Pacific Journal of

Mathematics

COMPACTNESS PROPERTIES OF ABSTRACT KERNEL
OPERATORS

CHARALAMBOS D. ALIPRANTIS,
OWEN SIDNEY BURKINSHAW AND M. DUHOUX




PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
Vol. 100, No. 1, 1982

COMPACTNESS PROPERTIES OF ABSTRACT
KERNEL OPERATORS

C. D. ALIPRANTIS, O. BURKINSHAW, AND M. DUHOUX

Let E and F' be two Banach function spaces on two o-
finite measure spaces (Y, 2, v) and (X, S, p) respectively. Then
an operator T: E— F is called a kernel operator, if there
exists a p#Xy-measurable real valued function K(x,%) on
X XY such that for each f€ £ we have

Tf(x) = SYK(x, Y)f (y)dv(y) for p-almost all z, and

Sny(-, NF@)ldvy) e F .

It is well known that every kernel operator belongs to the
band (E’® F)* generated by the finite rank operators, and
under certain conditions (E’ & F')* consists precisely of all
kernel operators.

In this paper we consider X and F to be two locally
convex-solid Riesz spaces. Motivated by the above remarks,
we call every operator in (E’® F)* that can be written as
a difference of two positive weakly continuous operators, an
abstract kernel operator. We characterize the abstract
kernel operators that map bounded sets onto precompact
sets. In the process we generalize known characterizations
of compact kernel operators and obtain some interesting
new ones.

1. Preliminaries. Unless otherwise stated, all topological vector
spaces encountered in this paper will be assumed to be Hausdorft.
For notation and terminology concerning locally solid Riesz spaces
not explained below, we refer the reader to [1]. For terminology
concerning locally convex spaces we follow [14].

A linear topology 7 on a Riesz space is said to be locally solid
if  has a neighborhood basis at zero consisting of solid sets. (A
set V is said to be solid whenever |z| < |y] and ye V imply x€ V.)
If 7 is both locally convex and locally solid, then it is referred to
as a locally convex-solid topology, and in this case, 7 has a basis at
zero consisting of solid and convex sets. The main properties con-
necting topological and order continuity needed for this work are
the following:

1. The Lebesgue property: u, | 0 implies u, 50.
2. The pre-Lebesgue property: 0 < u, T < u implies that {u,} is
z-Cauchy.
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The Lebesgue property implies the pre-Lebesgue property [1, p.
66]. For topologically complete locally solid Riesz spaces the two
concepts coincide [1, p. 66]. The pre-Lebesgue property is equivalent
to the statement: Every disjoint order bounded sequence is 7-con-
vergent to zero; see [1, Th. 10.1, p. 64].

Let (E, 7) be a locally convex-solid Riesz space. The topological
dual of (#, ) will be denoted by E’. The absolute weak topology
|o|(HE, E') is the locally convex-solid topology on E generated by
the family of Riesz seminorms {o;: fe E'}, where p,(x) = |f|(|x|) for
each x e K. Similarly, |¢|(&’, E) is the locally convex-solid topology
generated on E' by the family of Riesz seminorms {p,: € £}, where
0.(f) =1f1(z|) for each feE’. The topology |o|(E’, E) is always
a Lebesgue topology, while || (&, E’) satisfies the Lebesgue property
if and only if 7 does. The strong topology B(E’, E) on E’ is always
a locally solid topology. For proofs and more details see [1].

The following important result (essentially due to I. Amemiya)
will be very influential to our work. Recall that a subset A of a
topological vector space is said to be precompact (or totally bounded)
whenever for every neighborhood V of zero, there exists a finite
subset X of A such that A X + V.

THEOREM 1.1. All Hausdorff Lebesgue topologies on a Riesz
space tnduce the same topology on the order bounded subsets of the
space.

In particular, all Hausdorf Lebesgue topologies on a Riesz space
have the same order bounded precompact sets.

Proof. For the proof of the first part see [1, Th. 12.9, p. 87].
For the second part let £ and = be two Hausdorff Lebesgue topolo-
gies on a Riesz space E, and let A be an order bounded g-precompact
subset of E. To complete the proof, we have to show that A4 is
also 7-precompact.

To this end, let W be a z-neighborhood of zero. Pick some
=0 with AZS[—x, 2], and then choose a gneighborhood V of
zero with VN [—2z, 22] € WN[—2x, 2¢]. Since A is &-precompact,
there exists a finite subset X of 4 with AZS X+ V. NowifacAd,
then choose some be X with a —be V. In view of —2x<a —b =<
2z, it follows that ¢ —be VN [—2x 22] € WN[—2x, 22] £ W. That
is, A < X 4+ W holds, so that A is z-precompact. 7

Another result that will be used extensively here is a beautiful
duality theorem of A. Grothendieck. Recall that if (&, E’) is a
dual system and .o~ is a collection of ¢(E, E')-bounded ‘'subsets of
E, then the .o7-topology on E’ is the locally convex topology (not
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necessarily Hausdorff) of uniform convergence on the sets of .o/
That is, the .97 -topology is generated by the collection of seminorms
{ps: Ae &7}, where p,(f) = sup{| f(x)]: x € A} for each fe E’'. Simi-
larly, if <#' is a family of o(E’, E)-bounded subsets of E’, then
the <#’-topology is the locally convex topology on E (not necessarily
Hausdorff) of uniform convergence on the sets of <#'.

Recall also that if T: EF — F is a weakly continuous operator
corresponding to the dual systems (&, E’'> and {(F, F'), then the
adjoint operator 7': F’ — E’ is defined by

KT'f, ) = {f, Tx) for all fe F’ and zc F .

THEOREM 1.2 (Grothendieck). Let (K, E'Y and {(F, F’) be two
dual systems and let T: B — F be a weakly continuous operator. If
7 is a collection of o(E, E')-bounded subsets of E and <&’ is a
Samily of o(F', F)-bounded subsets of F', then the following state-
ments are equivalent:

1. T(A) is precompact for the <&’'-topology for each A e .57

2. T'(B) is precompact for the .S7-topology for each Be .Z’.

For a proof of this theorem see [13, Th. 3, p. 51]. A special
case of Theorem 1.2 useful to us here is the following: Let T: E—F
be a weakly continuous operator between two locally convex spaces
(E,&) and (F, 7). Then T maps &-bounded sets onto z-precompact
sets if and only if T’ maps equicontinuous subsets of F’ onto
B(&', E)-precompact sets.

We close this section with some well-known facts needed for
our discussion. For a proof see [14, p. 85].

LemMma 1.3. If (E, t) is a locally convex space, then the follow-
ing statements hold:

1. The topologies o(E, E') and T agree on every t-precompact
subset of K.

2. The topology o(E’, E) and that of uniform convergence on
the T-precompact subsets of E agree on every T-equicontinuous subset

of E'.

