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THE ORLICZ INEQUALITY FOR MULTILINEAR FORMS

DANIEL NUNEZ-ALARCON, DANIEL PELLEGRINO, AND DIANA SERRANO-RODRIGUEZ

ABSTRACT. The Orlicz (¢2,£1)-mixed inequality states that

2\ 3
(Z (Z |A(ej1vej2)|> ) < \/5”‘4”

Jj1=1 \Jj2=1
for all bilinear forms A : K™ x K™ — K and all positive integers n, where K™ denotes R™ or C™ endowed
with the supremum norm. In this paper we extend this inequality to multilinear forms, with K™ endowed
with ¢, norms for all p € [1, 00].

1. INTRODUCTION

The origins of the theory of summability of multilinear forms and absolutely summing multilinear
operators are probably associated to Orlicz ({2, ¢1)-mixed inequality published in the 1930’s (see [8, page
24]). It states that

1
2 2
n

n

Do D 1A )l < V2|4
ji=1 \j2=1
for all bilinear forms A : K" x K™ — K, and all positive integers n. Here and henceforth K = R or C and
K" is endowed with the supremum norm. We also represent by ej the canonical vectors in a sequence space
and
[All := sup {|A(z,y)| : [lz]| <1 and [y[| < 1}.

An equivalent formulation is the following:

2\ 3
(1) DD A, e5) < V2| 4|
Ji=1 \Jjz2=1

for all continuous bilinear forms A : ¢y x ¢g — K. The exponents in (1) are optimal in the sense that,
fixing the exponent 1, the exponent 2 cannot be replaced by smaller exponents (nor the exponent 1 can
be replaced by smaller exponents) keeping the constant independent of n. The Orlicz inequality is closely
related to Littlewood’s ({1, £2)-mixed inequality (see [8, page 23]), which asserts that

1

2

DD A en)l | < V2|4
ji=1 \j2=1

for all continuous bilinear forms A : ¢y X ¢g — K. Again, the exponents are optimal in the same sense above
described. Combining these two inequalities, and using the Holder inequality for mixed sums we recover
Littlewood’s 4/3 inequality:

3
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Z |A(ej1 ) ejz)

Ji,j2=1
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for all continuous bilinear forms A : ¢y X ¢g — K. For recent results on absolutely summing linear and
multilinear operators we refer the interested reader to [6, 11, 17] and the references therein.

The exponent 4/3 from the previous inequality cannot be replaced by smaller exponents keeping the
constant independent of n. The constant /2 is optimal (in all the three inequalities) when K = R, but the
optimal constants when K = C are unknown.

In 1934 Hardy and Littlewood [10] (see also [13]) pushed the subject further, extending the above results
to bilinear forms defined on ¢, spaces (when p = co we consider ¢ instead of (). The investigation of
extensions of the Hardy—Littlewood inequalities to multilinear forms were initiated by Praciano-Pereira [16]
in 1981 and intensively investigated since then (see, for instance, [1, 2, 5, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15]), but there are
still several open problems regarding the optimal exponents and optimal constants involved.

For the sake of simplicity, we shall use the same notation from [1]:

épv lfp € [1500)
X, =
co, if p =0

1/q
and, when ¢ = oo, the sum (ZJ ||xj||q) shall represent the supremum of ||z;||. We also assume that

1/0 = 0o and 1/00 = 0 and denote the conjugate index of s by s*, i.e., 1/s+ 1/s* = 1. One of the main
goals of this line of research is to find the optimal values of the exponents s, ..., s, and of the constants

K) PlyeeosDim o geop s
C§12,?}Sm Pm satisfying
Sm—2 L
Sm—1 SZ:I °1
S S S sm
o XX Ml I < cf e ||
J1o o Im — T 81,--,8m
J1=1 Jm—1=1 Jm=1
for all continuous m-linear forms A : X,, x --- x X, — K. The answer is known in several cases (see

[1, 5, 18] and the references therein), but a complete solution is still unknown. In this note we shall be
interested in investigating the optimal exponents s1, ..., ;. It is simple to prove that the optimal exponent
Sm associated to the sum Z;Z:l is p¥,. Our main result provides the optimal exponents sy, ..., S;,—1 in the
case that s, = py,.

From now on, let > 2, and let s, ..., S, € [1,00]. Let us define §%5m and ASkm by

65](;,...,57” — 1 ,
max{l— (i+---+ 1) ,o}
and
Ask ..... Sm 1

ro = )
max{%— (i—l—----ﬁ-i),()}

for all positive integers m and k = 1,...,m. Note that when 1/s; +---+1/s,, > 1 we have

55k7~~~75m = 0
and, also, when 1/s; + -+ -+ 1/s,, > % we have

)\5k7~~~75m = 00

- .

