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LIPSCHITZ p-SUMMING MULTILINEAR OPERATORS

JORGE C. ANGULO-LÓPEZ AND MAITE FERNÁNDEZ-UNZUETA

Abstract. We apply the geometric approach provided by Σ-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-Pełczyńsky 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 ℓ1. 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 [17]. 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], [14], [23], [28]. Relations among
these notions may be found in [8], [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 Σ-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 3.1).

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 3.8), as well as Grothendieck’s coincidence Theorems (Corollaries 3.7
and 3.10) hold. Multilinear results generalizing the weak Dvoretzky-Rogers’ and
Lindenstrauss-Pełczyńsky’s theorems are also proved (Corollary 3.12 and Corol-
lary 3.13, 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 4.6). Multilinear operators satisfying this last property will be
called Dunford-Pettis operators. They are studied in Section 4.

In all our considerations above, we have been implicitly using the projective
tensor product. In Section 5 we briefly see how to develop the theory of Lipschitz
p-summing operators with respect to any reasonable crossnorm β. We apply this
to see that for every 1 ≤ p < ∞, 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 7 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 Σ-operators.

Throughout this paper X,X1, . . . , Xn and Y will be Banach spaces over the
same field R or C, and BX will be the closed unit ball of a space X . The projective
tensor product of X1, . . . , Xn will be denoted by X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn and the space
of multilinear bounded operators from X1 × · · · × Xn to Y by L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).
When Y is the scalar field, we will use the notation L(X1, . . . , Xn). The general
theory of Banach spaces that we will use can be found in [12] and [31].

We briefly recall now how Σ-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 = T̂ ◦⊗, where T̂ ∈ L(X1⊗ · · · ⊗Xn;Y )

is such that for every xi ∈ Xi i = 1, . . . , n, T (x1, . . . , xn) = T̂ (x1⊗ · · · ⊗xn). The

mapping fT := T̂|Σ , where ΣX1,...,Xn
:= {x1⊗ · · ·⊗xn ∈ X1⊗ · · · ⊗Xn; xi ∈ Xi} is

the Segre cone of the spaces Xi, is called a Σ-operator. The space of continuous
Σ-operators endowed with the Lipschitz norm will be denoted L (ΣX1,...,Xn

;Y ) and
L (ΣX1,...,Xn

) in the case where Y is the scalar field. The following mappings are
isometric isomorphisms (see [19, Theorem 3.2]):

L (X1, . . . , Xn;Y )
Ψ−→ L (ΣX1,...,Xn

;Y )
Φ−→ L

(

X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn;Y
)

T 7→ fT 7→ T̂

The general procedure to go from a given theory on linear operators to the
broader context of Σ-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 Σ-operators {f : ΣX1,...,Xn

→ Y }. In the case of the
p-summability property, this procedure gives rise to the following definition:
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f ∈ L(ΣX1,...,Xm
;Y ) is an absolutely p-summing Σ-operator if there is a constant

c ≥ 0 such that for every i = 1, . . . , k and every ui, vi ∈ ΣX1,...,Xn
, the following

inequality holds:

(1)

(

k
∑

i=1

‖f(ui)− f(vi)‖p
)1/p

≤

c · sup







(

k
∑

i=1

|ϕ(ui)− ϕ(vi)|p
)1/p

; ϕ ∈ BL(ΣX1,...,Xn)







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

The space of absolutely p-summing Σ-operators, denoted by Πp(ΣX1,...,Xn
;Y ),

is a Banach space when defining the norm πp(f) as the smallest constant c ≥ 0
satisfying inequality (1).

The following result will be used in Theorem 3.1. It can be directly proved.

Lemma 2.1. Let δx1⊗···⊗xn
be defined as δx1⊗···⊗xn

(ϕ) := ϕ(x1, . . . , xn) for every
ϕ ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn). Then, the following map is an isometric inclusion.

ΣX1,...,Xn

i→֒ C(BL(X1,...,Xn)), w
∗)

x1⊗ · · · ⊗xn 7→ δx1⊗···⊗xn
.

3. Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators.

We will denote jp : C(BL(X1,...,Xn), w
∗) → Lp (µ) and ip : L∞(µ) → Lp (µ)

the natural inclusion mappings and iY : Y → ℓ
B∗

Y
∞ the natural isometric inclusion

iY (z) = (x∗(z))x∗∈B∗
Y
.