2. Disjoint sequences and order precompactness. It is well
known that many important properties of Riesz spaces can be
expressed in terms of disjoint sequences. (A sequence {z,} in a
Riesz space is said to be disjoint if |z,|A|2.] =0 holds for all
n # m.) In this work a few properties that are not well-known
connected with disjoint sequences will be needed. They are of some
independent interest, and they will be discussed in this section.
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We start with a technique, first used in [4], for constructing
disjoint sequences.

LEMMA 2.1. Let E be a Riesz space and let {x,} be a sequence
of E*t. 1If some x € E* satisfies 27"z, =x for all n, then the sequence
{u,} defined by

U, = <xnv,,1 — 4 i x; — 2‘”x>T
i=1
is o disjoint sequence.
Proof. If m >mn =1, then

m + +
0 4™y, = <4f’”acm+1 - >\ x, — 2'3"‘90) =S (4% — xn+1>
i=1

4

+ "
= (27”247”/{-1)95%1-1 - xn-H) = <2_nx +4r X — xn—%—l)
=]

= <90n+1 — 4" i x, — 27 "% )ﬁi Uy, - il

Our next lemma deals with disjoint sequences in the dual of a
Riesz space.

LEMMA 2.2. Let (K, 7) be a locally convex-solid Riesz space, and
let {x,} be a disjoint sequence of K. If {f.} is a sequence of E’,
then there exists a disjoint sequence {g,} of E' with |g,| < 1f.| and
9.(2.) = fu(®,) for all n.

Proof. Consider each x, embedded in (£’);, and let N,={fc E":
| fi(lz,) =0} and C, = N;. Since N, is a band of E’, we have
E' = N, ®»C,. The relation =, Lz, for » == m implies C, L C, for
n = m [1, Th. 3.10, p. 24]. If g, is the projection of f, onto C,,
then it is easy to verify that the sequence {g,} satisfies the desired
properties. ]

The strong convergence of a sequence in the dual of a topologi-
cally complete locally convex-solid Riesz space is characterized in
terms of disjoint sequences as follows. For Banach lattices the
result has appeared in [5, Corollary 2.7, p. 297].

THEOREM 2.3. Let (E,t) be a t-complete locally convex-solid
Riesz space. Then for a sequence {f.} of E’ the following statements
are equivalent:

1. {f.} is RE', E)-convergent to zero.
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2. {f.} 18 |o|(H', E)-convergent to zero, and for each disjoint
T-bounded sequence {x,} of E* we have lim f,(x,) = 0.

Proof. (1)=(2) Since |¢|(E’, E) S B(E’, E) holds and {f,} con-
verges to zero uniformly on the z-bounded subsets of E, we see
that (2) is immediate.

(2) = (1) Assume by way of contradiction that a sequence {f,}
of E' satisfies (2) but fails to satisfy (1). Then by passing to a
subsequence it is easy to see that there exists a solid z-bounded
subset B of E such that f, ¢ B° for each n.

Set %, =1, and then choose 0 < x, € B with |f, |(x) = 1. Next
pick k, >k, with |f,,|(4x) <1 (such k, exists since lim |f,|(z) = 0),
and then choose 0 < «, € B such that |f,,|(x;) = 1. Now by an induc-
tive argument we can see that there exist k, <k, < --- and a
positive sequence {x,} & B such that the sequence g, = f,, satisfies

|g.|(x,) =1 and |gn+1|<4n%xi><‘}; for all « .

Since B is z-bounded, it is easy to see that {>)%, 27%,} is z-Cauchy.
If x is its z-limit in FE, then clearly 0 < 27", < = holds for each =n.
Thus, by Lemma 2.1, the sequence

» +
U, = (x,,+1 — 4> x, — 2‘"91:)
=1

is disjoint. In view of {u,} S B, the sequence {u,} is also -bounded.
On the other hand, the inequalities

[Gnis] (Un) = }gn+1|<xn+1 - 4”2 H 2_"-’5) =1- 1 27" | gnsa| ()
i=1 n

show that |g,..|(w,) > 1/2 must hold for all n greater than some
m. In view of |g...|(,) = sup{g...(v): |v| < .}, for each n >m
there exists some |v,| = |u,| with g,,,(v,) > 1/2. Since {v}} and {v;}
are both r-bounded positive disjoint sequences, it follows from our
hypothesis that 1/2 < ¢,..(v,) = ¢..(¥}) — ¢, (v7) — 0, which is im-
possible. This contradiction completes the proof of the theorem. []

The concept of order precompactness is needed for our discus-
sion. This notion has appeared in a fragmented way in the works
of many authors. M. Duhoux in [6] was the first who isolated and
studied this property.

Start by observing that in a Riesz space E, if S is a solid set
and xz = 0, then

[—x, 2] + S={yeE: (Jy| —x)*eS}.
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Indeed, if ¥ = a + b holds with |a| <2 and b¢ S, then (Jy| — x)°
(Jyl — laD* < 1b], so that (Jy] —x)*¢S. On the other hand,
(lyl — )T e S, then in view of |y| =lyjAz + (y| — )" e[—w, 2]+ 8
and the solidness of [—x, ] + S, we get ye[—w, ] + S.

=
if

DEFINITION 2.4. Let (E, t) be a locally solid Riesz space, and let
A be a subset of E. Then A is said to be order t-precompact if for
each solid T-neighborhood V of zero, there exists an element x =0 in
the ideal gemerated by A in E such that A S [—=z, 2] + V (or equi-
valently, such that (Jy! — x)* e V for all ye A).

Precompactness implies order precompactness. (If A X+ V
holds with X ={x, ---,x,} & A, then x = 3 |z,| belongs to the
ideal generated by A and satisfies X & [—2, ], so that A & [—=, 2]+
V holds.) Since every order interval is z-bounded, it is easy to
see that every order z-precompact set is necessarily z-bounded.

The next result characterizes in terms of disjoint sequences the
order precompact sets in locally convex-solid Riesz spaces with the
Lebesgue property.

THEOREM 2.5. Let (K, 7) be a locally convex-solid Riesz space
with the Lebesgue property. Then for a subset A of K the following
statements are equivalent:

1. A is order T-precompact.

2. For every t-neighborhood V of zero there exists some yec E+
such that (2] —y)t € V holds for all xz e A.

3. A s t-bounded, and every disjoint sequence im the solid
hull of A is t-convergent to zero.

Proof. (1)=(2) Obvious.

(2) = (8) Clearly, A is r-bounded. Let {z,} be a disjoint sequence
in the solid hull of A, and let W and V be two solid z-neighbor-
hoods of zero such that W+ W< V. Choose some yeE*t with
(o] — y)" e W for all xe A; clearly, (Jz,| — y)* € W holds for all =.
Since 7 is a Lebesgue topology and {|z,| A %} is an order bounded
disjoint sequence, there exists some k& with [z,! Aye W for all n=k.
Thus, for n = k we have

@, = (o, —9)" + 2, N\ye W+ WS V.

