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ARAZY-CWIKEL PROPERTY FOR QUASI-BANACH COUPLES

SERGEY V. ASTASHKIN AND PER G. NILSSON

Abstract. The main result of this paper establishes that the known Arazy-
Cwikel property holds for classes of uniformly K-monotone spaces in the quasi-
Banach setting provided that the initial couple is mutually closed. As a conse-
quence, we get that the class of all quasi-Banach K-spaces (i.e., interpolation
spaces which are described by the real K-method) with respect to an arbitrary
mutually closed Banach couple enjoys the Arazy-Cwikel property. Another
consequence complements some previous results by Bykov and Ovchinnikov,
showing that this property holds also for the class of all interpolation quasi-
Banach spaces with respect to a quasi-Banach couple whenever all the couples
involved have the uniform Calderón-Mityagin property. We apply these results
to some classical families of spaces.

1. Introduction

According to the classical result of the interpolation theory of operators, which
was obtained independently by Calderón [9] and Mityagin [31], a Banach function
space X on an arbitrary underlying measure space is an interpolation space with
respect to the couple (L1, L∞) on that measure space if and only if the following
monotonicity property1 holds: if f ∈ X , g ∈ L1 + L∞ and

∫ t

0

g∗ (s) ds ≤

∫ t

0

f ∗ (s) ds, t > 0

(where h∗ denotes the nonincreasing left-continuous rearrangement of |h|), then
g ∈ X and ‖g‖X ≤ ‖f‖X (for all undefined terminology see the next section).
Since Peetre [37, 38] had proved (cf. also a similar result due independently to

Oklander [34], and cf. also [23, pp. 158–159]) that the functional t 7→
∫ t

0
f ∗ (s) ds

is in fact the K-functional of the function f ∈ L1 + L∞ for the couple (L1, L∞),
the results of [9, 31] naturally led to the introduction of the following definition.
An intermediate Banach space X with respect to a Banach couple X = (X0, X1)
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is said to be K-monotone with respect to X if whenever elements x ∈ X and
y ∈ Σ

(

X
)

satisfy

K
(

t, y;X
)

≤ K
(

t, x;X
)

, for all t > 0,

it follows that y ∈ X . Moreover, if each interpolation Banach space with respect
to a Banach couple X is K-monotone, X is said to have the Calderón-Mityagin
property. As is well known now this property is shared by many Banach couples
and, in particular, by each couple (Lp, Lq), 1 ≤ p < q ≤ ∞ (see e.g. [42] or [12]).

Using the Calderón-Mityagin property of couples of Lp-spaces, Arazy and
Cwikel proved, in [1], that for all 1 ≤ p < q ≤ ∞ and for each underlying
measure space a Banach function space X is an interpolation space with respect
to the couple (Lp, Lq) if and only if X is such a space with respect to each of the
couples (L1, Lq) and (Lp, L∞), or more formally

(1.1) Int (Lp, Lq) = Int
(

L1, Lq
)

∩ Int (Lp, L∞)

(Int (X0, X1) denotes the class of all interpolation Banach spaces with respect
to a Banach couple X = (X0, X1)). This result somewhat resembles the well-
known interpolation Boyd theorem together with its one-sided refinements. In-
deed, the latter theorem reads that, for 1 ≤ p < q ≤ ∞, the condition 1/q <
α (X) ≤ β (X) < 1/p (α (X) and β (X) are the Boyd indices of X) ensures
that a rearrangement invariant space X belongs to the set Int (Lp, Lq) [25, The-
orem 2.b.11], while in the extreme case when 1 = p < q < ∞ (resp. 1 < p < q =
∞) the same result holds for each X such that X ∈ Int (L1, L∞) provided that
only the one-sided estimate α (X) > 1/q (resp. β (X) < 1/p) is valid (see [26]
and [3]).

Later on, Bykov and Ovchinnikov obtained a result similar to (1.1) for fami-
lies of interpolation spaces, corresponding to weighted couples of shift-invariant
ideal sequence spaces [7]. Moreover, let X0 and X1 be classical Lions-Peetre
K-spaces with respect to a Banach couple (A0, A1), i.e., X0 = (A0, A1)α0,p0,
X1 = (A0, A1)α1,p1, where 0 < αi < 1, 1 ≤ pi ≤ ∞, i = 0, 1. Then, from [7, The-
orem 2.9], in particular, it follows that for all 0 < θ < η < 1 and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞

(1.2) Int
(

Xθ,p, Xη,q

)

= Int
(

X0, Xη,q

)

∩ Int
(

Xθ,p, X1

)

.

Recently some results of Arazy-Cwikel type were proved also in the quasi-
Banach setting. So, relation (1.1) has been extended to the range 0 ≤ p < q ≤ ∞
and the classes of all interpolation quasi-Banach spaces with respect to the couples
of Lp-spaces of measurable functions on the semi-axis (0,∞) with the Lebesgue
measure [8] and the couples of sequence lp-spaces [2] (the definition of the extreme
spaces L0 and l0 see also in [8] and [2]).

On the other hand, already in [1], it was indicated that formula (1.2) fails to be
valid for all Banach couples (X0, X1). In contrast to that, the main result of this
paper establishes that the Arazy-Cwikel property holds if we consider classes of
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uniformly K-monotone (rather than of all interpolation) spaces even in the quasi-
Banach setting provided that the initial couple is mutually closed. Since in the
Banach case classes ofK-monotone andK spaces coincide [6, Theorem 4.1.11], we
immediately obtain that the class of all quasi-Banach K-spaces (i.e., interpolation
spaces which are described by the real K-method) with respect to an arbitrary
mutually closed Banach couple enjoys the Arazy-Cwikel property. Observe that
the latter result has been announced, without a proof, in [13] (see also [6, p.
672]).

By the well-known theorem due to Cwikel [12, Theorem 1], for every Ba-
nach couple X = (X0, X1) and all 0 < θ0, θ1 < 1, 1 ≤ p0, p1 ≤ ∞, the
couple

(

Xθ0,p0, Xθ1,p1

)

is uniformly K-monotone. Hence, the above-mentioned
result of [7] suggests that equality (1.2) holds for any uniformly K-monotone
Banach couple. Indeed, this statement is another consequence of our main theo-
rem. Moreover, we show that (1.2) is valid for an arbitrary quasi-Banach couple
X = (X0, X1) and all 0 < θ0, θ1 < 1, 0 < p0, p1 ≤ ∞ whenever all the couples
involved in (1.2) have the uniform Calderón-Mityagin property.

Let us describe briefly the content of the paper. In Section 2, we give pre-
liminaries with basic definitions and notation. We address some properties of
quasi-Banach spaces and lattices, which relate to their convexity, and necessary
definitions and results from interpolation theory. In the next section we collect
some auxiliary results, many of which are apparently to some extent known. Sec-
tion 4 contains the main results of the paper (Theorem 4.1 and Corollaries 4.2
and 4.4) related to the Arazy-Cwikel property for the Lions-Peetre K-spaces Xθ,p,
0 < θ < 1, 0 < p ≤ ∞, in the quasi-Banach setting. In conclusion, in Section 5,
we apply these results to some classical families of spaces.

The authors would like to thank Professor Michael Cwikel, whose work and
insight are behind the results announced in the paper [13].

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Quasi-Banach spaces and lattices. Recall that a (real) quasi-Banach
space X is a complete real vector space whose topology is given by a quasi-norm
x 7→ ‖x‖ which satisfy the conditions: ‖x‖ > 0 if x 6= 0, ‖αx‖ = |α|‖x‖, α ∈ R,
x ∈ X , and ‖x1 + x2‖X ≤ C(‖x1‖+ ‖x2‖) for some C > 0 and all x1, x2 ∈ X .

If a quasi-Banach space X is additionally a vector lattice such that ‖x‖ ≤ ‖y‖
whenever |x| ≤ |y|, we say that X is a quasi-Banach lattice (see [25], [30].)

Let X be a quasi-Banach lattice, xk ∈ X , k = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then, any element of
the form (

∑n
k=1 |xk|

p)1/p, 0 < p < ∞, can be defined by means of a ”homogeneous
functional calculus” in the quasi-Banach setting exactly as in the case of Banach
lattices (cf. [25, pp. 40-41], [21], [10]). A quasi-Banach lattice X is said to
be (lattice) p-convex, 0 < p ≤ ∞, if for some constant M and any xk ∈ X ,
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k = 1, 2, . . . , n we have

(2.1)
∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

k=1

|xk|
p
)1/p∥

∥

∥

X
≤ M

(

n
∑

k=1

‖xk‖
p
X

)1/p

if p < ∞,

with the usual modification for p = ∞ (see e.g. [25] for p ≥ 1 and [21] for p > 0).
By M (p) (X) we will denote the minimal value of M satisfying (2.1).

Next, we will use the so-called p-convexification procedure which just an ab-
stract description of the mapping f 7→ |f |psign f from Lr(µ), 0 < r < ∞, into
Lrp(µ). Note that in a general lattice X there is no meaning to the symbol xp

that makes us to introduce new algebraic operations in X (see [25, pp. 53-54]).