Now we apply the geometrical approach explained in Section 2 to obtain the
following fundamental equivalences:

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T : X1 × · · · ×Xn → Y be an n-linear operator
between Banach spaces. The following conditions for T are equivalent:

i) There exists c > 0 such that for k ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , k and ui, vi ∈ X1 × · · · ×
Xn,

(

k
∑

i=1

‖T (ui)− T (vi)‖p
)1/p

≤

c · sup







(

k
∑

i=1

|ϕ (ui)− ϕ (vi)|p
)1/p

; ϕ ∈ BL(X1,...,Xn)







.

ii) There is a constant c > 0 and a regular probability measure µ on the space
(

BL(X1,...,Xn), w
∗
)

such that for each u = (u1, . . . , un), v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈
X1 × · · · ×Xn we have that

‖T (u)− T (v)‖ ≤ c ·
(

∫

BL(X1,...,Xn)

|ϕ (u)− ϕ (v)|p dµ(ϕ)

)1/p

.
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iii) There exist a regular Borel probability measure µ on (BL(X1,...,Xn), w
∗),

a subset Σp := (jp ◦ ⊗) (X1, . . . , Xn) of Lp (µ) and a Lipschitz function
hT : Σp → Y such that T = hT ◦ jp ◦ ⊗, that is, in such a way that the
following diagram commutes:

X1 × · · · ×Xn Y

ΣX1,...,Xn
Σp

C(BL(X1,...,Xn), w
∗) Lp (µ) .

T

⊗

jp|Σ

∩ ∩

hT

jp

iv) There exist a probability space (Ω,Σ, µ), a multilinear operator ν : X1 ×
. . .×Xn → L∞(µ), ‖ν‖ = 1, and a Lipschitz function h̃T : Lp (µ) −→ ℓBY ∗

∞

such that the following diagram commutes:

X1 × . . .×Xn Y

ℓBY ∗
∞

L∞(µ) Lp (µ) .

T

ν

iY

ip

h̃T

If πLip
p (T ) := inf{c; i) holds}, then πLip

p (T ) = inf{c; ii) holds} and ‖h̃T ‖Lip =

πLip
p (T ) when the spaces are real and πLip

p (T ) ≤ ‖h̃T‖Lip ≤
√
2πLip

p (T ) when the
spaces are complex.

Proof. The proof is like the proof of the original (linear) Pietsch factorization
Theorem. Indeed, for proving the equivalence between (i) and (ii), 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 (ii) ⇒ (iii), we will use Lemma 2.1 without mentioning it. Consider a
regular Borel probability measure µ as in (ii). Let Σp := (jp ◦ ⊗) (X1 × · · · ×Xn) ⊂
Lp (µ) and define hT : Σp −→ Y as hT ((jp ◦ ⊗)(u1, . . . , un)) := T (u1, . . . , un)
for every (u1, . . . , un) ∈ X1 × . . .×Xn. hT is well defined, since whenever (jp ◦
⊗)(u1, . . . , un) = (jp ◦ ⊗)(v1, . . . , vn), (ii) guarantees that

‖T (u1, . . . , un)− T (v1, . . . , vn)‖ ≤
‖(jp ◦ ⊗)(u1, . . . , un)− (jp ◦ ⊗)(v1, . . . , vn)‖Lp(µ) = 0.

Finally, ‖hT ‖Lip = πLip
p (T ) holds because for every z, w ∈ Σp,

‖hT (z)− hT (w)‖ ≤ ‖hT ‖Lip ·
(∫

BL

|ϕ (z)− ϕ (w)|p dµ(ϕ)

)1/p

.

and πLip
p (T ) is the infimum among the constants satisfying (i).
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(iii) ⇒ (iv). Assume that hT : Σp → Y is as in (iii). Then, iY ◦ hT is a Lipschitz
function with ‖iY ◦hT ‖Lip = ‖hT ‖Lip = πLip

p (T ). Using the Lipschitz 1-injectivity

property of ℓΓ∞ (see [3, Lemma 1.1]), we find a Lipschitz extension h̃T of iY ◦ hT

defined on Lp(µ), such that ‖h̃T ‖Lip = ‖iY ◦ hT ‖Lip = πLip
p (T ) when the spaces

were real spaces, and πLip
p (T ) ≤ ‖h̃T‖Lip ≤

√
2 · πLip

p (T ) when the spaces were
complex.

(iv) ⇒ (ii). For (u1, . . . , un), (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ X1 × · · · ×Xn, inequality (ii), and
consequently (i), follows from:

‖T (u1, . . . , un)− T (v1, . . . , vn)‖ = ‖(iY ◦ T )(u1, . . . , un)− (iY ◦ T )(v1, . . . , vn)‖
= ‖h̃T ◦ ip ◦ ν(u1, . . . , un)− h̃T ◦ ip ◦ ν(v1, . . . , vn)‖

≤ ‖h̃T‖Lip‖ip ◦ ν(u1, . . . , un)− ip ◦ ν(v1, . . . , vn)‖Lp(µ).

Definition 3.2. A multilinear operator T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) is Lipschitz p-
summing if it satisfies any of the equivalent conditions in Theorem 3.1. The
Lipschitz p-summing norm of T is defined as πLip

p (T ).

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

linear operators with the norm πLip
p . Clearly, ΠLip

p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) and Πp(ΣX1,...,Xn
;Y )

are isometrically isomorphic Banach spaces, via the mapping T 7→ fT .

