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UNIQUENESS OF HAHN-BANACH EXTENSION AND
RELATED NORM-1 PROJECTIONS IN DUAL SPACES

SOUMITRA DAPTARI, TANMOY PAUL, AND T. S. S. R. K. RAO

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study two properties viz. property-U and
property-SU of a subspace Y of a Banach space which correspond to the
uniqueness of the Hahn-Banach extension of each linear functional in Y* and
in addition to that this association forms a linear operator of norm-1 from
Y* to X*. It is proved that, under certain geometric assumptions on X,Y, Z
these properties are stable with respect to the injective tensor product; Y has
property-U (SU) in Z if and only if X ®; Y has property-U (SU) in X ® Z.
We prove that when X™* has the Radon-Nikodgm Property for 1 < p < oo,
L, (1, Y) has property-U (property-SU) in L,(u, X) if and only if Y is so in
X. We show that if Z CY C X, where Y has property-U (SU) in X then
Y/Z has property-U (SU) in X/Z. On the other hand Y has property-SU
in X if Y/Z has property-SU in X/Z and Z(C Y) is an M-ideal in X. It is
observed that a smooth Banach space of dimension > 3 is a Hilbert space if
and only if for any two subspaces Y, Z with property-SU in X, Y + Z has
property-SU in X whenever Y + Z is closed. We characterize all hyperplanes
in ¢o which have property-SU.

Dedicated to the memory of Eve Oja.

1. INTRODUCTION

By X we mean a Banach space with real scalars and a subspace Y of X
is always assumed to be a closed subspace of X except when we consider dense
linear subspaces. The annihilator of Y in X* is denoted by Y+ and Y # represents
the set {f € X* : || fll = |Iflv|l}. Bx and Sx represent the closed unit ball and
closed unit sphere of X respectively. By a hyperplane in X we mean a subspace
of the form f~1(0), for some f € X*. The classical Hahn-Banach Theorem
ensures that every f € Y* has a norm preserving extension f € X*. Uniqueness

of such extension depends on some geometric structures of X*. The authors in
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[E], [P, [T] studied this property and characterize those Banach spaces where a
given subspace (all subspaces) has (have) this unique extension property. We

now recall the following definitions.

Definition 1.1. [P] A subspace Y of X said to have property-U if every f € Y*

has unique norm preserving extension f to X*.

Also let us recall the following definitions.

Definition 1.2. (a) [L] A subspace Y of X is said to be an ideal if there
exists a projection P : X* — X* where ||P|| = 1 and ker(P) = Y.
(b) [O] A subspace Y of X is said to have property-SU if Y+ has a com-
plementary subspace G C X* such that for all f € X*, f =g+ h
g€ G,heYtand ||f]| > |lg|| whenever h # 0.

It is well known that there exists a linear operator S : Y* — X* where S(y*)
is a norm preserving extension of y* if and only if Y is an ideal in X. Also recall
that, Y is an ideal in X if and only if Y+ is a range of a norm-1 projection in
X**(|[Rad]). Tt is clear from the properties of a subspace Y having property-SU
is that the canonical restriction map from Y# to Y* is an isometry. In [O] Oja
observed, a subspace Y has property-SU in X if and only if Y has property-U

and also an ideal in X.

Let us recall that a subspace Y is said to have n.X.I.P. in X if n closed
balls {B(a;, i)}, in X with centres in Y and (), B(a;,r;) # 0, then Y N
Niey B(ai,r; +¢) # 0, for all £ > 0. It follows from [L] that,

Theorem 1.3. Let Y be a subspace of a Banach space X. If Y is an ideal in X
then Y has n.X.I.P., for all n € N. Suppose Y has property-U in X, if Y has
n.X.I.P. in X then'Y 1is an ideal in X. Here it is enough to consider n = 3.

In this paper we discuss property-U and SU for various kinds of function
spaces, followed by their stability in quotient spaces. We also study these prop-
erties for subspaces of Banach spaces which are of type Li-preduals. Various
examples are given at the end of the paper to illustrate the limitations of some
of the results obtained here using the sequence space ¢y and finite dimensional

spaces.
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2. NOTATIONS AND DEFINITIONS

Let Y be a subspace of X and let z € X, define d(z,Y’) = infycy || — y| and
Py(z)={y €Y : |z —y| =d(z,Y)}. Note that Py(x) may be empty for some

x.

Definition 2.1. (a) Y is said to be proziminal if Py (x) # () for all x.
(b) Y is said to be Chebyshev if Py (z) is singleton for all x.

[IS] is a standard reference for the notions defined above.

Definition 2.2. [HWW]

(a) Y is said to be an M-summand (L-summand) in X if there exists
a linear projection P : X — X such that ¥ = P(X) and X =
P(X) @, (I - P)(X) (X = P(X)@,,(I - P)(X)).

(b) Y is said to be an M-ideal in X if Y+ is an L-summand in X*.

(¢) Y is said to be a semi M-ideal in X if for any z* € X*, we have
|lz*|| = ||Pz*| + ||=* — Px*||, where P : X* — X ™ is a projection satisfying
P(A\x] + P(x3)) = AP(z7) + P(x3), for 7,25 € X* and A € R (quasi
additivity) (see [HWW. Pg. 43]).

