arXiv:2302.12016v1 [math.FA] 23 Feb 2023

ASYMPTOTIC COARSE LIPSCHITZ EQUIVALENCE

BRUNO M. BRAGA AND GILLES LANCIEN

Abstract. We introduce the notion of asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence of metric spaces. We show that it is strictly weaker than coarse Lipschitz equivalence. We study its impact on the asymptotic dimension of metric spaces. Then we focus on Banach spaces. We prove that, for 2 ≤ p < ∞, being linearly isomorphic to ℓ_p is stable under asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences. Finally, we establish a version of the Gorelik principle in this setting and apply it to prove the stability of various properties of asymptotic uniform smoothness of Banach spaces under asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

1. Introduction

As Banach spaces are normed linear spaces, linear isometries are the correct kind of equivalence if one wants to keep a complete track of all aspects of Banach spaces. After linear isometries, linear isomorphisms are the next natural equivalence between Banach spaces which still keeps track of their linear structure; and this is usually the notion of equivalence Banach space theorists are more concerned with. However, Banach spaces are in particular metric spaces, so (nonlinear) isometries and even Lipschitz equivalences are also natural notions to consider. For a long time, understanding the minimal properties a certain notion of equivalence can have and still generate an interesting theory has been the topic of intensive study for researches in Banach space theory (e.g., [MU32, Enf70, Rib76, Rib84, JLS96, Kal12]). The first milestone in this area is probably the Mazur-Ulam’s theorem, which says that (nonlinear) isometries between (real) Banach spaces which preserve zero are automatically linear (see [MU32]). In the 70’s, P. Enflo showed that the linear structure of Hilbert spaces is determined by a much weaker notion: as long as a Banach space X is uniformly equivalent to ℓ_2,^1 it must be (linearly) isomorphic to it (see [Enf70, Theorem 6.3.1]). In the last few decades, researches have been interested in an even weaker notion, called coarse Lipschitz equivalence, which is an equivalence that only takes into account large scale geometric aspects of the spaces (the precise definition will be given in the next paragraph). As we explain in details below, this paper concerns an even weaker notion of large scale equivalence between metric spaces which turns out to still be strong enough so that many linear aspects of Banach spaces can be recovered by it.

The large scale geometry of metric spaces is often regarded as the study of metric spaces by observers positioned very far away from the objects of interest. In this sense, the local geometric aspects are not of interest and global aspects are the focus of the study. One of the main consequences of this approach is that different events happening at a uniformly bounded distance from each other should be treated as

B. M. Braga was partially supported by NSF Grant DMS 2054860. 1I.e., there is a bijection X → ℓ 2 which is uniformly continuous and so is its inverse. 1

being “morally” the same. To formalize this, we have the concept of closeness between maps into a metric space. Precisely, given a set X, a metric space (Y, ∂), and maps f, g : X → Y , we say that f is close to g, and write f ∼ g, if

sup_{x∈X} ∂(f(x), g(x)) < ∞.

So, ∼ is an equivalence relation between maps X → Y which weakens the relation of equality. Moreover, if (X, d) is also a metric space, then a function f : X → Y has a modulus of uniform continuity ω_f : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) given by ω_f (t) = sup{∂(f(x), f(x^′)) | d(x, x^′) ≤ t} for all t ≥ 0.

The map f is then called coarse Lipschitz if ω_f is bounded above by an affine function, i.e., if there is L > 0 such that

ω_f (t) ≤ Lt + L for all t ≥ 0.

The map f is called a coarse Lipschitz equivalence if it is coarse Lipschitz and there is a coarse Lipschitz map g : Y → X such that g ∘ f and f ∘ g are close to the identities Id_X and Id_Y , respectively. A coarse Lipschitz equivalence is also often referred to as a quasi-isometry in the literature; especially in geometric group theory.

The main focus of this paper is to study a weakening of the closeness relation as well as the large scale geometry induced by it. Moreover, our study will have a special focus on Banach spaces. Precisely, the following is the main novel definition in these notes.

Definition 1.1. Let (X, d) and (Y, ∂) be metric spaces. We say that maps f, g : X → Y are asymptotically close, and write f ∼_∞ g if, for some x_0 ∈ X, we have that lim_{x→∞}

∂(f(x), g(x)) d(x, x_0)

= 0.

We adopt the convention that the above limit is always 0, when X is a bounded metric space. In other words, if X is bounded, two maps f, g : X → Y are always asymptotically close.

It is evident that the definition above is weaker than the one of closeness and that it is independent of the point x_0 above (Proposition 2.2).

Definition 1.2. We say that metric spaces X and Y are asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to each other if there are coarse Lipschitz maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X such that g ∘ f and f ∘ g are asymptotically close to Id_X and Id_Y , respectively. The map f (and g) is called an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence.

Note that if X and Y are bounded, the above assumptions are satisfied by any maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X.

We show that asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence is an equivalence relation in the class of metric spaces (Proposition 2.6). Notice that a coarse Lipschitz equivalence f is always an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence. The converse implication is however not true, as we see in Example 2.7 below. In fact, being asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalent is strictly weaker than being coarse Lipschitz equivalent: there are asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent metric spaces X and Y which are not even coarsely equivalent; see Example 2.9 for an example where AsyDim(X) ≠ AsyDim(Y ) and Proposition 2.11 for a more sophisticated example where AsyDim(X) = AsyDim(Y ) (where AsyDim stands for asymptotic dimension, see Subsection 2.2 for definitions).

Then, we focus on asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences between Banach spaces. First, in Sections 3 and 4 we prove.

Theorem A (Proved as Corollary 4.6 below). If a Banach space X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to ℓ_p, for p ∈ [2, ∞), then X is linearly isomorphic to ℓ_p.

In fact, we prove a stronger result. We show that the asymptotically coarse Lipschitz strucutre of ℓ_{p1} ⊕ . . . ⊕ ℓ_{pn} completely determines its linear structure for all p_1, . . . , p_n ∈ [2, ∞) (see Theorem 4.5). Our methods are not enough to obtain the analogous result for p’s smaller than 2. This happens since the usual midpoint argument used in this range is not enough for this context (see Remark 4.4 below for a detailed discussion about that).

Finally, in Section 5, we establish a variant of the Gorelik principle for asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences. We apply it to show that some asymptotic linear properties of Banach spaces are also preserved under asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences.^2 To state our main result along these lines, we start recalling the definition of asymptotic uniform smoothness. Given a Banach space X, we denote by B_X its closed unit ball, S_X its unit sphere and cof(X) the set of its closed finite codimensional subspaces. Then, we define the modulus of asymptotic uniform smoothness of X by letting ρ̄_X (τ) = sup_{x∈SX} inf_{Y ∈cof(X)} sup_{y∈SY} ‖x + τy‖ − 1

for all τ ≥ 0. The Banach space X is called asymptotically uniformly smooth, abbreviated as AUS, if

lim_{τ →0} ρ̄_X (τ) τ = 0.

It is known that if X is AUS, then there is p ∈ (1, ∞) such that ρ̄_X (τ) ≤ Cτ^p for all τ ≥ (0, 1) (see [KOS99] or [Raj13, Theorem 2.1]); in this case, X is called p-asymptotically uniformly smooth, abbreviated as p-AUS. Let us also say that X is ∞-AUS (or asymptotically uniformly flat, AUF in short) if there exists τ_0 > 0 such that ρ̄_X (τ) = 0 for all τ < τ_0.

Notice that AUSness and p-AUSness are not isomorphic properties, so equivalent norms may disagree on this matter. If a Banach space X has an equivalent norm making it AUS, we say that X is AUSable. We define p-AUSable analogously.

The following is our main result about preservation of asymptotic structures.

Theorem B. Let p ∈ (1, ∞] and let X be a p-AUS Banach space. If a Banach space Y is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to X, then Y is p^′-AUSable for all p^′ ∈ (1, p).

We point out that Theorem B cannot be improved to say that p-AUSness is preserved by asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalence. Indeed, N. Kalton showed

2We point out to the reader that the word “asymptotic” may be a little misleading here. Indeed,

while our choice for this word in the definition of our equivalences is motivated by the notion of asymptotic closeness, ∼_∞, asympotitic properties of Banach spaces are usually properties which depend on finite codimensional subspaces only.

that p-AUSness is not stable even under the stronger notion of coarse Lipschitz equivalence (see [Kal13, Theorem 5.4 and Remark in page 170]).

Corollary C. AUSableness is preserved by asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

We finish this introduction with a quick discussion about Theorem B above. For p ∈ (1, ∞], let us denote by T_p the class of all p-AUSable Banach spaces. In the literature of Banach spaces, one often studies some small variations of the class T_p; this is important both to better understand T_p as well as to pin down precise asymptotic properties which are preserved by different notions of equivalences between Banach spaces. For p ∈ (1, ∞], some of those variations on the definition of p-AUSness gives rise to classes of Banach spaces denoted by A_p and N_p (we refer the reader to Subsection 5.1 for precise definitions). Those classes are related by the following inclusions

T_p ⊊ A_p ⊊ N_p ⊊ � p^′ <p

T_p′ , if p ∈ (1, ∞) and T_∞ ⊊ A_∞ = N_∞ ⊊ � p^′ <∞

T_p′ .

In Section 5, we actually prove a stronger technical result which, together with the inclusions above, implies Theorem B. Precisely, we shall prove that, for p ∈ (1, ∞], both classes A_p and N_p are preserved by asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences (see Theorem 5.7).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basic properties. In this subsection, we prove several basic properties of the new definitions given in the introduction. The material proved in here will be used throughout the rest of the paper and it serves as a warm up for the reader to get used to those new definitions. We start with a terminology which will be useful.

