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EXTREMAL STRUCTURE IN ULTRAPOWERS OF
BANACH SPACES
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ABSTRACT. Given a bounded convex subset C' of a Banach space X and
a free ultrafilter U, we study which points (z;)y are extreme points of
the ultrapower C/ in Xy. In general, we obtain that when {ac,} is made
of extreme points (respectively denting points, strongly exposed points)
and they satisfy some kind of uniformity, then (x;)y is an extreme point
(respectively denting point, strongly exposed point) of Cy. We also
show that every extreme point of Cy is strongly extreme, and that every
point exposed by a functional in (X™*)y is strongly exposed, provided
that U is a countably incomplete ultrafilter. Finally, we analyse the
extremal structure of Cy in the case that C' is a super weakly compact
or uniformly convex set.

1. INTRODUCTION

The ultraproduct of Banach spaces has shown to be a very useful tool in
the study of local properties of Banach spaces. For instance, in |2 Theorem
11.1.4] ultrapowers are used in order to prove that a Banach space X fails
to have type p > 1 if, and only if, ¢; is finitely representable in X. This link
between the local structure of a Banach space X and the global one of its
ultrapowers X;; has allowed us to obtain structural results in Banach spaces
(we refer the interested reader to [15]).

More recent studies about the geometry of ultraproduct Banach spaces
can be found in [I1] for octahedral and almost square Banach spaces or in
[4, 16] for the Daugavet property. Actually, the example of the Daugavet
property is paradigmatic of two basic facts that, more often than not, appear
when dealing with a geometric property in Banach spaces. The first one is
that, when requiring an ultrapower X;; to enjoy a geometric property, one
has to look for a “uniform version” of this geometric property in X (this
happens for instance with the Daugavet property and the uniform Daugavet
property [4, Theorem 6.4], for the strict convexity and uniform convexity or
for the reflexivity and superreflexivity [15, Proposition 6.4]). The second
one is that one should avoid as much as possible to deal with the dual of
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an ultrapower space (this is done in [4] by using their Theorem 6.2). The
reason is that, in most of the cases (i.e. out of superreflexive Banach spaces
[15] Corollary 7.2]), there is not good access to the dual of Xj,.

Taking the above two facts in mind, the aim of this paper is to study the
extremal structure of subsets of an ultrapower. This structure codifies much
information of bounded convex sets (we can think for instance in Krein-
Milman theorems) and it is extremely useful in other areas of the Functional
Analysis like the norm-attainment (see [6, [18]). In the particular case of
the extremal structure of ultrapowers, it has been previously considered by
J. Talponen in [22], where the author studied the properties that link a point
x of the unit sphere of a Banach space and its image J(z) in the ultrapower
through the canonical isometry. Some of his results will be generalised in
this document since we deal with more general sets (not only with the unit
ball) and more general ultrafilters (not only on N). We also establish how
the properties on the x;’s are transferred to (z;)y and reciprocally. Then
the results linking = and J(z) are obtained as a particular case.

Let us now describe the content of the paper. In Section 2] we include
necessary terminology as well as a number of auxiliary results. These results
are probably well known by specialists, but we include some proofs in order
to be self-contained.

In Section Bl we provide our main results in complete generality. After
providing a number of examples that suggests which properties we need to
look for on X, we establish several stability results concerning the extremal
structure. For instance, we extend Talponen’s result in Theorem B.7] show-
ing that x is a strongly extreme point of a bounded convex set C if and
only if J(z) is a (strongly) extreme point of its ultrapower Cy;. Moreover,
we show that extreme and strongly extreme points of Cy; coincide under
mild assumptions on U, see Theorem B.8 We also characterise in The-
orem 3.9 elements (z;);e; € C! giving that (z;)y is an extreme point of
Cy for every free ultrafilter & on I. In the context of denting points (re-
spectively strongly exposed points) we prove that (x;)y € Cy is a denting
point (respectively strongly exposed point) if {z;} satisfy a “uniform dent-
ing condition” (respectively a uniform condition of strong exposition), see
Theorems B.I3] and BI7l Finally, we prove that every element of C;; which
is exposed by a functional in (X*); is in fact strongly exposed under mild
assumptions on U, see Theorem

