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COMPLETELY BOUNDED BANACH-MAZUR DISTANCE!

by CHUN ZHANG
(Received 24th April 1995)

Analogous to the Banach-Mazur distance between Banach spaces, we study the completely bounded
Banach-Mazur distance between operator spaces.

dy(X, Yy=inf{|T|| | T~ T:X — Y is any linear isomorphism}.

cb’

In many cases of Banach spaces and Hilbert spaces we show that the infimum is attained when T is
the identity map, and X,Y have the same base space. This provides a machinery to compute and
estimate d,(X, Y). Later, using symmetric norming functions we construct counterexamples to show that
distinct infinite dimensional homogeneous operator spaces may have finite cb-distance, and that two
homogeneous Hilbertian operator spaces may not coincide even if they coincide over all 2-dimensional
subspaces.

1991 Mathematics subject classification: primary 47D25

1. Introduction

In the study of the local theory of Branch spaces, people introduced various ways
to measure the difference of structures between Banach spaces and their subspaces.
Examples are the bounded approximation constant and the projection constant in [18].
Another Banach space constant which plays a considerably important role is the
Banach-Mazur distance which is defined as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let X,Y be Banach spaces, then the Banach-Mazur distance
between them is defined to be

dX,Y)=inf{||T||||T"|| : X~ Y is a linear isomorphism}

This distance makes some impact on operator space theory too. Paulsen’s paper
[13] contains an application of this distance to computations in operator spaces. There
1s an analogy of this distance in operator space theory. The completely bounded norm
of a linear map between operator spaces T : X — Y is defined to be

"This is part of author’s Ph.D. thesis directed by Professor Vern Paulsen. The author wants to express his
sincerest gratitude.

247

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091500023695 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500023695

248 CHUN ZHANG

|7l = sup(I T n=1.2.3....}

where T, : M, (X) — M,(Y) is defined by T,((x;)) = (T(x;)). The following defines the
completely bounded Banach—-Mazur distance which is briefly called ch-distance in the
sequel.

Definition 1.2. For any operator spaces E, F, we define

do(E, F) = inf{|| ||, || T

4. T :E— Fisany linear isomorphism}. 4y

In [15}, Pisier gave a general estimate that for any n dimensional operator spaces
E,F,d.(E, F) < n. This n is the best constant that can possibly be obtained, since we
shall see an example where the cb-distance between two n dimensional operator spaces
is exactly equal to n. Nevertheless, it is still tempting to compute the cb-distance more
precisely for some particular classes of operator spaces. In Section 2, we show that
for any two homogeneous operator spaces with the same underlying Banach spaces,
the cb-distance of equation (1) is attained by the identity map when the two
cb-norms are comparable. In Section 3 we study the case of homogeneous Hilbertian
operator spaces. We are able to show that for any two such spaces the distance is
attained by the identity operator. The theorems are applied to the computations of the
cb-distance for several examples. Section 4 is a study of homogeneous Hilbertian
operator spaces that are induced from symmetric norming functions. We define a
distance d(®,, ;) between symmetric norming functions, then using the results of
Section 3 we prove that the cb-distance is equivalent to d(®,, ®,). This theorem
provides a machinery for us to construct examples that clarify some puzzles about
homogeneous operator spaces.

It’s simple but worth remarking that for any operator spaces X, Y, Z,

dcb(X» Z) = dcb(Xv Y)dcb( Y! Z)
This immediately follows from the inequality for cb-norms

” AB ” cbS " % ” cb " B ” cb”

In the category of all operator spaces, there is a special type of them called
homogeneous operator spaces which was introduced by Pisier [14]. In this paper we
study the cb-distance between homogeneous operator spaces. The notation i, is used
very often to denote the identity map on X.

