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SHRINKING SCHAUDER FRAMES AND THEIR
ASSOCIATED BASES

KEVIN BEANLAND AND DANIEL FREEMAN

ABSTRACT. For a Banach space X with a shrinking Schauder frame
(zi, fi) we provide an explicit method for constructing a shrinking as-
sociated basis. In the case that the minimal associated basis is not
shrinking, we prove that every shrinking associated basis of (z;, f;) domi-
nates an uncountable family of incomparable shrinking associated bases
of (zs, fi). By adapting a construction of Pelczyniski, we characterize
spaces with shrinking Schauder frames as space having the w*-bounded
approximation property.

1. INTRODUCTION

A frame for a separable infinite dimensional Hilbert space H is a sequence
of vectors (z;)72; in H such that there exists constants 0 < A < B so that
Allz||? <3 (@, z;)> < Bljz||? for all z € H. If ()72, is a frame of H then
there exists a possibly different frame ( fj);‘;l of H called a dual frame such
that

(1) x = Z(fj,a:>:17j for all x € H.

Jj=1

That is, frames can be used like a basis to give a linear reconstruction formula
for vectors in H. The difference between frames and bases is that a frame
allows for redundancy in that the coefficients given for reconstruction in ()
are not required to be unique.

Frames have been generalized to Banach spaces in various ways such as
atomic decompositions [7, [9], framings [6], and Schauder frames [3, 5]. We
will focus on Schauder frames in this paper which are a direct generalization
of the reconstruction formula given in (I). Let X be a separable infinite
dimensional Banach space. A sequence of pairs (z;, fj)]o-‘;l in X x X* is
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called a Schauder frame for X if
(2) x = Z fi(x)z; for all x € X.
j=1

We make the convention that xz; # 0 for j € N. Though Schauder frames
were not explicitly defined until 2008, the first appearance of a Schauder
frame, without the name Schauder frame, is in A. Pelczyriski’s proof [16] that
every space with the bounded approximation property (BAP) is isomorphic
to complemented subspace of a space with a basisﬁf In 1987, S. Szarek
showed that spaces with the BAP but without bases exist [17]. Indeed,
Petczynski showed that a separable Banach space X has the BAP if and
only if it has a Schauder frame (in the above sense) and that, furthermore,
there is a space Z with a basis so that the identity on X factors through
the identity on Z in a natural way. Formally, if (z;, f;)72, is a Schauder
frame for X and Z is a Banach space with a Schauder basis (z;)2; then
Z is an associated space for (x;, f;)72, (and (2;)72, is an associated basis
for the frame (z;, f;)72,) if the maps T : X — Z (analysis operator) and
S : Z — X (synthesis operator) defined by T'(3":7, fi(x)x;) = Y 2, fi(z)z
and S(>°7° aiz) = >0y a;z; are bounded.

In the case that both (z;)72, and (f;):2, are frames for a Hilbert space
H, then the associated space Z can be chosen to be f5 and the associated
basis (z;)22; can be chosen to be the unit vector basis for f5. This is of
fundamental importance in frame theory as well as in applications such as
signal processing. Indeed, given some vector x € H, the analysis operator
maps z to T'(z) = ((fi,z))2; € f2. One can then apply filters to the
sequence of frame coefficients ((f;,2))?2; to obtain a sequence (b;)2; € £5.
Applying the synthesis operator then gives a vector S((b;)52,) = > oy biz;
which is an approximation of x but is improved in some way such as being
compressed or having noise or artifacts removed.

If one wishes to use similar techniques for a Schauder frame (z;, f;)5%,
then it is advantageous to construct the associated basis (2;)72; to be as
nice as possible. That is, if (z;, f;)72; has some desirable property such as
being unconditional, shrinking, or boundedly complete then one would like
(2:)22 to share the property as well. If (z;, f;)$2, is unconditional, then it
is straightforward to construct an unconditional associated basis. In [1], the
authors of the current paper and R. Liu prove that if (x;, f;)$2, is shrinking
then it has a shrinking associated basis. However, the construction in [I] is
relatively difficult and involves the method of bounds on branches of weakly
null trees developed by E. Odell and Th. Schlumprecht [15] [8]. One of
the main goals of this paper is to give a more direct and much simpler
construction of a shrinking associated basis, which we state in the following
theorem.

