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ABSTRACT. We present new upper bounds based on the so-called degree of nondensifiability
(DND), for some quantification (see the references and definitions in the paper) of the Banach–
Saks property. To be more precise, we prove that the mentioned quantification of a bounded
subset of a Banach space can be bounded above by the DND of the convex hull of such a subset,
multiplied by a constant. As a consequence of our main result, we derive an upper bound for
the Banach-Saks property of bounded linear operators between Banach spaces. Through several
examples, we show that such bounds are the best possible.
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2 G. GARCÍA

1. I NTRODUCTION

In 1930 Banach and Saks proved in [4] (see also [5]) that, with the actual terminology, every
bounded sequence inLp(0, 1), with 1 < p < ∞, has a convergent Cesàro subsequence. That is
to say, each bounded sequence(xn)n≥1 ⊂ Lp(0, 1) contains a subsequence, put(xnk

)k≥1, such
that the sums1

m

∑m
k=1 xnk

converge inLp(0, 1). Since the separation between the elements of
a sequence in a bounded subset of a Banach space is closely related to the compactness of such
a subset, the Banach and Saks result mentioned above is interesting and relevant. Therefore, it
is not a surprising fact that there is a vast literature related to this problem (or, more generally,
to the study of the separation between the elements of a bounded sequence), see, for instance,
[2, 5, 7, 16, 17, 18] and references therein.

We give the following formal definition of a Banach-Saks set and the Banach-Saks property,
see, for instance, [5, 17].

Definition 1.1. A bounded subsetB of a Banach spaceX is said to be a Banach-Saks set if
each sequence inB has a Cesàro convergent subsequence. A Banach spaceX is said to have
the Banach–Saks property if its closed unit ball is a Banach-Saks set.

In our context, by aquantitativeversion of a theorem, which relates some notions, roughly
speaking, we mean that the implications between such notions are replaced by inequalities
between certain quantities. Thus, several quantitative versions to the Banach-Saks sets as well as
the Banach-Saks property have been defined and studied in [5, 17, 18] and references therein. In
Section 3, for a given bounded and non-empty subsetB of a Banach spaceX suchquantification
of the Banach-Saks sets and the Banach-Saks property will be denoted, respectively, asbs(B)
andbs(UX), UX being the close unit ball ofX. In other words, for a given bounded subsetB of
a Banach spaceX, the numberbs(B) can be considered as the distance (in the specified sense)
from B to the class of Banach-Saks subsets ofX, while the numberbs(UX) measures (in the
specified sense) the lack of the Banach-Saks property ofX.

On the other hand, in the present paper we use the so-called degree of nondensifiability
(DND), explained in detail in Section 2, to provide an upper bound for the numbersbs(B)
andbs(UX). The DND has been already used to prove a quantitative version of some classical
theorems from Functional Analysis in [9, 10, 11]. To be more precise, in Theorem 3.2 we
provide an upper bound for the numberbs(B) based on the DND of the convex hull ofB. Such
an upper bound is improved whenB is convex.

Also, as a consequence of our main result, we provide an upper bound (also based on the
DND) for other quantities related to the Banach-Saks property of a bounded subset as well as of
a given bounded linear operator between two Banach spaces. Such an upper bound for bounded
linear operators is proved to be the best possible.

2. THE DEGREE OF NONDENSIFIABILITY

Before recalling the concept of the degree of nondensifiability of a non-empty and bounded
subset of a Banach space, it is convenient to recall the following concepts introduced in [20].
In what follows,(M, d) is a metric space andB(M) the class of the non-empty and bounded
subsets ofM .

Definition 2.1. Let B ∈ B(M) andα ≥ 0. A continuous mappingγ : [0, 1] −→ (M, d) is said
to be anα-dense curve inB if the following conditions hold:

(i) γ([0, 1]) ⊂ B.
(ii) For eachx ∈ B there isy ∈ γ([0, 1]) such thatd(x, y) ≤ α.

