GENUS N BANACH SPACES
P. G. CASAZZA AND M. C. LAMMERS

ABSTRACT. We show that the classification problem for genus n Banach
spaces can be reduced to the unconditionally primary case and that the
critical case there is n = 2. It is further shown that a genus n Banach
space is unconditionally primary if and only if it contains a complemented
subspace of genus (n — 1). We begin the process of classifying the genus 2
spaces by showing they have a strong decomposition property.

1. INTRODUCTION

with a basis has uncountably many non-equivalent normalized bases [13].
However, there are spaces with normalized unconditional bases that are unique
up to equivalence. G. Kothe and O. Toeplitz [9] showed that ¢, has a unique
unconditional basis and two papers by Lindenstrauss and Pelczynski [10] and
Lindenstrauss and Zippin [11] showed that the complete list of spaces with a
unique unconditional bases is £1, £ and cq.

One quickly notices that a unique normalized unconditional basis must be
symmetric. This leads us to explore uniqueness up to a permutation. That
is, two normalized unconditional bases are said to be equivalent up to a per-
mutation if there exists a permutation of one which is equivalent to the other.
Since the list of normalized unconditional bases that are actually unique is
now complete we will use the phrase unique unconditional basis for unique up
to a permutation. Edelstein and Wojtaszczyk [6] showed that direct sums of
41, 45 and ¢y have unique unconditional bases and in 1985 Bourgain, Casazza,
Lindenstrauss, and Tzafriri [2] showed that 2-convexified Tsirelson T2 and
(50, D)y (D0 Dha)ers (0 Bla)rs (350, o)y, (along with their
complemented subspaces with unconditional bases) all have unique uncondi-
tional bases, while somewhat surprisingly (> 2 @®¢1),, and (D oo, Dco)e, do
not. More recently Casazza and Kalton [4], [5] showed that other Tsirelson
type spaces, certain Nakano spaces, and some cq sums of ¢, with p, — 1 have
unique unconditional bases.

In [2] they define a new class of Banach spaces. A Banach space X is said
to be of genus n if it and all it’s complemented subspaces with unconditional
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bases have a unique normalized unconditional basis and there are exactly n dif-
ferent complemented subspaces with unconditional bases, up to isomorphism.
For example, the space ¢; & ¢ is a Banach space of genus 3, the three dif-
ferent complemented subspaces being ¢; & ¢5, 1 and ¢. It was shown in the
memoir [2] that 2-convexified Tsirelson space, T?, is a Banach space of infi-
nite genus. In fact 72 has uncountably many non-isomorphic complemented
subspaces with unconditional bases and every unconditional basis of a com-
plemented subspace is unique. It is unknown if there are any Banach spaces
of countable genus, i.e. of genus w. Our results apply to this case as well so
we include it in this paper.

At this point even the genus 2 spaces are unclassified, although there is a
conjecture that they are precisely the ones we already know(see Appendix 5).
In section 2 we show that the problem of classifying genus n spaces reduces to
classifying the unconditionally primary genus n spaces. We then characterize
the unconditionally primary genus n spaces as those which contain a comple-
mented subspace of genus (n — 1). This basically shows that the backbone of
this classification problem is really the genus 2 case.

In section 3 we show that all Banach spaces of finite genus have the property
that any subsequence of the original basis must contain a further subsequence
equivalent to the unit vector basis of cg, #1 or £5. This is particularly important
to the genus 2 case for it classifies such spaces into these three cases.

In section 4 we first show that if the only spaces of genus 2 containing ¢y are
those conjectured by the memoir [2] ( (307, B )eo, (O oo BY)e,), then the
only space of genus 2 containing ¢; are the duals of these spaces. In other words
it is enough only to consider the “cy case”. The remaining part of this section
deals with decomposing genus 2 spaces containing cg. This decomposition
relies heavily on a result of Wojtaszczyk so we give some details of this for
clarity.

Finally we end with an appendix of a conjectured list of all genus n spaces for
1 <n < 6. We divide the genus n spaces into those which are unconditionally
primary and those which are not.