"n the same year (1971) Johnson, Rosenthal, and Zippin [I0] proved the same result
with a completely different method.
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Theorem 1.1. Let (z;, f;)2, be a shrinking Schauder frame for a Banach
space X . For each m < n, we denote P, : X — X to be the opera-
tor Py, ny(x) = Y20 fi(x)x;. Then there exists an increasing sequence of
natural numbers (Ni)72 | such that

(3) sup || Pung,no) Pimmyll < 27 R |z forallx € X.
mo<no<
Np<m<n

Furthermore, if (Ny)32, satisfies [@B) then Zy,) is an associated space of
(@i, fi)32, and (2)$2, is a shrinking associated basis where for Y a;z; €
Z(ny), the norm is given by

Z a;x;|| V. sup 2kHP[mo,no] Z a;x;

<7 mo<no<k

(4) H Z a;Z;
SIS Ni<m<n

Given a Schuader frame (x;, f;)5°, with z; # 0 for all ¢ € N, the most
natural associated space is now referred to as the minimal associated space
[5][12] and is defined as follows. Denote by (z;)$2; the unit vector basis for
coo and for (a;) € cgo consider the norm

5 o

(5) H Z (07943
m<i<n

The minimal associated space Z,,;,, is defined to be the completion of cgg un-
der the above norm and the basis (2;)5°; is called the minimal associated ba-
sis. A Schauder frame (z;, ;)72 may have many non-equivalent associated
bases. However, the basis (z;)$2, defined in () is minimal in the sense that
if (y;)$2, is any associated basis for (x;, f;)52, then (y;)2, dominates (2;)2;.
That is, there exists a constant K > 0 so that || > . a;iz|| < K| Y, aiy;|| for
all (a;) € coo [12].

We now consider the problem of determining if a shrinking Schauder frame
has a minimal shrinking associated basis. That is, if (z;, f;)72; is a shrinking
Schauder frame, then when does there exist a shrinking associated basis
()2, of (x4, fi)$2, such that if (y;)$°, is any shrinking associated basis
of (x4, fi)72, then (y;)?°; dominates (w;):2;7 In Section H] we prove that a
Schauder frame has a minimal shrinking associated basis if and only if the
minimal associated basis defined in () is shrinking. Our construction of a
shrinking associated basis in Theorem [[.T] is defined solely in terms of the
shrinking Schauder frame (z;, f;)?2; and some sequence of natural numbers
(Ng)p2, € [N]“. In Section Ml we prove that if (z;, f;)72; is a shrinking
Schauder frame and (y;)5°, is any shrinking associated basis then there exists
(Ni)p2, € [N]¥ such that the resulting shrinking associated basis (2;)52,
from our construction is dominated by (y;)2;. In other words, Theorem
[Tl produces a set of shrinking associated bases such that every shrinking
associated basis of (z;, f;)72; dominates some basis in that set. Furthermore,
we prove that if the minimal associated basis is not shrinking then for every
shrinking associated basis (y;)52; there exists uncountably many mutually

= sup

N,
(Ng) m<n m<i<n

= sup
min - m<n



4 KEVIN BEANLAND AND DANIEL FREEMAN

incomparable shrinking associated bases which are all dominated by (y;)2;.
Hence, except for the trivial case where the minimal associated basis is
shrinking, we have that the collection of shrinking associated bases will
have a very rich lattice structure under the domination partial order.

In the final section we make some observations about how this work relates
to now classical results about the BAP and give an alternative proof of
the theorem of Johnson, Rosenthal, and Zippin that for a Banach space X
with separable dual, X* has the BAP if and only if X is isomorphic to a
complemented subspace of a Banach space with a shrinking basis.

2. SHRINKING SCHAUDER BASES AND SHRINKING SCHAUDER FRAMES

A sequence of vectors (x;):°; in a separable Banach space X is called a
Schauder basis if for all x € X there exists a unique sequence of scalars
(a;)?2, such that x = >"°, a;z;. If X is a Banach space with dual X* then
a Schauder basis (z;)72, is called shrinking if the biorthogonal functionals
(x})$2, form a Schauder basis for X*. In particular, a Banach space with
a shrinking basis necessarily has a separable dual with a basis. There are,
however, Banach spaces with bases whose duals are separable but fail the ap-
proximation property [11, Theorem 1.e.7.(b)]. Naturally, a Schauder frame
(xi, fi)52, for X is shrinking if and only if (f;, z;)72, is a Schauder frame
for X*. Using the terminology atomic decomposition instead of Schauder
frame, Carando and Lassalle [2] give the following useful characterization of
shrinking Schauder frames which is analogous to James’ well-known charac-
terization for Schauder bases.

Theorem 2.1 ([2], Theorem 1.4). Let (z;, fi){2, be a Schauder frame for
X. For each interval I C N, let P : X — X be the operator Pr(z) =
Yoicr filx)zi. Then (fi,x:)i2, is a Schauder frame for X* if and only if for
each f € X* we have that

(6) Jim [|f o Pp,og)l| = 0.
We sketch a short proof for completeness.