That is, ,¢ V for n = k, so that z, 0.

8)=(1) If A is not order r-precompact, then there exists a
solid z-neighborhood V of zero such that for each y in the ideal
generated by A we have (Jz' — y)" € V for at least one xc¢ A. In
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particular, there exists a sequence {x,} £ A with
» +
Yo = <!90n+1l — 4" 3 [xil) ¢V forall n.
i=1

The z-boundedness of A implies that {37, 27%|x,|} is a z-Cauchy
sequence. Hence, there exists some x in the topological completion
(E, %) of (E,7) with 3\*,2 %z, > x. Clearly, 2 "|x,| < 2 holds for
all n.

Put u, = (|2, — 4" D% |2;] — 27"2)*, and note that (by Len}ma
2.1) {u,} is a disjoint sequence of £. Moreover, we claim that u, 5.
To see this, let W and U be two solid 7-neighborhoods of zero with
W+ W< U. Since 7 is a Lebesgue topology and E is order dense
in B [1, Thms 10.6 and 13.4], for each » there exists some v,c F
with 0 < v, < u, and u, — v, e W. Clearly, {v,} is a disjoint sequence

lying in the solid hull of A in E. Therefore, by our hypothesis
v,->0; pick some %k with v,e W for n >k Now if n >k, then
oszu,=wWw,—7v,)+v,€e W+ W< U holds, so that u,,LO.
Finally, the relation 0 <y, < u, + 2™« g 0, implies ¥, — 0, con-
trary to y,¢ V for each n. Therefore, A is order c-precompact,
and the proof of the theorem is finished. O

A useful sufficient condition (in terms of disjoint sequences) for
a set to be order precompact in topologically complete spaces is
presented next.

THEOREM 2.6. Let (H,7) be a t-complete locally convex-solid
Riesz space, and let A be a t-bounded subset of E. If every disjoint
sequence tn the solid hull of A 1is T-comvergemt to zero, them A 1is
order T-precompact.

Proof. Repeat the arguments of the proof of the implication
(8) = (1) of Theorem 2.5. ]

The subsets of E’ that are order |o|(&’, E)-precompact are
referred to in [1] as order-equicontinuous sets. The next result
characterizes the pre-Lebesgue property in terms of the concept of
order precompactness.

THEOREM 2.7. For a locally convex-solid Riesz space (E, t) the
following statements are equivalent:

1. 7 is a pre-Lebesgue topology.

2. Ewvery disjoint equicontinuous sequence in E’' is o(l', E)-
convergent to zero.
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3. Every equicontinuous subset of E' is order |o|(&’', E)-pre-
compact.

Proof. (1)=(2) By replacing (X, ) by its topological comple-
tion we can assume that E is Dedekind complete and that z is a
Lebesgue topology [1, Th. 10.6]. Let {f,} be a positive disjoint
equicontinuous sequence of E’ and let xcE*. Set N,={yck:
f(y) =0} and C, = N¢. Since E' C E;, each N, is a band, and
so, E = N,@C, holds. If z, denotes the projection of z onto C,,
then {x,,} is an order bounded disjoint sequence [1, Th. 3.10], and

so, , 5 0. Since {f.} is equlcontmuous it follows from f,(x)=f.(x,)

that lim f,(x) = 0, so that f, ~—— 0 holds.

(2) = (1) Let {x,} be a disjoint sequence of K satisfying 0 <
z, <z for all n. We have to show that xn—io or, equivalently,
that lim f,(x,) = 0 holds for an arbitrary equicontinuous sequence
{f.} in E'. By Lemma 2.2 we can assume that {f,} is disjoint. But
then the inequality |f.(x.)] < |f.|(®), coupled with our hypothesis,
implies lim f,(x,) = 0.

(2) = (8) The equivalence follows from Theorem 2.5 by observ-
ing that every equicontinuous subset of E’ is |o|(&', E)-bounded,
and that |¢|(E’, E) is a Lebesgue topology on E’. 1

The preceding theorem translated to the Banach lattice setting
says that a Banach lattice has an order continuous norm if and only
if every norm bounded disjoint sequence of continuous linear func-
tionals is weakly convergent to zero. This special case was proven
in [5, Cor. 2.8, p. 297].

The dual of Theorem 2.7 is stated next.

THEOREM 2.8. For a locally convex-solid Riesz space (K, T) the
following statements are equivalent:

1. B(E', E) is a Lebesgue topology.

2. Ewvery disjoint sequence im the solid hull in E'" of a -
bounded subset of E is o(H", E')-convergent to zero.

3. Ewvery t-bounded subset of E is order |o|(E, E')-precompact.

Proof. Parallel the proof of Theorem 2.7, and use the fact that
a subset of E is order |o|(H, E')-precompact if and only if it is
order |o|(E", E')-precompact in E". ]

In locally convex-solid Riesz spaces with the Lebesgue property,
the concept of precompactness is related to order precompactness as

follows.
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THEOREM 2.9. Let (E,7) be a locally comvex-solid Riesz space
with the Lebesgue property. Then for a subset A of E the follow-
ing statements are equivalent:

1. A is t-precompact.

2. A is |o|(H, E"-precompact and order t-precompact.

3. A is |o|(H, E')-precompact and every disjoint sequence in
the solid hull of A is t-convergent to zero.

Proof. (1)=(2) Since |o|(&, E')S7 holds, A is clearly |¢|(Z, E')-
precompact. Also, we have seen before that precompactness implies
order precompactness; see the discussion after Definition 2.4.

2)=@1) Let V and W be two solid z-neighborhoods of zero
with W+ W< V. Choose some ye B+ with (|z] — y)te W for all
x€ A, and hence, (x* — y)*e W for each xe A. The relation 2* =
(@t — y)* + 27 Ay shows that

(*) A+:{x+:xeA}g W+ ANy,

where AT Ay ={at Ay:xe A}

The inequality |x* Ay —u" Ay| < |x — u| shows that AT Ay is
|o| (B, E')-precompact. Since A" Ay is order bounded (A*Ay C
[0, ¥]), and both |¢|(E, E’) and 7 are (Hausdorff) Lebesgue topologies,
it follows from Theorem 1.1 that A* A y is also z-precompact. Thus,
for some finite set X we have A"Ay < X+ W, and therefore,
from (*) we get AFAC W+ X+ WS X+ V. That is, A" is z-
precompact.

Similarly, it can be shown that A~ = {#: x € A} is r-precompact.
Since A £ A" — A~ holds, we see that A must also be z-precompact.
(2) = (8) This is immediate from Theorem 2.5. O

REMARK. The equivalence of (1) and (2) in the preceding
theorem remains true if ¢ is assumed to be only a pre-Lebesgue
topology.