In Section ] we take a closer look at two particular kinds of weakly com-
pact convex sets where we expect a nice behaviour of the extremal structure.
On the one hand, we consider the notion of super weakly compact sets C,
those in which Cy, is relatively weakly compact. The second, which is a
subclass of super weakly compact sets, is the one of the uniformly convex
sets. The main tool in this study is that if C' is uniformly convex then Ci,
too (see Proposition 7). The aim of this section is to recover as much
as possible the extremal properties of the unit ball of a uniformly convex
Banach space. The biggest difficulty is that a uniformly convex set can have
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empty interior. However, we prove that any extreme point of such a set is
denting and any exposed point is strongly exposed (Proposition [£12]). We
also characterise the extreme points of its ultraproduct set (Theorem [4.1T]).

2. NOTATION AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

2.1. Filters. Given a set I and F C P(I), we say that F is a filter if

(1) 0 ¢ F.
(2) A,B € F implies AN B € F.
(3) A€ Fand A C B implies B € F.

If U is a filter that is not contained in any other proper filter, we say that
U is an ultrafilter.

Examples of ultrafilters are the principal ultrafilters, which are those for
which there exists ¢ € I so that A € U if, and only if, ¢ € A. We will be,
however, interested in non-principal ultrafilters (or free ultrafilters). These
ultrafilters always exist by Zorn lemma, and they are characterised by the
property of containing all the subsets of I whose complement is finite.

We will use repeatedly the fact that every infinite subset J C I belongs
to a free ultrafilter over I. Indeed, consider B = {J N L : I\ L is finite}
and the collection F of subsets of I containing an element of B. It’s easy
to check that F is a free filter. By Zorn’s lemma, F is contained in some
ultrafilter (that is also free since it contains F).

Given an ultrafilter I/ over I, a compact Hausdorff space K and a function
f: I — K, it is defined the limit of f through U, and denoted by limy, f(3),
as the unique x € K with the following property: for every neighbourhood
V of z, the set {i € I : f(i) € V} belongs to Y. In the case of I = N, it
can be proved that an ultrafilter U is free if, and only if, limy z,, = limx,
for every convergent sequence {x,}. The following result is a variation in
the general context. Recall that c¢o(I) is the set of those bounded functions
f: I — R for which {i € I : |f(i)| > ¢} is finite for every £ > 0.

Lemma 2.1. Let I be an infinite set. Let f : I — R be a bounded function.
The following assertions are equivalent:

(i) f € cll);
(ii) limy f(2) = 0 for all free ultrafilter U on I.

Proof. Suppose that (i) holds and let e > 0. Let U be any free ultrafilter
on I, thus it contains all the sets with finite complement. It follows that
{iel:|f(i)] <e} €U, which proves that limy, f(i) = 0.

Now suppose that f ¢ co(I). Then there exists € > 0 such that J := {i €
I:|f(i)| > €} is infinite. Let U be a free ultrafilter on I with J € Y. Since
J €U, it is clear that limy, f(i) > e>0. =

Since we are not restricting our attention to filters over N, the following
definition is important.
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Definition 2.2. A free ultrafilter &/ on an arbitrary set I is said to be
countably incomplete (CI in short) if there exists a sequence (I,)neny C U
with (), I = 0.

Note that every CI ultrafilter is free (otherwise, the intersection of ele-
ments in the ultrafilter would be non-empty). It is worth mentioning that,
given an infinite set I, the fact that every free ultrafilter over I is CI is a
frequent phenomenon. For instance, it is known [12, Theorem 2.5] that if
K is a cardinal with a free ultrafilter which is not CI, then & is a strongly
inaccessible cardinal (see [12] for background).

We set a (well-known) characterization of CI ultrafilters. We include a
short proof for completeness.

Proposition 2.3. Let U be ultrafilter on a set I. The following assertions
are equivalent:
(i) U is CI;
(i) there exists (a;)ier C R such that limya; = 0 and a; > 0 for all
iel.
Proof. Suppose first that ¢ is CI and let (I,,)p>1 C U with ﬂn>1 I, = 0.
We can suppose that I} = [ and I,,11 € I, for all n € N. Define (a;);er by
a; = % if i € I, \ I,4+1. Given € > 0, take ng such that nio < e. It is easily
seen that
In,c{iel:a;<ce}
It follows that the last set belongs to /. Thus, limy, a; = 0.
Now suppose that (i) holds. For n > 0, define

In::{iefzai<l}eu.

n

Since a; # 0 for all ¢ € I, it is clear that (), I, =0, i.e. U is CI. =

We need to recall the notion of the product ultrafilter. If I/ is an ultrafilter
on I and V is an ultrafilter on J then U x V is the ultrafilter on I x J defined
by

LeUxV < {jedJ|{iel] (i,j)eltelU}eV.