Let X be a quasi-Banach lattice with the algebraic operations denoted by +
and · and let p > 0. For every x, y ∈ X and α ∈ R we define

x⊕ y := (x1/p + y1/p)p and α⊙ x := αp · x,

where αp is |α|psignα. Then, the set X , endowed with the operations ⊕, ⊙ and
the same order as in X is a vector lattice, which denoted by X(p). Moreover,

|||x|||X(p) := ‖x‖
1/p
X is a lattice norm on X(p) and (X(p), ||| · |||X(p)) is a quasi-

Banach lattice for every 0 < p < ∞ [10, Proposition 1.2]. One can easily check
also that if X is r-convex with the constant M (r), then X(p) is pr-convex with
the same constant.

Note that if X is a quasi-Banach function lattice defined on some measure
space, X(p) can be identified with the space of functions f such that f p :=
|f |psign f ∈ X equipped with the norm |||f ||| = ‖ |f |p ‖1/p.

2.2. Interpolation of quasi-Banach spaces. Let us recall some basic con-
structions and definitions related to the interpolation theory of operators. For
more detailed information we refer to [4, 5, 6, 24, 36].

In this paper we are mainly concerned with interpolation within the class of
quasi-Banach spaces, while the linear bounded operators are considered as the
corresponding morphisms. A pair X = (X0, X1) of quasi-Banach spaces is called
a quasi-Banach couple ifX0 andX1 are both linearly and continuously embedded
in some Hausdorff topological vector space.

For each quasi-Banach coupleX = (X0, X1) we define the intersection ∆
(

X
)

=

X0 ∩ X1 and the sum Σ
(

X
)

= X0 + X1 as the quasi-Banach spaces equipped
with the quasi-norms

‖x‖∆(X) := max {‖x‖X0 , ‖x‖X1}

and

‖x‖Σ(X) := inf {‖x0‖X0 + ‖x1‖X1 : x = x0 + x1, xi ∈ Xi, i = 0, 1} ,

respectively.
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A quasi-Banach space X is called an intermediate space for a quasi-Banach
couple X = (X0, X1) if the continuous inclusions ∆

(

X
)

⊂ X ⊂ Σ
(

X
)

hold.

The set of intermediate spaces with respect to X will be denoted by I
(

X
)

or
I (X0, X1).

If X = (X0, X1) is a quasi-Banach couple, then we let L
(

X
)

(or L(X0, X1))

denote the space of all linear operators T : Σ
(

X
)

→ Σ
(

X
)

that are bounded on
Xi, i = 0, 1, equipped with the quasi-norm

‖T‖
L(X) := max

i=0,1
‖T‖Xi→Xi

.

Let X = (X0, X1) be a quasi-Banach couple and let X ∈ I
(

X
)

. Then, X

is said to be an interpolation space with respect to the couple X, if every op-
erator T∈ L

(

X
)

is bounded on X . Recall that, by the Aoki-Rolewicz theorem
(see e.g. [5, Lemma 3.10.1]), every quasi-Banach space is a F -space (i.e., the
topology in that space is generated by a complete invariant metric). In particu-
lar, this applies to the space L(X) which is obviously a quasi-Banach space with
respect to the quasi-norm T 7→ ‖T‖

L(X) and also with respect to the quasi-norm

T 7→ max(‖T‖
L(X), ‖T‖X→X) whenever the quasi-Banach space X is an inter-

polation space with respect to the quasi-Banach couple X = (X0, X1). As is
well known (see e.g. [40, Theorem 2.2.15]), the Closed Graph Theorem and the
equivalent Bounded Inverse Theorem (see e.g. [40, Corollary 2.2.12]) hold for
F -spaces. Therefore, exactly the same reasoning as required for the Banach case
(see Theorem 2.4.2 of [5, p. 28]) shows that, if X is an interpolation quasi-Banach
space with respect to a quasi-Banach couple X = (X0, X1), then there exists a
constant C > 0 such that for every T ∈ L(X) we have ‖T‖X→X ≤ C‖T‖

L(X).
The least constant C, satisfying the last inequality for all such T , is called the
interpolation constant of X with respect to the couple X . The collection of all
interpolation spaces with respect to the couple X will be denoted by Int

(

X
)

(or
Int (X0, X1)).

One of the most important ways of constructing interpolation spaces is based
on use of the Peetre K-functional, which is defined for an arbitrary quasi-Banach
couple X = (X0, X1), for every x ∈ Σ

(

X
)

and each t > 0 as follows:

(2.2) K(t, x;X) := inf{||x0||X0 + t||x1||X1 : x = x0 + x1, xi ∈ Xi, i = 0, 1}.

For each fixed x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

one can easily show that the function t 7→K(t, x;X) is
continuous, non-decreasing, concave and non-negative on (0,∞) [5, Lemma 3.1.1].

Let X be an intermediate quasi-Banach space with respect to a quasi-Banach
couple X = (X0, X1). Then, X is said to be a K-monotone space with respect
to the couple X if whenever elements x ∈ X and y ∈ Σ

(

X
)

satisfy

K
(

t, y;X
)

≤ K
(

t, x;X
)

, for all t > 0,

it follows that y ∈ X . If additionally ‖y‖X ≤ C ‖x‖X , for a constant C which does
not depend on x and y, then we say that X is a uniformly K−monotone space
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with respect to the couple X . The infimum of all constants C with this property
is referred as theK-monotonicity constant of X . Clearly, each K-monotone space
with respect to the couple X is an interpolation space with respect to this couple.
As was already defined in Introduction, a couple X has the Calderón-Mityagin
property whenever every interpolation quasi-Banach space with respect to X is
K-monotone. The collection of all uniformly K−monotone spaces with respect
to the couple X will be denoted by IntKM

(

X
)

(or IntKM (X0, X1)).

Suppose E is a quasi-Banach function lattice on (0,∞) (with respect to the
usual Lebesgue measure and a.e. order) and w : (0,∞) → R is a nonnegative
measurable function. Then, E(w) is the weighted quasi-Banach function lattice
with the norm ‖x‖E(w) := ‖xw‖E. In particular, in what follows, by L∞ we
denote the couple (L∞, L∞(1/t)).

In particular, if E = Lp
(

t−θ, dt
t

)

(i.e., the weighted space Lp
(

t−θ
)

on (0,∞)

equipped with the measure dt
t
), where 0 < θ < 1, 0 < p ≤ ∞, we get the classical

Lions-Peetre K-spaces Xθ,p endowed with the quasi-norms

‖x‖Xθ,p
:=

(
∫

∞

0

(

K
(

t, x;X
)

t−θ
)p dt

t

)1/p

(with usual modification if p = ∞), see [5].

One of the most important properties of the real K-method is the following
reiteration theorem due to Brudnyi-Kruglyak (see e.g. [6, Theorem 3.3.24]). If
E0, E1 are quasi-Banach function lattices such that E0, E1 ∈ Int

(

L∞

)

, then for

every quasi-Banach couple X = (X0, X1) we have

(2.3) K
(

t, x;XE0:K , XE1:K

)

∼= K (t,K (·, x;X0, X1) ;E0, E1) , t > 0,

with some constants independent of x ∈ XE0:K + XE1:K . This implies that for
every quasi-Banach function lattice F on (0,∞)

(2.4)
(

XE0:K , XE1:K

)

F :K
= XE:K,

where E := (E0, E1)F :K .

If X = (X0, X1) is a quasi-Banach couple and X is an intermediate space with
respect to X , then the relative closure Xc of X consists of all x ∈ Σ

(

X
)

for

which there exists a bounded sequence {xn} ⊂ X, converging to x in Σ
(

X
)

. The
norm in Xc is taken as the infimum of all bounds of such sequences in X . Note
that K

(

t, x;X
)

= K
(

t, x;Xc
)

for all x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

and t > 0, where Xc = (Xc
0, X

c
1)

(see [11, Lemma 2]). We will say that a space X ∈ I
(

X
)

is relatively closed in

Σ
(

X
)

whenever X = Xc with equivalence of norms2. A quasi-Banach couple is
said to be mutually closed (or Gagliardo couple) if both spaces X0 and X1 are
relatively closed in Σ

(

X
)

.

2This differs from the usual definition saying that a space X is relatively closed in Σ
(

X
)

if

Xc = X isometrically (see, for instance, [24, Definition I.1.4] or [6, Definition 2.2.16]).
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Clearly, for every quasi-Banach couple X = (X0, X1) we have X0 ⊂ XL∞:K and
X1 ⊂ XL∞(1/t):K with constant 1. Moreover, a couple X = (X0, X1) is mutually

closed if and only if the opposite embeddings XL∞:K ⊂ X0 and XL∞(1/t):K ⊂ X1

hold, i.e.,

‖x‖X0
∼= sup

t>0
K(t, x;X0, X1) and ‖x‖X1

∼= sup
t>0

1

t
K(t, x;X0, X1)

with constants independent of x ∈ (X0, X1)L∞:K and x ∈ (X0, X1)L∞(1/t):K , re-
spectively (see, for instance, [6, Lemma 2.2.21, p.123] or [36, p. 384]).

Let X = (X0, X1) be a quasi-Banach couple and let x ∈ X0 +X1, x 6= 0. The
orbit Orb(x;X) of x with respect to the class of operators L(X) is the linear
space

{

Tx : T ∈ L(X)
}

, which is equipped with the quasi-norm defined by

‖y‖Orb(x) := inf
{

‖T‖
L(X) : y = Tx, T ∈ L(X)

}

.