Definition 1.3. An operator space X is said to be homogeneous if every T : X — X
satisfies || T|| ,= || T|.
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2. The case of Banach spaces

Proposition 2.1. Let X be a Banach space which is assigned two homogeneous
operator space structures, X, = (X, {|| ||,}_). X=X, {] ’

.} _))- Suppose that
. forall(x)) e M(X), n=1,2,3...

= e

Then, (X1, X2) = [lix ||, 5"

o Where iy 1 X\ — X, is the identity operator on X.

Proof. Let us first notice a fact that for any invertible linear map T in B(X,, X,),
where B(X,, X,) is the set of all bounded linear maps from X, into X,, then T is
completely bounded and || T|| ,= || T||. To see this, consider the diagram

Xl LXZ

iz

X,

where T; is the same map as T but regarded as a map from X, into itself. Whence
we bave |T||,= lixo Toll,< lixl o[ Tll,= I %I = [ T]. noticing that i, is
completely contractive.

Now look at

T
Xj—— X,

ix
Ty -1
Ix

X| T_‘ X2

where T, bears the same sense as in the last diagram. Then, || i,,(”,b_,,"i)_(l ||c,,5 ”i;'l ”cb=
[ToT™ || < I Bl N T = ITI 0TI,

cbl

Paulsen [13] introduced a numercial invariant a(X) for any Banach space X which
measures the difference between MIN(X) and MAX(X). The reader will also find the
definitions of spaces MIN(X) and MAX(X) in [13].

a(X) = sup{ | ) ||,.0 || )]

<1}.

min—

We immediately see from the definition that
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cb’

a(X) = ” iy

where iy : MIN(X) — MAX(X).

Corollary 2.2, d ,(MIN(X), MAX(X))= o(X) for any finite dimensional normed
space X.

Proof. The operator spaces MIN(X), MAX(X) are homogeneous since every map
T: E — MIN(X) must satisfy ||T| = ||T||, and every map from a MAX(X) also
satisfies the same equation. Since MIN(X) and MAX(X) are homogeneous and
comparable,

doMING), MAXC) = gl 15 = lix = 2000 0

Proposition 2.1 enables us to calculate the cb-distance when two operator space
norms are comparable. We don’t know whether or not the conclusion of this
proposition is true for any two homogeneous operator spaces norms on X. But if X is
a Hilbert space, we are able to show that it is true. This is done in the next section.

3. The case of Hilbert spaces

In this section, we do the computations of cb-distances between Hilbertian operator
spaces (which means the underlying spaces are Hilbert spaces). Without loss of
generality, we always suppose the two operator spaces, whose cb-distance we are
computing, are on the same Hilbert space. The following theorem is both a tool of
computation and a preparation for our main theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let H be an n dimensional Hilbert space, H,, H, be homogeneous
operator spaces which have H as the underlying space. Then

dy(Hy, Hy) = |liu ||, [| ']
where iy is the identity operator on H but considered from H, to H,.

Proof. Observe that if we decompose any fixed invertible operator T : H, — H, as
T=TU
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where U is a unitary, then || T|,= | % |, Indeed, [T = | KUl .= | T, |Vl o=
| %l and conversely || Tl ,= | 7U™" || < || T||,- Similasly, || VT, = || T||,, when V
is a unitary.

Nowlet T = U|T| be a polar decomposition. Since T| is positive, it is diagonalizable,
say, | T| = V'DV, where V is a unitary and D = dlaggd d,..., d } Then T = UV'DV,
and ||T||,=||P|,- Let S be the permutation of the canonical basis of H such that
Se,=e,, Se,=e,, ..., Se,_,=e,, Se,=¢e,, then by permuting D repeatedly, we get

n—1
( ES,)D_d,+d2 - oty

di' +d;' -+ d!
( ZS)D— s n 2 i

By the geometric-arithmetic mean inequality

=g ... -1 dd‘ ’
(dl + +dn)£::l + +dn )= Zl]— l_[dd_ - l.
i,j=l

(d+--+d)d!"+---+d;")

