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LIPSCHITZ p-SUMMING MULTILINEAR OPERATORS

JORGE C. ANGULO-LOPEZ AND MAITE FERNANDEZ-UNZUETA

ABsTrRACT. We apply the geometric approach provided by ¥-operators to de-
velop a theory of p-summability for multilinear operators. In this way, we
introduce the notion of Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators and show
that it is consistent with a general panorama of generalization: Namely, they
satisfy Pietsch-type domination and factorization theorems and generaliza-
tions of the inclusion Theorem, Grothendieck’s coincidence Theorems, the
weak Dvoretsky-Rogers Theorem and a Lindenstrauss-Pelczynsky Theorem.
We also characterize this new class in tensorial terms by means of a Chevet-
Saphar-type tensor norm. Moreover, we introduce the notion of Dunford-Pettis
multilinear operators. With them, we characterize when a projective tensor
product contains 1. Relations between Lipschitz p-summing multilinear oper-
ators with Dunford-Pettis and Hilbert-Schmidt multilinear operators are given.

1. INTRODUCTION

The relevant role that absolutely p-summing operators play in the theory of
Banach spaces has motivated the development of analogous notions for classes of
mappings other than linear bounded operators. This is the case of completely
p-summing operators, studied by G. Pisier in [30], and the case of Lipschitz p-
summing maps, studied by J.Farmer and W.B. Johnson in [I7]. This is also the
case of bounded multilinear and polynomial mappings. In this context, however,
a variety of notions of p-summability have appeared. In general, they are not
equivalent to each other. Among them, we find [6], [I4], |23], [28]. Relations among
these notions may be found in [§], [25] and [26]. The current interest in studying
p-summability in such a non-linear context has been stimulated also by the search
of Bohnenblust-Hille or Littlewood-type estimates (e.g. [1], [4], [11], [15]).

In this paper we introduce and develop the notion of p-summability for multi-
linear operators that stems from regarding, via a natural isomorphism, multilin-
ear operators as homogenous mappings on a certain subset of the tensor product,
i.e. as Y-operators. This approach has been successfully applied to the case of
operators that factor through a Hilbert space [20], as well as to the case of (p, q)-
dominated operators [21]. Multilinear operators of this type will be called Lipschitz
p-summing. Our first result is that the triad of equivalent formulations of the lin-
ear p-summability property holds: the local definition, the Pietsch’s Domination
theorem and the Pietsch’s Factorization theorem (see Theorem B.T).

To provide a general framework for this class of multilinear mappings, we prove
multilinear generalizations of several other fundamental results of the linear the-
ory. Specifically, we prove that multilinear versions of the Inclusion Theorem
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(Proposition B.8)), as well as Grothendieck’s coincidence Theorems (Corollaries [3.7]
and BI0) hold. Multilinear results generalizing the weak Dvoretzky-Rogers’ and
Lindenstrauss-Pelczynsky’s theorems are also proved (Corollary and Corol-
lary B.I3] respectively). In addition, we describe Lipschitz p-summing multilinear
operators as elements in the dual of a tensor space, whose norm generalizes the
Chevet-Saphar crossnorm (see Theorems [6.1] and [6.2)).

In general, Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators are not comparable with
compact operators. However, as it happens in the linear case, they transform
some sequences with a weak-Cauchy behaviour into norm-convergent sequences
(see Proposition [6). Multilinear operators satisfying this last property will be
called Dunford-Pettis operators. They are studied in Section A

In all our considerations above, we have been implicitly using the projective
tensor product. In Section [f] we briefly see how to develop the theory of Lipschitz
p-summing operators with respect to any reasonable crossnorm S. We apply this
to see that for every 1 < p < oo, Hilbert-Schmidt multilinear operators coincide
with the class of Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators with respect to the
Hilbert-Schmidt tensor product, which generalizes a classical linear result proved
in |24] (see Theorem [5.2]).

Finally, in Section [ we introduce Lipschitz p-summing homogeneous polyno-
mials and relate these notions with other non-linear generalizations of absolutely
p-summing operators that have appeared in the literature.

2. MULTILINEAR MAPPINGS STUDIED THROUGH Y»-OPERATORS.

Throughout this paper X, X1,...,X,, and Y will be Banach spaces over the
same field R or C, and By will be the closed unit ball of a space X. The projective
tensor product of Xi,..., X, will be denoted by X; Rn - R.X, and the space
of multilinear bounded operators from X; x --- x X,, to Y by L(X1,...,X,;Y).
When Y is the scalar field, we will use the notation £(Xj,...,X,). The general
theory of Banach spaces that we will use can be found in [I2] and [31].