Definition 2.1. Let X and Y be asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent metric spaces and let f : X → Y and g : Y → X witness this equivalence, i.e., f and g are as in Definition 1.2. We say that g is an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverse of f and vice-versa.

Proposition 2.2. Let (X, d) and (Y, ∂) be metric spaces, and let f, g : X → Y be maps. The following are equivalent:

(1) For some x_0 ∈ X, we have that

lim_{x→∞}

∂(f(x), g(x)) d(x, x_0)

= 0.

(2) For all x_0 ∈ X, we have that

lim_{x→∞}

∂(f(x), g(x)) d(x, x_0)

= 0.

Proof. Suppose (1) holds for x_0 ∈ X and fix x_1 ∈ X. First, if X has finite diameter, the result follows immediately from our convention. If not, then, for any x ∈ X with d(x, x_0) > 2d(x_1, x_0), we have that ∂(f(x), g(x)) d(x, x_1) ≤ ∂(f(x), g(x)) d(x, x_0) − d(x_1, x_0) ≤ 2 ∂(f(x), g(x)) d(x, x_0) and the result follows. □

As mentioned in the introduction, asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence is an equivalence relation on the class of metric spaces. Since reflexivity and symmetry are evident, we only need to notice its transitivity. For that, we start by proving a preliminary result which will be useful throughout these notes.

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, d) and (Y, ∂) be metric spaces, and let f : X → Y and g : Y → X be coarse Lipschitz maps with g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X . For each x_0 ∈ X and θ > 0, there is L > 0, such that for all x, x^′ ∈ X we have that

d(x, x^′) > θ max{d(x, x_0), d(x^′, x_0)} implies ∂(f(x), f(x^′)) ≥ 1 L d(x, x^′) − L.

Proof. Suppose the proposition fails for x_0 ∈ X and θ > 0. So, there are sequences (x_n)_n, (x^′_n)_n ⊂ X such that

(1) d(x_n, x^′_n) > θ max{d(x_n, x_0), d(x^′_n, x_0)} for all n ∈ N, and (2) ∂(f(x_n), f(x^′_n)) ≤^1_n d(x_n, x^′_n) − n for all n ∈ N.

In particular, (2) implies that lim_n d(x_n, x^′_n) = ∞.

Let g : Y → X be coarse Lipschitz and such that g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X and fix M > 0 such that d(g(y), g(y^′)) ≤ M∂(y, y^′) + M for all y, y^′ ∈ Y . So, (2) above gives that

d(g(f(x_n)), g(f(x^′_n))) ≤ M n d(x_n, x^′_n) + M

for all n ∈ N.

Claim 2.4. Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that

d(g(f(x_n)), x_n) ≤ d(x_n, x^′_n) 3 and d(g(f(x^′_n)), x^′_n) ≤ d(x_n, x^′_n) 3 for all n ∈ N.

Proof. It is enough to show the claim holds for (x_n)_n. Suppose first that (x_n)_n is bounded. In this case, as f and g are coarse, we must have that (d(g(f(x_n)), x_n))_n is bounded. Then, as lim_n d(x_n, x^′_n) = ∞, there is n_0 ∈ N such that

d(g(f(x_n)), x_n) ≤ d(x_n, x^′_n) 3 for all n > n_0.

Suppose now (x_n)_n is unbounded. Then, passing to a subsequence, we assume that lim_n d(x_n, x_0) = ∞. As g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X , there is n_0 ∈ N such that

d(g(f(x_n)), x_n) ≤ θ d(x_n, x_0) 3 for all n > n_0. As d(x_n, x^′_n) is larger than θd(x_n, x_0), we conclude that

d(g(f(x_n)), x_n) ≤ d(x_n, x^′_n) 3 for all n > n_0. □

Passing to a subsequence, we now assume the previous claim holds for (x_n)_n and (x^′_n)_n. We then conclude that M n d(x_n, x^′_n) + M ≥ d(g(f(x_n)), g(f(x^′_n)))

≥ d(x_n, x^′_n) − d(g(f(x_n)), x_n) − d(g(f(x^′_n)), x^′_n) ≥ d(x_n, x^′_n) 3 for all n > n_0. This gives us a contradiction since lim_n d(x_n, x^′_n) = ∞. □

Next we isolate an immediate corollary of Proposition 2.3.

Corollary 2.5. Let (X, d) and (Y, ∂) be metric spaces and f : X → Y be an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence. Then, for all x_0 ∈ X there is L > 0 such that ∂(f(x), f(x_0)) ≥ 1 L d(x, x_0) − L for all x ∈ X. In particular, for all x_0 ∈ X we have that lim_{x→∞} ∂(f(x), f(x_0)) = ∞.

Proposition 2.6. The asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalence is an equivalence relation in the class of metric spaces.

Proof. Reflexivity and symmetry of this relation are evident; so, we only prove its transitivity. For this, let (X, d_X ), (Y, d_Y ), and (Z, d_Z ) be metric spaces, and let f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences with asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverses f^′ : Y → X and g^′ : Z → Y , respectively. As f and f^′ are coarse Lipschitz, fix L > 0 such that for all t ≥ 0, ω_f (t) ≤ Lt + L and ω_f ′ (t) ≤ Lt + L.

Let us show that f^′ ∘ g^′ ∘ g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X . For that, fix x_0 ∈ X and notice that d_X (f^′(g^′(g(f(x)))), x) d_X (x, x_0) ≤ d_X (f^′(g^′(g(f(x)))), f^′(f(x))) + d_X (f^′(f(x)), x) d_X (x, x_0) ≤ Ld_Y (g^′(g(f(x))), f(x)) + L + d_X (f^′(f(x)), x) d_X (x, x_0) for all x ∈ X. By Corollary 2.5, we have that lim_{x→∞} d_Y (f(x), f(x_0)) = ∞. Hence, since g^′ ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_Y , it follows that

lim sup x→∞ d_Y (g^′(g(f(x))), f(x)) d_X (x, x_0)

= lim sup x→∞ � d_Y (g^′(g(f(x))), f(x)) d_Y (f(x), f(x_0)) · d_Y (f(x), f(x_0)) d_X (x, x_0) �

≤ lim sup x→∞ � d_Y (g^′(g(f(x))), f(x)) d_Y (f(x), f(x_0)) · Ld_X (x, x_0) + L d_X (x, x_0) �

= 0.

Therefore, as f^′ ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X , we conclude that

lim_{x→x0} d_X (f^′(g^′(g(f(x)))), x)

d_X (x, x_0)

= 0.

This shows that f^′ ∘ g^′ ∘ g ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_X and a completely symmetric argument shows that g ∘ f ∘ f^′ ∘ g^′ ∼_∞ Id_Y . Since g ∘ f and f^′ ∘ g^′ are coarse Lipschitz, we conclude that X and Y are coarse Lipschitz equivalent. □

2.2. Some examples. Obviously, any coarse Lipschitz equivalence is an asymptotic coarse Lispchitz equivalence. In this subsection, we provide some nontrivial examples of asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences, i.e., examples which are not coarse Lipschitz equivalences (see also Subsection 2.3 for other such example). In fact, the examples will be of spaces which are not even coarsely equivalent: recall, (X, d) and (Y, ∂) are coarsely equivalent if there are maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X such that both f and g are coarse, i.e., ω_f (t), ω_g (t) < ∞ for all t ≥ 0, and g ∘ f ∼ Id_X and f ∘ g ∼ Id_Y .

Example 2.7. Asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences do not need to be coarse (Lipschitz) embeddings even in the class of Banach spaces; recall, a coarse embedding (resp. coarse Lipschitz embedding) is a coarse equivalence (resp. coarse Lipschitz equivalence with a subset. Let f : R → R be the identity map and g : R → R be the continuous piecewise affine function determined by the following properties:

(1) g(x) = x for all x ∈ [−2, 2], (2) g is constant on the intervals [2^n, 2^n + n] and [−2^n − n, −2^n] for all n ∈ N, and (3) g^′(x) = 1 on the intervals (2^n +n, 2^{n+1}) and (−2^{n+1}, −2^n −n) for all n ∈ N.

Both f and g are clearly 1-Lipschitz and |x − f(g(x))| = |x − g(f(x))| ≤ 1 + . . . + n for all x in either [2^n, 2^{n+1}] or [−2^{n+1}, −2^n]. Therefore, f ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_X and g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_Y .

However, it is clear that inf ‖x−x^′‖=t

‖g(x) − g(x^′)‖ = 0

for all t > 0. So, g cannot be a coarse Lipschitz embedding even though g is an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence. Moreover, it is clear that f can be modified (similarly to the definition of g), so that f is not a coarse Lipschitz embedding either.

Remark 2.8. A map f : X → Y between Banach spaces is called almost uncollapsed if there is t > 0 such that inf ‖x−x^′‖=t

‖f(x) − f(x^′)‖ > 0;

see [Ros17] and [Bra18] for more on almost uncollapsed maps (we restrict this definition to Banach spaces so that the condition “d(x, x^′) = ‖x − x^′‖ = t” is not vacuous). Notice that the requirement on the map f not collapsing distances in the sense above is much weaker than the one of f being a coarse (Lipschitz) embedding (see [Bra18, Proposition 2.5]). Example 2.7 shows much more than the fact that asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences do not need to be coarse embeddings: they do not even need to be almost uncollapsed.

Although Example 2.7 shows that an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence between X and Y does not need to be a coarse Lipschitz equivalence, the spaces in this example, i.e., X = Y = R, are obviously coarse Lipschitz equivalent. In the next example, we show that this does not need to be the case: asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence of metric spaces is strictly weaker than coarse Lipschitz equivalence. Before presenting the example, we recall the definition of asymptotic dimension. Recall that, if (X, d) is a metric space and n ∈ N ∪ {0}, then X has asymptotic dimension at most n ∈ N if for all r > 0 there are families U_0, . . . , U_n of subsets of X such that

(1) X =

�_n i=0 � U∈U_i U,

(2) d(U, V ) := inf{d(x, y), (x, y) ∈ U × V } > r for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n} and all distinct U, V ∈ U_i, and (3) sup_{U∈Ui} diam(U) < ∞ for all i ∈ {0, . . . , n}.