2. REDUCING GENUS n SPACES

We start with a simple observation. If (z,) and (y,,) are sequences in Banach
spaces X and Y respectively, we write (z,) ~ (y,) to mean that Tz, = y,
defines an isomorphism from span|z,] to span[y,]. Also we write (z,) ~x (Yn)
if there is a permutation 7 of the natural numbers so that (z,) ~ (Yr(m)) -

Proposition 2.1. If X has an unconditional basis and X* has a unique nor-
malized unconditional basis, then X has a unique normalized unconditional
basis.
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Proof. Since X* is separable, every unconditional basis for X is shrinking. So
if (zn, %) and (yn, y)) are normalized unconditional bases for X then (z?)

and (y;;) are bounded unconditional bases for X*. Hence (z}) ~, (y;) and so

We had to assume that X has an unconditional basis above since #¢; has
preduals without unconditional bases. We get immediately:

Corollary 2.2. If X has a unconditional basis and X* is genus n, then X 1is
of genus < n, for alln < w.

Recall that a Banach space X is said to be primary if whenever X =Y ®Z,
then either X =Y or X = Z. We say that X is unconditionally primary if
whenever X 2 Y & Z and Y, Z have unconditional bases, then either X =2 Y
or X = 7. Now we wish to give a characterization of primary genus n Banach
spaces. For this we need a recent result of Kalton [8].

Theorem 2.3. If X is a Banach space with an unconditional basis and X
has only countably many non-isomorphic complemented subspaces with uncon-
ditional bases then X = X2,

The impact of the theorem is clear, for it gives us that genus n spaces are
isomorphic to their squares. We are now ready for our characterization of
unconditionally primary spaces of finite genus.

Proposition 2.4. Let X be a Banach space of genus n then Xis uncondition-
ally primary if and only if X contains a complemented subspace of genus (n — 1).

Proof. = Let Z be a complemented subspace of X with a unique unconditional
basis of maximal genus m and m < n . If m < (n — 1) there exists a comple-
mented subspace Y of X with an unique unconditional basis not equivalent to
a complemented subspace of Z and not isomorphic to X. Using the theorem
of Kalton, we have Y 2 Y @Y and Y is complemented in X. It follows that
X2X@Y. Smilarly X 2 XY 2 XY P Z. SoY & 7 is complemented
in X and has genus £ < m = genus(Y). Butif k = mthen Y & Z 2 Y
contradicting our assumption that Z does not imbed complementably into Y.
Hence, £ > m . But Z was the maximal complemented space with genus m
and m < nso Y & Z must be of genus n and hence isomorphic to X. So X is
not primary contradicting our assumption. Therefore we must have m = n—1.

< By way of contradiction. Suppose W is a complemented subspace of X
and W is genus (n — 1). Now let X =2 Y @& Z, where neither Y nor 7 is
isomorphic to X. Then Y and Z are genus m; and genus my respectively with
my, My <N .

Since there are n-distinct unique unconditional bases for complemented sub-
spaces of X, (n— 1) of them must be in W and the remaining one is the basis
for X. Hence if (y,) is a basis for Y then because Y has genus m; with m; <n
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it can not be a basis for X hence it must be equivalent to a subsequence of the
basis for W. Similarly for 7.

This implies that Y and Z are both complemented subspaces of W with
unique unconditional bases, hence Y @ Z is a complemented subspace of
W e W =2 W by the preceding theorem. It follows that X is a complemented
subspace of W. This is clearly a contradiction since X is genus n and W is
genus (n — 1).

O

Now we do the reduction of classifying genus n Banach spaces to the un-
conditionally primary case.

Theorem 2.5. Every Banach space X of genus n can be decomposed into
X2X ®XyD...® X, where each X; is unconditionally primary.