Note that if Y is an M-ideal in X and X* = Y+ Dy, Z then Z = Y#, where
Y# is defined in Section 1. A Banach space X is said to be an M-embedded space
if X is an M-ideal in X** under the canonical embedding. An M-embedded space
X satisfies many geometric properties, in particular this property is separably
determined and X* has Radon-Nikodym property (see below) [HWW. Pg. 126,
Theorem 3.1]. ¢o(T"), for an arbitrary set I, K(¢,), for 1 < p < oo are some
examples of M-embedded spaces. If X is M-embedded then so is all its subspaces.

Let (£2,%,v) be a positive measure space, a measurable function f : Q —
X is said to be p-th Bochner-Integrable function if [, || f(t)||Pdv(t) < co. The
corresponding p-th norm is defined by || f|l, = (/5 Hf(t)”pdu(t))%, where 1 < p <
0o. The corresponding Banach space consisting of all p-th Bochner Integrable
functions is denoted by L,(v,X). Loo(v,X) represents the space of essentially
bounded, measurable functions from 2 to X. L. (v, X) forms a Banach space

with respect to the essentially supremum norm.

Let us recall the following Definition.

Definition 2.3. [DU] A Banach space X is said to have Radon-Nikodgm prop-
erty (RNP in short) if for any probability space (2,3, 1) and any p-continuous
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vector measure G : ¥ — X of bounded variation there exists g € Lq(u, X) such
that G(E) = [ g(t)du(t) for all E € X.

Numerous characterizations are available in the literature for this property. In
some special cases the Banach spaces of vector valued functions can be expressed
as the tensor product of classical spaces. The monographs [DUL [LC| are some
standard references of tensor product of Banach spaces and related properties.
We follow the notations from [DU|, to define the injective (projective) tensor
product of two Banach spaces X, Y, which will be denoted by X @'Y (X ®2Y).

For z € X ®Y and let > " ; 2; ® y; be one such representation of z. Define

the following cross norms on X ® Y,
n n
A <Z z; @ y,) = sup { Z o(zi)yi
i=1 i=1
n n
7(2) = inf {Z lzilllill = 2~y @i ®y,} :
i=1 i=1

The completion of (X®Y, \) ((X®Y,~)) in B(X xY)* is said to be the injective
(projective) tensor product of X and Y and is denoted by X @Y (X @2 Y).

It is well-known that (see [RR1, Pg. 114]) if one of the spaces X*,Y™* has the
RNP and one of them has Approzimation property then (X @Y Y)" & X* @ Y*
and also L,(v, X)* = L,(v, X*), where %4—% =1, where 1 < p < o0, ¢ = o0
when p = 1. Also Ly(p, X) = L1 (u) ®2 X and C(K, X) 2 C(K) ®) X, where X
is a Banach space and K is a compact Hausdorff space. Here C'(K,X) := {f :

T € SX*} and also,

K — X : f is continuous on K} and the corresponding Banach space norm is

[flloe = supg [[f(R)[| (see [LC).

Definition 2.4. A Banach space X is said to be an Li-predual space if X* is

isometrically isomorphic to Lj(u) for some measure space (€2, %, p).

We refer Chapter 6 and 7 from the monograph [HEL] by Lacey for charac-
terizations of these spaces and their properties. It is well-known that C(K) is
an Li-predual where K is compact Hausdorff. An Li-predual space and its dual

always have the approximation property.

If B is a closed, bounded, convex subset of a normed space, then ext(B) :=
{beB:b= MT” for some x1, 29 € B then b = x1 = z2}, the set of all extreme

points of B.
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3. RESULTS ON BANACH SPACES OF VECTOR VALUED FUNCTIONS

In this section we explore properties-U and SU in spaces of Bochner Integrable
functions and Banach spaces of vector valued continuous functions. Both these
spaces can be interpreted as tensor products over suitable Banach spaces. The-
orem [3.4], are the main observations in this section. We first prove a formula

for the quotient of the spaces of Bochner Integrable functions.

Proposition 3.1. Let (2, %, 1) be a probability space. Let X be a Banach space
andY be a subspace of X. Fiz1 <p < co. Then Ly(p, X)/Ly(1,Y) is isometric
to Ly(, X/Y).

Proof. Let m: X — X/Y denote the quotient map.

Define @ : Ly (4, X) = Ly(p, X/Y) by ®(f) =mo f.

® is a bounded linear map and ker(®) = L,(u,Y), which follows from
Jlm(f)lPdp(w) < [11f (w)[Pdu(w).

It remains to prove that for any f € L,(u, X), || f + Lp(, Y)[| = ||2(f)|. It
is clear that for any g € Ly(u,Y), ||f + gllp > |®(f)lp, we now prove the other
inequality.

Using Bartle-Graves theorem (see [HR, Pg. 184]) we have a continuous cross
section map p : X/Y — X, such that p(n(z)) € n(z). For g € L,(p, X/Y), we
now see that pog € Ly(u,X) and ®(pog) =mo (pog) =g. Thus @ is onto.

For any € > 0, by taking A = 14 (as stated in [HR] Pg. 184]) we see that ® is a
quotient map, or in other words ||f 4+ L, (1, Y)|| = [|®(f)]| i-e., Lp(p, X)/Lp(1, Y)
is isometric to Ly,(u, X/Y). O

For the remaining part we may assume without loss of generality that p is a

purely non-atomic measure.