Proof. Consider the reverse direction and assume that (@) holds. Let f €
X*. Tt suffices to show that > f(x;)f; is a Cauchy sequence. This follows
readily from () as

) fi()

m,n—o0 ;pesx

= limsup sup f(ZfZ Z)

m,n—00 €Sy

= limsup || f o P[m,n]H = 0.
m,n—00

Therefore (f;, ;)52 is a Schauder frame for X*. A similar proof shows
that the converse holds. O
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Let X be a Banach space with a Schauder frame (x;, f;)72; and let Z be
a Banach space with a Schauder basis (z;)72,. Recall that Z is said to be
an associated space of the Schauder frame (z;, f;)22; and (z;):2; is said to
an associated basis if the maps T : X — Z and S : Z — X are bounded
where T'(z) = Y72, fi(x)x; for all x € X and S(3 2, a;zi) = Y 1oy aix; for
all Y22 a;z; € Z. It follows immediately that if a Schauder frame has a
shrinking associated basis then the Schauder frame must be shrinking. In
[1], the authors of the current paper and R. Liu prove a more general and
technical theorem which implies that every shrinking Schauder frame has a
shrinking associated basis. Unfortunately, the argument does not provide
an explicit construction of the associated basis and the proofs are relatively
difficult. In Section [B] we give an explicit method which will give a shrinking
associated basis for any shrinking Schauder frame. Before proceeding we
show that the minimal associated basis for a shrinking Schauder frame need
not be shrinking.

Ezample 1. Let (e;) be the unit vector basis for ¢o. Let x; = e; and f1 = ej.
For all € N we let x2;11 = e1, 2; = €j41, f2ir1 = 0, and fo; = ef, ;. Then
(xi, fi)52, is a shrinking Schauder frame for ¢, but the minimal associated
space for (z;, fi)?2; has the norm

(7) H ZaiziHiin = sup {| Z a,~|2 + Z \ai\2 : I CN, is an interval}.
icl icl
i odd i even
The basis (z;) is not shrinking since the sequence of odd vectors (z2;—1)ien
is equivalent to the summing basis of cg.

The above example, although simple, is rather instructive in that it reveals
that redundancy in a frame can make the minimal associated basis not
shrinking.

A sequence (y;) in a Banach space is called a-Ef for some a > 0 if
| > a;yil| = @) a; whenever (a;) is a summable sequence of non-negative
scalars. We conclude this section by recalling the following useful and well
known characterization of shrinking bases.

Lemma 2.2. Let X be a Banach spaces with a Schauder basis (x;). The
following are equivalent:
1. (x;) is not shrinking.
2. There is a normalized block sequence (y;) of (x;) that is not weakly
null.
3. There is a normalized block sequence (y;) of (x;) that is a-¢f for some
a>0.

3. CONSTRUCTING A SHRINKING ASSOCIATED BASIS

We start by setting some notation. Let (z;, f;):2, be a shrinking Schauder
frame for a Banach space X. Let Z be an associated space and (z;)72, be
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an associated basis. The analysis operator is the map T : X — Z given
by T(z) = Y 2, fi(x)z for all x € X. The synthesis operator is the map
S :Z — X given by S(O°72, aizi) = Y oy ajx; for all Y 2 a;z; € Z. For
m < n, we use the following notation when we wish to use partial sums.

L Spnn (X2 aizi) = >0, aix for all Y- az; € Z,

2. Rppn)(Oo; aizi) = Y0, aiz; for all Y- a2 € Z,

3. P () = 200, filz)zi.
It follows from the uniform boundedness principle that sup,,<, [Spm.nll;
SUP <y, || R )|l and sup,, <, | P || are all finite. The value sup,,,<,, || Rjm, |
is the basis constant of (z;)§2; and the value sup,,,<,, || Pjmn)|| is called the
frame constant of (z;, f;)2;.

The following proposition is contained in [1I] and we include the short

proof for completeness.

Proposition 3.1. Let (z;, f;)32, be a shrinking Schauder frame for a Ba-
nach space X. Then there is an increasing sequence (Ny)3>, of natural
numbers so that

(8) sup || Pingnol Bimon) |l < 27|z forall z € X.

mo<no<k
Ni<m<n

Proof. Let k € N and ¢ > 0. It suffices to show that there is an N; > k
satisfying
sup || Png,nol Pl < € for all x € X with ||z| = 1.
mo<no<k

Nip<m<n

As (z;, fi)72, is shrinking we have that (f;,z;)2; is a Schauder frame for
X*. Thus, for sufficiently large N, we have that

sup || Z filz) fill < for all 1 < j < k.

Np<m<n k” ]H

This Ny, suffices as for fixed mg < ng < k, Ny < m < n, and x € X with
|z|| = 1 we have that

1P o) Py ]| = H i fj(zn: fi(iﬂ)ﬂfi)ﬂ?jH

i=m

j=mo i=m
n
<k su H azmmH
1<j£k fa(izz;nﬁ( )xi) J
n
<k swp || 3 filwy)fil lallle; ) < e
i<kl 5
The claim follows. (]

Remark 3.2. Note that Proposition BIstill holds if we replace (27%)%° | with
any positive sequence which converges to 0. Moreover, if (N )72 ; satisfies (8))
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and (Mj)2, is any increasing sequence of natural numbers with N < M;,
for all k& € N then (M},)32, also satisfies (g)).

We now define a norm on cygg which we will later prove gives a shrinking
associated basis.

Definition 3.3. Let (z;, f;)72; be a shrinking Schauder frame and let (IN})32 4
satisfy the hypothesis of Proposition Bl We let (z;)72; denote the unit vec-
tor basis of cgo and consider the following norm for > a;z; € coo.

