arXiv:2210.01876v1 [math.FA] 4 Oct 2022

Aron-Berner extensions of almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators

Geraldo Botelho^∗ and Luis Alberto Garcia^†

Abstract

We prove several results establishing conditions on the Banach lattices E_1, . . . , E_m and F so that the Aron-Berner extensions of (separately) almost Dunford-Pettis mlinear operators from E_1 × · · · × E_m to F are (separately) almost Dunford-Pettis. Illustrative examples are provided.

1 Introduction

Aron-Berner extensions, or Arens extensions, of multilinear operators between Banach spaces have been studied by many authors for decades (see [17] and for recent developments see, e.g., [14, 16, 21, 23]). Aron-Berner extensions of multilinear mappings between Riesz spaces and Banach lattices we treated in, e.g., [10, 11, 12]. A natural trend in this area is to investigate if a given property of multilinear operators passes from the operator to its extensions. In the realm of Banach spaces, the case of weakly sequentially continuous multilinear operators was studied in, e.g., [15, 26]. Inspired by the notion of almost Dunford-Pettis linear operator, in this paper we study the lattice counterpart of the class of weakly sequentially continuous multilinear operators and their Aron-Berner extensions.

Recall that a linear operator u from a Banach lattice E to a Banach space G is almost Dunford-Pettis, see, e.g., [3, 4, 6], if u sends disjoint weakly null sequences in E to norm null sequences in G. The following notions are quite natural: for Banach lattices E_1, . . . , E_m and a Banach space G, an m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ G is said to be: • Separately almost Dunford-Pettis if for any j = 1, . . . , m, and all x_1 ∈ E_1, . . . , x_{j−1} ∈ E_{j−1}, x_{j+1} ∈ E_{j+1}, . . . , x_m ∈ E_m, the map x_j ∈ E_j −→ A(x_1, . . . , x_m) ∈ G, is an almost Dunford-Pettis linear operator. The operator above shall be denoted by A(x_1, . . . , x_{j−1}, •, x_{j+1}, . . . , x_m). ∗Supported by CNPq Grant 304262/2018-8 and Fapemig Grant PPM-00450-17. †Supported by a CAPES scholarship.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 46B42, 46G25, 47B65, 47H60.

Keywords: Banach lattices, Aron-Berner extension, almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators, separately almost Dunford-Pettis operators.

• Almost Dunford-Pettis if the sequence (A(x_{1,n}, . . . , x_{m,n}))^∞_{n=1} is norm null in G whenever (x_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} is a disjoint weakly null sequence in E_j , j = 1, . . . , m.

The aim of this paper is to study when Aron-Berner extensions of (separately) almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators are (separately) almost Dunford-Pettis. In Section 2 we first prove some results we believe will convince the reader that it is quite rare for Aron-Berner extensions of separately almost Dunford-Pettis operators to be separately almost Dunford-Pettis. Nevertheless, next we prove some positive results in this direction. In particular we show that Aron-Berner extensions of multilinear operators of finite rank are separately almost Dunford-Pettis and that Aron-Berner extensions of positive m-linear operators from c^m_0 to ℓ_1 are separately almost Dunford-Pettis. We start Section 3 comparing almost Dunford-Pettis with separately almost Dunford-Pettis operators. Then we prove some results that will enable us to give examples of almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators whose Aron-Berner extensions are not almost Dunford-Pettis. Next we prove several positive results, mainly for multilinear operators on Banach lattices whose duals have the positive Schur property. Examples are provided.

By G^∗ we denote the dual of the Banach space (or Banach lattice) G, by G^{∗∗} its bidual and by B_G its closed unit ball. By J_G : G −→ G^{∗∗} we mean the canonical embedding. As usual, the space of bounded linear operators from E to F is denoted by L(E; F ).

Now we give the description of the Aron-Berner extensions that shall serve our purposes. Let E_1, . . . , E_m, F be real Banach spaces and L(E_1, . . . , E_m; F ) be the space of continuous m-linear operators from E_1 × · · · × E_m to F . When F is the scalar field we write L(E_1, . . . , E_m). For the spaces of regular m-linear operators/forms we write L_r instead of L. S_m stands for the set of permutations of {1, . . . , m}. For ρ ∈ S_m and k ∈ {1, . . . , m}, we fix the following notation: E_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}E, . . . ,_{ρ(k−1)}E, . . . , E_m = E_1, . . . , E_m in this order if k = 1, E_1, . . . , E_m in this order, where E_{ρ(1)}, . . . , E_{ρ(k−1)} are removed if k = 2, . . . , m.

For instance, (E_1,_2E, E_3) = (E_1, E_3). The same procedure defines the (m − k + 1)- tuple (x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}x, . . . ,_{ρ(k−1)}x, . . . , x_m) and the cartesian product E_1 × · · ·×_{ρ(1)}E × · · ·×

ρ(k−1)E × · · · × Em. Moreover, for k = 1, . . . , m − 1, we write E_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}E, . . . ,_{ρ(k)}E, . . . , E_m = E_1, . . . , E_m in this order, where E_{ρ(1)}, . . . , E_{ρ(k)} are removed. In the same fashion we define the (m−k)- tuple (x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, . . . ,_{ρ(k)} x, . . . , x_m) and the corresponding cartesian product. Finally, for k = m we write L(E_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}E, . . . ,_{ρ(k)}E, . . . , E_m; R) = R. Given a permutation ρ ∈ S_m and a continuous m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ F , the Aron-Berner extension of A with respect to ρ is the m-linear operator AB^ρ_m(A): E^{∗∗}_1 × · · · × E^{∗∗}_m −→ F^{∗∗} defined by AB^ρ_m(A)(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_m )(y^∗) = ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(m)}^ρ ∘ · · · ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ ) (y^∗ ∘ A), where, for every x^{∗∗}_{ρ(k)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(k)}, the linear operator x^{′′}_{ρ(k)}^ρ : L(E_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}E, . . . ,_{ρ(k−1)}E, . . . , E_m) −→ L(E_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}E, . . . ,_{ρ(k)}E, . . . , E_m), (1) is given by x^{′′}_{ρ(k)}^ρ(A)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}x, . . . ,_{ρ(k)}x, . . . , x_m) = x^{′′}_{ρ(k)}(A(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}x, . . . ,_{ρ(k)}x, • , . . . , x_m)). Details can be found in [8, 13].

2 Separately almost Dunford-Pettis operators

A bidual extension of a continuous m-linear operator A: G_1 × · · · × G_m −→ G between Banach spaces is a continuous m-linear operator ~A : G^{∗∗}_1 × · · · × G^{∗∗}_m −→ G^{∗∗} such that ~A ∘ (J_{G1} , . . . , J_{Gm} ) = J_G ∘ A. Of course, Aron-Berner extensions are bidual extensions.