If for eachα > 0 there is anα-dense curve inB, thenB is said to be densifiable.
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BANACH-SAKS PROPERTY AND THE DEGREE OF NONDENSIFIABILITY 3

Note that givenB ∈ B(M), fixing anyx0 ∈ B, the mappingγ(t) := x0 for all t ∈ [0, 1] is,
trivially, an α-dense curve inB for anyα greater than or equal to the diameter ofB. Also, the
α-dense generalize the so-calledspace-filling curves, see [24]. For a detailed exposition of the
α-dense curves and the densifiable sets, see [6, 20, 19, 21, 22].

Example 2.1. Let any integerN > 1, −∞ < ai ≤ bi < +∞ be real numbers andC :=∏N
i=1[ai, bi]. For a given integerm > 1, defineγ : [0, 1] −→ RN as

γ(t) :=
(
a1 +(b1−a1)t, a2 +

b2 − a2

2
(1− cos(πmt)), . . . , aN +

bN − aN

2
(1− cos(πmN−1t))

)
,

for eacht ∈ [0, 1].Then,γ is a M
√

N−1
m

-dense curve inC, whereM = max{bi − ai : i =
1, . . . , N} (see[6]).

Now, we can give the following definition, see [14, 21].

Definition 2.2. For a givenB ∈ B(M), the degree of nondensifiability (DND) ofB is defined
as

φ(B) := inf
{
α ≥ 0 : ΓB,α 6= ∅

}
,

whereΓB,α stands for the class ofα-dense curves inB.

Let us note that, from the above considerations, given anyB ∈ B(M), the DND ofB is well
defined, because0 ≤ φ(B) ≤ Diam(B) (the diameter ofB).

Example 2.2. If UX denotes the closed unit ball of a Banach spaceX then

φ(UX) =

 1, if X is infinite dimensional

0, otherwise

By the well-known Hahn-Mazurkiewicz theorem (see, for instance, [24, 25]) a setB ∈ B(M)
is the continuous image of[0, 1] if, and only if, B is a Peano Continuum (i.e., compact, con-
nected, and locally connected). So, the DND measures, in the specified sense, the distance from
B to the class of its Peano Continua.

Some basic properties of the DND, proved in [14], are listed in the following result.

Proposition 2.1. The DNDφ satisfies the following properties:

(M-1) Regularity on the class of non-empty, bounded, and arc-connected sets ofM : φ(B) = 0
if, and only if,B is precompact, for eachB ∈ B(M) arc-connected.

(M-2) Invariant under closure:φ(B) = φ(B̄), for eachB ∈ B(M).

Additionally, ifM := X is a Banach space, then the following conditions are also satisfied:

(B-1) Semi-homogeneity:φ(cB) = |c|φ(B), for eachc ∈ R andB ∈ B(X).
(B-2) Invariant under translations:φ(x0 + B) = φ(B), for eachx0 ∈ X andB ∈ B(X).
(B-3) For eachB1, B2 ∈ B(X),

φ
(
Conv(B1 ∪B2)

)
≤ max

{
φ
(
Conv(B1)

)
, φ

(
Conv(B2)

)}
≤ max

{
φ(B1), φ(B2)

}
.

Some of the above properties are also satisfied by the measures of noncompactness but, as
we have pointed out in Section 1, the DND is not a measure of noncompactness. However, as
proved in [8, 14], the DND is related to some measures of noncompactness. For instance, by
recalling that the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness ofB ∈ B(X) (see, for instance, [3]),
X being a Banach space, is defined as

χ(B) := inf
{
ε > 0 : B ⊂ {x1, . . . , xn}+ εUX , with x1, . . . , xn ∈ X

}
,

AJMAA, Vol. 22 (2025), No. 1, Art. 5, 10 pp. AJMAA

https://ajmaa.org


4 G. GARCÍA

whereUX stands for the closed unit ball ofX, in [14, Theorem 2.5] we proved the following
result:

Proposition 2.2. For eachB ∈ B(X) arc-wise connected, the inequalities

χ(B) ≤ φ(B) ≤ 2χ(B)

hold and are the best possible.

3. THE INEQUALITIES

In this section,(X, ‖ · ‖) will denotes a real Banach space, infinite dimensional unless other-
wise specified, andUX its closed unit ball. As in the previous section,B(X) denotes the class
of non-empty and bounded subsets ofX. Also, for a given subsetN of N (the natural numbers),
|N | is the cardinality ofN . The following concepts are crucial for our goals.