Proposition 3.2. Let (2,3, 1) be a probability space. Let X be a Banach space
and Y be a subspace of X. Suppose p,q € (1,00) with % + % =landifp=1
then g = oo.

(a) If X* has the RNP then Ly(u,Y)t = Ly(u, Y1),

(b) If Lp(p, Y)+ = Ly(p, YY) then Y+ has the RNP.

Proof. (a). We always have L,(u, Y1) C Ly(p, V)t

To prove the other inclusion, we follow a similar arguments as stated in the
proof of [DU, Theorem 1, Pg. 98].
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RNP being hereditary property Y+ has the RNP.

Let g € (Lp(p, X))* = Lg(p, X*). Suppose gelL (,u, Y)L Consider the vector
measure G : ¥ — X* defined by G(E = | g 9w (w). As in the proof of
[DUL Theorem 1, Pg. 98|, one has that G is a countably addltlve vector measure
of bounded variation with respect to u.

We now claim that G is a Y1-valued measure.

Let y € Y and E € X. Since yxg € Ly(1,Y), by the choice of g we have,

/ 9(w)()dp(w) = 0.
E

Hence G(E)(y) = 0 for all y. Thus G is a Y *-valued measure. Since Y+ has the
RNP, G has a Y'-valued derivative h. But by the uniqueness of the derivative
g=hae. Thus g € Ly(u, Y1).

Identical arguments for p = 1 and the fact Li(u, X)* = Loo (1, X*) lead to the
proof for p = 1.

(b). Now Lg(,Y*) = Lg(u, (X/Y)*) = Lp(p, Y) .

Also (Lp(p, X)/Lp(p, Y))" = Lp(u, X/Y)*. Thus Ly(p, X/Y)* = Lg(p, Y).
As p is non atomic, by [DU, Theorem 1, Pg. 98], we have that (X/Y)* = Y+
has the RNP. (]

We need the following observation in the subsequent discussion.

Remark 3.3. Let i be probability measure then for f € X*,

IxeflL,uy)ll =  sup | [ {g,xaf)dul
9€BLy(uy) /O

~ s | / (g, xafIv)dpl

9EBL,(u,Y)

< sw / 11y g ldpe(t)

9€BL, (u,y)

=flvll sup gl < [Iflv -

9EBL,(u,Y)

Again let € > 0, there exist y € By such that fly(y) > ||fly|| — € which implies

Jolxay, xaf)du > [ox(lflyll —e)du = [|fly|l —e. Therefore |[xaflr, @yl =
| Joxay, xaf)dul > [o(xay, xaf)du > [oxa(lflyll —e)du = [|flyll — € and €
is arbitrary positive. So, we get ngf]Lp(u,y)H > || fly|l. Hence HXQf‘Lp(My)” =

11 1l-
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Theorem 3.4. Let (2, %, 1) be a probability space. Let Y be a subspace of a
Banach space X such that X* has RNP. Then,
(a) Y has property-U in X if and only if L,(1,Y) has property-U in
L,(p,X), for1 <p< oo.
(b) Y has property-SU in X if and only if L,(p,Y) has property-SU in
L,(p,X), for1 <p< oo.

Proof. (a). Let us assume that Y has property-U in X. It remains to show
that L,(u,Y )L is Chebyshev in L,(u, X)*. Being a w*-closed subspace of a
dual space, L,(p,Y)" is proximinal. Now for any ¢ € Ly(u, X)* = Ly(u, X*),
d(o, Lg(p, Y1) = ||d(¢(.), Y 1)||4, see [LC, Lemma 2.10]. Hence the uniqueness
of the best approximation from ¢ to L,(u, Y1) follows from the uniqueness of
best approximation from ¢(w) to Y+ for all w € Q a.e. [u].

For the converse we follow the equivalence of (1) and (3) in [L, Theorem 2.1].
Assume that fi,fo € Y7 and f1 + fo € Y. Since (fi + f2)(y) = 0 for all
y € Y we have xof1 + xafe € Ly(p, Y)L. It is clear that xqofi € Ly(p, X*) and
IxafilL, )| = lIxafill = 1 fill for i = 1,2. Therefore xaf1,xaf2 € Ly(p, Y)#.
As L, (p,Y) has property-U in L, (u, X) we have xo fi+xaf2 =0, hence fi+ fo =
0.

(b). Let us recall the characterizations for property-SU in [O] (as stated in
Section 1). Let us assume that Y has property-SU in X. It remains to prove
that L,(u, Y1) is an ideal in L,(pu, X*). This follows from Proposition and
the easy observation P : L,(u, X*) — Lgy(p1, X*) defined by P(g) = P o g, where
P: X* — X*is a contractive projection with ker(P) =Y.

For the converse we follow the equivalence of (1) and (6) in [O Pg. 1]. Assume
that f1,fo,f3 € Y# and f1 + fo + f3 € Y. If L,(11,Y) has property-SU in
L,(p, X) using similar arguments as stated above we can show f; + fo + f3 =0,
hence Y has property-SU in X. O

Remark 3.5. (a) Note that the converse of both the statements in Theo-
rem does not require the condition that the space X* satisfy RNP.
(b) We also note that the conclusion in Theorem[3.7) may not hold true for

p=1.