Remark 3.3. We use the name Lipschitz in Definition 3.2 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 Σ-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 ℓΓ∞:

There exist a probability space (Ω,Σ, µ) and a Lipschitz function h̃T such that
the following diagram commutes:

X1 × . . .×Xn Y

ℓBY ∗
∞

C(BL(X1,...,Xn), w
∗) Lp (µ) .

T

i◦⊗

iY

jp

h̃T

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, K1, . . . ,Kn be compact Hausdorff spaces and let µ, ν be positive regular
Borel measures on K and K1 × · · · × Kn respectively. If h ∈ Lp(µ) and f ∈
Lp(ν), then the multilinear operators Th ∈ L(C(K), . . . , C(K);Lp(µ)), and Sf ∈
L(C(K1), . . . , C(Kn);Lp (ν)) defined as Th(g1, . . . , gn) := h(w) ·g1(w) · · · gn(w) and
Sf (g1, . . . , gn) := f(w1, . . . , wn) · g1(w1) · · · gn(wn), are Lipschitz p-summing.

Given λ = (λk)k ∈ ℓp, the diagonal operator Tλ ∈ L(ℓ∞, . . . , ℓ∞; ℓp), defined as
Tλ

(

(a1k)k, . . . , (a
n
k )k
)

:= (λk · a1k · · ·ank )k, 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

ss denotes the set of strongly p-summing multilinear operators (see its
definition in [14]):

Proposition 3.5. For X1, . . . , Xn, Y Banach spaces,

{T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ); T̂ ∈ Πp(X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn;Y )} ⊂
ΠLip

p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) ⊂ Lp
ss(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

Proof. To prove the first inclusion, let us consider a bounded multilinear mapping T
such that its associated linear operator T̂ defined on X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn is an absolutely
p-summing operator. Then, the for any finite set z1, . . . , zk ∈ X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn it
holds that
(

k
∑

i=1

∥

∥

∥T̂ (zi)
∥

∥

∥

p
)1/p

≤ πp(T̂ ) sup







(

k
∑

i=1

|ϕ (zi)|p
)1/p

; ϕ ∈ BL(X1⊗̂π···⊗̂πXn)







.

So, in particular, this estimate holds for any finite set of vectors of the form
zi = ui

1 ⊗ . . .⊗ ui
n − vi1 ⊗ . . .⊗ vin ∈ ΣX1,...,Xn

−ΣX1,...,Xn
. This gives rise to (i) in

Theorem 3.1. To see the other relation, just observe that T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) is
strongly p-summing exactly when T satisfies condition (i) in Theorem 3.1 for every
k ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , k, ui ∈ X1 × · · · ×Xn and vi = 0.

Example 3.3 in [9] shows that T ∈ L(ℓ1, ℓ1; ℓ1), T ((x), (y)) = (xjyj)j is a strongly
p-summing multilinear operator whose associated linear mapping is not absolutely
p-summing. We do not know if T is Lipschitz p-summing.

Corollary 3.6. The Aron-Berner extension of a Lipschitz p-summing multilinear
operator T ∈ ΠLip

p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) takes its values in Y .

Proof. By Proposition 3.5, T is strongly p-summing. Thus, by Theorem 2.2 in [14],
its Aron-Berner extension is in L(X∗∗

1 , . . . , X∗∗
n ;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, . . . , Xn,
n ∈ N, are L1 spaces and Y is an L2 space, then

ΠLip
1 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) = L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

Proof.
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Under our assumptions, the space X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn is also an L1 space (see [10,
p.314]). By Grothendieck’s Theorem [12, Theorem 3.1] and Proposition 3.5, this
implies that

{T ; T̂ ∈ Π1(X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn;Y )} = ΠLip
1 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) = L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

Proposition 3.8 (Inclusion Theorem). If 1 ≤ p ≤ q < ∞, then

ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) ⊂ ΠLip

q (X1, . . . , Xn;Y )

and πLip
q (T ) ≤ πLip

p (T ) for every T ∈ ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

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

Proposition 3.9. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. For every n ∈ N and every X1, . . . , Xn, Y, Z
Banach spaces, it holds that

i) ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) is a linear subspace of L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) and ‖T ‖ ≤

πLip
p (T ).

ii) The space (ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ), πLip

p ) is a Banach space. It contains the
multilinear operators whose range lies in a finite dimensional subspace of
Y .

iii) Let T ∈ ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ), R ∈ L (Y, Z) and Si ∈ L (Wi, Xi) , i =

1 . . . , n. Then R ◦ T ◦ (S1 × · · · × Sn) ∈ ΠLip
p (W1, . . . ,Wn;Z) and πLip

p (R ◦
T ◦ (S1 × · · · × Sn)) ≤ ‖R‖ · πLip

p (T ) · ‖S1‖ · · · ‖Sn‖.
iv) πLip

p (Λn) = 1, where Λn : K × · · · ×K → K is Λn((z1, · · · , zn)) = z1 · · · zn.
v) Let T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) and R ∈ Πp (Y, Z). Then it holds that R ◦ T ∈

ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Z) and πLip

p (R ◦ T ) ≤ πp(R) · ‖T ‖Lip.
vi) If i : Y −→ Z is a linear isometry, then T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) is Lipschitz

p-summing if and only if i ◦ T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Z) is Lipschitz p-summing
and πLip

p (T ) = πLip
p (i ◦ T ).