Repeating almost verbatim the arguments of the preceding
proof, we can establish the following “dual” result of Theorem 2.9.

THEOREM 2.10. Let (E,7) be a locally convex-solid Riesz space
such that Q(E', E) is a Lebesgue topology. Then for a subset A of
E' the following statements are equivalent:

1. A is p&', E)-precompact.

2. A is |o|(E', E)-precompact and order (&', E)-precompact.

3. A is |o|(&', E)-precompact, and every disjoint sequence in
the solid hull of A is B(E', E)-convergent to zero.
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3. Abstract kernel operators. Let E and F be Banach func-
tion spaces. Denote by (E’'® F)* the band generated by the
(continuous) finite rank operators in <5(%, F'), the Dedekind complete
Riesz space of all order bounded operators from E into F. Since
1953, when H. Nakano in [12] was the first to recognize that there
is a close relation between the operators in (E'® F)%* and the so-
called kernel operators, there has been an extensive study of the
compact operators in the band (E’® F)*; see [15, pp. 280-294]. As
we have mentioned before, under certain conditions (£’ F)% con-
sists precisely of all kernel operators. Special cases of this property
have been established by G. Ya. Lozanovskii [8], R. J. Nagel and
U. Schlotterbeck [11], and H. H. Schaefer [15]. When E and F are
ideals of measurable functions, A. R. Schep [16] gave a rather
general sufficient condition for (E’'&® F)* to coincide with the band
of all kernel operators. See also the historical remarks in [18].

In this section we consider (¥, &) and (F, ) to be two (HausdorfT)
locally convex-solid Riesz spaces with F' Dedekind complete. It is
our purpose to study the compactness properties of the analogue
of kernel operators in this setting.

If E'Q® F denotes the vector space of all (continuous) finite
rank operators, then (E'® F')* will denote the band generated by
E'QF in &(E, F). We would like to call the members of (E'QF)*
kernel operators. However, since some kind of topological continuity
is needed, we shall call every operator in (E’® F)* that can be
written as a difference of two positive weakly continuous operators,
an (abstract) kernel operator. The collection of all kernel operators
will be denoted by % (E, F).

REMARK. The reader may question why we require a kernel
operator to be the difference of two positive weakly continuous
operators. It is certainly true that particular results below also
hold for other classes of operators in the band (B’ & F')*. However,
it will become apparent that some kind of continuity is needed.

Clearly, our definition of a kernel operator depends only upon
the dual systems. In other words, all topologies consistent with
the dual systems have the same kernel operators. This definition
seems to contain the weakest conditions required to unify all the
results.

The next result tells us that 2°(E, F) is an ideal of <K, F),
and its easy proof is left for the reader.

THEOREM 3.1. The kernel operators .o¢ (E, F') form an ideal of
Z(H, F) containing the (continuous) finite rank operators.
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In particular, note that if .97°(E, F') is a band, then 9 (F, F')=
(E' Q@ F)* must hold. Also, note that if T=T, — T, is a repre-
sentation of a kernel operator as a difference of two positive weakly
continuous operators, then the relation 7' = T/ — T, shows that
the adjoint operator T': F’'— E’ is an order bounded operator.
This observation will be used later.

The next result gives conditions under which all kernel operators
share certain compactness properties. All the various characteriza-
tions of precompact kernel operators will depend upon this result.

THEOREM 3.2. Let (E, &) and (F,7) be two locally convex-solid
Riesz spaces with F' Dedekind complete, and with v and B’ KE)
Lebesgue topologies. Then for a kernel operator T:E — F the follow-
ing statements hold:

1. TI]0, x] is z-precompact for each xec E.

2. T'(A) is |o|(E’, E)-precompact for each equicontinuous sub-
set A of F'.

3. T'[0, f] is B(E’, E)-precompact for each 0 < fe F'.

4. T(B) 4s |o|(F, F')-precompact for each &-bounded subset B
of E.

Proof. (1) Let xeK*. Then <Z = {Te A, F): T[0,x] is
r-precompact} is a band of <5(E, F') [2, Th. 1.2]. Since E'Q F <
# is obviously true, we infer easily that 2 (E, F) S (B'® F)* <
< holds.

(2) Since 7-convergence is the same as uniform convergence on
the equicontinuous subsets of F'’, the conclusion follows from (1) by
Theorem 1.2.

(8) Let 0 feF’. Then [0, f] is an equicontinuous subset of
F’, and therefore, it follows from (2) that T'[0, f] is |c|(E’, E)-
precompact. Since both |¢|(E’, E) and B(E', E) are (Hausdorff)
Lebesgue topologies on E’ and T'[0, f] is order bounded (remember
that T' is order bounded), it follows from Theorem 1.1 that T'[0, f]
is B(&E', E)-precompact.

(4) Apply Theorem 1.2 with . = {B: B is a &-bounded subset
of B}, &' = {0, f]:0 < fe F'} and take into account (3). 1

Let us call a linear operator T: (X, &) — (F,7) between two
locally convex spaces a precompact operator if it maps &-bounded
sets onto r-precompact sets. (If £ and F' are Banach spaces, then
the precompact operators are precisely the compact operators from
E into F.)

As mentioned before our main purpose is to characterize the
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precompact kernel operators. Our first result of this kind character-
izes the precompact kernel operators in terms of approximation
properties.

THEOREM 3.3. If (E, &) and (F, ) are as in Theorem 3.2, then
Jor a kernmel operator T:E — F the following statements are equi-
valent:

1. T 4s a precompact operator.

2. For each &-bounded set B and t-neighborhood V of zero,
there exists some y € F'* such that

(|Te| —y)*eV for all xeB.

3. For every g-bounded set B and every t-neighborhood V of
zero, there exists some y € E* such that

T[(|x| —y)Fle V for all xzeB.

4. For each ¢ >0, each equicontinuous subset A of F', and
each g-bounded subset B of E, there exists some 0 < ge E' such that

(T fl—gf,z)] <e holds for all feA and x€B.

5. For each € >0, each equicontinuous subset A of F', and
each g-bounded subset B of E, there exists some 0 < g€ F' such that

KT'I(fI — a)t], )| <e holds for all feA and zeB.

Proof. (1)=(2) By part (4) of Theorem 3.2, T(B) is |o|(F, F'')-
precompact for each &-bounded subset B of E. Now the desired
equivalence follows from Theorems 2.9 and 2.5.

(1) = (4) By part (2) of Theorem 3.2, T’ carries equicontinuous
sets onto |o|(E’, E)-precompact sets. Our equivalence now follows
by combining Theorems 2.10, 1.2, and 2.5.