Since any orbit Orb(x;X) can be regarded as a quotient of the quasi-Banach
space L(X), it is a quasi-Banach space itself. If for every nonzero x ∈ X0 +X1

there exists a linear functional x∗ ∈ (X0 +X1)
∗ with 〈x, x∗〉 6= 0 then X0 ∩X1 is

contained in Orb (x;X0, X1) continuously (see e.g. [36, Section 1.6, p. 368]). It is
easy to see that then, moreover, each orbit Orb

(

x;X
)

is an interpolation space
between X0 and X1.

A similar notion may be defined also by using the K-functional. If X =
(X0, X1) is a quasi-Banach couple, then the K−orbit OrbK

(

x;X
)

of an element

x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

, x 6= 0, is the space of all y ∈ Σ
(

X
)

such that the quasi-norm

‖y‖OrbK(x) := sup
t>0

K
(

t, y;X
)

K
(

t, x;X
)

is finite.

It is obvious that for every quasi-Banach couple (X0, X1) and each x ∈ X0+X1

we have the continuous embedding Orb(x;X)⊂OrbK
(

x;X
)

with constant 1. A

quasi-Banach couple X = (X0, X1) has the Calderón-Mityagin property if and
only if the opposite embedding OrbK(x;X)⊂Orb

(

x;X
)

holds for each x ∈ X0 +

X1, i.e., if for every y ∈ OrbK(x;X) there exists an operator T ∈ L(X) such that
y = Tx. Moreover, X = (X0, X1) has the uniform Calderón-Mityagin property if
and only if additionally we can choose T ∈ L(X) so that ‖T‖

L(X) ≤ C ‖y‖ OrbK(x),
where C is independent of x and y.

2.3. Quasi-Banach lattice couples. Suppose X0 and X1 are two quasi-Banach
lattices. We will say that X = (X0, X1) is a quasi-Banach lattice couple if there
exists a Hausdorff topological vector lattice H such that both X0 and X1 are
embedded into H via a continuous, interval preserving, lattice homeomorphism
(see e.g. [39]). Then, one can easily check that the intersection ∆

(

X
)

and the

sum Σ
(

X
)

are quasi-Banach lattices.
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Suppose that a quasi-Banach lattice X is intermediate with respect to a quasi-
Banach lattice couple X = (X0, X1) as a quasi-Banach space. We will say that
X is an intermediate quasi-Banach lattice with respect to X if the canonical
embeddings I∆ : ∆

(

X
)

→ X and IΣ : X → Σ
(

X
)

are continuous, interval

preserving, lattice homeomorphisms (see [6] and [39]). By I
(

X
)

we will denote

in this case the set of all intermediate quasi-Banach lattices with respect to X.

Observe that every K-monotone quasi-Banach lattice with respect to a quasi-
Banach lattice couple is, in fact, uniform K-monotone. This can be proved by
a simple modification of the arguments for the Banach lattice case used in [14,
Theorem 6.1].

We will say that a quasi-Banach lattice couple X = (X0, X1) is p-convex if
both spaces X0 and X1 are p-convex.

2.4. The cone Conv and K-functionals. Let Conv denote the cone of all
continuous, concave, non-negative functions defined on the half-line (0,∞). Each
f ∈ Conv is a nondecreasing function such that the function t 7→ f (t) /t is
nonincreasing. Consequently, f (t) ≤ max (1, t/s) f (s), 0 < s, t < ∞, and thus
Conv is a subset of the space Σ

(

L∞

)

= L∞ (min(1, 1/s)) and for any f ∈ Conv
we have ‖f‖Σ(L∞) = f (1) .

Note that, for every quasi-Banach couple X and any x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

, the function

t 7→ K
(

t, x;X
)

belongs to the cone Conv. Moreover, for each function h ∈ Σ(L∞)

the function t 7→ K
(

t, h;L∞

)

is the least concave majorant of |h| on (0,∞) [15]
(see also [6, Proposition 3.1.17]). Given a set U ⊆ Conv, a quasi-Banach couple
X is called U-abundant if for every f ∈ U there exists x ∈ Σ

(

X
)

such that

K
(

t, x;X
)

∼= f(t), t > 0,

with equivalence constants independent of f (see [6, Definition 4.4.8])3. In par-
ticular, if U = {K

(

·, x; Y
)

, x ∈ Σ
(

Y
)

} for some quasi-Banach couple Y , we will

say that X is Y -abundant.

One can check easily that the couple L∞ is Conv-abundant. Therefore, a
quasi-Banach couple X is L∞-abundant if and only if it is Conv-abundant.

The notation A � B means that there exists a positive constant C with A ≤
C · B for all applicable values of the arguments (parameters) of the functions
(expressions) A and B. We will write A ∼= B if A � B and B � A.

3. Auxiliary results

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a p-convex quasi-Banach lattice, p ∈ (0, 1). Then the
1/p-convexification X(1/p) of X has an equivalent lattice norm and hence X(1/p)

is lattice isomorphic to a Banach lattice.

3This property is referred sometimes as the K-surjectivity of a couple, see e.g. [33, p. 217].
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Proof. Let M (p) be the p-convexity constant of X . Hence, if xi ∈ X(1/p), i =
1, 2 . . . , n, then from definition of the (1/p)-convexification X(1/p) (see Section
2.1) it follows

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

i=1

⊕xi

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

X(1/p)

≤ (M (p))p
n
∑

i=1

‖xi‖X(1/p) .

Now, a straightforward inspection shows that the functional

‖‖x‖‖ := inf

{

n
∑

i=1

‖xi‖X(1/p) : |x| ≤

n
∑

i=1

⊕ |xi| , xi ∈ X(1/p)

}

is a lattice norm on the space X(1/p), which is equivalent to the original quasi-
norm. �

Some variants of the next result in the Banach case are well known (see e.g.
[25, Proposition 2.g.6]).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose X = (X0, X1) is a p-convex quasi-Banach lattice
couple, p > 0. Then Σ

(

X
)

is a p-convex lattice and

M (p)
(

Σ
(

X
))

≤ max(21−1/p, 22/p−2)max
i=0,1

M (p) (Xi) .

Proof. We will assume that 0 < p ≤ 1. The case when p > 1 can be treated
similarly.

Let xi ∈ Σ
(

X
)

, i = 1, 2, . . . , n, and let xi = x0
i + x1

i be an arbitrary represen-
tation, with x0

i ∈ X0, x
1
i ∈ X1. Then, we have

(

n
∑

i=1

|xi|
p

)1/p

≤

(

n
∑

i=1

(∣

∣x0
i

∣

∣

p
+
∣

∣x1
i

∣

∣

p)

)1/p

≤ 21/p−1





(

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣x0
i

∣

∣

p

)1/p

+

(

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣x1
i

∣

∣

p

)1/p


 .



10 SERGEY V. ASTASHKIN AND PER G. NILSSON

Therefore,
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

i=1

|xi|
p

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Σ(X)

≤ 21−p

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣x0
i

∣

∣

p

)1/p

+

(

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣x1
i

∣

∣

p

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Σ(X)

≤ 21−p





∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣x0
i

∣

∣

p

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

X0

+

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣x1
i

∣

∣

p

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

X1





p

≤ 21−pmax
i=0,1

M (p) (Xi)
p





(

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥x0
i

∥

∥

p

X0

)1/p

+

(

n
∑

i=1

∥

∥x1
i

∥

∥

p

X1

)1/p




p

≤ 21−pmax
i=0,1

M (p) (Xi)
p

n
∑

i=1

(

∥

∥x0
i

∥

∥

p

X0
+
∥

∥x1
i

∥

∥

p

X1

)

≤ 22−2pmax
i=0,1

M (p) (Xi)
p

(

n
∑

i=1

(

∥

∥x0
i

∥

∥

X0
+
∥

∥x1
i

∥

∥

X1

)

)p

.

Now passing in the right-hand side to the infimum over all admissible repre-
sentations xi = x0

i + x1
i , i = 1, 2, . . . , n, we obtain

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

i=1

|xi|
p

)1/p
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

Σ(X)

≤ 22−2p

(

max
i=0,1

M (p) (Xi)

)p n
∑

i=1

‖xi‖
p

Σ(X)
,

which completes the proof. �

The following simple fact is well-known in the case of Banach function lattices
(see e.g. [27], [6, Proposition 3.1.15], [28] and [29, Lemma 1]).

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a quasi-Banach lattice couple. Then for every x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

and all t > 0 we have

K
(

t, x;X
)

= K
(

t, |x|;X
)

= inf
{

‖x0‖X0
+ t ‖x1‖X1

: |x| = x0 + x1, 0 ≤ x0 ∈ X0, 0 ≤ x1 ∈ X1

}

= inf
{

‖x0‖X0
+ t ‖x1‖X1

: |x| ≤ x0 + x1, 0 ≤ x0 ∈ X0, 0 ≤ x1 ∈ X1

}

.

Proof. Denote by A(t, x) (resp. B(t, x)) the first (resp. second) infimum in the
statement of the lemma.

Let x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

and |x| ≤ x0 + x1, 0 ≤ xi ∈ Xi. Then, by the decomposition
property (see e.g. [25, p. 2]), we may write |x| = y0 + y1, where 0 ≤ yi ≤ |xi|,
i = 0, 1. Hence, yi ∈ Xi and ‖yi‖Xi

≤ ‖xi‖Xi
, i = 0, 1. Thus,

‖x0‖X0
+ t ‖x1‖X1

≥ ‖y0‖X0
+ t ‖y1‖X1

≥ A(t, x).

