THE BANACH SPACE S IS COMPLEMENTABLY MINIMAL AND
SUBSEQUENTIALLY PRIME

G. ANDROULAKIS AND TH. SCHLUMPRECHT

Abstract We first include a result of the second author showing that the Banach space S'is
complementably minimal. We then show that every block sequence of the unit vector basis of
S has a subsequence which spans a space isomorphic to its square. By the Pelczynski decom-
position method it follows that every basic sequence in .S which spans a space complemented
in S has a subsequence which spans a space isomorphic to S (i.e. S is a subsequentially
prime space).

1. INTRODUCTION

The Banach space S was introduced by the second author as an example of an arbitrarily
distortable Banach space [14]. In [8] the space S was used to construct a Banach space
which does not contain any unconditional basic sequence. In this paper we are concerned
with the question whether or not S is a prime space. We will present two partial results:
In Section 2 we show that S is complementably minimal, and thereby answer a question of
P. G. Casazza, who asked whether or not £,, 1 < p < oo, and ¢ are the only complementably
minimal spaces. In Section 3 we prove that S is subsequentially prime.

Let us recall the above notions. A Banach space X is called prime [12] if every comple-
mented infinite dimensional subspace of X is isomorphic to X. A. Pelczynski [13] showed
that the spaces ¢y and ¢, (1 < p < 00) are prime, and J. Lindenstrauss [11] showed that this
is also true for the space /... New prime spaces were constructed by W.T. Gowers and B.
Maurey [9]. But it is still open whether or not ¢,, 1 < p < oo, and ¢, are the only prime
spaces with an unconditional basis.

A space X is called minimal (a notion due to H. Rosenthal) if every infinite dimensional
subspace of X contains a subspace isomorphic to X, and X is called complementably minimal
[5] if every infinite dimensional subspace of X contains a subspace which is isomorphic to
X and complemented in X. P.G. Casazza and E. Odell [4] showed that Tsirelson’s space
T [15], as described in [6], fails to have a minimal subspace. On the other hand it was
shown by P.G. Casazza, W.B. Johnson and L. Tzafriri [3] that the space T* is minimal but
not complementably minimal. Since S is complementably minimal, either S is prime, or
there exists a complemented subspace X of S such that X and S give a negative solution to
the Schroeder-Bernstein problem for Banach spaces (see [2] for a detailed discussion of this
question): if two space are isomorphic to complemented subspaces of each other must they
be isomorphic? Negative solutions to the Schroeder-Bernstein problem for Banach spaces
are given by W.T. Gowers [7], and W.T. Gowers and B. Maurey [9], but to our knowledge it
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is open whether or not there are two Banach spaces X and Y, both having an unconditional
basis, so that X is complemented in Y and Y is complemented in X, but so that X and Y
are not complemented.

The following terminology was suggested to us by D. Kutzarova.

Definition. A Banach space X with a basis is called subsequentially prime if for every basic
sequence (x;) of X such that the closed linear span of (x;) is complemented in X , there exists
a subsequence (y;) such that the closed linear span of (y;) is isomorphic to X.

As mentioned above, we will show that the space S is subsequentially prime. We do not
know if S is prime, we even do not know whether or not the closed linear span of a block
basis which is complemented in S is isomorphic to S.

We will need some notations. Let cgg be the linear span of finitely supported real sequences,
and let (e;) denote its standard basis. For x € ¢y, supp(z) = {i € N : x; # 0} denotes
the support of x. For a finite set A the cardinality of A is denoted by #A. If E, FF C N we
write £ < F if max £ < min F, and we write z < y for z,y € ¢y if supp(x) < supp(y). A
sequence (z;); in cop is a block sequence of (e;) if ¥y < xo < .... Forw =Y. xie; € coo and
E C N E(xz) is the projection of x onto the span of (¢;)icp, i.e. E(x) =, pxie;.