We briefly recall now how X-operators are used to study bounded multilinear
mappings. Details can be found in [19]. Each multilinear bounded operator T' €
L(X1,...,Xn;Y) admits a factorization T = To®, where T' € LIX1® - ®X,;Y)
is such that for every z; € X; i=1,...,n, T(z1,...,2,) = T(az1® - ®xy). The
mapping fr = T‘Z, where ¥x, . x, = {rn1® - ®z, € X1® - ®@Xp; x; € X;} is
the Segre cone of the spaces X;, is called a X-operator. The space of continuous
Y-operators endowed with the Lipschitz norm will be denoted £ (Xx,,.. x,;Y) and
L(Xx,, . x,) in the case where Y is the scalar field. The following mappings are
isometric isomorphisms (see [19, Theorem 3.2]):

LOXy, X Y) -5 L(Ex, . x:Y) = L(X1&y - @r X, Y)
T — fr — T

The general procedure to go from a given theory on linear operators to the
broader context of Y-operators is done in two steps: the first step is to interpret
a specific type of boundedness condition on linear operators {S : X — Y} as a
continuous condition, thus, as a Lipschitz condition. The second step is to formulate
such Lipschitz condition for ¥-operators {f : ¥x,, .. x, — Y}. In the case of the
p-summability property, this procedure gives rise to the following definition:
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inequality holds:

k 1/p
1) <_Z 17~ f(v»np) <

k 1/p
¢ sup (Z lp(ui) = s0<vi>l”> 9 Be(nax)
=1

When n = 1, we have that ¥x = X. In this case absolutely p-summing
Y-operators and absolutely p-summing linear operators coincide, as well as -
operators and bounded linear mappings coincide.

The space of absolutely p-summing Y-operators, denoted by II,(Xx,,  x,:;Y),
is a Banach space when defining the norm m,(f) as the smallest constant ¢ > 0
satisfying inequality ().

The following result will be used in Theorem Bl It can be directly proved.

Lemma 2.1. Let 0y,0...9z, be defined as 0zy0...0uz, (@) := ©(X1,...,2Ty) for every
v € L(X1,...,Xn). Then, the following map is an isometric inclusion.

i
Ex,,.x, = CO(Brixy,..x.)),w")
1 QQry 5$1®"'®1n'

3. LIPSCHITZ p-SUMMING MULTILINEAR OPERATORS.

We will denote j, : C(Bg(x,,...x.),w*) = Lp(u) and iy : Loo(p) — Ly (1)
the natural inclusion mappings and iy : Y — KEOY the natural isometric inclusion

iy (2) = (2%(2))z-eBy -
Now we apply the geometrical approach explained in Section 2] to obtain the
following fundamental equivalences:

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 <p<ocoandT: Xy x---x X, =Y be an n-linear operator
between Banach spaces. The following conditions for T are equivalent:

i) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for k e N, i=1,...,k and u;,v; € X3 X -+ X
X,

k 1/p
<Z 1T (ui) — T(vi)llp> <

ii) There is a constant ¢ > 0 and a regular probability measure u on the space
(BL(X17,,,)Xn),w*) such that for each uw = (u1,...,up),v = (v1,...,0,) €
X1 x --- x X,, we have that

1/p
T (u) =T (v)| <c- </|<p(U) - du(@))
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iii) There exist a regular Borel probability measure p on (Brx,,..x,) w*),
a subset ¥, = (jp,o®)(X1,...,X,) of Ly (u) and a Lipschitz function
hr + £, =Y such that T = hy o j, o ®, that is, in such a way that the
following diagram commutes:

X x-xX, — L Yy

iv) There exist a probability space (2,3, 1), a multilinear operator v : Xy X
oo X Xy = Leo(), |lv|l = 1, and a Lipschitz function hr: Ly, (u) — €2+
such that the following diagram commutes:

Xlx...xXn%Y

If w5 (T) := inf{c; i) holds}, then 7} (T) = inf{c; ii) holds} and ||hr| Lip =
75 (T) when the spaces are real and w®(T) < ||hp|Lip < V27LP(T) when the
spaces are complez.

Proof. The proof is like the proof of the original (linear) Pietsch factorization
Theorem. Indeed, for proving the equivalence between (7) and (i), it is possible to
apply [7, Theorem 2.2]. There the authors extend the original statement concerning
bounded linear operators (see [12] Theorem 2.12]) to a broader class of mappings.

To see (it) = (iti), we will use Lemma 2] without mentioning it. Consider a
regular Borel probability measure p asin (i7). Let Xy, 1= (jp 0 ®) (X1 x --- x X,,) C
L, () and define hy : X, — Y as hr((Jp 0 @) (w1, ..., un)) = T(ug,...,up)
for every (ui,...,un) € X1 X ...x X,. hrp is well defined, since whenever (j, o
) (U1, .. un) = (Jp o ®)(v1,...,vy), (i) guarantees that

1T (ur,. .. un) = T(v1,...,00)| <
1(Gp 0 @) (ur, -y un) = (Gp 0 @) (01,00 |1, (uy = O-

Finally, ||hr|Lip = 75" (T) holds because for every z,w € ¥,

1/p
I (2) — o ()] < [ - ( [ @ -pwr du«p))

B

and 7}?(T) is the infimum among the constants satisfying (i).
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(#43) = (iv). Assume that hy : ¥, — Y isasin (44¢). Then, iy o hy is a Lipschitz
function with ||iy o hr| Lip = ||| Lip = 7LP(T). Using the Lipschitz 1-injectivity

p ~
property of ¢L_ (see [3, Lemma 1.1]), we find a Lipschitz extension hr of iy o hr
defined on Ly (u), such that [|hp||Liyp = |liy © hrllLyp = 75®(T) when the spaces

were real spaces, and m}?(T) < lhrllnip < V2 - 7} (T) when the spaces were
complex.