2 ” i””cb”i;’1 ||cb
n
1 n—1 1 n—1
2 i 2 i) p-1
(,,_zs)o ()
b b= cb

1 n—] . _
”D"cb ;ZS' "D ‘”cb
I_O i=0 cb
< |ID]l,, | b’ s O

It is known (see [6, 7]) that for any T € B(H), if ||T]|| ys< ©° (|| || ,s denotes
the Hilbert Schmidt norm), then T is completely bounded when it is viewed as an
element in any of the sets CB(H,,,, H.,), CB(H,,;, H,,,), (see [6])), CBIMIN(H), H,,.),
CB(H,,,, MAX(H)), (see [9]), where H,,, and H_, are the row and column Hilbert
spaces, respectively. They are denoted by R, and C, respectively when dim(H) = n.
Furthermore, || T|| = || T||,, in all of these cases. In particular, ||iy| = nif His n
dimensional.

Finally,

([

Corollary 3.2.

dcb(Rm Cn) =n.
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Proof. Since R,,C, are homogeneous (see [6]), d.(R, C,)= ||ix]| . i | =
” in ” HS ” i;’l ” HS Jnn=n.

This result was also obtained independently by Mathes in [10]. The result of this
corollary gives an example that the constant n in Pisier’s theorem is attainable. Other
similar computations will yield d.,(MIN(H),R,) = d_,(MIN(H), C,) = /n.

A more general class of homogeneous Hilbertian operator spaces can be obtained
by the idea of complex interpolation of Banach spaces. The reader is referred to [1, 14]
for the definitions and basic properties of interpolations of Banach spaces and operator
spaces respectively. For a compatible pair of operator spaces E, and E,, following
Pisier [14] we use (E,, E|), as the notation for the interpolated spaces between E, and
E,.

It is known that if E;, and E, are homogeneous with the same underlying Banach
space E, then (E,, E,), is homogeneous for all 8. Indeed, let T : (E,, E,) — (E,y, E,) be
any completely bounded map. Let || T;|| , denote the cb-norm of T when it is viewed
as T : (Ey, E)), — (E,, E,),- Then we have

0 -0 0 -0
1Tl = (1B AT "= TN = 7.

Where T;, T, are both T regarded as T, : E,— E,, T, : E, — E,.

Notation. Let T: X — Y be a completely bounded map, in the following discussion,
we use || T|| x.yy [OF its cb-norm when it is necessary to make it clear where the
cb-norm is taken.

Proposition 3.3. Let H, be an n dimensional Hilbert space. For every 8 € [0, 1],
(1) dcb(Rm (Rm Cn)o) = dcb(cn(Rm Cn)l~0) = no'
(i) d,(MIN(H,),(MIN(H,), MAX(H,)),) = «(H,)’;

d,(MAX(H,), (MIN(H,), MAX(H,)), ;) = o(H,)’.

1
Proof. d,(R,, (R,,,C)o = i
0 1-0 10
—= ” lu, cb(R,. R,) 1 "Ha Wl eb(R,.Cp) | *Hn Nl ci(C,,Cp) 1) PHA Wl cb(C, . Ry)
. ng 1. ng = n A

Similarly,
dcb((Rm Cn)Ov Cu) 5 nl—ﬂ
Thus n=d,(R,,C,) < dc,,(R (R,., CId4((R,, C,) C) < n’°n'~® = n. Thus we conclude

that d,(R,(R,, C.),) = n’. By replacing R, by MIN(H,,) and C, by MAX(H,) in the
proof of (i) we get a proof of (ii). |

Proposition 3.4. Forall 0 € [0, 1],
dy(C,., (MIN(H,), MAX(H,)),) = d.(R,, (MIN(H,), MAX(H,)),) = +/n.
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Proof.

dy(R(MIN(H,), MAX(H,)),) = | i,
1-0 -1 —1
(R, MIN(H,)) “ ly, " ch(R,MAX(H,) " ly, “ cHMIN(H,).R,) ilHn ” cH{MAX(Hp).Rp)

=1-n2-nz .lzﬁ.