The asymptotic dimension of X, denoted by AsyDim(X), is then defined to be the minimal n ∈ N ∪ {0} such that X has asymptotic dimension at most n (we refer the reader to [NY12] for more on asymptotic dimension).

Example 2.9. Consider

X = {2^n | n ∈ N} and Y = {(2^n, j) | n ∈ N, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n}} endowed with their canonical metrics. Then X and Y are asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent; but not coarse Lipschitz equivalent, in fact, they are not even coarsely equivalent. Indeed, the maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X defined by setting f(2^n) = (2^n, 0) and g(2^n, j) = 2^n for all n ∈ N and all j ∈ {0, . . . , n} are clear witnesses of the asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence of X and Y . In particular, this implies that the asymptotic dimension of metric spaces is not preserved under asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence. Indeed X has asymptotic dimension 0 and Y has asymptotic dimension 1, while asymptotic dimension is preserved by coarse Lipschitz embeddings ([NY12, Proposition 2.2.4 and Theorem 2.2.5]).

Remark 2.10. As, under the optics of coarse geometry, {2^n | n ∈ N} is the smallest unbounded metric space^3, Example 2.9 shows that containing isometric copies of ({0, . . . , n})^∞_{n=1} imposes no restriction for asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences. On the other hand, containing a coarse copy of N does impose some restriction. Indeed, it follows immediately from Corollary 2.5 that if N coarsely embeds into X and X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to Y , then there is a coarse (and therefore Lipschitz) map from N to Y with unbounded image. It is easy to see that such a map from N to {2^n | n ∈ N} does not exist. Therefore, {2^n | n ∈ N} cannot be asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to any metric space containing a coarse copy of N.

2.3. A more robust example. As we have seen in Example 2.9, the notion of asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence is strictly weaker than the one of coarse Lipschitz equivalence. In this subsection, we take a deeper look at this and accentuate this difference even further. In fact, Example 2.9 shows that there are metric spaces X and Y which are not coarse Lipschitz equivalent, but are asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent. However, the space Y presented therein does not even coarsely embed into X. Moreover, it is easy to notice that, for such spaces, there is not even a coarse map Y → X which is also uncollapsed.^4 In this subsection, we show that we can take asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences to be much more

3The word “smallest” is appropriate here since any unbounded metric space contains a coarse

copy of {2^n | n ∈ N}.

4A map f : (X, d) → (Y, ∂) is uncollapsed if there is r > 0 such that inf

d(x,x′)≥r ∂(f(x), f(x

′)) > 0 (cf. Remark 2.8).

rigid and still not imply that the metric spaces are even coarsely equivalent to each other (see Proposition 2.3).

Let (X, d) and (Y, ∂) be metric spaces, and let f : X → Y be a map. For each s > 0, Exp_s(f) = inf � d(f(x), f(z)) d(x, z)

| d(x, z) ≥ s �

(here we use the convention that inf ∅ = ∞), and we let Exp_∞(f) = sup_{s>0} Exp_s(f).

Notice that, since Exp_s increases as s increases, we have Exp_∞(f) = lim_{s→∞} Exp_s(f).

Proposition 2.11. Let X and Y be metric spaces, and f : X → Y and g : Y → X be coarse Lipschitz maps. If Exp_∞(g ∘ f) > 0, then f is a coarse Lipschitz embedding.^5

Proof. If f is not a coarse Lipschitz embedding, there are (x_n)_n and (z_n)_n in X such that ∂(f(x_n), f(z_n)) ≤ 1 n d(x_n, z_n) − n for all n ∈ N. In particular, lim_n d(x_n, z_n) = ∞. As g is coarse Lipschitz, there is L > 0 so that ω_g(t) ≤ Lt + L for all t > 0. Hence,

d(g(f(x_n)), g(f(z_n))) d(x_n, z_n) ≤ Ln^{−1}d(x_n, z_n) + L d(x_n, z_n) ≤ L n + L d(x_n, z_n)

→ 0,

which contradicts that Exp_∞(g ∘ f) > 0. □

Remark 2.12. Recall that the asymptotic dimension of a given metric space is always an upper bound for the asymptotic dimension of any metric space which coarsely embeds in it ([NY12, Proposition 2.2.4 and Theorem 2.2.5]). Hence, Example 2.9 cannot be improved to hold for some asymptotic coarse Lispchitz equivalence also satisfying that Exp(f ∘ g) > 0 and Exp(g ∘ f) > 0.

The next proposition shows that the asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences can be much more rigid and still not force the spaces to be coarsely equivalent.

Proposition 2.13. There are metric spaces X and Y which are not coarsely equivalent but such that there is an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence f : X → Y with asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverse g : Y → X such that Exp(f ∘ g) > 0 and Exp(g ∘ f) > 0. In particular, both f and g are coarse Lipschitz embeddings and AsyDim(X) = AsyDim(Y ).

Proof. Let X = {(x + log(y + 1), y) | (x, y) ∈ [0, ∞)^2} and Y = X ∪ � {0} × [0, ∞) � , and consider X and Y with their standard metrics inherited from R^2 . Let f : X → Y be the inclusion map and let g : Y → X be given by g(x, y) = (x + log(y + 1), y)

5A completely analogous proof will show that if f and g are only assumed to be coarse, then f is a coarse embedding.

for all (x, y) ∈ Y . Being the inclusion, f is coarse Lipschitz and, since the logarithm is a coarse Lipschitz function on [1, ∞), so is g.

We now notice that f and g are asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverses of each other. Since

‖g ∘ f(x, x^′) − (x, x^′)‖ = ‖(log(x^′ + 1)), 0)‖ ≤ log(‖(x, x^′)‖ + 1)

and lim_{s→∞} log(s + 1)/s = 0, it follows that g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X . Moreover, since ‖g ∘ f(x, x^′) − g ∘ f(z, z^′)‖ ≥ ‖(x, x^′) − (z, z^′)‖ − | log(x^′ + 1) − log(z^′ + 1)|,

it also follows that Exp_∞(g ∘ f) > 0. Analogously, we have that f ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_Y and Exp_∞(f ∘ g) > 0.

Let us now notice that X and Y are not coarsely equivalent. Suppose towards a contradiction that there are coarse maps f : X → Y and g : Y → X such that g ∘ f ∼ Id_X and f ∘ g ∼ Id_Y . Given x ∈ X and r > 0, we let B(x, r) = {z ∈ X | d(x, z) ≤ r}. Since g : Y → X is a coarse equivalence, we have that for all s > 0 there is r > 0 such that ‖(y, y^′) − (z, z^′)‖ > s implies ‖g(y, y^′) − g(z, z^′)‖ > r, for all (y, y^′), (z, z^′) ∈ Y . Therefore, we must have lim_{t→∞} d(g(0, t) − g(X)) = ∞.

So, we can pick a sequence (y_n)_n of elements in [0, ∞) such that (2.1) B(g(0, y_n), n) ∩ � g(Y ) \ g({0} × [0, ∞)) � = ∅ for all n ∈ N. Let Z = g({0} × [0, ∞)) ∪ � n (B(g(0, y_n), n) ∩ X).

Let h = g ↾ {0}×[0, ∞); so, h is a coarse embedding. As g is a coarse equivalence, its image is cobounded, i.e., sup_{x∈X} d(x, g(Y )) < ∞. Therefore, it follows from (2.1) that h : {0} × [0, ∞) → Z is a coarse equivalence. This is a contradiction since {0}×[0, ∞) has asymptotic dimension 1, Z has asymptotic dimension 2, and coarse equivalences preserve asymptotic dimension ([NY12, Theorem 2.2.5]). □

Remark 2.14. We present here another approach to obtain that X and Y are not coarsely equivalent in the previous proposition. We can introduce the following coarse property: a metric space (X, d) is said to be coarsely connected at infinity if there is s > 0 such that for all bounded A ⊂ X there exists another bounded B ⊂ X such that any x, y ∈ X \ B can be connected by a discrete path x_0 = x, x_1, . . . , x_n = y such that x_i ∉ A and d(x_i, x_{i−1}) ≤ s for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

It is easy to show that this is a coarse property, i.e., it is preserved by coarse equivalences. But while X in the previous example has it, Y does not.

Notice that both restrictions in the previous proposition and in the previous remark only work for metric spaces with asymptotic dimension at least 1 (indeed, the existence of the paths in the remark above implies either that X is bounded or that X has asymptotic dimension at least 1). Moreover, Example 2.9 falls in the same scenario. This justifies the following problem.

Problem 2.15. Let X and Y be asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent metric spaces with asymptotic dimension zero. Does it follow that X and Y are coarse (Lipschitz) equivalent?

3. Banach spaces and behavior under ultraproducts

3.1. Comparing asymptotic coarse Lipschitz and coarse Lipschitz equivalences. The metric spaces of main interest in this paper are Banach spaces. From now own, we will study the asymptotic coarse Lipschitz geometry of Banach spaces and show that several of the results present in the coarse Lipschitz theory are still valid under this weaker notion. As a warm up, we start with a simple result about asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences which also satisfy the extra assumption that Exp(f ∘ g) > 0 and Exp(g ∘ f) > 0.