We now come to the spaces of type C' (K, X), where X is a Banach space and K
is a compact Hausdorff space. Let us recall C(K, X) = C(K)®Y X, the injective
tensor product of C(K) and X, as stated in Section 2.
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Theorem 3.6. Let X be an Li-predual space and Z be a Banach spaces such
that Z* has RNP. Let Y be a subspace of Z. Then,
(a) Y have property-U in Z if and only if X ®! Y has property-U in
X! Z.
(b) Y have property-SU in Z if and only if X ®. Y has property-SU in
X! Z.

Proof. (a). Let Y have property-U in Z.

We now show that, (X @Y Y)* is Chebyshev in (X @Y Z)*.

Since Z* has the RNP and X* has approximation property (see [RRI]
Pg. 73)), (X ® Z)* = X* ®) Z*. On the other hand (X ®) Y)+ =
(X ®Y Z/X ®!Y)". Since X is an Li-predual it follows from [MR] Corollary 18]
that (X ®Y Z/X @Y Y) = X @Y (Z/Y) and hence (X @Y V)" = X* @) Y+ =~
Li(p)®@2Y+ 22 Ly(u, Y1), the last identity follows from the fact that X* = L (u)
for some positive measure space (£2,%, 1) and the properties of projective ten-
sor product. Now (X ®! Z)* = Li(u, Z*). Being a w*-closed subspace of
Li(p, Z*), Li(p, Y1) is proximinal. It remains to prove that best approxima-

tions in L1(u, Y ) are unique. This follows from similar arguments used in the
proof of Theorem B.4|(a).

Conversely, let Y does not have property-U in Z. Let f € Y* and g1, g2 be two
norm preserving extensions in Z*. Let w € Sx~, then w®g;, wRgs € X* QN Z*(=
(X®Y Z)*) are two norm preserving extensions of w® f € X*@2Y* (= (X®YY)*),
which contradicts our assumption.

(b). As the ideal property is stable under injective tensor product (see [RA
Lemma 2, pg-601]), the result is true for property-SU.

Conversely assume that X ®) Y has property-SU in X ®) Z. Again we follow
the equivalence for property-SU in [O].

Let f1, f2,fs € Y# such that f; + fo + f3 € Y1, It remains to show that
fit fotfz=0. Let g€ Sx« then g® f; € (X ® Y)#, i = 1,2,3. In fact,
for fixed i, ||lg ® fill = llgllllfill = ||fill- Let € > 0, there exist g € Sx such
that |g(zo)| > 1 —e. It is now clear that, ||g ® fi|xgyvy| > (1 —€)||fil|. Hence
lg @ filxeyyll =llg® fil, i =1,2,3.

It is now clear that, g ® fi + g ® fa + g ® f3 € (X ®Y Y)L. In fact for simple
tensor z Ry, (R f1+9® foa+9g® f3)(x®@y) = 0. Hence, if D be the linear span
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of all simple tensors in X ®YY then (¢ ® f1+9® fa+9® f3)|p =0. From the
density of D we have f1 + fo + f3 =0. O

We do not know whether a similar conclusion derived in Theorem also

holds for the projective tensor product of the spaces.

As an application of Theorem we have the following for the subspaces of
type C(K,Y) in C(K, X).

Corollary 3.7. Let X be a Banach space such that X* has RNP and Y be
a subspace of X. Then Y has property-U (property-SU) in X if and only if
C(K,Y) has property-U (property-SU ) in C(K, X).

4. PROPERTY-(U) AND (SU) IN QUOTIENT SPACES

The aim of this section is to discuss property-U and SU in the quotient spaces
under suitable assumptions on the underlying spaces. The first observation en-
sures that if a subspace of a Banach space satisfies one of these properties then
it also transfers to the quotient spaces. Converse to this result is derived in

Theorem with suitable assumptions on the respective spaces.

Theorem 4.1. (a) Let Z CY C X be closed subspaces of X, where Y
has property-SU in X, then Y/Z has property-SU in X/Z.
(b) Let X be an Ly-predual. LetY be a subspace of X which has property-
SU and J be an M-ideal in' Y. Then Y/J is an Lq-predual.

Proof. (a). We first show that Y/Z has property-U in X/Z.

Consider an element f € Zi%*, with two norm preserving extensions, g,h €
Zxn.

Now gly = hly, since Y has property-U we have g = h.

For the remaining part, let P : X** — Y, be a contractive projection. Define
P Xx* )7+ — Yy 74 by Pl(r(7)) = n(P(7)). For 7 € X**, where 7 is
the quotient map on either quotient space. It is easy to see, P’ is a contractive
projection.

(b). Suppose X* = Ly (), for some measure p and Py : X* — Y# be a norm-
1 projection for some subspace Y# of X* such that ker(P;) = Y*. Being an
image of a contraction of Ly (), Y7 is isometric with L;(v) for some measure v
([HELL, Theorem 3, Chapter 6]). It is clear that Y# is isomorphic with Y* and
let Po:Y* — J%* be an L-projection. Hence it follows that JX%* is isometric
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with L1 (\). Now Ji-. is isometrically isomorphic to (Y/J)*, in other words Y/.J
is Lq-predual space. O

Proposition 4.2. Let X be an Li-predual. Let Y be a subspace of X which has
property-SU and J be an M-ideal in Y. Then J}% 1is isometrically isomorphic
with Jx. /YL and Jx. /Y is isometric with Li(v) for some measure v.