The following lemma will be useful.
Lemma 2.4. Let (X,d) be a metric space, U an ultrafilter on a set I and

V an ultrafilter on a set J. Let (x;;);; € XTI Then limyxy Ti; =
limy ; limgy ; x; ; whenever all of these limits exist.

Proof. Let x = limyxy x;; and y = limy ; limy, ; x; ;. For j € J, define also
y; = limgs; x; ;. Fix € > 0 and note that by definition of the limit we have

{(i,§) e I x J | d(zsj,x) <e}eU xV,

that is
Jo={jeJ|{iel|dwjz)<e}eU} eV,
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Then, for all j € J., we have that {i € I | d(x;;,z) < €} € U which
implies that d(y;,xz) < e. Since J. € V, we obtain that d(z,y) < e. The
arbitrariness of € allows us to conclude that z =y. =

2.2. Banach spaces and ultraproducts. Given a Banach space X, we de-
note by Bx (respectively Sx) its closed unit ball (respectively unit sphere).
Also, by X™* we denote the topological dual of X. For simplicity we will deal
with real Banach spaces.

Given a Banach space X and an infinite set I, we denote (o (I, X) =
{f: I — X :sup;c; || f(i)|| < oo}. Given a free ultrafilter U over I, consider
Ny :={f € lx(I,X) : limy || f(i)|| = 0}. The ultrapower of X with respect
to U is the Banach space

Xy o= loo(I, X)/Ny.

We will naturally identify a bounded function f: I —> X with the element
(f(i))ier- In this way, we denote by (z;)y,; or simply by (x;)u, if no confusion
is possible, the coset in Xy, given by (z;)ier + Ny.

From the definition of the quotient norm, it is not difficult to prove that
()i l] = limygy ||z;]| for every (x;)y € Xy. This implies that the canonical
inclusion j : X — Xj; given by the equation

J(x) = (x)u

is an into linear isometry.

Note that, if X is finite dimensional, then the previous mapping j has an
inverse j~! given by j~!(x;) := limy x;. Consequently, X;; = X isometri-
cally.

Note also that there is another inclusion (X*);; — (Xy)* given by the
action

Since the previous map can be (easily) proved to be a linear isometry, we
will consider (X*); as a subspace of (Xz/)*. Recall that (X*)y = (Xy)*
if, and only if, X is superreflexive [I5, Corollary 7.2]. However, in general,
(X™)y is norming for Xy,. In fact, given (x;)y € Xy, if we pick for all i € T
an element x} € Sx- such that zf(x;) = ||z;||, we get

(s (i) = T (1) = lan ] =

Given a bounded subset A C X, denote Ay = {(x;)yy : wi € AVi € I}. It is
obvious that Ay is also bounded. Moreover A is convex if and only if A is
convex. Concerning the question of when Ay, is closed we have the following
result. The first part can be found in [7, Proposition 3.2].

Proposition 2.5. Let X be a Banach space and let A C X be a bounded
set. Let U be a CI ultrafilter on a infinite set 1. Then Ay s closed and
(A)y = Ay = Ay.
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Proof. Let (I,)nen be a sequence of sets as in the definition of CI ultrafilter,
we may assume that I,,11 C I, for every n. Let € Ay and let (2"),en be a
sequence of Ay such that ||z —z"| < . Consider U, = {i € I : ||z;—a?| <
%} for all n and note that U,, € U. Then define I/, = I, N U,, € U. Define
y € Ay by y; = ai*if i € I, \ I}, for some m, and y; = x¢ in the other
case, where xg is a arbitrary element of A. One can check that x =y € Ay.