Similarly, d,(C,, (MIN(H,), MAX(H))),) < «/n.
If d,,(R,,(MIN(H,), MAX(H,)),) < +/n, then

cb"n cb

< ||i, |

n= dcb(Rm Cn) =< dcb(Rn(MIN(Hu)! MAX(Hn)O))dcb((MIN(Hn)v MAX(Hn)G > Cn))
</n/n=n,

a contradiction which implies that d,(R,, (MIN(H,), MAX(H,)),) = /n.
In exactly the same way we can prove the other equality. O

We turn our attention now to the cb-distance between infinite dimensional
Hilbertian operator spaces. In the previous two propositions, if the dimension n is
replaced by oo, then all the cb-distances turn to co. This gives rise to a natural question
whether or not the cb-distance between any distinct infinite dimensional homogeneous
Hilbertian operator spaces is infinity. We will give a counterexample in the next
section.

If H is an infinite dimensional homogeneous Hilbertian operator space, H, is a
subspace of the same dimension, then H, H, are completely isometric. Therefore if H
and K are homogeneous with the same underlying space, and if i is the identity
operator i : H — K, then |i|, || ,= |li] -

Lemma 3.5. Let H, K be homogeneous operator spaces with the same underlying
Hilbert space, K, C K be a subspace of the same dimension as K. Let P be the orthogonal
projection of H onto K,, then ||i|| R | Pl

cb(H ,K)"
Proof. Obviously || P|| < ||i||.,- Now let H, =i"'(K,), then

“l”cb= ”llﬂl ”cb= ”Pl”l ||r:b5 ”P”cb

Thos |[P],= |, =

Theorem 3.6. Let H,,H, be any homogeneous operator spaces with the same
underlying infinite dimensional Hilbert space H, then

d.(H,, H,) = " iy " cb ” i'_’l ” b’
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Proof. For any invertible operator T € B(H), there is a polar decomposition
T =U-|T|, where U : H, — H, is a unitary. Automatically || |[T||| ,= || T]| - So we
reduce to the case when T is positive.

Let T:C(T)— C(o(T)) be the Gelfand transform, where C*(T) denotes the
C*-algebra generated by T, 6(T) is the spectrum of T.

For any fixed € > 0, let 6(T) = | J_, 4; be a partition of ¢(T), such that the diameter
of each 4; is smaller than e. Letting x,, be the characteristic function of 4; we define

o) =3z

i=1

where z; is a point in 4;, and

S=T"'¢),
then ||T -S| = ||z - ¢|| <e Notice that S is a diagonalizable operator with eigen-
values z,z,,...,2,. If K; is the corresponding eigenspace of z,i=1,2,...,n, then

S=3",zP and S =31, z,-"f’,(i. Here Py, is the same operator as Py, but
the former is considered to be H, — H,. By the continuity of inversion we can
suppose ||[T™' —S™'|| <e. Among K, K,,...K, there is at least one K, such that
dim(K,) = dim(H), say K, then

ISHalS™ oz NzPello N2 P ll = Nl Pl P ML= Wl N1

therefore

ITHNT oz (IS = QUS| p=€) 2 A =& [liull 157 [} D

Corollary 3.7. Two homogeneous Hilbertian operator spaces H,, H, are completely
isometric if and only if d,(H,, H,) = 1. |

4. Homogeneous operator spaces induced by symmetric norming functions

In this section we take a look at the homogeneous Hilbertian operator spaces induced
from symmetric norming functions. These operator spaces were first introduced by B.
Mathes and V. Paulsen (see [11]). We use the idea to construct the counterexamples
referred to in the last section. We also prove a theorem which estimates the cb-distance
between any two of these spaces.