(1)=3) Let BS E be solid and &-bounded, and let V be a
solid z-neighborhood of zero. If (3) does not hold for the pair B
and V, then for each y € E+ there exists some ¢ ¢ Bwith T[(|z]—y)"] ¢
V. In particular, there exists a sequence {x,} & B with T[(|2,..| —
423 w;)*]e V ofor all m. Now %,27¢x;)7 holds in E and
(S, 27 x|} is &-Dbounded. By [1, Th. 19.17, p. 131] there exists
some x € E” such that >*, 27¢|x;] 1 « holds in E’”. Clearly, 27"|z,|<
x holds for all n.

Now the sequence %, = (|%,.,| — 4" D%, |2,| — 27"x)" is (by Lem-
ma 2.1) disjoint, and lies in the solid hull of B in E”. Thus, by

oE”, E o holds. The relation

Theorem 2.8, u,
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n +
0= 4, = (|70l — 4 5 0ul) S+ 270
i=1

/4 /4
implies that y, AEE), 0. Hence, T(y,) B, 0. On the other

hand, since {y,} < B holds and T(B) is r-precompact (by our hypo-

thesis), it follows from Lemma 1.8 that T(y.) 5 0, contrary to T(y.) ¢
V for all n.

(8)= (1) Let B be a solid &bounded subset of E. Set A=
BNE*. In view of BC A — A, it is enough to show that T(4) is
7-precompact.

To this end, let V be a solid z-neighborhood of zero. Pick
some 0 < yeFE with T[(|z] — ¥)*1e V for all xe B, and note that
(by Theorem 3.2) T[0, y] is 7-precompact. But then the relation
T(x) = T[(x —y)*] + T(x A y) implies T(A) < T[0, y] + V, from which
it follows that T(A4) is also z-precompact.

(1) = (5) Parallel the proofs of the implications (1)= (3) and
(8)=(1). For the implication (1)= (5) take into account the follow-
ing: Every r-equicontinuous sequence {f,} S F’ with 0 < f, 1 admits
an accumulation point f in F’ for o(F’, F') (since it is o(F’, F)-
relatively compact), which implies that f, T f holds in F". 1

Characterizations of precompact kernel operators involving local
continuity properties are presented next.

THEOREM 3.4. If (K, &) and (F,7) are as in Theorem 3.2, then
for a kernel operator T:E — F the following statements are equi-
valent:

1. T is a precompact operator.

2. The restriction of T to each &-bounded subset of E is conti-
nuous for the topologies |o|(H, E') on E and ¢ on F.

3. The restriction of T’ to each equicontinuous subset of F'
18 continuous for the topologies |c|(F', F') on F' and B(E', E) on
E'.

lo|(E, E") 0.

~— 0 holds, and by the weak continuity of T we
ABF, 0. Now by our hypothesis {T%,} is T-precompact,

and so by Lemma 1.3, Toc,,feo holds, as required.

(2) = (1) It is enough to show that condition (3) of Theorem 3.3
holds. To this end, let B be a solid z-bounded subset of £ and V
a 7-neighborhood of zero. Since 0¢ B, it follows from our hypothe-
sis that there exists some |g|(&, E')-neighborhood U of zero such
that T(BNU) < V. By statement (3) of Theorem 2.8, there exists

Proof. (1) =>I(2) Let {x,} be a &-bounded net with =z,

o\,

Clearly, =z,
have Tz,
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some y € E* such that (x| — ¥)" € U for all xe B. Since ((z|—y) ¢
B also holds for each ze¢B, it follows that T[(jz| — »)"le V for
each z ¢ B, as required.

=@ Let f. ML
Since f, o D

-~ 0 in an equicontinuous subset of F'.

“— 0 and since every T(B) is z-precompact when B is
&-bounded, it follows from Lemma 1.3 that f, — 0 uniformly on the

set T(B). That is, T'f, -~ 220,
(8)= (1) Repeat the proof of the implication (2)= (1) using
statement (8) of Theorem 2.7. ]

We now come to the characterizations of the precompact kernel
operators in terms of disjoint sequences.

THEOREM 3.5. Let (E, &) and (F, ) be as in Theorem 3.2. Then
for a kernel operator T.E — F the following statements are equi-
valent:

1. T is a precompact operator.

2. If B is a &-bounded set, then every disjoint sequence in the
solvd hull of T(B) ts t-convergent to zero.

3. FHvery disjoint equicontinuous sequence {f,} S F'’ solisfies

S(E’, E)
T'f, ———0.

4. If A 1is an equicontinuous subset of F', then every disjoint

sequence in the solid hull of T'(A) is B(E', E)-convergent to zero.

Proof. (1)< (2) By part (4) of Theorem 3.2, T(B) is |o|(F, F'')-
precompact for each z-bounded subset B of E. The equivalence of
(1) and (2) now follows immediately from Theorem 2.9.

(1) = (3) Let {f,} be a disjoint equicontinuous sequence in F".

By Theorem 2.7, f,—— o, F) ~°» 0 holds. Since g(F’, F') and the topology

of uniform convergence on the z-precompact sets of F' agree on the
equicontinuous subsets of F' (Lemma 1.3), it follows from this and
our hypothesis that f, — 0 uniformly on the sets T(B) with B
g-bounded. That is, T'f, AE, E) —- 0 holds.

(8)= (1) Let B be a &-bounded subset of E. By part (4) of
Theorem 3.2 we know that T(B) is |o|(F, F'')-precompact. Thus,
according to Theorem 2.9, we have to show that y, >0 holds for
each disjoint sequence {y,} in the solid hull of T(B).

To this end, let {y,} be a disjoint sequence in the solid hull of
T(B). Choose {z,} & B with |y,| < |Tz,| for all n, and let {f,} be
a positive equicontinuocus sequence in F’. It remains to be shown
that lim f,(y,) = 0. By Lemma 2.2 we can assume that {f,} is a
disjoint sequence. Since
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full T, |) = sup {[<g, Tx.>1: 19| = fu}
for each % there exists |g,| < f, such that

)| £ £l Te) < 1<g,, T | + _71%_

= [{T"gn, )| + — .
n

Since {g,} is a disjoint equicontinuous sequence, it follows from our

hypothesis that T'g, ﬂ?——@—» 0. From (**) we now get immediately

that lim f,(y,) = 0.

(1) = (4) By statement (2) of Theorem 3.2, T'(4) is |o|(&’, E)-
precompact for each equicontinuous subset A of F’. The desired
equivalence follows now easily by combining Theorems 2.10 and 1.2. []

If, in addition, K 'is topologically complete, then we also have
the following characterizations of the precompact kernel operators.

THEOREM 3.6. Let (E, &) and (F,7) be as in Theorem 3.2. If
E is g-complete, then for o kernel operator T:E — F the following
statements are equivalent:

1. T is a precompact operator.

2. For every disjoint &-bounded sequence {x,} in Kt we have
T(x,) > 0.

3. For every disjoint &t-bounded sequence {x,}) & E+ and for
every disjoint equicontinuous sequence { f,} = F' we have lim f,(Tx,)=0.

