ*: L*(S H) — L2(%; F™).
Let 0 € L>(Q2). For any v € V| we have
[Tom(0)](T1(v)) = ToT1(0v) = T(6v) = 0T (v) = 6T5(T3 (v))
by {@0), (B) and the fact that 7" is a module map. This shows that
Tom(0) = MyTs.
Further we have p* M, = (Mgp)* = (pw(?))* = m(0)p*. Hence MySs = Sy My, that is,
Sy is a module map.
Since p*p is equal to the identity of Ty (V)), it follows from (BS) that
T = 555.

Thus we have constructed a ‘module Hilbert space factorization” of 7', and this is the main
point.

To conclude, let So.: L*(Q; F) — L*(Q; H*) be the restriction of the adjoint of Sy to
L*(2; F). Then S, is a module map. Now apply Lemma [T to S; and Ss.. Let a €
LX(Q;B(E,H)) and 8 € LY (); B(F, H*)) such that S is equal to the multiplication by «
and S, is equal to the multiplication by 8. Given any e € E and f € F', we have

L(one). pawut) dut) = (Taee.ye )
Sl LL’ ® 6) Sg*(y X f)>
/< BN (D) (1)
=1ﬁwmwmwmq»ﬂmmmmo

for any z,y € L?. Applying identification between H* and H, this proves (27). By construc-
tion, ||of| < C and ||f]|e < 1. O
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5.2. A special case: Schur multipliers. Let (€1, 11),(€9, o) and (€23, u13) be three sepa-
rable measure spaces. We are going to apply Theorem [5 with (Q, ) = (Qa, p2), E = L (Q4)
and F = L'(€3).

To any ¢ € L=(Q; x Qy x ), one may associate ¢ € L (Qq; B(L (), L®(Q))) as
follows. For any r € L'(Q),

(42) [5(%)} (r) = P(t1,ta, - ) r(t) dua(ty), ty € (.

Q

According to the obvious identification
L=y x Qg x Q) = L (Qg; L (€ x Qg))
and (), the mapping ¢ — (E induces a w*-homeomorphic isometric identification
L®( x Qp x Q) = L (Q; B(L' (), L™(23))),

By Remark 4] the w*-continuous contractive embedding of T'y(L'(€2;), L>(€23)) into the
space B(L'(921), L>(923)) induces a w*-continuous contractive embedding

L2 (Q2; T (L1 (21), L®(3))) C L (Q0; B(L' (1), L2(£23))).

Combining with the preceding identification we obtain a further w*-continuous contractive
embedding

(43) L3 (Q: Ty (LM (), L(Q3))) C L¥(Q x Oy x Q).

According to this, we will write ¢ € L3°(€; [o (L' (€21), L=(Q3))) when ¢ actually belongs
to that space. In this case, for the sake of clarity, we let

[6loc.r,

denote its norm as an element of L3°(€; To(L' (1), L>(Q3))). It is greater than or equal
to its norm as an element of L>(€; x 2y x Q3).

Theorem 19. Let ¢ € L®(Q xQyxQ3) and C > 0. Then ¢ € L3 (Qa; To(L1 (1), L*(Q3)))
and ||@llcor, < C if and only if there exist a separable Hilbert space H and two functions

CLGLOO(QIXQQ;H) and bGLOO(QQX937H)
such that ||al|s||b|lec < C and
(44) O(t1,t2,t3) = (a(ty, t2), b(ta, t3)) Jor a.e. (t1,ta,t3) € Qy x Qg x Q.

Proof. Assume that ¢ belongs to L (Qa; Ta (L (), L>(Q3))), with [|¢]|c,r, < C. Accord-
ing to Theorem [I5 there exist a Hilbert space H and two functions

a € LY (Qo; B(L'Y (), H))  and B € LY (0 B(L'(Q), H))
such that for any r; € L'(Q) and r3 € L'(Q3),

(45) ([p(t2)](r1),m3) = ([eu(t2)](r1), [B(t2)](r5)) for a.e. ty € Q.
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By (@), (@) and [22]) we have isometric identifications

L2 (Qu; BLN(Qu), H)) = L (Qas (L' () & H)")
= (L) ® LN() & HY)
— LYy x Qo HY)*
= L2(Qy x Q; H).

29

Moreover L(€2; x Qqo; H) = L®(y x Qy; H), see Remark Hence we finally have an

isometric identification
L(C)ro (927 B(Ll(Ql), H)) = Loo(Ql X Qg, H)
Likewise we have an isometric identification

LX(Q9; B(LY(Q3), H)) = L™(Q x Q3 H).

Let a € L>®(y xQy; H) and b € L*>®(€y x Q3; H) be corresponding to o and S respectively

in the above identifications. Then for any r; € L'(Q),

[a(ta)](r1) = / a(ty, to) ri(ty) dpq(tr) for a.e. ty € Q.

Q1

Likewise, for any r3 € L'(£23),

[B(t2)](rs) = / b(to, t3) r3(ts) dus(ts) for a.e. ty € Q.