Using that the canonical embedding J_E : E −→ E^{∗∗} is a Riesz homomorphism for every Banach lattice E, it is immediate that only bidual extensions of separately almost Dunford-Pettis operators can be separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Let E_1, . . . , E_m be Banach lattices. Since bounded linear functionals on Banach lattices are almost Dunford-Pettis, continuous m-linear forms A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ R and all their bidual extensions are separately almost Dunford-Pettis. Let us see that, in the vector-valued case, it may happen that all Aron-Berner extensions of a separately almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operator are not separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Example 2.1. Recall that a Banach lattice E has the positive Schur property if disjoint (or positive or disjoint positive) weakly null sequences in E are norm null (see, e.g., [24]). Consider the Banach lattice E = ( ⊕_n ℓ^n_∞ ) 1, where each ℓ^n_∞ is R^n endowed with the sup norm and with the coordinatewise order. It is well known that E has the positive Schur property and in [9, Example 2.8] is it proved that E^{∗∗} lacks the positive Schur property. The positive bilinear operator A: R × E −→ E , A(λ, y) = λy, is separately almost Dunford-Pettis: It is obvious that A(•, y) is almost Dunford-Pettis for every y ∈ E, and A(λ, •) is almost Dunford-Pettis for every λ ∈ R because E has the positive Schur property. Since linear operators from R to E^∗ and from E to R^∗ = R are compact, [5, Theorem 1] implies that A admits a unique bidual extension ~A: R × E^{∗∗} −→ E^{∗∗}, which is separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous. But it is well known that if a bilinear operator admits a separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous bidual extension B, then all its Aron-Berner extensions coincide with B (see [19]). So, the only Aron-Berner extension of A is ~A. Combining Goldstine’s Theorem with the weak^∗-weak^∗ continuity of ~A it follows that ~A(λ, y^{∗∗}) = λy^{∗∗} for all λ ∈ R and y^{∗∗} ∈ E^{∗∗}. Thus, ~A(1, •) is the identity operator on E^{∗∗}, which is not almost Dunford-Pettis because E^{∗∗} fails the positive Schur property. Therefore ~A, which is the only Aron-Berner extension of A, is not separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proposition 2.2. Let m ∈ N. The following are equivalent for the Banach lattices E_1, . . . , E_m and F .

(a) If j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and the linear operator T : E_j −→ F is almost Dunford-Pettis, then its second adjoint T^{∗∗} : E^{∗∗}_j −→ F^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

(b) If A: E_1×· · ·×E_m −→ F is a separately almost Dunford-Pettis m-linear operator which admits a separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous extension ~A : E_1^{∗∗} ×· · ·×E^{∗∗}_m −→ F^{∗∗}, then for every j = 1, . . . , m, and all x_i ∈ E_i, i ≠ j, the linear operator ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} : E^{∗∗}_j −→ F^{∗∗} given by ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} (x^{∗∗}_j ) = ~A(J_{E1} (x_1), . . . , J_{Ej−1} (x_{j−1}), x^{∗∗}_j , J_{Ej+1} (x_{j+1}), . . . , J_{Em} (x_m)), is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. (a)⇒(b) Let A be a separately almost Dunford-Pettis m-linear operator which admits a separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous extension ~A, j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and x_i ∈ E_i for i ≠ j. The linear operator T : E_j −→ F given by T (x_j ) = A(x_1, . . . , x_m) is almost Dunford-Pettis because A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis. So, T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford- Pettis by assumption. Let (x^{∗∗}_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} be a disjoint positive weakly null sequence in E^{∗∗}_j . We have ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_{j,n})‖ −→ 0. For every n, by Goldstine’s Theorem there is a net (x^n_{αj} )_{αj ∈Ωj} in E_j such that x^{∗∗}_{j,n} = ω^∗-lim_{αj} J_{Ej} (x^n_{αj} ). Since ~A is separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous, ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} (x^{∗∗}_{j,n}) = ~A(J_{E1} (x_1), . . . , J_{Ej−1} (x_{j−1}), x^{∗∗}_{j,n}, J_{Ej+1} (x_{j+1}), . . . , J_{Em} (x_m)) = ω^∗− lim_{αj} ~A(J_{E1} (x_1), . . . , J_{Ej} (x^n_{αj} ), . . . , J_{Em} (x_m)) = ω^∗− lim_{αj} J_F (A(x_1, . . . , x^n_{αj} , . . . , x_m)) = ω^∗− lim_{αj} J_F (T (x^n_{αj} )) = ω^∗− lim_{αj} T^{∗∗}(J_{Ej} (x^n_{αj} )) = T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_{j,n}) for every n. Making n → ∞ we get ‖ ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} (x^{∗∗}_{j,n})‖ = ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_{j,n})‖ −→ 0, showing that ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

(b)⇒(a) Let i ∈ {1, . . . , m} and T : E_i −→ F be an almost Dunford-Pettis linear operator. Choose 0 ≠ φ_j ∈ E^∗_j for j ≠ i and consider the m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ F , A(x_1, . . . , x_m) = T (x_i) ·^m ∏ j=1,j≠i φ_j (x_j ).

Since the operator T and the functionals φ_j , j ≠ i, are almost Dunford-Pettis, A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis. Since adjoint operators are weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous, it is immediate that the m-linear operator ~A: E^{∗∗}_1 × · · · × E^{∗∗}_m −→ F^{∗∗} , ~A(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_m ) = T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_i ) ·^m∏ j=1,j≠i x^{∗∗}_j (φ_j), is a separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous bidual extension of A. So A fulfills the assumptions of (b). Choosing x_j ∈ E_j such that φ_j(x_j ) = 1 for each j ≠ i, by (b) the operator ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} is almost Dunford-Pettis. For every x∗∗_i ∈ E∗∗_i , ~A_{x1,...,xj−1,xj+1,...,xm} (x^{∗∗}_i ) = ~A(J_{E1} (x_1), . . . , x^{∗∗}_i , . . . , J_{Em} (x_m)) = T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_i ), from which it follows that T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis.

As to conditions (a) and (b) of the Proposition above, it is worth emphasizing the following:

• Condition (a) was investigated in [7] and, as the reader can check there, it holds only under strong assumptions on the spaces and/or on the operators.

• Condition (b), which is equivalent to (a), is much less than the desired implication, which is: A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis =⇒ the Aron-Berner extensions of A are separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

This means that, even under strong assumptions, only a little can be obtained. The conclusion is that the desired implication should hold only in very specific situations. For the rest of this section we shall pursue such situations.

The first situation is the case of finite rank multilinear operators. Recall that a map taking values in a linear space has finite rank if the subspace generated by its range is finite dimensional. Using that multilinear forms are separately almost Dunford-Pettis, it is easy to see that if E_1, . . . , E_m are Banach lattices and G is a Banach space, then every continuous m-linear operator from E_1 × · · · × E_m to G of finite rank is separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proposition 2.3. All Aron-Berner extension of a finite rank m-linear operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_m; G) are of finite rank, hence separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Given a finite rank operator A ∈ L(E_1, . . . , E_m; G), there are k ∈ N, B_j ∈

L(E_1, . . . , E_m) and y_j ∈ G, j = 1, . . . , k, such that A =^k ∑ j=1 B_j ⊗ y_j, meaning that

A(x_1, . . . , x_m) =^k ∑ j=1 B_j(x_1, . . . , x_m)y_j. For ρ ∈ S_m, x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)} and y^∗ ∈ G^∗, putting

C_j = y^∗ ∘ (B_j ⊗ y_j) we get

x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(C_j)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, . . . , x_m) = x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(C_j(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, •, . . . , x_m))

= x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(y^∗(y_j )B_j(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, •, . . . , x_m)) = y^∗(y_j)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(B_j(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, •, . . . , x_m)) = y^∗(y_j)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(B_j )(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, . . . , x_m),

that is, x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(C_j) = y^∗(y_j)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(B_j ). Since y^∗ ∘ A =^k ∑ j=1 C_j, for x^{∗∗}_{ρ(i)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(i)}, i = 2, . . . , m, AB^ρ_m(A)(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_m )(y^∗) = ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(m)}^ρ ∘ · · · ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ ) (y^∗ ∘ A) = ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(m)}^ρ ∘ · · · ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}^ρ )(^k∑ j=1 x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(C_j) ) = k∑ j=1 y^∗(y_j) ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(m)}^ρ ∘ · · · ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}^ρ )( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(B_j ) )

= k∑ j=1 y^∗(y_j)AB^ρ_m(B_j )(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_m ) = k∑ j=1 AB^ρ_m(B_j) ⊗ J_F (y_j)(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_m )(y^∗).