Now we need to show that (A)y = Ay. Let (x;)y € (A)y with x; € A for
all ¢ € I. By Proposition 23] there exists (a;)ier C R such that limya; =0
and a; > 0 for all i € I. For i € I, choose y; € A such that ||z; — y;|| < a;.
We deduce that limy, ||x; — y;|| = 0, that is, (x;)y = (yi)u € Ay. The other
inclusion is obvious. =

We end the subsection with another technical result which will be useful
in order to deal with slices in an ultrapower.

Lemma 2.6. Let A be a bounded subset of a Banach space X and U be a
free witrafilter on an infinite set 1. If (x7)u € (X*)u, then supy,, (z})y =
limys sup 4 ;.

Proof. Let a = supy,, (v} )y and b = limy supy ;. Let ¢ > 0. By definition
of a, there exists (z;)y € Ay such that ((«)y, (xi)u) > a —e. Then there
exists J € U such that x}(x;) > a — ¢ for all i € J. It follows that

supz; =z (z;) > a — ¢,
A

for all ¢ € J and taking limit on U, we conclude that b > a — €.

Now, by definition of b, the set J := {i € I : supy ] > b — ¢} belongs to
U. For all i € J there exists z; € A such that z}(z;) > b—¢e. Define y; = z;
if 1 € J and y; = g if not, where xg is an arbitrary element of A. It is clear
that

((@)us (Yi)u) 2 b—e.
It follows that a > b—¢c. =

2.3. Extremal structure in Banach spaces. Let C be a bounded convex
subset of a Banach space X. The set of extreme points of C' is denoted by
ext(C). Recall that a point x € C' is strongly extreme if for all sequences
(Yn)ns (zn)n C C such that

— 0,

n

H Yn + 2n
x_i

one has that ||y, — z,|| — 0. The set of strongly extreme points of C' is
n

denoted by str-ext(C).
A slice of C'is a subset of C' defined by

S(C,xz*,a) ={zx € C | z"(x) >supz” — a}
C

where 2* € X™* and o > 0.
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Let Z be a subspace of X*. A point z € C is a Z-denting point if for
all € > 0, there exist 2* € Z and a > 0 such that z € S(C,z*,«a) and
diam(S(C,z*, a)) < e. We denote it by x € dentz(C). A X*-denting point
is simply called denting and we write dent(C') = dent x«(C).

A point x € C is a Z-exposed point if there exists z* € Z such that
x*(z) > x*(y) for all y € C'\ {z}. We also said that x* exposes = in C.
The set of Z-exposed point of C' is denoted by exp,(C). A point x € C' is
said Z-strongly exposed if there exists z* € Z exposing x and such that for
all sequences (z,), C C such that z*(x,) — x*(x), it follows that x, — .

In this case, we write z € str-exp,(C). It is easy to show that x € C is
Z-strongly exposed if there exists * € Z such that = € S(C,z*, «) for all
a > 0 and lim,_,o+ diam(S(C,z*,«)) = 0. As before, an X*-(strongly)
exposed point is said (strongly) exposed and we write exp(C) = expy«(C)
and str-exp(C') = str-exp y«(C). Obviously,

str-exp(C') C dent(C) C str-ext(C') C ext(C).
The following lemma will be applied with Z = (X*);; in Section @l

Lemma 2.7. Let C be a weakly compact convex subset of a Banach space
X. Let Z be a subspace of X* such that (X,Z) is a dual pair. Let x be
a point of a slice S of C. Then there exists a slice S’ of C defined by an
element of Z such that v € S’ C S. In particular, if x € C is denting then
T 18 Z-denting.

Proof. Note that C'\ S is a weakly compact set which does not contain x.
In particular, C'\ S is o(X, Z)-compact. Since Z separates points of X,
the topology (X, Z) is Hausdorff. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, there
exists * € (X,0(X,Z))* = Z and a slice S’ of C' defined by z* such that
(C\S)NS" =P and x € S'. Tt follows that r€ S"C S. =

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section we will exhibit general results about extremality in ul-
trapowers. Let us begin with some illustrative examples which reveal how
restrictive the structure of Xy, is for extremal notions. Let C' be a bounded,
closed and convex subset of X. The following example shows that (z;)y
needs not to be an extreme point of Cy; even if z; is strongly exposed in C
for every i.

Example 3.1. Let X = R? and
C:=co({(z,y,2) €R*: (z —1)> +y*> = 1,2 = 0} U {(0,0,1),(0,0,—-1)}).

