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Free quasi-Banach lattices
Alberto Salguero-Alarcon, Pedro Tradacete, and Nazaret Trejo-Arroyo

ABSTRACT. We study different versions of free objects in the setting of quasi-Banach
spaces and quasi-Banach lattices. Special attention is devoted to the free p-convex
p-Banach lattice FpBL®) [E] generated by a p-natural quasi-Banach space E, for
which we provide a functional representation by means of operators into Ly[0,1].
This representation yields, among other consequences: (1) Operators from a Banach
space E to any p-convex (0 < p < 1) quasi-Banach lattice X can be extended to
lattice homomorphisms FBL[E] — X with control of the norm. (2) The space £,(T")
(0 < p < 1) is a projective p-Banach lattice precisely when T' is countable. (3) The
free vector lattice generated by E sits inside FpBL(p) [E] as a dense sublattice.

1. Introduction

The topics of p-Banach spaces and p-Banach lattices for 0 < p < 1, although nat-
ural steps in extending the classical framework of functional analysis beyond locally
convex settings, have not received as much attention as the well-established theories
of Banach spaces and Banach lattices. This gap in our knowledge is usually attributed
to the spectacular failure of Hahn-Banach’s theorem in the absence of local convex-
ity —see [34] Sections 4 and 5] for an account of the situation. However, there have
been serious attempts to develop a satisfactory theory of p-Banach and quasi-Banach
spaces, as it can be attested by the monographs [6), 34, 42] and the survey paper
[31].

It must be conceded that, apart from their intrinsic interest, quasi-Banach spaces
are not an isolated subject with respect to the theory of Banach spaces. Indeed, it
is not uncommon that a topic originating in the context of Banach spaces cannot be
fully studied within it, or may benefit from a wider or more natural perspective when
considered in a non-locally convex setting. Examples include, but are not limited

to, harmonic analysis [28], interpolation theory [32] and exact sequences of Banach
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spaces [25]. In turn, quasi-Banach and p-Banach lattices provide a natural extension
of Banach lattices and still permit the application of many classical techniques from
their locally convex counterpart. In fact, several recurring themes present in Banach
lattices have already been expanded in the absence of local convexity [3, 27, [43].
Furthermore, since quasi-Banach lattices are often the most natural examples of quasi-
Banach spaces, they are expected to play an important role in the subject, in a similar
way as Banach lattices do in the theory of Banach spaces.

On the other hand, the study of free objects in the context of Banach lattices
has developed a notable line of research. While the notion of free vector lattice
over a vector space goes back to the 1960’s [15, 16], the normed structure was first
incorporated by B. de Pagter and A. Wickstead in [19], where they provided the free
Banach lattice generated by a set. This construction was the precursor of the free
Banach lattice generated by a Banach space, due to A. Avilés, J. Rodriguez and the
second-named author [12]. Several variations of these theme have been subsequently
addressed, with particular attention to p-convexity in Banach lattices [22], 39]. Free
Banach lattices have proven useful to explore the relationship between Banach space
and Banach lattice properties, which is a recurring theme in the literature —see [23],
29|, and recent contributions connect them to projectivity in Banach lattices [8), 9],
size of disjoint families [11], push-out constructions [14] and approximation properties
[38], among many others. There has also been further developments concerning
free Banach lattices generated by a lattice [10, 13], upper p-estimates [21] and free
complex Banach lattices [17].

The present paper is concerned with the study of free quasi-Banach lattices gen-
erated by a quasi-Banach space. Our motivation is to clarify the relationship between
the developing theories of quasi-Banach spaces and quasi-Banach lattices, while at
the same time providing a new tool that may contribute to the advancement of both.
A second source of our motivation lies in earlier efforts in extending free objects from
the Banach space to the quasi-Banach space setting, such as for the well-known class
of Lipschitz free spaces generated by a metric space. This constitutes a very active
research field at the moment, and its p-Banach space analogue was first introduced
in [5] and further studied in [1J, 2].

We now outline the contents of the paper. The theory of quasi-Banach and p-
Banach spaces suggests a number of natural routes to define free objects. Perhaps
the most immediate is the free p-Banach lattice generated by a p-Banach space; we
devote Section |3 to prove this object indeed exists. However, it should be noted
that the potential of free objects in functional analysis generally relies in having a
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concrete representation. The main obstruction in obtaining such representations in
the non-locally convex setting is the absence of Hahn-Banach theorem, which played
an essential role in the workable description of the free Banach lattice generated by
a Banach space —given in [12]— as a certain lattice of functions on the dual unit ball.
To circumvent these difficulties, while also accounting for p-convexity conditions in
quasi-Banach lattices —here p > 0—, we restrict ourselves to the class of natural quasi-
Banach spaces, i.e. those admitting a linear embedding into a quasi-Banach lattice
which is p-convex for some p > 0. For these spaces, we develop a notion of “dual”
space which allows us to prove not only existence, but a representation of the p-
convex p-Banach lattice as a certain space of bounded, positively homogeneous and
continuous functions on a suitable topological space, and which can be seen as the
right analogue in the non-locally convex setting. This is contained in Section [4]

The starting point of Section [5]is that p-Banach spaces are also r-Banach spaces for
any 0 < r < p. Therefore, if a free p-convex p-Banach lattice exists for some 0 < p < 1,
then there is a family of free quasi-Banach lattices parameterized by r € (0, p]. The
study of the relations between them leads us to a surprising conclusion: if r < p,
then the free r-convex r-Banach lattice automatically extends operators to any quasi-
Banach lattice which is g-convex for every 0 < ¢ < r. This situation implies certain
automatic convexity properties for the free object, in the spirit of [39, Section 9.6],
as well as relations between free p-Banach lattices and their natural counterparts in
the category of quasi-Banach spaces. We also particularize the results of this section
to the study of the free Banach lattice, and show that they are optimal in the context
of Banach spaces. Finally, in Section [ we pursue the classical relation between free
and projective objects by studying projectivity in the category of p-Banach lattices.
Precisely, by considering chain conditions, we extend several results of [7] by showing
that, for 0 < p < 1, the space ¢,(I') is a projective p-Banach lattice precisely when I'
is countable.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. Quasi-norms and p-norms. Given E a vector space, we say that a map
|- |l : E— R is a quasi-norm if

(1) |le]] = 0 implies e = 0,
(2) || Xe|l = |Al|le]| for every e € E,; A € R,
(3) there exists A > 1 so that ||e + ¢/ < A(|le|| + ||¢'||]) for every e, e’ € E.

We also say that || - || is a p-norm, for a fixed p € (0, 1], if it satisfies (1), (2) and
(3) lle +€l” < llel|” + [le']| for every e, ¢’ € E,
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Quasi-norms (and p-norms) induce a linear topology on E by means of the basis of
neighborhoods at zero given by B(0,¢) = {e: |le|| < e} for € > 0. If such a topology
is complete, then (F, || -||) is a quasi-Banach space, or a p-Banach space, respectively.
Furthermore, if F carries a lattice structure (i.e. a partial order with suprema = V y
and infima x Ay for any pair of vectors z,y € F) compatible with its quasi-norm (or
p-norm) structure, in the sense that

(4) z <y implies x + z < y + z, for every z € E

(5) z <y implies Az < Ay, provided A > 0,

(6) |z| < |y| implies [lz]} < |ly[| (where |z| := = V (=),
then F is a quasi-Banach lattice (resp., p-Banach lattice). A quasi-norm or a p-norm
which satisfies (6) is called a lattice quasi-norm (resp., p-norm). Observe that every
p-norm is a quasi-norm (for A = 2'/P=1) and the Aoki-Rolewicz theorem [34, Thm
1.2] asserts that every quasi-norm admits an equivalent p-norm for some 0 < p < 1.

2.2. Convexity conditions for quasi-Banach lattices. Given p € (0, +00),
we say a quasi-Banach lattice X is (lattice) p-convez if there exists C' > 0 such that

(lek\p> SC(ZHMW’) :
k=1 k=1

The above definition also works for the case p = oo if now one requires

<C (max kaH) :
1<k<n

The infimum of the constants C' that satisfy the above inequality is referred to as

for every xy,...,x, € X,

n

\VAEN

k=1

the p-convezity constant of X and is denoted M®) (X). Here, recall that positively
homogeneous expressions involving finitely many variables, such as (> ;_, |xk|p)%,
are well defined elements in any quasi-Banach lattice by means of Yudin-Krivine
functional calculus (cf. [36] 1.d]). Furthermore, if X is a p-convex quasi-Banach
lattice, then, by a Holder-type argument, X is also r-convex for 0 < r < p, and
MO(X) < MP(X).