Our main result is, in some sense, a generalization of the the Orlicz inequality. In fact, if we consider the
very particular case (m,p1,p2) = (2,00,00) and o as the identity map in its statement, we recover the
Orlicz inequality:
Theorem 1.1. Let m > 2 be an integer and o : {1,....,m} — {1,...,m} be a bijection. If

(qlu seey QW’L—l) € (07 Oo]m_l

(pla ap’m) € [17 Oo]ma

)

the following assertions are equivalent:
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(1) There is a constant Cp, ., > 1 such that

dm—1 e a1

5
o) o) 00 o(m)

Dol X Ay ) < Chyooop 1A

Jo(1)=1 \ Jo(2)=1 Jo(m)=1

for all continuous m-linear forms A : Xp, x ---x X, — K.
(2) The exponents qi, ..., qm—1 satisfy
q > 6p0(1)7"'7pa(m71))ujq2 > 5Pa(2),~~~3170(m71)7u, s Q1 > 6Po(m71)7ll,

where p1 = min{pg(m), 2}

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Let 2 < g < ooand 0 < s < oo. Recall that a Banach space X has cotype g if there is a constant C' > 0
such that, no matter how we select finitely many vectors x1,...,z, € X,

1 2 1/2

@) Slailt] <c| [ |Srion| |
j=1 01 ]|5=1

where 7; denotes the j-th Rademacher function. The infimum of the cotypes of X is denoted by cot X.
The following result was proved in [5]:

s

Theorem 2.1. (see [5]) Let (g1,....qm) € (0,00)™, and Y be an infinite-dimensional Banach space with
cotype cot Y. If

1 1 1
3 — e —_— < —,
) D1 teet Pm  cotY
then the following assertions are equivalent:

(a) There is a constant Cy > 1 such that

P
1
1 % a1
oo oo oo am
SAUD D A el <Cp...om Il
Ji=1 \ j2=1 Jm=1

for all continuous m-linear operators A : X, x ---x X, —Y.
(b) The exponents qi, ..., qm Ssatisfy

1pm7 "'7qm71 Z Apm*lﬁpm’qm Z )\pm

P1;---sPm p2;..-
il = AcotY y 42 > cotY cotY cot Y "

We need the following extension of the previous theorem, relaxing the hypothesis (3). Besides, below we

have (g1, ..., ¢m) € (0, 00]™ while in Theorem 2.1 we have (q1, ..., ¢m) € (0,00)™.

Theorem 2.2. Let (q1,...,qm) € (0,00]™, (p1,..ey D) € [1,00]™ and Y be an infinite-dimensional Banach
space with cotype cotY. The following assertions are equivalent:
(a) There is a constant Cy, > 1 such that

P
1
dm—1 AN
%) %) %) am
(4) )N DI DD K RN < Cpy.oop Al
Jji=1 Jj2=1 Jm=1

for all continuous m-linear operators A : X, x ---x X, —Y.
(b) The exponents qi, ..., ¢m satisfy

P15--Pm P2;..;Pm Pm—1,Pm Pm
Q12)\mty 7q22)\coty 7"'7qm_12)\cotY ’quAcotY'
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Proof. We begin by proving the direct implication. We just need to consider the case

1 1 1
5 e > ,
5) p1+ +pm_cotY

since the other case is covered by Theorem 2.1. By the Maurey—Pisier factorization result (see [9, pages
286, 287]), the Banach space Y finitely factors the formal inclusion leoty < loo, i.€., there are universal
constants C7,Cy > 0 such that, for all n, there are vectors z1, ..., z, € Y satisfying

1/cotY
n n
tY
(6) Cr @i | = | Xz <o [ D lal® |
<=t j=1
for all sequences of scalars (aj)?zl . Consider the continuous m-linear operator A,,: Xp, x --- x X, —Y
given by
n
1), (2
(7) Ap(2M, . 2™) =Z:v§ )xg- )---:Cg-m)zj.
j=1
By (6) and the Holder inequality we have
n
o0l <t ], <1 |5
1/cotY
n cotY
< sup Cy Z :Cgl)...x;m)
e, <tleem], <1\
m " 1/pk
Pr
< el
e, <t ], <\ \iS
= Cs.
Note that, by (7), we have
dm—1 a ﬁ 1
n n n am 2 n a1
Dol X MAates el o D
Ji=1 \ j2=1 Jm=1 j=1
Thus, by (6) we conclude that
ame1 N
n n n am L
X X M| > Cin®.
Ji=1 \ j2=1 Jm=1