Recall [14] that the norm of S is the unique norm on the completion of ¢y which satisfies
the implicit equation:

1 n
(1) Izl = llzlle. Vv sup — ) | Ex|
2<n, F;CN, i=1,..n f(n) i1
E1<Eq2<..<En

where || - ||, denotes the norm of /, and f(n) = logy(n + 1), for n € N. For z € S and
¢ eN, /> 2, we define

1
1
x|l = sup -~ Ei(z)|],
lelles= s 55 2 IEAa)]

We note that || -[|;, 2 < £ < 00, is an equivalent norm on S and we observe that for x € S
and 2 < ¢ < oo we have

—|lz|| < ||zl < ||x]| and ||z|| = sup ||z||, .
A1l < el < ] and ] = sup_ e
Finally we put for any 2 <r < oo and z € S
lalllo == sup ol
>r
£LeNU{oo}

Two sequences (z;), (y;) in S are called c-equivalent, for some ¢ > 1, and we write (x;) =,
(i), if | S a;|| =~ || S awi]| for all (a;) € coo, where for ¢ > 1 and a,b > 0 we write
a ~ b to denote that (1/c)a < b < ca. If (x;) and (y;) are c-equivalent for some ¢ > 1 we
write (z;) = (y;). A basic sequence (x,) is called c-subsymmetricif it is c-unconditional and
c-equivalent to all of its subsequences. For two Banach spaces X and Y we write X =, Y if
there is an isomorphism 7" between X and Y with ||T]| - |77 < ¢ and we write X ~ Y if
X =, for some ¢ > 1.

If (z,,) is a sequence in a Banach space [z, : n € N| denotes the closed linear span of ().

If not said otherwise, all statements in the following sections refer to the space S.
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2. THE BANACH SPACE S IS COMPLEMENTABLY MINIMAL

The goal of this section is the proof of the following Theorem.
Theorem 2.1. S is complementably minimal.
First recall the following result which follows from Lemma 5 of [14].

Proposition 2.2. ¢ is block finitely represented in each block basis of (e;), i.e., if ¢ > 0 and
m € N, and if (y,) is a block basis of (e;) then there is a block baszs (z:), of (yn) which is
(1+ €)-equivalent to the unit basis of (7" (i.c., || 310y aizill > 1z Yoy laul for ()i CR)
The proof of the following statement can be compiled from the proof of Theorem 3 of [14].
Since the statement is crucial for our main result we include its proof.
Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ > 0 and ¢ € N. Then there is an n = n(e,{) € N with the following
property: If m > n and if y = = > x;, where (x;)7 is a normalized block basis of (e;)
which is (1 + €/2)-equivalent to the unit basis of (7", then

sup ZHE <yl +e<1+e.

FEi1<Eq<..<Ey i1

Proof. Let n € N so that % < ¢ and assume m > n and (z;)", are given as in the statement.
Furthermore, let F; < Fy < ... < Ej; be finite subsets of N. Since (e;) is 1-unconditional we
can assume that the E;’s are intervals in N. This implies that for each j € {1,2,...,¢} there
are at most two elements iy, iy € {1,...,m} so that E;Nsupp(x;,) # 0 and supp (z;,)\ E; # 0,
s=1,2. For j =1,2,...,¢, let

It follows that if y = = ™" x;, then ||Ej(y) — E;(y)|| < 2 and from the assumption that
()™, is (1 + &/2)-equivalent to the ¢"-unit-basis we deduce that

fanj(y)n <X ZHE -z iZH
26 Hle

which finishes the proof. O

SuPp(xz)CE

| /\

(1+e/2)<e+]y| <e+1

The following theorem essentially proves that S is minimal. We postpone its proof.

Theorem 2.4. Let (¢,) C R" with Y e, < 0o and let (y,) be a normalized block basis of
(en) with the following properties: There is a sequence k,, T oo in N so that for alln € N

2) st SIE@) <1+,

kgk;nfl i=1
Ei1<BEs<..<Ey

(3) max supp(y,) < aj(%).
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Then (yn) is equivalent to (e,).

Proof of Theorem 2.1 By the usual perturbation argument we only have to show that every
block basis (z,) of (e,) has a further block basis which is equivalent to (e,). Letting for
example &, = 27% 7 = 1,2,..., we have to find a normalized block (y,) of (z,) and a
sequence (k,) in N so that (2) and (3) of Theorem 2.4 are satisfied. Indeed, put ky = 1 and
assume that kg < k1 < ... <k, and y1 < y2 < ... <y, are already defined for some n > 0.
By Remark 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 we can choose y,.1 > y, in the linear span of (z;) so that
condition (2) of Theorem 2.4 is satisfied. Since lim; ., f(i) = oo we then can choose k41
so that (3) is true.