Proof. Define ¢ : Jy=. — Jx.. /Y * by the following. ¢(f) = f4+Y~L, where f be the
unique Hahn-Banach extension of f. Clearly [|¢(f)|| = |f + Y| = | fiy || = | f]
and [|¢~ (g + Y )| = llgll = llg + Y*||. So Ji. isometrically isomorphic to
Jx./Y+. And from above Ji. /Y is isometric with L;(v) for some measure
. H

Proposition 4.3. Let Z CY C X. Suppose Y has property n.X.I.P. in X and
Z is a proximal subspace of X. ThenY/Z has n.X/Z.I.P. in X/Z.

Proof. Let m denote the quotient map. Let {B(w(y;),ri)}~; be n-closed balls
with centers in Y/Z and let € X be such that ||z +Z —7(y;)|| = d(x—vy;, Z) < r;
for 1 <i <mn. Since Z is proximal in X, let z; € Z be such that ||z —y; — z|| =
d(z —vy;, Z) < r;for 1 <i <n. Now for the collection {B(y; — z;, 1)}~ of balls
with centers in Y, as Y has n.X.I.P. in X, for € > 0, there is a yg € Y such that
llyo —yi — zi|| < ri+eforl <i<n.

Now 7(yo) € Y/Z and |7 (yo) =7 (yi) | = w(wo—yi—zi)ll < [lyo—yi—zill < rite
for 1 <i <n. Hence Y/Z has the n.X/Z.I.P in X/Z. O

Let Y, Z be subspaces of X such that Z C Y C X, the converse of Theorem [£.1]
is true when we are assuming Z is an M-ideal in X. Before going to proof of it

we first observe the following.

Proposition 4.4. Let Y, Z be subspaces of X such that Z CY C X. Then
Y/Z2)* ={g € Zx- : llgly | = llg]l}-

Proof. Let g € Zx. and A € (X/Z)*(= Zx.) is the corresponding element of g.

Now |[Aly/zl| = sup [A(y+Z)|= sup |g(y)| > sup |g(y)| = [lgly |l Again
ly+2|1<1 lly+2|1<1 lyl<1

[Aly/z(y+ 2)| = [My + 2)| = l9()| = lgly (W) = lgly (y + 2)| < llglv[llly + =|
and this is true for all z € Z, hence |Aly,z(y + Z)| < |lgly|llly + Z||. Therefore

IAly/zll = llglyll. As (Y/Z)% = {A € (X/Z)* : [Aly/z] = IA]} and [JA] = |lg]
we have (Y/2)% ={g € Zx. - |lglv|l = llg]l}- O

We now come to the main result of this section.
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Theorem 4.5. Let Y, Z be subspaces of X such that Z CY C X. Suppose Z is
an M-ideal in X and Y/Z has property-SU in X/Z. Then'Y has property-SU in
X.

Proof. Let us consider the following cases to conclude the desired result. We first
show that Y has property-U in X.

Choose f1, fo € Y# with fi + fo € Y.

CASE 1: If f1, fo € Z% then as f1 + fo € Z+ we have f; + f» = 0.

CASE 2: Let fi = p1 + q1 and fo = py + q2 where p; € Z# and ¢; € Z+.
Now given that X* = Z# @, Z*. Hence ||f1 + foll = |[p1 + p2ll + |1 + q2l|.
Cram 2.1: p1 +py =0.

In fact for any z € Z, ¢;(z) = 0 and (f1 + f2)(z) = 0, we have (p1 + p2)(z) = 0.
This follows that p; + p2 € Z+. Now from CASE 1 it follows that p; + ps = 0.

CLam 2.2: q1 + g2 =0.

Now 0 = [|(f1 + f)ly | = l(p1 + p2)ly | + [[(¢x + @)y [| = [[(¢1 + g2)|y ||, the
second identity follows from the fact that Z is an M-ideal in Y.

Hence we have ¢ + g2 € Y. We now show that ¢; € (Y/Z)*.
Again since Z is an M-ideal in Y and ||f;|| = || filv|l, we have ||p;|| + ||| =

Ipilv[l + llailyll, @ = 1,2. Now as [[pill = [lpilz|l < l[pilyll < llpsll we have
lg;]| = llgily ||, which in other words ¢; € Y}, .

Since Y/Z has property-SU in X/Z, we have ¢; +¢2 = 0 and hence f1+ fo = 0.

CASE 3: If one of fi, fp is in Z7.

CASE 3.1: Let f1 € Z# and fo € Z+. Then 0 = ||(f1 + L)y = |filv ] +
12l F = LA+ 1 fll = Mo+ foll = fr+ f2=0.

CASE 3.2: Let f1 € Z% and fy = po + ¢ where py € Z7 and ¢o € Z+. Now
given that X* = Z# @31 Z+. Hence || f1 + foll = |If1 + p2l| + llg2]|-

Cram 3.2.1: fi+p2 =0.

In fact for any z € Z, g2(2) = 0 and (f1 + f2)(z) = 0, we have (f1 + p2)(z) = 0.
This follows that fi + ps € Z+. Now from CASE 1 it follows that f; + ps = 0.

Cram 3.2.2: ¢o = 0.

Now 0 = [|(f1 + fo)ly | = [[(f1 + p2) ¥ [l + [le2ly [| = llg2lv|], the second identity
follows from the fact that Z is an M-ideal in Y.