(iv) = (#i). For (u1,...,upn), (v1,...,0,) € X1 X -+ x X,, inequality (i7), and
consequently (¢), follows from:

IT(ur, ..y un) —T(v1, .|| = |Gy o T)(ug, ..y upn) — (By o T)(v1, ..., vp)|]

= ||hr oipov(uy,... un) — hroiyov(vy,...,v,)]

< ||h~THLZ-p||ip ov(Uut, ..., un) —ipo (V1. ,Vn)llL, ()

Definition 3.2. A multilinear operator T € L(X1,...,X,;Y) is Lipschitz p-
summing if it satisfies any of the equivalent conditions in Theorem [31. The

Lipschitz p-summing norm of T is defined as ﬂ'pLip(T).

Hﬁip (X1,...,Xn;Y) will denote the Banach space of Lipschitz p-summing multi-

linear operators with the norm 7). Clearly, ILL"(X1,..., X,;;Y) and I, (3x, ..., x,; Y)
are isometrically isomorphic Banach spaces, via the mapping T — fr.

Remark 3.3. We use the name Lipschitz in Definition to highlight the role
that the differences play in such notion. We also try to avoid confusion with other
notions of p-summability of multilinear operators that appear in the literature. The
main reason is, however, that Y-operators are Lipschitz functions, although non-
zero multilinear mappings are not. In Subsection [7.2 we discuss this fact.

Remark 3.4. Other equivalent characterizations of Lipschitz p-summing operators
can be proved. We mention one that will be used later. Its proof relies on (iii) and
the Lipschitz 1-injectivity property of ¢L_:

There exist a probability space (2,%, 1) and a Lipschitz function hr such that
the following diagram commutes:

Xlx...xXn%Y

\y}

io® 05y~
C(Brix,,....x,),w") 2 Ly (1) -

Examples of Lipschitz p-summing operators. Clearly, any bounded multilin-
ear form is Lipschitz p-summing. This implies that any multilinear operator whose
image belongs to a finite dimensional space is Lipschitz p-summing. Other natural
examples are the following:
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Let K, K, ..., K, be compact Hausdorff spaces and let u, v be positive regular
Borel measures on K and K; X --- x K, respectively. If h € L,(u) and f €
L,(v), then the multilinear operators Tj, € L(C(K),...,C(K); Ly(1)), and Sy €
L(C(K1),...,C(Ky); Ly (v)) defined as T3, (g1, - - -, gn) := h(w)-g1(w) - - - g (w) and
Si(g1,--y9n) = flwi, ..., wn) - g1(w1) - - gn(wy), are Lipschitz p-summing.

Given X\ = (A\g)r € {p, the diagonal operator Ty € L({oc, ..., l0;{p), defined as
T ((ap)k, - -+ (af)k) :== Ak - aj - - - a}l)g, is Lipschitz p-summing.

Main properties. To establish the generalizations of some of the main results
in the linear case, first we see that Lipschitz p-summing operators are located be-
tween the following two multilinear generalizations of absolutely p-summing linear
operators. LP, denotes the set of strongly p-summing multilinear operators (see its
definition in [14]):

Proposition 3.5. For X1,...,X,,Y Banach spaces,
(TeLl(Xy, .., Xp;Y); TE,(X1®y- &rX,;Y)} C
5P (X, .., X3 Y) C L2(Xy,..., X Y).

Proof. To prove the first inclusion, let us consider a bounded multilinear mapping T’
such that its associated linear operator 7" defined on X; & - - - ® X, is an absolutely

p-summing operator. Then, the for any finite set z1,...,2r € X3 Q- Rr Xy, it
holds that
k 1/p & 1/p
~ p ~
(Slrel)  <mmmnf (Sieer) s eefime o)
i=1 i=1

So, in particular, this estimate holds for any finite set of vectors of the form
Zi=ul®...@ul—vi®...®v € Sx,  x, —Xx,...x,. This gives rise to (i) in
Theorem Bl To see the other relation, just observe that T € £(X7,...,X,;Y) is
strongly p-summing exactly when T satisfies condition (i) in Theorem [B1] for every
kEN,izl,...,k, u; € X1 X -+ x X, and v; = 0.

Example 3.3 in [9] shows that T' € L(¢1,¢1;¢1), T((x), (y)) = (x;y;), is a strongly
p-summing multilinear operator whose associated linear mapping is not absolutely
p-summing. We do not know if 7" is Lipschitz p-summing.

Corollary 3.6. The Aron-Berner extension of a Lipschitz p-summing multilinear
operator T € Hﬁip(Xl, coy X3 Y) takes its values in Y.

Proof. By Proposition B3] T is strongly p-summing. Thus, by Theorem 2.2 in [14],
its Aron-Berner extension is in £(X7*,..., X Y).

The statements stated below as propositions can be proved using standard argu-
ments. We will only prove their corollaries. This type of results are usually known
as coincidence theorems.