9) HZaizi Z a;zi|| V. sup 2kHP[m0,n0] Z a;T;
o>

<no<k
SIS TJr\szézgg_n

Let Z(y,) denote the completion of cop under this norm. For z € Zy, ) and

k' € N it will be convenient to denote the second part of (@) as

(10) 2l = sup 2% P o) Siom,mi 2 -

mo<no<k’
N <m<n

= sup
(Ng) m<n

m<i<n

Proposition [B1] gives a condition satisfied by each shrinking Schauder
frame. The idea behind the definition of the norm above is to force the
associated space to satisfy some version of this condition. The goal then
is to show that satisfying this condition is sufficient to establish that the
associated basis is shrinking.

Remark 3.4. A slight weakening of the norm || - [|(y,) was introduced in [I]
where the authors prove that the basis (z;) is strongly shrinking relative to
(x4, fi), which is a weaker condition than shrinking.

Theorem 3.5. Let (z;, fi);2, be a shrinking frame for a Banach space X
and let (Ny)72, satisfy Proposition [3.1l Then Zy,y is an associated space
for (zi, fi)521 and (2:)2, is a shrinking basis for the space Zy,).

Proof. Assuming (N);2, satisfies Proposition B.I, we will first show that
Z(n,) 1s as an associated space to the frame (x;, f;)72;. This is the only
place in the proof we use Proposition Bl Let us see that the analysis
operator T': X — Zy, satisfies ||T|| < C where C' := sup,, <, || Pjpnl| i
the frame constant of (x;, f;). Let x € X. Then, the first part of || Tz||(x,) =
1> fi(z)zill(w,) in @) satisfies

Z Ji(z)z;

We now fix k € N, my < ng < k, and N < m < n. Then by Proposition
BI we have that the second part of () satisfies

2’“HP[movno}5{m,n1 > fi(@)z| = 2’“HP[mo,n01P[mvn} > filw)z;

Thus, we have that ||Tz||(y,) < C|lz| and hence ||T|| < C. The synthesis
operator S : Z(y,) — X is bounded, since it is bounded on S : Zyin — X
and [|z||min < [|2]/(av,,)- Thus, Z(x,) is an associated space to (x;, fi)72;.

sup
m<n

= sup || P mz| < Cflz.
m<n

< 2]
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Let (y;) be a normalized block sequence of (2;) in Zy,). In order to
show that (z;) is shrinking it suffices to show by Lemma [2.2] that there is a
subsequence of (y;) which is weakly null. We claim that we may pass to a
subsequence of (y;) and find an increasing sequence (k;) in N so that for all
1 € N we have that

(1) Yi € SpanNkigjngl (Zj)a

(11) ([P, Syill < 27k for all m,n € N with ki, <m < n.
Indeed, (i) is easily obtained as (y;) is a block sequence of (z;). We may
obtain (ii) by choosing k;1 sufficiently large as 3 fj(Syi)z; is convergent
for all ¢ € N. The following additional properties are implied by (i) and (ii).

(i) | Ping,no] Spmumpyill < 27F for mg < ng < ki and m < n,

(iv) For each i € N, ||Py, 1., ,)Suill = [|Sysl| — 275+,

(v) Fori# jin N, || Py, ) Suill <275
Item (iii) follows from (i) and the fact that [|y:llx, < [[yill(v,) = 1. Ttem
(v) follows from (iii) if j < ¢ and follows from (ii) if j > . Item (iv) is a
consequence of (ii) and (iii) as

P ki) SYill 2= 11S9ill = 1Pk SYill = 1Pk 1 00y Swill = 1Sya]| — 27 %

Before dividing the proof into two cases, we fix (a;) € cpo and k € N and
will show that

(11) H Z azysz = sup ZkHP[mo,no}S[m,n] Z azyzH < ZSUP |a2|
mo<no<k

Nip<m<n

3okj+1

Let mp < ng < k and N < m < n. Let ig be the least integer such that
m < kigy1. By (i), we have that Sp,, ,jy; = 0 for all 4 < ig. Since [Jy;,|| = 1,
@) implies that 27(| Py ] Spimn) @i Yio | < laio|- By (iii),

o0
1
(12) Z 2kHP[mo7no}S[m,n]aiyiH < 2* Z oki |a;| < sup |a|
i=10+1 1=ig+1
Thus, we have that
o
2k”P[mo,no}S[m,n] ZalylH < 2k”P[mo,no]S[m,n]aioyio” + Z 2kHP[mo,no}S[m,n}aiyiH
i=io+1

< 2sup |a;.
This proves (II). We now pass to a further subsequence of (y;) such that
exactly one of the following holds.
(vi a.) ||Sy;|| <27 for each i € N.
(vi b.) For some ¢ > 27513 we have ¢ < || Sy < 1.

Assume (vi a.) holds. Fix (a;) € coo. Let m < n and let iy be the least
integer such that m < maxsupp y;, and let 7; be the greatest integer such
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that 7 > minsuppy;,. We have the following.