It follows that AB^ρ_m(A) =^k ∑ j=1 AB^ρ_m(B_j) ⊗ J_F (y_j) is a finite rank operator.

Now we proceed to the second situation. Making the identification J_F (F ) = F , a bidual extension of an F -valued linear or multilinear operator is genuine if it is F -valued as well. For example, the second adjoint T^{∗∗} of a weakly compact linear operator T is a genuine bidual extension of T . Genuine Aron-Berner extensions of multilinear operators have already been studied in the literature (see [5, 19]).

Proposition 2.4. Let E_1, . . . , E_m be Banach lattices whose duals have the positive Schur property and let F be a Banach lattice with order continuous norm. If a positive mlinear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ F admits a positive genuine separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous bidual extension ~A: E^{∗∗}_1 × · · · × E^{∗∗}_m −→ F^{∗∗}, then ~A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis. In particular, A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , m} and positive functionals z^{∗∗}_j ∈ E^{∗∗}_j , j = 1, . . . , m, j ≠ i, be given. Considering the inverse J^{−1}_F : J_F (F ) −→ F of the canonical embedding, consider the positive linear operator T : E_i −→ F , T (x_i) = J^{−1}_F ( ~A(z^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , z^{∗∗}_{i−1}, J_{Ei} (x_i), z^{∗∗}_{i+1}, . . . , z^{∗∗}_m )), which is well defined because the bidual extension ~A is genuine. Given x^{∗∗}_i ∈ E^{∗∗}_i and a net (x_{αi} )_{αi∈Ωi} in E_i such that x^{∗∗}_i = ω^∗-lim_{αi} J_{Ei} (x_{αi} ), the separate weak^∗-weak^∗ continuity

of ~A gives

T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_i ) = ω^∗− lim_{αi} T^{∗∗}(J_{Ei} (x_{αi} )) = ω^∗− lim_{αi} (T^{∗∗} ∘ J_{Ei} )(x_{αi} ) = ω^∗− lim_{αi} J_F (T (x_{αi} )) = ω^∗ − lim_{αi} ~A(z^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , z^{∗∗}_{i−1}, J_{Ei} (x_{αi} ), z^{∗∗}_{i+1}, . . . , z^{∗∗}_m ) = ~A(z^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , z^{∗∗}_{i−1}, x^{∗∗}_i , z^{∗∗}_{i+1}, . . . , z^{∗∗}_m ) ⊆ J_F (F ), showing that T is weakly compact, hence T^{∗∗} is almost Dunford-Pettis by [7, Proposition 5.5]. So, given a disjoint weakly null sequence (x^{∗∗}_{i,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_i we have ‖ ~A(z^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , z^{∗∗}_{i−1}, x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, z^{∗∗}_{i+1}, . . . , z^{∗∗}_m )‖ = ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_{i,n})‖ −→ 0. (2) For given x^{∗∗}_j ∈ E^{∗∗}_j , j = 1, . . . , m, j ≠ i, write x^{∗∗}_j = (x^{∗∗}_j )^+ − (x^{∗∗}_j )^−. For each ξ^m = (ξ_1, . . . , ξ_{i−1}, ξ_{i+1}, . . . , ξ_m) ∈ {+1, −1}^{m−1}, put P (ξ^m) = ξ_1 · · · ξ_{i−1}ξ_{i+1} · · · ξ_m ∈ {+1, −1}. Since (x^{∗∗}_j )^+ and (x^{∗∗}_j )^− are positive functionals, by (2) we get ‖ ~A(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_{i−1}, x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, x^{∗∗}_{i+1}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_m )‖ = ‖ ~A((x^{∗∗}_1 )^+− (x^{∗∗}_1 )^−, . . . , (x^{∗∗}_{i−1})^+− (x^{∗∗}_{i−1})^−, x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, (x^{∗∗}_{i+1})^+− (x^{∗∗}_{i+1})^−, . . . , (x^{∗∗}_m )^+− (x^{∗∗}_m )^−)‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ P (ξ^m)=+1 ~A((x^{∗∗}_1 )^ξ1 , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_{i−1})^ξi−1 , x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, (x^{∗∗}_{i+1})^ξi+1 , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_m )^ξm )

− ∑ P (ξ^m)=−1 ~A((x^{∗∗}_1 )^ξ1 , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_{i−1})^ξi−1 , x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, (x^{∗∗}_{i+1})^ξi+1 , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_m )^ξm ) ‖ ‖

≤ ∑ P (ξ^m)=+1 ‖ ~A((x^{∗∗}_1 )^{ξ1} , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_{i−1})^{ξi−1} , x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, (x^{∗∗}_{i+1})^{ξi+1} , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_m )^{ξm} )‖

+ ∑ P (ξ^m)=−1 ‖ ~A((x^{∗∗}_1 )^{ξ1} , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_{i−1})^{ξi−1} , x^{∗∗}_{i,n}, (x^{∗∗}_{i+1})^{ξi+1} , . . . , (x^{∗∗}_m )^{ξm} )‖ −→ 0. This proves that ~A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

In order to give concrete applications of Proposition 2.4, recall that a Banach space E is Arens regular if every bounded linear operator from E to E^∗ is weakly compact.

Corollary 2.5. Let E, F be Banach lattices such that E is Arens-regular, E^∗ has the positive Schur property, F has order continuous norm and every bounded linear operator from E to F is weakly compact. Then, for every m ∈ N, the Aron-Berner extensions of any positive m-linear operator from E^m to F are separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let A: E^m −→ F be a positive m-linear operator. It is well known that the Arens regularity of E gives that all Aron-Berner extensions of A coincide and are separately weak^∗-weak^∗ continuous. It is also well known that if every operator from E to F is weakly compact, then such extension is genuine (all this information can be found in [5, 19]). Now the result follows from Proposition 2.4.

Example 2.6. Bounded linear operators from c_0 to ℓ_1 are compact (Pitt’s Theorem), hence weakly compact, so c_0 is Arens regular. It is clear that c^∗_0 = ℓ_1 has the positive Schur property, so Corollary 2.5 assures that, for every m, the Aron-Berner extensions of every positive m-linear operator A: c^m_0 −→ ℓ_1 are separately almost Dunford-Pettis.

3 Almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators

Unless stated otherwise, throughout this section E_1, . . . , E_m, F are Banach lattices and G is a Banach space. From the definition (cf. Introduction), it follows easily that an m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ G is almost Dunford-Pettis if and only if (A(x_{1,n}, . . . , x_{m,n}))^∞_{n=1} is norm null in G whenever (x_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} is a positive disjoint weakly null sequence in E_j , j = 1, . . . , m.