Proof. If X is unconditionally primary, we are done. Otherwise by definition
X 2Y & Z where neither Y nor Z is isomorphic to X and both Y and Z have
unique unconditional bases. Also Y and Z are genus < n. Now iterate this
process until it stops. O

Theorem 2.5 tells us that to classify all Banach spaces of genus n we only
need to classify the unconditionally primary Banach spaces of genus n. From
the results of [2], we know that the following spaces are unconditionally pri-
mary (See 5. Appendix) :

(Z EBETL)CO’ (Z @Fn)lu

where F,,, 1 <n < 0o is

E, = (T orty, or t5or{y,
and F,, 1 <n < oo is

E, =17 orcy, or ly or ly.

It is natural then to conjecture that such iterations are the only way to produce
unconditionally primary spaces. So we end this section with the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 2.6. X s unconditionally primary and genus n if and only if
there is an unconditionally primary space Y of genus < n with unconditional
basis (y;) and one of the following holds:

(1)

X2 oY), or X 2 () eY),
(2)

X (Z DY), or X = (Z ) S
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where Y, = spanlyi, Yo, - - - Yn].

This gives an indication of the role that Banach spaces of genus 2 may play
in the bigger picture of classifying all Banach spaces of finite genus. Conjecture
2.6 would look much more tractible if a conjecture of [2] were true. That is, in
[2], it is asked if X having a unique normalized unconditional basis implies that
co(X) also has a unique normalized unconditional basis? Recently, Casazza
and Kalton [5] have shown that this is false by showing that c¢o sums of the
original Tsirelson space fails to have a unique normalized unconditional basis
while in an earlier paper [4] they showed that Tsirelson’s space and its dual
do have unique normalized unconditional bases.

3. GENUS n SPACES CONTAIN c¢g, £1, OR /5
If we consider only spaces of finite genus we get the following result.

Theorem 3.1. If X s finite genus n then every normalized unconditional ba-
sis for a complemented subspace of X has a subsequence which is permutatively
equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢y, €1, or £s.

To prove the Theorem we need three propositions from [2]. The first gives
a condition on an unconditional basis which implies the unconditional basis
has a permutation which is subsymmetric. Recall that an unconditional basis
(z,) is subsymmetric if it is equivalent to all its subsequences.

Proposition 3.2 ([2], Proposition 6.2). Let X be a Banach space with an un-
conditional basis (z,). Suppose that every subsequence of (z,,) contains a fur-
ther subsequence which is permutatively equivalent to (x,). Then there ezists
a permutation m of the integers such that (Tr)) s a subsymmetric basis.

The next two propositions generalize results on Banach spaces with symmet-
ric bases to Banach spaces which have subsymmetric bases. Actually Proposi-
tion 3.4 generalizes a result on homogeneous bases (bases which are equivalent
to all of their normalized block bases) but it is a well known result of Zippin
that bases with this property must be equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢,
or 4, for some 1 < p < oo and therefore are symmetric.

Proposition 3.3 ([2], Proposition 6.3). Let X be a Banach space with a sub-
symmetric basis (z,). Let (07)52, be mutually disjoint subsets of the integers
so that maz (0;) < min (0j4+1), for all j. If we let U=spanfu; = )
then X ® U 1s 1somorphic to X.

iEUj xz] 7

Proposition 3.4 ([2], Proposition 6.4). Let X be a Banach space with a nor-
malized unconditional basis (). Suppose that for every normalized block basis
with constant coefficients (u;), there exists a permutation ™ of the integers so
that (ux(j)) is equivalent to (x,)52, . Then (x,)p2, is equivalent to the unit
vectors in ¢y or £, for 1 < p < oo.
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Combining Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 one can obtain the following
immediate corollary [2].

Corollary 3.5. If X has a subsymmetric basis and a unique unconditional
basis up to permutation, then X 1s isomorphic to cgy, 1, or £y.