Throughout this paper, the term “p-convex” will always mean “lattice p-convex”.
We will employ the term “p-normable” to refer to a quasi-Banach space whose quasi-
norm is equivalent to a p-norm. It is clear that, given p € (0, 1], every p-convex
Banach lattice is p-normable (in fact it admits an equivalent lattice p-norm). The
reciprocal is only true for p = 1; indeed, for every p € (0,1), the space L, [0, 1] is

p-normable but it is r-convex only for r < p [41].
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DEFINITION 2.1. A quasi-Banach lattice X is L-conver if there exists ¢ € (0,1)
such that for any v € X, with ||u|| =1 and 4, ..., z, € [0,u] satisfying

—Zxk (1—¢)u

then max;<g<, ||zx] > €.

The class of L-convex quasi-Banach lattices agrees with the class of quasi-Banach
lattices which are p-convex for some p > 0 [27, §2]. In particular, for every measure
1, the spaces L,(p) are L-convex, and more generally, any Orlicz space whose Orlicz
function satisfies the Ay condition. Perhaps the simplest example of a quasi-Banach
lattice which is not L-convex is the space L,(¢) of measurable real-valued functions
on a set {2 such that

£l = ( /[ ) )¢{|f|>t”}dt> < e

where ¢ is a pathological submeasure (see e.g. [27, Example 2.4] for details and
concrete examples).

Given a quasi-Banach lattice X, and p > 0, the p-convezxification of X is the
quasi-Banach lattice X ® whose underlying vector lattice is X with the operations

z@y= (P +y'Pyr. Aox= Nz,

and with the same order of X, and whose quasi-norm is |||/, = ||z['/?. It is easy
to check that if X is r-convex for some r > 0, then X® is pr-convex. Furthermore,
if T': X — Y is a lattice homomorphism between p-Banach lattices, one can check
that 7 : X® — Y®) i still a (linear) lattice homomorphism satisfying

Ty < N7l -

Similarly, one can check that 7" : X — Y is a lattice embedding precisely when
T:XP YW g,

DEFINITION 2.2. Let p € (0, 1]. A quasi-Banach space E is p-natural if there exists
a p-convex p-Banach lattice X with M® (X) = 1 and a linear isometric embedding
from E to X. Furthermore, we say that a quasi-Banach space E is natural if it is
p-natural for some p € (0, +00].

The previous definition is essentially due to Kalton [31, p. 1118] with a slight
difference: we ask that the embedding from F to X is an isometry. However, every
quasi-Banach space F which is isomorphic to a subspace of a p-convex p-Banach lattice

admits an equivalent quasi-norm (in fact, a p-norm) which turns it into a p-natural
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quasi-Banach space. In particular, observe that if p € (0,1], then every p-natural
quasi-Banach space is automatically a p-Banach space (here “1-Banach space” just
means “Banach space”). For p = 1 we can say more: every Banach space E embeds
isometrically into C(Bg-), which is an co-convex Banach lattice.

Natural spaces can be regarded as a relatively well-behaved class of quasi-Banach
spaces; and in fact, a large number of quasi-Banach spaces appearing in analysis
are natural. Nevertheless, one can find several non-natural quasi-Banach spaces:
L,(T)/H,(T) [26, Section 10], the Schatten classes for 0 < p < 1 [28, Corollary
4.9], and L,(¢) for ¢ any pathological submeasure [27, Example 2.4] constitute some
well-known examples. In addition, there is a remarkable example of a non-natural

quasi-Banach space without any basic sequence [30].

2.3. Free Banach lattices. Given a Banach space E and p € [1,+o0], the free
p-convex Banach lattice generated by F is a p-convex Banach lattice FBL®) [E] with
M®)(FBL®[E]) = 1, together with a linear isometric embedding § : F — FBLW®)[E],
such that every operator T from FE into a p-convex Banach lattice X admits a unique
lattice homomorphism T : FBL® [E] — X such that the following diagram commutes

FBL®)[E]

TN

FE—1T 3 x

and with ||T]| < M®(X)||T|. Since every Banach lattice is 1-convex with M@ (X) =
1, the case p = 1 provides the free Banach lattice.

The construction of the free Banach lattice FBL[E] generated by a Banach space
E is developed in [12], and later extended to the p-convex setting in [22]. Let us recall
the key ideas of the explicit functional representation of FBL®[E]. Denote by H[E]
the linear subspace of R consisting of all positively homogeneous functions f : E* —
R. Given p € [1,+00), every operator T : I/ — £y is of the form T'(z) = >, zj(x),
and hence admits a natural extension 7' : H[E] — ¢y given by T(f) = (f(z}))k=1-
This motivates the following definition for f € H[FE]:

1/p
”f”FBL(p)[E =sup <Z|f (%) ) :n €N, (z7)i, C E", sup Z|x )P <1

J?EBE i=1

—sup {||T/lley :n € N,T € Becuy | -
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Observe that, if for a given © € E, we let 0, € H[E] be defined by 0,(z*) = 2*(x) for
any z* € E”, then |[0s[lpprw gz = [lz[| for every z € E. Now, consider

Hy[E] = {f € HIE] : [|fllpprLoim < +00}

equipped with the pointwise linear and lattice operations, which becomes a p-convex
Banach lattice under the norm ||-[|ppy - The space FBL®)[E] can be identified
with the closed sublattice generated by {0, : * € E} in Hy[E], together with the
map  : E — FBL®[E] given by §(x) = 6,. Indeed, the content of [39, Theorem
2.1] is precisely that this sublattice of H,[E] has the universal property of extension
of operators on E to lattice homomorphisms via ¢ (see also [12, Theorem 2.5] and
[22, Theorem 6.1]). For the oo-convex case, it is shown in [39, Proposition 2.2]
that FBL{®[E] coincides with the lattice C,y,(Bg-) of positively homogeneous weak*

continuous functions on Bpg-.

3. The free p-Banach lattice

The existence of a dual space is fundamental for the explicit construction of
FBL®)[E] in the Banach space setting, as it has been made clear in the previous
section. Our goal now is to obtain the free object in the context of p-Banach spaces,
where the existence of sufficient functionals is no longer guaranteed. Therefore, it is
clear that we need to make use of different techniques.

DEFINITION 3.1. Consider E a p-Banach space. The free p-Banach lattice over
E is a p-Banach lattice FpBL[E], together with an isometric embedding § : E <
FpBL[E], such that for every operator T : E — X, where X is a p-Banach lattice,
there exists a unique lattice homomorphism 7 : FpBL[E] — X estending T —i.e.,
T§ = T— and such that |7 = ||T]|.

Observe that the universal property of FpBL[E] precisely means the existence of

a natural correspondence
L(E,X) = Hom(FpBL[E], X),
T —s T

where Hom(FpBL[E], X') denotes the set of all lattice homomorphisms between FpBL[E]
and any fixed p-Banach lattice X. This property shows that, if FpBL[E] exists, then
it is unique up to a lattice isomorphism. We now show by an abstract argument
that FpBL[E] does exists for every p-Banach space E. The proof is essentially a
combination of standard arguments from universal algebra (see also [18]) and [44].

THEOREM 3.2. For every p-Banach space E, FpBL[E] exists.
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PROOF. Let FVL[E] be the free vector lattice associated to E. Such space comes
equipped with an injective linear map ¢ : £ — FVL[E] and the following universal
property: given a vector lattice X and a linear map T : F — X, there exists a unique
linear homomorphism 7" : FVL[E] — X such that 76 = T. Consider the following
p-seminorm on FVL[E]:

L1 = sup 711

where the supremum runs over all operators 7' : £ — X such that ||T|| = 1 and X
is any p-Banach lattice. Actually, it is enough to consider operators into p-Banach
lattices of density character not bigger than that of F, to avoid set theoretical incon-
sistencies. It is easy to check that [|-|| is a lattice p-seminorm. To make it a lattice
p-norm we consider the ideal N'= {f € FVL[E] : || f|| = 0}, and define FpBL[E] as
the completion of the quotient of (FVL[E], [||-[||) by N.

The space FpBL|[E] is a p-Banach lattice endowed with the obvious p-norm, and
the linear map § : E < FpBL[E] becomes an isometric embedding, as we now show.
The inequality [||6[|| < [le]| is clear by definition. For the converse, observe that,
thanks to [44] Proposition 2|, there exist a p-Banach lattice X and an isometric
embedding ¢ : F — X. Therefore,

lell = lle(e)] = 12061 < |||l = llé.Il. O

REMARK 3.3. The reader may be prompted to think that the embedding ¢ men-
tioned in the last lines of Theorem [3.2]is a mere abstract tool. This is not the case; in
fact, a suitable modification of the proof of [44] Proposition 2] provides another proof
of the existence of FpBL[E]. We sketch the argument next: Given E any p-Banach
space, let E* be the algebraic dual space of E, and consider the canonical inclusion
§ : E — R¥ taking any e € E to the linear map 8, given by the formula 6. (e?) = ef(e).
Then, the sublattice Ey generated by {d. : e € E'} is lattice and linear isomorphic to
FVL[E]; in particular, every operator 1" from E to any p-Banach lattice X admits a
unique lattice homomorphism T: Ey — X such that T'= Ts.