We start by showing that none of the following implications holds in general:

A is separately almost Dunford-Pettis ⇐⇒ A is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Example 3.1. On the one hand, for 1 < p < ∞, the positive bilinear form A: ℓ_p ×ℓ_p∗ −→ R, A(x, y) =^∞ ∑ n=1 x_ny_n, is obvious separately almost Dunford-Pettis, but it is not almost

Dunford-Pettis: e_n^ω−→ 0 in ℓ_p and in ℓ_p∗ and A(e_n, e_n) = 1 for every n ∈ N.

On the other hand, the positive bilinear operator A: R × ℓ_2 −→ ℓ_∞, A(λ, x) = λx, is obviously almost Dunford-Pettis, but it is not separately almost Dunford-Pettis: e_n^ω−→ 0 in ℓ_2 but ‖A(1, e_n)‖ = 1 for every n.

As the operators in this example are defined on reflexive spaces, Aron-Berner extensions of separately almost Dunford-Pettis are not always almost Dunford-Pettis and vice-versa.

Among other consequences, the next lemma establishes that only Aron-Berner extensions of almost Dunford-Pettis operators can be almost Dunford-Pettis and will enable us to show that Aron-Berner extensions of almost Dunford-Pettis operators are not always almost Dunford-Pettis.

Lemma 3.2. Let A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ G be a continuous m-linear operator. (a) If A admits an almost Dunford-Pettis bidual extension, then A is almost Dunford Pettis as well.

(b) If some of the Banach lattices E_1, . . . , E_m has the positive Schur property, then A is almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. (a) Let ~A be an almost Dunford-Pettis bidual extension of A. The result follows easily from the equality ~A ∘ (J_{E1} , . . . , J_{Em} ) = J_G ∘ A and the fact that the canonical operators J_{Ei} are Riesz homomorphisms and J_G is an isometric embedding. (b) Let j ∈ {1, . . . , m} be such that E_j has the positive Schur property and let (x_{i,n})^∞_{n=1} be disjoint positive weakly null sequences in E_i, i = 1, . . . , m. Then these sequences are bounded, say ‖x_{i,n}‖ ≤ M_i for every n, and ‖x_{j,n}‖ −→ 0. Therefore, ‖A(x_{1,n}, . . . , x_{m,n})‖ ≤ M_1 · · · M_{j−1}M_{j+1} · · · M_m · ‖A‖ · ‖x_{j,n}‖ −→ 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let E_1, . . . , E_m, F be Banach lattices with F σ-Dedekind complete containing a copy of ℓ_∞. The following are equivalent.

(a) Every continuous m-linear operator A: E_1 ×· · ·×E_m −→ F admits an almost Dunford- Pettis Aron-Berner extension.

(b) Every regular m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ F admits an almost Dunford- Pettis Aron-Berner extension.

(c) Every positive m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ F admits an almost Dunford- Pettis Aron-Berner extension.

(d) E^{∗∗}_j has the positive Schur property for some j ∈ {1, . . . , m}.

Proof. (a)⇒(b)⇒(c) are trivial and (d)⇒(a) follows from Lemma 3.2(b). Let us prove (c)⇒(d). Suppose that E^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , E^{∗∗}_m fail the positive Schur property. By [4, Proposition 2.1], for each j = 1, . . . , m, there is a positive disjoint weakly null normalized sequence (x^{∗∗}_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_j . Take positive sequences (x^∗_{j,n})^∞_{j=1} in B_E∗_j such that que x^{∗∗}_{j,n}(x^∗_{j,n}) ≥^1_2 for all j = 1, . . . , m and n ∈ N. From [2, Theorem 4.56] we know that the norm of F is not order continuous and from [22, Theorem 2.4.2] that there are y ∈ F and a disjoint sequence (y_n)^∞_{n=1} in F such that 0 ≤ y_n ≤ y and ‖y_n‖ = 1 for every n. For x_j ∈ E^+_j and

k ∈ N, putting s_k =^k ∑ n=1 ( y_n ·^m ∏ j=1 x^∗_{j,n}(x_j ) ) , we have 0 ≤ s_k ↑ and from

0 ≤ s_k ≤ k∑ n=1 ( y_n · m∏ j=1 ‖x^∗_{j,n}‖ · ‖x_j ‖ ) ≤ m∏ j=1 ‖x_j ‖ · k∑ n=1 y_n = m∏ j=1 ‖x_j ‖ · k⋁ n=1 y_n ≤ m∏ j=1 ‖x_j ‖y, it follows that s_k ↑ z for some z ∈ F^+ because F is σ-Dedekind complete. By [1, Theorem 1.14] we get that z is the order limit of (s_k)^∞_{k=1}, in symbols z = o− lim_k s_k. So, the map

A: E^+_1 × · · · × E^+_m −→ F^+ , A(x_1, . . . , x_m) = o− lim_k k∑ n=1 ( y_n · m∏ j=1 x^∗_{j,n}(x_j ) ) is well defined. Calling on [1, Theorem 1.14] once again, the map A is additive in each variable, so by the multilinear Kantorovich Theorem (see [20, Theorem 2.3]) there exists a positive m-linear operator B : E_1×· · ·×E_m −→ F that extends A. Let us see that all Aron- Berner extensions of B are not almost Dunford-Pettis. Note that for x_j ∈ E^+_j , j = 1, . . . , m, and n ∈ N, B(x_1, . . . , x_m) = A(x_1, . . . , x_m) ≥ y_nx^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m) ≥ 0. Given a positive functional y^∗ ∈ F^∗ and ρ ∈ S_m, putting t_{ρ(l)} = x^∗_{ρ(l),n}(x_{ρ(l)}), l = 1, . . . , m− 1, we have

(y^∗ ∘ B(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, •, . . . , x_m))(x_{ρ(1)}) = y^∗(B(x_1, . . . , x_m)) ≥ y^∗(y_nx^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)) ≥ x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n) ≥ x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)t_{ρ(1)},

which gives y^∗ ∘ B(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, •, . . . , x_m) ≥ x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^∗_{ρ(1),n}. So, for any positive functional x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)},

x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(y^∗ ∘ B)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)}x,_{ρ(2)} x, •, . . . , x_m)(x_{ρ(2)}) = x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(y^∗ ∘ B)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, . . . , x_m) = x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(y^∗ ∘ B(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x, •, . . . , x_m)) ≥ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)} ( x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^∗_{ρ(1),n} ) = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n}) = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})t_{ρ(2)} = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^∗_{ρ(2),n}(x_{ρ(2)}).

This implies that, for positive x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)} and x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}, ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}^ρ∘x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ ) (y^∗ ∘ B)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x,_{ρ(2)} x,_{ρ(3)} x, •, . . . , x_m)(x_{ρ(3)}) = ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}^ρ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ ) (y^∗ ∘ B)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x,_{ρ(2)} x, . . . , x_m) = x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)} ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(y^∗ ∘ B)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x,_{ρ(2)} x, •, . . . , x_m) ) ≥ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)} ( x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^∗_{ρ(2),n} ) = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}(x^∗_{ρ(2),n}) = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t_{ρ(3)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}(x^∗_{ρ(2),n})t_{ρ(3)} = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t_{ρ(3)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}(x^∗_{ρ(2),n})x^∗_{ρ(3),n}(x_{ρ(3)}).