Corollary 3.10. If X1, . . . , Xn, n ∈ N, are L1 spaces, then

ΠLip
1 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) = ΠLip

2 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

Proof. By Proposition 3.8, we only need to check that ΠLip
2 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) ⊂

ΠLip
1 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ). Let T ∈ ΠLip

2 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) and let iY ◦T = h̃T ◦ j2 ◦ (i◦⊗)
be the factorization given in Remark 3.4. By Corollary 3.7, j2 ◦ (i ◦ ⊗) is Lipschitz

1-summing. This implies that h̃T ◦ j2 ◦ (i ◦ ⊗), which equals i ◦ T , is Lipschitz
1-summing. By (vi) Proposition 3.9, T is Lipschitz 1-summing, too.

We will use the notation x1⊗
j
∨· · · ⊗xn meaning x1 ⊗ · · ·⊗xj−1 ⊗xj+1 ⊗ · · ·⊗xn,

X1,
i1,...,il

∨. . . , Xn meaning the product of the spaces Xi, i /∈ {i1, . . . , il} and Tx0
i1
,...,x0

il

∈

L(X1,
i1,...,il

∨. . . , Xn) to denote the mapping such that if each x0
ij

is placed in the ij-th

position, it coincides whith T .
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Proposition 3.11. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and x0
ij

∈ Xij , j = 1, . . . , l, l < n be fixed. If

T ∈ ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) then, Tx0

i1
,...,x0

il

∈ ΠLip
p (X1,

i1,...,il
∨. . . , Xn;Y ), πLip

p (Tx0
i1
,...,x0

il

) ≤
‖x0

i1
‖ · · · ‖x0

il
‖πLip

p (T ).

Corollary 3.12 (A weak Dvoretzky-Rogers Theorem ). Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let
X be a Banach space. Then ΠLip

p (X, n. . ., X ;X) = L (nX ;X) if and only if X is a
finite dimensional space.

Proof. Let us assume that every multilinear operator is Lipschitz p-summing.
Whenever l = n − 1, Proposition 3.11 guarantees that any linear mapping of the
form Tx0

i1
,...,x0

il

is absolutely p-summing. By the weak Dvoretzky-Rogers theorem,

this already implies that X is finite dimensional. The reverse implication follows
from ii) in Proposition 3.9.

Corollary 3.13 (A Lindenstrauss-Pełczyński Theorem). Let X1, . . . , Xn, Y be
Banach spaces, each X1, . . . , Xn with an unconditional basis. Each Xi is isomorphic
to ℓΓi

1 for some Γi and Y is isomorphic to a Hilbert space if and only if

ΠLip
1 (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) = L (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) .

Proof. If Xi ≃ ℓΓi

1 and Y ≃ H , the result is given by Corollary 3.7. Assume
now that each X1, . . . , Xn 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 x0

i ∈ Xi and n norm one linear projections Pi ∈ L(Xi, Xi) onto 〈x0
i 〉, re-

spectively. Given an arbitrary S ∈ L(X1;Y ), let us define S1 ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y )
as S1(x1, . . . , xn) = S(x1)P2(x2) · · ·Pn(xn). Under our assumption, S1 is Lipschitz
1-summing. Then, by Proposition 3.11, we have that S1

x0
2,...,x

0
n

is an absolutely 1-

summing linear operator. Finally, observe that S1
x0
2,...,x

0
n
= S. We have proved that

L(X1;Y ) = Π1(X1, Y ). By [22, Theorem 4.2], we know that X1 is isomorphic to an

ℓΓ1
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(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) if and only if T̂ ∈
K(X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn;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 ∈ Πp(ℓ1; ℓ2) \ K(ℓ1; ℓ2); for instance, the formal inclu-
sion mapping. Let S1 ∈ L(ℓ1, X2, . . . , Xn; ℓ2) be the multilinear mapping S1(x1, . . . , xn) =
S(x1)P2(x2) · · ·Pn(xn), constructed from S as in the proof of Corollary 3.13. S1 is
a non compact Lipschitz p-summing multilinear mapping.

Example 4.2. Let S ∈ K(ℓ2; ℓ2) \ Πp(ℓ2; ℓ2) (see an example in [12, p.38]). Con-
structing S1 as before, S1 ∈ K(ℓ2, X2, . . . , Xn; ℓ2) \ΠLip

p (ℓ2, X2, . . . , Xn; ℓ2).