Definition 3.1. Let B ∈ B(X). The arithmetic separation of a sequence(xn) ⊂ B is defined to
be

asep(xn) := inf
{ 1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

xn −
∑
n∈N2

xn

)∥∥ : m ∈ N, N1, N2 ⊂ N, |N1| = |N2| = m,

max N1 < min N2

}
.

Also, we will denotebs(B) := sup{asep(xn) : (xn) ⊂ B}.

The above concepts were introduced and studied by Kryczka, the arithmetic separation of
a sequence in [18] and the numberbs(B) in [17]. Let us note that, roughly speaking,bs(B)
measures, in the specified sense, how close isB to the class of Banach-Saks subsets ofX. In
particular,bs(UX) measures thedeviationof X from the Banach-Saks property. These consid-
erations are clearer in light of the statement (1) of the following result.

Proposition 3.1. GivenB1, B2 ∈ B(X), the Banach-Saks measure satisfies the following prop-
erties:

(1) bs(B1) = 0 if, and only if,B1 is a Banach-Saks set. In particular,bs(UX) = 0 if, and only
if, X has the Banach-Saks property.

(2) bs(rB1) = |r|bs(B1) for all r ∈ R.
(3) If B1 ⊂ B2 thenbs(B1) ≤ bs(B2).
(4) bs(B1) = bs(B̄1).
(5) bs(B1 ∪B2) = max

{
bs(B1), bs(B2)

}
.

(6) If B1 andB2 are convex, thenbs(B1 + B2) ≤ bs(B1) + bs(B2).

Proof. We only prove (4), the other properties were proved in Corollary 8 and Proposition 9
of [17]. By (3), bs(B1) ≤ bs(B̄1). To get the opposite inequality, let us note that if(x̄n) is
a sequence in̄B1, given anyε > 0 there is a sequence(xn) is a sequence inB1 such that
‖x̄n − xn‖ ≤ ε

2
for eachn ∈ N. So, givenm ∈ N, andN1, N2 ⊂ N with |N1| = |N2| = m and

max N1 < min N2 we have
1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

x̄n −
∑
n∈N2

x̄n

)∥∥ ≤ ε +
1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

xn −
∑
n∈N2

xn

)∥∥.

Therefore,asep(x̄n) ≤ asep(xn)+ε, and from the arbitrariness ofε > 0, asep(x̄n) ≤ asep(xn).
Consequently,bs(B̄1) ≤ bs(B1).

At this point, it is convenient to give the following example.
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Example 3.1.Letc0 and`1 be, respectively, the Banach spaces of the (real) null and summable
absolute value sequences, both endowed with their usual norms. Then, in[17] it was proved the
following equalities:

bs(Uc0) = 1, bs(U`1) = 2.

Now, we can state and prove the following result.

Theorem 3.2.For a givenB ∈ B(X), we have the inequality

(3.1) bs(B) ≤ 2φ
(
Conv(B)

)
.

Moreover, ifB is convex then

(3.2) bs(B) ≤ bs(UX)φ(B).

In both cases, the above inequalities are the best possible.

Proof. Let any sequence(xn) ⊂ B. For givenm ∈ N andN1, N2 ⊂ N, with |N1| = |N2| = m
andmax N1 < min N2, let us define

∆(m, N1, N2) :=
1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

xn −
∑
n∈N2

xn

)∥∥.

Now, let anyε > 0 andγ a (φ(Conv(B)) + ε
4
)-dense curve inConv(B). For eachn ∈ N let

(yn) ⊂ γ([0, 1]) a sequence such that

‖xn − yn‖ ≤ φ
(
Conv(B)

)
+

ε

4
, for all n ∈ N.

Then, we have

(3.3)

∆(m, N1, N2) ≤
1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

xn −
∑
n∈N1

yn

)∥∥ +
1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

yn −
∑
n∈N2

yn

)∥∥+

1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N2

yn −
∑
n∈N2

xn

)∥∥ ≤ 2φ
(
Conv(B)

)
+

ε

2
+

1

m

∥∥( ∑
n∈N1

yn −
∑
n∈N2

yn

)∥∥.