(51

=10
11—1
< HS[m,n}aioyioH + Z ”Sflzyz” + ”S[m,n]ai1yi1”
i=ig+1
11—1 ‘
<laig) + Y 27 il + lag,| by (vi),
i=ip+1
< 3sup |ay

1€N

Combining this with (1)) gives that (y;) is 3-dominated by the unit vector
basis of ¢y and therefore (y;) is weakly null, which completes the proof for
this case.

We now assume item (vi b.) holds. We will prove that in this case that
(Sv;) and (y;) are equivalent basic sequences and that (Sy;) is weakly null.
Let C be the frame constant of (x;, f;). We first prove that (Sy;) is 2C-basic.

Let (a;) € coo and let j € N be such that |a;| = sup |a;|. We have that

|l ZaiS%H > |’Zaip[kj7kj+1)5yz’\\
2 Ha-yp[kjvkyrl)SyJH - Z HaiP[kj,ij)SyiH

i#]
> (laj |1 Syill — lag 27 = Tjagl2™ by (iv), and (v)
i#]
> Jajle — |ag[27"+2 by (vib.)
> 27, as ¢ > 27M*3 by (vib.).

Thus, we have that

(13) CI> aiSyill = 27" suplal.
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We now fix M € N and consider the following partial sum.

|3 s

S HP[1J€M+1) ZaisyiH + HP[l,kMﬂ) Z a; Sy;
i=M+1

1=

M
+ HP[kM+17°O) Z_; i SYi

M
< Hp[lvkl\4+1) Z;aisyi

M
+ HP[k‘M+1,OO) Zalsy’l
i=1

o0 M
<O @Syl + D lail2™ + > ail27F by (i) and (ii)
i=M+1 i=1
<O ZaisyiH + sup |a;[27F1H
< C'H ZaiSyiH + sup ]a,-\c2_2 as ¢ > 2 Ft3 by (vib.)
<(C+27'0)|| > aiSui|| <20 > aiSui| by (@3).

This proves that (Sy;) is 2C-basic.

Since S is a bounded linear operator, (y;) dominates (Sy;). We now prove
that (Sy;) is equivalent to (y;) by proving that (Sy;) dominates (y;). Fix
(a;) € coo. Let jo € N with |aj,| = max; |a;| and let I, C N be the smallest
interval containing suppy;,. Thus by (vi b.),

A0 o S Y el > 151, Yl = laslIus1 > esuplasl
m<n

We now have that

122 awill = sup ([ Sy 3 aswil| Vsup || 3 aiil

< sup || S, ZaiyiH V 2sup |a;| by (1),
) 2
< SUD [ Spm g Y ail| V < 5P [[Sp g 3 aiti by (),

2
= 2 S0P [1Stonn) 3 aivi

Therefore, to prove that (Sy;)7°,; dominates (y;)°; it will suffice to prove
that for fixed m < n we have that

(15) HS[mm} ZalyZH < 20(1 + 26_1)H ZaZSyZH

As, (y;) is a block sequence of (z;), there exists j; < j2 so that

J2
Sim,n] Z a;y; = Z a;SYj — S[1,m) @1 Yj1 — S[n,00)@jaYja

1=J1
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By taking the norm of both sides we now have that

Sy > aaysl| < || @i Sys|| + 11Spm) @i s | + 1Sm,00) @595

1=J1

< || D @iy + lag | + laz|
1=j1
<\ D aiSyi|| + ¢ Hlag, Syl + ¢ lag, Sy |
1=J1
<20(1+2¢7t H Za,Sy,H as (Sy;) is 2C-basic.

This proves (I3 and hence (Sy;) and (y;) are equivalent basic sequences.
All that remains is to prove that (Sy;) is weakly null. Let f € X* be some
functional.

Jim [ £(Sy;)| = lim L [ f(Pl,ec) Sy;)| by (iii),
< Jim i [ o Py 1535
=0 as the Schauder frame (z;, f;) is shrinking.

Thus, (Sy;) is weakly null which implies that (y;) is weakly null as they
are equivalent basic sequences. Hence, (z;) is a shrinking basis as every
normalized block sequence is weakly null. O

The proof of the above theorem admits the following corollary.

Corollary 3.6. Let (z;, f;) be a shrinking frame for a Banach space X and
let (Ny) satisfy Proposition [31 Let (y;) be a normalized block sequence in
Z(Ny)-

1. If there is a subsequence (y.) of (yi) so that Sy, — 0, then there is a
further subsequence of (y;) that is equivalent the the unit vector basis
of co.

2. If there is no subsequence (y;) of (yi) so that Sy, — 0, then there is a
subsequence (y;) of (y;) so that (y}) is equivalent to (Sy}).

Note that the example given in Section 2 shows that Corollary B.6]is false
for the minimal associated Z,,;,. In that example, (zzj_l)]o-‘;l is a normalized
block sequence in Zyin with [[Szg;-1|| =1 for all j € N, but (22;-1)52; has
no subsequence which is equivalent to a sequence in X.