In the same fashion, for positive x^{∗∗}_{ρ(i)} ∈ E^{∗∗}_{ρ(i)}, i = 1, 2, 3, ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(3)}^ρ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}^ρ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ ) (y^∗ ∘ B)(x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x,_{ρ(2)} x,_{ρ(3)} x, . . . , x_m) = x^{∗∗}_{ρ(3)} (( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}^ρ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ(y^∗ ∘ B) ) (x_1, . . . ,_{ρ(1)} x,_{ρ(2)} x,_{ρ(3)} x, •, . . . , x_m) ) ≥ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(3)} ( x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t_{ρ(3)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}(x^∗_{ρ(2),n})x^∗_{ρ(3),n} ) = x^∗_{1,n}(x_1) · · ·_{ρ(1)} t_{ρ(2)}t_{ρ(3)}t · · · x^∗_{m,n}(x_m)y^∗(y_n)x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n})x^{∗∗}_{ρ(2)}(x^∗_{ρ(2),n})x^{∗∗}_{ρ(3)}(x^∗_{ρ(3),n}).

Repeating the process m − 3 times we obtain that, for all positive x^{∗∗}_j ∈ E^{∗∗}_j , j = 1, . . . , m and every n ∈ N, AB^ρ_m(B)(x^{∗∗}_1 , . . . , x^{∗∗}_m )(y^∗) = ( x^{∗∗}_{ρ(m)}^ρ ∘ · · · ∘ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}^ρ ) (y^∗ ∘ B) ≥ x^{∗∗}_{ρ(1)}(x^∗_{ρ(1),n}) · · · x^{∗∗}_{ρ(m)}(x^∗_{ρ(m),n})y^∗(y_n) = x^{∗∗}_1 (x^∗_{1,n}) · · · x^{∗∗}_m (x^∗_{m,n})J_F (y_n)(y^∗).

In particular, for every k ∈ N, ‖AB^ρ_m(B)(x^{∗∗}_{1,k}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,k})‖ ≥ ‖x^{∗∗}_{1,k}(x^∗_{1,k}) · · · x^{∗∗}_{m,k}(x^∗_{m,k})J_E(y_k‖) ≥ 1 2^m

‖J_E (y_k)‖ = 1 2^m > 0, proving that AB^ρ_m(B) fails to be almost Dunford-Pettis.

Now we are in the position to give examples of almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators whose Aron-Berner extensions are not almost Dunford-Pettis.

Example 3.4. As mentioned before, the Banach lattice E = ( ⊕_n ℓ^n_∞ ) 1 has the positive Schur property and its bidual fails this property. Let m ≥ 2 and E_2, . . . , E_m be Banach lattices whose biduals fail the positive Schur property, for example, E_j = E or E_j = C(K_j ) where K_j is compact Hausdorff. Finally, let F be any dual Banach lattice containing a copy of ℓ_∞. Combining Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.2, there is a positive almost Dunford- Pettis m-linear operator from E × E_2 × · · · × E_m to F whose Aron-Berner extensions are not almost Dunford-Pettis.

Next we search for conditions under which almost Dunford-Pettis multilinear operators have almost Dunford-Pettis Aron-Berner extensions.

Definition 3.5. An m-linear operator A: E^∗_1 × · · · × E^∗_m −→ G is weakly positively limited if, for every j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, the sequence (A(x^∗_{1,n}, . . . , x^∗_{j,n}, . . . , x^∗_{m,n}))^∞_{n=1} is norm null in G whenever (x^∗_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} is positive weak^∗-null in E^∗_j and (x^∗_{i,n})^∞_{n=1} is positive bounded in E^∗_i for i ≠ j. Examples 3.6. (a) It is clear that weakly positively limited multilinear operators are almost Dunford-Pettis. Let A be the bilinear operator given by the duality ℓ^∗_1 = ℓ_∞,

that is, A: c^∗_0 × ℓ^∗_1 −→ R, A(x, y) =^∞ ∑ n=1 x_ny_n. On the one hand, A is almost Dunford-

Pettis by Lemma 3.2 because c^∗_0 = ℓ_1 has the Schur property. On the other hand, putting y_n = e_1 + · · · + e_n we have (y_n)^∞_{n=1} positive bounded in ℓ^∗_1 = ℓ_∞, (e_n)^∞_{n=1} positive weak^∗ null in c^∗_0, but A(e_n, y_n) = 1 for every n. So, A is not weakly positively limited. (b) Aron-Berner extensions of positive almost Dunford-Pettis operators are not always weakly positively limited. The positive bilinear operator A: ℓ_1 × c_0 −→ R given by the duality c^∗_0 = ℓ_1 is clearly almost Dunford-Pettis and, working with the canonical unit vectors, it is not difficult to see that the (unique) Aron-Berner extension of A is not weakly positively limited.

Consider the permutation θ ∈ S_m given by θ(m) = 1, θ(m − 1) = 2, . . . , θ(1) = m. For an m-linear operator A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ G, the Aron-Berner extension AB^θ_m(A) of A associated to θ is usually referred to as A^{∗[m+1]}. The reason is that in the bilinear case m = 2 this extension is usually denoted by A^{∗∗∗}, that is, AB(A)^θ_2 = A^{∗∗∗}. The identity permutation in S_m is denoted by id.

Theorem 3.7. Let E_1, E_2 be Banach lattices whose duals have order continuous norms. Then the Aron-Berner extensions of every positive almost Dunford-Pettis bilinear form on E_1 × E_2 are weakly positively limited, hence almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Consider the positive linear operator T : E_1 −→ E^∗_2 given by T (x)(y) = A(x, y). Let (x_n)^∞_{n=1} be a positive disjoint weakly null sequence in E_1. It is clear that T (x_n)^ω−→ 0. Every positive disjoint bounded sequence (y_n)^∞_{n=1} in E_2 is weakly null by [22, Theorem 2.4.14] because the norm of E^∗_2 is order continuous. Since A is almost Dunford-Pettis, T (x_n)(y_n) = A(x_n, y_n) −→ 0, hence ‖T (x_n)‖ −→ 0 by [18, Corollary 2.7]. This proves that T is almost Dunford-Pettis. For all x^{∗∗} ∈ E^{∗∗}_1 , y^{∗∗} ∈ E^{∗∗}_2 and x ∈ E_1, T^∗(y^{∗∗})(x) = y^{∗∗}(T (x)) = y^{∗∗}(A(x, •)) = y^{∗∗θ}(A)(x), showing that T^∗(y^{∗∗}) = y^{∗∗θ}(A), therefore A^{∗∗∗}(x^{∗∗}, y^{∗∗}) = x^{∗∗} ( y^{∗∗θ}(A) ) = x^{∗∗}(T^∗(y^{∗∗})).

Let (x^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} be a positive weak^∗ null sequence in E^{∗∗}_1 and (y^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} be a positive bounded sequence in E^{∗∗}_2 , say ‖y^{∗∗}_n ‖ ≤ M_1 for every n. Since T is almost Dunford-Pettis, ‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ −→ 0 by [7, Theorem 3.9]. So, 0 ≤ A^{∗∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n ) = x^{∗∗}_n (T^∗(y^{∗∗}_n )) = T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )(y^{∗∗}_n )| ≤ M_1‖T^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n )‖ −→ 0, from which it follows that A^{∗∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n ) −→ 0.