Proposition 3.1. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, and f : X → Y be an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence with asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverse g : Y → X. Suppose also that Exp(f ∘ g) > 0 and Exp(g ∘ f) > 0. Then dim(X) = dim(Y ) and, if dim(X) < ∞, f (and g) are coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

Proof. By Proposition 2.11, both f and g are coarse Lipschitz embeddings and dim(X) = dim(Y ) follows. If moreover dim(X) < ∞ the result follows since any coarse Lipschitz embedding h : R^n → R^n is automatically cobounded, i.e., sup_{y∈R}n d(y, h(R^n )) < ∞ (see [Kap14, Exercise 2.27]), and therefore a coarse Lipschitz equivalence. □

As we will see in Corollary 3.6 below, the first statement of the previous proposition also holds for asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences. However, as seen in Example 2.7, the second does not. We conclude now this very short subsection with two questions.

Problem 3.2. Let X and Y be two asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent Banach spaces. Are they necessarily coarse Lipschitz equivalent?

Problem 3.3. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and let f : X → Y be as in Proposition 3.1. Must f be a coarse Lipschitz equivalence? If not, does it follow that the existence of such f implies the existence of a coarse Lipschitz equivalence X → Y ?

3.2. Ultrapowers and asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences. It is well known that coarse equivalences generate Lipschitz equivalences between ultraproducts. In the next lemma, we show that the same holds for asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences. Recall, if X is a Banach space and U is an ultrafilter on N, we denote the ultraproduct of X with respect to U by X^N/U. We refer the reader to [AK06, Section 11.1] for the theory of ultraproducts of Banach spaces.

Proposition 3.4. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and U be a nonprincipal ultrafilter on N. Let f : X → Y and g : Y → X be coarse Lipschitz maps such that f ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_Y . Define F : X^N/U → Y^N/U and G : Y^N/U → X^N/U by

F ([(x_n)_n]) =

�f(nx_n) n � n � , for all [(x_n)_n] ∈ X^N/U

G([(y_n)_n]) =

� g(ny_n) n � n � , for all [(y_n)_n] ∈ Y^N/U.

Then F and G are Lipschitz and F ∘ G = Id_Y N_{/U} .

In particular, F is surjective and if, furthermore, we have that g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X , then F is a Lipschitz equivalence with Lipschitz inverse G.

Proof. Notice that, as f and g are coarse Lipschitz maps, it follows easily that F and G are well defined and Lipschitz. We only need to show that F ∘ G = Id_Y N_{/U} , as the rest of the statement will clearly follow. It is also obvious that F ∘ G(0) = 0. So let [(y_n)_n] ∈ Y^N/U, so that [(y_n)_n] ≠ 0 and fix ε > 0.

As f ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_Y , there exists r > 0 such that for all y ∈ Y with ‖y‖ > r we have ‖f(g(y)) − y‖ ≤ ε‖y‖. Since lim_{n,U} ‖y_n‖ > 0, there exists A ∈ U such that ‖f(g(ny_n)) − ny_n‖ ≤ ε‖ny_n‖, for all n ∈ A. Unfolding definitions, we have that

F (G([(y_n)_n])) − [(y_n)_n] =

� f(g(ny_n)) n − y_n � n � = � f(g(ny_n)) − ny_n n � n � . Therefore, � �F (G([(yn)n])) − [(yn)n] � � = lim_{n,U} � � � f(g(ny_n)) − ny_n n � � � ≤ ε‖[(y^n)^n]‖.

As ε > 0 was arbitrary, this shows that F ∘ G([(y_n)_n]) = [(y_n)_n]. □

Unlike coarse Lipschitz equivalences, the range of an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence does not need to be δ-dense in its codomain for some δ > 0 (see Example 2.9 or Proposition 2.11). The next corollary gives some information on what the range of an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence must be.

Corollary 3.5. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, and f : X → Y be an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence. Then � n∈N 1 n f(X) is dense in Y .

Proof. Let F be as in Proposition 3.4. Let y ∈ Y . As F : X^N/U → Y^N/U is surjective, there exists [(x_n)_n] ∈ X^N/U such that F ([(x_n)_n]) = [(y)_n] ∈ Y^N/U. Hence, lim_{n,U} ‖^1_n f(nx_n) − y‖ = 0. So, � n∈N 1 n f(X) is dense in Y . □

Corollary 3.6. Let X and Y be asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent Banach spaces.

(1) If dim(X) < ∞, then dim(X) = dim(Y ). (2) If Y = ℓ_2, then X is isomorphic to ℓ_2.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 3.4. Indeed, if dim(X) < ∞, then all of its ultraproducts also have dimension dim(X) and the dimension is preserved by Lipschitz equivalences. So, (1) follows.

For (2), recall that the ultrapower of ℓ_2 is still a Hilbert space and that being isomorphic to a Hilbert space is preserved by Lipschitz equivalences (see [Enf70, Theorem 6.3.1]). □

4. Asymptotic coarse Lipschitz structure of ℓ_p, p ∈ (2, ∞).

As shown in Corollary 3.6, the asymptotic coarse Lipschitz structure of ℓ_2 completely determines its isomorphic structure. In this subsection, we show that the same holds for ℓ_p for any p ∈ (2, ∞). This is the missing part of Theorem A of Section 1 and it is proved below as Corollary 4.6. In fact, the same holds for ℓ_{p1} ⊕ . . . ⊕ ℓ_{pn} for any p_1, . . . , p_n ∈ (2, ∞) (see Theorem 4.5).

Asymptotic uniform smoothness will play an important role in the proof of Theorem 4.5 below. We refer the reader to Section 1 for the precise definitions of asymptotic uniform smoothness, abbreviated as AUS, and p-asymptotic uniform smoothness, abbreviated as p-AUS. For this section, however, it will be enough for the reader to know that, for p ∈ (1, ∞), ℓ_p is p-AUS. Moreover, if 1 < p_1 < p_2 < . . . < p_n < ∞, then

�_n i=1 ℓ_{pi} is p_1-AUS.

As demonstrated by N. Kalton and L. Randrianarivony [KR08], the Hamming graphs are of great help when studying p-AUS spaces. Given an infinite M ⊂ N and k ∈ N, we let [M ]^k be the set of all subsets of M with exactly k elements and we denote each element of [M ]^k as a tuple in an increasing order, i.e., given n̄ ∈ [M ]^k , we write n̄ = (n_1, . . . , n_k) where n_1 < . . . < n_k. The Hamming metric of [M ]^k is the metric d_H given by d_H(n̄, m̄) = |{i ∈ {1, . . . , k} | n_i ≠ m_i}| for all n̄, m̄ ∈ [M ]^k .

The following relation between the Hamming metric and AUSness was found by N. Kalton and L. Randrianarivony:

Lemma 4.1. ([KR08, Theorem 4.2]). Let p ∈ (1, ∞) and suppose Y is a reflexive p-AUS Banach space. Then there is C > 0 such that for all k ∈ N and all Lipschitz maps f : [N]^k → Y , there is an infinite M ⊂ N such that

diam(f([M ]^k )) ≤ CLip(f)k^{1/p}.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 ≤ r < p_1 < . . . < p_n < ∞. If a Banach space X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to

�_n k=1 ℓ_{pk} , then ℓ_r does not coarse Lipschitz embed into X.

Proof. To simplify notation, let Y =

�_n k=1 ℓ_{pk} . Assume X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to Y and let f : X → Y be such an equivalence. Suppose towards a contradiction that there is a coarse Lipschitz embedding g : ℓ_r → X. Replacing g by an appropriate translation of itself if necessary, we can assume that g(0) = 0. Moreover, as g is a coarse Lipschitz embedding, replacing g by αg(β·) for appropriate α, β > 0, we can also assume that there is L > 1 for which ‖z − z^′‖ ≤ ‖g(z) − g(z^′)‖ ≤ L‖z − z^′‖ for all z, z^′ ∈ ℓ_r with ‖z − z^′‖ ≥ 1.

As f is coarse Lipschitz, replacing L by a larger number if necessary, we can also assume that

‖f(x) − f(x^′)‖ ≤ L‖x − x^′‖ for all x, x^′ ∈ X with ‖x − x^′‖ ≥ 1. For each k ∈ N, define φ_k : [N]^k → ℓ_r as

φ_k(n̄) = k� i=1 e_{ni} for all n̄ ∈ [N]^k .

Notice that φ_k is 2^{1/r}-Lipschitz and that its image is 1-separated. So, by our choice of L, we have that

Lip(f ∘ g ∘ φ_k) ≤ 2^{1/r}L^2 for all k ∈ N.

Therefore, as Y is p_1-AUS, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that there is C > 0 such that, for each k ∈ N, there is an infinite M_k ⊂ N such that

(4.1) diam(f ∘ g ∘ φ_k([M_k ]^k)) ≤ C2^{1/r}L^2k^{1/p1} . For a fixed k ∈ N, pick n̄, m̄ ∈ [M_k ]^k with n_k < m_1. Then

‖g(φ_k(n̄)) − g(φ_k(m̄))‖ ≥ 2^{1/r}k^{1/r}

and, as we assume that g(0) = 0,

‖g(φ_k(n̄))‖ ≤ Lk^{1/r} and ‖g(φ_k(m̄))‖ ≤ Lk^{1/r}.

Applying Proposition 2.3 to x_0 = 0 and θ = 2^{1/r}/L, we obtain M > 1 (independent on k) and k_0 ∈ N such that, if k was previously chosen larger than k_0,

(4.2) ‖f(g(φ(n̄))) − f(g(φ(m̄)))‖ ≥ 1 M ‖g(φ(n̄)) − g(φ(m̄))‖ ≥ k^{1/r} M Then, (4.1) and (4.2) imply that for all k ≥ k_0,

k^{1/r} M ≤ C2^{1/r}L^2k^{1/p1}

As r < p_1, this gives us a contradiction for large values of k ∈ N. □

Remark 4.3. The above statement could actually be stated in terms of “asymptotically coarse Lipschitz embeddings”. However, the right definition of this type of embedding is not clear: indeed, one could naturally define such embedding as being an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence between X and a subset of Y . But this definition has a big fault: it is not clear that the composition of such embeddings would still be an embedding of this sort. For this reason, we chose to focus only on equivalences in this paper.