We now consider the following lattice p-seminorm on FEjy:

1

|flo = inf (Z Heka> FESPLN
k=1 k=1

Then, the inclusion ¢ : £ — Ej becomes an isometric embedding, just as in the proof
of [44], Proposition 2|. The crux of the argument is that | - |y also makes continuous
all extensions T, since if f € Ey satisfies |f| < >°7_, [0, | for certain ey, ..., e, € E,
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then

n

> T

k=1

n

> Ter)

k=1

171l <

< (Z HT(ek)np)p <

<7l (z neknp)
k=1

Therefore, if N'= {f € Ey : | f|o = 0}, then the universal property of FpBL[E| asserts
that the completion of Fy/N is isometrically and lattice isomorphic to FpBL[E].

4. The free p-convex p-Banach lattice

4.1. Representation of FpBL®[E]. Once the existence of the free object has
been proven in an abstract setting, we will specialize to the category of p-natural
quasi-Banach spaces. In this context, we give a functional representation of the free
p-convex p-Banach lattice. The key lies on the fact that, for a p-natural quasi-Banach
space E, there are plenty of operators £ — L,[0, 1] —see Proposition below—.

Indeed, fix p € (0, 1] and let E be a p-natural quasi-Banach space. Let us consider
the “A-dual space”, E* = L(E, L0, 1]), equipped with [[e®|| = sup.<; [le®(e)||, for
e® € E*. This is clearly a p-Banach space and every e € E defines an operator
de + E* — L,[0,1] by the formula 6.(e®) = e”(e). Therefore, we will call E** =
L(E*®, L,[0,1]) the A-bidual of E. On the other hand, the unit ball Bga of E* can be
endowed with the “weak-A” topology o(E*, E) which is the coarsest topology which
makes continuous the maps {J. : e € E}.

Of course, these notions can be very well vacuous for a general quasi-Banach space;
after all, there exist quasi-Banach spaces which do not admit nonzero operators to
any L,(u)-space [26, Theorem 10.3]. However, if £ is p-natural for some p € (0, 1),
we now show E* behaves in many aspects like an authentic dual space of E.

PROPOSITION 4.1. For a quasi-Banach space E, the following assertions are equiv-
alent:

i) E is p-natural.
ii) There exists a set J with |J| = dens(E) and a linear isometric embedding
L B — l(J, L,[0,1]).
iii) The map 0 : E — E** is a linear isometric embedding.
) There exists a linear isometric embedding E — C% (Bge, L,y[0,1]), where
C? (Bge, Ly[0,1]) is the space of bounded positively homogeneous continuous

P
functions f: (Bgs,0(E®, E)) — L,[0,1].
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PROOF. (i) = (ii).— Assume E isometrically embeds in a p-convex quasi-Banach
lattice X, and consider X/?) the (1/p)-convexification of X, which is I-convex by
hypothesis and therefore normable. Furthermore, if k = dens(F), we can assume
that dens(X) = dens(X(1/P)) = k just replacing X by the sublattice generated by E
inside X. Let I be a set with |/| = x and choose {z;};c; a dense set in the unit ball
of X(1/P) For each i € I, choose z} € (Xf/p))* with ||z} = 1 such that x}|z;| = ||z
Then, setting N; = {z € Bya/m : xf|z| = 0}, by Kakutani’s representation theorem
the completion of the quotient space (X/?)/N; z¥(|-|)) is isomorphic to some L;-
space, say L (,ux;). The canonical quotient map induces a lattice homomorphism
;s X/P) Ly (por) with dense range. Consider now the map

. x4/» (Picr(La(par)) x> I(z) = (m3() )ier

which is a lattice isometric embedding, for if z € X/P) with ||z|| < 1 and £ > 0 there
is i € I such that ||z — 2;]| < ¢, and so,

|27 (@)] > [|27 (= — @) = |7 (@)l| > |zl — e > |2 = [lo — @il — e >

> || — 2e.

Hence, [|mi(z)]|,,.) = 2] = 2¢, so [[I(z)]le = [|2]]-

i

CrLAam 1. Ly (pg:) is isometrically and lattice isomorphic to a sublattice of
Ll(M[) = fl(]) D1 Ll([(), ]_]I)

PrOOF OF THE CLAIM. Since m; has dense range, dens[L;(u,+)] < &, and so, an
appeal to Maharam’s theorem [35, §14, Theorems 9 and 10] yields that L;(u,:) is
isometrically and lattice isomorphic to a sublattice of ¢1(I) &1 ¢1(L1([0,1]%)). Now, it
is well-known that ¢;(L;[0,1]?) is isometrically and lattice isomorphic to a sublattice
of Li([0,1]7). Indeed, fix ip € I and consider the following sequence of disjuoint
subspaces of [0, 1]%:

Q,={zec[0,1] : 27" < x(ip) < 27"}

Observe that 1(€,) = 27" and that every , is homeomorphic to [0,1]’. Hence, if
U+ Q, — [0, 1]F are the corresponding homeomorphisms, then the map

G ([0, 1) — Li[0.17), (gn)izy = g(2) = Y 2" gal¥n(@)) - I, (),

is a lattice isometry. [ |
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All in all, IT induces a lattice isometric embedding
(4.2) XU 2 (@ier(Ly (ar)) . Lo (1, Li(M)).

We now need to show that L (M) is isometrically and lattice isomorphic to a sub-
lattice of ¢ (J, L1]0,1]), where J is some set of indices with |J| = k. Let us denote
Fin([/) for the collection of finite subsets of /. Fix G € Fin(/) and consider the map

w(i) ifieG,

lg : [0, 1]G — [0, 1]17 LG('r)(Z) - 0 ifiel \ G

Then, given a pair (F, G) of finite subsets of I, the continuous map

pire) t Li(Mp) — L(F) &1 Li([0,1]%),  pwe(f.9) = (flpg0tc)

is a contractive lattice homomorphism.
CLAIM 2. For every (f,g) € Li(My), the following equality holds:

(sl = sup |lore) (s 9 e @ L o119
(F,G)eFin(I)2

PROOF OF THE CLAIM. Given (f,g) € L1(M;) and € > 0, there is F' € Fin([/)
such that ||f|ley < |f]pller + . To deal with g € Ly([0,1]"), we observe that
the set of continuous functions from [0, 1}7 into [0, 1] which depend on finitely many
coordinates is dense in L;([0,1]7) (just apply the Stone-Weierstrass theorem). Hence
there exists g. € L1([0, 1]!) depending only on the coordinates of a finite subset G C [
and such that ||g. — g||,0,)r < &. Then, by virtue of Fubini’s theorem we have that

912,011y = N9 0Ll Ly o,116), and so ||g|| L, o177 < llgotalln,(o116) +2¢. Combining
this, we get that

I ey + 119l oo < IS lplley + llg © welliyqoe) + 3¢
This is enough to conclude. |

As a consequence, the map

R: Li(M;) — ®re) (((F) &1 L1([0,1]9))
R(f,g9) = (IO(F,G)(fa 9))(F,G)7

is a lattice isometric embedding. Finally, observe that for every (F,G) € Fin([)?,
(1 (F)@1 L1([0,1]%) is a separable L;-space, hence it is isometrically lattice isomorphic
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to a sublattice of L1[0, 1]. This induces an isometric lattice embedding

(L L) =22 1 (1 @ (6(F) @1 L0, 1))
(4.b) Lo (I, Loo(Fin(1)%, 14[0,1]) )

[e.e]

= goo(‘]a L1[07 1])7

where J = I x Fin(I)? has the cardinality of 1.

To finish, we combine Equations 4.a and 4.b| to produce a lattice isometric embed-
ding T : X(/P) — ¢ (J, L1]0,1]). Since E embeds isometrically into X by hypothesis,
the composition of such an embedding £ < X with the p-convexification of T" pro-
vides the desired isometric embedding from E into ¢ (.J, L,[0, 1]).

(1) = (i17).— If there exists an isometric embedding ¢ : E' — (oo (J, L,[0, 1]), then
E* # 0; in fact, for every j € J, we have a norm-one operator 7} : £ — L,[0,1]
given by Tj(e) = t(e)(j). This implies that § : £ — E** is an injective norm-one
operator. Furthermore,

16cl = sup [le®(e) 2 sup [[T(e)| = [l(e)l] = llel]
J

CAGBEA

that is to say, ¢ is an isometric embedding.

