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Abstract. This article explores the extension of the classical approximation property
and its variants to the nonlinear framework of Lipschitz operator theory. Building on
Grothendieck’s tensor product methodology, we characterize the Lipschitz approxima-
tion property of Banach spaces using Lipschitz finite-rank operators and tensor prod-
ucts. Furthermore, inspired by the p-approximation property defined via p-compact sets,
we introduce and examine the Lipschitz p-approximation property. We also establish a
factorization theorem for dual Lipschitz p-compact operators, mirroring known linear
results. This paper looks more closely at how the Lipschitz approximation property and
the p-approximation property of a Banach space are related to those of its Lipschitz-free
space.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

The approximation property (a.p) is a cornerstone in the theory of Banach spaces and
has been deeply intertwined with the theory of tensor products since the seminal work of
Grothendieck [6]. Central to his approach is the notion that relatively compact subsets of
Banach spaces can be contained within the convex hull of norm-null sequences. Formally,
a Banach space X is said to have the approximation property if the identity operator
IdX lies in the closure (under the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets, τc)
of the space of finite-rank operators F(X,X). Classically, this property admits several
equivalent formulations, including:

• Uniform approximation of the identity operator on compact subsets by finite-rank
operators;

• Approximation of compact operators by finite-rank operators in operator norm;
• The definition of the trace of nuclear operators via the projective tensor product.

In recent years, significant attention has turned toward nonlinear analogues of classical
linear theories, especially in the context of Lipschitz mappings. A major development
in this direction is the introduction of the Lipschitz approximation property (in short
Lip-a.p), as formulated by Mingu Jung and Ju Myung Kim in [9]. A Banach space X is
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2 Arindam Mandal

said to have the Lip-a.p if IdX ∈ Lip0F(X,X)
τc , where Lip0F(X,X) denotes the space of

Lipschitz finite-rank operators. This raises a natural and compelling question:

Question 1.1. Can the Lipschitz approximation property be characterized in terms of
tensor product techniques and approximation by Lipschitz compact operators, akin to the
classical setting?

Alongside classical advancements in approximation theory and drawing inspiration
from Grothendieck’s foundational work, Karn and Sinha introduced the concept of p-
compact sets and the associated p-approximation property (p-a.p, in short) in [11]. Let us
now consider the space of strongly p-summable sequences on X, ℓsp(X) (forms a Banach
space with respect to usual ∥ · ∥p). A set K ⊂ X is said to be relatively p-compact, for
1 ≤ p < ∞ (with p′ being the conjugate exponent of p), if there exists a strongly p-
summable sequence x = (xn) ∈ ℓsp(X) such that K is contained within the p-convex hull,

defined as
{

∞∑
n=1

anxn : (an) ∈ Bℓp′

}
. In this setup, p-compact operators are those that map

bounded sets to relatively p-compact sets. A Banach space X has the p-approximation
property if, for every relatively p-compact set K ⊂ X and ϵ > 0, the identity operator
can be uniformly approximated on K by a finite-rank operator. Formally:

Definition 1.2 ([11], Definition 6.1). A Banach space X has the p-approximation prop-
erty if for every p-compact set K ⊂ X and every ϵ > 0, there exists a finite-rank operator
T such that ∥Tx− x∥ < ϵ for all x ∈ K.

Naturally, one is led to ask whether this notion can be extended to the nonlinear,
Lipschitz setting:

Question 1.3. Can the classical p-approximation property be generalized to the context
of Lipschitz operators?

In this article, we answer both Questions 1.1 and 1.3 affirmatively. We develop a char-
acterization of the Lipschitz approximation property through the lens of tensor products
and Lipschitz compact operators, and we define and study the Lipschitz p-approximation
property as a natural nonlinear extension of the classical theory. Furthermore, we pro-
vide a factorization result for Lipschitz operators whose transposes lie in the dual of the
Lipschitz p-compact operator ideal, mirroring the linear result of Karn and Sinha [12].

To support our results, we begin by reviewing the foundational concepts from the the-
ory of Lipschitz operator ideals, Lipschitz-free spaces, and tensor products. Even though
several results continue to hold in the broader setting of normed linear spaces, we fo-
cus on real Banach spaces X and Y throughout the paper to prevent confusion, unless
specified. BX will denote the closed unit ball of X where whereas X ∼= Y stands for
X is linear isometrically isomorphic to Y . Furthermore, for any Banach space Y its
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dual will be denoted by Y ∗. A map f : X −→ Y is said to be Lipschitz if there ex-
ists c ≥ 0 such that ∥f(x1) − f(x2)∥ ≤ c∥x1 − x2∥ for any x1, x2 ∈ X. The space
Lip0(X, Y ) = {f : X −→ Y | f is Lipschitz and f(0) = 0} is a Banach space concerning
the Lipschitz norm, defined as

Lip(f) = sup
x1,x2∈X; x1 ̸=x2

∥f(x1)− f(x2)∥
∥x1 − x2∥

,

whenever Y be a Banach space. Elements within Lip0(X, Y ) are commonly referred to as
Lipschitz operators. In the case where Y = R, we denote Lip0(X,R) byX#. For any x ∈ X

let us define the map δx : X# −→ K such that δx(f) = f(x). Then δx is bounded linear.
Now the Lipschitz free space F (X) is defined as F (X) = span{δx : x ∈ X}

∥.∥
⊂ (X#)∗. It

has been proven that the dual of F (X) is X# by several authors for example Nik Weaver
in [13], Vargas, Sepulcre et al. in [8]. The spaces X and F (X) are related by the Lipschitz
map δX : X −→ F (X) such that δX(x) = δx with Lip(δX) = 1. By

Lip0K(X, Y ) =

{
f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ) :

{
f(x1)− f(x2)

∥x1 − x2∥
: x1, x2 ∈ X, x1 ̸= x2

}
is relatively compact

}
we denote the set of Lipschitz compact operators. We denote the set of all bounded
linear operators between the normed linear spaces X and Y by L(X,Y ), a subspace of
Lip0(X, Y ). Additionally, we denote the complete projective tensor product of X and
Y by X⊗̂πY which consists of all the elements U having a representation of the form

U =
∞∑
n=1

en ⊗ fn, where (en) and (fn) are bounded sequences in X and Y , respectively,

such that
∞∑
n=1

∥en∥∥fn∥ < ∞. Specifically, we explore the structure of the Banach space

Lip0(X, Y ), the role of the Lipschitz-free space F (X), and the projective tensor product
X⊗̂πY , all of which play central roles in our arguments. For background on tensor products
of Banach spaces and their completions under different norms, we refer to [16].