Take a sequence u, € {(z,y,2) € R®: (x —1)2 + 9% =1,z = 0} \ {(0,0,0)}
that converges to u = (0,0,0) . It is not difficult to prove that u, €
str-exp(C) for every n € N and u ¢ ext(C). Let U be a free ultrafilter
over N and notice that (u,)y = J(u) (see Subsection 2.2)). Since u is not
an extreme, j is an onto linear isometry and Cp = J(C), we get that
J(u) = (x5,)y is not an extreme point of Cyy.
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In view of the previous example, we might wonder whether (z;)y is ex-
posed in Cyy, if we require that limg, x; is extreme in C'. However, this is not
the case.

Example 3.2. Consider in X = R? the sets K; := {(z,y) € R? : 2% +
¥ < Lz <0}, Ky := {(z,y) € R? : (z - 1> +¢> < Lz > 1}, and
C := co(K;1 U Ks), which is a compact convex set. Consider (z,,y,) :=

(— 2_ L] l) for every n € N. It can be proved that every (z,,yn)

n  n2’ n
is strongly exposed in C' by (z},vy") = (zn,yn). However, the point (0, 1),
which is limit of {(xy,yn)}, is not exposed in C. With a similar argument
to that of Example B.I] we conclude that, given any free ultrafilter U over
N, (2, yn)u is not a exposed point of Cyy.

As we pointed out in the introduction, a Banach space X is uniformly
convex if, and only if, every ultraproduct of X is strictly convex. In that
sense, one might expect that, if X is strictly convex, then one can find an
ultraproduct Xy so that the unit ball contains at least an extreme point.
Our last example reveals that this is also false.

Example 3.3. There is a strictly convex Banach space X so that By, does
not have any extreme point for every infinite set I and every free ultrafilter U
over I. Indeed, let X be a strictly convex Banach space which M-embedded
in its bidual (see e.g. [I3] P. 168]). In particular, X is almost square [,
Corollary 4.3]. However, [11, Proposition 2.12] (it is established for I = N,
but it can be settled in general) shows that, given I and U, then for every
(xi)u € Sx,, there exists (y;)u € Sx,, so that ||(z;)u £ (vi)ul| = 1. From
here the absence of extreme points of By, is clear.

The previous examples reveal that the presence of extremal structure in
an ultrapower is very restrictive. Because of this reason, we will look for
uniform conditions on the x;’s.

3.1. Extreme and strongly extreme points. We will begin by exploring
the extreme points of a set Cys for a given bounded closed and convex subset
C of X. Let us start with the following characterization of extreme points

of Cu.

Theorem 3.4. Let C' be a bounded closed convex subset of a Banach space
X and U be a free ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Let (x;)y € Cy. The
following assertions are equivalent:
(1) (zi)u € ext(Cy);
(ii) for any (yi)u, (z:)u € Cu so that limy ||z; — L52|| = 0, it follows
that limy ||z; — yi|| = 0 and limy ||z; — 2] = 0.

Proof. Given (y;)u, (z:)u € Cy, notice that limy [|z; — 252 | = 0 if, and
only if, (z;)u = 2((¥i)u + (2i)u) in Cy. On the other hand,

(@i)u = Wu < (xi —yi)u = (0)y & lién |z — vil| = 0.



This gives the characterisation. m

Given (z;);er € C!, it is not difficult to realise that being a (strongly)
extreme point of Cy; depends on the considered ultrafilter &/ on I. For
instance, just take C = [~1,1]> ¢ R? and z, = (1,0) if n is odd and
xn = (1,1) if n is even. It is easy to find free ultrafilters & and V on N such
that (x,)y € ext(Cy) but (x,,)y ¢ ext(Cy). Our next goal is to characterise
when (x;)y is a strongly extreme point for every free ultrafilter U in terms
of the space ¢o(I). Note that this result will be improved in Theorem
below.

Theorem 3.5. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X. Let
I be a infinite set and (x;);e; € CT. The following assertions are equivalent:
(i) (z))uy € ext(Cy) for every free ultrafilter U on I;
(ii) for any (yi)ier, (zi)ier € CT so that (||z; — Ytz )iEI € co(I), it
follows that (||z; — yil|)ier € co(I) and (||z; — zil|)ier € co(I).