Similarly, A^{∗∗∗}(z^{∗∗}_n , w^{∗∗}_n ) −→ 0 for every positive weak^∗ null sequence (w^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_2 and every positive bounded sequence (z^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_1 . This proves that A^{∗∗∗} is weakly positively limited. Working with the positive operator S : E_2 −→ E^∗_1 given by S(y)(x) = A(x, y), analogously one proves that the other Aron-Berner extension of A, namely AB^{id}_2 (A), is weakly positively limited.

Next we handle the case of vector-valued bilinear operators. Recall that a Banach lattice E has the dual positive Schur property if every positive weak^∗-null sequence in E^∗ is norm null (see, e.g., [25]).

Theorem 3.8. Suppose that E^∗_1 and E^∗_2 have order continuous norms and that A: E_1 × E_2 −→ F is a positive almost Dunford-Pettis bilinear operator. If either every positive disjoint bounded sequence in F^∗ is order bounded, or F^∗ has the dual positive Schur property, then the Aron Berner extensions of A are weakly positively limited, hence almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Let ρ ∈ S_2 be given. For any positive functional φ ∈ F^∗, φ ∘ A is a positive almost Dunford-Pettis bilinear form on E_1 × E_2, so

AB^ρ_2 (φ ∘ A) = φ^{∗∗} ∘ AB^ρ_2 (A) (see [8, Remark 2.3])

is weakly positively limited by Theorem 3.7. Therefore, for every positive weak^∗-null sequence (x^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_1 , every positive bounded sequence (y^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} E^{∗∗}_2 and any ψ ∈ F^∗, it holds |AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )(ψ)| ≤ AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )(|ψ|) = (|ψ|^{∗∗} ∘ AB^ρ_2 (A))(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n ) −→ 0.

It follows that AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )^{ω∗}−→ 0 em F^{∗∗}. Analogously, AB^ρ_2 (A)(z^{∗∗}_n , w^{∗∗}_n )^{ω∗}−→ 0 whenever (w^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} is positive weak^∗-null in E^{∗∗}_2 and (z^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} is positive bounded in E^{∗∗}_1 .

If F^∗ has the dual positive Schur property, then ‖AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )‖ −→ 0, proving that AB^ρ_2 (A) is weakly positively limited.

Assume now that positive disjoint bounded sequences in F^∗ are order bounded. Given a positive disjoint bounded sequence (φ_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗, let φ ∈ F^∗ be such that 0 ≤ φ_n ≤ φ for every n ∈ N. Since each functional AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n ): F^∗ −→ R is positive,

0 ≤ AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )(φ_n) ≤ AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )(φ) −→ 0,

which allows us to conclude that AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )(φ_n) −→ 0. By [18, Corollary 2.7] it follows that ‖AB^ρ_2 (A)(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n )‖ −→ 0. The remaining convergence follows analogously, so AB^ρ_2 (A) is weakly positively limited.

Note that for the bilinear form A of Example 3.6(b), it is not true that A^{∗∗∗}(x^{∗∗}_n , y^{∗∗}_n ) −→ 0 whenever (x^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} is bounded in ℓ^{∗∗}_1 and (y^{∗∗}_n )^∞_{n=1} is positive weak^∗-null in c^{∗∗}_0 . The next result shows that this happens because one of the duals, namely ℓ^∗_1 = ℓ_∞, fails the positive Schur property.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_m have the positive Schur property and that A is a regular m-linear form on E_1 × · · · × E_m. Then A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n}) −→ 0 for every positive weak^∗-null sequence (x^{∗∗}_{m,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_m and all bounded sequences (x^{∗∗}_{k,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_k , k = 1, . . . , m − 1. In particular, A and its Aron-Berner extension A^{∗[m+1]} are almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. We shall prove the case m = 4. The argument will make clear that the general case is analogous. Recall that for x^{∗∗}_i ∈ E^{∗∗}_i , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, A^{∗[5]}(x^{∗∗}_1 , x^{∗∗}_2 , x^{∗∗}_3 , x^{∗∗}_4 ) = ( x^{∗∗}_1^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_2^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_3^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_4^θ ) (A), where x^{∗∗}_i^θ : L_r(E_1, . . . , E_i) −→ L_r(E_1, . . . , E_{i−1}) is given by x^{∗∗}_i^θ(B)(x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}) = x^{∗∗}_i (B(x_1, . . . , x_{i−1}, •)). Suppose that A is positive.

Claim 1. ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_1, x_2, •)‖ −→ 0 for all x_1 ∈ E_1, x_2 ∈ E_2 and every positive weak^∗-null sequence (x^{∗∗}_{4,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_4 .

To see this, note that by [8, Proposition 2.1], |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_1, x_2, •)|(x_3) ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, |x_2|, •)|(x_3) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(|x_1|, |x_2|, x_3, •)) −→ 0, hence |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_1, x_2, •)|^{ω∗}−→ 0. The positive linear operator

T_3 : E_3 −→ L_r(E_1, E_2; E^∗_4 ) , T_3(x_3)(x_1, x_2)(x_4) = A(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4),

is almost Dunford-Pettis because L_r(E_1, E_2; E^∗_4 ) has the positive Schur property by [6, Theorem 2.8]. Let (x_{3,n})^∞_{n=1} be a positive disjoint bounded sequence in E_3. Since E^∗_3 has the positive Schur property, its norm is order continuous, so x_{3,n}^ω−→ 0 by [22, Theorem 2.4.14]. Therefore, assim ‖T_3(x_{3,n})‖ −→ 0 and |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_1, x_2, •)(x_{3,n})| ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, |x_2|, x_{3,n})| = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(|x_1|, |x_2|, x_{3,n}, •)) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_3(x_{3,n})(|x_1|, |x_2|) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_1‖ · ‖x_2‖ · ‖T_3(x_{3,n})‖ −→ 0.

Now Claim 1 follows from [18, Corollary 2.7].

Claim 2. ‖ ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1, •)‖ −→ 0 for every x_1 ∈ E_1, every bounded sequence

(x^{∗∗}_{3,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_3 and every positive weak^∗-null sequence (x^{∗∗}_{4,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_4 .

Indeed, calling on [8, Proposition 2.1] and Claim 1, | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1,•)|(x_2) ≤ ( |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}|^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(|x_1|, x_2) = |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}|^θ ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A) ) (|x_1|, x_2) = |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}| ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_2, •) ) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{3,n}‖ · ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_2, •)‖ −→ 0, hence | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1, •)|^{ω∗}−→ 0 in E^∗_2 . Let T_2 : E_2 −→ L_r(E_1, E_3; E^∗_4 ) be the positive

linear operator such that A(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = T_2(x_2)(x_1, x_3)(x_4). Thus T_2 is almost Dunford-

Pettis because L_r(E_1, E_3; E^∗_4 ) has the positive Schur property by [6, Theorem 2.8]. Let

(x_{2,n})^∞_{n=1} be a positive disjoint bounded sequence in E_2. As before, E^∗_2 has order continuous

norm, so x_{2,n}^ω−→ 0 by [22, Theorem 2.4.14]. Therefore, ‖T_2(x_{2,n})‖ −→ 0 and |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, •)(x_3)| ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, |x_3|)| = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, |x_3|, •)) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_2(x_{2,n})(|x_1|, |x_3|)) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_1‖ · ‖x_3‖ · ‖T_2(x_{2,n}‖ −→ 0, hence x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, •)^{ω∗}−→ 0. For any positive disjoint bounded sequence (x_{3,n})^∞_{n=1} in

E_3, x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n},•)(x_{3,n}) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, x_{3,n}) ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, x_{3,n}, •)) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_2(x_{2,n})(x_1, x_{3,n})) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_1‖ · ‖x_{3,n}‖ · ‖T_2(x_{2,n})‖ −→ 0. By [18, Corollary 2.7] we have ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, •)‖ −→ 0. It follows that | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1, •)(x_{2,n})| = | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1, x_{2,n})| ≤ |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}|^θ ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A) ) (|x_1|, x_{2,n}) = |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}| ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, •) ) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{3,n}‖ · ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(|x_1|, x_{2,n}, •)‖ −→ 0. Calling on [18, Corollary 2.7] once again we get Claim 2.