We also draw upon and extend earlier studies into operator ideals, particularly the
work of Achour, Dahia, and Turco [2] on Lipschitz p-compact operators and their ideals,
as well as broader studies of Lipschitz operator theory by Achour, Rueda et al. [1]. For
background on classical operator ideals, we refer the reader to [3, Chapters 2, 5].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present a tensor product charac-
terization of the Lipschitz approximation property and establish that the approximation
property of the Lipschitz dualX# implies Lipschitz approximation property forX. Section
3 is devoted to defining and analyzing the Lipschitz p-approximation property, including
examples of Banach spaces and their free spaces where this property holds. In Section 4,
we prove a factorization theorem for certain Lipschitz operators in terms of p-summing
and Lipschitz compact operators. Finally, we conclude with remarks on the broader im-
plications and potential future directions in the study of approximation properties within
both linear and nonlinear frameworks.
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Before proceeding further, we introduce the notations that will be used consistently
throughout this article for the sake of clarity. The space of all p-compact operators from
a Banach spaceX to another Banach space Y is denoted by Kp(X, Y ), while its dual opera-
tor ideal space is represented by Kd

p(X, Y ), defined as Kd
p(X, Y ) := {T ∈ L(X,Y ) : T ∗ ∈ Kp(Y

∗, X∗)}
(see [14, Chapter 4] and [11]). The class of p-summing operators between these spaces is
written as

∏
p(X, Y ), with the respective norms denoted by kp(.), kdp(.) and πp(.).

Within the setting of Lipschitz operators we denote Lipschitz p-compact operators,
their duals, and Lipschitz p-summing operators by Lip0K(X, Y ), KL

p (X, Y ), KLd
p (X, Y )

and
∏L

p (X, Y ), respectively. The associated norms are denoted as kLp (.), kLdp (.), πL
p (.),

depending on the context.
For more detailed discussions on these operator ideals and Lipschitz classes, we refer

the reader to [1], [3], [14], [8], and [2]. Throughout the rest of this article, we will also
utilize key structural properties of Lipschitz-free Banach spaces, as developed in works
such as [8] and [10], without further citation.

Lemma 1.4. (1) The space X# can be mapped isometrically onto F (X)∗ via the
transformation QX : X# −→ F (X)∗ given by QX(f)(γ) = γ(f); for all f ∈
X#, γ ∈ F (X).

(2) For any Lipschitz mapping f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ) there exists a unique linear map f̂ :

F (X) −→ F (Y ) such that f̂ ◦ δX = δY ◦ f with ∥f̂∥ = Lip(f).

(3) There exists a quotient map βX : F (X) −→ X such that e∗(βX(µ)) = µ(e∗) for all
µ ∈ F (X) and e∗ ∈ X∗ such that βX ◦ δX = IdX .

(4) For every Lipschitz operator f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ) there exists a unique bounded linear
map Tf : F (X) −→ Y such that Tf ◦ δX = f with ∥Tf∥ = Lip(f). We call this map
Tf the linearization of f . Also, f ∈ Lip0F(X, Y ) if and only if Tf ∈ F(F (X), Y ).

Let us denote by τc, τp the topologies of uniform convergence on compact and p-compact
subsets of X, respectively, and also T δc, T δp the locally convex topologies on the space
L(F (X), Y ) generated by the seminorms

PK(T ) = sup
x∈K

∥T (δX(x))∥

for every compact and p-compact subset K of X, respectively; for all T ∈ L(F (X), Y ).

Remark 1.5. As any p-compact set is compact τp is weaker than τc.

2. Tensor product version of Lipschitz approximation property of a Banach
space

As the central outcome of this section, we unveil the subsequent characterization of
Lipschitz approximation property in terms of the tensor product in Theorem 2.2, and the
following lemma will be used in proving it.
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Lemma 2.1. Let X be a Banach space such that IdF (X) ∈ F(F (X), F (X))
T δc then for

all Banach space Y , L(F (X), Y ) ⊂ F(F (X), Y )
T δc.

Proof. Let Y be a Banach space, T (̸= 0) ∈ L(F (X), Y ), K be a compact subset of X and
ϵ > 0. Therefore, there exists S ∈ F(F (X), F (X)) such that sup

x∈K
∥δX(x)−SδX(x)∥ < ϵ

∥T∥ .

Now

sup
x∈K

∥TδX(x)− TSδX(x)∥ ≤ ∥T∥ sup
x∈K

∥δX(x)− SδX(x)∥ < ϵ

Hence, the result follows. □

The following theorem provides a tensor-product characterization of the Lipschitz ap-
proximation property, thereby answering Question 1.1.

Theorem 2.2. For a Banach space X, the following are equivalent:

(1) X has Lip− a.p

(2) IdF (X) ∈ F(F (X), F (X))
T δc.

(3) For any Banach space Y and if U =
∞∑
n=1

δxn ⊗ yn ∈ F (X)⊗̂πY where (xn) and

(yn) are bounded sequences in X and Y , respectively, such that
∞∑
n=1

∥xn∥∥yn∥ <∞

and if
∞∑
n=1

ψ(yn)δxn = 0, for all ψ ∈ Y ∗, then U = 0.

(4) For any Banach space Y and if U =
∞∑
n=1

δxn ⊗ yn ∈ F (X)⊗̂πY where (xn) and

(yn) are bounded sequences in X and Y respectively such that
∞∑
n=1

∥xn∥∥yn∥ < ∞

and if
∞∑
n=1

ϕ(δxn)yn = 0, for all ϕ ∈ F (X)∗, then U = 0.

(5) If U =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn ⊗ δxn ∈ F (X)∗⊗̂πF (X) where (ϕn) and (xn) are bounded sequences

in F (X)∗ and X respectively such that
∞∑
n=1

∥ϕn∥∥xn∥ < ∞ and if
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δx)δxn =

0, for all x ∈ X, then U = 0.