Hence we have go € Y. We now show that ¢z € (Y/2)%.
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Again since Z is an M-ideal in Y and || f2|| = || fo|y ||, we have |[pa|| + ||¢2|| =
Ip2ly [l + llgzly [l and |[p1[| = [Ip1|y (|- Now as [lpa|| = lIp2lz|l < lIp2ly || < llp2ll we
have ||g2]| = ||g2]y ||, which in other words ¢s € YZ#L

Since Y/Z has property-SU in X/Z, we have g2 = 0 and hence f; + fo =
Ji+p2+g=0.

It remains to prove that Y is an ideal in X. Now by Theorem [I.3] as Y has
property-U, it is enough to check that Y has 3.X.I.P. in X.

Let {B(y;,7)}3_; be 3 closed balls in X with centres in Y. Suppose
M; B(yi,r) # 0. Choose = € (), B(yi,r). Then it is clear that z+72 € B(y;+Z,r),
where the balls are now taken in the quotient space X/Z.

Now as Y/Z has property-SU we have <ﬂ§’:1 B(y; + Z,r —|—5)> NnY/z) #

(). Let us choose yg + Z € (ﬂi’zl B(y; + Z,r —I—€)) N (Y/Z). In other words
lyi —yo+ Z|| <r+efor 1 <i<3. Get z € Z such that ||y; — yo — zi]| < r+ 2e.

We now use a characterization of M-ideal stated in [HWW| Pg. 18]. Consider
the 3 balls {B(y; — yo,” + 2¢)}?_, in X. Each ball intersects Z, as z; € B(y; —
Yo, + 2¢), and finally = — yg € ﬂi’zl B(y; — yo, + 2¢). Because Z is an M-ideal
in X, there must exists a zg € (m?:1 B(y; — yo,r + 35)) N Z. Which concludes

that yo + 2o € ﬂle B(yi,r + 3¢).
As ¢ is arbitrary the result follows. O

Remark 4.6. From the proof of Theorem [{.5], it is clear that if Z is a semi M-
ideal in X andY/Z has property-U in X/Z then'Y has property-U in X. In fact,
if Z is a semi M-ideal in X then ||z*| = | Pz*||+||z* — Px*||, where x* € X* and
P: X* = Y"1 is a projection. This decomposition leads to that, Z has property-U
in X and hence [, Theorem 2.1, Pg. 99] applies for Z. Hence all the cases in
Theorem [{.5 devoted to prove Y has property-U in X can be fitted for this case

also.

5. PROPERTY-U AND SU FOR SPACES OF TYPE L{-PREDUAL

In this section we discuss property-U and SU for ideals and other subspaces of
Lq-preduals. An easy argument concerning property-U and the 3.X.I.P. ensure

the following.

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a Banach space. Y, Z are subspaces of X, and Z = X.
If Y has property-U (SU) in span{Y U{z}}, for all z € Z then'Y has property-U
(SU) in X.
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Using characterization of Li-preduals discussed in [HEL, Chapter 7] we now

have a similar result for ideals in Theorem [5.11

Theorem 5.2. Let X be an L1-predual space. Suppose Z C X is a dense subspace
and let Y C X be a closed subspace such that for any z € Z\Y,Y C span{z, Y}

is an ideal if and only if Y is an ideal in X.

Let us recall that a subspace W of a Banach space X is said to be 1-
complemented if there exists a linear onto projection P : X — W with || P| = 1.
It is clear that if X is a Banach space then X*+(= X**) is 1-complemented in
X***_ This leads to conclude that, Y is an ideal in X if and only if Y+ is an
ideal in X™*.

Now observe that for a Banach space X of type Li-predual or M-embedded,

X*is an L-summand in X***. Hence we have the following.

Theorem 5.3. Let X be an Lq-predual (or an M-embedded) space, a finite co-
dimensional subspace Y of X has property-U if and only if Y- has property-U
m X**.

Proof. The result follows from the above discussion and the fact that for any finite
linear functionals (f;);-; in a dual space X*, ([, ker(f;)*+ = N; ker(f:), where
f;’s are the canonical images of f;’s in X***. Hence Y1+ = sp{fi: 1 <i<n}, as
a Chebyshev subspace of X*, continues to be Chebyshev in X***, O

Hence we have the following.

Theorem 5.4. Let X be an Li-predual (or an M-embedded) space and Y be a
finite co-dimensional subspace of X. Then Y has property-SU in X if and only
if YL has property-SU in X**.

We now show that the condition of finite codimensionality can not be omitted
in Theorem [5.41

Example 5.5. There exists a one-dimensional subspace of C[0,1] which has
property-U but does not have property-U in C[0,1]**. Let

2t ifo<t<i

f(t) = L :

21—t) ifi<t<u,
f is the smooth point of C[0,1] and 5% € MJ0,1] is the unique linear functional
which attains its norm at f € C[0,1]. Hence Y = span{f} has property-U in
o, 1].
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Now suppose Y has property-U in C[0,1]**, from the assumption, it is easy to
see that 5% is a point of continuity of identity map I : (Bx+,w*) — (Bx=*,w),
where X = C[0,1]. Let t, — 5, t, # 3, for all n € N, hence f(t,) — f(3), for
all f € C[0,1], i.e &y, — 5% in weak* topology. Since identity map is weak*-weak
continuous at the point 5%, 0, — 5% i weak topology, i.e 5% € conv{d;, : n €
N}, hence (5% ¢ comol1{6;, : n € N}. Hence there exists a sequence (i) C
conv{d, : n € N} such that p, — 5%. Thus there exists ng € N such that
| teng — (5%\\ < g, hence |[[Aoy,,, + (1 — Ao, — (5%\\ < g, for some X\ € [0,1] and
ni,ng € N, but [[Adg,, + (1 — A)dy,, — 5% || = 2, hence contradiction.