In order to show that S is complementably minimal we first observe that (1) implies
that every normalized block basis (y,) of (e,) dominates (e,), i.e., that | >, ay| >
| >0, cuesl], for all (o) € coo. Secondly we apply the following more general Proposition.[]

Proposition 2.5. Let Z be a Banach space with a c,-unconditional basis (ey), ¢, > 1.
Assume furthermore that there is a cq > 0 so that every normalized block basis (y,) of (en)
cq-dominates (e,) (i.e., cq| >yl > || D° aues|| for all (o) € coo). Then a subspace of Z
generated by a normalized block of (e,) which is equivalent to (ey) is complemented in Z.

Proof. W.l.o.g. we can assume that (e,) is a normalized and bimonotone basis of Z (i.e.
|[m, n](2)|| < ||z|| for all z =32, ze; € Z, and 1 < m < n in N). Assume that (y,) is
a block of (e;) which is c.-equivalent to (e;). Using the assumption that (e,) is normalized
and bimonotone we find y* € Z* for n € N, with 1 = ||y}|| = v} (y,) and supp(y}) C
[1+max(supp(y,—1)), max(supp(y,))] (where yo = 0 and max(f)) = 0). Define T' = " y* Q@yp,
x — > ypyi(xz) . We have to show that 7" is welldefined and bounded on Z, then it easily
follows that it is a projection on [y, : n € N]. Let 2 = > a;e;, with (a;) € coo. We can write
x=> x; =y |@il|u, with x; = [1 + max(supp(y;—1)), max(supp(v;))](z) and w; = z; /|||
if x; # 0, and u; = emaxsuppy;» Otherwise. Then it follows that

D vz || < cull D lnllyal| < cucel| D lwnllen
< cucecd’ Z | ||un || = cucecal|x]|,
which proves the claim. O
Let x € S. If £ is the smallest element of N, so that ||z|| = ||z[|¢ we call £ the character of
x and write char(z) = £. If ||z|| = ||x||,., we write char(z) = oo.

The next Lemma makes the following qualitative statement precise: If x € ¢y, if r > 1 is
“big enough”, and if £} < Fy < ... < E,, £ > r, are subsets of N so that

1
=l = 7 Zl 1Ei(x)

then for “most of the E;’s” the character of E;(z) is “much bigger than r.”
Lemma 2.6. There is a constant d > 1 so that for all r € Ry with f(r) > d?,

V4
1 1
lelll< || s 7 S E@Ie

>r
V F(r) E1<Fs<..<E,
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if w € coo with [[|z]]» 7 |zl -

Proof. From the logarithmic behavior of f we deduce that there is a constant ¢ > 2 so that
the following inequalities hold

(4) f(€) =12 f(€)/c. whenever € > 2,
(5) cf(€) = f(€€)) — f(€), whenever £,€' >,

(6) F(€/VIO) < ey/F(€), whenever £ > ¢, and
(7) F(€") < evf(€) whenever € > c and v > 1.

Choose d = 4¢?, let r € R, such that f(r) > d*. In order to verify that this choice works
let © € S with |||z]||, # ||z||co. Let £ > r and By < Ey < ... < Ej; so that

1L
zlllr = —=
[H]11] 70 Z
For 7, R € R, with 2 < 7 < R, let M = M(F,R) := {i < ¢: char (E;(z)) € [/, R[ } and
for i € M let ¢; € |7, R| be the character of E;(x). We choose for each i € M finite subsets

of E;, B} < Ej < ... < Ej so that

1Ei (2

Now we observe that the set {F; : i ¢ M} U UZeM{E]Z 01 < j < ¢} is well ordered by “<”
and its cardinality is £ —# M +)_,_,, {; which is at least ¢ and at most ¢R. Thus we deduce:

1 VA
(8) ][], = W;HEZ-(I)
1 l l; A

> f(ﬁ—#MerAj/i) izéMHEi(I)H +;M ;HEj(I)

[ |

_ Ei(x ) E;(x
> T _i%MH )| +Z€2Mf W)l _

1 [ ¢
> R ZHE H+;M ) = 1)||E;(x )||_

1 .
zf(m) ZHE )+ f ;MHE (using (4)).
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Solving for & e) Y ien || Ei(x)|| leads to the following inequalities

~ ¢
203 E)

1 1

zEM f(fé
I (Ckt (GRTHT
(RN )
B FR)
< L o) < 2L o, (using ).