Q3

Combining (43) and [{2) we deduce that for any r; € L'(€;) and r3 € L'(Q3), we have

/Q ) (alty, t2), b(ta, t3)) m1(te) r3(ts) dpa(tr)dps(ts)
= <[<$(t2)] (7’1),7”3>

:/Q ) O(t1, ta, ta)ri(tr) ma(ts) A (1) dps(ts)

for a.e. ty € Q. This implies ([@4]) and shows the ‘only if’ part.

Assume conversely that (44]) holds true for some a in L*(£2; x §2p; H) and some b in

L>( x Qq; H). Using the above identifications, we consider a € L3 (Qy; B(L' (1), H))
and g € L° (Qg; B(LY (), H )) be corresponding to a and b, respectively. Then the above
computations lead to ([A3). This identity means that for a.e. ty € {2y, we have a Hilbert
space factorisation ¢(ts) = SB(t2)*a(tz). This shows that ¢ € L° (Qa; To (LY (1), L™(Q3))),

with {|¢]lee.r, < flafloo 1]l

g
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6. CHARACTERIZATION OF S? x S? — S! BOUNDEDNESS

Let H be a separable Hilbert space and let A, B and C' be normal operators on H. Let
A, Ag and Ao be scalar-valued spectral measures associated with A, B and C. Recall
the definition of the triple operator mapping I'4%¢ from Theorem @ The purpose of this
section is to characterize the functions ¢ € L®(A4 x Ag X A¢) such that A5 (¢) maps
S%(H) x S*(H) into S*(H).

We shall start with a factorization formula of independent interest. Let ' and I'®:¢ be
the double operator integral mappings associated respectively with (A, B) and with (B, C),
see Proposition Bl As noted in Remark 6, T'4# and I'2¢ are *-representations. Recall that
they are w*-continuous.

In the next statement we will consider the product uv of a function u € L>* (A4 x A\g) and
a function v € L*(Ag X A¢). The meaning is that we consider

L¥(Aa X Ap) C L=(Aa X A X A¢) and L®(Ag X A¢) C L=(Aa X A X A¢)
in a canonical way and multiply v and v in this common bigger space.

Lemma 20. Let u € L®(As X Ap) and v € L®(Ag x A\¢). Then, for all X,Y € S*(H), we

have

I8 () (X,Y) = TP (u)(X)TBC(0) (V).

Proof. Fix X, Y € S?(H). Let uy € L>®(Aa),us,v1 € L®(Ag) and vy € L>®(\¢). Consider
U= u @uy € L¥(N4) @ L®(Ag) and v = v; ® v € L>®(A\p) @ L*(A¢). Then we have
uv = U ® Uty @ vy € L¥(Ag) @ L®(Ag) @ L®(A\¢). Therefore

(A
PAPC(u0)(X,Y) = wi (A )X(uwl)( )Yy (C)
=P (u)(X )TBC( )(Y).

Now, take u € L®(Ag x Ap) and v € L®(Ag X A¢). Let (u;); and (v;); be two nets in
L®(A4) ® L®(Ap) and L>®(Ag) ® L>®(A\¢) respectively, converging to u and v in the w*-
topology. By linearity, the previous calculation implies that for all i, j,

PP (i) (X, Y) = TP () (XOT P (0) (V).
Take Z € S?(H) and fix j. Since I'®¢(v;)(Y)Z belongs to S?(H) we have
lmn (I8 (0) (TP (05)(Y) 2) = (T4 () (X)TEC () (V) 2)
= (TP (1) (V) ZTAB (u)(X)

by the w*-continuity of I'4#. Similarly, since ZI'4Z(u)(X) € S*(H), the w*-continuity of
['5C implies that

lim tr(T'2C (0;) (V) ZT4P (u)(X)) = tr(TPC(0) (V) 2T 45 (u) (X))

J

(
(

= to(D7 (u) (X)) (0) (V) 2).
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On the other hand, (u;v;); w*-converges to uv; for any fixed j and (uv;); w*-converges to
uv in L®(Ag X Ag X A¢). Hence the w*-continuity of ['*5¢ implies that

lim lim tr(T4C (u0,) (X, Y) Z) = lim tr(T4PC (uv;) (X, Y) Z)
j

J i
= tr(T4BC () (X, Y) 2).
Thus, for all Z € S?(H),

tr(T4F (u) (X)PPC (0) (V) Z) = tr (PP (uo) (X, Y) Z),
which implies that T8¢ (uv) = T8 (u)(X)TEC(0)(Y). O
The next theorem is our main result. It should be regarded as an extension of [I1 Corollary
8] to the measurable setting. In the latter statement one considers a matrix M = {mx; }ixj>1
and it is implicitly shown that the bilinear Schur multiplier associated with M maps S? x S?
into S* if and only if M belongs to £>°(I'y(¢*,¢>°)). In the current situation, matrices are

replaced by functions. The scheme of proof of Theorem 1] is similar to the one of [I1],
Corollary 8] but requires various additional tools.