Remark 3.7. Let X have a Schauder frame (x;, f;) with associated space
Z, analysis operator T : X — Z and synthesis operator S : Z — X. The
following are fundamental properties of Schauder frames.

1. X is isomorphic to T'X, which is a complemented subspace of Z.
2. TS :Z — Z is a projection of Z onto T'X.
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3. Z/TX is isomorphic to the range of Iy —T'S, where I is the identity
operator on Z.

Proposition 3.8. Let (x;, f;) be a shrinking frame for a Banach space X
and let (Ny,) satisfy Proposition [31. Then Z,)/TX is co saturated. That
is, every infinite dimensional subspace of Zn,) /T X contains a further sub-
space which is isomorphic to cg.

Proof. Using Remark 3.7, Z(y,)/TX is isomorphic to the range of I —T'S
in Z(y,). Let Y be an infinite dimensional subspace of the range of Iz —T'S.
There exists a normalized block sequence (y;) in Z(y,) and a sequence (w;)
in Y so that ||y; —w;|| — 0. After passing to a subsequence, we may assume
that (y;) and (w;) are equivalent basic sequences. As Y is contained in the
range of I;—TS and T'S is a projection operator, we have that T'Sw; = 0 for
all ¢ € N. Therefore T'Sy; — 0. Since T is a an isomorphic embedding, we
have that Sy; — 0. Therefore we are in the first alternative of Corollary
and so (y;) has a subsequence equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢y. O

The above can be compared to the result of Liu-Zheng [13] in which the
authors prove that if Z,,;, is the minimal associated space for a Schauder
frame of X, then Z,,;,/X contains an isomorphic copy of ¢y if and only if
Zmin/X is infinite dimensional.

4. COMPARING ASSOCIATED SPACES WITH SHRINKING BASES

Our next result illustrates that associated spaces of the form Zy,) are
a minimal collection, with respect to domination, among associated spaces
with shrinking bases.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (z;, f;) is a shrinking Schauder frame for X
and that W is an associated space of (xj, f;) with a shrinking associated basis
(wj). Then there exists (Ny,) so that, the basis (z;) of Z(y,) is dominated by

(wy).
We isolate the following remark.

Remark 4.2. Let A be a finite collection of finite rank operators on a Banach
space W with a shrinking basis (w;). Then,

lim sup [|A o Rpy, o)|l = 0 where R[n,oo)(z a;w;) = Z a;w;.

n—o00
AeA i=n

Proof of Theorem [{.1]. Fix (z;, f;), (w;) and W as in the statement of the

theorem and R, ) as in Remark Since (w;) dominates the minimal
associated basis of (z;, f;) there exists K > 1 so that

16 su a; x| <K K a; w; for all (a;) € cqp.
16 supll 3wl < KI Ll (@) € con
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Let Sy : W — X be the synthesis operator. For each £ € N, the set
{P[mom} o Sw : my < ng < k} is a finite collection of finite rank operators
on W. By the previous remark, for each k € N there exists Vi € N so that
(P no) © Sw) © Ry || < 27% for all mg < ng < k and Nj, < m < n. Thus
we have for all (a;) € cop that

KH Zaiwi > sup Z a;x;|| V. sup 2kHP[mo,no} Z a;x;
msn m<i<n mo<no<k m<i<n
— iz
H Z v
Hence, we have that (w;) K-dominates the basis (2;) of Z(y, ). O

Let (z;, f;) be a shrinking Schauder frame and let (/V;) be an increasing
sequence of natural numbers which satisfies Proposition Bl If (k;) is an
increasing subsequence of natural numbers then we denote Z(k;),(N;) to be

the Banach space with basis (zi(kj))fil which is the completion of c¢gp under
the norm:
k.
(17) | Zaizi( J)H(kj) (N;) = SuP I Z a;zi| V sup | Zaizin_.
’ m<n <i< J ’
m<i<n

Recall that for z € Z(Ny) and j € N,
(18) l2lle; == sup_ 2% || Pyng ) Sponnp 2 |-

mo<no<k;

Nkj <m<n

It follows from Remark and Theorem that Z,) (v,) is an associated

space of (z;, fi)?2, and that (zi(kj));?il is a shrinking basis for Z,) (v;)-

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that (xj, f;) is a shrinking Schauder frame for a
Banach space X so that the minimal associated basis is not shrinking. Then
for any sequence (Ny) satisfying Proposition [31), there exists an increasing
sequence (k;)2, so that for all infinite subsets L, M C N, the following are
equivalent.
ki)i
1. (e

dominates (z](-ki)i“ ).

2. L\ M is finite.
Before proving Theorem [4.3] we state and prove the following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. Let (xj, f;) be a shrinking Schauder frame so that the min-
imal associated basis is not shrinking. Then for each shrinking associated
basis (wj) there are increasing sequences of natural numbers (k;) and (N;)
and a set of increasing sequences of natural numbers (Mg )aen with A having
cardinality the continuum so that

1. For each a € A, the basis (z](-ki)iEM“) of Z(k)ierr, () 15 @ shrinking

associated basis of (x;, f;) which is dominated by (w;).
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2. Fora # B in A, the bases (zj(»kl)’EMa) and (zj( ) EMB) are incomparable.