Proof. For (i)=(ii) assume that (ii) does not hold. Then there exist g9 > 0
and elements (y;)ier, (2;)ier € CT so that (||z; — £52|);er € co(I) and the
set J:={i€l:|z;—yi| > eo} is infinite. Let U be a free ultrafilter on I
with J € Y. Note that limy ||z; — 22| = 0 by Lemma 211 that is, (z;)y =
(yi)u;(zi)

Y. Moreover, it is not difficult to prove that limg, ||x; — y;|| = €0, so
by Theorem B.4] we have that (z;)y is not an extreme point of Cy.

For (ii) = (i) assume that (i) does not hold, that is, there exists a
free ultrafilter U over I so that (z;)y is not an extreme point of Cy. By
Theorem B4 there are (y;)icr, (2i)icr € C! so that limy, ||2; — 222|| = 0 but
limyy ||x; — yil| > eo for certain g9 > 0. This implies that the set B := {i €
I: ||z — yi|| > €0} belongs to U. Now, construct inductively a sequence

1

_yi—i_Zi <E}QB\{Z'1,...,Z'”_1}

Zi

ine{z’GI:

(the intersection is non-emtpy because the previous set actually belongs to
U). Define (y;)ier and (27)iecr by y; = 2 = @;if i € {in : n € N} and y; =y,

and z; = z;, for every n € N. We have that (||z;— yézzé IDier € co(I) because

clearly
{i el:

On the other hand, we clearly have {i,, : n € N} C {i € I : ||2} — y}|| > o},
which implies that (||} — y}||)icr ¢ co(I), and then (ii) does not hold. This
completes the proof of (ii) = (i). =

! ! 1
_YitE 2—.}2{2'1,---723‘—1} vjeN.
J

s B

Our aim is now to study when (z;)y is a strongly extreme point of Cy.
Let us start with the following result.
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Proposition 3.6. Let C be a bounded conver set of a Banach space X and
U be a free ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Let (z;);er € CT.

(a) Assume that for every countable subset J = {i,, : n € N} C I
there is a free ultrafilter V on J such that (z;,)y € ext(Cy). Then
(zi)u € str-ext(Cyy).

(b) Assume that I =N and (x,,)n, C C is such that for all subsequences
(2)))n of (xn)n there is a free ultrafilter V on N such that (x}))y €
ext(Cy). Then (zyn)y € str-ext(Cyy).

Proof. (a) Suppose that (z;)y ¢ str-ext(Cyy). Then there exist two sequences
(Wi u,i)ns (27 )t,i)n © Cy such that

Wi + i (@
2 n
but ||(y/)un — (2])u,il| > € for all n € N and for some € > 0. Without loss
of generality, we can suppose that ||y — 27'|| > € for all i € I and n € N.
This means that for every k € N there exists ny such that for all n > ny
we have

Widu + (' u| _ 1
Du — ~E T <
(@) 2 K
that is, the set
. Y+ 2 1
An,k::{zel: :Ei—% <E

belongs to U (in particular, it is infinite) for every k and every n > ny.
Thus, we may choose iy, € Ay, 1 \ {i1,...,9—1} inductively. Then J =
{ix : k € N} is countable and

ne | ok
Tjy, — M < % Vk € N.
This implies that ( Ti, — M > € ¢o(N). So, given any free
ultrafilter V on N, we have et
ng ng
(@i )y = (yzk Jv ‘; (Zik v
by Lemma 2l Since ‘yZﬂ’“ —2*|l = ¢ for all k, it follows that (z;,)y ¢

ext(Cy ), which is a contradiction.
(b) Just mimic the proof of (a) noting that the sequence (ix)r can be
chosen to be strictly increasing. =

In [22], Theorem 2.1] it was proved that, given z € Sy and a free ultrafilter
UonN, J(x) is an extreme point of By, if, and only if, x is strongly extreme.
We can now improve that result.
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Theorem 3.7. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X, U be
a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I and let x € C. The following assertions
are equivalent:

(i) J(z) € str-ext(Cy);
(ii)) J(z) € ext(Cy);
(iii) = € str-ext(C).