Theorem 21. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, let A, B and C' be normal operators on H
and let ¢ € L>®(Aq X A X A¢). The following are equivalent :

(i) TABC(¢) € By(S*(H) x S*(H), S*(H)).

(ii) There exist a separable Hilbert space H and two functions
a€ L% x Mg H)  and  be L®(Op x Ao; H)
such that
o(t1,ta, t3) = (a(ty, t2), b(ts2, t3))

for a.e. (t1,ta,t3) € 0(A) x 0(B) x o(C).
In this case,
(46) [DAPC(¢): S*(H) x SH(H) — S'(H)]| = inf {[|allo]|bll }
where the infimum runs over all pairs (a,b) satisfying (ii).

Proof. (ii) = (i): Assume (ii) and let (e;)gen be a Hilbertian basis of H. For any k € N,
define

ap = <a, €k> c LOO(AA X >\B> and b, = <b, €k> c LOO(AB X )\0)
We set

ol = (Xl

this function belongs to L (A4 X Ap) and we have ||al|o = |||a|||co-
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Let X € S?(H). Since I'“F is a w*-continuous *-representation, we have

Z T4 (@) (X115 = D (TP (@) (X), TP () (X))
!
= Z (TP (@) (a) (X), X)
<FAB (laf)(X), X)
< lalll X 13 = llall %X 13-
We prove similarly that if Y € S*(H), then
Z IT5C @)Y < NIV 3.

Consequently, for all XY € 52 (H), we have the inequalities

ST )P @0 < 3 I @) (ORI Gl
< (Z I @) 0OlE) (X I By

< lalloo]blloo [ X l2][Y |2
Therefore, we can define a bounded bilinear map
0O: S?(H) x S*(H) — S*(H)
by

ZFAB X)DEC0)(Y), X,Y € S*(H),

and we have
(47) 101 < [lalloo|b]]co-

We claim that
r45C(¢) = e.

To check this, consider

:Zak@)ek and b:L:Zbk@)ek
k=0 k=0

for any n € N. Then we set

Dn(tr, ta, t3) = (an(ts, ta), 6;(152,753» = Zak<tlat2>bk(t2at3)-
k=0

Fix X,Y € S?(H). We have I'*BC(¢,,) = 31 T4PC(aiby) hence by Lemma 20,

P20 (0,)(X.Y) ZPAB X2 (B (V).
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Consequently,
4896, )(X,Y) - O(X,Y) in S'Y(H).
n——+0oo
Moreover ¢,, — ¢ a.e. and (¢,), is bounded in L>®(As X Ag X A¢). Indeed,

[0nltrsta,t3)] < (3 lanltn,t2)2)* (D ultay t)*) < llalloclbloc
k=0 k=0

Hence by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, w*- lirf ¢n = ¢. The w*-continuity
n——+0oo
of T4B:C implies that
DAPC(G,)(X,Y) —5 THO(6)(X.Y)
n—-+0oo
weakly in S%(H). We conclude that T45C(¢)(X,Y) = O(X,Y).
This shows (i). Furthermore (1) yields
(48) [TA5C(0): S*(H) x S2(H) — S'(H)|| < llalloo bl
(i) = (ii): As in Subsection [3.3] we consider the triple integral mappings A(¢) in the case
when (Qq, 1) = (0(C), Ac), (2, p12) = (0(B),Ap) and (3, p3) = (6(A),Aa). Note that

these measurable spaces are separable.
Assume (i) and apply Proposition [@ which connects I'*%¢(¢) to A(¢). Let

X € S} (L*(\g),L*(\4)) and Y € S*(L*(\¢), L*(A\B)).
By (I7), we have
MG YL = llpx" e THPE()(X,Y) 0 pells
< [IT*P9()(X, V)
< [[PA5C(e): 8% x 5% = S| X 2l 2,
since || X ||z = || X||2 and ||Y]|; = ||Y||2. This shows that A(¢) maps 52 x S2 into S*, with
(49) [A(¢): 5% x 52 = S| < [[TMPC(9): S* x % — S

We now extend the proof of [II, Corollary 8] to get a Hilbert space factorization. For
convenience we write Hy = L*(\4), Hy = L*(A\g) and Hs = L*(\¢). Each of these spaces
naturally identifies with its conjugate space, hence we will not use conjugation bars as we
had to do in Subsection [2.3]

We have just proved above that A(¢) extends to a bounded bilinear map S?(Hy, Hy) x
S%(Hs, Hy) into S*(Hs, Hy). According to the identification

A
By(S? x §%,8%) = B(S* ® S%, 5%,
provided by (@), it can be also regarded as a bounded linear operator from the projective

tensor product S?(Ha, Hy) & S%(Hs, Hy) into S'(Hj, Hy). By ([0), we may naturally identify
S%(Hs, Hy) and S?(H,, Hy) with the Bochner spaces L*(\p; H3) and L?(\g; Hy), respectively.
We may therefore regard A(¢) as a bounded linear operator