Passing to the infimum in the left-hand side of this inequality, we deduce that
B(t, x) ≥ A(t, x). Since the opposite inequality is obvious, we get A(t, x) =
B(t, x).
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Next, if x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

and |x| = x0 + x1, xi ∈ Xi, then |x| ≤ |x0|+ |x1| and hence

‖x0‖X0
+ t ‖x1‖X1

≥ B(t, x).

Therefore, K
(

t, |x|;X
)

≥ B(t, x). It is clear also that K
(

t, |x|;X
)

≤ A(t, x).
Summing up, we have

(3.1) K
(

t, |x|;X
)

= A(t, x) = B(t, x).

Let now x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

and x = x0 + x1, xi ∈ Xi. Then |x| ≤ |x0| + |x1|, which
implies as above that

(3.2) K
(

t, x;X
)

≥ B(t, x).

Conversely, assume that x ∈ Σ
(

X
)

, |x| = x0 + x1 and 0 ≤ xi ∈ Xi. Denoting
x+ = x∨0, x− = (−x)∨0, we set z0 := x0∧x+−x0∧x− and z1 := x1∧x+−x1∧x−.
Clearly, zi ∈ Xi and, since xi ≤ |x| (see also [25, Theorem 1.d.1] or [21, p. 142]),
we have

‖zi‖Xi
≤ ‖xi ∧ x+ + xi ∧ x−‖Xi

= ‖xi ∧ |x|‖Xi
= ‖xi‖Xi

, i = 0, 1.

Moreover,

z0 + z1 = (x0 ∧ x+ + x1 ∧ x+)− (x0 ∧ x− + x1 ∧ x−)

= (x0 + x1) ∧ x+ − (x0 + x1) ∧ x− = x+ − x− = x.

Thus,

‖x0‖X0
+ t ‖x1‖X1

≥ ‖z0‖X0
+ t ‖z1‖X1

≥ K
(

t, x;X
)

,

whence

A(t, x) ≥ K
(

t, x;X
)

.

Combining this together with (3.1) and (3.2), we complete the proof. �

Proposition 3.4. Let p > 0 and X = (X0, X1) be a p-convex quasi-Banach lattice

couple. Then Σ(X(1/p)) = Σ
(

X
)(1/p)

. Moreover, for arbitrary x ∈ Σ(X(1/p)) and
all t > 0 we have

(3.3) min(22p−2, 21−p) min
i=0,1

(M (p) (Xi))
−pK(t1/p, x;X)p ≤ K(t, x;X(1/p))

and

(3.4) K(t, x;X(1/p)) ≤ max(2p−1, 21−p)K(t1/p, x;X)p.

Proof. For definiteness, we consider again only the case when 0 < p ≤ 1. More-
over, by Lemma 3.3, we can (and will) assume that x ≥ 0.

Suppose first x ∈ Σ(X(1/p)). Take any decomposition x = x0⊕x1 = (xp
0+xp

1)
1/p

with 0 ≤ x0 ∈ X
(1/p)
0 , 0 ≤ x1 ∈ X

(1/p)
1 . Since X0 and X1 are p-convex, then, by
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Proposition 3.2, the sum X0+t1/pX1 is p-convex for every t > 0 with the constant
Cp := max(21−1/p, 22/p−2)maxi=0,1M

(p) (Xi) . Consequently,

K(t1/p, x;X)p = ‖x‖p
X0+t1/pX1

= ‖(xp
0 + xp

1)
1/p‖p

X0+t1/pX1

≤ Cp
p (‖x0‖

p

X0+t1/pX1
+ ‖x1‖

p

X0+t1/pX1
)

≤ Cp
p (‖x0‖

p
X0

+ (t1/p‖x1‖X1)
p)

= Cp
p (‖x0‖X(1/p)

0
+ t‖x1‖X(1/p)

1
).

Thus, x ∈ Σ
(

X
)(1/p)

and from Lemma 3.3 it follows that

K(t1/p, x;X)p ≤ Cp
pK(t, x;X(1/p)),

which is equivalent to inequality (3.3).

Conversely, let x ∈ Σ
(

X
)(1/p)

and x = y0+ y1, with 0 ≤ y0 ∈ X0, 0 ≤ y1 ∈ X1.

Then, since 0 < p ≤ 1, we have x ≤ (yp0 + yp1)
1/p. Applying once more the

decomposition property to the lattice Σ
(

X
)(1/p)

(see [25, p. 2]), we may write

x = (xp
0 + xp

1)
1/p, where 0 ≤ xi ≤ yi, i = 0, 1. Since this implies that xi ∈ X

(1/p)
i ,

i = 0, 1, it follows that x ∈ Σ(X(1/p)) and moreover

K(t, x;X(1/p)) ≤ ‖x0‖X(1/p)
0

+ t‖x1‖X(1/p)
1

= ‖x0‖
p
X0

+ t‖x1‖
p
X1

≤ ‖y0‖
p
X0

+ t‖y1‖
p
X1

≤ 21−p(‖y0‖X0 + t1/p‖y1‖X1)
p.

Applying Lemma 3.3, we see that this inequality implies (3.4). Therefore, the
proof is completed. �

Proposition 3.5. If X = (X0, X1) is a quasi-Banach couple, then for arbitrary
E2, E3 ∈ Int

(

L∞

)

we have

XE2:K +XE3;K = XE2+E3;K .

Proof. Let x ∈ XE2+E3;K . Then K(·, x;X) ∈ E2 + E3 and so, by Lemma 3.3,
K(·, x;X) = f2(·) + f3(·), where 0 ≤ f2 ∈ E2, 0 ≤ f3 ∈ E3 and

(3.5) ‖x‖XE2+E3;K
� ‖f2‖E2 + ‖f3‖E3

with some constant independent of x. Moreover, since E2, E3 ∈ Int
(

L∞

)

, we
may assume that f2, f3 ∈ Conv. Therefore, by a weak version of K-divisibility
property, which holds for quasi-Banach couples [6, Theorem 3.2.12], we can find a
decomposition x = x2+x3 such that K

(

t, xi;X
)

≤ γfi(t), i = 2, 3, for a universal
constant γ and all t > 0. Combining these inequalities with (3.5), we get

‖x‖XE2+E3;K
� ‖K

(

t, x2;X
)

‖E2 + ‖K
(

t, x3;X
)

‖E3

= ‖x2‖XE2;K
+ ‖x3‖XE3;K

≥ ‖x‖XE2:K
+XE3;K

,

whence
XE2+E3;K ⊂ XE2:K +XE3;K .
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To prove the opposite embedding, assume that x ∈ XE2:K + XE3;K . Then,
x = x2 + x3, with xi ∈ XEi:K , i = 2, 3, and

‖x‖XE2:K
+XE3;K

� ‖x2‖XE2:K
+ ‖x3‖XE3:K

with some constant independent of x. Therefore, since

K
(

t, x;X
)

≤ max(C0, C1)
(

K
(

t, x2;X
)

+K
(

t, x3;X
))

, t > 0,

where Ci is the constant in the quasi-triangle inequality for Xi, i = 0, 1, we have

‖x‖XE2+E3;K
= ‖K

(

·, x;X
)

‖E2+E3

� ‖K
(

·, x2;X
)

‖E2 + ‖K
(

·, x3;X
)

‖E3

= ‖x2‖XE2;K
+ ‖x3‖XE3;K

� ‖x‖XE2:K
+XE3;K

,

which implies that
XE2:K +XE3;K ⊂ XE2+E3;K ,

and the proposition is proved. �

For some versions of the next result see [6, Theorem 3.6.7, p. 415] and [32,
Theorem 3.20]. Recall that a quasi-Banach function lattice E on a measure space
(T,Σ, µ) has the Fatou property if from xn ∈ E, n = 1, 2, . . . , supn=1,2,... ‖xn‖E <
∞ and xn → x a.e. on T it follows that x ∈ E and ||x||E ≤ lim infn→∞ ||xn||E.
Observe that such a lattice E has the Fatou property whenever from xn ∈ E, xn ≥
0, n = 1, 2, . . . , and xn ↑ x a.e. on T it follows that x ∈ E and limn→∞ ‖xn‖E =
‖x‖E .

Proposition 3.6. Let X = (X0, X1) be a quasi-Banach couple and let X2 =
(X0, X1)E2:K

, X3 = (X0, X1)E3;K
, where E2, E3 ∈ Int

(

L∞

)

. Suppose that at
least one of the following conditions holds:

(a) (E2, E3) is a mutually closed quasi-Banach couple;
(b) E2 and E3 are relatively complete spaces with respect to the couple L∞;
(c) E2 and E3 have the Fatou property.
Then, the couple (X2, X3) is mutually closed.