Apart from the usual operator norm, there are various other norms that can be
defined on B(H). We are interested in a particular class of these called symmetric
norming functions. We restrict these functions to be defined on the finite rank
operators only.
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Definition 4.1. A norm ® on F(H) is called a symmetric norming function if
O(ABC) < ||A| - ®(B)- ||C|| for all A, C € B(H), B € F(H),

where || || is the usual operator norm, and F(H) is the set of all finite rank operators
on H.

Note. First, the definition immediately implies that ®(UTV)=®(T) when
U, V are unitaries, and vice versa. i.e. if ®UTV)=®(T) for all unitaries U,
V and finite rank operator T, then ® is a symmetric norming function. (See [7,
Theorem 3.1 & Corollary 3.1] for a justification). Secondly, the natural domain of
@, {T € B(H) : ®(T) < oo} is an ideal of B(H).

If H,, H, are homogeneous Hilbertian operator spaces with the same underlying
space H, then the cb-norm with respect to CB(H,, H,) is a symmetric norming function
on B(H). Indeed, for any 4, C € B(H), B € CB(H,, H,),

H, H,
Cl IA

H———- H,

laBC|l,= 14l 1Bl M Clls= T4l T I Cl-

If H is an P space, T is a compact operator on H then a suitable choice of
unitaries U, V can result in UTV being a diagonal operator or even a positive
diagonal operator with the diagonal elements in non-increasing order. And
notice that if T e CB(H,, H,), UTV =diag{o,,,,...} in non-increasing order,

then ||T|_,= | diag{e, o, ...}|],- So the symmetric norming function | ||,
is completely determined by a “unitarily invariant” norm on an infinite sequence
space.

Conversely, from any symmetric norming function ® on B(H), we can induce a
homogeneous Hilbertian operator space norm on H in the following way (see [11]), for
any (x;) € M,(H)

(I Gea) Nl o= sup{ || (e } ] oo ©(T) = 1}
We denote H with this matrix norm structure Hg,,,. It is known that Hg .. is
homogeneous (see [11}).
By the above remark the cb-norm in the sense of CB(Hg ., H,oy) 1S @ Symmetric
norming function on H, we denote it by @, i.e.

Ou(T) = || T||,, for T € CB(Hopmus Huar).

Theorem 3.2 of [11] states that there is a constant C > 0 such that
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CH(T) < 0,.(T) < ®(T) for all finite rank T.

It is natural to study the behaviour of d,(He, max: Ho,max)- AS One may expect it is
related to the distance between @, and ®@,.

Definition 4.2. Let @,, ®, be symmetric norming functions, we define

D,(7) ®,(T)
d(®,, d,) = su ! - su .
( : 2) Tsrgl) q)z(T) Tef'gf) (DI(T)

Theorem 4.3. Let ®,, ®, be symmetric norming functions, then there is a constant
C > 0 such that

Cd((blr q)l) -<— dcb(HO,.max’ HOZ,mux) S d((ph (DZ)'

Proof. As we know, d,,(Ho, max» Hoymax) = ||in| i Suppose

b(®1,0) [l &' " h(®,0,)"

sup @(T) _
rern ®(T)

then {T € F(H) : O,(T) < 1} € {T € F(H) : ,(T) < k}. Thus
sup{[[(Tx; )[[,,,,:  ©oT) < 1} =sup{|[(Tx;)|,..; @(T) <k}
=ksup{ [[(Tx;) ... @(T) =1}
So ||(x,~j)||ozmx5 k|| (x) ||o] ax fOT @0y (x;) € M,(H). This means

' ®,(T)
| e “cb(o,.sz)s k= rilrlgn‘bz(T)'

Similarly,

_ ©,(T)
” lHI " cb(°2-°l)5 Til;gnm ‘

Thus dcb(Hol,maxv Hoz.max) 5 dcb((Dl’ (DZ)
For the other inequality, take any T € F(H) and look at the diagram
X HO..max T
lyl \