A(@): L2(\g; Hy) & L2(\g; Hy) —s S*(Hs, Hy).
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Property () and Hilbert space self-duality provide a natural isometric identification

2 572 * 2 2
(L*(Ag; Hi) @ L*(\p; Hs))" = B(L*(Ag; H1), L*(Ap; Hs)).
We further have S*(Hs, H,)* = B(H,, H3), by ). We now let
v: B(Hy, H3) — B(L*(\g; Hy), L*(\g; H3))

be the adjoint of A(¢) through these identifications.
According to (28)) and ([29), we have an isometric embedding
L¥(Ap; B(Hy, H3)) C B(L*(Ap; Hi), L*(Ap; Hs))
obtained by identifying any A € L° ()\ B; B(Hq, Hg)) with the multiplication operator MAx.
It is easy to check (left to the reader) that this embedding is w*-continuous. Hence we may re-
gard the dual space Lg° ()\B; B(Hq, Hg)) as a w*-closed subspace of B(L2()\B; Hy), L*(\p; Hg))
We aim at showing (B0) below.

Let € € Hy and nj € H3, and consider £ ® n as an element of B(H;, H). Take any ¢ € Hy,
d,d € L*(\p) and d € Hj, then regard ¢ ® c as an element of L?*(\p; H;) and d’ ® d as an
element of L?(\p; H3). We have
(

(pEen](dec)de d>L2(AB;H3),L2(AB;H3)
= (£@n,A@)[(d ®c)® (d @ d)] >B(H1,H3),S1(H3,H1)

= / ¢(t1, t2, t3)€(tl)ﬁ(tg)cl(tg)d,(tg)c(tl)d(tg) dAA(tl)d)\B(tg)d)\c(tg) .
o(A)xo(B)xo(C)

It readily follows from this formula that for any 6 € L>®(\p),
{[vE@n)](0c ®c),d @d) = {[vE@n)](d @c),0d @ d).

Since L*(Ap) ® Hy and L*(\g) ® Hs are dense in L?(\g; H;) and L*(\g; H3), respectively,
this implies that [v(£®n)](0p) = O[v(E®@n)](p) for any p € L*(Ag; Hy) and any 6 € L>(Ap).
By Lemma [I7], this implies that v(£ ® n) belongs to LS° ()\B, B(Hq, Hg))

Since v is w*-continuous and Hy ® Hj is w*-dense in B(Hy, H3), we deduce that

(50) v(B(Hy, Hy)) C L3 (Ag; B(H1, Ha)).

Consider now the restriction vy = vk (u,,u,) of v to the subspace IC(Hy, H3) of compact
operators from H; into H3. By (B0), we may write

Vo : ’C(Hl,Hg) — L(C;O()\B,B(Hl,Hg))
Corollary [I3] provides an identification
B(K(Hl,Hg),Lgo()\B,B(Hl,Hg))> - Lgo()\B,B(K(Hl,Hg),B(Hl,Hg)))

Let ¢ € L (Ap; B(K(Hy, Hs), B(Hy, H3))) be corresponding to v in this identification.
Then by the preceding computation we have that for any ¢, £ € Hy and d,n € Hs,

{[o(t)] (€ ®n),d®c) = / P O(t1, o, t3)€(t1)n(ts)c(tr)d(ts) AN a(ty)dAe ()

for a.e. ty in o(B).
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Following Subsection 24l for any J € L*(Ax x A¢), we let X; € S?(Hy, H3) be the
Hilbert-Schmidt operator with kernel J. Then the above formula shows that for J = £ ® 7,
we have

(51) [5@2)} (XJ) = X¢(.’t27.)J for a.e. t2.

By density of H;®Hs in L?*(A4x \¢), we deduce that (GI)) holds true for any J € L*(A s X A\¢).
This means that for a.e. ta, (-, ts, - ), regarded as an element of L> (A4 X \¢), is a measurable
Schur multiplier, whose corresponding operator is

G(t2) = Ry : K(L*(Aa), L*(Ac)) — B(L*(Aa), L*(\c)).

This shows two things. First, gg belongs to L ()\B;FQ(LI()\A),LOO()\C))) regarded as a
subspace of L (Ap; B(K(Hy, Hs), B(Hy, Hs))), by [20). Second, the element of L>®(A4 X

Ap X A¢) corresponding to ¢ through the inclusion (3] is the function ¢ itself. Thus we have
proved that ¢ € L (Ag;T2(L'(Aa), L(A¢))). Further the above reasoning shows (using
the notation || - ||cor, introduced after ([A3])) that

[lloc,rs < [JA(): 8% x S — SH|.
According to (A9), this implies that
[¢lloo,rs < [[PAFC(0): 5% x 5% — S1|.
Now applying Theorem [0 yields (i), with |[a[/sc|b]|c < |[TAPC(9): 5% x S2 — S| O

Theorem 21] extends to the framework of triple operator integrals associated with functions
as defined in Subsection 3.2 With similar proofs as above, we obtain the following.