Proof. (1) ⇐⇒ (2) part has already been proved in [9, Theorem 3.1].
(2) =⇒ (3)

Let U have such a representation for a Banach space Y as in (3) with
∞∑
n=1

ψ(yn)δxn =

0, for all ψ ∈ Y ∗. We shall show T (U) = 0 for all T ∈ (F (X)⊗̂πY )∗ ∼= L(F (X), Y ∗).

Since
∞∑
n=1

∥xn∥∥yn∥ < ∞ without loss of generality, we can assume (xn) converges

to 0 and
∞∑
n=1

∥yn∥ < ∞. Suppose T ∈ L(F (X), Y ∗) and ϵ > 0. Therefore, by Lemma

2.1, for the compact set {xn : n ∈ N} ∪ {0} there exists S ∈ F(F (X), Y ∗) such that
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∥TδX(xn)−SδX(xn)∥ < ϵ for all n ∈ N. Since S is a finite-rank operator in L(F (X), Y ∗),

S =
m∑
i=1

ϕi ⊗ ψi, where ϕi ∈ F (X)∗ and ψi ∈ Y ∗ for i = 1, ...,m. It is easy to verify that

S(U) = 0.
Now,

|T (U)| = |(T − S)(U| = |
∞∑
n=1

(T − S)(δxn ⊗ yn)|

≤
∞∑
n=1

∥(T − S)(δxn)∥∥yn∥

≤ ϵ
∞∑
n=1

∥yn∥.

Since ϵ > 0 is arbitrary U = 0.
(3) =⇒ (4)

Let us assume Y is a Banach space and U =
∞∑
n=1

δxn ⊗ yn ∈ F (X)⊗̂πY , where (xn) and

(yn) are bounded sequences in X and Y , respectively, with
∞∑
n=1

ϕ(δxn)yn = 0 for all ϕ ∈

F (X)∗. Now, for all ϕ ∈ F (X)∗, ψ ∈ Y ∗; 0 = ψ(
∞∑
n=1

ϕ(δxn)yn) = ϕ(
∞∑
n=1

ψ(yn)δxn). Hence, it

immediately follows U = 0.
(4) =⇒ (5)

Suppose U =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn⊗δxn ∈ F (X)∗⊗̂πF (X), where (ϕn) and (xn) are bounded sequences in

F (X)∗ and X, respectively, such that
∞∑
n=1

∥ϕn∥∥xn∥ <∞ with
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δx)δxn = 0 for all x ∈

X. Therefore, for all x ∈ X and for any linear functional γ on F (X), γ
( ∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δx)δxn

)
= 0.

This is equivalent as
( ∞∑

n=1

γ(δxn)ϕn

)
(δx) = 0 for all x ∈ X and γ ∈ F (X)∗. Thus, for all

linear functionals γ of F (X),
∞∑
n=1

γ(δxn)ϕn = 0. It follows that
∞∑
n=1

ϕn ⊗ δxn = 0, which is

same as U = 0.
(5) =⇒ (2)

We will demonstrate that if the statement in (2) is false, the statement in (5) is also false.
Suppose IdF (X) ̸∈ F(F (X), F (X))

T δc . Consider E = (L(F (X), F (X)), T δc) and G be
a subspace of E consisting of all finite-rank operators. Therefore, {IdF (X)} ∩ G

T δc
= ∅.

Hence, by the geometric version of the Hahn-Banach theorem, there exists Φ ∈ E∗ such
that Φ(T ) = 0 for all T ∈ G and Φ(IdF (X)) = 1.
As Φ ∈ E∗, there exists a compact subset K of X such that |Φ(T )| ≤ PK(T ) ∀ T ∈ E.
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Since K is compact, there exists (xn) ∈ c0(X) such that K is contained in the closed
convex hull of the sequence (xn). Thus |Φ(T )| ≤ sup

n
∥Tδxn∥.

Consider Z = {(Tδxn) : T ∈ E} subspace of c0(F (X)). Then Φ̃ : Z −→ K is defined
as Φ̃((Tδxn)) = Φ(T ) is a well-defined bounded linear map, and let Φ̃ext ∈ c0(F (X))∗ be

the Hahn-Banach extension. Therefore, Φ̃ext((Tδxn)) = Φ(T ) =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(Tδxn) for (ϕn) ∈

ℓ1(F (X)∗) and for all T ∈ E. Hence, 1 = Φ(IdF (X)) =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δxn) while Φ(T ) = 0 for all

T ∈ G, in particular for T = Ψ ⊗ δx for all Ψ ∈ F (X)∗ and x ∈ X. This implies for all
Ψ ∈ F (X)∗ and x ∈ X

0 = Φ(T ) =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(Tδxn) =
∞∑
n=1

Ψ(δxn)Φn(δx) = Ψ

(
∞∑
n=1

Φn(δx)δxn

)

Therefore, it follows
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δx)δxn = 0 for all x ∈ X. Therefore, (5) does not hold, as if

it holds then
∞∑
n=1

ϕn ⊗ δxn = 0 and it gives us
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δxn) = 0, which is a contradiction.

Hence, the proof follows. □

Corollary 2.3. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, with X having Lip− a.p. Then the map

J : F (X)∗⊗̂πY −→ N(F (X), Y ) defined as J (u)(δx) =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δx)yn is one-one, where

u =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn ⊗ yn ∈ F (X)∗⊗̂πY .

Proof. Let X be a Banach space having Lip − a.p and u ∈ Ker(J ) ⊂ F (X)∗⊗̂πY .
Therefore, there exist bounded sequences (ϕn) and (yn) in F (X)∗ and Y respectively

with
∞∑
n=1

∥ϕn∥∥xn∥ < ∞ such that u =
∞∑
n=1

ϕn ⊗ yn ∈ F (X)∗⊗̂πY . Now J (u) = 0 gives
∞∑
n=1

ϕn(δx)yn = 0 for all x ∈ X. Hence from the above theorem we have u = 0. This

completes the proof. □

Proposition 2.4. Let X be a Banach space. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) X has the Lipschitz approximation property.
(2) For any Banach space Y and any f ∈ Lip0(X,F (Y )), βY ◦ f ∈ Lip0F(X, Y )

τc.