Proposition 4.6 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, . . . , Xm;Y ) is
Dunford-Pettis if its associated Σ-operator fT transforms the weakly Cauchy se-
quences in ΣX1,...,Xm

into norm convergent sequences in Y . In this case, we say
that the Σ-operator fT 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 4.3 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 X1, . . . , Xn be Banach spaces and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then,

(1) K(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) ⊂ DP(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

(2) If T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) is such that T̂ ∈ DP(X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn;Y ), then
T ∈ DP(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).

Proof. (1 ) follows from a compactness argument. To prove (2 ), let T̂ be such that
it transforms the weakly Cauchy sequences of X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn into norm conver-
gent sequences in Y . In particular, this holds for the weakly Cauchy sequences in

ΣX1,...,Xn
. Since fT = T̂|ΣX1,...,Xn

, we have the desired condition on fT .

The following theorem generalizes an important and non-trivial result, which
corresponds to the case n = 1 of our result. We denote c0 the space of sequences
converging to zero with the norm ‖ · ‖∞.

Theorem 4.5. Let X1, . . . , Xn be Banach spaces. The following are equivalent:

(1) The space X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn contains no isomorphic copies of ℓ1.
(2) Every bounded sequence in ΣX1,...,Xn

contains a weakly Cauchy subsequence.
(3) For every Banach space Y , K(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) = DP(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).
(4) K(X1, . . . , Xn; c0) = DP(X1, . . . , Xn; c0).

Proof. By Rosenthal’s dichotomy Theorem, (1 ) is equivalent to the fact that every
bounded sequence in X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn contains a weakly Cauchy subsequence. In
particular, this holds for the subset ΣX1,...,Xn

, which gives (2 ). Assume (2 ). By
Proposition 4.4, to prove (3 ) it is enough to prove⊃. Let T be a Dunford-Pettis mul-
tilinear operator and let Ai ∈ Xi, i = 1, . . . , n be arbitrary bounded subsets. Con-
sider the subsets A := A1×· · ·×An ⊂ X1×· · ·×Xn and A⊗ := {x1⊗ · · · ⊗xn; xi ∈
Ai} ⊂ ΣX1,...,Xn

. By (2 ), any sequence in A⊗ has a weakly Cauchy subse-

quence {aj1⊗ · · ·⊗ajn}j ⊂ A⊗. Since T is Dunford-Pettis, {fT (aj1⊗ · · · ⊗ajn)}j is

a norm convergent sequence. But {fT (aj1⊗ · · ·⊗ajn)}j = {T (aj1, . . . , ajn)}j . Con-
sequently, T is compact. (4 ) is a particular case of (3 ). Finally, let us see

that (4 ) implies (1 ). If ℓ1 ⊂ X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn, there exist a linear operator Ŝ ∈
DP(X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn; c0) \ K(X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn; c0) (for a proof, see Proposition [5,
II.6]). Proposition 4.4 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 < ∞. Then,

ΠLip
p (X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) ⊂ DP(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ).



10 JORGE C. ANGULO-LÓPEZ AND MAITE FERNÁNDEZ-UNZUETA

Proof. Let T be a Lipschitz p-summing multilnear operator. By (iii) in Theorem
3.1, T factorizes as T = hT ◦ jp ◦ (i ◦ ⊗). Consider a sequence {(xk

1 , . . . , x
k
n)}k such

that {(xk
1⊗ · · · ⊗xk

n)}k ⊂ ΣX1,...,Xn
is weakly Cauchy. Since jp transforms weakly

Cauchy sequences into norm convergent sequences, (see [12, pp. 40, 49 ]) and hT

is norm continuous, then {hT ◦ jp(x
k
1⊗ · · ·⊗xk

n)}k is a convergent sequence in Y .
Thus, {T (xk

1 , . . . , x
k
n)}k = {hT ◦ jp(xk

1⊗ · · · ⊗xk
n)}k is a convergent sequence and we

conclude that T is Dunford-Pettis.

From Theorem 4.5 and Proposition 4.6 we get:

Corollary 4.7. Let Xi be Banach spaces such that ℓ1 6⊂ X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn. Then,
for 1 ≤ p < ∞, ΠLip

p (X1, . . . , Xm;Y ) ⊂ K(X1, . . . , Xm;Y ).

Example 4.8. Let 1 < qi < ∞ such that
∑n

i=1
1
qi

< 1. Then, for 1 ≤ p < ∞,

every Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operator T ∈ L(ℓq1 , . . . , ℓqn ;Y ) is compact.
This is because of Corollary 4.7 and the fact that in this case ℓq1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πℓqn 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 ([24, 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 ⊗H , instead of the projective tensor product, since
H1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πHn is not, in general, a Hilbert space, while H1⊗̂H · · · ⊗̂HHn 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 β on the vector space X1⊗ · · ·⊗Xn is said to be a reasonable crossnorm

if it has the following two properties: (1) β(x1 ⊗ · · ·⊗ xn) ≤ ‖x1‖ · · · ‖xn‖ for every
xi ∈ Xi; i = 1, . . . n and (2) For every x∗

i ∈ X∗
i , the linear functional x∗

1⊗· · ·⊗x∗
n on

X1⊗ · · · ⊗Xn is bounded, and ‖x∗
1⊗· · ·⊗x∗

n‖ ≤ ‖x∗
1‖ · · · ‖x∗

n‖ (see [10], [13] or [31]).
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⊗̂β · · · ⊗̂βXn. We will denote the space of such mappings by Lβ (X1, . . . , Xn).