Theorem 22. Let (4, p1), (o, o) and (23, pu3) be three separable measure spaces, and let
¢ € L>®(Qy x Qy x Q3). Then A(¢) extends to a bounded bilinear map

A(9) : S*(L*(a), L*(Q3)) x S*(LA(), L(Q)) — SH(L* (), L2 (%))
if and only if there exist a separable Hilbert space H and two functions
CLELOO(Ql XQQ,H) and bELOO(QQ XQg;H)

such that
o(t1,ta, t3) = (a(ty, t2), b(ts2, t3))

for a.e. (t1,ta,t3) € Q1 X Qs x Q3.
In this case,

(52) [A(9): S? x 52— S| = inf{[|a]loo]|bls0 }

where the infimum runs over all pairs (a,b) verifying the above factorization property.
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7. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

In this last section, we explain connections between our theorems and previous results in
this area. We first show that Peller’s Theorem from [29] (mentioned in the Introduction)
is a direct consequence of Theorem Il With the terminology of the present paper, Peller’s
Theorem can be stated as follows.

Theorem 23. (Peller [29]) Let A, B be normal operators on a separable Hilbert space H and
let Ay and Ag be scalar-valued spectral measures for A and B. For any ¥ € L>®(Aa X Ap),
the following are equivalent.

(i) The double operator integral mapping I'AB (1)) extends to a bounded map from S*(H)
into itself.

(ii) There exist a separable Hilbert space H and two functions a € L®(Aa; H) and b €
L>®(Ag; H) such that

(53) (s, t) = (a(s),b(t))
for a.e. (s,t) € 0(A) x o(B).
In this case,
P42 81 (3) — S'(H)|| = inf{lallclblo}

where the infimum runs over all pairs (a,b) of functions such that (53) holds true.

Proof. Consider A, B as above and take an auxiliary normal operator C' on ‘H (this may be
the identity map), with a scalar-valued spectral measure \¢. For any ) € L>®(As X Ap), set

D=0 @1 LM x Ag) ® L¥(Ac) C L(Aa X A X Ag).
We claim that for any XY € S?(H),
(54) PP () (X, Y) = TP () (XY),
Indeed for any f; € L®(\4) and fo € L¥(Ap), and for any X,Y € S2(H), we have
PP (HL@1® L) (X,Y) = A(A)XY fo(B).

Hence by linearity, (54]) holds true for any ¢» € L>®(A4) ® L>®(\g). By the w*-continuity of
4B and of I'4B | this identity holds as well for any ¢ € L®(A4 X Ap).

We have || XY|[; < ||X]2]]Y]2 for any X,Y € S?*(H) and conversely, for any Z € S'(H),
there exist X,Y in S*(H) such that XY = Z and || X|]2||Y ]2 = ||Z]];. Thus given any
1 € L®(A4 x Ap), it follows from (B4 that T4 B () maps S?(H) x S%(H) into S'(H) if
and only if I'*?(¢) maps S*(H) into S*(H) and moreover,

[TACB(@): SH(H) x S*(H) — SY(H)|| = |T4F(¥): SYH) — SY(H).

On the other hand, 1 satisfies condition (ii) from Theorem EII if and only if ¢ satisfies
condition (ii) from Theorem
The result therefore follows from Theorem [21] O
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Remark 24. In this remark, we discuss another formulation of Peller’s Theorem. Let E, I
be Banach spaces. A bounded map u: E — F* is called integral if there exist a probability
measure space (X,v) and two bounded maps o: B — L®(v) and B: F — L*(v) such that

(55) (u(x),y) = /E[Oé(fv)](w)[ﬁ(y)](w) dv(w), weEyekF

Let Z(E, F*) denote the space of all such operators and set 1(u) = inf{||«|||| ||}, where the
infimum runs over all such factorizations. Then I(-) is a norm on Z(E, F*) and the latter
is a Banach space. Moreover () induces an isometric identification

(E® F)* = I(E, F*),

where é) is the injective tensor product. We refer e.g. to [I8, Chapter VIII, Theorems 5 &
9] for these definitions and properties.

Grothendieck’s Inequality on tensor products implies that for any measure spaces (1, 1)
and (Qq, pa), and for any z € L' (uy) @ L*(u2), we have ||z|ly < v3(2) < K||z||v, where K is
a universal constant (see e.g. [34, Section 3]). Equivalently,

1 A 1 1 Yo
L7 (p1) @z L (p2) = L (1) @ L™ (pa2)

K-isomorphically. Passing to duals, this yields a w*-homeomorphic K-isomorphism

(56) Do(L (1), L (1)) = T(L (1), L ().

Let A, B as in Theorem [23, let vp € L>®(Aa X Ag) and let uy: L'(Aa) — L>®(\p) be
the bounded map associated to v (see (I1)). Condition (ii) from Theorem [23 means that
uy € Do(LY(Na), L(Ap)). Hence in Theorem[23 above, condition (i) is also equivalent to :

(iii) The operator uy, belongs to Z(L*(Aa), L®(Ag)).
Further it is easy to deduce from the above definition of integral operators (see (24)) that the
above property (ii1) is formally equivalent to :

(iv) There exist a probability measure space (X, v) and two functions a € L®(Aa X v) and
b e L>®(Ag X v) such that

P(s,t) = /Za(s,w)b(t,w) dv(w), a.e.-(s,t).