Proof. Assuming the condition (a) to be hold, we have

‖f‖E2
∼= sup

t>0
K(t, f ;E2, E3) and ‖f‖E3

∼= sup
t>0

1

t
K(t, f ;E2, E3),

with some constants independent of f (see Section2.2 or [6, Lemma 2.2.21 p.123]
or [36, p. 384]). Moreover, by the reiteration theorem (see equivalence (2.3) or
[6, Theorem 3.3.11]),

K (t, x;X2, X3) ∼= K
(

t,K
(

·, x;X
)

;E2, E3

)

, t > 0,

with constants independent of x ∈ X2 +X3. Therefore,

sup
t>0

K (t, x;X2, X3) ∼= sup
t>0

K
(

t,K
(

·, x;X
)

;E2, E3

)

∼= ‖K
(

·, x;X
)

‖E2 = ‖x‖E2
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and similarly

sup
t>0

1

t
K (t, x;X2, X3) ∼= sup

t>0

1

t
K
(

t,K
(

·, x;X
)

;E2, E3

)

∼= ‖K
(

·, x;X
)

‖E3 = ‖x‖E3 .

This implies that the couple (X2, X3) is mutually closed.
Since E2, E3 ∈ Int

(

L∞

)

, then the condition (a) is a consequence of (b). Hence,
the result follows also in the case (b).

Finally, assume that the condition (c) holds. Suppose that {xn} is a sequence
from E2 such that C := supn=1,2,... ‖xn‖E2 < ∞ and xn → x in Σ

(

L∞

)

. Then,
xn → x a.e. on (0,∞). Therefore, since E2 has the Fatou property, we obtain
that x ∈ E2 and ‖x‖E2 ≤ C. As a result, E2 is a relatively complete space with
respect to the couple L∞. Since the same result holds for E3, we get (b). This
completes the proof. �

In particular, since the space Lp
(

t−θ, dt
t

)

is relatively complete with respect to

the couple L∞ for all 0 < θ < 1 and 0 < p ≤ ∞, we have

Corollary 3.7. For every quasi-Banach couple X = (X0, X1) and all 0 < θ0, θ1 <
1, 0 < p0, p1 ≤ ∞ the couple

(

Xθ0,p0, Xθ1,p1

)

is mutually closed.

Remark 3.8. The result of Corollary 3.7 is well known in the case when X =
(X0, X1) is a Banach couple and 1 ≤ p0, p1 ≤ ∞. Indeed, then

(

Xθ0,p0, Xθ1,p1

)

is a K-monotone Banach couple [12, Theorem 1] and hence it is mutually closed
[11, Lemma 3].

4. Main results

In [13], it was announced a statement, asserting that the class of all K-spaces
with respect to a Banach couple possesses the Arazy-Cwikel property (see also [6,
p. 672]). Below we give a proof of this result for mutually closed Banach couples
(see Corollary 4.4). In fact, by using some ideas due to Bykov-Ovchinnikov [7], we
obtain here some more general results of such type in the quasi-Banach setting.

The following main result of this paper establishes the Arazy-Cwikel property
for the class of K-monotone spaces with respect to an arbitrary mutually closed
quasi-Banach couple.

Theorem 4.1. Let X = (X0, X1) be a mutually closed quasi-Banach couple.
Then, for all 0 < θ < η < 1 and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞ we have

(4.1) IntKM
(

Xθ,p, Xη,q

)

= IntKM
(

X0, Xη,q

)

∩ IntKM
(

Xθ,p, X1

)

.

Since the classes of K-monotone and interpolation spaces for couples with the
uniform Calderón-Mityagin property coincide, we immediately get the following
result, extending thereby some results due to Bykov-Ovchinnikov [7] (see Intro-
duction) to the quasi-Banach case.
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Corollary 4.2. Suppose X = (X0, X1) is a mutually closed quasi-Banach couple
such that the couples

(

Xθ,p, Xη,q

)

,
(

X0, Xη,q

)

and
(

Xθ,p, X1

)

have the uniform
Calderón-Mityagin property for all 0 < θ < η < 1 and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞. Then,

(4.2) Int
(

Xθ,p, Xη,q

)

= Int
(

X0, Xη,q

)

∩ Int
(

Xθ,p, X1

)

.

Remark 4.3. In the Banach case the conditions of the last corollary may be
relaxed (see, for instance, [12, Theorem 1],[16, Theorem 2],[33, Theorem 4.17]
and [6, Theorem 4.4.18]). In particular, (4.2) holds for every Banach couple
X = (X0, X1) with the uniform Calderón-Mityagin property for all 0 < θ < η < 1
and 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞.

It seems to be unknown by now whether the classes of K-monotone and K-
spaces coincide in the quasi-Banach setting. At the same time, it is well known
that this coincidence holds in the Banach case [6, Theorem 4.1.11] (see also [33,
Corollary 4.3]). Therefore, from Theorem 4.1 it follows

Corollary 4.4. If X = (X0, X1) is an arbitrary mutually closed Banach couple,
then

IntK
(

Xθ,p, Xη,q

)

= IntK
(

X0, Xη,q

)

∩ IntK
(

Xθ,p, X1

)

for all 0 < θ < η < 1 and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞.

To prove the above results we need some additional notions and auxiliary as-
sertions.

Lemma 4.5. Let E and F be quasi-Banach function lattices such that E, F ∈
Int

(

L∞

)

. Then, the following continuous embeddings hold:

(L∞ + F ) ∩ (E + L∞ (1/t)) ⊂ E + F

(L∞ ∩ F ) + (E ∩ L∞ (1/t)) ⊃ E ∩ F.

Proof. Suppose x ∈ (L∞ + F )∩(E + L∞ (1/t)). Then, on the one hand, x = x0+
x1, where x0 ∈ L∞ and x1 ∈ F . Since F ∈ Int

(

L∞

)

, we have xχ[1,∞) = x0χ[1,∞)+
x1χ[1,∞) ∈ F and ‖xχ[1,∞)‖F � ‖x‖L∞+F . On the other hand, x = x′

0 + x′

1, where
x′

0 ∈ E and x′

1 ∈ L∞(1/t). As above, we get xχ[0,1] = x′

0χ[0,1] + x′

1χ[0,1] ∈ E
and ‖xχ[0,1]‖E � ‖x‖E+L∞(1/t). Consequently, x = xχ[0,1] + xχ[1,∞) ∈ E + F and
‖x‖E+F � ‖x‖(L∞+F )∩(E+L∞(1/t)).

Since the second embedding can be proved quite similarly, we skip its proof. �

Let X = (X0, X1) be a mutually closed quasi-Banach couple and let X2, X3 be
quasi-Banach spaces such that X2 ∈ IntK (X0, X3), X3 ∈ IntK (X2, X1) and both
couples (X0, X3) and (X2, X1) are mutually closed. We will call such a collection
{X,X2, X3} admissible.

Remark 4.6. Further, the following sufficient condition for the admissibility of a
collection {X,X2, X3} will be useful.

Assume that X = (X0, X1) is a mutually closed quasi-Banach couple and X2,
X3 are quasi-Banach spaces such that X2 ∈ IntK (X0, X3), X3 ∈ IntK (X2, X1).
Then, by the reiteration theorem for the K-method (see (2.4) or [6, Theo-
rem 3.3.11]), X2, X3 ∈ IntK (X0, X1) and hence there are parameters E2, E3 ∈
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Int
(

L∞

)

with X2 = (X0, X1)E2:K
, X3 = (X0, X1)E3;K

. Moreover, by the hypoth-

esis, X0 = (X0, X1)L∞:K and X1 = (X0, X1)L∞(1/t);K . Then, applying Proposition

3.6 to the couples (X0, X3) and (X2, X1), we conclude that they are mutually
closed. Hence, the collection {X,X2, X3} is admissible.

Recall that I (X, Y ) denotes the set of all intermediate spaces with respect to
a quasi-Banach couple (X, Y ).

Lemma 4.7. Let X = (X0, X1) be a quasi-Banach couple and {X,X2, X3} be an
admissible collection. Then, we have

I (X2, X3) = I (X0, X3) ∩ I (X2, X1) .

Proof. Suppose first X ∈ I (X2, X3), i.e., X2 ∩X3 ⊆ X ⊆ X2 +X3. Since X2 ∈
Int (X0, X3), it follows that X0 ∩X3 ⊆ X2 ⊆ X0 +X3. Hence, X0 ∩X3 ⊆ X ⊆
X0 +X3, which means that X ∈ I (X0, X3). In the same way, X ∈ I (X2, X1).

Conversely, assume that X ∈ I (X0, X3) ∩ I (X2, X1), i.e., X0 ∩ X3 ⊆ X ⊆
X0 +X3 and X2 ∩X1 ⊆ X ⊆ X2 +X1. Then, in particular,

X ⊆ (X0 +X3) ∩ (X2 +X1) .

It is clear also that X0 ⊆ XL∞:K , X1 ⊆ XL∞(1/t):K . Combining this with the

equalities X2 = XE2:K , X3 = XE3;K , by Proposition 3.5, we conclude

(X0 +X3) ∩ (X2 +X1) ⊆ XL∞+E3:K ∩XE2+L∞(1/t):K = XE:K ,

where E := (L∞ + E3) ∩ (E2 + L∞ (1/t)). On the other hand, by Lemma 4.5,
E ⊂ E2 + E3, and so from Proposition 3.5 it follows

XE:K ⊂ XE2+E3:K = XE2:K +XE3:K = X2 +X3.