As γ([0, 1]) is compact,(yn) has a convergent subsequence, for simplicity denoted in same
way, and in particular, such subsequence is a Cauchy sequence. So, there areN(ε) ∈ N and
n2(ε) > n1(ε) ≥ N(ε) such that

(3.4) ‖yn1(ε) − yn2(ε)

∥∥ ≤ ε

2
.

Therefore, form (3.3) and (3.4) we conclude that

asep(xn) ≤ ∆
(
1, {n1(ε)}, {n2(ε)}

)
≤ 2φ

(
Conv(B)

)
+ ε,

and from the arbitrarinessε > 0, asep(xn) ≤ 2φ(Conv(B)). So, taking supremum over all the
sequences(xn) in B, the inequality (3.1) follows.

The class of Banach spaces where inequality (3.1) is strict is large. Indeed, letX be an infinite
dimensional uniformly convex Banach space andB := (xn) a bounded but not precompact
sequence. Then, as Kakutani proved in [15],B has the Banach-Saks property, i.e.bs(B) = 0.
We recall that a set of a locally convex linear space is precompact if and only if its convex
hull is, see, for instance, [23, p. 50]. So, by virtue of property (M-1) of Proposition 2.1,
φ(Conv(B)) > 0 because ofB is not precompact. Then,bs(B) < φ(Conv(B)). In Example
3.2 we will show that inequality (3.1) can be an equality.
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6 G. GARCÍA

Next, assumeB is convex. By Propositions 2.1 and 3.1 we can assume, without loss of
generality, thatB is also closed. Let anyε > 0. If γ is a(φ(B) + ε)-dense curve inB, asB is
closed and convex, we have

K := Conv
(
γ([0, 1])

)
⊂ B.

As K is convex and compact (see, for instance, [1, Theorem 5.35]), by the Hahn-Mazurkiewicz
theorem, there exists a continuous mappingω : [0, 1] −→ X such thatω([0, 1]) = K. Clearly,
ω is a(φ(B) + ε)-dense curve inB. Therefore, we have

B ⊂ K + (φ(B) + ε)UX .

Thus, by Proposition 3.1, we find

bs(B) ≤ bs(K) + (φ(B) + ε)bs(UX) = (φ(B) + ε)bs(UX).

From the arbitrariness ofε > 0, the inequality (3.2) holds.
On the other hand, in view of Examples 3.1 and 2.2, we have:

bs(Uc0) = 1 < 2 = 2φ(Uc0), bs(U`1) = 2 = 2φ(U`1).

Consequently, inequality (3.2) is the best possible.

Looking at the proof of Theorem 3.2, it is clear that the inequalitybs(B) ≤ 2φ(B) also holds.
However, according to property (B-3) of Proposition 2.1, the inequality of Theorem 3.2 is finer.
Indeed, let us considerB := {x1, x2} ⊂ X with x1, x2 ∈ X andx1 6= x2, beingX an arbitrary
Banach space. Then,bs(B) = 2φ(Conv(B)) = 0 butφ(B) = ‖x1 − x2‖ > 0.

As we have pointed out in Section 1, the Banach-Saks and the weak Banach-Saks properties
are closely related with the compactness and weak compactness of such set. Also, from the well
known Mazur and Krein-Šmulian theorems (see, for instance, [1, Theorems 3.65 and 5.35], we
know that a compact or a weakly compact set have a precompact or relatively weakly compact
convex hull. However, it is worth to say that, in general and as it was shown in [19], the convex
hull of a Banach-Saks set not need to be a Banach-Saks set. In other words, there are Banach
spaces such that the classN (X) := {B ∈ B(X) : bs(B) = 0 < bs(Conv(B)) is non-empty.

In the next examples we show that the equalitybs(B) ≤ 2φ
(
Conv(B)

)
is the best possible

for non-convex and bounded subsets.

Example 3.2.Let, for eachn ∈ N, en then-th basic vector of̀1, and consider the setB := (en).
Then, it is immediate to check thatbs(B) = 2.