The equivalence between (i) and (iv) is stated in [29, B1], and also in 23] 24] to which we
refer for various proofs. It follows from this analysis that if condition (i) from Theorem [23
holds true, then the above factorization (iv) can be achieved with (a,b) satisfying

lalloollblloe < K|ITA2(0): S*(H) — S'(H)|.

Conversely if (iv) holds true, then ||T4P(): SYH) — SHH)|| < ||allool|b]] -

We note that the original paper [29] makes use of Grothendieck’s Inequality to establish
Theorem[23. Our approach shows that this can be avoided and that Grothendieck’ Inequality
is useful only to establish the equivalence of (iv) with (i).

Let us now come back to Theorem [21. Let A, B,C and ¢ as in this theorem. It follows
from the proof of Theorem [21] that the conditions (i)-(ii) in this theorem are equivalent to



38 C. COINE, C. LE MERDY, AND F. SUKOCHEV

the fact that ¢ € L°(Ap;To(LY(A4), L®(A¢))). Hence according to (50), the conditions of
Theorem [21] are also equivalent to

(57) ¢ € LY (Ag; Z(L' (M), L¥(A0))).

It is a natural question whether this implies the existence of a probability measure space (%, V)
and two functions a € LAy x Ag X v) and b € L®(Ag X A\c X v) such that ¢(t1,t2,t3) =
[ a(ty, ta,w)b(ts, t3,w) dv(w) for a.e. (t1,ts,t3). However we haven't been able to establish
this yet.

We now turn to connections between Theorem M or Proposition [ and the constructions
of multiple operator integrals from [30] and [4].

Let Aq,..., A, be normal operators on a separable Hilbert space H. Throughout we
use the notations of Proposition Let (X,du) be a o-finite measure space and, for any
1=1,...,n, let

a;: DI O'(AZ) —C

be a measurable function such that a;(t,-) € L>®(\y,) for a.e. t € X. Then t — a,(t,-) is a
w*-measurable function from ¥ into L>(Ay4,), hence ¢ — [[a;(t, - )||z=(r,,) is measurable for

any i. Further by composition (see Remark [I4]), t — a;(t, A;) is a w*-measurable function
from ¥ into B(H).

Lemma 25. Assume that

(58) /E||@1(757')||L°°(AA1)HG2(757')||L°°(AA2)"'||@n(ta')||L°°(AAn)dﬂ(t) < 00.
Then for any X1, ..., X,_1 € S*(H), the function
(59) Y — 52(H), t— aq (t, Al)XlCLQ(t, AQ)XQ s Xn_lan(t, An),

18 integrable.

Proof. Fix Xy,...,X,,_1 € S*(H). Write X; = X'X” with X', X" € S*(H), the 4-th order
Schatten space on ‘H. By composition, ¢t — a;(t, A1) X' is a w*-measurable function from ¥
into S*(#H). Since S*(H) is reflexive and separable, it follows from [I8, Theorem II.2] that
t — ay(t,A)) X' is actually measurable from ¥ into S*(H). Likewise t — X"ao(t, Ay) is
measurable from ¥ into S*(H). Since

ay (t, Al)Xlag (t, Ag) = (0,1(t, Al)X/)(X”ag(t, Ag)),

it follows that t — a1(t, A;) X as(t, Ay) is measurable from ¥ into S?(H). One proves
similarly that ¢t — Xyas(t, A3) - - - X,,_1a,(t, A,) is measurable from X into S?(#H). We deduce
that the function (59]) is measurable.

Then the assumption (58] ensures that this function is integrable. U

Proposition 26. Assume [38) and let ¢ € L>®(Aa, X -+- X Aa,) be defined by setting

(60) Pty ty, ... t,) = /Eal(t,tl)ag(t,tg)---an(t,tn) dpa(t)
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for a.e. (t1,...,t,) ino(Ay) x---xd(A,). Then

for any X1, Xs, ..., X,_1 in S*(H).

Proof. We introduce a;: X — L>(\y,) by writing a;(t) = a;(t,-) for any i = 1,...,n. Then
the function ¢: ¥ — L>®(Ag, X --+ X Ay, ) defined by

d) =@t @@mt) @ ®a,(t), tex,

is w*-measurable. Let ¢ € L'(Ay, X -+ x A4, ). Then for a.e. £t € ¥, we have

(1), 9) = /al(t, ty) - an(t tn)p(ty, o ) A, (B1) - - - dAa, (En)

Hence by Fubini’s Theorem,

(6.¢) = / (@(t). ) dult).