(13i) = (iv).— Just observe that the image of 0 : £ — E** actually lies in
Cly(Bpa, L,[0,1]).

(iv) = (i).~ It is straightforward to check that C,(Bps, L,[0,1]) with the point-
wise order and lattice operations equipped with the p-norm || f[| = supeecp,, [[f(€*)|l,

is a p-Banach lattice. Since L,|0, 1] is p-convex, for every e® € Bgs we have

n 1/p n n 1/p
(Z!fk(eA)!p) = (Z ka(eA)H’ip[o,u> < (Z kaHio)

L,[0,1]

1/p

and therefore:

n 1/p s 1/p
(Zw) = sup (Dmp) (c*)
efEBpa
k=1 00 EULL =T Ly[0,1]
n 1/p n 1/p
= sup Z|fk(€ﬂ)|p> < (Z kaHgo)
et €Bpa || \ k=1 k=1
L,y[0,1]

Hence, C}, (Bps, L,[0,1]) is a p-convex quasi-Banach lattice where ' embeds isomet-
rically. O
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DEFINITION 4.2. Let E be a p-natural quasi-Banach space. The free p-convex
p-Banach lattice generated by E is a p-convex p-Banach lattice FpBL® [E] with
M®) (FpBLP[E]) = 1, together with an isometric embedding § : £ — FpBL®[E],
such that for every operator T': F — X, where X is a p-convex p-Banach lattice,
there is a unique lattice homomorphism 7T : FpBL®[E] — X such that 7§ = T’ and
|| < M@ (X)|T]).

Taking p = 1 in the definition of FpBL®[E] recovers the free Banach lattice
generated by a Banach space E, which is denoted FBL[E]. Indeed, observe that 1-
natural quasi-Banach spaces are exactly Banach spaces, and that every Banach lattice
X is 1-convex with MW (X) = 1.

As usual, the universal property of FpBL® [E] implies uniqueness, provided it
exists. Also note that if FpBL®[E] exists, then as § defines a linear isometric em-
bedding of E into FpBL®[E], necessarily E must be p-natural. We now show that
this is the only requirement for the existence of FpBL® [E].

THEOREM 4.3. For every p-natural quasi-Banach space F, FpBL(p) [E] exists.

PRrROOF. Let E be a p-natural quasi-Banach space and let us denote § : £ —
CP,(Bgs, Ly[0, 1]) for the canonical embedding introduced in Proposition . Observe
that, for every T' € Bpgs, there is an extension

T:Cly(Bro, Ll0,1) — L{0.1), [ T(f) == f(T)

with ||T|| = ||T||. Hence, we will declare FpBL®)[E] to be the closed sublattice of
Chy(Bgs, Ly[0,1]) generated by {d. : e € E} and check that it satisfies Definition .
First of all, FpBL® [E] is p-convex with p-convexity constant equal to 1, since it is a
closed sublattice of C%, (Bga, L,[0,1]).

All that is left is to show that FpBL® [E] enjoys the universal property. Let X
be a p-convex p-Banach lattice with M) (X) =1 and let T : E — X be an operator
with ||T]| = 1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that dens(X) = dens(F) =
k (replace X with the closed sublattice of X generated by T(E)). Consider, by
appealing to Proposition a lattice isometric embbeding p : X — (o (I, L,[0,1]),
where |I| = k, and write m; : £ (1, L,[0,1]) — L,[0,1] for the canonical projection
defined by a given ¢ € I. Then, the maps

T;: E — L,[0,1], T, = mpT,

admit extensions 7} : FpBLY[E] — L,[0,1] with |T;]| = T3] < |IT)-
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Note that, if f € FpBL®[E] is of the form f = \/"_ &, — \/}", 0, where

Jj=1"¢€;

1. en €. .. e € B then (Ti(f))ier € loo(I, Ly[0,1]) actually lies in p(X). In-

T m

deed, this follows from the identity

L) = mp (\/ 7(e;) - \/ T<ez>> ,

~

for i € I. This allows us to define T(f) = p~ (T.(f))ies) € X.
Now, it follows that

1T fllx = (T ) lewer,2p00,10) = SUD [ () epto) < ITUF lrppro -

Since every element of FpBL®[E] can be approximated with respect to || - [ ppBL®) (]

~

by elements of the form f = \/;L:1 e, — Vit de; , the lattice homomorphism 7' :

FpBL®)[E] — X is well-defined, unique and satisfies |7 = ||T| as desired. O

REMARK 4.4. If E is an infinite-dimensional p-natural quasi-Banach space, for
0 < p <1, then there is no compact Hausdorff vector topology on Bga, and there-
fore the above representation does not allow to view the elements of FpBL®[E] as
continuous functions on a compact space. Indeed, the main result in [24] asserts
that, there is no Hausdorff vector topology on L,[0, 1] that makes its unit ball rela-
tively compact. Now, consider 7 and 7" any two Hausdorff vector topologies in Bgs
and L,[0, 1], respectively, such that all evaluation maps 6. : (Bga,7) — (L,[0,1],7)
are continuous. Since L,[0,1] is a transitive space —see [34, Theorem 7.4] or next
subsection—, we infer that J. maps Bga onto the unit ball of L, [0, 1] for any norm-one
e € E. Therefore, compactness of (Bgs,7) would imply compactness of (By, 1}, 7’),
which is a contradiction. This is in clear contrast with the representation of FpBL[FE]
for p > 1 when E is a Banach space given in [22].

4.2. The structure of p-natural quasi-Banach spaces. We dedicate a mo-
ment to collect several properties of p-natural quasi-Banach which will be later needed

for the study of free p-convex p-Banach lattices.

DEFINITION 4.5. A quasi-Banach space F is strictly transitive if for every collec-
tion of linearly independent vectors z1,...,x, € E and every collection yy,...,y, €
E, there is T € L(E, E) such that T'(z;) = y; for all i € {1,...,n}.

The space L,[0, 1] is strictly transitive [33] §2] —cf. [34, Theorem 7.5]-. We will
make use of this fact several times in the arguments below. Also, every quasi-Banach
space with separating dual is strictly transitive (see Remark for a proof).

The main result of this section is the following:
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THEOREM 4.6. Let E be a p-natural quasi-Banach space. If {e1,... e} is a finite
linearly independent subset of E, then the map

(e)y: E» — L,[0,1] x ™ x L,[0,1]

(1) e ()i

18 surjective.

The proof proceeds by induction on n. The case n = 1 is an immediate conse-
quence of the fact that L,[0, 1] is (strictly) transitive. Hence we treat the case n = 2
as our initial case, which is in fact the crucial part of the proof. To prepare for the
proof we need the following observation:

LEMMA 4.7. Let E be a p-natural quasi-Banach space. Given linearly independent
e1,e9 € E, there exists e* € E* such that e®(e1) # 0 and e”(ez) # 0.

PROOF. Since E is p-natural, we can find e® € E* be such that e®(e;) # 0. If
e”(ey) # 0 as well, then we are done. Otherwise, let us take e* € E* such that
€®(ez) # 0. Observe that for every A € R\{0} we have

o (e® + Xe®)(e2) = AeP(eq) # 0,
o (2 + Xet)(eg) = et(er) + Aet(eq),

and we can always choose A\ appropriately so that e®(e;) + Ae®(ey) # 0. d
The main ingredient of the proof of Theorem lies in the following lemma:

LEMMA 4.8. Let E be a p-natural quasi-Banach space. Given linearly indepen-
dent ey,...,e, € E, there exists e € E* such that e*(ey),...,e"(e,) are linearly
independent in L,[0,1].

Proor. We will proceed by induction in n. For n = 2, let us suppose that, for
every e® € E*, there exist scalars A.s, ftes, not both zero, such that A.se”(ep) +
peae®(ez) = 0. Since E* separates the points in F, it suffices to prove that there exist
scalars a and 3, not both zero, such that ae®(e;) + fe”(ey) = 0 for every e® € E-.