We point out however that the proof of Theorem 4.2 shows the following stronger result: if 1 ≤ r < p_1 < . . . < p_n < ∞, then there is no coarse Lipschitz map f : ℓ_r → ℓ_{p1} ⊕ . . . ⊕ ℓ_{pn} which also satisfies the conclusion of Proposition 2.3. We will study maps between Banach spaces which are coarse Lipschitz and satisfy the conclusion of Proposition 2.3 (as well as modifications of it) in a forthcoming paper (see [BL23]).

Remark 4.4. The reader familiar with the nonlinear theory of Banach spaces knows that, for the classic coarse Lipschitz equivalences, Theorem 4.2 also holds if r is larger than all p_i’s. More precisely, ℓ_r does not coarse Lipschitz embeds into ℓ_{p1} ⊕ . . . ⊕ ℓ_{pn} for all 1 ≤ p_1 < . . . < p_n < r. The proof of this result does not use Hamming graphs but instead uses what is called the “approximate midpoints technique” (see [KR08, Proposition 3.1]). This however does not hold in our settings. Indeed, we show in our forthcoming paper (see [BL23]) that, for p > q, ℓ_p can be mapped into ℓ_q by a coarse Lipschitz maps which satisfies the conclusion of Proposition 2.3 (spoiler: the Mazur map does that). See Remark 4.7 below.

We can now state and prove our extension of [JLS96, Theorem 2.2] and [KR08, Theorem 5.3] to asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

Theorem 4.5. Let 2 < p_1 < . . . < p_n < ∞. If a Banach space X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to

�_n k=1 ℓ_{pk} , then X is linearly isomorphic to

�_n k=1 ℓ_{pk} .

Proof. The proof follows by induction on n ∈ N. Indeed, suppose X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to ℓ_{p1} . Then, by Proposition 3.4, we have that X^N/U is Lipschitz equivalent to Y^N/U, where U is any nonprincipal ultrafilter on N. In particular, it follows from classic results that X is isomorphic to a complemented subspace of L_{p1} (this follows for instance from [HM82, Theorems 1.3 and 2.3, and Proposition 2.1]). By Theorem 4.2, X does not contain an isomorphic copy of ℓ_2. Hence, X must be isomorphic to a complemented subspace of ℓ_{p1} (see the main result in [Joh76]), which in turn is either isomorphic to ℓ_{p1} itself or finite dimensional ([Peł60, Theorem 1]). Since X cannot be finite dimensional, the case n = 1 follows.

Let n > 1 and suppose the result follows for any m < n. If X is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to

�_n

k=1 ℓ_{pk} , arguing exactly as above, we obtain that X is isomorphic to a complemented subspace of

�_n

k=1 L_{pk} . Since X does not contain ℓ_2 (Theorem 4.2), this implies that X must be isomorphic to a complemented subspace of

�_n k=1 ℓ_{pk} (this follows again from the main result of [Joh76])). As this is the direct sum of completely incomparable Banach spaces, this implies that X is isomorphic to

�_n k=1 E_k, where each E_k is a complemented subspace of ℓ_{pi} ([EW76, Corollary 3.7]); so, each E_k is either finite dimensional or isomorphic to ℓ_{pk} itself. In order to conclude, we need to show that each E_i is isomorphic to ℓ_{pi} . Otherwise X would be isomorphic to Y = � i∈I ℓ_{pi} , for some I ⊊ {p_1, . . . , p_n} and thus, �_n

k=1 ℓ_{pk} would be asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to Y , contradicting our inductive assumption. □

The following is an immediate consequence of Corollary 3.6 and Theorem 4.5.

Corollary 4.6 (Theorem A in Section 1). Let p ∈ [2, ∞). If a Banach space is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to ℓ_p, then X is linearly isomorphic to ℓ_p.

Remark 4.7. We point out that we do not know if Corollary 4.6 is valid for p’s in the range [1, 2). We only know that, if true, the proof would have to use different ideas than the ones from coarse Lipschitz equivalences (see Remark 4.4 above for more details on that).

5. The Gorelik principle and applications to the asymptotic structure

In this section, we establish a version of the Gorelik principle for asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences. Then, we apply it to extend to asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences a few results on the stability of asymptotic smoothness properties of Banach spaces under nonlinear equivalences. The first results in this direction can be found in [GKL01] where it is shown that being p-AUSable is stable under Lipschitz equivalences and that being p^′-AUSable for all p^′ < p is stable under uniform homeomorphism. However, Kalton proved that being p-AUSable is not stable under uniform homeomorphisms or coarse Lipschitz equivalences ([Kal13, Theorem 5.4 and Remark in page 170]). In order to describe our results precisely, we will first introduce a few other asymptotic properties.

5.1. Relevant asymptotic properties. It will be useful to define a modulus that is dual to the modulus of asymptotic uniform smoothness of a Banach space X, namely, the modulus of weak^∗-asymptotic uniform convexity of X^∗. Firstly, denote the set of all weak^∗-closed subspaces of X^∗ with finite codimension by cof^∗(X^∗). We can then define the modulus of weak^∗-asymptotic uniform convexity of X^∗ by letting θ̄_X (τ) = inf_{x∗∈S} X∗ sup Y ∈cof^∗(X^∗)

inf_{y∗∈SY} ‖x^∗ + τy^∗‖ − 1

for all τ ≥ 0. We say that X^∗ is weak^∗-asymptotically uniformly convex, abbreviated as w^∗-AUC, if θ̄_X (τ) > 0 for all τ > 0.

It is easy to notice (and we will use this in the proof of Theorem 5.12) that θ̄_X (τ)/τ is increasing. These moduli are related to each other in the sense that X is AUS if and only if X^∗ is w^∗-AUC. This follows from the following precise quantitative result that we shall also need.

Proposition 5.1. ([DKLR17, Proposition 2.1]). Let X be a Banach space and τ, σ ∈ (0, 1).

(1) If ρ̄_X (σ) < στ, then θ̄_X (6τ) ≥ στ (2) If θ̄_X (τ) > στ, then ρ̄_X (σ) ≤ στ.

This can be rephrased in terms of Young’s duality between ρ̄_X and θ̄_X . Recall that, given a continuous function f : [0, 1] → R, its dual Young function f^∗ : [0, 1] → R is defined as

f^∗(s) = sup{st − f(t) | t ∈ [0, 1]} for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Notice that, if f, g : [0, 1] → R are so that f(t/C) ≤ g(t) for all t ∈ [0, 1] and some C > 0, then g^∗(t/C) ≤ f^∗(t) for all t ∈ [0, 1]. The following is then a simple consequence of Proposition 5.1.

Proposition 5.2. ([DL17, Corollary 6.2]). Given a Banach space X, we have that

ρ̄_X (s/2) ≤ (θ̄_X )^∗(s) and (θ̄_X )^∗(s/6) ≤ ρ̄_X (s) for all s ∈ [0, 1].

We now turn to the asymptotic isomorphic properties that we shall consider. First, if D is a set and k ∈ N, we write D^{≤k} =

�_k

i=1 D^i and D^{<ω} =

�_∞ i=1 D^i. Given a Banach space X and a weak neighborhood basis of 0 ∈ X, say D, we call a family (x_{n̄})_{n̄∈D}≤k (respectively (x_{n̄})_{n̄∈D}<ω ) a weakly null tree if for each n̄ ∈ {∅} ∪ D^{≤k−1} (respectively for each n̄ ∈ {∅} ∪ D^{<ω} ) the net (x_{(n̄,nk )})_{nk ∈D} is weakly null; where here we consider D as a directed set with the usual reverse inclusion order.

Definition 5.3. Let p ∈ (1, ∞] and X be a Banach space. We say that X has property T_p if there is c > 0 such that for all weak neighborhood basis D of 0 ∈ X, and all weakly null trees (x_{n̄})_{n̄∈D}<ω in B_X , there is m̄ = (m_1, . . . , m_k, . . .) ∈ D^N such that � � � ∞� i=1 a_ix_{(m1 ,...,mi)} � � � ≤ c‖a‖p

for all a = (a_i)^∞_{i=1} ∈ ℓ_p.

It was proved by R.M. Causey in that X is p-AUSable if and only if X has property T_p ([Cau18, Theorem 1.1(i)]). We shall concentrate on two slightly weaker properties.

Definition 5.4. Let p ∈ (1, ∞] and X be a Banach space. We say that X has property A_p if there is c > 0 such that for all weak neighborhood basis D of 0 ∈ X, all k ∈ N, and all weakly null trees (x_{n̄})_{n̄∈D}≤k in B_X , there is m̄ = (m_1, . . . , m_k) ∈ D^k such that � � � k� i=1 a_ix_{(m1 ,...,mi)} � � � ≤ c‖a‖p

for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_k) ∈ ℓ^k_p.

Definition 5.5. Let p ∈ (1, ∞] and X be a Banach space. We say that X has property N_p if there is c > 0 such that for all weak neighborhood basis D of 0 ∈ X, all k ∈ N, and all weakly null trees (x_{n̄})_{n̄∈D}≤k in B_X , there is m̄ = (m_1, . . . , m_k) ∈ D^k such that � � � k� i=1 x_{(m1,...,mi)} � � � ≤ ck^{1/p}

(if p = ∞, we use the convention that 1/∞ = 0).

The next theorem gathers the relations between the classes T_p, A_p, and N_p.

Theorem 5.6. ([Cau21, Theorem 1.1]). Let p ∈ (1, ∞). Then

T_p ⊊ A_p ⊊ N_p ⊊ � p^′<p

T_p′ and T_∞ ⊊ A_∞ = N_∞ ⊊ � p^′ <∞

T_p′

We can now state our most precise result, which is the main result of this section and will imply Theorem B.