H ®,,max H

max
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Then
1Tl it e ttne= it o 00 I T o . ttmerr
ie.
@)a(T) < [l || 0, 0 (@t T,
or

i L @),(T) _ CO(T)
Hlle@.09= (,) (T) = @,(T)

for all T € F(H) and for some C, > 0. Similarly

_ CZ(DZ(T)
” iy " cb('vz.“’l)Z —W

for all T € F(H) and for some C, > 0. Let C = C,C,, then

. _ ©,(T) D,(T)
e | ey 0 1 ' Il cxoi0= C5UP o, Po,M)

where the sup’s are over all T € F(H). Consequently we have
Cd(d)h (DZ) < dcb(HQl.max! Hd)z,mnx)- D

This theorem generalizes [11, Theorem 3.2], and it has the following applications in
constructing examples as well.

Example. This example gives infinite dimensional homogeneous Hilbertian operator
spaces whose cb-distances to each other are finite. For every r € (0, 1), we define a
symmetric norming function via, for any (4,,4,,43,...), 4, =2, =24, > --- >0, let

¢r()'lv )'29 }‘3, .. .) = Sup

n

}.|+112+"'+A"
l4+r+---+r )

Then all ¢,’s are equivalent to the I' norm, since

c hth++d T A -
LA e 25T =(1");'1-"

i=1 1-r

Hence
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A= T|,<¢(T)<|T|, forallT.
Now if r; > r,, then

dcb(H¢,I Jmax? H¢,z.max) = ” iH

ch.

By Theorem 4.3 we see that
. 1
s | o= 7= < +oo-

On the other hand, {Hy ... 7€ (0,1)} is not a singleton, i.e. Hy ., are not all
identical. Otherwise,

H¢,,max = \/ Hdz,,mnx = H¢,,max'

re(0,1)

where the symbol \/ means to sup the norms of all Hy ,... We have reached a
contradiction since ¢,(4,, 45, ...) = 4,, i.e. ¢, is the usual operator norm on H. But it is
easily seen that H, .. = MAX(H). Indeed, for every (x;) € M,(H)

Il (xy) “¢|.max = sup || (Txii)llmax: 7] <1}
<sup{|(7x;)|,.: T isa unitary}

max’

= ” (x'J) ”max' D

For a Banach space X, it is well known that if all its two dimensional
subspaces are isometric to a Hilbert space, then X is a Hilbert space. Here is a
similar (but not very much the same) question in the case of operator space:
if H,, H, are homogeneous on Hilbert space H, and if the identity map
iy :H,— H, is a complete isometry when restricted to each two dimensional
subspace, are H, and H, identical as operator spaces? The next example answers
this question.

Proposition 4.4. Let ©,, ®, be symmetric norming functions, and fix n. If ®,(T) =
D,(T) for all operators T with rank <n. Then two induced operator space structures
Ho, max» Ho, max agree on all n dimensional subspaces.

Proof. Suppose K is any n dimensional subspace of H, (x;) € M,(K), then
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Il (xi) I . max — sup{ || (T ) || ot~ @u(T) < 1}

(
=sup{||(Tx;)|,,: @(T)<1, rank(T)<n}
=sup{||(Tx;)|l,,.;. ®AT) <1, rank(T)<n}

= sup{|| () [|..s @AT) =1}

= || (x']) ||02,max'

Note that the second equality is true because K is n dimensional, and we can consider
the decomposition H = K @ K*. O

Example. Let @,, D, be

O,(A, Ay )= A+ 4,
O,(41 Ay, ) =D A
i=1

for all A, >4, > --->0. Then clearly ®,(T) =®,(T) if T is rank 2. Thus by the
previous lemma, Ho, snexs Ho,max are identical on all two dimensional subspaces. But ®@,,
®, are not equivalent norms, hence by Theorem 4.3, Hg, max» Ho,max aT€ DOt even
completely bounded equivalent. ]

This example is easily generalized from dimension 2 to dimension n.
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