Fix X1, Xo,..., X, in S?(H). Write I' = ['t+4» for convenience. Since this mapping is
w*-continuous, there exists a necessarily unique p € L'(A4, X -+ X A4, ) such that for any
P € L®(Aa, X -+ X A4, ), we have

<F(¢)(X17 s 7Xn—1)7 Xn> = <¢7 gp)
We shall apply this identity with 1) = ¢ first, and then with ¢ = g(t) Then we obtain
<F(¢)(Xl> s aXn—l)a Xn> - <¢> SO>

_ / (@(t). o) du(t)
_ /Z<F($(t))(X1, LX), X)) du(t) |

By the definition of I on elementary tensor products, we have

D(o(t) (X1, - Xoo1) = aa(t, Ar) Xuao(t, A2) X - - X 1an(t, An)
for a.e. t € . Consequently

<P(¢)(X1, e ,Xn_l), Xn> = /E<a1(t, Al)XlCLQ(t, AQ)XQ e Xn_lan(t, An), Xn> d,ll(t) .

This shows (G1I). O
Following [30], the space of all functions ¢ € L>®(A4, X --- X Ay4,) defined by (60) for
some ay, . .., a, satisfying (B8) is called the integral projective tensor product of the spaces

L>®(Aay), ..., L®(\4,); this space is denoted by
LA\ g,)®; -+ ®;L7(Aa,).
In [4, 30] the authors define a multiple operator integral mapping
Ty: B(H) x---x B(H) — B(H)
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for any ¢ € L®(Aa,)®; -+ - ©;L=(\a, ), as follows. Let ¢ be defined by (@0) for some ay, . . . , a,
satisfying (B8). Then for any X1, ..., X,,—1 in B(H), the operator Ty, (X1, ..., X,,—1) is defined
by setting

(62)  te(To(Xs,..., X 1)Z) = /E tr(ar(t, A1) X1as(t, As)Xa - - Xo_ran(t, A)Z) du(t)

for any Z € S*(H). Indeed it follows from [4, Section 4] that for any X1,..., X,,_; in B(H),
the function

Y — B(%), t— al(t, Al)Xlag(t, AQ)XQ s Xn_lan(t, An),

belongs to L!(X; B(H)), and hence ¢ + tr(al(t,Al)Xlag(t,Ag)Xg---Xn_lan(t,An)Z) is
integrable for any Z € S'(H).

Proposition 26l shows that the constructions from the present paper are compatible with
those from [4, 30]. Namely for any ¢ in the integral projective tensor product, the restriction

We observe that for any ¢ € L=(\a,)®; - - - ©;L°(\a, ), the (n—1)-linear bounded operator
T, is separately w*-continuous. That is, for any 1 < k < n — 1 and for any X;,..., X},
Xkt1y -y Xpo1 in B(H), the linear map from B(H) into itself taking any X, € B(H)
to Ty(X1,...,X,—1) is w*-continuous. Let us show this for £k = 1, the other cases being
similar. We consider ¢ given by (60). We fix X,,..., X, in B(H) and Z € S'(H). We let
n: B(H) — C be defined by

T](X) = tI‘(Td)(X, X2 C ,Xn_l)Z), X e B(H),

and we aim at showing that the functional 7 is w*-continuous. For we consider ©: ¥ — S*(H)
defined by setting

@(t) = ag(t, AQ)XQ s Xn_lan(t, An)Zal(t, Al)

for a.e. t € ¥. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 25 one shows that © is measurable and
hence that © is integrable. Then it follows from (62)) that for any X € B(H), we have

n(X) = tr (X /E o(t) du(t) )

This shows that 7 is w*-continuous and concludes the proof.
This leads to the following.

Corollary 27. For any ¢ in the space L®(Aa,)®; -+ ®;L>(A\4,), the (n — 1)-linear map
DAL AN () S2(H) x -+ x S2(H) — S*(H) extends to a (necessarily unique) separately
w*-continuous bounded (n — 1)-linear map B(H) x --- x B(H) — B(H).

In the case n = 2, L>°(\4)®;L>®(Ap) coincides with the space all functions in L>(\4 x Ag)
satisfying condition (iv) from Remark 24l Equivalently, we have

T(L*(Na), L®(\)) =~ L= (A a)@; L= (A\B).

The inclusion ‘C’ is obvious. The non trivial reverse inclusion is a well-known fact which
follows from [I8, Chapter VII, Theorem 9]. According to this result (see the beginning of
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Remark 24)), it suffices to show that any ¢ € L=(\4)®;L>®(Ap) induces a bounded functional
on the injective tensor product L'(\4) é L*(Ap). To check this property, consider

ot 12) = / alt, 1)b(t, t2) dpi(t)

for some measurable functions a: ¥ x 0(A) — C and b: ¥ X 0(B) — C such that

Kz/IIa(t,-)Hoollb(t,-)!loodu(t) <00

Then for any finite families (fy), in L*(A4) and (gp)r in L' (Ap), we have

’<¢,ka®9k /’Z )=9k>’dl~b(t)
< KH;fk@)gk’

A\ )
LlgLl

which proves the result.