Corollary 3.7 (A Grothendieck Theorem for multilinear operators). If X1, ..., X,
n € N, are L1 spaces and Y is an Lo space, then

7 (X, XasY) = (X0 XY
Proof.
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Under our assumptions, the space X1®; -+ ®,X,, is also an £; space (see [10,
p.314]). By Grothendieck’s Theorem [12] Theorem 3.1] and Proposition B.5] this
implies that

(T:T €I (X1 @r -+ & Xp: V) = IIXP(Xy, . X3 YY) = L(X0, .., X3 Y.

Proposition 3.8 (Inclusion Theorem). If 1 < p < g < oo, then
NP (X, X Y) CIEP (X, .., X3 Y)
Li Li Li )
and 7P (T) < 7;P(T) for every T € ;" (Xy,..., Xp;Y).

The ideal properties of absolutely p-summing linear operators extend to Lipschitz
p-summing operators as follows:

Proposition 3.9. Let 1 < p < co. For every n € N and every X1,..., X, Y, Z
Banach spaces, it holds that
i) IP(Xy, ..., X3 Y) is a linear subspace of L(X1,...,X,;Y) and ||T| <
P (T).

i) The space (ILVP(X1, ..., X,;Y ), n}") is a Banach space. It contains the
multilinear operators whose range lies in a finite dimensional subspace of
Y.

ii) Let T € IIP(Xy,..., X,;Y), R € L(Y,Z) and S; € L(W;, X,), i =
1...,n. Then RoT o (Sy x ---x 8y,) € L®(Wy,...,Wy; Z) and nt?(R o
To(S1x-x8u)) <Rl -my®(T) - [|Su]l -~ [|Snll-

) P (An) =1, where Ap : K x -+ X K = Kis Ap((21, -+, 20)) = 21 2n.

v) Let T € L(X1,...,X;Y) and R € 11, (Y, Z). Then it holds that RoT €
ILP(Xy,..., X Z) and wtP(Ro T) < mp(R) - ||| Lip-

vi) If i: Y — Z is a linear isometry, then T € L(X1,...,X,;Y) is Lipschitz
p-summing if and only if ioT € L(X1,...,Xn; Z) is Lipschitz p-summing
and 5P (T) = 7} (ioT).

Corollary 3.10. If X1,...,X,, n € N, are L, spaces, then
MEP(Xy, ., X V) =T15P(Xy, ..., X V).

Proof. By Proposition [3.8] we only need to check that H2Lip(X1, X Y) C
MYP(Xy,..., X Y). Let T € TIP(Xy, ..., Xn;Y) and let iy o T = hpojyo(io®)
be the factorization given in Remark B4 By Corollary B, js o (i o ®) is Lipschitz
1-summing. This implies that hp o j3 o (i o ®), which equals i o T', is Lipschitz
1-summing. By (vi) Proposition 3.9 T is Lipschitz 1-summing, too.

. . v .
We will use the notation 21® - - ®x, meaning 1 ® - @2;_1 QTj41 Q- @ Tn,
i1yl
X1, Y. , X, meaning the product of the spaces X, i ¢ {i1,...,i;}and Tpo .0 €
i1
T

L(X1, .Y. ,X,) to denote the mapping such that if each x?j is placed in the i;-th
position, it coincides whith 7.
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Proposition 3.11. Let 1 < p < 0o and x?j € X, =1,...,0, 1 <n be fived. If

11,0000

T elE?(Xy, ..., Xp;Y) then, Tyo o € IEP(Xy, V. X, Y), 7lP(Tho | 0) <

g, - lla, P (T).

Corollary 3.12 (A weak Dvoretzky-Rogers Theorem ). Let 1 < p < oo and let
X be a Banach space. Then TLP(X,.n, X;X) = L("X; X) if and only if X is a
finite dimensional space.

Proof. Let us assume that every multilinear operator is Lipschitz p-summing.
Whenever | = n — 1, Proposition B.I1] guarantees that any linear mapping of the
form T, 0l is absolutely p-summing. By the weak Dvoretzky-Rogers theorem,

this already 1mphes that X is finite dimensional. The reverse implication follows
from 4i) in Proposition B9l

Corollary 3.13 (A Lindenstrauss-Pelczyniski Theorem). Let Xi,...,X,, Y be
Banach spaces, each X1, ..., X, with an unconditional basis. Fach X; is isomorphic
to f{i for some T'; and Y is isomorphic to a Hilbert space if and only if

PP (X0, XasY) = L (X0, XasY).

Proof. If X; ~ f{i and Y ~ H, the result is given by Corollary 3.7 Assume
now that each Xi,..., X, has an unconditional basis and, together with Y are
such that every n-linear operator is Lipschitz 1-summing. Let us fix n norm one
vectors ¥ € X; and n norm one linear projections P; € L£(X;, X;) onto (z¥), re-
spectively. Given an arbitrary S € £(X1;Y), let us define S* € £(X1,...,X,;Y)
as S1(x1,...,2,) = S(x1)Pa(22) - - Py(2,). Under our assumption, St is Lipschitz
1-summing. Then, by Proposition 311l we have that S ! 4o 18 an absolutely 1-

vvvvv n

summing linear operator. Finally, observe that S, ! 20 = S We have proved that

L(X1;Y) =111(X3,Y). By [22, Theorem 4.2, we know that X is isomorphic to an
61;1 and Y is isomorphic to a Hilbert space. An analogous argument can be done
with the other indexes i = 2,...,n.