Claim 3. ‖ ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)‖ −→ 0 for all bounded sequences (x^{∗∗}_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} in

E^{∗∗}_j , j = 2, 3, and every positive weak^∗-null sequence (x^{∗∗}_{4,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_4 .

By Claim 2, | ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1)| = |x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ (( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A) ) (x_1)| = |x^{∗∗}_{2,n} (( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1, •) ) | ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{2,n}‖ · ‖ ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_1, •)‖ −→ 0, which gives ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)^{ω∗}−→ 0. Let us see that, for every positive disjoint

bounded sequence (x_{1,n})^∞_{n=1} in E_1, ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}) −→ 0. Let T_1 : E_1 −→

L_r(E_2, E_3; E^∗_4 ) be the positive linear operator such that T_1(x_1)(x_2, x_3)(x_4) = A(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4).

Applying [6, Theorem 2.8], L_r(E_2, E_3; E^∗_4 ) has the positive Schur property, hence T_1 is al-

most Duford-Pettis. Since E^∗_1 has order continuous norm, x_{1,n}^ω−→ 0 by [22, Theorem

2.4.14], hence ‖T_1(x_{1,n})‖ −→ 0. By [8, Proposition 2.1], |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_2, •)|(x_3) ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, |x_2|, x_3) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(x_{1,n}, |x_2|, x_3, •))

= x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_1(x_{1,n})(|x_2|, x_3)) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_2‖ · ‖x_3‖ · ‖T_1(x_{1,n})‖ −→ 0, from which we get |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_2, •)|^{ω∗}−→ 0. For any positive disjoint bounded sequence

(x_{3,n})^∞_{n=1} in E_3, |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n},x_2, •)(x_{3,n})| = |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_2, x_{3,n})| = |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(x_{1,n}, x_2, x_{3,n}, •))| = |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_1(x_{1,n})(x_2, x_{3,n}))| ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_2‖ · ‖x_{3,n}‖ · ‖T_1(x_{1,n}‖ −→ 0. By [18, Corollary 2.7], ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_2, •)‖ −→ 0, and by [8, Proposition 2.1], | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, •)|(x_2) ≤ ( |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}|^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, x_2) = |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}|^θ ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A) ) (x_{1,n}, x_2) = |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}| ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_2, •) ) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{3,n}‖ · ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, |x_2|, •)‖ −→ 0. It follows that | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, •)|^{ω∗}−→ 0 in E^∗_2 . For any positive disjoint bounded

sequence (x_{2,n})^∞_{n=1} in E_2, |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n},•)(x_3)| = |x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, x_3)| ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, |x_3|, •)) ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_1(x_{1,n})(x_{2,n}, |x_3|)) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_{2,n}‖ · ‖x_3‖ · ‖T_1(x_{1,n})‖ −→ 0, which gives x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, •)^{ω∗}−→ 0. And for any positive disjoint bounded sequence

(x_{3,n})^∞_{n=1} in E_3, 0 ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, •)(x_{3,n}) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, x_{3,n}) ≤ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(A(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, x_{3,n}, •)) = x^{∗∗}_{4,n}(T_1(x_{1,n})(x_{2,n}, x_{3,n})) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}‖ · ‖x_{2,n}‖ · ‖x_{3,n}‖ · ‖T_1(x_{1,n})‖ −→ 0, proving that x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, •)(x_{3,n}) −→ 0. We get ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, •)‖ −→ 0 by

[18, Corollary 2.7], so | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, •)(x_{2,n})| = | ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n})| ≤ |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}|^θ ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A) ) (x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}) = |x^{∗∗}_{3,n}| ( x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, •) ) ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{3,n}‖ · ‖x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ(A)(x_{1,n}, x_{2,n}, •)‖ −→ 0. [18, Corollary 2.7] implies ‖ ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, •)‖ −→ 0, therefore | ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n})| = |x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ (( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A) ) (x_{1,n})| = |x^{∗∗}_{2,n} (( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, •) ) | ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{2,n}‖ · ‖ ( x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}, •)‖ −→ 0, which gives ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)(x_{1,n}) −→ 0. Calling [18, Corollary 2.7] one last time,

we obtain Claim 3.

Finally, let (x^{∗∗}_{j,n})^∞_{n=1} be bounded sequences in E^{∗∗}_j , j = 1, 2, 3, and (x^{∗∗}_{4,n})^∞_{n=1} be a positive weak^∗-null sequence in E^{∗∗}_4 . By Claim 3, |A^{∗[5]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{4,n})| = | ( x^{∗∗}_{1,n}^θ ∘ · · · ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)| = |x^{∗∗}_{1,n} (( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A) ) | ≤ ‖x^{∗∗}_{1,n}‖ · ‖ ( x^{∗∗}_{2,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{3,n}^θ ∘ x^{∗∗}_{4,n}^θ ) (A)‖ −→ 0, proving that A^{∗[5]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{4,n}) −→ 0.

If A is regular, then A = A_1 − A_2 for some positive m-linear operators A_1 and A_2. Apply what we have just proved for A_1 and A_2 and use that A^{∗[5]} = A^{∗[5]}_1 − A^{∗[5]}_2 .

The case of vector-valued multilinear operators reads as follows.

Theorem 3.10. Suppose that E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_m have the positive Schur property and that either F^∗ has the dual positive Schur property or every positive disjoint bounded sequence in F^∗ is order bounded. If A: E_1 × · · · × E_m −→ F is a regular m-linear operator, then ‖A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})‖ −→ 0 for every positive weak^∗-null sequence (x^{∗∗}_{m,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_m and all bounded sequences (x^{∗∗}_{k,n})^∞_{n=1} in E^{∗∗}_k , k = 1, . . . , m − 1. In particular, A and its Aron-Berner extension A^{∗[m+1]} are almost Dunford-Pettis.