Proof. (1)=(2) Let {z,} be a disjoint &-bounded sequence in

E*. By Theorem 2.8, o, — 222, 0 holds, and so, T(x,) 200,

Since {T(x,)} is r-precompact, it follows from Lemma 1.3 that
T(x,) — 0.

(2) = (8) Let {x,} be a g-bounded disjoint sequence of E*, and
let {f,} be a disjoint equicontinuous sequence in F'’. Then {T(x,)}
converges to zero uniformly on {f,}. In particular, lim f,(Tz,) = 0
holds.

8)= (1) It is enough to verify that statement (3) of Theorem
3.5 holds.

To this end, let {f,} be a disjoint equicontinuous sequence in F’.

Since 7 is a Lebesgue topology, it follows from Theorem 2.7 that

I o7, ), 0. From this, and the fact that T can be written as a

difference of two positive weakly continuous operators, it follows

easily that T'f, Ial(E’—@»O holds. Therefore, by our hypothesis and
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Theorem 2.3 we see that T'f, PED, 0 holds, and the proof of the

theorem is finished. O

REMARK. In the Banach lattice setting, Theorems 3.5 and 3.6
reduce to results that are contained in Thms 4.4, 5.2, 5.3, and 5.5
of [5].

Suppose (E, &) and (F, ) are two topological vector spaces. Let
& denote the collection of all g-bounded subsets of E and let s~ be
the collection of all z-neighborhoods of zero. Also, consider the
vector space . (E, F') of all weakly continuous linear operators from
E into F. For each Be®& and Ve 4 set

UB, V) ={Tes(E,F):T(B)S V}.

It is easy to see that the family {U(B, V): Be® and Ve._s"} forms
a neighborhood basis at zero for a (Hausdorff) linear topology on
F(E, F), called the &-topology; see [14, p. T9]. (Because of its
obvious meaning, this topology is also referred to as the topology
of uniform convergence on the bounded subsets of E.) We will
always consider (K, F') equipped with the &S-topology. Note that
if £ and F' are Banach spaces, then the &-topology on £ (&, F') is
simply the norm operator topology.

The rest of this section is devoted to characterizations of the
precompact kernel operators in terms of projections. In order to
ensure a sufficient number of projections we will assume that both
spaces are Dedekind complete (this assumption can be weakened
slightly). If {P,} is a sequence of band projections on a Riesz space
E, then the symbol P, | 0 in E will mean that P,,, < P, holds for
all #, and that P,z | 0 for each x c E+.

LeMMA 38.7. Let K be a Dedekind complete Riesz space, and let
{z,} be a disjoint sequence of E. Then there exists a sequence of
band projection {P,} with P,|0 in K and P,(x, =z, for each
.

Proof. Let P, be the projection onto the band B, = {x,: k=n}*.
We claim that {P,} satisfies the desired properties. Indeed, note
first that P, | and P,(x,) = «, for each n. On the other hand, if
0 <y < P,x holds for all n, then it is easy to see that y Lz, holds
for all n. Therefore, ye B, N B! = {0} for all », so that P,x |0
holds for all xc E*. O

We now come to the characterizations of the precompact kernel
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operators in terms of projections.

THEOREM 3.8. Let (E, ¢ and (F,7) be two Dedekind complete
locally convex-solid Riesz spaces such that E is &-complete and both
BE', E) and T are Lebesgue topologies. Then for a kernel operator
T: E — F the following statements are equivalent:

1. T s a precompact operator.

2. P, T gO whenever P, |0 in F.

3. P.TQ, S, 0 whenever P, 0 in F and @, 0 in E.
If in addition, T is o-order continuous, then the above are
equivalent to:

4. TQ, S, 0 whenever Q.10 in E.

Proof. (1)=(2) Let B be a z-bounded subset of E, and let V
and W be two solid z-neighborhoods of zero with W+ WL V.
Since (by hypothesis) T(B) is r-precompact, T(B) is also order z-
precompact. Pick ye F'* with (|Tx| — y)* ¢ W for all ze B. In view
of Py} 0, there exists some k with P,yec W for n > k. Thus,

|P,Tz| < P,|Te| = (|Tx| — ' + Pye W+ WS V

holds for all » >k and xe€ B. That is, P,Te U(B, V) holds for all

n >k, so that P,T 0.

(2) = (8) Note that if B is a solid set, then Q,(B) £ B, and so,
P.TQ.B)< P, T(B) holds. From this observation the implication
follows easily.

(8) = (1) Let {x,} be a positive disjoint &-bounded sequence in
E, and let {f,} be a disjoint equicontinuous sequence in F'’. Accord-
ing to Theorem 3.6 we have to show that lim f,(Tx,) = 0.

By Lemma 3.7, there exist projections @, ] 0 in F with Q,(x,)=
x,, and projections P, |0 in F' with P,(f,) = f.. Since ¢ is a
Lebesgue topology, there exists a sequence of projections {P,} on F
such that (f, P,x) = (P.f, «) holds for all feF’ and zeF. (The
projection P, is the projection of F' onto [(P,F)‘]°; see [1, Th. 19.5,
p. 127].) Using the Lebesgueness of 7 once more we can see that
P, | 0 in F holds.

Let B = {x,} and let V = {f,})*. Clearly, V is a r-neighborhood
of zero. Thus, given ¢ > 0 there exists some k with P,T7Q,.(B)CeV
for all » > k. Therefore,

| fu(Ta,) | = |{fa, T2 )| = [{Pufu, T, |
= [{fu P, TQ,x.)| = ¢

holds for all n > k, so that lim f,(Tx,) = 0.
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(4) = (8) This follows from |P,7Q.xz| < | TQ.x|.

(1) = (4) Assume that T is also o¢-order continuous. It is
enough to show that if {x,} is a &-bounded sequence of K7, then
TQ.x, — 0.

To this end, note first that {TQ.x,} is weakly convergent to
zero. Indeed, to see this fix 0 < feF’. Since Q,x )0 holds for
each z¢c E*, the g-order continuity of T implies |T|Q.x |0 in F.
Thus, by the order continuity of f we get

RulITIf, 2y ={f, | TIQx>| 0 for each xzeck*.

That is, @,|T]'f |0 holds in E’. In particular, since B(&’, E) is a
Lebesgue topology, {Q.!T|'f} converges to zero uniformly on {z,}.
Hence, |{f, TQ, x> |={f, | T1Q.2.>=LQ.1T/'f, x>, shows that {TQ,.x}
converges weakly to zero in F.