Let X be a Banach space. It is known that for any two M-ideals, Y, Z C X,
the sum space Y + Z is a closed M-ideal in X. See [HWW| Proposition I.1.11.].
We next show that the validity of the same question for property-SU, determines
a Hilbert space in the class of Banach spaces which are smooth. Note that a
Hilbert space of dimension bigger than 1, has no non-trivial M-ideals, where as,

in any Hilbert space, closed subspaces have property-SU

Theorem 5.6. Let X be a smooth, Banach space of dimension > 3. Suppose
for every Y, Z C X subspaces having property-SU in X and with sum Y + Z is
closed, Y + Z also has property-SU. Then X is isometric to a Hilbert space.

Proof. We note that since X is a smooth space, any one dimensional subspace
of X has property-SU in X. Thus by our hypothesis any two dimensional space
has property-SU, so it has property-U and is the range of a projection of norm-1.
Now by induction, every finite dimensional subspace has the property-SU. Thus
any finite dimensional subspace is the range of a projection of norm one. Now by
Kakutani’s theorem (See [HELL Pg.150]) we get that X is a Hilbert space. O

6. A FEW EXAMPLES

In this section several examples are given satisfying properties U and SU. Our

first example characterizes finite co-dimensional subspaces of ¢y with property-U.

Let us recall that, f € cf where ker(f) is proximinal if and only if f has only
finite support and if Y C X is a proximinal subspace of finite co-dimensional and
Y C Z C X then Z is proximinal in X (see [IS]).

Proposition 6.1. Let Y C ¢y be a proriminal subspace of finite codimension. Y
has property-U in cy if and only if co/Y is isometric to a subspace, with property-
U, of loo(k) for some integer k < dim(co/Y).
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Proof. Since Y is proximinal and finite codimensional, one has, Y1 =
span{fi,...fm} for some f; € {1, each having only finitely many non-zero coordi-
nates. Thus we may assume for some k > 0, f;(j) =0 for j >k and 1 <i < m.
It is easy to see now, Y = F @ _{y € ¢y : y(j) = 0 for all j < k}, for some finite
dimensional subspace of ¢g. By hypothesis F' is a subspace with property-U of
loo(k). Since cg = loo(k) D {x € co : z(j) = 0 for all j < k}. Y is a subspace
with property-U of ¢q. O

In the next result, we show the dimension n plays an important role for having
property-U of the subspace Y = ker{(1,1,...,1)} C (R",||.|lcc)-

Proposition 6.2. Let Y = {(y1, y2,---,Yn) : Y1 +y2+---+yn = 0} be a subspace
of R™,||.llec)- Then

(a) Y has property-U in (R™,].||c0), when n is odd.
(b) Y does not have property-U in (R™,||.||cc), when n is even.

Proof. CASE 1: When n is odd. Let us assume n = 2k + 1.
It remains to prove that span{1} is a Chebyshev subspace of (R",||.|[1). Then

for any (x1,z9,...,2,) € R", define ay,aq,...,q, such that {z; : 1 <i<n} =
{a;:1<i<n}and og < as < ... < a,. Then (ag,p,...,00) € R™ is the
unique best approximation of (x1,x9,...,2,), where ag = 1.

CASE 2: When n is even. Let us assume n = 2k.
Suppose that (z1, 9, ..., x,) and (a1, g, ..., a,) stand with the similar mean-
ing as CASE 1. Then for any (8 € [ag, agt1], (5,05,...,0) € R is a best approx-

imation from (z1,z2,...,x,) to span{1}. O

An obvious question is to consider property-SU for the subspace Y in
(R3,[|.]loc)- It was shown in [O] that when n = 3, Y fails to have property-
SU in (R3,]|.]|lcc), where Y = {(z,y,2) €R3: z +y+ 2 = 0} C (R3,|.]|o0). We

derive a similar conclusion in (R3, ||.||1).

Proposition 6.3. Let Y = {(z,y,2) €R*:z+y+2 =0} C (R3,|.||1), then Y
does not have property-SU in (R3,]].]|1).

Proof. Tt is clear that Y+ = span{(1,1,1)} is a Chebyshev subspace of (R, ||.||s)-
Indeed, for (z,y,2) € R3, d((z,y, 2), Y1) = w and unique nearest point
of (x,y,2) from Y is W(l, 1,1).
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It remains to prove that Y# is not a linear subspace. one can check ext(By) =
{i(%a _%7 0)7 i(%u 07 _%)7 :t(oa %7 _%)}
Let f = (I,m,n) € Y#. Then

LAl =1V im|vinf = — max - flz+my+nz| = || fly]
(z,y,2)€ext(By)

We consider the following to evaluate Y7,

It is known that |I| V |m| = |552| + |52, for any two real scalars [, m.

Let the maximum is attained at (z,y,z) = £(3,—3,0), then [I| V |m| V |n| =
152 = UV |m] = |52

CASE 1: If |I| V|m| < |n| then |n| = [I| V |m| — [552] = I+ m = 0.