4. DUNFORD-PETTIS AND LIPSCHITZ p-SUMMING MULTILINEAR OPERATORS

A multilinear mapping is said to be compact if it maps bounded sets into
relatively compact sets. The space of compact multilinear operators will be de-
noted K(X1,...,Xm;Y). It holds that T € K(Xy,...,X,;Y) if and only if T e
IC(X1®,r e Rr X Y). Let us see that in general, there is not a containment rela-
tionship between compact and Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators:

Example 4.1. Consider S € IL,(¢1;¢2) \ K(¢1;¢2); for instance, the formal inclu-

sion mapping. Let S* € L({1, X, ..., Xn;{2) be the multilinear mapping S*(x1, ..., T,)

S(x1)Po(w3) - - Po(y,), constructed from S as in the proof of Corollary[313. S is
a non compact Lipschitz p-summing multilinear mapping.

Example 4.2. Let S € K({2;02) \ I1,,(¢2; £2) (see an example in [12], p.38]). Con-
structing St as before, S* € K(l2, Xa,..., Xpn; o) \Hgip(ﬁg,Xg, ey Xs o).

Proposition states that, however, Lipschitz p-summing operators are of the
following type:
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Definition 4.3. We say that a multilinear operator T € L(X1,...,Xmn;Y) is
Dunford-Pettis if its associated ¥-operator fr transforms the weakly Cauchy se-
quences in Xx, .. x,, nto norm convergent sequences in Y. In this case, we say
that the X-operator fr is Dunford-Pettis. The space of Dunford-Pettis multilinear
operators will be denoted DP(X1,...,Xm;Y).

In the case of linear mappings, n = 1, Definition coincides with the usual
definition of a Dunford-Pettis (or completely continuous) linear operator (see [5] and
the references therein). A notion of Dunford-Pettis for polynomials was studied in
[18].

Proposition 4.4. Let Xq,...,X, be Banach spaces and 1 < p < oo. Then,
(1) K(X1,...,X;Y) CDP(Xq,...,X;Y).
(2) If T € L(Xy1,...,X,;Y) is such that T € DP(X1®x -+ @ Xpn;Y), then
TeDP(X1,...,Xn;Y).

Proof. (1) follows from a compactness argument. To prove (2), let T be such that
it transforms the weakly Cauchy sequences of X 1&7 - - ®r X, into norm conver-
gent sequences in Y. In particular, this holds for the weakly Cauchy sequences in
Yx4,..,X,- Since fr = T|EX1 ’’’’’ o we have the desired condition on fr.

The following theorem generalizes an important and non-trivial result, which
corresponds to the case n = 1 of our result. We denote ¢y the space of sequences
converging to zero with the norm | - ||so-

Theorem 4.5. Let X;,..., X, be Banach spaces. The following are equivalent:
(1) The space X1®n - ®xXpn contains no isomorphic copies of £1.
(2) Every bounded sequence in Xx, .. x, contains a weakly Cauchy subsequence.
(8) For every Banach space Y, K(X1,...,X,;Y) =DP(Xy1,...,Xn;Y).
(4) ’C(Xl, . ,Xn; CQ) = DP(Xl, e ,Xn; CQ).

Proof. By Rosenthal’s dichotomy Theorem, (1) is equivalent to the fact that every
bounded sequence in X1®y - - - ®-X, contains a weakly Cauchy subsequence. In
particular, this holds for the subset X, . x,, which gives (2). Assume (2). By
Proposition4], to prove (3) it is enough to prove D. Let T be a Dunford-Pettis mul-
tilinear operator and let A; € X;, i = 1,...,n be arbitrary bounded subsets. Con-
sider the subsets A := A; x---x A, C X1 x---x X,, and A® = {11® -+ - Qzy; x; €
A} C ¥x,..x,. By (2), any sequence in A® has a weakly Cauchy subse-
quence {al®---®al}; ¢ A®. Since T is Dunford-Pettis, {fr(a]®---®al)}; is
a norm convergent sequence. But {fr(a}® ---®a))}; = {T(al,...,a})};. Con-
sequently, T is compact. (4) is a particular case of (8). Finally, let us see
that (4) implies (1). If {1 C X1®y -+ ®,X,, there exist a linear operator S e
DP(X1@r - @rXnjc0) \ K(X1®x -+ @z Xn;co) (for a proof, see Proposition [5]
I1.6]). Proposition @4 implies that its associated multilinear operator .S is Dunford-
Pettis. Since S is non compact, (4) does not hold.

The linear case n = 1 of the following results can be found in [29, Corollary 1.7].
Proposition 4.6. Let 1 < p < oco. Then,
NP (X1, .., X Y) CDP(Xy, ..., X3 Y).
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Proof. Let T be a Lipschitz p-summing multilnear operator. By (iii) in Theorem
Bl T factorizes as T = hr o j, o (i o ®). Consider a sequence {(z%,...,2%)}) such
that {(zf® - ®@2k)}, C By, . x, is weakly Cauchy. Since j, transforms weakly
Cauchy sequences into norm convergent sequences, (see [I2] pp. 40, 49 ]) and hyp
is norm continuous, then {hr o j,(z¥®---®@x%)}; is a convergent sequence in Y.
Thus, {T(z},...,28)} = {hrojy(2}® - - ®2F)} is a convergent sequence and we
conclude that T is Dunford-Pettis.