Now since {TQ.x,} is also a r-precompact set, it follows from

Lemma 1.3 that 7Q,x, — 0, as required. ]

Theorem 3.8 has its roots in a paper of T. Ando [3]. For
Orlicz spaces, he proved that statement (3) implies that a kernel
operator is compact. Later W. A.J. Luxemburg and A.C. Zaanen
|9], using measure-theoretical techniques, established the equivalence
of (1) through (4) for kernel operators on Banach funection spaces.
Recall that by the Lebesgue dominated convengence theorem, a
kernel operator on a Banach function space is automatically order
continuous. P. van Eldik and J. J. Grobler in [7] with the addi-
tional hypothesis that T is order continuous were able to establish
the equivalence of (1) through (4) for the Banach lattice setting.
However, we see from our proof that the equivalence of (1) through
(3) does not rely on order continuity and that (4) requires only
o-order continuity.

4. Kernel operators on general spaces. The key to the pre-
ceding results rested upon the fact that g(&E’, E) and t were
Lebesgue topologies. Now in this section our objective is to
present compactness results on (abstract) kernel operators without
assuming any Lebesgue properties. Obviously, to compensate for
this loss, some additional assumptions on the operators must be
made.

It is well known that a norm bounded subset of an abstract L-
space is relatively weakly compact if and only if every disjoint
sequence in its solid hull is norm convergent to zero; see, for
example, {1, Th. 21.10, p. 153]. Evidently, this prompted P. Meyer-
Nieberg [10] to give the following definition.



COMPACTNESS PROPERTIES OF ABSTRACT KERNEL OPERATORS 19

DEFINITION 4.1. Let T: E — F be a linear operator between two
locally comvex-solid Riesz spaces (E, &) and (F, 7). If for every
&-bounded set B, each disjoint sequence in the solid hull of T(B)
18 T-convergent to zero, them T 1is called an L-weakly compact
operator.

Observe that if (¥, z) is z-complete, then (by Theorem 2.6) each
L-weakly compact operator maps g-bounded sets onto order z-pre-
compact sets.

LEMMA 4.2. Let (E, &) and (F,7) be two locally convex-solid
Riesz spaces with F Dedekind complete and t-complete. If T: E—F
1s a positive kernel operator that is L-weakly compact, then TI[0, x]
18 T-precompact for each xe E™.

Proof. Using the characterization of the pre-Lebesgue property
in terms of disjoint sequences [1, Th. 10.1], it is easy to see that
the L-weak compactness of 7T implies that z is a pre-Lebesgue
topology on the ideal generated by T(E) in F. Consequently, 7
induces a Lebesgue topology on the z-closure I of this ideal; see
[1, Th. 10.6]. Note also that I is an ideal of F.

Now choose a net {S,} in the ideal generated by E’'® F in
S4(H, F) such that 0 < S, 1 T holds. Since S,z 1 T2 (in I or in F)
holds for each xc E*, it follows from the Lebesgueness of ¢ on I

that S,z — Tx holds for each ¢ E. This in turn implies easily that
0<S,1T" holds in &4(F’, E’). Since each S, is bounded by a
finite rank operator (if 0 < S, < fQ u, with fe £’ and w e F, then
0<S:=(fQu) =u®f holds, where u is now considered as a
functional on F”), it follows from [2, Th. 1.2] that 7’[0, g] is
|o|(E’, E)-precompact for each 0 < g€ F’. Therefore, by Theorem
1.2, T[O0, z] is |o|(F, F')-precompact, and hence, also |o|(I, I')-pre-
compact for each xe E*. Now to complete the proof, use statement
(8) of Theorem 2.9. 0

Under certain conditions the squares of L-weakly compact oper-
ators are precompact operators.

THEOREM 4.3. Let (F,7) be a t-complete locally convex-solid
Riesz space that is Dedekind complete. If T: F — F is an L-weakly
compact positive kernel operator, then T*® is a precompact operator.

Proof. Let B be a t-bounded subset of F, and let V be a
|o|(F, F")-neighborhood of zero. Since T is obviously continuous
for |o|(F, F'), there exists some |o|(F, F'')-neighborhood W of zero
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with T(W)< V. Also, since T is L-weakly compact, it follows
from Theorem 2.6 that T(B) is order z-precompact. Thus, there
exists some x € F'* such that T(B) € [—=z, ] + W holds. Therefore,

TYB) < T[—w, ] + T(W) < T[—=, o] + V.

Since (by Lemma 4.2) T[—w, x] is c-precompact, it follows easily
from the last relation that T*B) is |o|(F, F')-precompact.

Next note that if I is the closure of the ideal generated by
T(F) in F, then 7 restricted to I is a Lebesgue topology. Thus,
by statement (3) of Theorem 2.9, T*B) is r-precompact, and the
proof of the theorem is complete. !

It should be noted that an operator that satisfies the hypotheses
of Theorem 4.3 need not be a precompact operator. Examples of
this kind are provided by the kernel operators of finite double norm
on L -spaces; see [17, p. 322].

Finally, we close the paper with two sufficient conditions for a
kernel operator to be a precompact operator.

THEOREM 4.4. Let (E, &) and (F,7) be two locally convex-solid
Riesz spaces with F Dedekind complete. Let T:H — F be a kernel
operator such that for every &-bounded subset B of E and every
z-nerghborhood V of zero in F', there exist 0 < yel and 0 < ge F'
such that

Tz —y*leV and T[S —9)']eB’

hold for all x€ B and fe V°. Then each of the following conditions
implies that T is a precompact operator:

1. g can be chosen in F, = F ' NF;.

2. T 1s positive and F is T-complete.

Proof. (1) We first show that if B is &-bounded, then T(B) is
lo|(F, F,)-precompact; we shall assume that B is solid. Let V and
W be two |o|(F, F,)-neighborhoods of zero such that W+ WC V.
Since they are also z-neighborhoods of zero, there exists some 0 <
y € E such that T[(x—y)*] e W for all x € B. Therefore, T(BN E)"'C
T[0, y] + W. On the other hand, since |¢|(F, F,) is a Lebesgue
topology (not necessarily Hausdorff) on the Dedekind complete Riesz
space F, it follows from [2, Th. 1.2] that T]0, y] is |o|(F, F,)-pre-
compact. Choose a finite set X such that T[0,y] < X + W, and
note that TBNEH S X+ W+ W< X+ V. That is, (BN E™)
is |o|(F, F,)-precompact, and since BC BN E* — BN E*, it follows
that T(B) is likewise |o|(F, F,)-precompact. Now by applying
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Theorem 1.2 we get that T’[0, g] is B(E’, E)-precompact for each
0<geF,. Next we prove that if A is a r-equicontinuous subset
of F’, then T'(A) is B(E’, E)-precompact; we can assume that A is
solid. Let U be a B(E’, E)-neighborhood of zero. By our hypothe-
sis, there exists 0 < ge F, such that T'[(f — ¢)T]e U for all fe A.
Hence, T'(ANFi) < T'[0, 9] + U, and since T'[0, g] is B(E’', E)-
precompact, it follows easily that T''(4) is R(E’', E)-precompact.

Finally, using Theorem 1.2 once more we get that T is a pre-
compact operator.