CASE 2: If || V |m| > |n| then |I| V |m| = |l| V |m| — |I+Tm| =1l+m=0.

Similarly, if the maximum is attained at (:l:(%, 0, —%) and =£(0, %, —%), we get
l4+n =0 and m + n = 0 respectively.

Hence Y7 = {(a,b,2),(a,zb),(z,a,b) : a+b = 0,z € R}. Choose u =
(-1,1,0) € Y# &v = (0,1,—-1) € Y# but u +v = (—1,2,—1) ¢ Y#. Therefore
Y does not have property-SU in (R3, ||.||oo)- O

Our next Theorem identifies hyperplanes Y in ¢g with property-SU.

Theorem 6.4. Let (a,) € Sy, and sup,ey |an| > 5. Then ker{(a,)} C co has
property-SU.

Proof. Let us first observe that ker(a,,) is 1-complemented in ¢y (see [BP, Theo-

rem 6.1]) hence is an ideal in ¢g.

1
Let X = ¢p, Y = ker{(ay)}. Since sup|a,| > 3’ there exist NV € R such that
neN

lay| > 3. Note that, the N is unique, as (a,,) € Sr,. Let G = ker{en}. It is clear
that G is the complement of Y+ = span{(a,)} in ¢;.

It is enough to prove that G = Y#.
Let Y = ker(a,) C co, where (a,) € Sp,, |an| > 3 and G = ker(ey) C ¢;. Note
that for (b,) € G, by = 0.
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Now ||(by)|y|| = sup anznn < Z |bn|. For m > N, define 2™ by,
(@n)€By |peN neN
sign (by,) ifn+# N, & n<m,
a = { Dyt )y,
0 if n > m.
It is clear that 2™ € By and ( Z |6y
Now |(bn)(z™)| = > |bn| as m — oo and hence ||(bn)|y || = Y bn| = [/(bn)]]1.
neN neN
Let (b,) € Y# and § > 0 such that, Z lan| < |an|— 6.
nGN\{N}

CrLAaM : If (z,) € By then |zy| <1 —

|aN\

Suppose not, i.e [xy| > 1— |a r» hence we have Z lan| > Z AnTn| =

neN\{N} neN\{N}
lznan| > |lan|(1 — %) = |lan| — ¢ contradiction. Now ||(b,)|1 = Z\b | =
an
neN

) o

1Glyll= sup > |bzal < D [bal+ (1= —)[bw| implies 2]by| <0
(Z'n)EBY neN TLEN\{N} ‘CLN‘

i.e by = 0. Hence (b,) € G.

This completes the proof. O

Example 6.5. Let Y1 = {(z,y,2) : 2+y+62z =0} and Yo = {(z,y,0) : z,y € R}
be two subspaces of X = (R3,|.|lsc). We know that both Y1 and Yo have property-
SU in X. Note that Y1 has property-SU in X and Ys is an M-summand. It is
clear that Y1 NYs = {(z,9,0) : 2 +y = 0} (=Z say) where Z+ = {(s,s,7) : 1,5 €
R}, is not a Chebyshev subspace in X*. Hence Y1 NYs does not have property-U
mn X.

We now conclude from the above example that, the assertion in Theo-
rem is not sufficient to conclude property-SU for finite codimensional (>
1) subspaces of cg. Note that cg = (R",|[.[[oc) D, _co and so its dual is
(R™,[[.[l1) By, 1, for any natural number n. Hence from Example it is clear
that k:er(é, 51;, i, 0,0,...)() ker(es) does not have property-U in cg.

The results in Theorem [6.4] [BP, Theorem 6.1] and the subsequent discussion

lead to the following conclusion.
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Corollary 6.6. Let (a,) € Sy, then ker(a,) has property-SU in cq if and only if

SUPpen |an| > 3.

Proof. It remains to prove that the condition is necessary.

Since ¢g is an M-ideal in its bidual /o, and Y = ker(a,,) is an ideal in ¢y, by [RA]
Proposition 2, Pg. 605] Y is an 1-complemented subspace. Hence ilelg lan| > 3
follows from [BP), Theorem 6.1].

If possible assume that, sup,cy |an| = % then there exist N € N such that
lan| = 3

CASE 1: When ay = %

Now d(en,Y ™) = infacr{|l — ad| + |af > neNnzn lan|} = infaer{|l — ozl +
a3}

Let do = |1 — o3|+ 3|al.

CASE 1.A: Let 0 < a < 2, dazl—a%—l—a% =1.

CASE 1.B: Let a > 2, da:%a—1+%0z:a—1>1.

CASE 1.c: Let a <0, dazl—%a—%azl—a>1.

Therefore d(ex,Y ") = 1 and for any a € [0,2], (a.a,)3%, is the best approxi-
mation from ey to Y.

CASE 2: When ay = —%.

Now d(en,Y ™) = infaer{|l + ad| + |qf > neNmzn lanl} = infaer{|l + as| +
al4).

Let do = |1+ a3|+ 5|al.

CASE 2.A: Let a>0,dy =14+at +al =1+a>1.

CASE 2.B: Let 2<a<0,dy =3a+1-3a=1

CASE 2.C: Let a < -2, da:—l—%a—%a:—l—a>1.

Therefore d(ey, Y1) = 1, (a.a,)22 is the best approximation of ey from Y,
for a € [—2,0].

Hence in any case Y+ can not be a Chebyshev subspace of ¢;. O
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