From Theorem and Proposition we get:

Corollary 4.7. Let X; be Banach spaces such that {1 ¢ X1®y - ®@.X,. Then,
Jor 1 <p < oo, IFP(Xy,..., X Y) CK(Xy, .., Xp:Y).

Example 4.8. Let 1 < ¢; < oo such that Y i, % < 1. Then, for 1 < p < oo,
every Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operator T € L({q,, ..., 4, ;Y) is compact.

This is because of Corollary [{.7 and the fact that in this case g, @x -+ Qrly, is
reflexive, (see [2]) .

5. HILBERT-SCHMIDT MULTILINEAR OPERATORS.

When the Banach spaces are Hilbert spaces, absolutely p-summing linear oper-
ators and Hilbert-Schmidt operators coincide (J24] Theorem 5.2]). In this section,
we determine the relation with Lipschitz p-summability.

In order to remain in a Hilbert-space context, it is necessary to consider the
Hilbert-Schmidt tensor product ® i, instead of the projective tensor product, since
Hi®, - &-H, is not, in general, a Hilbert space, while Hi\Qp - @y H, is. We
will see briefly how to define Lipschitz p-sumability when considering other tensor
norms.

5.1. Lipschitz p-summability with respect to other reasonable crossnorms.
A norm f on the vector space X1® - --® X, is said to be a reasonable crossnorm

if it has the following two properties: (1) B(z1 ® - - ® ) < ||z1]| - - - ||y for every
x; € Xi; i =1,...nand (2) For every « € X/, the linear functional 2} ®- - -®@z} on
X1® - ®X, is bounded, and |27 ®--- @k || < [|z5]| - - - |23 ]| (see [10], [13] or [3T).

The main point to pay attention to in each step is that in this case we are working
with multilinear functionals whose associated linear operators are continuous on
X1®p - ®3X,. We will denote the space of such mappings by L5 (X1, ..., X,).

Definition 5.1. Let 1 < p < co. An n-linear operator between Banach spaces T €
La(X1...,XnY) is said to be Lipschitz p-summing with respect to the reasonable
crossnorm B (briefly, B-Lipschitz p-summing) if there exists ¢ > 0 such that for
keN,i=1,....,k and u;,v; € X1 X -+ x X, the following inequality holds:

IN

k 1/p
(Z IT (i) - T<vi>||”>

k 1/p
C-sup (Z o (ui) — <P(Ui)|p> ;P € Bryxy,...x,)
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A Domination and a Factorization Theorems hold for Lipschitz p-summing mul-
tilinear operators with respect to 5 (analogues to (ii) and (iii) in Theorem [B1]) and
many of its properties, such as an inclusion Theorem, can be derived from them.

5.2. H-Lipschitz p-summing and Hilbert-Schmidt multilinear operators
coincide. In thissubsection all the spaces considered Hy, ..., H,, G, will be Hilbert
spaces and the reasonable crossnorm £ defined on H1® - - - ® H,, will be the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm, ®g. In this context, we will say that T': H; x --- x H,, — G is
H-Lipschitz p-summing, T € HﬁiP’H(Hl, ..., Hy; G) if T satisfies Definition 1]
with respect to @ . The best ¢ will be denoted wﬁiP’H(T).

Following [23| Definition 5.2], T is said to be Hilbert-Schmidt, T' € Lpg, if there
is an orthonormal basis (eé?)j for each £ =1, ...,n, such that

2

ITlas = | S T (ehmet)|*| <oo

The following coincidence between classes generalizes the linear result in [24]:

Theorem 5.2. For 1 < p < oo, Lys(Hy,...,H,;G) = KPP H(H, ... H,; G),
Lip,H

where | T|| g < (T) < B |IT|| yzg and By, is Khintchine’s inequality constant.
Proof. As always, T will denote the linear mapping associated to T. By [23|
Proposition 10|, T € Lys(Hz, ..., H,; G) if and only if the linear mapping T is in
Lys(H1®p -+ @y Hy; G). The main result in [24] implies that L5 (H1®p - - @ g Hp; G) =
I1,(H, Qp--QuHy; G). An analogous statement to Proposition holds for the
norm ®pg. Using it we obtain that if T' € Lgg, then T € HﬁiP’H(Hl, .., Hy; G).

To prove the reverse inclusion Hﬁi”’H C Lpyg, we consider first the case p = 2.