Theorem 5.7. Let p ∈ (1, ∞]. Then properties A_p and N_p are stable under asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

5.2. The Gorelik principle. Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem 5.7, we need to establish a variant of the Gorelik principle that is valid for such equivalences. This subsection takes care of this. This principle was initially manufactured for uniform homeomorphisms and named after Gorelik’s pioneer work ([Gor94]). Here is our version for continuous asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

Proposition 5.8. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and assume that there exist a continuous asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence f : X → Y with continuous asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverse g : Y → X. Assume also that f(0) = 0 and g(0) = 0. Then there exists M ≥ 1 such that for all ε > 0, there exists t_0 > 0 such that for any finite codimensional subspace X_0 of X and any t > t_0, there is a compact subset K ⊂ Y such that t M B_Y ⊂ K + εtB_Y + f(2tB_{X0} ).

The following lemma will be needed in the proof of Proposition 5.8.

Lemma 5.9. ([BL00, Claim (i) of Theorem 10.12]). Let X be a Banach space, X_0 ⊂ X be a subspace with finite codimension, and t > 0. There is a compact A ⊂ tB_X satisfying the following: if φ : A → X is a continuous map such that ‖φ(a) − a‖ ≤ t/2 for all a ∈ A, then φ(A) ∩ X_0 ≠ ∅.

Proof of Proposition 5.8. Let L ≥ 1 be such that ω_f (t) ≤ Lt+L and ω_g (t) ≤ Lt+L, for all t ∈ [0, ∞). Let us show the proposition holds for M = 12L. For that, fix ε > 0 and let δ = min{^1_{12L2} ,^ε_{4L2} }. Since g ∘ f ∼_∞ Id_X and f ∘ g ∼_∞ Id_Y , there is t_0 > 0 such that ‖g(f(x)) − x‖ ≤ δ‖x‖ and ‖f(g(y)) − y‖ ≤ δ‖y‖ for all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y with ‖x‖ ≥ δt_0 and ‖y‖ ≥ δt_0. Furthermore, we assume that δt_0 ≥ 12L^2.

Let t ≥ t_0 and X_0 ⊂ X be a subspace with finite codimension. By Lemma 5.9, there is a compact subset A ⊂ tB_X such that if φ : A → X is a continuous map satisfying ‖φ(a) − a‖ ≤^1_2 t, for all a ∈ A, then φ(A) ∩ X_0 ≠ ∅.

Fix y ∈^t_{12L} B_Y and define a map φ : A → X by φ(a) = g(y + f(a)), for all a ∈ A. As g is continuous, so is φ. If a ∈ A ∩ δtB_X , we have ‖φ(a) − a‖ ≤ ‖g(y + f(a)) − g(f(a))‖ + ‖g(f(a))‖ + ‖a‖ ≤ L‖y‖ + L + L(Lδt + L) + L + δt ≤ t 2 . On the other hand, if a ∈ A \ δtB_Y , as t ≥ t_0, our choice of t_0 gives us that ‖φ(a) − a‖ ≤ ‖g(y + f(a)) − g(f(a))‖ + ‖g(f(a)) − a‖ ≤ L‖y‖ + L + δ‖a‖ ≤ t 2 . So, ‖φ(a) − a‖ ≤^t_2 , for all a ∈ A. Hence, by our choice of A, there exists a_y ∈ A such that φ(a_y) ∈ X_0. Since, ‖a_y‖ ≤ t and ‖φ(a_y) − a_y‖ ≤^t_2 , we have that φ(a_y) ∈ 2tB_{X0} .

Now let us notice that ‖f(g(y + f(a_y))) − (y + f(a_y))‖ ≤ εt.

Indeed, if y + f(a_y) ∈ δtB_Y , then, since f(0) = g(0) = 0, we have that ‖f(g(y + f(a_y))) − (y + f(a_y))‖ ≤ ‖f(g(y + f(a_y)))‖ + ‖y + f(a_y)‖ ≤ L(Lδt + L) + L + δt ≤ εt.

On the other hand, if y + f(a_y) ∉ δtB_Y , our choice of t_0 and the fact that f(0) = 0 gives that ‖f(g(y + f(a_y))) − (y + f(a_y))‖ ≤ δ‖y + f(a_y)‖ ≤ δ‖y‖ + δ(Lt + L) ≤ εt.

Therefore, we conclude that y ∈ K + εtB_Y + f(2tB_{X0} ), where K = −f(A). As f is continuous, K is compact. □

We now explain how to drop the continuity assumptions in Proposition 5.8 in order to get the following version of the Gorelik principle for asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalences.

Theorem 5.10 (Gorelik principle for asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences). Let X and Y be asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent Banach spaces. Then there exist an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence f : X → Y satisfying the following: there exists M ≥ 1 such that for all ε > 0, there is t_0 > 0 such that for any finite codimensional subspace X_0 of X and any t > t_0, there is a compact subset K ⊂ Y such that t M B_Y ⊂ K + εtB_Y + f(2tB_{X0} ).

Proof. Let f : X → Y and g : Y → X witness that X and Y are asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent. Without loss of generality, we can assume that f(0) = 0 and g(0) = 0. By [Bra17, Theorem 1.4], there exist continuous maps f̃ : X → Y and g̃ : Y → X such that sup_{x∈X} ‖f(x) − f̃(x)‖ < ∞ and sup_{x∈X} ‖g(x) − g̃(x)‖ < ∞.

Without loss of generality, we assume that f̃(0) = 0 and g̃(0) = 0. Since f is close to f̃ and g is close to g̃, it immediately follows that f̃ is also an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence with asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverse g̃. The result now follows from Proposition 5.8 applied to f̃ and g̃. □

We finish this subsection with a remark about Theorem 5.10 above. For this, recall: if L ≥ 1, Y is a vector space, and ‖ · ‖ and | · | are norms on Y such that 1 L ‖y‖ ≤ |y| ≤ L‖y‖ for all y ∈ Y,

we say that ‖ · ‖ and | · | are L-equivalent and write ‖ · ‖ ∼_L | · |.

Remark 5.11. Notice that the constant M obtained in the proof of Proposition 5.8 equals 12L, where L is simply a number such that ω_f (t) ≤ Lt+L and ω_g (t) ≤ Lt+L for all t ∈ [0, ∞). This implies in particular that if L^′ ≥ 1 and | · | is a norm on X which is L^′-equivalent to the original norm of X, then Theorem 5.10 holds for the Banach spaces Y and (X, | · |) with M = 12LL^′. This will be useful below.

5.3. The technical renorming result. We present in this subsection the key renorming result for Banach spaces that are asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to an AUS Banach space. Its proof follows ideas in [GKL01, Theorem 5.3] (see also [GLZ14, Theorem 3.12] and [DL17]).

Theorem 5.12. Let X be an AUS Banach space and let Y be a Banach space asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to X. There are L, C ≥ 1 such that for all δ ∈ (0, 1) there is a norm | · | on Y such that | · | ∼_L ‖ · ‖_Y and θ̄_{(Y,|·|)}(τ) ≥ θ̄_X (τ/C) − δ for all τ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let f : X → Y be the asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence given by Theorem 5.10, g : Y → X be an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverse of f, and M > 0 be given by Theorem 5.10 for f. Moreover, let t_0 > 0 be given by Theorem 5.10 for ε = 1/(8M), i.e., for all finite codimensional subspaces X_0 ⊂ X and all t > t_0, there is a compact subset K ⊂ Y such that t M B_Y ⊂ K + t 8M B_Y + f(2tB_{X0} ).

As f and g are coarse Lipschitz, we can pick L > 0 large enough so that • ‖f(x) − f(x^′)‖ ≤ L max{‖x − x^′‖, 1} for all x, x^′ ∈ X, and • ‖g(y) − g(y^′)‖ ≤ L max{‖y − y^′‖, 1} for all y, y^′ ∈ Y .

For each k ∈ N, we define an equivalent norm | · |_k on Y^∗ by letting

|y^∗|_k = sup � |y^∗(f(x) − f(x^′))| ‖x − x^′‖

| x, x^′ ∈ X with ‖x − x^′‖ ≥ 2^k �

Clearly, |y^∗|_{k+1} ≤ |y^∗|_k for all y^∗ ∈ Y^∗ and all k ∈ N. The next claim shows that this is indeed an equivalent norm on Y^∗.

Lemma 5.13. For all k ∈ N and all y^∗ ∈ Y^∗, we have that 1 L ‖y^∗‖ ≤ |y^∗|_k ≤ L‖y^∗‖.

Proof. Fix k ∈ N and y^∗ ∈ Y^∗. The inequality |y^∗|_k ≤ L‖y^∗‖ is immediate, so, we only prove the lower bound for |y^∗|_k. Fix a sequence (y_n)_n in S_Y such that ‖y^∗‖ = lim_n |y^∗(y_n)|. By our choice of L, we have that (5.1) ‖g(ny_n) − g(0)‖ ≤ L‖ny_n‖ for all n ∈ N large enough. It follows that for all n ∈ N,

|y^∗(f(g(ny_n)) − f(g(0)))| ‖g(ny_n) − g(0)‖ ≥ 1 L |y^∗(f(g(ny_n)) − f(g(0)))| ‖ny_n‖ ≥ 1 L � |y^∗(ny_n)| ‖ny_n‖ − |y^∗(f(g(ny_n)) − ny_n)|

‖ny_n‖ − |y^∗(f(g(0)))| ‖ny_n‖ � . As lim_{n→∞} ‖ny_n‖ = ∞ and, as f and g are asymptotic coarse Lipschitz inverses of each other, we have lim_{n→∞}

‖f(g(ny_n)) − ny_n‖

‖ny_n‖

= 0.