Combining the previous inequality with (4) and (8) we conclude that

/a1 Y
Cln S CP17~~~7PmC2'
Thus, since n is arbitrary, we have
o — \PlyesPm
(9) qr = o0 = )‘cotY :

It

>
Di Pm ~ cotY
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for all 4, the proof is immediate. Otherwise, let ig € {2,3,...,m} be the smallest index such that

1 1 1
pi0+ +p_m<cotY’

1 U B S
Pig—1 + + Pm — cotY

If i9 = 2, note that by (9) we have

ame1 N
00 o am
(10) sup [ > || D 1A, eg )l <Cy o Al
I Ga=1 Jm=1

for all continuous m-linear operators A : X,, x --- x X, — Y. From (10) it is simple to show that

1

92\ g

Im—1 a3
oo %) am
Z Z ”A(ejzv"'vejm)”qm < C;Zl,...,pm HA”v
Jj2=1 Jm=1

for all continuous (m — 1)-linear operators A : X, x --- x X, — Y. Since

1 T 1 - 1
P2 Pm  cotY’
by Theorem 2.1 we conclude that
g2 = AV a3 2 NGV s amet 2 AT e = Ay
If 19 = 3, we consider
n
A(x(l)v ) ‘T(m)) = xgl) Z ‘T§2) o .I"g.m)zj
Jj=1
and we can imitate the previous arguments to conclude that
G2 = 00 = Ay
and hence
i1 N
00 fe'o) am
m Y
(11) sup [ Y| [ D0 A e S <G 1411
TI2 | s=1 m=1

for all continuous m-linear operators A : X, x --- x X, ~— Y. Again, it is plain that

%ig+1

AQm —1 in in
%) o am
Z Z ”A(ejsv"'vejm)qu SC;,...,pm HA”v
Jjz=1 Jm=1

for all continuous (m — 2)-linear operators A : X, x --- x X, — Y. Since

1 n n 1 - 1
D3 Pm  cotY’

by Theorem 2.1 we have
e Pm - Pm—1:Pm -
q3ZA€;tYp aq42)\€3typ 7---an712/\Coty1 7Q’m2A€oty-

We conclude the proof in a similar fashion for ig = 4, ..., m.
Now we prove the reverse implication. The case

1+ +1< 1
D1 Pm  cotY
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is encompassed by Theorem 2.1. So, we shall consider

LR SR

P1 Pm  cotY’
If

1,1

Di Pm — cotY

for all i, the proof is immediate. Otherwise, let ig € {2, ...,m} be the smallest index such that

T

Dig Pm cotY’
1 . 1>
Pig—1 + + Pm — cotY’
We need to prove that there is a constant C';/l p = 1, such that
1
a4 a:
4m—1 %;11 %o
0o 0o am
su 1A(e; €5, )" <Gy, 1Al
. p Jir 0 F)m — ' pP1,.-,Pm
J1s-50ig—1 i =1 Gm=1
for
Pigs--Pm D
dip Z/\r:otY y e Qm ZACZ;:Y
By Theorem 2.1, we know that for any fixed vectors e;,,...,ej, _,, there is a constant cY > 1, such
0 Pigs-sPm g
that
Pigrs Pm Pig:- - Pm
A 0
Pm—1:Pm pfgiil/, P Mooty
Jeoty Acot v
00 00 Aoy
)\Pm Y
> > A s s e, )1 < Cppeonrpm 14l
j??():l Jm=1
for all continuous m-linear operators A: X, x --- x X, — Y. Then,
Pigooo Pm Pigo Pm
Pm—1:Pm ﬁ“i‘{ ,,,,, ™ >\CotY
Zeot¥ cotY
APm
o0 o0 » cot Y
APm Y
_ sup § : E [A(ejys- - o€, )7 < Oy 1Al
J1se-sdig—1 Jig= Gm=1
for all continuous m-linear operators A: X, x---x X, —Y.
To conclude the proof we just need to remark that
1
a4 g
Im—1 %;3»1 %o
o oo am
qm
_ Sup E E HA(ejw"'vejm)H
J1se-sdig—1 Jig=1 Jm=1
/\pio,-»-,pm W
\Pm—1:Pm P | Y
cot Y >\cotY
A m
) cot Y

o0
Pm
S . Sup Z Z HA(ej17"'7e4j7n)||>\00ty

J15e50ig—1 Jig=1 Gm=1
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provided

. Pigs--Pm Pm
Qi ZAcotY ""’qmz)\cotY'