Proof. Fix a shrinking associated basis (w;). By Theorem [A.1] there is a
sequence (IV;) so that the basis (z;) of Zy,) is dominated by (w;). Let (k;) be
a sequence which satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 1.3l For every infinite
M C N, the basis (z](-ki)ieM) of Zi,)

(ki)iem

(zi, fi) which is dominated by (z;). Hence, (z; ) is also dominated by
(wj). Let (Mq)aca be a collection of infinite subsets of N with cardinality the
continuum so that M, N Mz is finite for all a # 5. This is called a collection
of almost disjoint sets and is known to exist. In particular, M,\ Mz is infinite

for all o # 3. By Theorem [.3] (z](-kl)’e” fa) and (z]( Jiens ) are incomparable

basic sequences for all a # . O

iear,(IV;) 18 a shrinking associated basis of

Proof of Theorem [{.3. Let (z;, f;) be a shrinking Schauder frame for X so
that the minimum associated basis is not shrinking. Let (IV;) be an in-
creasing sequence of natural numbers which satisfies Proposition Bl By
Theorem [3.5] the basis (z;) of Z(y,) is a shrinking associated basis of (z;, f;)
and, moreover for each sequence (k;), the basis (zz-(kj )) of Z(kj),(Nkj) is a
shrinking associated space of (z;, f;).

As the minimal associated basis of Z,;, is not shrinking, there exists a
normalized block sequence (y,,) in Zp, which is a—@f for some o > 0. The
Z(n,,) norm 1-dominates the Znin norm. Hence, for all non-negative scalars
(an) we have that

aZan < H Za”y”Hme < H ZanynH(Ni)‘

As (2;) is a shrinking basis for Z(y, ), every bounded block sequence con-
verges weakly to 0 and is hence not Ef. Thus, (y,) cannot be norm bounded
as a sequence in Z(y,;). After passing to a subsequence, we assume that
ynll(v;y = 2" for all n € N.

Let C > 0 be the frame constant of (x;, f;). Thus, for all & € N, and
2 € Zmin we have that [|z]|z < C2|12]lz,.... As |ynllz,,., = 1 for all n €
N and (yn) is unbounded in Zy,), after passing to a subsequence of (yn)
we may assume that there exists a sequence (k;) so that for all j € N,
lyj+1lle, s = 22k and supp(y,,,) C [Nk,> Nk;.,). We now assume that

L\ M is infinite and will prove that the basis (z](»ki)iEM ) does not dominate

the basis (zj(»ki)iEL). Let d € L\ M with d > 1. We have that the following
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holds

Yallk:yic vy = 1Yall Zpin V sUP [|Yallk,
ieM

< NYall Zmin V 1Yallkg_, as supp(¥a) € [Nry_ 1> Negyr)
<yl zpin V €25 lyall z,nin

= C2ha-

< C27 = lyall kyicr (Vo) as [|yallg, > 2%F-1

Thus, the basis (zj(»ki)iEM) does not dominate the basis (zj(.ki)iEL) as L\ M is
infinite. We now assume that L\ M is finite. Let m’ be the least element of
M so that L N [m',00) C M. Let z € span;sy, 2. Thus, [[2]lk, < ||z(k,,

for all ¢ < m’. We have that
12l (ks)icr.vi) = 120 Zopin V sUP 2]k,
€L

SN2l zinin V- sup 2]k,
i€M,i>m/

= Hz”(ki)ieM,(Ni)

Thus, (zj(»ki)ie”’);?‘;]vk 1-dominates the basis (z](-ki)ieL)‘;‘;Nk . This implies
that (zj(»ki)iEM);?‘;l K-dominates (zj(.ki)iEL)]‘?‘;l for some K > 1. O

5. SHRINKING BOUNDED APPROXIMATION PROPERTY

A separable Banach space X has the Bounded Approximation Property
BAP if there is a sequence (B,) of finite rank operators on X so that
lim, ||z — Bpz|| = 0 for all z € X. The uniform boundedness principle
implies that whenever this condition holds there is a A > 0 with || B, | < A
for each n. A space with this property for A is said to have the A-AP. More-
over, setting Ay = By and A, = B, — B,_1 for n > 1 we can replace B,
with > | A;. We note that the definition of the \-AP is that there for each
e > 0 and compact set K in X there is finite rank operator T' with ||T']] < A
so that ||z — Tz|| < e for all x € K.

To mirror the definition of shrinking basis, one may wish to define a space
X to have the shrinking-BAP if there are finite rank operators (B,) on X
so that lim, ||z — Buz| = 0 for all z € X and lim, ||f — B} f|| = 0 for all
f € X*. That is, the operators in the space approximating the identity
also have the property that their dual operator approximate the identity.
This is analogous to: A basis (z,,) is shrinking if and only if the coordinate
functionals (z}) form a basis for X*.