Choosing for the pair of numbers (7, E) the values (2, rY/V/O) (PV/NVIO 0y (rr Nf(r)),

and (rvV/") /) we deduce from the inequalities (6) and (7) in each case that f(/;()?()r) <
\/%, which implies together with (9) that
1
m%cmr(%))qm IE: ()] < \/— Al
and, thus, that
[ll] < \/— =lll-+ Z!HE s,
yielding the lemma. ([

Remark. Note that in the proof of Lemma 2.6 the only properties of the function f which was
needed was that fact that it was increasing and that there is a ¢ > 2 so that the inequalities
(4) - (7) hold.

Thus if oy € N and g : [{y,00) — (1,00) is an increasing function so that there is a ¢ > £,
for which (4) (whenever & > £y), (5),(6) and (7) hold then the conclusion of Lemma 2.6
holds for the completion of cog under the norm ({-)) defined implicitly by

¢
1
x)) = ||z Vv su — E;i(x))), whenever x € cy.
() =lellev s S @) 0

Proof of Theorem 2.4. Let (y,) , (k,) and (g,) be given as in the statement of Theorem 2.4
and let d > 1 be as in Lemma 2.6. For r > 1 we put ry := r and, assuming r; was already
defined, we let ry.; = r,f(r’“)
an R > 1 so that the value

. From the properties of the function f it follows that there is

ad 1 f(9ry)
(10) sy =] .
o\~ i) I

is finite whenever » > R. By induction we will show that for every m € N and every

(11) |||Zazyz||| < B(r) max |azo|+HZaez

1>10

+Z Iozz|6z] :



Since ||| - ||| is equivalent to || - || for all » > 1, since Y ¢&; < oo, and since || > oy >
| >° ciie;|| > maxen || for (a;) € oo this would prove the assertion of Theorem 2.4.

For m = 1 the claim is trivial. Assume it is true for all positive integers smaller than some
m > 1 and let r > R, (o) € coo. Let y = > 1% i If |||yll]r = ||ylle.. the assertion
follows easily since ||y|lr, < max;<,, |a;|. Otherwise we can use Lemma 2.6 in order to find
an ¢ > r and finite subsets of N, £} < Fy < ... < E; so that (with v(r) = 1/(1—d/\/f(1)))

(12) [yl <~ ZIII i @sc-

We can assume that for all j < ¢, E; C UL, supp(y;). For j = 1,2,..., £ we put Ej :=
E; 0 supp(ys(;)), E7 == E; N supp(y; j)) and E} = E;\(E] U E3) Where s( ) := min{i :
E; Nsupp(y;) # @} and t( ) == max{i : E; N Supp(yz) # 0}, We put & : = {E},E}, E?,
j < 3\{0} and note that € can be ordered into € = {Ey, By, ..., E;} with £ < { < 3¢ and
E1 < EQ <...< E~

Secondly we observe that € can be partitioned into m + 1 sets go,gl, e ,gm defined in

the following way: & = {E € £ : E fits with (supp(y;))ien} (Where we say that E fits with
a sequence (A,) of disjoint subsets of N if and only if for all n, E N A, # () implies that
A, C E) and for 1 <i < m we let E = {E .FEef and E ; supp(yl-)}.

Fori=1,...,m we let {; := #&, (note that & may be empty) and let iy = 1 if for all
i <m, {; < k;_y otherwise put iy := max{i < m:€; > k;_1}.

From (12) we deduce now that (recall that r; = rf()

i
o (r
(13) [yl < EZH!E Yl

7=1

A

- [Z\HE Zazyz)!HmZ\HE ool
j:

7_
f 1 1<10
+Z|||E (Zazyz)\nrl]
1>10
é Z
STy S e - 15 1 + L0 °'ZH 0
1<ig j=1

~(r) v(r)
tog ool X 1Ew) ||+—@Z|||E(Z%)IHle

>0, E; 70D Eeé&; Ee& 1>10

If ig # 1 we deduce that the first term in the above sum, can be estimated as follows (we use
condition (3) of the statement of Theorem 2.4 and note that from the choice of iy it follows
that ¢ > 6/3 > EZ‘O/?) > ]{71‘0_1/3 > ]{7/3 for i < ’io)i

ip—1
z<zo j=1 z<z i1



The second term can be estimated as follows:

WD, AFBO, G,
f( Zo’ Z H J ylo H = Tlalo‘ HyloH < f(?“) ‘ Zo"

By condition (2) of the statement of Theorem 2.4 and the definition of i, we deduce that
>opee, IEW)l <1+¢;, if i>ip and & # (). Thus, we observe for the third term that