Definition 5.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. An n-linear operator between Banach spaces T ∈
Lβ(X1 . . . , Xn;Y ) is said to be Lipschitz p-summing with respect to the reasonable
crossnorm β (briefly, β-Lipschitz p-summing) if there exists c > 0 such that for
k ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , k and ui, vi ∈ X1 × · · · ×Xn, the following inequality holds:

(

k
∑

i=1

‖T (ui)− T (vi)‖p
)1/p

≤

c · sup







(

k
∑

i=1

|ϕ (ui)− ϕ (vi)|p
)1/p

; ϕ ∈ BLβ(X1,...,Xn)






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A Domination and a Factorization Theorems hold for Lipschitz p-summing mul-
tilinear operators with respect to β (analogues to (ii) and (iii) in Theorem 3.1) 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 this subsection all the spaces considered H1, . . . , Hn, G, will be Hilbert
spaces and the reasonable crossnorm β defined on H1⊗ · · · ⊗Hn will be the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm, ⊗H . In this context, we will say that T : H1 × · · · × Hn → G is
H-Lipschitz p-summing, T ∈ ΠLip,H

p (H1, . . . , Hn;G) if T satisfies Definition 5.1

with respect to ⊗H . The best c will be denoted πLip,H
p (T ).

Following [23, Definition 5.2], T is said to be Hilbert-Schmidt, T ∈ LHS , if there
is an orthonormal basis (ekj )j for each k = 1, ..., n, such that

‖T ‖HS :=









∑

jk∈Jk
k=1,..,n

∥

∥T
(

e1j1 , ..., e
n
jn

)∥

∥

2









1
2

< ∞

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

Theorem 5.2. For 1 ≤ p < ∞, LHS(H1, . . . , Hn;G) = ΠLip,H
p (H1, . . . , Hn;G),

where ‖T ‖HS ≤ πLip,H
2 (T ) ≤ Bn

p ‖T ‖HS and Bp is Khintchine’s inequality constant.

Proof. As always, T̂ will denote the linear mapping associated to T . By [23,

Proposition 10], T ∈ LHS(H1, . . . , Hn;G) if and only if the linear mapping T̂ is in
LHS(H1⊗̂H · · · ⊗̂HHn;G). The main result in [24] implies that LHS(H1⊗̂H · · · ⊗̂HHn;G) =
Πp(H1⊗̂H · · · ⊗̂HHn;G). An analogous statement to Proposition 3.5 holds for the
norm ⊗H . Using it we obtain that if T ∈ LHS , then T ∈ ΠLip,H

p (H1, . . . , Hn;G).

To prove the reverse inclusion ΠLip,H
p ⊂ LHS , we consider first the case p = 2.

Let T ∈ ΠLip,H
2 (H1, H2, . . . , Hm;G) and let

(

ekik
)

ik∈Ik
be an orthonormal basis for

Hk, k = 1, ..., n. Fix Jk ⊆ Ik, an arbitrary finite subset of Ik. From Definition 5.1
we have that in this particular case









∑

jk∈Jk
k=1,..,n

∥

∥T
(

e1j1 , ..., e
n
jn

)∥

∥

2









1
2

≤ πLip,H
2 (T ) sup

ϕ∈BLHS









∑

jk∈Jk
k=1,..,n

∣

∣ϕ
(

e1j1 , ..., e
n
jn

)∣

∣

2









1
2

= πLip,H
2 (T ) .

Therefore ‖T ‖HS ≤ πLip,H
2 (T ) .

For 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 we get, from this case and from Proposition 3.8 stated with

the norm ⊗H (namely, ΠLip,H
p ⊂ ΠLip,H

2 ), that ΠLip,H
p ⊂ LHS and ‖T ‖HS ≤

πLip,H
2 (T ) .
Finally, let p > 2. We will see that whenever T : H1 ×H2 × · · · ×Hn → G is an

element of ΠLip,H
p (H1, H2, . . . , Hn;G), then ‖T ‖HS ≤ (Bp)

n πLip,H
2 (T ).