Consider the set

F ={e® € E®:e"(ez) # 0},
and observe that if e# € F then A\.» # 0. Hence we assume that A\.s = 1. Let us

show that p.s can be taken independently of e®; in other words, that there is some
p € R such that p = pes for every e € F. Given e, e5 € F, if ef(ez) and e5(eq) are
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linearly independent in L,[0, 1], then

—preser (€2) — pieses (ea) =(ef 4 €3)(e1) = —fpresqeg (€7 (€2) 4 €3 (e2))
== (Hepres — Hep)eT(€2) + (Hepes — Heg)ez(e2) =0
< Hebtey = Hep = fheg-
On the other hand, if ef(ey) and e§(eq) are linearly dependent, we can choose ¢ :
L,[0,1] — L,[0,1] such that ¢[e}(e2)] and ef(eq) are linearly independent. This of
course, forces ¢lef (ez)] and €5 (e2) to be linearly independent as well. Since ¢oef € F,

by the previous argument, we obtain that fiea = figes = fies, as we wanted.
Analogously, in the subset

G={e® € E*:e*(e1) # 0}

we can assume .o = 1 for all e# € E*, and therefore it follows that there is a
privileged scalar A such that A = A\.s = A4 for every ef', e5 € G. Now, since FNG # 0)
by Lemma [4.7} and every e® € F NG satisfies

(4.d) e®(e1) + pe(ex) = Ae(e1) + e®(ex) = 0,

the inexorable conclusion is that Ay = 1, and therefore every e* € F U G satisfies
([.d). On the other hand, if e* ¢ FUG, then e®(e;) = 0 = e”(e3), and so the equality
ae®(e1) + et (ez) = 0 is trivially satisfied for any scalars o and f.

Now, we prove the general case by a contrapositive argument. Given n € N,
suppose that eq,..., e,y is a collection of linearly independent vectors of E such
that e(eq),...,e%(e,q1) are linearly dependent for every e® € E*.

CrLAa 3. Ife(e;) =0 forie {1,...,n}, then e®(e,41) = 0.

PROOF OF THE CLAIM. Suppose that a certain e® € E* satisfies that e®(e;) =0
for every i € {1,...,n}, but e®(e,y1) # 0. By the inductive hypothesis, there is
e € E* such that ej(e1),...,ef(e,) are linearly independent vectors in L,[0, 1].
Now, choose = € L,[0,1] \ {(ef(e1),...,e5(en)) and pick ¢ : L,[0,1] — L,[0,1] such
that ple®(ens1)] = ® — ef(eny1). Then the map ef = ¢ oe® + ¢f satisfies that
e1®(e1),...,e1%(eps1) are linearly independent, in contradiction with our assump-

tions. [ |

Cramm 4. Ifet(e;) =0 fori € {1,...,n—1}, thene®(e,) and e*(e,41) are linearly
dependent.

PROOF OF THE CLAIM. If e € E* is such that e®(e;) =0 for alli € {1,...,n—
1}, and {e”(e,),e*(e,41)} are linearly independent, then by the strict transitivity
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of L,[0,1] we can find ¢ : L,[0,1] — L,[0,1] such that p(e*(e;)) = 0 for every
ie{l,...,n}, but p(e*(e,11)) # 0, in contradiction with Claim 3. ]

Now, by appealing to Claim 4 and using the same argument at the beginning of
the lemma, one can infer the existence of two scalars o and (3, not both zero, such
that e® (e, +feny1) = 0 for every e € E* such that e®(e;) = 0fori € {1,...,n—1}.
This contradicts the inductive hypothesis applied to the collection {ey, ..., e,_1, ae,+
feni1}. Indeed, if there were e® € E* such that e®(ey),...,e"(en—1), e® (e, + Beni)
are linearly independent, consider ¢ : L,[0,1] — L,[0, 1] such that ¢[e*(e;)] = 0 for
every i € {1,...,n — 1} but ¢[e®(ae, + Be,t1)] # 0, and observe that ef = ¢ oe®

satisfies ef(e;) = 0 for every i € {1,...,n — 1} but ef(ae, + Beni1) # 0. O
PROOF OF THEOREM 6l Let us take fi,..., f, € L,[0,1]. Since ey, ..., e, are

linearly independent, by Lemmal[4.8] there exists e® € E® such that e®(eq),...,e"(e,)
are also linearly independent. Again, using the fact that L,[0, 1] is strictly transitive,
exists ¢ : L,[0,1] — L,[0,1] such that ¢(e”(e;)) = fi, for each i = 1,...,n. The
composition ¢ o e* € E* does the job. O

REMARK 4.9. The above arguments essentially imply that if F is a quasi-Banach
space and F' is a strictly transitive quasi-Banach space such that L(FE, F') separate
points of F, then for every linearly independent subset {ey, .., e,} in E, the evaluation
map

L(E,F)— F", T — (T(ei)),
is surjective. Since R is obviously strictly transitive, we deduce that every quasi-

Banach space with separating dual is strictly transitive.

4.3. Density of FVL[E] inside FpBL® [E]. We now apply our results about
p-natural spaces to show:

PROPOSITION 4.10. For every p-natural quasi-Banach space E, FVL[E] embeds
as a norm dense subspace of FpBL® [E].

PRrOOF. It suffices to check that the vector sublattice generated by {d. : e € E'}
satisfies the universal property of FVL[E] indicated in Section that is, let us prove
that the following commutative diagram holds:

lat{é. : e € E}
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Let f be a lattice-linear combination of ¢,,,...,d,, for some z1,...,2, € E, mean-
ing, f = F(04,,...,0,,) for some lattice-linear expression F'(ti,...,t,). We define
f(f) = F(Txy,...,Tz,) in X and now check that T is well defined. Suppose
that f = G(dy,...,0,,) where G(t1,...,t,) is another lattice-linear expression.
Let {z1,..., 2} be a maximal linearly independent subset of {x1, ..., Zn, Y1, ., Ym},

hence we can write F(0y,, ..., 04, ) = F(0,,,...,0,) and G(8,,,...,d,,) = G(6.,,..., 0.,

* Y Ym

Since {4, : e € E} is a sublattice of C}, (Bgs, Ly[0, 1]), the lattice operations are point-

wise, hence

f(e®) = F(0.,(e%),...,0.,(e*)) = F(e*(=1),...,e% (=)
in L,[0,1] for each e® € Bps. Similarly, f(e?) = G(e*(21),...,e*(z)). Since

).

21, ...,z are linearly independent, Theoremasserts that ﬁ’(tl, coty) = é(tl, coytr)

for all ¢y,...,t € L,[0,1]. By lattice-linear function calculus ([36} 1.d]) we obtain
that F(Tz,...,Tz) = G(Tz,...,Tz,) in X, and by the linearity of T'it follows that
F(Tzy,...,Tx,) = G(Ty1,...,Tyy). Therefore, T is well-defined. The uniqueness

of the lattice extension 7' comes from the fact that 76, = T, for everyx € E. [

4.4. The functor FpBL®[—]. Let us denote by QB the category of p-natural
quasi-Banach spaces and operators, and by pBL(p) the category of p-convex p-Banach
lattices and (lattice) homomorphisms. The relations between categories are usually
established by means of functors. In our case, we are interested in the definition of the
functor associated to the free object FpBL® [E], for a given p-natural quasi-Banach
space F. Specifically:

FpBL(p)[—] . QB(P) ~ pBL(p)
E — FpBLW[E]
(T : E — F} —s FpBLW[T] := T : FpBL"[E] — FpBL®)[F].

The formal definition of the morphism T : FpBL®[E] — FpBL®[F] follows from
the universal property of the space FpBL® [F], as shown in the following diagram:

FpBLP[E)] TG
]‘”E \

E—T  F<%, FpBLO[F)

In other words T := ﬁ
Observe, nonetheless, that the action of T can be concretized by means of the
representation of FpBL®[E]. Indeed, since FpBL® [E] C C,(Bgs, Lp[0,1]), we can
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define the composition operator Crs : FpBL®[E] — Cl.(Bps, Ly[0,1]) given by
Cre f(S) = f(T°(5)),

for f € FpBLW[E], S € By, and where T% : F» — E® is the A-adjoint operator of
T:E — F (that is, T%x% = x® o T, for z* € F*). In other words, Cpa f = f o T".
Let us check that T = Cps. Note that for any e € E and every S € Bps we have

Top(e)(S) = 0p(Te)(S) = S(Te) = (T*S)(e) = 3p(e)(T*(5)) = Cradn(e)(S).

Hence, as T and Crps coincide on all elements of the form dz(e), for e € E, and
both are lattice homomorphisms, by uniqueness they must coincide on the whole
FpBL®[E] (and in particular, both map into FpBL® [F]). Finally, note that for
the application C7s to be well defined we need that ||T'|| < 1. Since we work with
positively homogeneous functions we can always assume that dividing 7" by its norm

when necessary.

5. Compatibility and automatic extension properties

The approach in this section is motivated by the fact that p-Banach spaces are
automatically r-Banach for every 0 < r < p and, similarly, p-convex quasi-Banach
lattices are also r-convex for every 0 < r < p. Hence, if E' is a p-natural quasi-Banach
space and r < p, then E is also r-natural, and both free objects FrBL(" [E] and
FpBL®[E] could be considered. It is therefore natural to wonder what is the relation
between these. In fact, for a natural quasi-Banach space F, one might wonder whether
the notion of free L-convexr quasi-Banach lattice generated by E can be properly
defined and if so, what is the relation to FpBL® [E] for appropriate 0 < p < 1.