As a result, the last embeddings yield X ⊆ X2 +X3.
Similarly,

X ⊃ X0 ∩X3 +X2 ∩X1 = XE′ :K ,

where E
′

:= (L∞ ∩ E3) + (E2 ∩ L∞ (1/t)). Again applying Lemma 4.5, we get

XE
′
:K ⊃ XE2∩E3:K = XE2:K ∩XE3:K = X2 ∩X3

and hence X2 ∩X3 ⊆ X . Thus, X ∈ I (X2, X3), which completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.8. Let {X,X2, X3} be an admissible collection. The following embed-
dings hold:

(a) IntK (X2, X3) ⊆ IntK (X0, X3) ∩ IntK (X2, X1);
(b) IntKM (X2, X3) ⊆ IntKM (X0, X3) ∩ IntKM (X2, X1).

Proof. Observe first that, thanks to Lemma 4.7, either of the conditions X ∈
IntK (X2, X3) and X ∈ IntKM (X2, X3) implies that

X ∈ I (X0, X3) ∩ I (X2, X1) .

(a) Suppose X ∈ IntK (X2, X3), i.e., X = (X2, X3)E:K for some E ∈ Int
(

L∞

)

.
According to the definition of an admissible collection, X3 = (X0, X3)L∞(1/t):K and

there are F2, F3 ∈ Int
(

L∞

)

such that X2 = (X0, X3)F2:K
, X3 = (X2, X1)F3:K

.
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Therefore, again by the reiteration theorem (see (2.3) or [6, Theorem 3.3.11]),
with constants independent of x ∈ X2 +X3, we have

(4.3) K (t, x;X2, X3) ∼= K (t,K (·, x;X0, X3) ;F2, L
∞(1/t)) , t > 0.

Consequently, X = (X0, X3)EX :K , where EX = (F2, L
∞(1/t))E:K . Hence, X ∈

IntK (X0, X3). In the same way, X ∈ IntK (X2, X1).
(b) Let X ∈ IntKM (X2, X3). Suppose that x ∈ X and y ∈ X0 +X3 satisfy

K (t, y;X0, X3) ≤ K (t, x;X0, X3) , t > 0.

Then, by (4.3),

K (1, K (·, y;X0, X3) ;F2, L
∞(1/t)) ≤ CK (1, K (·, x;X0, X3) ;F2, L

∞(1/t)) < ∞,

that is,

K (·, y;X0, X3) ∈ F2 + L∞(1/t).

Thus, by Proposition 3.5, we obtain

y ∈ (X0, X3)F2+L∞(1/t):K = (X0, X3)F2:K
+ (X0, X3)L∞(1/t):K = X2 +X3

and hence from (4.3) and similar equivalence for y we infer

K (t, y;X2, X3) � K (t, x;X2, X3) , t > 0.

Therefore, by the assumption, y ∈ X and so X ∈ IntKM (X0, X3). In the same
way, X ∈ IntKM (X2, X1). �

The following definition is inspired by some results due to Bykov and Ovchin-
nikov [7].

Definition 4.9. We will say that an admissible collection {X,X2, X3}, where
X = (X0, X1), has additive K-orbits whenever for each x ∈ X2+X3 the equality

OrbK (x;X2, X3) = OrbK (x;X0, X3) +OrbK (x;X2, X1)

holds uniformly with respect to x.

Lemma 4.10. If an admissible collection {X,X2, X3} has additive K-orbits, then

IntKM (X0, X3) ∩ IntKM (X2, X1) = IntKM (X2, X3) .

Proof. In view of Lemma 4.8(b), it suffices only to prove the embedding

IntKM (X0, X3) ∩ IntKM (X2, X1) ⊂ IntKM (X2, X3) .

First, if X ∈ IntKM (X0, X3) ∩ IntKM (X2, X1). Then, by Lemma 4.7, X ∈
I (X2, X3). To prove that X ∈ IntKM (X2, X3), assume that x ∈ X and y ∈
X2 +X3 satisfy

K (t, y;X2, X3) ≤ K (t, x;X2, X3) , t > 0.

Therefore, y ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X3) and ‖y‖OrbK(x;X2,X3) ≤ 1. Thus, by the assump-

tion, y = y3 + y2, where y3 ∈ OrbK (x;X0, X3), y2 ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X1),

K (t, y3;X0, X3) ≤ CK (t, x;X0, X3) , t > 0,
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and

K (t, y2;X2, X1) ≤ CK (t, x;X2, X1) , t > 0,

with some constant C independent of x. SinceX ∈ IntKM (X0, X3)∩Int
KM (X2, X1),

it follows that y2, y3 ∈ X . In consequence, y ∈ X and ‖y‖X ≤ C ′‖x‖X with a
constant C ′ independent of x, which implies that X ∈ IntKM (X2, X3). �

Proposition 4.11. Let {X,X2, X3} and {Y , Y2, Y3} be two admissible collec-
tions such that X2 = XE2:K, Y2 = Y E2:K, X3 = XE3:K and Y3 = Y E3;K, where
E2, E3 ∈ Int

(

L∞

)

. If Y is an X-abundant couple and the collection {Y , Y2, Y3}

has additive K-orbits, then the collection {X,X2, X3} has K-additive orbits as
well.

Proof. Suppose first x ∈ X2 + X3 and y ∈ OrbK (x;X0, X3). Then, arguing in
the same way as in the proof of Lemma 4.8 (b) (see also (4.3)), we conclude
that y ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X3). Similarly, the fact that y ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X1) yields
y ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X3). Thus,

OrbK (x;X0, X3) +OrbK (x;X2, X1) ⊂ OrbK (x;X2, X3) ,

with constants independent of x. Therefore, it remains only to prove the opposite
embedding

(4.4) OrbK (x;X2, X3) ⊂ OrbK (x;X0, X3) +OrbK (x;X2, X1) .

Let x ∈ X2 + X3 and y ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X3) be arbitrary. Since x, y ∈ Σ
(

X
)

and Y is X-abundant, we can select elements f, g ∈ Σ(Y ) such that

K
(

t, x;X
)

∼= K
(

t, f ; Y
)

and K
(

t, y;X
)

∼= K
(

t, g; Y
)

, t > 0,

with universal constants. Moreover, by the conditions and reiteration arguments,

K (t, x;X2, X3) = K
(

t, x;XE2:K , XE3:K

)

∼= K
(

t,K
(

·, x;X
)

;E2, E3

)

∼= K
(

t,K
(

·, f ; Y
)

;E2, E3

)

= K (t, f ; Y2, Y3) , t > 0.

Similarly, we obtain

K (t, y;X2, X3) ∼= K (t, g; Y2, Y3) , t > 0.

Combining these equivalences with the assumption that y ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X3) we
conclude that g ∈ OrbK (f ; Y2, Y3). Therefore, since the collection {Y , Y2, Y3}
has additive K-orbits, we may write g = g0 + g1, where g0 ∈ OrbK (f ; Y0, Y3),
g1 ∈ OrbK (f ; Y2, Y1) . Since Y = (Y0, Y1) is a quasi-Banach couple, then the K-
functional K

(

t, g; Y
)

is a quasi-norm on the sum Y0 + Y1 with the constant C =
max(C0, C1), where Ci is the quasi-norm constant for Yi, i = 0, 1. Consequently,
we have

K
(

t, y;X
)

∼= K
(

t, g; Y
)

≤ C ·
(

K
(

t, g0; Y
)

+K
(

t, g1; Y
))

, t > 0.

Using now once more a weak version ofK-divisibility property [6, Theorem 3.2.12],
we can find a decomposition y = y0 + y1 such that K

(

t, yi;X
)

≤ γCK
(

t, gi; Y
)

,
i = 0, 1, for all t > 0. Combining these inequalities with the above relations
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and the hypothesis that {X,X2, X3} and {Y , Y2, Y3} are admissible collections,
by reiteration arguments, we get

K (t, y0;X0, X3) = K
(

t,K
(

·, y0;X
)

;L∞, E3

)

� K
(

t,K
(

·, g0; Y
)

;L∞, E3

)

∼= K (t, g0; Y0, Y3) � K (t, f ; Y0, Y3) ∼= K
(

t,K
(

·, f ; Y
)

;L∞, E3

)

∼= K
(

t,K
(

·, x;X
)

;L∞, E3

)

= K (t, x;X0, X3) , t > 0.

Thus, y0 ∈ OrbK (x;X0, X3) . In the same way, y1 ∈ OrbK (x;X2, X1). As a
result, we get embedding (4.4) (with a constant independent of x ∈ X2 + X3),
and therefore the proof is completed. �

Lemma 4.12. Let X = (X0, X1) be a p-convex quasi-Banach lattice couple.
Then, for each r ≥ 1/p and every x ∈ Σ

(

X
)

we have

OrbK
(

x;X
)(r)

= OrbK
(

x;X(r)
)

.

Proof. Observe that, by Proposition 3.4, the inequalities

K
(

t, y;X
)

≤ CK
(

t, x;X
)

, t > 0,

and

K
(

t, y;X(r)
)

≤ Cr ·K
(

t, x;X(r)
)

, t > 0,

where the constant Cr depends only on X , C and r, are equivalent. As a result,

the spaces OrbK
(

x;X
)(r)

and OrbK(x;X(r)) coincide with equivalent norms. �

Lemma 4.13. Let 0 < θ < 1, 0 < p ≤ ∞. Suppose X = (X0, X1) is a p-convex
quasi-Banach lattice couple and r is a positive number such that r ≥ 1/p. Then,
(

Xθ,p

)(r)
= X(r)

θ,rp.