Proof. (2) =⇒ (1) directly follows by considering Y = X and f = δX .
(1) =⇒ (2)

Let Y be a Banach space, K be a compact subset of X, ϵ > 0 and f ∈ Lip0(X,F (Y )).
Therefore by the [9, Proposition 3.2] there exists g ∈ Lip0F(X,F (Y )) such that sup

x∈K
∥f(x)−

g(x)∥ < ϵ.
Now sup

x∈K
∥βY ◦ f(x)− βY ◦ g(x)∥ ≤ sup

x∈K
∥f(x)− g(x)∥ < ϵ and it immediately proves this

part. □
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The following proposition will link the approximation property of F (X) with the Lip-
schitz approximation property of the Banach space X.

Proposition 2.5. If the Lipschitz-free space F (X) of a Banach space X has approxima-
tion property, then X has the Lipschitz approximation property.

Proof. Suppose X is a Banach space such that F (X) has a.p, K is a compact subset of X,
and ϵ > 0. Therefore, there exists S ∈ F(F (X), F (X)) such that sup

x∈K
∥IdF (X)(δX(x)) −

SδX(x)∥ < ϵ.
Now, sup

x∈K
∥IdX(x)− βXSδX(x)∥ ≤ sup

x∈K
∥IdF (X)(δX(x))− SδX(x)∥ < ϵ

This implies IdX ∈ Lip0F(X,X)
τc and hence X has Lip− a.p. □

Corollary 2.6. If for any Banach space X, X# has a.p then X has Lip− a.p.

Proof. Let X be a Banach space such that X# has a.p. Therefore, F (X)∗ has a.p, and
this gives that F (X) has a.p, as F (X) is a Banach space, and hence X has Lip− a.p (by
the previous proposition). □

Proposition 2.7. The following implications hold:

X has a.p βX ∈ F(F (X), X)
τc

X has Lip− a.p βX ∈ F(F (X), X)
τδc

βX ∈ Lip0F(F (X), X)
τc

Proof. From the definitions X has a.p =⇒ X has Lip− a.p part follows.
Proof of X has a.p =⇒ βX ∈ F(F (X), X)

τc :
Let A be a compact set in F (X) and ϵ > 0, therefore βX(A) is compact subset of X.
Since X has a.p there exists S ∈ F (X,X) such that sup

γ∈A
∥IdX(βX(γ)) − SβX(γ)∥ < ϵ.

This implies that βX ∈ F(F (X), X)
τc
.

To prove : X has Lip− a.p⇐⇒ βX ∈ F(F (X), X)
τδc :

Suppose X has Lip− a.p, K be a compact subset of X, and ϵ > 0. Then there exists S ∈
LipoF(X,X) such that sup

x∈K
∥IdX(x)−S(x)∥ < ϵ. Now IdX −S = (βX −TS)◦δX , where Ts

is the linearization of S. Hence sup
x∈K

∥βX
(
δX(x)

)
−TS

(
δX(x)

)
∥ = sup

x∈K
∥IdX(x)−S(x)∥ < ϵ

and this gives us the forward implication part.
For the converse let us consider βX ∈ F(F (X), X)

τδc , K be a compact subset of X, and
ϵ > 0. Then there exists S ∈ F(F (X), X) such that sup

x∈K
∥βX

(
δX(x)

)
− S

(
δX(x)

)
∥ < ϵ.
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This immediately provides X has Lip− a.p.

To prove : X has Lip− a.p⇐⇒ βX ∈ Lip0F(F (X), X)
τc :

Let A be a compact set in F (X) and ϵ > 0, therefore βX(A) is compact subset of X. Since
X has Lip−a.p there exists S ∈ Lip0F(X,X) such that sup

γ∈A
∥IdX(βX(γ))−SβX(γ)∥ < ϵ.

This implies that βX ∈ Lip0F(F (X), X)
τc
, as S ◦ βX ∈ Lip0F(F (X), X).

Conversely, let βX ∈ Lip0F(F (X), X)
τc , K be a compact subset of X, and ϵ > 0. Then

there exists S ∈ Lip0F(F (X), X) such that sup
x∈K

∥IdX(x)−S ◦δX(x)∥ = sup
x∈K

∥βX
(
δX(x)

)
−

S
(
δX(x)

)
∥ < ϵ. Hence X has Lip− a.p.

Comparing the two topologies τδc and τc we get βX ∈ F(F (X), X)
τc

=⇒ βX ∈
F(F (X), X)

τδc . This completes the proof. □

Remark 2.8. In a nutshell, from this section, we get the following:

X# has a.p X has Lip− a.p X has a.p

F (X) has a.p

Next, we see some more equivalent characterization of the Lipschitz approximation
property of the Banach space X.

Proposition 2.9. The following are equivalent:

(1) IdX ∈ Lip0F(X,X)
τc.

(2) δX ∈ Lip0F(X,F (X))
τc.

(3) δXβX ∈ Lip0F(F (X), F (X))
τc

Proof. Let (1) holds, K be a compact subset of X and ϵ > 0. Therefore by theo-
rem 2.2 IdF (X) ∈ F(F (X), F (X))

T δc and there exists S ∈ F(F (X), F (X)) such that
sup
x∈K

∥IdF (X)(δX(x)) − SδX(x)∥ < ϵ. Since S ◦ δX ∈ Lip0F(X,F (X)) this gives δX ∈

Lip0F(X,F (X))
τc . Now suppose δX ∈ Lip0F(X,F (X))

τc , K be a compact subset of X
and ϵ > 0. Then there exists S ∈ Lip0F(X,F (X)) such that sup

x∈K
∥δX(x))− SδX(x)∥ < ϵ.