Proof. If (u;) is a constant coefficient block basis of the subsymmetric basis
(), then by Proposition 3.3 span|u;| & X is isomorphic to X. By the
uniqueness of the unconditional basis for X the basis ((u;), (z,)) is permuta-
tively equivalent to (x,)2°; . Hence by Proposition 3.4, (z,)%°, is equivalent
to the unit vector basis of ¢y or £,. However for p # 1,2, £, does not have a
unique unconditional basis up to a permutation. This implies that (z,)%,
must be equivalent to the unit vector basis of ¢y ,¢; or £s. O

In particular, if X has a subsymmetric basis and is genus n, then X is
isomorphic to ¢, £1, or 5. Now we are ready for the proof of the main
theorem in this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1 By Corollary 3.5 it is enough to show that every
normalized unconditional basis (z,)%, for a complemented subspace of X
has a subsymmetric subsequence. Since X is genus n there are only n
different normalized unconditional bases for complemented subspaces of X.
Let (2¢)%°_,, 1 <1 < n be a representative of each of these n different bases.

Claim 3.6. (z,) has a subsequence (x,(1)) with the property that every subse-
quence of (z,(1)) has a further subsequence permutatively equivalent to (z,,(1)).

Proof. Either (z,) has the required property, and we are done, or (z,) has a
subsequence (z)) which has no further subsequence equivalent to (z,). Now,
either (z) satisfies the claim or it has a subsequence (z2) which contains no
further subsequence equivalent to (zl). Continuing we find either a sequence
satisfying the claim or we can find sequences ((x%)2 )", where 20 = x4,

satisfying:

(1) (w}c)z"zl is a subsequence of (z} '), for all1<i<n-—1
(2) (z1)2, has no subsequence equivalent to (2} )%, forall 1 <i<n—1

Since X is genus n, it follows that ((x%)$2,)"=y must have exhausted the

list, up to permutative equivalence, of all unconditional bases for a comple-

mented subspace of X. But then by (2), every subsequence of (z} 1), is
permutatively equivalent to (z} 1) ,.
U

By Claim 3.6 and Proposition 3.2 (z,) has a subsequence with a permuta-
tion, call it (y,), so that y, is subsymmetric. By Corollary 3.5, span[y,] is
isomorphic to cg, £1 or £s.

O
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The above argument works for Banach spaces of genus w also. To do this
we need another result of Kalton [8].

Proposition 3.7. If X has an unconditional basis and at most countably
many subsequences of this basis span non-isomorphic Banach spaces, then X
18 1somorphic to its hyperplanes.

Corollary 3.8. If a Banach space X 1is of genus w, then every normalized
unconditional basis for X has a subsequence permutatively equivalent to the
unit vector basis of cq, £1 or L.

Proof. We will just note the changes required in the argument of Corollary 3.5.
Actually it is only Claim 3.6 that needs to be altered since the rest of the
proof works perfectly well in this case. Let (z,) be the unique normalized
unconditional basis for X and (yf)if’z-zl be a complete list of unconditional bases
for complemented subspaces of X. Now either (z,) has the required property
or (z,) has a subsequence (z}) which has no further subsequence equivalent
to (y.). Continue as in the proof of Claim 3.6, only now the process does not
stop so we construct infinitely many subsequences with the properties:

(1) (2i)%, is a subsequence of (z} 1) ,. .

(2) (1), has no subsequence equivalent to (z} )%, or (yi)52,.

Now choose the diagonal elements from these subsequences, (zf) = (z) to
get a subsequence of (z,). There must be an i so that (y£), ~ (2)2;.
But (zk)?’zl 41 1s a subsequence of (z})$2; which has no subsequence equivalent
to (y;)52,. Finally, applying Proposition 3.7 we get the contradiction that
(2k)p2; is equivalent to (zx)p2,,; (since they span isomorphic spaces which by
definition have unique unconditional bases) while one of these is permutatively
equivalent to (y£)22, and the other is not. O

One should note that this does not say that every subsequence of the uncon-
ditional basis of a genus n space must contain the same ¢, unit vector basis.
Clearly 41 ® cq has subsquences of the unconditional basis equivalent to both
that of ¢ and ¢;. However for a genus 2 space this is precisely the case and
hence we can classify the genus 2 spaces into the categories of containing cy,
£y, or £5. We consider two of these cases in the next section.

4. GENUS 2 SPACES CONTAINING cg

First we notice by duality that if we can classify all spaces of genus 2 con-
taining cq, then we also get the desired result for those spaces containing /1.