Let T € Héip’H (Hi,Ha,...,Hy;G) and let (eﬁc)ikelk be an orthonormal basis for
Hy, k=1,...,n. Fix J; C I, an arbitrary finite subset of I. From Definition [5.1]

we have that in this particular case

(S

1
2

DT (e )IF | <™ @) s |3 e ()

JkE€Jk ¢€Brys Jk€Jk
k

k=1,..,n =1,..,n

= qiPH ()

2

Therefore ||T|,; ¢ < 75" (T).
For 1 < p < 2 we get, from this case and from Proposition stated with
i Lip,H i
the norm ®p (namely, ITIX"H C II,"""7), that TIMPH C Lyg and [T 5g <
Lip,H
T2 (T).
Finally, let p > 2. We will see that whenever T': H; x Hs X e X H, — Gisan
element of ILPH (Hy, Hy, ..., Hy; G), then ||T||ns < (By)" my ™" (T).

Let (eﬁk)ikel_ C H; be an orthonormal basis of H;, i = 1,...,n. For every finite
subset J; C I;, with m; elements, we consider (e?i

) _ ordered linearly and
k/ jr€di

for each i = 1,..,n, write e;i, - e}» . If {r,}, are the Rademacher functions and
1 my
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writing dt for dty - - - dt,, and du for du(p), we have

my
1 o B
£ o)) -
1=1,..,n
3
mi 2
/ / (Z T (t1) e}kl, Z Tk, ( Jkn> dty - - - dty, <
[0,1" k1=1 k=1
1
mi p P
/ / (Z T]ill (tl) e;i bl Z Tkn Jk ) dtl tet dtn S
[0,1" k=1
1
mi Mp p P
7TpLz;D7H (T) ¥ ( gy (t1) €1 sy Z T, (tn) €jn ) dudt <
k1=1 kn=1

N
=

S
S
3
-
=
T
=
—
(=
i3
©
/N
[}
2
?’1
N———
[NV}
oW
=
)
IN

6. TENSORIAL APPROACH TO LIPSCHITZ p-SUMMING MULTILINEAR OPERATORS.

Here we study the tensorial side of the p-summability of multilinear mappings.
By one hand, we will construct a tensor normed space in such a way that its dual is
isometric to the space of Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators. On the other
hand, Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators will be characterized in terms of
a Lipschitz condition of a mapping of the form Id ® T'.

To prove the first statement, we consider decompositions of the elements z €
X1® - ®X, ®Y of the following form:

(2) Z_Z pi —¢) ®y; where p;,¢; € ¥x,...x,, Yi €Y.

Given a pair of conjugate indexes 1 <p,p’ <ocoanda z € X1®---®X, QY we
define

dyP(2) = inf{( sup {ZI@ (i) = $la)P') 7 }) -I(yi)?—1|p}
pe L(Exq,..., Xp)

taking the infimum over all representations of the form (2)).

It can be proved that dZL)ip defines a reasonable crossnorm on X1® ---®X,, Y.
This definition generalizes the (right) Chevet-Saphar tensor norm d, defined on
spaces of the form X ® Y (see [31], (6.5)]). The special form of the representations
@) of an arbitrary tensor will capture the Lipschitz character of the X-operator
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associated to Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators. The completion of the
tensor space with respect to the norm d2% will be denoted (X1& ... ©X,QY,d>").

Theorem 6.1. Let p,p’ be conjugate indexes, 1 < p < oo and X1,...,X,,Y
Banach spaces. Then

(X216 - ©X,QY,d5?)" =157 (X1,..., X, Y).

This result can be proved by generalizing in a natural way the linear proof.

In the linear setting, the absolutely p-summability of a linear operator T is
equivalent to the boundedness of the operator 1@ 7T : £, ®. X — £, ®a, Y where
e denotes the injective tensor norm and A, is the norm on ¢, ® Y induced by the
embedding £, ® Y — £,[Y] (see [10, 4.1, 7.1]). For multilinear operators, such
characterization reads as follows:

Theorem 6.2. Let X;,...,X,,Y be Banach spaces and 1 < p < co. The following
conditions are equivalent for a bounded multilinear mapping T :

(i) T € L(X1,...,X,;Y) is Lipschitz p-summing.
(i1) There exists C > 0 such that

k k
A, ((1®T) <Zei®(ai—bi)>> <C-e (Zei@)(ai—bi))

where a;,b; € Xx,.. x,, (€;); denotes the canonical basis of £, and

10T : 4y ® (X118 @rXn) 5 £, QY.
In this case )" (T) = inf C in (ii).

Proof. (i) = (ii): Let fr be the Y-operator associated to 7. Writing £ :=
L(Ex,,... x,), we have

By (X e ® (frlad) - <m0=thwwwmmﬂwg
sz ) sup (ka a) bo)|P )l/p _

pEBL

wﬁi”( sup sup ‘Z wi(p(a;) ’ = WLZ” (Z e ® ) .

wEBL uEBg ,

(Zl) = (Z) Let (ai), (bl) S EX1;~~~7X71' Then,

(i)~ 1 mpr(Za ® (fr(@) - F2(6))

<C-e ( : ) e ’Z pi(p(ai) — w(bi))’

=C sup (Z|<p a;) 1)|p)l/p.

pEBL

Notice that Id ® T is bounded (or Lipschitz) on all of its domain exactly when
T is a linear p-summing operator.
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7. OTHER NON-LINEAR NOTIONS OF pP-SUMMABILITY

7.1. Relation with other multilinear generalizations of p-summability. In
Proposition B.5 we have already exposed the relation with two generalizations of
absolutely p-summing operators that have appeared in the literature. Another class
is that of the so called fully p-summing [23] or multiple p-summing [6] multilinear
operators (both classes coincide). There is not a general containment relation with
Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators. As in the cases of the absolutely p-
summing multilinear operators and the np-dominated operators introduced by A.
Pietsch in [28], it happens that these classes do not admit a characterization in terms
of a Pietsch-type factorization, since there are scalar valued multilinear operators
that do not belong to such classes (see [27] and [28]). This fact makes these notions
essentially different to the one introduced here (see Proposition and Theorem

BI).