Now, letγ1(t) := e1 for all t ∈ [0, 1]. As ‖x − γ1(t)‖ ≤ 1 for eacht ∈ [0, 1] and x ∈
Conv(B), γ1 is a 1-dense curve inConv(B). Thus,φ(Conv(B)) ≤ 1. We will prove in the
below lines the opposite inequality.

Let γ be anα-dense curve inConv(B), for someα > 0. Then according to[3, Theorem
II.4.1], fixed anyε > 0 there is an integerNε ≥ 1 such that∑

n≥Nε

|yn| ≤ ε, for all y := (yn) ∈ γ([0, 1]).

So, for eachy := (yn) ∈ γ([0, 1]), we have

‖eNε − y‖ ≥ 1− yNε ≥ 1− ε,

and consequentlyα ≥ 1 − ε. Noticing the arbitrariness ofε > 0, we infer thatα ≥ 1 and
therefore

φ(Conv(B)) ≥ 1.

So, we have
bs(B) = 2 = 2φ

(
Conv(B)

)
.
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Let us note that, asbs(UX) ≤ 2, for bounded and convex subsets ofX inequality (3.2) is, in
general, finer than (3.1). We illustrate this fact in the following example.

Example 3.3. For 1 < p < ∞ let Jp be the James’ space of all real null sequencesx = (xn)
with finite

‖x‖p := sup
{ n−1∑

i=1

|xki+1
− xki

| : 0 < k1 < . . . < kn, n ≥ 2
}
.

Then, according to[17], bs(UJp) = 21/p. Therefore, for each convex and not precompact
B ∈ B(Jp), by Theorem 3.2 we have

bs(B) ≤ 21/pφ(B) < 2φ(B).

In order to state some inequalities between the DND and other quantities related with the
Banach-Saks property, we need to recall the following numbers (see, for instance, [17]).

Definition 3.2. Let B ∈ B(X). The alternated arithmetic separation ofB is defined as

aasep(B) := inf
{ 1

N

∑
n∈N

εnxn : N ⊂ N is finite , εn := ±1
}
.

andabs(B) := sup{aasep(xn) : (xn) ⊂ B}.
If X, Y are Banach spaces andT : X −→ Y a bounded linear operator, we define the number

b̃s(T ) := bs(T (UX)). If b̃s(T ) = 0, T is said to be a Banach-Saks operator.

The numberabs(B) is a quantification of the so-called alternate signs Banach–Saks property,
which is defined in the same way that the Banach-Saks property but replacing the Cesàro sums
by the sums1

m

∑m
k=1(−1)kxnk

. The number̃bs(T ) is a natural way to quantify the Banach-Saks
property of a linear operatorT : X −→ Y .

In the following results, as consequence of Theorem 3.2 and by using the DND, we provide
an upper for the concepts of Definition 3.2.

Corollary 3.3. LetB ∈ B(X). Then,abs(B) ≤ φ(Conv(B)). In particular, if B is convex then

abs(B) ≤ 1

2
bs(B)φ(B).

Proof. According to [17, Corollary 8]abs(B) ≤ 1
2
bs(B), and the result follows from this

equality and Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 3.4. Let X,Y two Banach spaces andT : X −→ Y a bounded linear operator.
Then,

(3.5) b̃s(T ) ≤ φ
(
T (UX)

)
bs(UY ).

Moreover, the above inequalities are the best possible.

Proof. As T (UX) is a bounded and convex subset ofY , by Theorem 3.2 inequality (3.5) holds.
In the below examples we will show that such inequality is the best possible.
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Example 3.4.Let ĉ0 be the spacec0 endowed with the norm

|‖x‖| := ‖x‖0 +
∑
n≥1

|xn|
2n

for all x := (xn) ∈ c0,

where‖ · ‖0 stands for the usual norm ofc0, andT : c0 −→ ĉ0 the identity map. One can check
that

(3.6) ‖T‖ = 2, bs(Uĉ0) = 1, b̃s(T ) = 2.

Now, let anyε > 0 and N := N(ε) > 1 such that
∑

n≥N+1 2−n ≤ ε/2. Let g :=

(g1, . . . , gN) : [0, 1] −→ RN be a ε
2
-dense curve in[−1, 1]N ; see Example 2.1. Defineγ :

[0, 1] −→ ĉ0 as

γ(t) :=
(
g1(t), . . . , gN(t), 0, . . . , 0, . . .