Proposition 4.1. The only genus 2 spaces containing complemented cy are

(Z ©ly)c, and (Z DL ) o
n=1 n=1
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if and only if the only spaces of genus 2 containing complemented ¢, are

(Z EB63)51 and (Z @EZO)EI
n=1 n=1

Proof. <= Follows from Corollary 2.2

= We use the results of James [7] that an unconditional basis for a space
X is boundedly complete iff the space does not contain ¢y, and the dual result
relating shrinking bases and ¢;. Let (z,)3%; be a normalized unconditional
basis for a genus 2 space X containing ¢; complemented and let (z%) be the
associated biorthogonal functions of (z,)3%, . Then ¢y cannot embed into X

or X would be at least genus 3. Hence (z,)%°, is boundedly complete, and
so if Y =span|z}], then Y* = X.

Claim 4.2. Y is genus 2.

Proof. Let (y,) be a normalized unconditional basis for a complemented sub-
space of Y and let (y) be the associated biorthogonal functions. Because the
space spanned by (y,) cannot contain complemented ¢;, again because X did
not contain complemented co, (¥,) is a shrinking basis for the span[y,)]. Since
Y* = X and the basis is shrinking it follows that () is a normalized uncondi-
tional basis for a complemented subspace of X. Therefore, either (y%) ~, (z,)
for some permutation 7 or (y*) ~ (en)e,- S0 (Yn) ~a (22) or (yn) ~ (€n)co-
Hence Y is genus 2. O

Now since (z,)%, has subsequences equivalent to (e, )s,, co embeds into Y.
Hence Y is a genus 2 space containing cq. So Y is isomorphic to

(Z Ly ) e, OT (Z DY )eq
n=1 n=1

and X is isomorphic to one of the duals of these two. That is

(Z @Eg)zl or (Z @ggo)h .
n=1 n=1

O

One of the major difficulties in working with the genus n spaces is that
although every subsequence of the basis is equivalent to one of n specified
unconditional bases, there is no uniform constant of equivalence. For example,

O @)
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the natural basis of /7 @ ¢y becomes “badly” equivalent to the unit vector
basis of ¢g as m increases. Our next goal is to produce a uniform constant in
genus 2 spaces for subsequences of the unconditional basis which are equivalent
to the whole basis. That is, there is a constant K so that any subsequence of
the original basis of a genus 2 space X that spans a space isomorphic to the
original space, is K-uniformly equivalent to the original basis. Then we will use
this constant to show that X has a UFDD (unconditional finite dimensional
decomposition) of a very strong form.

In order to do this we first need a theorem of Wojtowicz [15] which also
appears in [14] and implicitly in [12]. We should mention that Wojtowicz’s
theorem can be applied to any Banach space with an unconditional basis not
just those of genus 2. In fact the theorem was used in [14] for a result on quasi-
Banach spaces. Although we will not reproduce the proof of this theorem we do
need to present some of the terminology and results from bipartite graph theory
in order to state the stronger version of Wojtowicz’s theorem which we need
and which he actually proved. The following can be found in Wojtaszczyk’s
paper [14] and in more detail in [3].

A bipartite graph G consists of two disjoint sets N and M, and any set
E(G) of ordered pairs from N U M with the property that one element in the
ordered pair is from N and one is from M. We denote N U M by V(G). We
call the elements of V(G) the vertices of the graph while F(G) is called the
edge set of G. A subset A C V(G) is called one sided if A C N or A C M.
Let A be a one sided subset of V(G) we say A is matchable if there exists a
1-1 map ¢ : A — V(G) such that (a, ¢(a)) € E(G) for all a € A and we call
1 a matching of A.

We now give a version of the classical Schroeder-Bernstein theorem of set
theory, which has been observed by Banach [1], in the language of bipartite
graph theory.

Theorem 4.3. Let M, N and E(G) form a bipartite graph G. If both M and
N are matchable then there exists a matching of N, ¢ such that (N) = M.