() ol ™ 150 < 20 o
o, 2 ol 1Bl < T )M%ﬂ( + ool

For the last term we apply the induction hypothesis and find for each F € & an i € {i >
ip : supp(y;) C £} U {0} so that

S (S e )l < 50 by

E€é&y 1>10

|CYZ'E| -+ H Z ,;€; + Z |Oéi|€i] .
CE

i>ig supp(yi)
supp(y;)CE

Let A= {{i} :i>ip, & # 0} U {{ip} : E € & U{{i>ip: supp(yi)gE} c Ee& P\ {0}
and note that A consists of subsets of {igp + 1,79+ 2...} has at most 3¢ < 9¢ elements and
is well ordered by <. Finally we deduce from (13) and the above estimates that

#A ICONNE e NI (I N
[yl < Z|O‘2|5z F(r) o ZO|+f(£) Z | Z|+f(£) Z €ilo]

1<ip >0, E;#£0D i=1,&;#0
Y(r)B(r1) ’”1
e D + DY > H >, e
f(0) Eeg, E€&  i>ip,supp(y:)C
supp(y;)CE

Ee&y

B znA(z@eJH%'%]

(Note that A(r )—ﬂ( ) (r)f(9r)/ f(r))

9€ HZ e,

< B(r) I
+ Z €i|ai|

1=i0+1

Z 6i|ai|] (since # A < 9¢)

=10+1

(since £ > ).

< 507 [l + Hzaiei
L i=1

This proves the induction step and completes the proof of Theorem 2.4. O

3. THE BANACH SPACE S IS SUBSEQUENTIALLY PRIME

The main result of this section is the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.1. The space S is subsequentially prime.
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Theorem 3.1 will essentially follow from A. Pelczynski’s decomposition method and the
following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let (x;) be a normalized block sequence of (e;) in S and let (k;) be a subse-
quence of N. There ezists a subsequence (y;) of (x;) with the following property:

If (si) and (t;) are strictly increasing in N, and s;,t; < k;, fori € N, then (ys,) and (yz,)
are equivalent.

Before giving the proof of Theorem 3.2 we need a result, for which we introduce the
following norm ({-)) on cgp.
For x > 3 define g = logy(1 + 5) and let ((-)) be the norm which is implicitly defined by

1 14

x)) = ||z|l, V su — E;(x))), whenever z € .
(@ =l v | sy S () :
Lemma 3.3. The norm ({(-)) is equivalent to the norm || - || on S.
Proof. First note that since f(¢) > g(¢+ 1) whenever ¢ > 2 it follows that ((-)) > || -||. Thus,

we only have to show that for some constant C' it follows that ((-)) < C| - ||. The proof will
be similar to the proof of Theorem 2.4.

For ¢ and r € [3,00) let ((:))¢ and (((*))), be defined as || - ||, and ||| - ||| respectively. Let
d > 1 be chosen so that the statement of Lemma 2.6 holds (see Remark after proof of Lemma
2.6), i.e. so that

L
(14) ({(z))r < % ) <;£1i<£) . 50 2 ({(Ei(2))) o

if r € Ry with g(r) > d2, and = € coo with (((z,))) # |2 ¢
For r € [3,00) we define 1y = r and, assuming that r; had been defined, let 7, = r,‘Z(T’“).
Then we deduce that there is an R > 3 so that for all r > R

- d 1 2k
o =113= f_gg(m))
k=0 9(ri)

is finite. By induction on m € N we proof that for each x € ¢qy so that #supp(z) < m and
r > R it follows that

(15) () < B

Assume that (15) is true for all z € ¢go for which #supp(z) < m and assume that x € ¢y

with #supp(x) = m. If ({({(x))), = ||z, the claim follows immediately. Otherwise it follows
9



from (14) that for some ¢ > r, ¢ € N, and some choice of F; < Fy < ... E,; we have

¢
1
(M < || 7755 SUUE Mo
9(r) =1
~ 1
(r)
< B(r9'") — Z |E;(x)|| (By the induction hypothesis)
g(r)
g(r) _ g(0) _ g(0)
= Ei(x x|| (Since < =
Z | A0l (Sinee 5605 < 320 = 7o)
which finishes the induction step and the proof of Lemma 3.3 0

Proof of Theorem 3.2. First we note that we can assume that lim, . ||z, ||, = 0. Indeed,
from Theorem 2.4 it follows that there is a normalized block (z;) in S which is equivalent
to the unit vector basis (ex) and has the property that lim, . ||2z,|le., = 0. Thus, we could
replace each z,, by the vector 2/, in the span of (zk) whose coordinates with respect to the
zr’s are the coordinates of x,, with respect to the e;’s.