Now sup
x∈K

∥IdX(x)−βXS(x)∥ ≤ sup
x∈K

∥δX(x))−SδX(x)∥ < ϵ. As βX ◦S ∈ Lip0F(X,X), (1)

follows.
Equivalency of (1) and (3) follows directly from (2) and the Proposition 2.7. □

3. Lipschitz p-approximation property of a Banach space

The definitions of special types of approximation properties that were studied later
(e.g., p-approximation properties studied by Saphar [17] for 1 ≤ p <∞ and by Reňov [18]
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for 0 < p < ∞) were always conceived via the tensor product route. Later on, in [11],
Karn and Sinha examine the approximation of the identity operator on p-compact sets
by finite-rank operators, namely the p-approximation property. Motivated by their def-
inition, we formulated Question 1.3 earlier, In this section, we introduce the Lipschitz
p-approximation property, provide several characterizations of it, and establish a connec-
tion between the linear p-approximation property of the Lipschitz free space F (X) and
the Lipschitz p-approximation property of X.

Definition 3.1. A Banach space X is said to have Lipschitz p−approximation property
in short Lip− p.a.p if IdX ∈ Lip0F(X,X)

τp .

Note 3.2. From the definition, it is clear that if a Banach space X has linear p.a.p, then
it has Lip− p.a.p, and by comparing the topologies, we have that if X has Lip− a.p, then
X has Lip− p.a.p.

The first two theorems in this section characterize the Lipschitz p-approximation prop-
erty ofX. The proof of the theorem is similar to that of [9, Theorem 3.1] with the following
modifications.

Theorem 3.3. A Banach space X has the Lipschitz p-approximation property iff IdF (X) ∈
F(F (X), F (X))

T δp.

Proof. Let X has Lipschitz p-approximation property, K be a p-compact subset of X and
ϵ > 0. Then there exists f ∈ Lip0F(X,X) such that

sup
x∈K

∥f(x)− x∥ ≤ ϵ

2
.

Also corresponding to f ∈ Lip0F(X,X) by Lemma 1.4(2) there exists f̂ ∈ L(F (X), F (X))

such that f̂ ◦δX = δX ◦f . Put E := span(f(X)). Then dim(E) <∞, as f ∈ Lip0F(X,X).
Let us now consider the inclusion map i : E −→ X. Thus there exists an isometry

î ∈ L(F (E), F (X)) such that î ◦ δE = δX ◦ i. Since for any x ∈ X,

f̂(δx) = δX(f(x)) = δX(i(f(x))) = îδE(f(x)) ∈ î(F (E)),

by linearity and continuity we have f̂(F (X)) ⊂ î(F (E)). Now K is a p-compact subset
of X. Therefore by [11, Definition 2.1] K is compact in X and hence δE ◦ f(K) is also
compact.

Since E is finite dimensional, by [5, Proposition 5.1] F (E) has 1-bounded approxima-
tion property. Therefore there exists S ∈ F((F (E)), (F (E))) with ∥S∥ ≤ 1 such that

sup
x∈K

∥SδE(f(x))− δE(f(x))∥F (E) ≤
ϵ

2
.

Now we consider the following composition operator, which will approximate IdF (X):

F (X)
f̂−→ î(F (E))

î−1

−−→ F (E)
S−→ F (E)

î−→ F (X).
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Further

sup
x∈K

∥∥∥̂iS î−1f̂ δX(x)− δX(x)
∥∥∥
F (X)

≤ sup
x∈K

∥∥∥̂iS î−1f̂ δX(x)− îδE(f(x))
∥∥∥
F (X)

+ sup
x∈K

∥∥∥̂iδE(f(x))− δX(x)
∥∥∥
F (X)

≤ sup
x∈K

∥∥∥S î−1f̂ δX(x)− δE(f(x))
∥∥∥
F (E)

+ sup
x∈K

∥δX(f(x))− δX(x)∥F (X)

= sup
x∈K

∥SδE(f(x))− δE(f(x))∥F (E) + sup
x∈K

∥δX(f(x))− δX(x)∥F (X)

= sup
x∈K

∥SδE(f(x))− δE(f(x))∥F (E) + sup
x∈K

∥f(x)− x∥F (X)

≤ ϵ ,

shows that IdF (X) ∈ F(F (X), F (X))
T δp .

Conversely, let IdF (X) ∈ F(F (X), F (X))
T δp , K be a p-compact subset of X and ϵ > 0.

Since {βXSδX : S ∈ F(F (X), F (X))} ⊂ Lip0F(X,X),

{βXSδX : S ∈ F(F (X), F (X))}
τp ⊂ Lip0F(X,X)

τp
.

We show that IdX ∈ {βXSδX : S ∈ F(F (X), F (X))}
τp . Now IdF (X) ∈ F(F (X), F (X))

T δp

implies

sup
x∈K

∥βXδX(x)− βXSδX(x)∥ = sup
x∈K

∥βX(δX(x)− SδX(x))∥ ≤ sup
x∈K

∥δX(x)− SδX(x)∥ < ϵ.

Hence the proof follows. □

Theorem 3.4. A Banach space X has Lipschitz p-approximation property if and only if
βX ∈ F(F (X), X)

T δp.

Proof. Let K be a p-compact subset of a Banach space X and ϵ > 0. Since X has
Lip − p.a.p, there exists f ∈ Lip0F(X,X) such that sup

x∈K
∥IdX(x) − f(x)∥ < ϵ. Therefore

sup
x∈K

∥IdX(x)− f(x)∥ = sup
x∈K

∥βXδX(x)− TfδX(x)∥ < ϵ, where Tf be the linearization of f .

Hence, the forward implication follows.
Conversely, let βX ∈ F(F (X), X)

T δp , K be a p−compact subset of X and ϵ > 0. Then
there exists T ∈ F(F (X), X) such that sup

x∈K
∥βXδX(x)−TδX(x)∥ < ϵ. Thus sup

x∈K
∥IdX(x)−

TδX(x)∥ < ϵ. Since T ◦ δX ∈ Lip0F(X,X), X has Lip− p.a.p. □

The Lipschitz p-approximation property will be characterized in the paragraphs that
follow. This characterization might be seen as an analog of a well-known result on the
p-approximation property due to Karn and Sinha (see [11, Proposition 6.2]).