We shall address both questions at once, and the answer will provide a relation
to the convexity of FrBL("[E] when F is a p-natural quasi-Banach space and p > r.
First, let us provide the pertinent definitions.

Given E a natural quasi-Banach space, we denote
(5.e) pe =sup{p € (0,1) : E is p-natural}.

It is worth noting that E is not necessarily pg-natural: take for instance F =
L, [0, 1], which satisfies pg = p but is not p-convex [4I]. However, it is clear that
FrBL")[E] can be certainly considered for r < ppg.

In our attempt to study the relation between FpBL®[E] and FrBL"[E] for
r,p < pg, we will resort to the classical Maurey-Nikishin factorization theorem in
the following version —which follows from combining Proposition 43 and Théoreme
46(c) with Théoreme 8 in [37]
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THEOREM 5.1. [87] Fiz E a natural quasi-Banach space and let 0 < p < r < pg.
Then there exists a constant C,,(E) > 0 such that, for every operatorT : E — L,(1),
there is:

e an operator Ty : E — L, () with | To]] < Cpr(E) - |1,
® a non-negative function g € Ly(p) with ||g|; () =1 and ]l) =141

<

S

so that, for @,(f) =g - f, the following diagram is commutative.

K - » Ly(p)
L (n)

We now perform an analysis of the constant C,,.(E) to see that it remains bounded

when p — 07. For such a purpose, it will be necessary to gather a few known facts
about g¢-stable random variables. Given 0 < ¢ < 2, a real random variable X is
(normalized) g-stable if E[e®X] = e~ " for every t € R. It is well-known (see e.g.
[4 Theorem 6.4.17]) that if X, is a g-stable random variable in a probability space
(2,3, p) then X, € L,(p) precisely when 0 < p < q.

The connection between g¢-stable random variables and the Maurey-Nikishin fac-
torization theorem is that Maurey’s proof [37, Lemme 42, Proposition 43 and Théo-
reme 46(c)] asserts that, if E is a quasi-Banach space with Rademacher type ¢ > r,

then Theorem [5.1]is satisfied with

A,
C,.(E) <T,E) A—q
p,q

where T,(E) is the type ¢ constant of E and A, , is the L,-norm of a ¢-stable random
variable.

Now, if F is a natural quasi-Banach space, then clearly F has type ¢ for any
q < pg). Therefore, given 0 < r < pg, if we fix any ¢ € (r,pg), then to prove that
Cpr(E) is uniformly bounded for p € (0,r) it suffices to show that A, , is uniformly
bounded for such values of p. Indeed, the following lemma takes appropriate care of
this. It is likely that some parts are well-known, but we include a proof for the sake

of completeness.

LEMMA 5.2. Given 0 < p < q < 2, we have

o [2r<p>r<1 - §>] g

>0 T 3)
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Therefore,

(5.g) lim A,, (571),

p—07+

where v denotes the FEuler-Mascheroni constant.

Proor. If X, is a g-stable random variable and 0 < p < ¢, then we can write

[ ierdo = [ falau,a),

where p, is the probability distribution of X. Using the identity

1 — cos(tx) 1 —cost
P — -1 —
=" = I(p) /0 oAb 1) = /O praswnkiLs

which is valid for 0 < p < 2, and then applying Fubini’s theorem and the fact that

g-stable random variables are symmetric, we arrive to

[Pt =16 [ [ i) =
:I(p>1/0+00 p{rl {1—/Re Y dpig (0 )] dt =

-

Now, observe that the integral

400 1— e—tq
J(p,q) :/0 T

which is clearly convergent for 0 < p < ¢, can be easily computed by performing

integration by parts and then letting s = t4:

+oo 1 -t +oo oo I'(1 -2
/ : f1 —dt = g/ tiPlemt = 1/ sPlle=5ds = —( q).
0 tp P Jo P Jo D

To compute I(p) we employ two standard properties of the Gamma function,

namely:
(t) For p>0,27P = F(l) 0+°O et dt.
(1) Given 0 <a < 1, T(a) - T(1 —a) = [/ at.

1+t
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Now, using first integration by parts, then (1) and Fubini’s theorem, and finally (1),

we obtain

I(p) = —/ Sme dt = —/ sint/ e dt da =
P Jo P pL'(p) Jo 0
1 +oo +oo
— —/ tp_l/ sinze * dx dt =
pF(p) 0 0

1 +oo  yp—1 1 oo gp/2—-1
_ / dt — L/ ds —
pl'(p) Jo 1+ 2pl'(p) Jo 1+

_TrEra-1
2pI'(p)

This yields (5.f). Finally, to compute the limit in (5.g)), we need to recall a few more

facts about the behaviour of the Gamma function:

e The Laurent series of I'(z) at z =0 is
M) = —7+0()
e The Taylor expansion of I'(1 + z) at z =0 is
D(142)=1—vyz+0(%).
Hence, by substituting the corresponding expansions, we have

w [rf] - 5] -

p—0t

while, on the other hand,

1 1
T -2y _ 2,17 1
T R k1 L 2P| _ (G-
p—o+ | (1 — §) p=0t | 1= 2p

Multiplying the previous two equations we arrive at (5.g)). O

N|=

)-

The inexorable consequence is:

THEOREM 5.3. Let E be a natural quasi-Banach space. Given 0 < r < pg, there
is a constant N.(E) such that, for every 0 < p < r, the spaces FpBL(p)[E] and
FrBLM[E] are lattice A, (E)-isomorphic.
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PRrooF. Fix p € (0,r), and apply Theorem to obtain the following diagram

FrBL™M[E]
P
o T
E — > L,[0,1]
L,]0,1]

The extension fo comes automatically from the universal property of FrBL(" [E],
and ||To|| < Cpr(E) - IT||. Now, ¢, is a lattice homomorphism, and therefore the
composition T' = ¢,Tj is a lattice homomorphism extending 7" and such that

1T < llpgll - 1 Toll < 1Tl < Cpr () - I

Finally, consider C; = sup,c(,) Cpr, Which is bounded by virtue of Lemma ,
and observe that every operator T' : E — L,[0,1] can be extended to a lattice
homomorphism T : FrBL"[E] — L,[0,1] with IT|| < Co(E) - |T). Therefore, by the
uniqueness of FpBL®)[E], the quasi-Banach lattices FpBL®[E] and FrBL")[E] must
be isomorphic with a constant depending only on 7. 0

It is worth to restate Theorem [5.3] in the following way:

COROLLARY 5.4. Let E be a natural quasi-Banach space. Given r < pg, there
exists a constant C.(E) such that, regardless of 0 < p < pg, every operator T :
E — X, where X is an r-convex quasi-Banach lattice, admits a unique extension to
a lattice homomorphism T : FpBL®[E] — X with |T|| < C.(E) - M"(E) - ||T].

In the case of Banach spaces, the previous corollary is particularly interesting:

COROLLARY 5.5. Let E be a Banach space with non-trivial type. There is a
constant C' > 0 (depending only on E) such that every operator T : E — X, where X

s a p-convex p-Banach lattice, admits a unique extension to a lattice homomorphism
T :FBLE] = X with |T|| < C - M®(X)-||T.

We now show that the previous corollaries are optimal, in the sense that, even if
it were the case that F is a pg-natural quasi-Banach space, one cannot take r = pg
in Corollary 5.4l In particular, we show that Corollary [5.5) does not hold when E is
a Banach space with trivial type.

Let H : Li(R) — L1 (R) be (a multiple of) the Hilbert transform

Hf(x)= S dt

RT—1
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where the integral must be understood as a principal value. It is well-known that H
is not bounded as an operator from L;(R) to Li(R). For our purposes here, we only
need the classical fact that, given a,b € R with a < b, then

r—a

x—>b

H ([0 (z) = log

)

where If,; denotes the characteristic function of the interval [a,b]. To show that
there is no lattice homomorphism H : FBL[L; (R)] — Ly «(R) such that Hb6 = H, we

observe that
n
Z ‘61 (b k1
k=1 "

n

n
< 2 M ey llay = 1
FBL[L;(R)] k=1

Hence, it is enough to prove that the L; ,-norm of the functions

Fy(z) = H [Z o ] (2)=3"

k=1
does not remain bounded when n — +o0o. The following properties of F;, will be of

k-1

n
k

log

SES

k+1]
n

use:

LEMMA 5.6. The following hold:
(i) Fo(z) = F,(1 —x) for all z € R.