7.2. Relation with the notion of p-summability for Lipschitz mappings
between metric spaces. In [17], J.D. Farmer and W.B. Johnson introduced the
notion of Lipschitz p-summability for mappings between metric spaces, in the fol-
lowing way: “The Lipschitz p-summing (1 < p < co0) norm, wﬁ (T), of a (possibly
nonlinear) mapping 7' : X — Y between metric spaces is the smallest constant C
so that for all (x;);, (y;); in X and all positive reals a;,

> ail| Ty = Ty | < CP sup > aill fai — fuillP-
FEBy

Here By is the unit ball of X#, the Lipschitz dual of X”. As they noted, the
definition is the same if one considers a; = 1. In [I7, Theorem 2| the authors prove
that this notion coincides with the notion of absolutely p-summing operators when
the mappings are linear operators. We have already mentioned that X-operators
are Lipschitz mappings between metric spaces. Then, it is natural to ask if the
Y-operators that are p-summing mappings in the sense of [I7] (i.e. those that
satisfy the inequality above), are exactly the absolutely p-summing Y-operators as
defined in ([IJ). Directly from the definitions we see that every absolutely p-summing
Y-operator is p-summing in the sense of [I7]. So,

Question 7.1. Do both notions coincide for X-operators?

7.3. Lipschitz p-summing polynomials. A mapping P : X — Y between Ba-
nach spaces is a homogeneous poylnomial of degree n if there exists a multilinear
mapping Tp : X X --- x X — Y such that P(x) = Tp(z,.7.,z) (see [16]). Let
P("X,Y) (resp. P("X)) denote the space of n-homogeneous bounded polynomi-
als from X to Y (resp. from X to the scalar field), normed with the supremum
norm. The mappings j,, ¢, and ¢y will denote the analogues to those described
before Theorem 311 The mapping i’y is the n-homogeneous polynomial defined as

i%(z) = 2® . @z. Adapting the arguments already used to prove Theorem 31|
it is possible to prove the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let 1 < p < oo and let P € P("X,Y) be an n-homogeneous
polynomial between Banach spaces. The following conditions for P are equivalent:
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(1) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for k e N, i=1,... k and u;,v; € X,

k 1/17
(Z 1P (us) — P(Ui)Hp) <
=1

k 1/p
c-sup <Z lo (ui) — ¢ (Uz‘)|p> ;¢ € Bp(nx)
=1

(2) There is a constant ¢ > 0 and a regular probability measure p on (B'P(nX), w*)
such that for each u,v € X we have that

1/p
[P (u) =P ()| <ec- </B | (u) — ¢ ()| du(w))
P("X) )

(3) There exist a regular Borel probability measure u on the space (B'P(nX), w*) ,
a subset X, := (jp,0i%)(X) C L, (1) and a Lipschitz function hp : X, =Y
such that hp o j, 0% = P.

xX—r vy

%

n l

in(X) —— X,
N N

C(Bp(nx),w*) —2= Ly ()

(4) There exist a probability space (2,3, 1), a n-homogeneous polynomial v :

X — Loo(u) and a Lipschitz function hp: Ly, (u) — ¢2Y* such that iy o
P=hpo ip o v. the following diagram commutes:

X £ Ly

If 7} (P) := inf{¢; (1) holds}, then wk*?(P) = inf{c; (2) holds} and |hell Lip
Wﬁip(P) = ||hpllLip when the spaces are real and Wﬁip(P) = |[hpllLip < ||h~P||Lip <
\/ﬁwﬁip(P) when the spaces are complez.

Definition 7.3. An n-homogeneous polynomial P € P("X;Y) is Lipschitz p-
summing if and only it satisfies any of the equivalent conditions in Theorem [Z.2.

Important properties of these polynomials can be derived from Theorem
This is the case of the Inclusion Theorem and the fact that whenever the symmetric
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projective tensor product contains no copies of /1, then every Lipschitz p-summing
polynomial is compact.

The following homogenous polynomials, which are analogues to some of the
multilinear examples given in Section [3] are Lipschitz p-summing. This fact can be
proved in like manner as the proof of the linear case n = 1 [12, Examples 2.9].

Let K be a compact Hausdorff space and p a positive regular Borel measure on
K. If h € L,(p), the n-homogeneous polynomial P, € P(C(K); L,(p)) defined as
Pn(g) := h(w) - (g(w))™ is Lipschitz p-summing.

Given a sequence A = (Ag)r € £p, the diagonal polynomial Py € P(loo;¥p),
defined as Py ((ak)k) := (Mg - a})k, is Lipschitz p-summing.
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