Now we are ready to state Wojtowicz’s theorem and sketch how it is proved.
This will elucidate the quantitative estimates needed. We change the state-
ment slightly, for the original theorem was stated for quasi-Banach spaces and
here we are only concerned with Banach spaces.

Theorem 4.4. If (zp)nen and (Ym)mem are normalized 1-unconditional bases
for Banach spaces X and Y, and each is equivalent to a permutation of a
subsequence of the other, (that is (Zp)nen ~ (Yo(n))nen for a 1-1 map o :
N — M and (Ym)mem ~ (@Tyim))mem for a 1-1 map v : M — N) then
(Zn)nen and (Ym)menm are permutatively equivalent to each other.
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One should note that although o and v are 1-1 maps they need not be onto,
while the conclusion of the theorem implies that there exists a 1-1 and onto
map for the equivalence of (z,) and (y,).

Wojtaszezyk [14] uses bipartite graph theory and the classical Schroeder-
Bernstein theorem to obtain his result. In particular he creates a bipartite
graph G with V(G) = NUM and E(G) = {(n,0(n)) }}nen U {(m,v(m)) }menm-
Since both M and N are matchable there exists a 1-1 map ¥ : N ;5 M, and a
partition of N, N = N;UN,, and hence a partition of M, M = WU (N;)UW(N,)
so that (zn)nen, is equivalent to (Ym)mew(ny) and (Tn)nen, is equivalent to
(Ym)mew(n,)- In particular

on) ifneN
¥(n) = { v Hn) ifn 2 N,

and therefore (2, )nen and (Ym)menr are permutatively equivalent to each other.

If we consider the constants of equivalence K; and K such that (z,,)nen ~k,
(Yo(n))nen a0 (Ym)menm ~ K, (Ty(m))men by the 1-unconditionality of the basis
one can obtain:

| Zanxn” < Z anZpl + || Z anTy|

neN neENy nEN,
< Kl Y anyuimll + Koll Y angum|
neEN; n€ENy
< KDY anyuimll + Kol ) anyu|
neEN neN
< (K1 + K Z UnYu(n)|-
neN

The inequality in the other direction can be produced in a similar way. The
arguments above yield the following.

Theorem 4.5. Let (z,)nen and (Ym)menr be normalized 1-unconditional bases
for Banach spaces X and Y. If K1 and Ky are constants such that

(1) (mn)nEN ~Ki (ya(n))neN and
(2) (Ym)mem ~k, (m'y(m))meM

then (zp)nen and (Ym)mem are (Ki + Ky)-permutatively equivalent to each
other.

An immediate corollary to this theorem is the form we will need for the
proof of the theorem below.
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Corollary 4.6. If (z,)22, is a normalized 1-unconditional basis and (zn;)
is a subsequence of (x,)2°, which has a further subsequence which is K-
equivalent to a permutation of (x,)5, , then (x,;) is K + 1-equivalent to
a permutation of (x,)

oo
n=1 -

We are now ready to present a decomposition theorem for Banach spaces
of genus 2. To do this we first produce a uniform constant for subbases of
the original basis that span a space isomorphic to the original space. This
relies heavily on the theorem above and the fact that any subsequence of an
unconditional basis for a genus 2 Banach space X containing cq which is not
equivalent to the unit vectors in ¢y, must be a basis for a space isomorphic
to X. This is clear since any subsequence of the basis spans a complemented
subspace with an unconditional basis. We start by producing the necessary
uniform equivalence constant.

Theorem 4.7. Let X be a Banach space of genus 2 containing cy and let
()2, be a normalized 1-unconditional basis for X. Then there exists a
natural number K such that for any subsequence (zn;) of (z,)2°, which spans

a space isomorphic to X, (x,;) is K-permutatively equivalent to (xy,).

Proof. Assume no such K exists and then we will proceed by induction on K
to get a contradiction. By Corollary 4.6 there exists a subsequence (zl) of
()32, such that

(i) span|(z})] is isomorphic to X and

(ii) no further subsequence of (z!) is 2-permutatively equivalent (ie. K = 2)

to (z,)22, .