(2) Since for each solid &-bounded set B and every z-neighbor-
hood V of zero, there exists 0 <yeFE such that T(BNE™) &
T10, y] + V, it suffices to prove that each T[0, y] is z-precompact.
By establishing that T is L-weakly compact, this will follow from
Lemma 4.2.

To this end, let {2,} be a positive disjoint sequence in the solid
hull of T(B) for a solid &-bounded set B. We have to prove that
z,—0. Let A be a solid r-equicontinuous subset of F’, and ¢ > 0.
For each n» choose some 0 < x,e B such that 0 <z, < Tz,. By our
hypothesis, there exist 0 < u e E and 0 < ge F' such that

Tx —u)teecA’ and T'(f — g)t€eB®
holds for all x€ B and fe A. Then for each fe A we have

[ fe) = 1f1@) = (f] — 9 (=) + [ FIN9(,)
= (Sl = o (Tx,) + | fIN 9z, — Tu)* + 2z, A Tu]
Se+ | fING(Tx, — Tw)*] + g(z. A Tu)
<e+ | flT(x, — u)] + 9(z. A Tu) = 26 + 9z, A\ T) .

Since the sequence {z, A Tu} is an order bounded disjoint sequence,
it follows that lim g(z, A Tu) = 0. Thus, {z,}] converges to zero

uniformly on the equicontinuous set A. Therefore, z, 50 holds, and
the proof of the theorem is complete. O

REFERENCES

1. C. D. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw, Locally Solid Riesz Spaces, Academic Press,
New York, 1978.

2. , Positive compact operators on Banach lattices, Math. Z., 174 (1980),
289-298.

3. T. Andd, On compactness of integral operators, Nederl. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. Ser.
A, 65 (1962), 235-239.

4. O. Burkinshaw and P. Dodds, Disjoint sequences, compactness, and semireflexivity
in locally convexr Riesz spaces, Illinois J. Math., 21 (1977), 759-775.

5. P. Dodds and D. H. Fremlin, Compact operators in Banach lattices, Israel J. Math.,
34 (1979), 287-320.




22 C. D. ALIPRANTIS, O. BURKINSHAW, AND M. DUHOUX

6. M. Duhoux, Order precompactness in topological Riesz spaces, J. London Math. Soc.,
(2), 23 (1981), 509-522.

7. P. van Eldik and J. J. Grobler, Lebesgue-type convergence theorems in Banach
lattices with applications to compact operators, Nederl. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. Ser. A,
82 (1979), 425-437.

8. G. Ya. Lozanovskil, On almost integral operators in KB-spaces, Vestnik Leningrad
Univ. Mat. Mech. Astronomy, 7 (1966), 35-44.

9. W. A. J. Luxemburg and A. C. Zaanen, Compactness of integral operators in
Banach function spaces, Math. Ann., 149 (1963), 150-180.

10. P. Meyer-Nieberg, Uber klassen schwach kompakter operatoren in Banachverbinden,
Math. Z., 138 (1974), 145-159.

11. R. J. Nagel and U. Schlotterbeck, Integraldarstellung reguldrer operatoren auf
Banachverbinden, Math. Z., 127 (1972), 293-300.

12. H. Nakano, Product spaces of semi-ordered linear spaces, J. Fac. Sci. Hokkaido
Univ. Ser. I, 12 (1953), 163-210.

13. A. P. Robertson and W. Robertson, Topological Vector Spaces, 2nd Ed., Cambridge
University Press, London, 1973.

14. H. H. Schaefer, Topological Vector Spaces, 3rd Printing, Springer-Verlag, Heidel-
berg, 1971.

15. ————, Bamnach Lattices and Positive Operators, Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg,
1974.

16. A. R. Schep, Kernel operators, Nederl. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. Ser. A, 82 (1979),
39-53.

17. A. C. Zaanen, Linear Analysis, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1960.

18. ———, Kernel operators. In: P. L. Butzer and B. Sz.-Nagy (Eds), Linear Spaces
and Approximation, pp. 23-31, Birkhduser Verlag Basel, 1978.

Received October 13, 1980 and in revised form May 19, 1981.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES

INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY AT INDIANAPOLIS
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46205

U.S.A.

AND

INSTITUT DE MATHEMATIQUE PURE ET APPLIQUEE
UNIVERSITE CATHOLIQUE DE LOUVAIN

B-1348 LOUVAIN-LA-NEUVE

BELGIQUE



PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

EDITORS
DONALD BABBITT (Managing Editor) J. DUGUNDJI
University of California Department of Mathematics
Los Angeles, California 90024 University of Southern California
Hugo ROSSI Los Angeles, California 90007
University of Utah R. FINN and J. MILGRAM
Salt Lake City, UT 84112 Stanford University

C. C. MOORE and ARTHUR AGUS Stanford, California 94305

University of California
Berkeley, CA 94720

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

R. ARNES E. F. BECKENBACH B. H. NEUMANN F. WoLr K. YosHIDA

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA UNIVERSITY OF OREGON .
UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA, RENO UNIVERSITY OF UTAH

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY
OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON

Printed in Japan by International Academic Printing Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan



Pacific Journal of Mathematics
Vol. 100, No. 1 September, 1982

Charalambos D. Aliprantis, Owen Sidney Burkinshaw and M. Duhoux,

Compactness properties of abstract kernel operators ..................... 1
Roger C. Alperin, Locally compact groups actingon trees .................. 23
Robert F. Brown, Real homology of Lie group homomorphisms ............ 33

Karen Chase, Maximal groups in sandwich semigroups of binary relations .. .43
W. Wistar (William) Comfort and T. Soundararajan, Pseudocompact

group topologies and totally dense subgroups .......................... 61
M. Ferri and C. Gagliardi, Crystallisation moves ......................... 85
Kenneth R. Goodearl, Directly finite aleph-nought-continuous regular

TIIES ottt ettt ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e 105
Edward Lewis Green, On the representation theory of rings in matrix

(0] 530 P 123
Walter Hengartner and Glenn E. Schober, Interpolation, continuation, and

quadratic iINeqUAlIties ... ...ttt ettt 139
Kenneth Kunen and Haskell Paul Rosenthal, Martingale proofs of some

geometrical results in Banach space theory ........................... 153
Brian William McEnnis, Shifts on indefinite inner product spaces. II ....... 177

Roman Pol, Note on the spaces P (S) of regular probability measures whose
topology is determined by countable subsets ................. ... .. ...

Joan Manuel Verdera Melenchon, Finitely generated prgj i
of uniform algebras ............ ... ...l

Cheng Ye You, Fixed point classes of a fibermap .......



http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.23
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.33
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.43
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.61
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.61
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.85
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.105
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.105
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.123
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.123
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.139
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.139
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.153
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.153
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.177
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.185
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.185
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.203
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.203
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1982.100.217

	
	
	