)
, for all t ∈ [0, 1].

It is clear thatγ is continuous andγ([0, 1]) ⊂ T (Uc0). Also, giveny := (yn) ∈ T (Uc0), for
some lett ∈ [0, 1] be such that‖g(t) − (y1, . . . , yN)‖e ≤ ε/2, where‖ · ‖e‖ stands for the
Euclidean norm. The existence of such at ∈ [0, 1] follows from the fact thatg is a ε-dense
curve in[−1, 1]N and|yn| ≤ 1 for eachn ≥ 1. Then, we have

|‖y − γ(t)‖| ≤ max
{ε

2
, sup{|yn| : n ≥ N + 1}

}
+

ε

2
+

∑
n≥N+1

|yn|
2n

≤ 1 + ε.

From the arbitrariness ofε > 0 we infer thatφ(T (c0)) ≤ 1 and therefore, noticing Example 3.1
we conclude that

max
{
‖T‖bs(Uc0), φ

(
T (U`1)

)
bs(Uĉ0)

}
= 2 = b̃s(T ).

That is to say, inequality (3.5) of Corollary 3.4 become into an equality in this example.

Example 3.5.Let us define the operatorT : `1 −→ `1 asT (x) := 1
2
x for all x ∈ `1.

Then, noticing Example 3.1,̃bs(T ) = 1 andbs(U`1) = 2. By Example 2.2 and Proposition
2.1,φ(T (U`1)) = 1/2. Therefore,

b̃s(T ) = 1 = φ
(
T (U`1)

)
bs(U`1).

So, here the inequality (3.5) become into an equality.

On the other hand it is important to stress that, in general, there is notk > 0 such that
kφ(Conv(B)) ≤ bs(B). Indeed, from the considerations of Section 1, for a given1 < p < +∞
we havebs(ULp(0,1)) = 0 but, from Example 2.2,φ(ULp(0,1)) = 1. However, in the spacè1
such inequality holds, as we prove in the following result.

Proposition 3.5. Let B ∈ B(`1). Then,φ(Conv(B)) ≤ bs(B) and this inequality is the best
possible. In particular, ifB is convex then

(3.7) φ(B) ≤ bs(B) ≤ 2φ(B).

Proof. Let χ denote the Hausdorff measure of noncompactness, given in Section 2. In [16] it
was proved thatbs(B) = 2χ(B), for eachB ∈ B(`1). Therefore, by Proposition 2.2, we find
φ(Conv(B)) ≤ bs(B).

If B is precompact (or, equivalently, as`1 has the Schur property, relatively weakly compact),
by (M-1) of Proposition 2.1 and noticing thatbs(B) = 0, we haveφ(Conv(B)) = 0 = bs(B).
Also, from Examples 2.2 and 3.1, we haveφ(U`1) = 1 < 2 = bs(U`1).

The right-hand inequality in (3.7) follows directly from Theorem 3.2.
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4. FINAL REMARKS

In the present paper, by using the DND, we proved in Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.3 some
upper bounds for thequantificationof a non-empty and bounded subsetB of a Banach space,
bs(B), as well as of a given bounded linear operatorT between Banach spaces,b̃s(T ). As we
have illustrated with several examples, such bounds are the best possible. Also, in Corollary
3.4, we have provided an upper bound for the so-called alternated arithmetic separation ofB,
abs(B).

As we have shown, in general, the DND cannot be used to state a lower bound for the above-
mentioned numbers related to the Banach-Saks properties. However, for the Banach space`1, it
is possible to derive a lower bound for the numberbs(B), whereB is a non-empty and bounded
subset of̀ 1. In [5], lower bounds for the numberabs(B) were stated using the so-called weak
measures of noncompactness. Therefore, it seems that to provide a lower bound for the number
bs(B) based on the DND, we need to define, in some sense, a DND for the weak topology of a
Banach space.