If such a sequence did not exist and all subsequences that spanned the space
had a further subsequence that was 2-permutatively equivalent to (z,)>; ,
then by the corollary all subsequences of this type would be 3-permutatively
equivalent to (z,)2, . Let kp=2 and choose k; > kg such that

k1
1Y il > 2
n=1
oo

Now since (xl) is permutatively equivalent to (z,)%,
no K exists satisfying the theorem, there exists (z2) a subsequence of (z.)
such that

and we have assumed

(i) span[(x?)] is isomorphic to X and
(ii) no further subsequence of (z2) is (ko + k;)?-permutatively equivalent to
(xn);.l,oZI .

Without loss of generality we may assume that the support of (z2) > ko+k;.
Now choose &k, so that ks > k; and
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ko
1Y a2 > 2%
n=1

Proceeding in this manner we can generate subsequences (z%) of (z,)%;
such that for all e € N

(1) (z&F') is a subsequence of (z!) with support of (1) >

k0+k1 +k2 ++kl :Ki,

O IS5 ol > %,

(3) no subsequence of (z%) is (K;_1)*- permutatively equivalent to (z,)
and

(4) span[(x!)] is isomorphic to X.

n

0o
n=1

First consider the sequence
(zn) = ((3731)2121)]011 This is a normalized basis for a complemented subspace
of X and because of (2) above it can not span a space isomorphic to ¢q. Since

X is genus 2 (z,) must be a basis for the whole space. Also by genus 2, we
know that ((33%)?:1);';1 is D-permutatively equivalent to ()%, for some
D and some permutation m. Now consider the sequence (y) =(z%)<7" U
((x{l)ﬁ’zl)‘;’;z 41 for each 7 € N. Again this is a basis for the whole space and is
a subsequence of (z%) by (1).

If we let (a,) be any set of scalars we have:

0o Ki;—1 o
| Z aan(n)” < Z “nmvr(n)” + | Z Canw(n)”
n=1 n=1 n=K;_1+1
Ki—1 )
< Kiall D antill + Dl ) anzl|
n=1 n=K;_1
o0 o0
< Kiall ) antill + DI D anyill
n=1 n=1

(1) < (Kioi+ D)1 anyill
n=1

This follows from the fact that (2,) and (y!) are the same sequence for n >
K;_,. Similarly we get,
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||Zanyfz” ||Za,na: + Z n 2|
n=1

n= Kz 1+1
i*l o0
< | Z |+ D anzl
n=1 n=K;_1+1
S z 1||Za’nw7r(n)|| +D||Za’nw7r(n)||
n=1
(2) < (Kz‘—1+D)||Zan$7r<n)||
n=1

By the two inequalities above we have that (y%) is (K; | + D) equivalent
to a permutation of (z,)%°, . But the fact that (y’) is a subsequence of (z)
and from (3) above we have

(Ki—1+ D) > (Ki—1)”.

This is a contradiction since K; goes to oo and D is fixed.
O

Below we will refer to this constant as K for a given Banach space of genus 2
with unconditional basis (z,)%%, . Now we show that spaces of genus 2 which
contain ¢y have a strong decomposition property.

A sequence (F,) ; of finite dimensional subspaces of a Banach space X is
called an unconditional finite dimensional decomposition for X, denoted
UFDD, if for each x € X there is a unique choice of z,, € E, so that

oo
xTr = E Tn
n=1

and the series is unconditionally convergent in X. In this case we write

n=1

If the E,’s are not necessarily finite dimensional we call this an unconditional
Schauder decomposition. If there is a K > 1 so that E,, is K-isomorphic to
X, foralln =1,2,3, ..., we say that X has an unconditional decomposition
into copies of itself.