Proof. Assuming that p < ∞ and applying once more Proposition 3.4, we obtain

‖x‖r
(Xθ,p)

(r) =

(
∫

∞

0

(

s−θK
(

s, x;X
))p

ds/s

)1/p

∼=

(
∫

∞

0

(

s−θK
(

s1/r, x;X(r)
)r)p

ds/s

)1/p

∼=

(

(∫

∞

0

(

u−θK
(

u, x;X(r)
))rp

du/u

)1/rp
)r

= ‖x‖r
X(r)

θ,rp
.

The case when p = ∞ can be handled quite similarly. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let X = (X0, X1) be a mutually closed quasi-Banach cou-
ple, 0 < θ < η < 1, 0 < p, q ≤ ∞. We put X2 = Xθ,p and X3 = Xη,q. Since
the space Lr

∗
(t−s) is relatively complete with respect to the couple L∞ for all



20 SERGEY V. ASTASHKIN AND PER G. NILSSON

0 < s < 1 and 0 < r ≤ ∞, by Remark 4.6 (see also Proposition 3.6), it fol-
lows that the collection {X,Xθ,p, Xη,q} is admissible. Moreover, by the classical
reiteration theorem (see e.g. [5, Theorem 3.5.3]), we have

(4.5) Xθ,p =
(

X0, Xη,q

)

θ/η,p
and Xη,q =

(

Xθ,p, X1

)

(η−θ)/(1−η),q
.

Along with the collection {X,Xθ,p, Xη,q} we consider also the (admissible)
collection {L∞, Lp

∗

(

t−θ
)

, Lq
∗
(t−η)}, where Lr

∗
(t−s) = Lr

(

t−s, dt
t

)

, 0 < s < 1,
0 < r ≤ ∞. Since for all 0 < s < 1 and 0 < r ≤ ∞

(4.6) Lr
∗

(

t−s
)

= L∞
s,r,

then, applying (4.5) to the couple L∞, we get

Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

=
(

L∞, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))

θ/η,p

and
Lq
∗

(

t−η
)

=
(

Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, L∞(1/t)
)

(η−θ)/(1−η),q
.

In view of Lemma 4.10, we need only to prove that the collection {X,X2, X3}
has K-additive orbits. In turn, since the couple L∞ is Conv-abundant, according
to Proposition 4.11, this would be established, once we prove that the collection
{L∞, Lp

∗

(

t−θ
)

, Lq
∗
(t−η)} has K-additive orbits. In other words, it suffices to show

that

OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))

= OrbK
(

x;L∞, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))

+ OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, L∞(1/t)
)

,(4.7)

for every x ∈ Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

+ Lq
∗
(t−η) and 0 < θ < η < 1, 0 < p, q ≤ ∞.

Let r ≥ max(1/p, 1/q, 1). Then, from (4.6) and Lemmas 4.12, 4.13 it follows

OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))(r)

= OrbK
(

x;
(

L∞
θ,p

)(r)
,
(

L∞
η,q

)(r)
)

= OrbK
(

x;
(

L∞
(r)
)

θ,pr
,
(

L∞
(r)
)

η,qr

)

,

and similarly

OrbK
(

x;L∞, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))(r)

= OrbK
(

x; (L∞)(r) ,
(

L∞
(r)
)

η,qr

)

,

OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, L∞(1/t)
)(r)

= OrbK
(

x;
(

L∞
(r)
)

θ,pr
, (L∞(1/t))(r)

)

.

Observe that (L∞)(r) = L∞ and (L∞(1/t))(r) = L∞(t−1/r). Therefore, since
pr ≥ 1, qr ≥ 1, applying [7, Theorem 2.5] to the Banach couple

(

L∞, L∞(t−1/r)
)

,
we obtain

Orb

(

x;
(

L∞
(r)
)

θ,pr
,
(

L∞
(r)
)

η,qr

)

= Orb

(

x; (L∞)(r) ,
(

L∞
(r)
)

η,qr

)

+ Orb

(

x;
(

L∞
(r)
)

θ,pr
, (L∞(1/t))(r)

)

.
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Note that all the couples involved here have the uniform Calderón-Mityagin prop-
erty (see, for instance, [12] or [42]). Hence (see also Section 2.2), we can replace
in the last equality the orbits with the K-orbits:

OrbK
(

x;
(

L∞
(r)
)

θ,pr
,
(

L∞
(r)
)

η,qr

)

= OrbK
(

x; (L∞)(r) ,
(

L∞
(r)
)

η,qr

)

+ OrbK
(

x;
(

L∞
(r)
)

θ,pr
, (L∞(1/t))(r)

)

,

and combining this with the preceding formulae, we get

OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))(r)

= OrbK
(

x;L∞, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))(r)

+ OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, L∞(1/t)
)(r)

.(4.8)

Next, since 1/r ≤ min(p, q), the quasi-Banach function couples (L∞, Lq
∗
(t−η))

and (L∞, Lq
∗
(t−η)) are 1/r-convex. Hence,

U := OrbK
(

x;L∞, Lq
∗

(

t−η
))

and V := OrbK
(

x;Lp
∗

(

t−θ
)

, L∞(1/t)
)

are 1/r-convex quasi-Banach function lattices. Indeed, since the spaces L∞

and Lq
∗
(t−η) are 1/r-convex with constant 1, in view of Lemma 3.2, for any

y1, y2, . . . , yn ∈ U we have

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

k=1

|yk|
1/r
)r∥
∥

∥

U
= sup

t>0

K
(

t,
(

∑n
k=1 |yk|

1/r
)r

;L∞, Lq
∗
(t−η)

)

K (t, x;L∞, Lq
∗ (t−η))

≤ 2r−1 sup
t>0

(

∑n
k=1K (t, |yk|;L

∞, Lq
∗
(t−η))

1/r

K (t, x;L∞, Lq
∗ (t−η))

1/r

)r

≤ 2r−1

(

n
∑

k=1

(

sup
t>0

K (t, |yk|;L
∞, Lq

∗
(t−η))

K (t, x;L∞, Lq
∗ (t−η))

)1/r
)r

= 2r−1

(

n
∑

k=1

‖yk‖
1/r
U

)r

.

Quite similarly, for any z1, z2, . . . , zn ∈ V ,

∥

∥

∥

(

n
∑

k=1

|zk|
1/r
)r∥
∥

∥

V
≤ 2r−1

(

n
∑

k=1

‖zk‖
1/r
V

)r

.

From this observation and Proposition 3.4 it follows that (U+V )(r) = U (r)+V (r).
Combining this together with (4.8) we get (4.7), which completes the proof of the
theorem. �

Remark 4.14. In the paper [1], by using some ideas from [35], it is constructed
an example of (Banach) rearrangement invariant spaces of measurable functions
B1, Bp, Bq, B∞ and A such that Bp = (B1, B∞)1/4,p, Bq = (B1, B∞)3/4,q, A is an

interpolation space with respect to both (B1, Bq) and (Bq, B∞), but A fails to be
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an interpolation space with respect to (Bp, Bq). This indicates that the Arazy-
Cwikel formula (4.2) cannot be extended to the class of all Banach couples and
hence the conditions of Corollary 4.2, in general, cannot be skipped even in the
Banach case. At the same time, note that the example of lp-spaces, 0 < p ≤ ∞,
shows that the latter conditions are not necessary to have (4.2) (see Example 5
below or [2]).

Remark 4.15. By the well-known Wolff’s theorem [44] (see also [19] and [6, The-
orem 4.5.16]), if X2, X3 are intermediate spaces with respect to a quasi-Banach
couple X = (X0, X1) such that (X0, X3)µ,p = X2, (X2, X1)ν,q = X3 for some

0 < µ, ν < 1 and 0 < p, q ≤ ∞, then X2 = Xθ,p and X3 = Xη,q for some
0 < θ < η < 1. This allows to relax somewhat the assumptions of Theorem 4.1
and Corollary 4.4. For instance, we obtain that the equality

IntKM (X2, X3) = IntKM (X0, X3) ∩ IntKM (X2, X1)

holds for intermediate spaces X2, X3 with respect to a quasi-Banach couple X =
(X0, X1) whenever (X0, X3)µ,p:K = X2 and (X2, X1)ν,q:K = X3 for some 0 <
µ, ν < 1, 0 < p, q ≤ ∞.

5. Some applications

5.1. lp-spaces. As usual, the space lp, 0 < p ≤ ∞, consists of all sequences
x = (xk)

∞

k=1 such that

‖x‖lp :=
(

∞
∑

k=1

|xk|
p
)1/p

< ∞

(with the usual modification for p = ∞).
Let 0 < s < p < q < r ≤ ∞. Since the couple (ls, lr) is mutually closed, from

Theorem 4.1 it follows that

(5.1) IntKM (lp, lq) = IntKM (ls, lq) ∩ IntKM (lp, lr) .

Note that, if q ≥ 1, then all the couples from (5.1) have the uniform Calderón-
Mityagin property [2, Corollary 4.6] and hence the corresponding classes of K-
monotone and interpolation spaces coincide. Therefore, in this case we have

(5.2) Int (lp, lq) = Int (ls, lq) ∩ Int (lp, lr) .