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

Throughout this proof the adjoint of a Banach space X will be denoted by X*. To simplify the notation
we will consider o(j) = j for all j; the other cases are similar. Let L™ (X,,,..., X},.;Y) denote the space

cey Pm

of all continuous m-linear operators from X,,, x --- x X, to Y. By the canonical isometric isomorphism
° Xpwnfl; ('Xpm)*)

and duality in X, , note that, if R € L™ (X,,,...,X,,.;K), we have

(12) R(z1,..;tm—1,€n) = V(R) (21, ... Tm-1) (€n) = (Y (R) (T1, ... Tm—1)),, -

We start off by proving (1)=-(2). Let us suppose that there is a constant Cp, .. > 1 such that

UL (X, Xp, s K) = L7771 (X,

a1 y ar
[e'e] o0 o0 P
*
(13) ST S 1T e P < Chyroop IT]|
Ji=1 \ j2=1 Jm=1

for all continuous m-linear forms 7": X,,, x --- x X, — K.

Consider a continuous (m — 1)-linear operator A : X,, x --- x X, — (X, )*. Then, using our
hypothesis, we have

Am—2 E E
oo o) [e'e] Im—1
gm—1
(14) E E E ||A(ejl5"'7€jmfl)‘ (Xpp)*
Ji=1 \ j2=1 Jm—1=1
a1 L
— - q
oty 2\ B)T
) o0 0o 0o pr Pm
m
= E g E E ’(A (ejl’""ejﬂlfl))jm
Jj1=1 Jj2=1 Jm—1=1 Jm=1
a1 +
— —_— q
I9m—1 Z:ii a2 '
—F
(12) o S o 0o . Pm
= E E E E —1 Pm
- ’qj (A)(ej17"'7ej7n)‘
J1=1 jo2=1 Jm—-1=1 Jm=1

.....

for all continuous (m — 1)-linear operators A : X, x --- x X, | — (X,,.)". Since (X,,)" has cotype

max{p:,, 2}, by Theorem 2.2, the exponents q1, ..., ¢n—1 in (2.2) satisfy

P1s--sPm— P2, Pm— Pm—
(15) q1 2 Amlax{p:n)gl}u q2 Z )\man{p;*n,Qi’ e Qm—1 Z AmaXEpfn,Q}'
Since
1 1

T max{p;,.2}  p
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we have

)\Pl-----,mel o 1

max{p},,2} ~ 1 1 1
max{max{pi‘nﬂ} - (E oot mel) ’O}
1

- 1 1 1
max{l—(p—i*“ﬂm,l +;)=0}

— 5Pi7~~~7pm71;H

for all ¢ € {1,...,,m — 1}. Then, (15) can be re-stated as

Q1 Z 61)17“'71777171)”7 q2 Z 61)27“'71777171)”7 ey Qm—1 Z 517771717/1

and the proof is done.
(2)=(1). If the exponents q1, ..., ¢m—1 satisfy

T Z 51717“'717771717/"/, Q2 Z 51727“'71777171)”, ey Q1 Z 51777171)”7

we have, again, that the exponents q1, ..., ¢n_1 satisfy

q1 Z /\Zr)hm7PM71aQ2 Z A;?zq---ﬁpmfl, ey Q1 Z )\;7D_m717

with r = cot (X, )", Thus, by Theorem 2.2, there is a constant C'(X__p_ﬁ’”f)m . > 1 such that

dm—2 92 a1
ee] ee] [ee] Im—1
dm— (Xpm)
DIR D DR ED DI A C T[S < Gl T
Jji=1 Jj2=1 IJm—1=1

for all continuous m-linear operators T': X, x --- x X, | — (X, )".
We thus have

Gy —
Idm—1 q::,f a2
o o) 0o 0o Pin
P
E E § § |A(€j17'-'7ejm)| "
Ji=11 j2=1 Jm—-1=1 \Um=1
a1 L
I9m—2 92 a1
00 o 00 Im—1
qm—1
= E E E W(A)(ej,,---,€j ||
y y . H ( )( Jio Jm—1 Xpyn)
Jj1=1 Jj2=1 Jm—1=1

<G p"‘pm (A

= G5 1Al

for all continuous m-linear forms A : X, x--- x X,  — K.

Remark 3.1. The determination of the exact values of the constants involved in our main theorem is
probably a difficult task, as it happens with the Hardy-Littlewood inequalities (see [3, 4] and the references
therein). However when we are restricted to the bilinear case, with p; = ps» = 0o and o as the identity
map, it is not difficult to check that we recover the constant /2 from the Orlicz inequality.
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