In [18], the relationships between the Banach-Saks property and real interpolation of opera-
tors were studied. So, in future works, it could be interesting to analyze (if any) the relationships
between the DND and the real interpolation of operators.
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of Noncompactness in Metric Fixed Point Theory, Basel, Operator Theory: Advances and Applica-
tions, vol. 99, Birkhauser Verlag, 1997.

[4] S. BANACH and S. SAKS,Sur la convergence forte dans les champsLp, Studia Math.2(1), 51–57
(1930).

[5] H. BENDOVÁ, O.F.K. KALENDA and J. SPUENÝ,Quantification of the Banach–Saks property,
J. Funct. Anal.268(7), 1733–1754 (2015).

[6] Y. CHERRUAULT and G. MORA,Théorie des Courbesα-denses, Paris, Económica, 2005.

[7] Y. CUI, H. HUDZIK and R. PłUCIENNIK, Banach–Saks property in some Banach sequence
spaces, Ann. Polon. Math.LXV (2), 193–202 (1997).

[8] G. GARCÍA, The minimal displacement problem of DND-Lipschitzian mappings, Bol. Soc. Mat.
Mex. 29(38), (2023).

[9] G. GARCÍA, A quantitative version of the Kolmogorov-Riesz theorem, Advances in Operator The-
ory 6, Article number: 25 (2021).

[10] G. GARCÍA, A quantitative version of Helly’s selection principle in Banach spaces and its appli-
cations, Annals of Functional Analysis11, 1220–1235 (2020).

[11] G. GARCÍA,A quantitative version of the Arzelá-Ascoli theorem based on the degree of nondensi-
fiability and applications, Appl. Gen. Topol.20(1), 265–279 (2019).

[12] G. GARCÍA and G. MORA,The degree of nondensifiability of linear bounded operators and its
applications, Appl. Gen. Topol.25(1), 453–462 (2024).

AJMAA, Vol. 22 (2025), No. 1, Art. 5, 10 pp. AJMAA

https://ajmaa.org


10 G. GARCÍA

[13] G. GARCÍA and G. MORA,Projective limits of generalized scales of Banach spaces and applica-
tions, Ann. Funct. Anal.13(76), 20 pages (2022).

[14] G. GARCÍA and G. MORA,The degree of convex nondensifiability in Banach spaces, J. Convex
Anal. 22(3), 871–888 (2015).

[15] S. KAKUTANI, Weak convergence in uniformly convex Banach spaces, Tohoku Math. J.45, 188–
193 (1938).

[16] A. KRYCZKA, A note on measures related to compactness and the Banach–Saks property in`1,
Arch. Math.120, 615–618 (2023).

[17] A. KRYCZKA, Arithmetic separation and Banach–Saks sets, J. Math. Anal. Appl.394(2), 772–780
(2012).

[18] A. KRYCZKA, Seminorm related to Banach–Saks property and real interpolation of operators,
Integr. equ. oper. theory61, 559–572 (2008).

[19] J. LÓPEZ-ABAD, C. RUIZ and P. TRADACETE,The convex hull of a Banach-Saks set, J. Funct.
Anal. 266(4), 2251–2280 (2014).

[20] G. MORA and Y. CHERRUAULT,Characterization and generation ofα-dense curves, Comput.
Math. Appl.33(9), 83–91 (1997).

[21] G. MORA and J.A. MIRAAlpha-dense curves in infinite dimensional spaces, Inter. J. of Pure and
App. Mathematics5, 257–266 (2003).

[22] G. MORA and D.A. REDTWITZ,Densifiable metric spaces, Rev. R. Acad. Cienc. Exactas FÍs.
Nat. Ser. A Math. RACSAM105, 71–83, 2011.

[23] H. H. SCHAEFER and M.P. WOLFF,Topological Vector Spaces, Springer New York, 1999.

[24] H. SAGAN,Space-Filling Curves, New York, Springer, 2012.

[25] S. WILLARD, General Topology, USA, Dover Publications Inc., 2004.

AJMAA, Vol. 22 (2025), No. 1, Art. 5, 10 pp. AJMAA

https://ajmaa.org

	1. Introduction
	2. The degree of nondensifiability
	3. The inequalities
	4. Final remarks
	References