Let
(

eiik
)

ik∈Ii
⊆ Hi be an orthonormal basis of Hi, i = 1, ..., n. For every finite

subset Ji ⊆ Ii, with mi elements, we consider
(

ei
ji
k

)

ji
k
∈Ji

ordered linearly and

for each i = 1, .., n, write ei
ji1
, ..., eijimi

. If {rn}n are the Rademacher functions and
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writing dt for dt1 · · · dtn and dµ for dµ(ϕ), we have






ml
∑

kl=1
l=1,..,n

∥

∥

∥T
(

e1j1
k1

, ..., enjn
kn

)∥

∥

∥

2







1
2

=







∫

· · ·
∫

[0,1]n

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

T

(

m1
∑

k1=1

rk1 (t1) e
1
jk1

, ...,

mn
∑

kn=1

rkn
(tn) e

n
jkn

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

dt1 · · · dtn







1
2

≤







∫

· · ·
∫

[0,1]n

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

T

(

m1
∑

k1=1

rk1 (t1) e
1
j1
k1

, ...,

mn
∑

kn=1

rkn
(tn) e

n
jn
kn

)∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

dt1 · · · dtn







1
p

≤

πLip,H
p (T )







∫

· · ·
∫

[0,1]n

∫

BLHS

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ϕ

(

m1
∑

k1=1

rk1 (t1) e
1
j1
k1

, ...,

mn
∑

kn=1

rkn
(tn) e

n
jn
kn

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

dµdt







1
p

≤

(Bp)
n
πLip,H
p (T )









∫

BLHS







ml
∑

kl=1
l=1,..,n

∣

∣

∣ϕ
(

e1j1
k1

, ..., enjn
kn

)∣

∣

∣

2







p
2

dµ (ϕ)









1
p

≤

(Bp)
n
πLip,H
p (T ) .

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⊗ · · · ⊗Xn ⊗ Y of the following form:

(2) z =
k
∑

i=1

(pi − qi)⊗ yi where pi, qi ∈ ΣX1,...,Xn
, yi ∈ Y.

Given a pair of conjugate indexes 1 ≤ p, p′ ≤ ∞ and a z ∈ X1⊗ · · · ⊗Xn ⊗ Y we
define

dLip
p (z) := inf

{(

sup
ϕ∈BL(ΣX1,...,Xn

)

{

(

n
∑

i=1

|ϕ(pi)− ϕ(qi)|p
′

)
1
p′

})

· ‖(yi)ni=1‖p
}

taking the infimum over all representations of the form (2).
It can be proved that dLip

p defines a reasonable crossnorm on X1⊗ · · · ⊗Xn ⊗ Y .
This definition generalizes the (right) Chevet-Saphar tensor norm dp defined on
spaces of the form X ⊗ Y (see [31, (6.5)]). The special form of the representations
(2) of an arbitrary tensor will capture the Lipschitz character of the Σ-operator
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associated to Lipschitz p-summing multilinear operators. The completion of the
tensor space with respect to the norm dLip

p will be denoted (X1⊗̂ . . . ⊗̂Xn⊗̂Y, dLip
p ).

Theorem 6.1. Let p, p′ be conjugate indexes, 1 < p ≤ ∞ and X1, . . . , Xn, Y
Banach spaces. Then

(X1⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Xn⊗̂Y, dLip
p )∗ = ΠLip

p′ (X1, . . . , Xn;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⊗ T : ℓp ⊗ε X → ℓp ⊗∆p
Y where

ǫ denotes the injective tensor norm and ∆p is the norm on ℓp ⊗ Y induced by the
embedding ℓp ⊗ Y →֒ ℓp[Y ] (see [10, 4.1, 7.1]). For multilinear operators, such
characterization reads as follows:

Theorem 6.2. Let X1, . . . , Xn, Y be Banach spaces and 1 ≤ p < ∞. The following
conditions are equivalent for a bounded multilinear mapping T :

(i) T ∈ L(X1, . . . , Xn;Y ) is Lipschitz p-summing.
(ii) There exists C > 0 such that

∆p

(

(1⊗ T̂ )

(

k
∑

i=1

ei ⊗ (ai − bi)

))

≤ C · ε
(

k
∑

i=1

ei ⊗ (ai − bi)

)

where ai, bi ∈ ΣX1,...,Xn
, (ei)i denotes the canonical basis of ℓp and

1⊗ T̂ : ℓp ⊗ (X1⊗̂π · · · ⊗̂πXn) → ℓp ⊗ Y.

In this case πLip
p (T ) = inf C in (ii).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Let fT be the Σ-operator associated to T . Writing L :=
L(ΣX1,...,Xn

), we have

∆p

(

∑

ei ⊗ (fT (ai)− fT (bi))
)

=
(

∑

‖fT (ai)− fT (bi)‖p
)1/p

≤

πLip
p (T ) sup

ϕ∈BL

(

∑

|ϕ(ai)− ϕ(bi)|p
)1/p

=

πLip
p (T ) sup

ϕ∈BL

sup
µ∈Bℓ

p′

∣

∣

∣

∑

µi(ϕ(ai)− ϕ(bi))
∣

∣

∣ = πLip
p (T )ε

(

∑

ei ⊗ (ai − bi)
)

.