(i) Given k € {0,...,n}, Fu(x) is decreasing in (£,2=1] and increasing in
[%, %) Hence F,, attains local minima at the points xy, = 2’;;1, k €
{1,...,n}.

(iii) Fo(@rn) < Fu(Tpy1,n) provided k < 3.

PRrooOF. All assertions follow at once from the identity
log 1%""! , if x < %,
Fofw) = {log (10557)  if %2 <o < %2,
T : 2n—1
log ||, it v > =5,
which follows just by inspection of F,. O

Now, the previous lemma implies that, when n — 400,

rn[in] F(z) = F, (5) =log(2n — 1) — 400,
z€|0,1

and therefore

1Fllime > Ful) - 1 {IFl > Fu (35)} > log(2n — 1) — +oo.
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5.1. The free L-convex quasi-Banach lattice. Let X be an L-convex quasi-
Banach lattice. Then, there exists 0 < p < 1 such that X is p-convex, and hence
r-convex for every 0 < r < p. Moreover, M) (X) is a non-decreasing function of r.

Motivated by these facts, we consider:
M®P(X) = inf{ MP(X) : X is p-convex}.

Observe that M) (L,[0,1]) = 1 for all p € (0, 1]. Therefore, Proposition asserts
that every natural quasi-Banach space is isometrically isomorphic to a subspace of
an L-convex quasi-Banach lattice X with M) (X) = 1. This motivates the following
definition:

DEFINITION 5.7. Given a natural quasi-Banach space F, the free L-convex quasi-
Banach lattice generated by E is an L-convex quasi-Banach lattice FQBL®) [E],
with M (FQBL®M|E]) = 1, together with an isometric linear embedding 6 : £ —
FQBLM[E], such that for every operator T : E — X, where X is an L-convex quasi-
Banach lattice, there is a unique lattice homomorphism 7' : FQBL®) [E] — X such
that 76 = T and ||T|| < M®P(X) - ||T].

THEOREM 5.8. Let E be a natural quasi-Banach space. Then, FQBLW[E] exists
and it is lattice isomorphic to F'BL"[E)] for any r < pg.

ProoOF. It suffices to show that, for any » < pg there is a constant C, > 0
such that, given any L-convex quasi-Banach space X and any norm-one operator
T : E — X, there is a lattice homomorphism 7 : FrBL(") [E] — X extending 7" and
such that |T| < € - M®(X). Hence assume X is p-convex for some p € (0,r).
Given p’ € (0, p], Corollary |5.4 informs us that, given p" € (0, p), there is an extension
T : F'BLY[E] — X with |[T] < C, - M®)(X). Now, the key fact is that such 7' is
unique, and therefore, it must satisfy ||f|| < C, - MP)(X) for all p’ < p. Thus we
can take infimum and deduce that |7 < C, - M) (X). O

COROLLARY 5.9. FQBLW[E] is p-convex for every p € (0,pg).

To conclude, if E is a pg-natural quasi-Banach space, the preceding arguments
are, in principle, no longer applicable. However, we have:

COROLLARY 5.10. Let E be a pg-natural quasi-Banach space. Then FQBL®M[E]
18 pe-convex if, and only if, for every p < pg, FpEBL(pE)[E] and FpBL® [E] are

lattice isomorphic.

PROOF. In this proof, we shall denote d,, : E < FpgBL®?)[E] the canonical
embedding, to avoid confusion with ¢ : E — FQBLW|[E]. It is clear that 6,, can
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be extended to a lattice homomorphism (5/,; : FQBLM([E] — FpgBL®?)[E] (see
the first diagram of . Now, if FQBLW[E] is pg-convex, then the canonical em-
bedding § : £ — FQBLW[E] can also be extended to a lattice homomorphism
§ : FpeBL®?)[E] — FQBLM[E] (second diagram of. Finally, since 8,, = 6,,6
and § = gépE it follows that (5/,;3 = IdppBr[E) and 3\5}.; = IdrqgpLig. The converse is

trivial.
FQBL™M[E] FppBL®2)[E]
(5.h) ] \ %] \3
E <2, FpyBLED[E] E —2  FQBLW[E]

O

5.2. Applications to FpBL. The above ideas concerning FpBL® and FQBL®
can be naturally adapted to shed some light into free quasi-Banach lattices in the

non-p-convex setting.

DEFINITION 5.11. The free quasi-Banach lattice associated to a quasi-Banach
space F is a quasi-Banach lattice FQBL[E], together with an isometric embedding
d : E — FQBL[E], so that every operator T' from FE into a quasi-Banach lattice X
admits a unique lattice homomorphism 7T : FQBL[E] — X such that |7 = ||T].

Let E be a quasi-Banach space, and let us denote

p? =sup{p € (0,1) : E is a p-Banach space}
so that F is an r-Banach space for r < p¥. Now consider FQBL[F], which is an

FQBL[E]

s-Banach space for s < p Taking p = min{r, s} and arguing as in the proof

of Corollary [5.9] we obtain the diagrams

FpBL[E FQBLI[E]
E —2 — FQBL[E], E—  FpBL[E],

whose existence imply that FQBL[E] and FpBL[E] are lattice isomorphic. The next
result follows from the fact that we can repeat this argument for any ¢ < p.

PROPOSITION 5.12. Let E be a quasi-Banach space.
(1) If FQBL[E] exists, then FpBL[E| and FrBL[E] are lattice isomorphic for any
p,r < min{p?, pFBLIENY
(2) Conversely, if FpBL[E] and FrBL[E] are lattice isomorphic for any p,r < p~,
then FQBL[E] ezists.
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6. Projectivity in p-Banach lattices

In order to proceed, we introduce some categorical notions. Let us denote:

e pB the category of p-Banach spaces and operators;

e pBL the category of p-Banach lattices and (lattice) homomorphisms.

e pBL® the category of p-convex p-Banach lattices and (lattice) homomor-
phisms.

DEFINITION 6.1. Let A > 1. An object P of pB is said to be A-projective if given
m: X — Z a quotient in pB, for every operator T : P — Z there is an operator
T : P — X such that 77 = T and ||T|| < AT

We will say that an object P of pB is projective if it is A-projective for some A > 1,
and 1% -projective objects are (1 + ¢)-projective for all £ > 0. Tt is a well-known fact
that the only projective objects in pB are the ¢,(I")-spaces (see [40]). In fact, they
are 1*-projective.

An analogous definition can be established for projectivity in the p-Banach lattice

setting.

DEFINITION 6.2. Let A > 1. An object P of pBL (resp., pBL®) is said to be
A-projective if given 7 : X — Z a lattice quotient in pBL (resp., pBL(p)), for every
lattice homomorphism T : P — Z there is a lattice homomorphism T : P — X such
that 77 = T and ||T|| < \|T.

Again, an object P of pBL (or pBL®) is projective if it is A\-projective for some
A > 1, and 17 -projective objects are (1 4 ¢)-projective for all £ > 0.

PROPOSITION 6.3. Every p-Banach lattice X of density k is a lattice quotient of
FpBL[(,(T)], where T' is a set of size k. Furthermore, if X is p-convez, then it is a
lattice quotient of FpBL® [¢,(I)].

ProOOF. Given a p-Banach lattice X of density x, there exists a quotient operator
7 : {,(I") = X. The extension 7 : FpBL[(,(I")] — X, given by the universal property
of FpBL[(,(I")], is the lattice quotient that we need. The argument assuming p-

convexity is similar. 0
PROPOSITION 6.4. The space FpBLI[(,(I")] is a 17 -projective object in pBL.

PrROOF. Let m : X — Z be a lattice quotient between p-Banach lattices, T :
FpBL[(,(T')] — Z be a lattice homomorphism and ¢ > 0. Since £,(I') is a 17-

projective object in pB we can always consider an operator T'0 which is a lifting for
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T6:

with | 78] < (1 + &)||8|[T]| < (1 + €)|T|l. Now, we just appeal to the universal
property of FpBL[(,(I")] to obtain a lattice homomorphism T FpBL[(,(I")] — X
such that the following triangle commutes:

FpBL[(,(T)]

5]\

7
0, —2 3 x

Moreover, since 67 = T4, it holds that IT| < (14 ¢)|T|. Finally, we need to
check that 77T = T, but this follows from the fact that both operators agree on the
generators of FpBL[(,(I")]; that is, 71§ = xT6 = T6. O

Using both Proposition [6.3] and [6.4] it is easy to check that:

PROPOSITION 6.5. Let X be a p-Banach lattice. Then X s a projective object in
pBL if, and only if, X is lattice complemented in FpBL[(,(T')] for some set T

An analogous proof to the one we have made in the Proposition works for the
case of p-convexity. Therefore, it holds that:

PROPOSITION 6.6. The space FpBL®[(,(T)] is a projective object in pBL®.