Theorem 4.8. If X is a Banach space of genus 2 containing cq, then there
exists X =Y @F,, an unconditional finite dimensional decomposition satis-

fying:
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(1) Each E, is dimension n and has a unconditional basis ()™,
(2) ((z)P_1)2°, is an unconditional basis for X,

(8) There is a constant K > 1 so that for alln < m
(m?)?ZI ~K ('r;n)?ZI

(4) For allny <mny...,

X2y ®OF,.
Proof. Let (z,)

o, be a normalized unconditional basis for X. By Theo-
rem 4.7, (z,)2; is Ky-permutatively equivalent to (x,), ,form =1,2,....
Then letting m = 2 above, we can choose nj,ny > 1 so that (x;)%, is Ko-
equivalent to a permutation of {z,,, z,,}. Continuing we can find ns, ny, ns >
maz{ni, ny} so that (z;)3_, is Kp-equivalent to a permutation of {Z,,, Zn,, Tn }-
After taking permutations we have found ((z') ;)2 ,, a permutation of a sub-
sequence of (z,)%%, so that (1) holds with E,, = span[(z})?_,]. Now (2) of
the theorem is immediate and (3) follows from the choice of (z)™,. Finally,
since X is not isomorphic to cy,

n
sup || Z ;|| = +o0.
T =1

Therefore, for every ny < nsy...,

7

n;
sup | ) ;]| = +oo
and so Y =) @ E,, is not isomorphic to ¢g. Hence Y = X. But Y is the span

of a subsequence of the basis for X. So again by Theorem 4.7, Y =g, X.
O

We have immediately,

Corollary 4.9. If X is a Banach space of genus 2 containing cq then X has
an unconditional Schauder decompositon into copies of itself. i.e. X 2> ®X.

The following result of Kalton [8] is the corresponding result for genus w
Banach spaces.

Proposition 4.10. If X has an unconditional basis which has only countably
many non-isomorphic subsequences, then X has an unconditional Schauder
decomposition into copies of itself.

The next step to classifying genus 2 spaces would be to use the strong
decomposition result in Theorem 4.8 to show that genus 2 spaces containing
co must be of the form X = (Y} ®F,).. After this there are enough tools
available to complete the classification.
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5. APPENDIX

The following is a conjectured list of all genus n spaces for 1 < n < 6.
Genus 1:
The following are known [2] to be the only genus 1 spaces:
Co, ‘ela 62-

Genus 2:

The following are known [2] to be genus 2 and have been conjectured [2] to be
the only spaces of genus 2. They are all unconditionally primary.

(Z 69gn)co’ Z@En co» Z@en £y Z@E )21

Genus 3:

The following are known [6] to be genus 3:
co @ by, co D Ly, £y D L.

We conjecture the only unconditionally primary spaces of genus 3 are

(i@ O D) )eos Z@ Z@é” e

n=1 n=1

Genus 4:

We conjecture that the following are the only genus 4 spaces that are not
unconditionally primary:

Qonti ) ® Qi €)ens (22 B)e @ (ol o)as

and the following are the only genus 4 spaces of that are unconditionally
primary:

(Ch (05, (0, @), )6 )eo
(e &S5 @ (0, )7, )k e
Genus 5:
We conjecture that the following are the only spaces of genus 5 that are not
unconditionally primary:
62 O (D onsy @E")co, co ®
B (st O)eo,
® (X1 B0 )eos o B
61 O (D omey O )y 2 @

~~

D one1 Dl)e
2:;1 69620)81
Dot D03y
Z:LOZI @%L)Zla

N~ T
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and the following are the only spaces of genus 5 that are unconditionally
primary:

(e @Y & (e, B0, kL )e
i@y, (052, (e, @) )6 ) )eo
(220:1 @(Zfll @EQ)Z)W (220:1 @(2211 @ég)lz?w)ll-

Genus 6:

We conjecture the following are the only spaces of genus 6 that are not uncon-
ditionally primary:

(o @5 )ey ® (Cpey ®(X 52, (X ey BT )5 )eo
(Zle @63)21 ©® (Zi’;l @(Z;; @(Ele &

158 Zl)foo)gl,and that the following are the only spaces of genus 6 that are

unconditionally primary:

(O ®l)n, (3 Bco)er, (O Bla)eys (32 Bbr)e,
o @20, e 2 00,1,
)7 e eo
(D=1 O 2 @D O, @2, @

0 )0 )0 e o) -
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