Therefore, we conclude that

lim_{n→∞}

|y^∗(f(g(ny_n)) − f(g(0)))| ‖g(ny_n) − g(0)‖ ≥ 1 L ‖y^∗‖

and the lemma follows. □

Note that | · |_k is clearly weak^∗ lower semi-continuous and is the dual norm of an equivalent norm on Y whose closed unit ball is the closed convex hull of � f(x) − f(x^′) ‖x − x^′‖

| x, x^′ ∈ X with ‖x − x^′‖ ≥ 2^k � . Lemma 5.14. Let δ ∈ (0, 1). There is C > 0 such that for all k ∈ N with 2^kCδ^{−1}θ̄_X (δ/C) > 2t_0, the following holds: for all τ ∈ (δ, 1) and all y^∗ ∈ LB_Y , there is Z ∈ cof^∗(Y^∗) such that |y^∗ + z^∗|_k ≥ 2|y^∗|_{k+1} − |y^∗|_k + θ̄_X (τ/C) for all z^∗ ∈ Z with ‖z^∗‖ ≥ τ/L.

Proof. The lemma above is only nontrivial for elements z^∗ with a moderately small norm, i.e., it is enough to show that there are C > 0 such that for all k ∈ N as above, all τ ∈ (δ, 1), and all y^∗ ∈ LB_Y there is Z ∈ cof^∗(Y^∗) such that |y^∗ + z^∗|_k ≥ 2|y^∗|_{k+1} − |y^∗|_k + θ̄_X (τ/C) for all z^∗ ∈ Z with ‖z^∗‖ ∈ (τ/L, s); where s > τ/L is a number large enough depending on L only. For now on, fix such s and pick some (5.2) C > 16ML + 64ML^3 + 32sML^2.

For the remainder of the proof, we show that C has the required properties. For that, fix k ∈ N as required, τ ∈ (δ, 1) and y^∗ ∈ LB_Y . We also fix γ > 0 and some positive β < θ̄_X (τ/C) throughout the proof (this is possible because X is AUS and therefore X^∗ is w^∗-AUC). Moreover, since θ̄_X (t)/t is increasing, our choice of k allows us to assume that β also satisfies 2^kβCτ^{−1} > 2t_0.

By the definition of the norm | · |_{k+1}, we can pick x, x^′ ∈ X with ‖x − x^′‖ ≥ 2^{k+1} such that y^∗(f(x) − f(x^′)) ≥ (1 − γ)‖x − x^′‖|y^∗|_{k+1}.

In order to simplify notation, notice that, replacing f by f(· − x_1) + x_2, for appropriate x_1, x_2 ∈ X, we can assume that x = −x^′ and f(x) = −f(x^′). In particular, ‖x‖ ≥ 2^k and

(5.3) y^∗(f(x)) = 1 2 y^∗(f(x) − f(x^′)) ≥ (1 − γ)|y^∗|_{k+1}‖x‖.

Letting σ = βC/τ, item (2) of Proposition 5.1 implies that ρ̄_X (σ) ≤ β. Therefore, there is a finite codimensional X_0 ⊂ X such that (5.4) ‖x + z‖ ≤ (1 + 2β)‖x‖ for all z ∈ σ‖x‖B_{X0} . Replacing X_0 by a smaller finite codimensional subspace, we can also assume without loss of generality that (5.5) ‖x + z‖ ≥ ‖x‖ ≥ 2^k for all z ∈ σ‖x‖B_{X0} .

As ‖x‖ ≥ 2^k, it follows from our choice of β that σ‖x‖ > 2t_0. Therefore, our choice of t_0 implies that there is a compact K ⊂ Y such that

(5.6) σ‖x‖ 2M B_Y ⊂ K + σ‖x‖ 16M B_Y + f(σ‖x‖B_{X0} ).

Since K is compact, there is Z ∈ cof^∗(Y^∗) such that

z^∗(f(x)) = 0 and |z^∗(y)| ≤ σ‖x‖‖z^∗‖ 8M for all y ∈ K and all z^∗ ∈ sB_Z .

We will now proceed to show that Z chosen above has the desired properties. For that, fix z^∗ ∈ Z with ‖z^∗‖ ∈ [τ/L, s) and let us estimate |y^∗ + z^∗|_k from below. For that, let z ∈^{σ‖x‖}_{2M} S_Y be such that

z^∗(z) ≥ σ‖x‖‖z^∗‖ 4M . Then, using (5.6) for −z, we obtain w ∈ σ‖x‖B_{X0} such that

(5.7) z^∗(−f(w)) ≥ σ‖x‖‖z^∗‖ 16M ≥ βC‖x‖ 16ML . Since x = −x^′, f(x) = −f(x^′), ‖w − x^′‖ ≥ 2^k (this follows from (5.5)), and ‖x^′ − w‖ ≤ (1 + 2β)‖x‖ (5.4), we have that y^∗(f(w) + f(x)) = y^∗(f(w) − f(x^′)) ≤ (1 + 2β)|y^∗|_k‖x‖.

The inequality above and (5.3) give us that (5.8) y^∗(f(w)) ≤ � (1 + 2β)|y^∗|_k − (1 − γ)|y^∗|_{k+1} � ‖x‖.

Hence, as z^∗(f(x)) = 0, it follows from (5.3), (5.7), and (5.8) that

(y^∗ + z^∗)(f(x) − f(w)) ≥ � (2 − 2γ)|y^∗|_{k+1} − |y^∗|_k − 2β|y^∗|_k + βC 16ML � ‖x‖ Since, by the definition of | · |_k, (5.4), and (5.5), we have (y^∗ + z^∗)(f(x) − f(w)) ≤ (1 + 2β)|y^∗ + z^∗|_k‖x‖, and since γ > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude that

(1 + 2β)|y^∗ + z^∗|_k ≥2|y^∗|_{k+1} − |y^∗|_k − 2β|y^∗|_k + βC 16ML . (5.9)

As ‖y^∗‖ ≤ L and ‖z^∗‖ ≤ s, we have that |y^∗|_k ≤ L^2 and |z^∗|_k ≤ sL. Hence, (5.9) gives us

|y^∗ + z^∗|_k ≥ 2|y^∗|_{k+1} − |y^∗|_k +

C − 64ML^3 − 32sML^2 16ML β. By our choice of C (see (5.2)) and as β is any positive number smaller than θ̄_X (τ/C), the lemma is proven. □

We now conclude the proof of the theorem. For that, fix δ ∈ (0, 1) and let C ≥ 1 be given by Lemma 5.14. Since θ̄_X (τ/C) ≤ τ/C ≤ τ for all τ ∈ (0, 1), we only need to find a renorming of Y such that θ̄_Y (τ) ≥ θ̄_X (τ/C) − δ for all τ ∈ (δ, 1).

Fix k_0 ∈ N with 2^{k0} Cδ^{−1}θ̄_X (δ/C) > 2t_0 and N ∈ N with 2L^2 < δN. Define a norm | · | on Y^∗ by letting

|y^∗| = 1 N k_0+N�

k=k_0 +1

|y^∗|_k for all y^∗ ∈ Y^∗.

Clearly, | · | is weak^∗ lower semi-continuous and, by Lemma 5.13, it is equivalent to the original norm of Y^∗; in fact, 1 L ‖y^∗‖ ≤ |y^∗| ≤ L‖y^∗‖

for all y ∈ Y^∗. Hence, | · | is a dual norm, i.e., there is a norm on Y equivalent to Y ’s original norm whose dual norm is | · |; moreover, this norm is L-equivalent to Y ’s original norm. By abuse of notation, we also denote this norm on Y by | · |.

In order to conclude, let us estimate θ̄_{(Y,|·|)}(τ) from below. For that, pick y^∗ ∈ Y^∗ with |y^∗| = 1; so ‖y^∗‖ ≤ L. Let Z ∈ cof^∗(Y^∗) be given by Claim 5.14 for τ and y^∗ so that |y^∗ + z^∗|_k ≥ 2|y^∗|_{k+1} − |y^∗|_k + θ̄_X (τ/C) for all k ∈ {k_0 + 1, . . . , k_0 + N} and all z^∗ ∈ Z with ‖z^∗‖ ≥ τ/L. Hence, adding those inequalities, we obtain that

|y^∗ + z^∗| ≥ |y^∗| − 2 N |y^∗|_{k0 +1} + θ̄_X (τ/C).

Since^2_N |y^∗|_{k0 +1} ≤^{2L}_N ‖y^∗‖ ≤^{2L2}_N < δ, we are done. □

We point out a quantitative strengthening of Theorem 5.12 which we will need. Precisely, we notice that our proof of Theorem 5.12 allows us to change the norm of X by a fixed amount without having to change the constants L and C.

Theorem 5.15. Let X be an AUS Banach space and let Y be a Banach space asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to X. For all K ≥ 1, there are L = L(K), C = C(K) ≥ 1 satisfying the following: if | · |_X is a norm on X with | · |_X ∼_K ‖ · ‖_X and δ ∈ (0, 1), then there is a norm | · |_Y on Y such that | · | ∼_L ‖ · ‖_Y and θ̄_{(Y,|·|Y )}(τ) ≥ θ̄_{(X,|·|X )}(τ/C) − δ for all τ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let f : X → Y be an asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalence with asymptotic coarse Lipschtiz inverse g : Y → X. Examining the proof of Theorem 5.12, we see that L only depends on the affine upper bounds for the asymptotic coarse Lipschitz equivalences f and g. Therefore, if we renorm X with a K-equivalent norm, we can replace L with LK in the proof of Theorem 5.12 and the result will still hold.