6.1. Lattice-projectivity of the spaces ¢,(I') using p-convexity. Thanks to
the functional representation of the space FpBL® [E] when F is a p-natural quasi-
Banach space, we can deal with some chain conditions in quasi-Banach lattices for
the case E = (,(I'), from where we will deduce the projectivity of the spaces £,(I") in
the p-convex lattice setting.

DEFINITION 6.7. We say that a vector lattice X satisfies the countable chain
condition if every family F C X such that f A g = 0 for all distinct f,g € F is
countable.

Our next goal is to prove that the space Cl; (Bg,ry», Lp[0, 1]) satisfies the countable

chain condition regardless of the set I'. We need a couple of lemmata first.
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LEMMA 6.8. By (r)» satisfies the (topological) countable chain condition; that is
to say, every collection of disjoint open sets in By, s is countable.

PROOF. There is a natural homeomorphism between By s, endowed with the
weak-A topology, and (BLp[o,u)F, endowed with the product topology given by the
usual quasi-normed topology in each By, jo,1). Indeed, given e* € By, ) we consider
the tuple (z,),er given by =, = e”(e,), where (e, ) er is the collection of unit vectors
in £,(I"). On the other hand, we associate to a tuple (2, ) er € (Br,jo,1])" an element
e® € Bp ) Just defining e*(e,) = z, for every v € I Now, due to the fact that
Br,0,1] is separable, (BLP[OJ])F enjoys the countable chain condition [20, 2.7.10.d)],
and hence so does By, r)s. ]

LEMMA 6.9. There exists a countable collection of open balls B in L,[0,1] such
that:
i) L,[0,115\ {0} € Upen B.
i) Given any set S and two functions f,g: S — L,[0,1]y such that f~1(B) =
g Y (B), for any B € B, then f = g.
iin) If v,y € B, for some B € B, then x Ay # 0.

PRrOOF. Consider (bx)52; a countable dense subset of L,[0,1]; \ {0}. It is clear
that the collection ;
e {5 (5 i)
satisfies (7).

Let us check (i7). Consider f,g: S — L,[0, 1], two functions such that f~!(B) =
g *(B) for every B € B. For a given x € L,[0,1]; \ {0} we can find a countable
collection of balls B, , € B such that {z} = (", Byn. Hence f'({z}) = g7 '({z})
for any « € L,[0,1]; \ {0}, from where it follows that f = g.

Finally, to prove (i), assume z,y € B for some B € B, which is of the form

B = B(by, ”Z—’;”) for some naturals £ and n. Then, the triangle inequality yields

1 2
lz =yl < flz = bell + lly = bell < Sllbell < Zllz ]| < ll]],

which is a sufficient condition for z and y not to be disjoint. Indeed, if x Ay = 0,

taking norms in the equality |z — y| = (z Vy) — (x A y), we obtain that
lz =yl = Il = ylll = llz v yll = [,
which contradicts our hypothesis. 0

THEOREM 6.10. The space C,(By,ry», Ly[0,1]) satisfies the countable chain con-

dition.
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PROOF. Let I be an uncountable set and take (f;);c; a family of positive disjoint
elements of C?, (B, ry», Lp[0,1]). Consider B a countable collection of balls satisfying
properties (i)—(iii) from the previous Lemma. Therefore, for every iy,i5 € I such that
i1 # iy, there exists an open ball By, ;,) € B such that f;,"(Bii i) # fi; (Bi(irsia))-
Therefore, we can find a subfamily of elements (f;);es, with J C I and |J| = |1],
so that there exists an open ball B € B satisfying that fﬂl(B) =+ fjgl(B), for any
J1,J2 € J. Now, observe that the open sets (f]-_l(B))jej are disjoint, thanks to (iii)
of Lemma [6.9} But, by virtue of Lemma [6.9) By, enjoys the countable chain
condition, and so this implies that J —and therefore, I— is a countable set. 0

THEOREM 6.11. The space (,(T") is a projective object in pBL if, and only if, the
set I' is countable.

PROOF. First, let us show that ¢,(I") is projective whenever I' is countable. Since
every complemented sublattice of a projective object in pBL is also a projective
object in pBL, it suffices to show that ¢, can be embedded as a lattice-complemented
subspace of FpBL[{,]. First, observe that the identity map in ¢, induces a lattice
projection 5 : FpBL[/,] — {,. We now define a homomorphism « : ¢, — FpBLI[{,)]
such that Sa = Id,,. Let us consider the map

a:l, — FpBL[(,], ale,) = [|5en| —4n (Z 16,1+ ) 2—f|5ej|)]
j<n i>n +

which clearly satisfies 8o = Id,,. To check that ais a norm-one lattice homomorphism

with closed range, denote a(e,,) = f,, and observe that, since || f,|| < 1, one has:

00 [oe} 00 1/p
Z ana(en) = Z anfn < (Z |a’n|p> .
n=1 n=1 n=1

On the other hand, since §(f,) = e,, we obtain that

00 1/p
(Z ‘an|p> =
n=1

This is enough to show that ¢, is a projective object in pBL.

< —

S
E An€n
n=1

oo
> anfn
n=1

Z apal(en)

£p

Conversely, assume that I" is uncountable. To prove that £,(I") is not projective
we will make use of FpBL®[¢,(I")]. Consider a lattice quotient 7 : FpBL® [¢,(I")] —
0, (). If £,(I") were projective, we could consider a lifting of the identity map of ,(T")
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as in the following diagram:
FpBL®[£,(T")] —— £,(T)

Id H

Let us observe that the map Id is necessarily injective, and therefore, (Id(e;))ses is a
collection of pairwise disjoint vectors in FpBL"[¢,(I")], which contradicts Theorem
6.10L Therefore, ¢,(I") is not a projective object in pBL® when T is uncountable, so
neither can it be in pBL. U

COROLLARY 6.12. The space {,(T) is a projective object in pBL® if, and only
if, I' is countable.

7. Miscellaneous open questions and remarks

We close the paper with some problems related to the material presented above

which we have not been able to solve:

7.1. A functional representation for FpBL[E]. Perhaps the most annoying
question we have not been able to solve is to provide a functional representation for
FpBL[E] for any p-Banach space E. The main obstacle we found is that it is not
clear that there exists a privileged p-Banach lattice X, such that £(E, X,) separates
the points in F regardless of the p-Banach space E. Indeed, in [26, Theorem 10.3],
N. Kalton shows that (a real version of) the space L,(T)/H, does not admit non-zero
operators to any o-complete order continuous quasi-Banach lattice.

7.2. FpBL"[E] and the countable chain condition. We conjecture that The-
orem is true for any p-natural quasi-Banach space FE; that is, Cgh(BEA, L,[0,1])
satisfies the countable chain condition regardless of E. The arguments of Section [0]
can be carefully adapted to show that this is certainly the case when E is separable.
Indeed, since there is a quotient map 7 : ¢, — E, then the map 7* : F* — ﬁﬁ
is o(E%, E)-0(l,,l,)-continuous. Hence, Bga is a subspace of the separable and
metrizable space By = (Bp,o,1)" and therefore, Bga has the (topological) count-
able chain condition, which is enough to conclude. However, since the topological
countable chain condition is not hereditary, this argument does not seem to admit a

straigthforward generalization.
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7.3. Maurey-Nikishin factorization revisited. In Section |5 we showed that
FQBL®™|[L,(R)] is not lattice isomorphic to FBL[L; (R)]. It is clear that the construc-
tion presented there is also valid for L;[0, 1]. However, we have no candidate for an
operator T : L,[0,1] — L, [0, 1] which cannot be extended to a lattice homomor-
phism from FpBL®[L,[0, 1]] to L, [0, 1].

Observe that, by Theorem , every such operator does admit an extension T:
FrBL™[L,[0,1]] = L,[0,1] provided 0 < 7 < p. On the other hand, the Maurey-
Nikishin factorization theorem through L, (1) —see [45, Theorem III.H.6.]- hints
at the possibility that, if every operator 7" : L,(1) — Ly oo(pt) can be extended to
a lattice homomorphism 7' : FpBL® [Ly(11)] = Lpoo(pt), then so can every operator
T Ly() = Lo(p)

In general, one can wonder whether there is a quasi-Banach space which is pg-
natural and such that FpgBL®#)[E] is not lattice isomorphic to FrBL("[E] for any
r < pg. Indeed, the existence of and operator 1" : L,[0,1] — L, ~[0, 1] which cannot
be extended to a lattice homomorphism from FpBL®[L,[0, 1]] would imply that E =
L,[0, 1] affirmatively solves this question.
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