(ii) ⇒ (i): Let (ai), (bi) ∈ ΣX1,...,Xn
. Then,

(

∑

‖fT (ai)− fT (bi)‖p
)1/p

= ∆p

(

∑

ei ⊗ (fT (ai)− fT (bi))
)

≤ C · ε
(

∑

ei ⊗ (ai − bi)
)

= C sup
ϕ∈BL,µ∈Bℓ

p′

∣

∣

∣

∑

µi(ϕ(ai)− ϕ(bi))
∣

∣

∣

= C sup
ϕ∈BL

(

∑

|ϕ(ai)− ϕ(bi)|p
)1/p

.

Notice that Id ⊗ T̂ is bounded (or Lipschitz) on all of its domain exactly when

T̂ is a linear p-summing operator.
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7. Other non-linear notions of p-summability

7.1. Relation with other multilinear generalizations of p-summability. In
Proposition 3.5, 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 3.9 and Theorem
3.1).

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 < ∞) norm, πL

p (T ), of a (possibly
nonlinear) mapping T : X → Y between metric spaces is the smallest constant C
so that for all (xi)i, (yi)i in X and all positive reals ai,

∑

ai‖Txi − Tyi‖p ≤ Cp sup
f∈B

X#

∑

ai‖fxi − fyi‖p.

Here BX# is the unit ball of X#, the Lipschitz dual of X”. As they noted, the
definition is the same if one considers ai = 1. In [17, 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 Σ-operators
are Lipschitz mappings between metric spaces. Then, it is natural to ask if the
Σ-operators that are p-summing mappings in the sense of [17] (i.e. those that
satisfy the inequality above), are exactly the absolutely p-summing Σ-operators as
defined in (1). Directly from the definitions we see that every absolutely p-summing
Σ-operator is p-summing in the sense of [17]. So,

Question 7.1. Do both notions coincide for Σ-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 → Y such that P (x) = TP (x, n. . ., x) (see [16]). Let
P(nX,Y ) (resp. P(nX)) 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 jp, ip and iY will denote the analogues to those described
before Theorem 3.1. The mapping inX is the n-homogeneous polynomial defined as

inX(x) = x⊗ n· · · ⊗x. Adapting the arguments already used to prove Theorem 3.1,
it is possible to prove the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let P ∈ P(nX,Y ) be an n-homogeneous
polynomial between Banach spaces. The following conditions for P are equivalent:
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(1) There exists c > 0 such that for k ∈ N, i = 1, . . . , k and ui, vi ∈ X,

(

k
∑

i=1

‖P (ui)− P (vi)‖p
)1/p

≤

c · sup







(

k
∑

i=1

|ϕ (ui)− ϕ (vi)|p
)1/p

; ϕ ∈ BP(nX)







.

(2) There is a constant c ≥ 0 and a regular probability measure µ on
(

BP(nX), w
∗
)

such that for each u, v ∈ X we have that

‖P (u)− P (v)‖ ≤ c ·
(

∫

BP(nX)

|ϕ (u)− ϕ (v)|p dµ(ϕ)

)1/p

.

(3) There exist a regular Borel probability measure µ on the space
(

BP(nX), w
∗
)

,
a subset Xp := (jp ◦inX)(X) ⊂ Lp (µ) and a Lipschitz function hP : Xp → Y
such that hP ◦ jp ◦ inX = P .

X Y

inX(X) Xp

C(BP(nX), w
∗) Lp (µ)

P

inX
jp|

∩ ∩

hP

jp

(4) There exist a probability space (Ω,Σ, µ), a n-homogeneous polynomial ν :

X → L∞(µ) and a Lipschitz function h̃P : Lp (µ) −→ ℓBY ∗
∞ such that iY ◦

P = ĥP ◦ ip ◦ ν. the following diagram commutes:

X Y

ℓBY ∗
∞

L∞(µ) Lp (µ)

P

ν

iY

ip

h̃P

If πLip
p (P ) := inf{c; (1 ) holds}, then πLip

p (P ) = inf{c; (2 ) holds} and ‖h̃P‖Lip =

πLip
p (P ) = ‖hP‖Lip when the spaces are real and πLip

p (P ) = ‖hP ‖Lip ≤ ‖h̃P ‖Lip ≤√
2πLip

p (P ) when the spaces are complex.

Definition 7.3. An n-homogeneous polynomial P ∈ P(nX ;Y ) is Lipschitz p-
summing if and only it satisfies any of the equivalent conditions in Theorem 7.2.

Important properties of these polynomials can be derived from Theorem 7.2.
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 ℓ1, 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 µ a positive regular Borel measure on
K. If h ∈ Lp(µ), the n-homogeneous polynomial Ph ∈ P(C(K);Lp(µ)) defined as
Ph(g) := h(w) · (g(w))n is Lipschitz p-summing.

Given a sequence λ = (λk)k ∈ ℓp, the diagonal polynomial Pλ ∈ P(ℓ∞; ℓp),
defined as Pλ ((ak)k) := (λk · ank )k, is Lipschitz p-summing.
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