Proposition 3.5. The following are equivalent for a Banach space X:

(1) X has the Lipschitz p-approximation property.
(2) For all Banach spaces Y , Lip0(X, Y ) = Lip0F(X, Y )

τp.
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Proof. Let X have Lip− p.a.p, Y be a Banach space, f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ), K be a p-compact
subset of X and ϵ > 0.
Therefore by Theorem 3.3 there exists S ∈ F(F (X), F (X)) such that sup

x∈K
∥δX(x) −

SδX(x)∥ < ϵ.
As f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ) the linearization map Tf ∈ L(F (X), Y ) and Tf ◦S ◦δX ∈ Lip0F(X, Y ).
Now,

sup
x∈K

∥Tf ◦ S ◦ δX(x)− f(x)∥ = sup
x∈K

∥Tf ◦ S ◦ δX(x)− Tf ◦ δX(x)∥

≤ ϵ∥Tf∥.

Hence it follows that (1) =⇒ (2), and (2) =⇒ (1) trivially follows by considering
Y = X. □

Remark 3.6. For all Banach spaces Y , Lip0(Y,X) = Lip0F(Y,X)
τp implies that X has

Lipschitz p-approximation property, but we don’t know whether the converse part holds
or not.

We demonstrate another characterization of the Lipschitz p-approximation property
of a Banach space.

Proposition 3.7. A Banach space X has the Lipschitz p-approximation property if and
only if for any Banach space Y and any f ∈ Lip0(X,F (Y )), βY ◦ f ∈ Lip0F(X, Y )

τp.

Proof. Proof of the sufficient part directly follows by considering Y = X and f = δX .
For the necessary part suppose Y be a Banach space, K be a p-compact subset of

X, ϵ > 0 and f ∈ Lip0(X,F (Y )). Therefore by the previous Proposition there exists
g ∈ Lip0F(X,F (Y )) such that sup

x∈K
∥f(x)− g(x)∥ < ϵ.

Now sup
x∈K

∥βY ◦f(x)−βY ◦g(x)∥ ≤ sup
x∈K

∥f(x)−g(x)∥ < ϵ and it immediately completes

the proof. □

Proposition 3.8. For a Banach space X, if F (X) has the Lipschitz approximation prop-
erty, then X has the Lipschitz p-approximation property.

Proof. Let K be a p-compact subset of X and ϵ > 0. Since F (X) has Lipschitz approxi-
mation property and δX(K) is compact; there exists S ∈ Lip0F(F (X), F (X)) such that
sup
x∈K

∥δX(x)− SδX(x)∥ < ϵ.

Now

sup
x∈K

∥IdX(x)− βXSδX(x)∥ ≤ sup
x∈K

∥δX(x)− SδX(x)∥ < ϵ

Hence IdX ∈ Lip0F(X,X)
τp and X has Lip− p.a.p. □

The following lemma is easy to prove, which will be used further.
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Lemma 3.9. For any two Banach spaces X, Y, and T ∈ L(X, Y ), JY (Tv) = T ∗∗(JX(v))

for all v ∈ X, where J is the canonical embedding map from a normed linear space to its
double dual space.

Lemma 3.10. For any Banach spaces X, Y ; L(X, Y ) ⊂ F(X,Y )
τp if and only if TβX ∈

F(F (X), Y )
τp for all T ∈ L(X,Y ).

Proof. Suppose T ∈ L(X,Y ), K is a p-compact subset of F (X), and ϵ > 0. Since βX(K)

is p-compact in X, there exists S ∈ F(X, Y ) such that sup
γ∈K

∥TβX(γ)− SβX(γ)∥ < ϵ, and

hence the forward part follows immediately.
Conversely, let T ∈ L(X, Y ) such that TβX ∈ F(F (X), Y )

τp , K be a p-compact subset
of X and ϵ > 0.
Consider E = span(K), a separable closed subspace of X, as being a p-compact set K is
compact. Therefore, by [9, Lemma 3.4] there exists U : X −→ F (X)∗∗ bounded linear map
such that ∥U∥ = 1, β∗∗

X Uv = JXv ∀ v ∈ X, and U(E) ⊂ F (X).

Since TβX ∈ F(F (X), Y )
τp and U(K) be a p-compact subset of F (X); there exists S ∈

F(F (X), Y ) such that sup
v∈K

∥TβXU(v)− SU(v)∥ < ϵ. Now, for any v ∈ K

∥SU(v)− T (v)∥ = ∥JY (SU(v))− JY (T (v))∥

= ∥S∗∗JF (X)(U(v))− JY (T (v))∥

= ∥S∗∗JF (X)(U(v))− T ∗∗β∗∗
X Uv∥

= ∥JY (SU(v))− (TβX)
∗∗(JF (X)(Uv))∥

= ∥JY SUv − JY TβXUv∥

= ∥TβXU(v)− SU(v)∥

< ϵ.

which gives T ∈ F(X,Y )
τp . □

The previous lemma gives us the following result.

Corollary 3.11. A Banach space X has the p-approximation property if and only if
TβX ∈ F(F (X), Y )

τp for all T ∈ L(X,Y ), and for any Banach space Y .

The proof of the next proposition directly follows from the above lemma 3.10.

Proposition 3.12. For any Banach space X, if F (X) has the p-approximation property,
then X has p-approximation property, and further X has the Lipschitz p-approximation
property.

Proof. Let Y be a Banach space and T ∈ L(X,Y ). Since F (X) has p.a.p, L(F (X), Y ) =

F(F (X), Y )
τp . Now TβX ∈ L(F (X), Y ) = F(F (X), Y )

τp , and hence X has p.a.p. □
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3.1. Some examples. From the previous discussion, we can immediately deduce the
following facts about the Banach space X. If X has the approximation property then X

has Lip− a.p, Lip− p.a.p, p.a.p. Also, we know that any Banach space with a Schauder
basis has the approximation property. In [7] Hájek and Pernecká proved that F (ℓ1) and
F (Rn) have a Schauder basis. Therefore, these are examples of Lipschitz-free spaces of ℓ1
and Rn, respectively, having Lip− a.p, Lip− p.a.p, p.a.p.
[11, Theorem 6.4] provides that any Banach space X has p-approximation property (for
1 ≤ p ≤ 2), and hence X has Lip− p.a.p (for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2).
From the above section and [9], we have the following diagram as a summary.