Proof. Write A = A_1 − A_2 where A_1, A_2 are positive m-linear operators. Let (x^{∗∗}_{m,n})^∞_{n=1} be a positive weak^∗-null sequence in E^{∗∗}_m and (x^{∗∗}_{k,n})^∞_{n=1} be bounded sequences in E^{∗∗}_k , k = 1, . . . , m − 1. For each functional y^∗ ∈ F^∗, y^∗ ∘ A_i ∈ L_r(E_1, . . . , E_m), i = 1, 2, therefore (y^∗ ∘ A_i)^{∗[m+1]}(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n}) −→ 0 by Theorem 3.9. From | |A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})|(y^∗)| ≤ |A^{∗[m+1]}|(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(|y^∗|) = |A^{∗[m+1]} 1 − A^{∗[m+1]}_2 |(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(|y^∗|) ≤ ( A^{∗[m+1]} 1 + A^{∗[m+1]}_2 ) (|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(|y^∗|) = 2∑ i=1 (|y^∗| ∘ A_i)^{∗[m+1]}(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n}) −→ 0, it follows that the positive sequence (|A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})|)^∞_{n=1} is weak^∗-null in F^{∗∗}. If F^∗ has the dual positive Schur property, then ‖A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})‖ −→ 0 as desired. Suppose now that positive disjoint bounded sequences in F^∗ are order bounded. Given a positive disjoint bounded sequence (φ_n)^∞_{n=1} in F^∗, let φ ∈ F^∗ be such that 0 ≤ φ_n ≤ φ for every n. From |A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ_n)| ≤ |A^{∗[m+1]}|(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ_n) ≤ |A^{∗[m+1]}|(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ) = |A^{∗[m+1]} 1 − A^{∗[m+1]}_2 |(|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ) ≤ A^{∗[m+1]} 1 (|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ) + A^{∗[m+1]}_2 (|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ) = ( (φ ∘ A_1)^{∗[m+1]} + (φ ∘ A_2)^{∗[m+1]} ) (|x^{∗∗}_{1,n}|, . . . , |x^{∗∗}_{m−1,n}|, x^{∗∗}_{m,n}) −→ 0, we obtain that A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})(φ_n) −→ 0. Therefore, ‖A^{∗[m+1]}(x^{∗∗}_{1,n}, . . . , x^{∗∗}_{m,n})‖ −→ 0 by [18, Corollary 2.7].

In particular, in both cases A^{∗[m+1]} is almost Dunford-Pettis, and Lemma 3.2(a) assures that A is almost Dunford-Pettis as well.

Remark 3.11. With the obvious adjustments, the conclusions of Theorems 3.9 and 3.10 hold for all Aron-Berner extensions AB^ρ_m(A), ρ ∈ S_m, of A.

Examples 3.12. As to the assumptions of Theorems 3.9 and 3.10, we mention some illustrative examples: (i) AL-spaces have the positive Schur property [24, p. 16], so duals of AM-spaces have this property. In particular, duals of C(K)-spaces and of L_1(μ)^∗-spaces have the positive Schur property. In particular, the dual of ℓ_∞ has the positive Schur property. Moreover, if E^∗_1 , . . . , E^∗_m have the positive Schur property, then the dual of the positive projective tensor product E_1 ^⊗_{|π|} ⊗ · · · ^⊗_{|π|}E_m has the positive Schur property as well [6, Proposition 4.3]. (ii) C(K)-spaces have the dual positive Schur property [25, Ex. 4] and the quotient of a Banach lattice with this property by a closed ideal has this property as well [25, p. 763]. In particular, ℓ_∞/c_0 has the dual positive Schur property. (iii) It is clear that positive disjoint bounded sequences in C(K)-spaces are order bounded.

References

[1] C. D. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw. Locally Solid Riesz Spaces with Applications to Economics. Am. Math. Soc. 2003.

[2] C.D. Aliprantis and D.O. Burkinshaw. Positive Operators. Springer, Dordrecht, 2006. [3] B. Aqzzouz and A. Elbour. Some characterizations of almost Dunford-Pettis operators and applications. Positivity 15 (2011), no. 3, 369–380.

[4] B. Aqzzouz, A. Elbour and A. W. Wickstead, Positive almost Dunford-Pettis operators and their duality, Positivity 15 (2011), no. 2, 185–197.

[5] F. Bombal and I. Villanueva. Multilinear operators on spaces of continuous functions. Funct.

et Approx. Comment. Math 25 (1998), 117-126.

[6] G. Botelho, Q. Bu, D. Ji and K. Navoyan. The positive Schur property on positive projective tensor products and spaces of regular multilinear operators, Monatsh. Math. 197 (2022), no. 4, 565–578.

[7] G. Botelho and L. A. Garcia. Adjoints and second adjoints of almost Dunford-Pettis operators, preprint (available at arXiv:2207.11105v1 [math.FA], 2022) [8] G. Botelho and L. A. Garcia. Bidual extensions of Riesz multimorphisms, preprint (available at arXiv:2108.03769v2[math.FA], 2021) [9] G. Botelho and J. L. P. Luiz. On the Schur, positive Schur and weak Dunford-Pettis properties in Fréchet lattices, Ann. Fenn. Math. 46 (2021), 633-642.

[10] K. Boulabiar, G. Buskes and R. Page, On some properties of bilinear maps of order bounded variation, Springer, Positivity 9, 401–414, 2005.

[11] C. Boyd, R. A. Ryan and N. Snigireva, Synnatzschke’s theorem for polynomials, Positivity 25, 229–242, 2021.

[12] G. Buskes and S. Roberts, Arens extensions for polynomials and the Woodbury–Schep formula, Positivity and Noncommutative Analysis, 37–48, Trends Math., Birkhäuser, 2019.

[13] F. Cabello Sánchez, R. García, I. Villanueva, Extension of multilinear operators on Banach spaces, Extracta Math. 15 (2000), no. 2, 291–334.

[14] D. Carando, S. Muro, D. M. Vieira, The algebra of bounded-type holomorphic functions on the ball, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 148 (2020), no. 6, 2447–2457.

[15] R. Cilia, J. M. Gutiérrez, Some progress on the polynomial Dunford-Pettis property, Atti Accad. Naz. Lincei Rend. Lincei Mat. Appl. 29 (2018), no. 4, 679–687.

[16] V. Dimant, D. Galicer, J. T. Rodríguez, The polarization constant of finite dimensional complex spaces is one, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 172 (2022), no. 1, 105–123.

[17] S. Dineen, Complex Analysis on Infinite Dimensional Spaces, Springer, 1999. [18] P. G. Dodds and D. H. Fremlin Compact operators in Banach lattices, Israel J. Mat. 34 (1979), 287–320.

[19] A. A. Khosravi, V. Ebrahimi,H. R. Hamid Vishki and A. M. Peralta. Aron-Berner extensions of triple maps with application to the bidual of Jordan Banach triple systems. Linear Algebra Appl. 580 (2019), 436–463.

[20] J. Loane. Polynomials on vector lattices, PhD Thesis, National University of Ireland, Galway, 2007.

[21] A. Manzano, P. Rueda, E. A. Sánchez-Pérez, Closed injective ideals of multilinear operators, related measures and interpolation, Math. Nachr. 293 (2020), no. 3, 510–532.

[22] P. Meyer–Nieberg. Banach Lattices, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1991. [23] E. R. Santos, Polynomial Daugavet centers, Q. J. Math. 71 (2020), no. 4, 1237–1251. [24] W. Wnuk, Banach lattices with properties of the Schur type: a survey, Confer. Sem. Mat.

Univ. Bari 249 (1993), 25 pp.

[25] W. Wnuk, On the dual positive Schur property in Banach lattices, Positivity 17 (2013), 759–773.

[26] I. Zalduendo, Extending polynomials on Banach spaces - a survey, Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina 46 (2005), no. 2, 45–72 (2006).

Faculdade de Matemática Instituto de Matemática e Estatística Universidade Federal de Uberlândia Universidade de São Paulo 38.400-902 – Uberlândia – Brazil 05.508-090 – São Paulo – Brazil e-mail: botelho@ufu.br e-mail: luisgarcia@ime.usp.br