The above definition of shrinking-BAP is formally stronger than simply
X* having the BAP and has been isolated before under the name duality-
BAP [4 page 288]. The surprising fact that these notions are equivalent is
the content of the following proposition [4, Proposition 3.5].
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Theorem 5.1. A space X has the shrinking BAP if and only if X* has the
BAP.

In fact a lot more is known: A dual space X* has the AP if and only if X
and X* have the 1-AP (i.e. the metric approximation property). Another
result related to the current work is the following [4, Theorem 4.9].

Theorem 5.2. Let X be a Banach space with separable dual. Then X* has
the BAP if and only if X embeds complementably in a Banach space with a
shrinking basis.

Theorem is a complemented version of Zippin’s theorem [I§] stating
that every Banach space with a separable dual embeds into a space with
a shrinking basis. It is also a refinement of the aforementioned theorem
of Pelczynski and Johnson-Rosethal-Zippin stating that every space with
the BAP embeds complementably into a space with a basis. The proof of
Theorem [5.2] (as stated [4]) follows the results in [10]. Here the authors show
that if X* has the BAP then X @ C), has a shrinking basis where C), is the
¢, sum of finite dimensional spaces (E,) which are dense (with the Banach
Mazur distance) in the space of all finite dimensional spaces.

We present an alternative proof Theorem [5.2] using the language of frames
and modifying the proof of Pelczynski[l6]. The technique we employ for
this proof is also used by Mujica and Vieira in [14] to give a quantitative
improvement of Pelczynski’s theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Let X be a Banach space. Then X* has the BAP only if
and only if X has a shrinking Schauder frame.

Note that Theorem follows immediately from combining Theorem [5.3]
with Theorem

Proof of Theorem [52.3. If X has a shrinking Schauder frame (x;, f;) then
(fj, ;) is a Schauder frame of X* and hence X* has the BAP. Before proving
the reverse direction we prove the following finite dimensional result. Let X
be a Banach space and let A : X — X be a finite rank operator. Let d be
the rank of A and let m € N. Then there exists (x;, fj)gnzdl C X x X* such
that the sequence of rank one operators (f; ® a:j)gn’:dl satisfies

qd
ij@)a:j:iA for all 0 < g < m,
m

j=1
(19) qd+r ’
H Z fj®x]~H<—HAH forall0 <g<mand 0 <r <d.
J=qd+1 m

Indeed, let (e;)%,; be an Auerbach basis of A(X) with bi-orthogonal func-
tionals (ef)L,. In particular, |jef @ ¢;| = 1 forall 1 <i < d and ) ef @ e;
is the identity on A(X). For each 1 < j < dm, we let z; = e, and
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fi = m~1A*e’ where j = qd +r for some 0 < ¢ < dand 1 < r < m.
Let:EGXand0<q<m. Then,

d
Zf]@)x]_qz (A%er)® e, = = (;e:@mr)A:%A.

Thus the first part of (I9]) holds. To prove the second part we let 0 <
m, and 1 < r < m. We have that,

H bl Ré @ | = HZ (e @ e < Z%ue; ®e;llAll = =4l
gt —
Thus we have proven (I9). We now assume that X* has the BAP and
hence by Theorem [5.1] we have that X has the shrinking-BAP. Let (Ay) be
a sequence of finite rank operators so that x = > "7 | Az for all € X and
that for each f € X we have that lim, ||f o (I — > }_; Ax)|| = 0 where I
is the identity operator on X. Let di be the dimension of Ax(X) and let
(mg)32, be a sequence of natural numbers with dj,/mj, — 0.

As described above, we construct for all k£ € N a finite sequence (z¥ xy, ff )dkm]c
which satisfies (I9) for the finite rank operator Ax. We claim that the infi-
nite sequence (mf, ff) keN,1<i<d,m, 15 a shrinking Schauder frame of X when
enumerated in the natural way. We will prove that (xf,fik)keN,lgigdkmk
is shrinking, and we note that the proof that (ﬂff’ff)keN,lgigdkmk is a
Schauder frame follows the same argument. Let f € X* and ¢ > 0.
Choose K € N large enough so that for all k¥ > K we have d—’“HAkH <e

and || f — Zle Arfl < e Thus we also have that [|A}f|| < 2. Let
> Z]K:l dijm;j. Then | = Z d im; + qdj, + 7 for some 0 < ¢ < my,
1 <r <dg, and k > K. The approximation of f by the partial sum
consisting of the first [ terms of >_ f (ml) f; satisfies

~1d;

k—1d;m;
Hf—(Z,ﬁlf f’+§:f f’“+§ 118
=1 j=
=\\<f—E_IA¥f)——n‘jk -S| v @,
=1 j=1

k—1
q r
<|r- A’-*‘ AL+ AL < 4e.
<|s DA+ S I+ AL
Thus we have that ( mk)keN 1<i<dym, is @ Schauder frame of X™* and
hence (z¥, fik)kEN,lSiSdkmk is shrinking. O
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