X# has a.p X has Lip− a.p X has a.p

F (X) has a.p F (X) has Lip− a.p X has Lip− p.a.p

F (X) has p.a.p X has p.a.p

4. Factorization of Lipschitz operators that belong to the dual operator ideal
of Lipschiz p -compact operator

In [12] Karn and Sinha showed that Kd
p may be regarded as a compact-type operator

ideal whose associated maximal operator ideal is Πp. More precisely, they proved the
composition/decomposition relation

Πp ◦ K = Kd
p (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞).

Here in this section, we establish an analogous decomposition relation in the Lipschitz
setting. Recall that any compact operator between Banach spaces can be expressed as the
composition of a bounded linear operator with a compact operator (see [19, pg 225]). We
have obtained a corresponding result here for Lipschitz compact operators.

Theorem 4.1. Let f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ). Then f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ) if and only if Tf ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Y )

with kdp(Tf ) = kLdp (f).

Proof. Let f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ). Therefore, by [1, Definition 3.8], f t ∈ Kp(Y

∗, X#). Now,
T ∗
f = QX ◦ f t ∈ Kp(Y

∗, F (X)∗) (by [8, Theorem 3.1] and ideal property). Hence Tf ∈
Kd

p(F (X), Y ).
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Conversely, let f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ) such that Tf ∈ Kd
p(F (X), Y ). Thus by [2, Proposi-

tion 3.2] T ∗
f ∈ Kp(Y

∗, F (X)∗) ⊂ KL
p (Y

∗, F (X)∗) and using the ideal property we have
f t = Q−1

X ◦ T ∗
f ∈ KL

p (Y
∗, X#). Therefore, it immediately follows that f ∈ KLd

p (X, Y ).
Equality of the norms part has been proved in Lemma 4.6. □

Proposition 4.2. Let X be a normed linear space and Y be a Banach space. Then
KLd

p (X, Y ) ⊂
∏L

p (X, Y ) with πL
p (f) ≤ kLdp (f).

Proof. Let f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ), then by Theorem 4.1 Tf ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Y ) ⊂
∏

p(F (X), Y ) (by
[11, Proposition 5.3]). Since Tf is linear, using [4, Theorem 2], we have Tf ∈

∏L
p (F (X), Y ).

Now, f = Tf ◦ δX ∈
∏L

p (X, Y ) (by [1, Proposition 2.5]).
For the norm inequality using [4, Theorem 2], [11, Remark 2(c)], and Lemma 4.6(2)),

respectively, we get πL
p (f) = πL

p (Tf ◦ δX) ≤ πL
p (Tf ) = πp(Tf ) ≤ kdp(Tf ) = kLdp (f). □

Proposition 4.3. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. Then Kd
p(X, Y ) ⊂ KLd

p (X, Y ).

Proof. Suppose f ∈ Kd
p(X, Y ), then by [2, Proposition 3.2], f t = f ∗ ∈ KL

p (Y
∗, X#). Hence,

it follows that f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ). □

Remark 4.4. If f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ) is a linear map, then f ∈ Kd

p(X, Y ), and in this case
kLdp (f) = kdp(f).

Lemma 4.5. Let X,Y , and G be Banach spaces, and I ∈ L(Y,G) be an isometric iso-
morphism, and T ∈ Kp(X, Y ), then kp(IT ) = kp(T ).

Proof. As T ∈ Kp(X, Y ), there exists y = (yn) ∈ ℓsp(Y ) such that

T (BX) ⊂ Ey(Bℓ
p
′ ) :=

{
∞∑
n=1

anyn : (an) ∈ Bℓ
p
′

}
,

which is equivalent to IT (BX) ⊂ E(Iyn)(Bℓ
p
′ ). Hence, the proof follows. □

One can easily verify the first part of the following lemma:

Lemma 4.6. Let X be a normed linear space, and Y and Z be Banach spaces; f ∈
Lip0(X, Y ), I ∈ L(Y, Z) be an isometry. Then

(1) TIf = ITf

(2) kdp(Tf ) = kLdp (f)

Proof. By definition, we have kdp(Tf ) = kp(T
∗
f ). It follows kp(T ∗

f ) = kp(QX ◦ f t) =

kp(f
t), from [8, Theorem 3.1] and by the previous Lemma 4.5. Now, [2, Proposi-

tion 3.2] implies that kp(f t) = kLp (f
t) = kLdp (f). □

(3) f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ) if and only if If ∈ KLd

p (X,Z) with kLdp (If) = kLdp (f).
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Proof. Suppose, If ∈ KLd
p (X,Z). Therefore, Theorem 4.1 gives us TIf ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Z).
Then, in the first part of this lemma, we get ITf ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Z), which is equiv-
alent as Tf ∈ KLd

p (F (X), Y ),(by [12, Lemma 2.5]). Now Theorem 4.1 provides us
Tf ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Y ) if and only if f ∈ KLd
p (Y, Z).

Further, kLdp (If) = kdp(TIf ) = kdp(ITf ) = kdp(Tf ) = kLdp (f) (using part (2), (1) of
this lemma and [12, Lemma 2.5]). □

Lemma 4.7. Let X be a normed linear space and Y be Banach space, then for f ∈
Lip0(X, Y ) with Tf ∈

∏
p(F (X), Y ) implies f ∈

∏L
p (X, Y ) with πL

p (f) ≤ πp(Tf ).

Proof. The proof of the first part trivially follows from the fact that f = Tf ◦ δX .
Now f = Tf ◦ δX =⇒ πL

p (f) = πL
p (Tf ◦ δX) ≤ πL

p (Tf ) = πp(Tf ) (by ideal property and
[4, Theorem 2]). □

Remark 4.8. • The other-way implication of the above lemma is not true. As a counterex-
ample, for p = 1 consider δR ∈

∏L
p (R, F (R)), but TδR = IdF (R) /∈

∏
p(F (R), F (R)).

• For a normed linear space X, and a finite-dimensional vector space E, if f ∈ KLd
p (X,E)

then kLdp (f) = kdp(Tf ) = πp(Tf ) (using Lemma 4.6(2), [12, Theorem 2.6]), for 1 ≤ p <∞.

4.1. Factorization of KLd
p .

Proposition 4.9. Let X be a normed linear space, Y be a Banach space, 1 ≤ p < ∞,
then f ∈ KLd

p (X, Y ) if and only if there exists a Banach space Z, R ∈ Lip0K(X,Z),
U ∈

∏
p(Z, Y ) such that f = UR.