Let e > 0, and y € ¢oo with |ly|| = 1 and ||y||ec < /2. We can write yasy =) . % fwe) (i e),
where ((y, ) € N and y(1,e) < y(2,¢) < ...y(l(y,¢e),e) such that ||y(i,e)| < 5 for 1 =
1,2,...,4(y, ). Further more we could choose the y(i,e)’s to have maximal support in the
following sense. First we choose y(i,¢) = [1,m1](y) with n; € N being the largest n € N,
n < maxsupp(y), so that ||[1,n](y)] < e, then we choose ny > n; being the largest n € N,
n < supp(y), so that ||[n1+1, na)(y)|| < e. We can continue this way until we have exhausted

the support of y. This defines ¢(y,c) and the vectors (y(i,a))fgf) uniquely and from the
assumption that ||yl < €/2 it follows that £/2 < ||y(i,¢)|| for all i € {1,2,...4(y,e) — 1}.
From the definition of the norm of S is follows that

Uy e) =1 e _ (Z Zs||<Hy||—1<£§)liywH“@>
Fllwe) 2= = |

Thus for € > 0 there are two numbers H(e) > h(e) in N, with h(e) /' oo, if € \, 0, and so
that for any y € cgp with with [|y|| = 1 and ||y|| < €/2 it follows that h(e) < l(y,e) < H(e).

We now apply this “splitting procedure” to the elements of our sequence (z,). By in-
duction on n € N we find an infinite subset M, of N, with N D M; D My D ... M, and
min M; < min M, < ...min M,, numbers £(n) > 0 and p(n) € N satisfying the following
three properties.

(16)  For all m € M,, we have {(¢(n),z,,) = p(n).
(17) For any choice of n < 50 < 51 < ...8k, 41 and n <ty <ty <...tg,+1 in M,
it follows that (zs; (i,(n)))o<j<knt1i<pm) Fi+em) (T, (4, €(N)))0<j<hn+1i<p(n)-

n—1

(18)  If n > 1 it follows that > _ [[Zminarlle, < f(R(e(n)))27" and p(n — 1)e(n) < 27"
1=:
10



For n = 1 we simply choose £(1) = 1 (thus ¢(x,,(1)) = 1), p(1) = 1, and using compactness
and the usual stabilization argument we can pass to a subsequence M; of N so that (17)
holds. Assuming we made our choices of M;, e(j), and p(j), for all j < n, we first choose £(n)
so that (18) is satisfied (recall that h(e) /" oo, for € \, 0), and then again using compactness
and the usual stabilization argument we can pass to an M,, C M,,_; \ {min M,,_;} and find
ap(n) € Nso that ||x,|| < e(n)/2 whenever m € M,, and so that (16) and (17) are satisfied.
For n € N we now define 4, = Zmin(as,) and yn (i, j) = yn(i,€(j)) if i <n and j < p(i), and
prove the following claim by induction on N € N:
Claim: For every n € N, every K,L € {1,2,...,p(n)}, every (q;)" "' C R, and every
choice of n < sp < s1...8,0ne1 and n < ty < ty...t,ony1 with s, t; < ki, for i =
0,1...,n+ N + 1, it follows for

p(n) L

(19) T = Z yso n ] + Z A;Ys, + ON4n+1 Z ysn+N+1 (n ]) and

] K =1 ] 1

N

(20) T = Qg Z Yto (n7 .]) + Z QY + ON4n+1 Z ytn+N+1 (nu j)

=K =1 =1
that
(21) Il < e(m) [max((B(E) + (F())]
where

(22) ce(n) = Z 270 4 ¢(i)

Since by Lemma 3.3 ((+)) is an equivalent norm on S (and therefore also the norm ¢y > = —
maxpp((E(x))) + ((F(z))) has this property) the claim implies the theorem.

For N = 0 the claim follows directly from (17). Assume the claim to be true for N < N
and let z and & be given as in (19) and (20).