As for C, this constant is taken in the proof of Theorem 5.12 to be any which satisfies (5.2). Notice that s depends on L only, so C depends only on L and M, where M is given by Theorem 5.10. The result then follows from Remark 5.11. □

We now translate this result in terms of the modulus of asymptotic smoothness.

Theorem 5.16. Let X be an AUS Banach space and let Y be a Banach space asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to X. For all K ≥ 1, there are L = L(K), C = C(K) ≥ 1 satisfying the following: if | · |_X is a norm on X with | · |_X ∼_K ‖ · ‖_X and δ ∈ (0, 1), then there is a norm | · |_Y on Y such that | · | ∼_L ‖ · ‖_Y and ρ̄_{(Y,|·|Y )}(τ/C) ≤ ρ̄_{(X,|·|X )}(τ) + δ for all τ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let φ, ψ be continuous monotone non decreasing on [0, 1] with φ(0) = ψ(0) = 0. If there exists D ≥ 1 and δ > 0 such that for all τ ∈ (0, 1), φ(τ) ≥ ψ(τ/D) − δ, it is easy to show that for all τ ∈ (0, 1), φ^∗(τ/D) ≤ ψ^∗(τ) + δ. So the conclusion follows clearly from Theorem 5.15 and Proposition 5.2. □

5.4. Preservation of asymptotic structures. We are almost ready to prove our results on the preservation of asymptotic structures. For this we will exploit the following two renorming characterizations of the classes.

Theorem 5.17. ([Cau21, Corollary 4.15]). Let X be a Banach space and p ∈ (1, ∞]. Then X has property N_p if and only if there exist a constant L ≥ 1 and a constant C > 0, such that for any τ ∈ (0, 1] there exists a norm | · | on X such that | · | ∼_L ‖ · ‖_X and (a) if 1 < p < ∞, ρ_{|·|}(τ) ⩽ Cτ^p (b) if p = ∞, ρ_{|·|}(C) ⩽ τ.

Theorem 5.18. ([CFL23, Theorem A]). Let X be a Banach space and p ∈ (1, ∞). Then X has property A_p if and only if there exist a constant L ≥ 1 and a constant C > 0, such that for any τ ∈ (0, 1] there exists a norm |·| on X such that |·| ∼_L ‖·‖_X and ∀t ≥ τ, ρ_{|·|}(t) ≤ Ct^p.

We can now give the proof of Theorem 5.7, which will follow from Theorem 5.16 and the above renorming characterizations of A_p and N_p, for p ∈ (1, ∞) and of A_∞ = N_∞.

Proof of Theorem 5.7. We only detail the case of A_p for p ∈ (1, ∞). So assume that X has A_p and that Y is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to X. As X has property A_p, let L^′ ≥ 1 and C^′ > 0 be given by Theorem 5.18, i.e., for all τ ∈ (0, 1], we can find an L^′-equivalent renorming | · |_X of X so that (5.10) ρ̄_{(X,|·|X )}(t) ≤ C^′t^p for all t ≥ τ.

Let L = L(L^′), C = C(L^′) ≥ 1 be given by Theorem 5.16, i.e., if | · |_X is an L^′- equivalent renorming of X and δ > 0, then there is a norm | · |_δ on Y such that | · |_δ ∼_L ‖ · ‖_Y and (5.11) ρ̄_{(Y,|·|δ)}(t/C) ≤ ρ̄_{(X,|·|X )}(t) + δ for all t ∈ (0, 1). We now show that Y satisfies the condition in Theorem 5.18 with constants L and (C^′ + 1)(12C)^p. For that, fix τ ∈ (0, 1]. Let | · |_X be an L^′-equivalent norm on X satisfying (5.10) and | · |_δ a norm on Y satisfying (5.11). Then,

ρ̄_{(Y,|·|δ)} � t C � ≤ C^′t^p + δ

for all δ > 0 and all t ∈ [τ, 1]. Therefore, choosing δ ∈ (0, τ^p), we get that ρ̄_{(Y,|·|δ)}(t) ≤ 2C^′C^pt^p, for all t ≥ τC. As τ > 0 was arbitrary, we obtain that Y satisfies the condition in Theorem 5.18, i.e., Y has property A_p.

The case of N_p follows analogously with Theorem 5.17 replacing Theorem 5.18 above. □

Proof of Theorem B. This follows immediately from Theorems 5.6 and 5.7. Indeed, suppose p ∈ (1, ∞) and let X be a p-AUS Banach space. Then, by Theorem 5.6 X is in A_p. Then, if Y is asymptotically coarse Lipschitz equivalent to X, Theorem 5.7 implies that Y is also in A_p. Applying Theorem 5.6 once again, we conclude that Y is p^′-AUSable for all p^′ ∈ (1, p). □

References

[AK06] F. Albiac and N. Kalton. Topics in Banach space theory, volume 233 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer, New York, 2006.

[BL00] Y. Benyamini and J. Lindenstrauss. Geometric nonlinear functional analysis. Vol. 1, volume 48 of American Mathematical Society Colloquium Publications. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000.

[BL23] B. M. Braga and G. Lancien. Asymptotic coarse Lipschitz embeddings. preprint, 2023. [Bra17] B. M. Braga. Coarse and uniform embeddings. J. Funct. Anal., 272(5):1852–1875, 2017.

[Bra18] B. M. Braga. On weaker notions of nonlinear embeddings between Banach spaces. J. Funct. Anal., 274(11):3149–3169, 2018.

[Cau18] R. M. Causey. Power type asymptotically uniformly smooth and asymptotically uniformly flat norms. Positivity, 22(5):1197–1221, 2018.

[Cau21] R. M. Causey. Three and a half asymptotic properties. Studia Math., 257(2):155–212, 2021.

[CFL23] R. M. Causey, A. Fovelle, and G. Lancien. Asymptotic smoothness in Banach spaces, three space properties and applications. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 376(3):1895–1928, 2023.

[DKLR17] S. Dilworth, D. Kutzarova, G. Lancien, and N. Randrianarivony. Equivalent norms with the property (β) of Rolewicz. Rev. R. Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fís. Nat. Ser. A Mat. RACSAM, 111(1):101–113, 2017.

[DL17] A. Dalet and G. Lancien. Some properties of coarse Lipschitz maps between Banach spaces. North-West. Eur. J. Math., 3:41–62, i, 2017.

[Enf70] P. Enflo. Uniform structures and square roots in topological groups. I, II. Israel J. Math., 8:230–252; ibid. 8 (1970), 253–272, 1970.

[EW76] I. S. Edelstein and P. Wojtaszczyk. On projections and unconditional bases in direct sums of Banach spaces. Studia Math., 56(3):263–276, 1976.

[GKL01] G. Godefroy, N. J. Kalton, and G. Lancien. Szlenk indices and uniform homeomorphisms. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 353(10):3895–3918, 2001.

[GLZ14] G. Godefroy, G. Lancien, and V. Zizler. The non-linear geometry of Banach spaces after Nigel Kalton. Rocky Mountain J. Math., 44(5):1529–1583, 2014.

[Gor94] E. Gorelik. The uniform nonequivalence of l_p and ℓ_p. Israel J. Math., 87:1–8, 1994. [HM82] S. Heinrich and P. Mankiewicz. Applications of ultrapowers to the uniform and Lipschitz classification of Banach spaces. Studia Math., 73(3):225–251, 1982.

[JLS96] W. Johnson, J. Lindenstrauss, and G. Schechtman. Banach spaces determined by their uniform structures. Geom. Funct. Anal., 6(3):430–470, 1996.

[Joh76] W. Johnson. Operators into L_p which factor through 1_p. J. London Math. Soc. (2), 14(2):333–339, 1976.

[Kal12] N. J. Kalton. The uniform structure of Banach spaces. Math. Ann., 354(4):1247–1288, 2012.

[Kal13] N. J. Kalton. Examples of uniformly homeomorphic banach spaces. Israel J. Math, 194:151–182, 2013.

[Kap14] M. Kapovich. Lectures on quasi-isometric rigidity. In Geometric group theory, volume 21 of IAS/Park City Math. Ser., pages 127–172. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2014.

[KOS99] H. Knaust, E. Odell, and Th. Schlumprecht. On asymptotic structure, the Szlenk index and UKK properties in Banach spaces. Positivity, 3(2):173–199, 1999.

[KR08] N. Kalton and L. Randrianarivony. The coarse Lipschitz geometry of l_p ⊕ l_q . Math. Ann., 341(1):223–237, 2008.

[MU32] S. Mazur and S. Ulam. Sur les transformations isométriques d’espaces vectoriels normés. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, 194:946–948, 1932.

[NY12] P. Nowak and G. Yu. Large scale geometry. EMS Textbooks in Mathematics. European Mathematical Society (EMS), Zürich, 2012.

[Peł60] A. Pełczyński. Projections in certain Banach spaces. Studia Math., 19:209–228, 1960. [Raj13] M. Raja. On asymptotically uniformly smooth Banach spaces. J. Funct. Anal., 264(2):479–492, 2013.

[Rib76] M. Ribe. On uniformly homeomorphic normed spaces. Ark. Mat., 14(2):237–244, 1976. [Rib84] M. Ribe. Existence of separable uniformly homeomorphic nonisomorphic Banach spaces. Israel J. Math., 48(2-3):139–147, 1984.

[Ros17] C. Rosendal. Equivariant geometry of Banach spaces and topological groups. Forum Math. Sigma, 5:Paper No. e22, 62, 2017.

(B. M. Braga) IMPA, Estrada Dona Castorina 110, 22460-320, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil Email address: demendoncabraga@gmail.com URL: https://sites.google.com/site/demendoncabraga/

(G. Lancien) Université de Franche-Comté, Laboratoire de mathématiques de Besançon, CNRS UMR-6623, 16 route de Gray, 25000 Besançon, France

Email address: gilles.lancien@univ-fcomte.fr