Proof. Suppose f ∈ KLd
p (X, Y ). Then by Theorem 4.1, Tf ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Y ). Again, by [12,
Theorem 3.1] there exist a Banach space Z, V ∈ K(F (X), Z) and U ∈

∏
p(Z,E) such

that Tf = UV that is. f = Tf ◦ δX = UV δX = UR where R = V δX ∈ Lip0K(X,Z) and
U ∈

∏
p(Z, Y ) ⊂

∏L
p (Z, Y ).

Conversely, let Z be a Banach space, f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ), and there existsR ∈ Lip0K(X,Z),
U ∈

∏
p(Z, Y ) such that f = UR. Now it is easy to verify that Tf = UTR ∈ Kd

p(F (X), Y ),
which implies that f ∈ KLd

p (X, Y ). □

Proposition 4.10. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, and f ∈ Lip0K(X, Y ). Then f can
be decomposed as f = Cg, where C ∈ Lip0(g(X), Y ) and g ∈ Lip0K(X, c0), where g(X) is
considered as a pointed metric subspace of c0.

Proof. Suppose X and Y are Banach spaces, and f ∈ Lip0K(X, Y ) is a Lipschitz compact
operator. Therefore, by [8, Proposition 3.5], f t ∈ K(Y ∗, X#) and hence by using [15,

Proposition 1.e.2] we get f t(BY ∗) ⊂ E(un)(Bℓ1) :=

{
∞∑
n=1

anun : (an) ∈ Bℓ1

}
for some

(un) ∈ c0(X
#). Consider the map g : X −→ c0, defined as g(x) = (un(x)) for all x ∈ X.

Since
{

g(x1)−g(x2)
∥x1−x2∥ : x1 ̸= x2; x1, x2 ∈ X

}
⊂ co{(∥un∥) : n ∈ N}, we have g ∈ Lip0K(X, c0).
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Let x1, x2 ∈ X be such that un(x1) = un(x2) for all n ∈ N. We show that f(x1) = f(x2).

Let y∗ ∈ BY ∗ . Then there exists a sequence (αn) ∈ Bℓ1 such that (f t)(y∗) =
∞∑
n=1

αnun.

Thus

y∗(f(x1)) = (f t)(y∗)(x1)

=
∞∑
n=1

αnun(x1)

=
∞∑
n=1

αnun(x2)

= (f t)(y∗)(x2)

= y∗(f(x2)).

Since y∗ ∈ BY ∗ is arbitrary, we get f(x1) = f(x2). Therefore, the map C : g(X) −→ Y

given by C(g(x)) = f(x) is well-defined. We show that C is Lipschitz. Fix x1, x2 ∈ X. If

y∗ ∈ BY ∗ , then as above y∗(f(x)) = (f t)(y∗)(x) =
∞∑
n=1

αnun(x). Thus

|y∗(f(x1)−f(x2))| = |
∞∑
n=1

αn(un(x1)−un(x2))| ≤ sup{∥un(x1)−un(x2)∥ : n ∈ N} = ∥g(x1)−g(x2)∥.

Hence

∥C(g(x1))−C(g(x2))∥ = ∥f(x1)− f(x2)∥ = sup
y∗∈BY ∗

|y∗(f(x1)− f(x2))| ≤ ∥g(x1)− g(x2)∥.

so that C is Lipschitz. Hence, the proposition follows. □

Playing with the Lipschitz map and its corresponding linearization map leads to the
proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 4.11. Let X and Y be Banach spaces. Then Lip0F(Y,X)
kLd
p

= KLd
p (Y,X)

if and only if F(F (Y ), X)
kdp

= Kd
p(F (Y ), X).

The definition of a Banach space having an approximation property of type p is used
in the next proposition and can be found in [12, Definition 4.4].

Proposition 4.12. If a Banach space X has the approximation property of type p, then
Lip0F(Y,X)

kLd
p

= KLd
p (Y,X).

Proof. The proof follows directly from the definition and the previous proposition 4.11. □

Proposition 4.13. Let X be a Banach space having the p-approximation property. Then
for all Banach space Y ; KL

p (Y,X) ⊂ Lip0F(Y,X)
Lip(.)

.

Proof. Let Y be a Banach space, f ∈ KL
p (Y,X) and ϵ > 0. Therefore, as X has p.a.p

and ImLip(f) :=
{

f(x1)−f(x2)
∥x1−x2∥ : x1 ̸= x2

}
is relatively p-compact, there exists S ∈ F(X,X)
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such that sup
z∈ImLip(f)

∥Sz − z∥ < ϵ. Hence, it gives Lip(Sf − f) < ϵ, which completes the

proof. □

In the following proposition, depending on the properties of the Lipschitz map δX , we
characterize their domain.

Proposition 4.14. For any Banach space X, βX : F (X) −→ X is compact iff dim(X) is
finite.

Proof. Observe that δX(BX) ⊂ BF (X) and this will give us βX is compact implies dim(X) <

∞. The converse part is easy to show. □

Proposition 4.15. For a Banach space X, if δX : X −→ F (X) is Lipschitz p-compact,
then dim(X) is finite.

Proof. Let Y be any Banach space and f ∈ Lip0(X, Y ). Now βY f̂ δX = f and ImLip(f) =

βY f̂(ImLip(δX)). This implies that f is Lipschitz p-compact and hence Lipschitz compact.
Therefore, in particular, for Y = X and f = IdX , f is p-compact. Hence, this is possible
only if X is of finite dimension. □

Remark 4.16. The converse of the above proposition is not true. Consider δR (is never a
Lipschitz p-compact) as a counter-example.

• We observed the facts that X# or F (X) has approximation property implies X
has Lip− a.p and also that F (X) has Lip− a.p implies X has Lip− p.a.p. These
would be interesting questions to analyze the converse part of those facts.

• Examples of the Banach spaces without having Lip− a.p, Lip− p.a.p.

• We have seen that a.p =⇒ Lip− a.p =⇒ Lip− p.a.p; also, a.p =⇒ p.a.p =⇒
Lip−p.a.p. So the immediate question to ask is, What can we conclude about the
other-way implications for all the cases?

We leave these questions open for the time being.
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