We choose ¢ € N so that ||z|| = ||z|le. If £ < p(k,) we let ig = 0, and other wise we choose
iy € NU {0} so that p(kiysn) < £ < p(kiysns1). We split 2 into three vectors M), 2(® and
@) as follows. If iy = 0 we let () = 0, otherwise we put

(io—1)AN

p(n)
(2?)) x(l) = Qp Z Yso (n .] Z QiYs; -
j=K

and ) is defined as 2!, by replacing the s;’s by t;’s. From (18) and the choice of i it
follows that (note that h(e(s;—1 + 1)) < h(e(siy)) < p(siy) < pkntiy) < 0)

(io—1)AN
1 o J(h(e(sq))) < (loy—n—io
(24) 2D, < | na +N|a’|m ; ys,lle, < ||$||W < ||1z|2 :

Secondly, if we let

(25)

(kntig+1)AN e
Zi:(-i;gl)/\N+1 Ohysi lf 10 7é 0
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and M is defined as "), by replacing the s;’s by t;’s. We deduce from (17) that
(26) 2P < (1 + () [FP] < (14 e(n+10)) [

Finally we let

N p(n)
’L'an+¢0+2 j=L

%) as 3 by replacing the s;’s by t;’s. Choose E; < ...E, so that

?
@y _ 1 ((3)
|z, = 0 ;HEJ(IK?’)H

Note that for any ¢+ > k,,y;, + 2 it follows that s; > k.41, +2 +n > k,y, + 2 and by
(18) it follows that le(k, iy + 2) < p(kniiy + 1)e(kniiy + 2) < 27Fntio=t < 97n=io=1 et
" = kpii, +2+n. For each j = 1,2...¢ we can perturb Ej into a set F; (by possibly taking
some part of the support of some ys,(n’,u) away at the beginning of E; and adding some
part of the support of some y,,(n',v) at the end of Ej) so that for each j = 1,2.../, each
i > kntio + 2, and each u = 1,2,...p(n') F; either contains supp(ys,(n’,u) or is disjoint of
it, and so that

and, again, define &(

0<i<N+n+1

¢ ¢
(28) ||frr(3)!|e=%;HFj(w(?’))HMs(n’) max |az-|s%;Hﬂ-(x<3>>||+T”ﬂ‘ﬂ*ﬂxn.

To each of the Fj(x(3)) we can apply the induction hypothesis and obtain a splitting of each
E = U{supp(yti(n', w)) i > g+ 3,u < p(n') and supp(ys,(n’,u)) C F;}

(Ej is the “®) version of #*7”) into G; and H;, with G; < H; so that

)4
(29) lz® e < 27" ol + o 12 Z ) + (H;(3))

<27 | + e(n) (2P))

(for the last inequality recall the definition of ((-)) and the fact that g(2¢) = f(¢)).
Finally, putting (24), (26) and (29) together, observing that || - || < ((-)), the fact that
c(n) > 27" 4 270 4 g(n 4 1) + ¢(n') we obtain
lzll = Nalle < lzD e + 122 ] + 2]l
< lzf277 + (L +eln+ i) [[F2]| + 27707 2] + e(n) ((E))
c(n') sup ({(E(2)) + (F(2)) + 2777 + 27" +2(n + D] 2]
E<F

< c(n) sup (({E@))) + (F(@))).

E<F

which finishes the induction step and the proof of the theorem. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let (x,) be a seminormailzed basic sequence in S whose closed linear
span is complemented in S. Since S is reflexive we can assume, by passing to an appropriate
subsequence, that for some a € S, x, = a + 2, where z, is weakly null. Since a is element
of the closed linear span of (z,) and (z,) is a seminormailzed basic sequence it follows
that @ = 0 and, thus that (z,) is semi normalized and weakly null. By applying the usual
perturbation argument it we can assume that (x,) is a seminormalized block sequence and
therefore apply Theorem 3.2 with k, = 2n + 1 for n € N to obtain a subsequence (y,) so
that (y,), (Y2ns1) and (ya,) are equivalent. In particular it follows for Y = [y, : n € N] that
Y ~Y @Y (the complemented sum of Y with itself). Since S has a subsymmetric basis, it
also follows that S &~ S @ S. This means that we are in the position to apply Pelczynski’s
decomposition method [13], which is so elegant that we cannot restrain ourselves to repeat
it here. We write S = U @Y (note that with [x; : ¢ € N] also Y is complemented in S) and
Y =V & S. Then it follows that

SrUsY~rUBYBY~=SpYrRSPEVRES~RSPV rY,

which proves our claim. O
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