We finally turn to the case n = 3. Consider three normal operators A, B,C on H. It is
clear that for any ¢ € L®(A4)®; L= (Ag)®; L= (\¢), T4PC(¢) extends to a bounded bilinear
map S*(H) x S?(H) — S'(H). Indeed assume that

Ot 1) — / alt, 1)b(t, ta)elt, t) dpa(?)

for some measurable functions a: ¥ X 0(A) — C, b: ¥ x 0(B) - C and ¢: ¥ x 0(C) — C
such that

K= /||a Moo [6C, ) lloclle(t, - )loe dpu(t) < oo
Then for any X,Y in S*(H

/EHa(t, A)Xb(t, B)Y e(t,O)||, du(t) < K[ X|2][Y]]2-

Hence by Proposition 26, 45 (4)(X,Y) belongs to S*(#H) and we have
IPAECO)X, ) < KXY, XY € S*(H).

Example below shows that the converse is wrong, that is, there exist functions ¢ €
L®(Aa X Ag X A¢) such that T4BC(¢): S2(H) x S?(H) — S'(H) although ¢ does not
belong to L®(A4)®;L=(A5)@;L>(A¢). (There are actually a lot of such functions.)

Erample 28. In this paragraph, and in Example below, we consider families M =
{mir; }ikj>1in (>°(N*) to which we associate the bilinear Schur multiplier B, : S? x % — 2
defined by

[Z mzk]l'zkyk]:| ; X = [wijlijs1, Y = [ijlij>1 € S
k>1 S

Bilinear maps B); are special cases of the bilinear maps A(¢) and I'(¢) considered in sub-
sections 3.2 and B.11
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Let S = {sgj}rj>1 € (*(N?) and let Lg: S* — S? be the associated Schur multiplier
defined by

Ls([yrileg=1) = (eitnslis=1)s  [gles=1 € 5%
Set my; = sy, for any i, j, k > 1. It follows from the above definitions that for any X, Y € 52,

Bu(X,Y) = XLs(Y).

Since ||Ls(Y)|l2 < ||S]leol|Y |2, this implies that Bjys: S? x S — ST boundedly. The above
formula also implies that By, extends to a bounded bilinear map B(¢?) x B({?) — B((?)
if and only if Lg extends to a bounded map B(¢?) — B(¢?). This holds true if and only if
S € (0. Thus whenever S € (*(N?)\ (*&;(>, By is bounded from S? x S? into S*
but By is not bounded from B(f?) x B({?) into B(¢?). In this case, M cannot belong to
(X @04,

Ezample 29. To complement the above discussion, let us show the existence of (plenty of)
families M € ¢*(N*) such that

(i) By extends to a bounded bilinear map B(¢?) x B((?) — B((?);
(ii) Bys does not extend to a bounded bilinear map S? x S? — S

Let S = {sij}ij>1 € (>°(N?). Set mi; = S;; for any 4,5 > 1 and, for any k > 2, set
mug; = 0 for any 4,7 > 1. For any X = [z5]; ;51 and Y = [y;;]; ;51 in S%, we have

Bu(X,Y) = [Sijxilylj}i,jzf

For any finite families («;);>1 and (5;);>1 of complex numbers, we have

’Z sijTi 105 8:| < [1S]le Z [Ty B4l

i,5>1 ,5>1

<181 (S el (S hal) (o) (S 15,2)’
i>1 i1 j=1 j=1
< IS eI sy 1V ey (3 Jeal?) * (32 1852)

i>1 i>1

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This shows that B), satisfies (i).
We now claim that if By, extends to a bounded bilinear map S? x S? — S, then Lg
extends to a bounded map B(¢?) — B(¢?). Indeed suppose that

K=|By: x5 — 8| <.

Consider a finite matrix [2;;]; j>1 and finite families («;);>; and (5;);>1 of complex numbers.
Let X = [z4j];j>1 be defined by setting z;; = o for any ¢ > 1 and, for any j > 2, z;; = 0 for
any ¢ > 1. Likewise, let Y = [y;;];;>1 be defined by setting y,; = f; for any j > 1 and, for
any ¢ > 2, y;; = 0 for any 7 > 1. Then

Xl = (SI5E)° Il = (X lad?)

j>1 i>1
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Hence ) )
tr(Bu(X,Y)2)| < K| 2l (30 1852)" (3 leul?)
j>1 i>1
Since
tf(BM(Xa Y)Z) = Z SijTi1Y1j%5i = Z 5ii0 B i
4,j>1 3,j>1
this implies that

1

< K12l (3 18:7) (X fail?)
i>1 i>1

This implies that Lg extends to a bounded map B(¢?) — B(f?) and proves the claim.
Thus for any S € ¢*(N?)\ £*®;(>, the associated family M satisfies (ii).

‘ E Sij2jii0;

4,521

We finally refer to [21], 25] for the study of multilinear measurable Schur multipliers which
extend to completely bounded maps B(L?) x --- x B(L?) — B(L?).

Added, April 2020: After a first version of this paper was circulated in 2017, some of its
results have been used in [9] 10, 13} 26] 40].
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