Moreover, by [2, Theorem 4.1], (5.2) holds for all 0 < s < p < q < r ≤ ∞. At the
same time, if q < 1, (lp, lq) is not a Calderón-Mityagin couple [2, Theorem 5.3],
and so Int (lp, lq) 6= IntKM (lp, lq) and Int (ls, lq) 6= IntKM (ls, lq). Thus, if q < 1,
equalities (5.1) and (5.2) are different.

Next, let us consider a more general case.

5.2. Lorentz Lp,q-spaces. Let Lp,q, 0 < p < ∞, 0 < q ≤ ∞, be the Lorentz
spaces of measurable functions on an arbitrary underlying σ-finite measure space
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(T,Σ, µ), which can be defined using the quasi-norms

‖f‖Lp,q :=
(

∫

∞

0

f ∗(u)q d(uq/p)
)1/q

for q < ∞,

and

‖f‖Lp,∞ := ess supu>0

(

f ∗(u)u1/p
)

.

Here, f ∗ is the non-increasing rearrangement of the function |f |, i.e.,

f ∗(u) := inf{s > 0 : µ({t ∈ T : |f(t)| > s}) ≤ u}, 0 < u < µ(T ).

Recall that Lp,p = Lp, 0 < p < ∞, isometrically.
Let 0 < p0 < p2 < p3 < p1 < ∞ and 0 < q0, q1, q2, q3 ≤ ∞ be arbitrary. Since

Lpi,qi = (Lr, Ls)θi,qi for 0 < r < pi < s < ∞ and 1/pi = (1−θi)/r+ θi/s [5, Theo-
rem 5.3.1], then from Corollary 3.7 it follows that the couple (Lp0,q0, Lp1,q1) is mu-
tually closed. Moreover, Lp2,q2 = (Lp0,q0, Lp1,q1)θ,q2 and Lp3,q3 = (Lp0,q0, Lp1,q1)η,q3,
where 1/p2 = (1− θ)/p0 + θ/p1 and 1/p3 = (1− η)/p0 + η/p1 [5, Theorem 5.3.1].
Since 0 < θ < η < 1, by Theorem 4.1, we have

IntKM (Lp2,q2, Lp3,q3) = IntKM (Lp0,q0, Lp3,q3) ∩ IntKM (Lp2,q2, Lp1,q1) .

Suppose now that (T,Σ, µ) is the half-line (0,∞) with the Lebesgue mea-
sure. Then, arguing similarly as in the paper [8], one can prove that the couple
(Lp,q, Lr,s) has the uniformly Calderón-Mityagin property for all 0 < p < r ≤ ∞
and 0 < q, s ≤ ∞. Therefore, from Corollary 4.2 it follows that for all 0 < p0 <
p2 < p3 < p1 ≤ ∞ and 0 < q0, q1, q2, q3 ≤ ∞

Int (Lp2,q2, Lp3,q3) = Int (Lp0,q0, Lp3,q3) ∩ Int (Lp2,q2, Lp1,q1) .

Observe that the last result was obtained in the case of Lp-spaces in [8, Theo-
rem 1.1].

5.3. Weighted Lp-spaces. Let 0 < p ≤ ∞ and w(t) be a nonnegative mea-
surable function on a σ-finite measure space (T,Σ, µ). Consider a couple the
weighted Lp-spaces (Lp0 (w0) , L

p1 (w1)), 0 < p0, p1 ≤ ∞ (in particular, p0 and p1
may be equal).

Let 0 < θ < η < 1. Assuming that w2 = w1−θ
0 w θ

1, w3 = w1−η
0 wη

1 , 1/p2 =
(1− θ)/p0 + θ/p1 and 1/p3 = (1− η)/p0 + η/p1, by [5, Theorem 5.5.1], we get

(Lp0 (w0) , L
p1 (w1))θ,p2 = Lp2 (w2) and (Lp0 (w0) , L

p1 (w1))η,p3 = Lp3 (w3) .

In consequence, from Theorem 4.1 it follows

IntKM (Lp2 (w2) , L
p3 (w3)) = IntKM (Lp0 (w0) , L

p3 (w3))∩Int
KM (Lp2 (w2) , L

p1 (w1)) .

In particular, if p0, p1 ≥ 1, by [42] and Corollary 4.4, we obtain

Int (Lp2 (w2) , L
p3 (w3)) = Int (Lp0 (w0) , L

p3 (w3)) ∩ Int (Lp2 (w2) , L
p1 (w1))

(cf. [7, Theorem 2.6]).
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5.4. Hardy spaces. Let 0 < p ≤ ∞ and let Hp := Hp(R) be the (real) Hardy
space on the real line (see, for instance, [6, § 3.9.3]). Then, as is well known (see,
for instance, [4, Corollary 5.6.16, p. 374]), for all 0 < θ < 1 and 1 ≤ q ≤ ∞ we
have

(

H1, L∞
)

θ,q
= Lp,q

where 1/p = 1 − θ. Moreover, the couple (H1, L∞) has the uniform Calderón-
Mityagin property [41]. Consequently, applying Corollary 4.2 (see also Remark
4.3) for all 1 < p0 < p1 ≤ ∞ and 1 ≤ q0, q1 ≤ ∞ we get

Int (Lp0,q0, Lp1,q1) = Int
(

H1, Lp1,q1
)

∩ Int (Lp0,q0, L∞) .

Next, by [17] (see also [22]), for all 0 < p0 < p1 ≤ ∞ and 0 < θ < 1 we have

(Hp0, Hp1)θ,p = Hp,

where 1/p = (1 − θ)/p0 + θ/p1. Hence, from Corollary 3.7 and Theorem 4.1 it
follows that for all 0 < p0 < p2 < p3 < p1 ≤ ∞

IntKM (Hp2, Hp3) = IntKM (Hp0, Hp3) ∩ IntKM (Hp2, Hp1) .

In particular, since the couple (H1, H∞) has the uniform Calderón-Mityagin prop-
erty [20] (see also [6, p. 684]), from Corollary 4.2 and Remark 4.3 it follows

Int (Hp, Hq) = Int
(

H1, Hq
)

∩ Int (Hp, H∞)

for all 1 < p < q < ∞.

5.5. Besov spaces. Let Bs
p,q := Bs

p,q(R
n) be the Besov spaces on R

n (see, for
instance, [43, § 2.3]). Suppose −∞ < s0 < s1 < ∞, 0 < θ < 1, s = (1−θ)s0+θs1,
0 < q0, q1, q ≤ ∞. Then, for all 0 < p ≤ ∞

(

Bs0
p,q0, B

s1
p,q1

)

θ,q
= Bs

p,q

(see [43, Theorem 2.4.2]). Hence, from Corollary 3.7 and Theorem 4.1 it follows
that for all ∞ < s0 < s2 < s3 < s1 < ∞ and 0 < q0, q1, q2, q3 ≤ ∞ we have

IntKM
(

Bs2
p,q2, B

s3
p,q3

)

= IntKM
(

Bs0
p,q0, B

s3
p,q3

)

∩ IntKM
(

Bs2
p,q2, B

s1
p,q1

)

.

5.6. Lorentz quasi-normed ideals of compact operators. Let H be a sep-
arable complex Hilbert space. For every compact operator A : H → H let
s(A) = {sn(A)}

∞

n=1 be the sequence of s-numbers of A determined by the Schmidt
expansion [18]. For every p, q > 0, the class Sp,q consists of all compact operators
A : H → H such that

‖A‖p,q := ‖s(A)‖lp,q < ∞,

where lp,q, the discrete version of the function space Lp,q, consists of all sequences
x = (xn)

∞

n=1 of real numbers such that the quasi-norm

‖x‖lp,q :=

(

∞
∑

n=1

(x∗

n)
qn

q
p
−1

)
1
q

is finite. Here, x∗ = (x∗

n)
∞

n=1 denotes the nonincreasing permutation of the se-
quence (|xn|)

∞

n=1.



ARAZY-CWIKEL PROPERTY 25

The classes S
p,q, p, q > 0, are two-sided symmetrically quasi-normed ideals

in the space of all bounded operators in H, which sometimes are referred to as
Lorentz ideals. The classical Schatten-von Neumann ideals Sp correspond to the
case p = q, i.e., Sp = S

p,p.
Let 0 < p0 < p2 < p3 < p1 < ∞ and 0 < q0, q1, q2, q3 ≤ ∞ be arbitrary.

Since S
pi,qi = (Sr,Ss)θi,qi for 0 < r < pi < s < ∞ and 1/pi = (1 − θi)/r + θi/s

(see, for instance, [5, § 7.3], then from Corollary 3.7 it follows that the cou-
ple (Sp0,q0,Sp1,q1) is mutually closed. Moreover, S

p2,q2 = (Sp0,q0,Sp1,q1)θ,q2
and S

p3,q3 = (Sp0,q0,Sp1,q1)η,q3, where 1/p2 = (1 − θ)/p0 + θ/p1 and 1/p3 =
(1 − η)/p0 + η/p1 [5, Theorem 5.3.1]. Since 0 < θ < η < 1, by Theorem 4.1, we
have

IntKM (Sp2,q2,Sp3,q3) = IntKM (Sp0,q0,Sp3,q3) ∩ IntKM (Sp2,q2,Sp1,q1) .
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