Proof. Obviously, we have that (i) = (i¢i). Assume now that x €
str-ext(C'). Given a countable subset J = {i, : n € N} C I and a free
ultrafilter V on N, Theorem 2.1 in [22] shows that jy(x) € ext(C)) (here jy
denotes the canonical embedding of C into Cy). Thus, the hypotheses of
Proposition are satisfied, so we get that J(z) € str-ext(Cy). That is,
(iil)= ().

Finally, assume that J(x) € ext(Cy). If x ¢ str-ext(C), then there
sequences (Yn)n, (2n)n C C and a number € > 0 such that

Yn + 2n

lim =0
n—o0

xr —

and ||x —y,|| > € for all n € N. By extracting a subsequence, we may
assume that Ha:— @H < % for all n € N. Now, let (I,), C U be a
sequence of sets with Iy = I, I,41 C I, for all n and () oy In = 0, and
define (v})ier, (2})icr by Y, = yn and 2} = z,, if i € I, \ I,,4+1. Note that

! ! 1
Inc{z’elz g Wit g—} Vn e N.
2 n
Since I,, € U, we get

2

As J(x) is extreme, this implies J(x) = (y)y. Since ||z — yi|| > ¢ for all
i € I, this is a contradiction. Therefore, = € str-ext(C), as desired. This
shows that (ii)=-(iii). =

Our aim will be to determine when (z;)y is a strongly extreme point of
Cy which, thanks to the previous theorem, is equivalent to the fact that
Jv((zi)u) is an extreme point of (Cy)y in the space (Xy)y. Note that
(Xy)y is isometric to Xyxy (where U x V is the product ultrafilter de-
fined in Subsection 21]). The isometry is T: (Xy)y — Xuyxy defined by
T((zij)ui)v,;) = (xij)uxy (see [2I, Proposition 2.1]). Moreover, it is clear
that T'((Ay)v) = Auxy for all bounded sets A C X.

Theorem 3.8. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X, U
be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Then ext(Cy) = str-ext(Cyy).

Proof. Let (U,)n, C U be a strictly decreasing sequence of sets such that
MhsoUn = 0. Let (2)y € ext(Cy). We need to show that (z;)y €
str-ext(Cyy). By Theorem[3.7] it is enough to prove that J((x;)y) € ext(Crxus)-
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Suppose that it is not true, then there exist (y; j)uxu, (%i,j)uxu and g > 0
such that [|(yi;) — (2i3)|| = lmysa lyi; — 251l > €0 and
Yij)uxu + (Zij)uxu
I (@i)u) = (it 5 Cightas
Up to changing the definition of (y; ;) and (z;;) out of the set {(i,j) €
I? | lyi; — 2zijll > €0} €U x U, we can assume that ||y; j — 2z ;|| > o holds
for every 4,5 € I.
It follows that

{0

1
<—}eUxu
n
for all n > 0, that is

neerf <t ) e

For j € I and n > 0, define I,, ; = {z el H _ Yt
that I,,; € U if j € J,. Since J; € U, we have that J1 # () and then let
J1 € Ji. Define I = I, j, NU; € U. Now choose ja € Jo and define I, =
I j,NI1NU, € U. Following by induction, we define I}, = In gnNI, N0, €U
where j, € J,. For i € I, define y; = y; 5, if ¢ € I’ \ I for some n > 0
and y; = = otherwise where x is an arbitrary point of C. We define z; in
the same way. Note that ||y; — 2;|| > €o for all i€l In fact if ¢ € I,
then there exists n > 0 such that i € I}, \ I}, (since ()51, = 0) and
lyi — zill = i, — zwnH > 9. We deduce that ||(vi)u — (zi)ull = 0. Let’s
show that (x;)y = w, which will contradict the extremality of (z;)y
and will conclude the proof. Let € > 0 and take ng such that nio < e. We
are going to show that I/, C {i € I | ||z; — £32|| < €}, which implies that
the last set belongs to . So let i € I, . There exists n > ng such that
i € I;,\ I}, ;. Then we have that

‘ Yi t+ % ‘
T — = ||z

' 2
and the proof is complete. =

g Yid T Zig
= Y T
2

_ Yijtzij
2

‘ < = } and note

 Yign T Zign
(3
2

Now, we are able to extend Theorem including strongly extreme
points.

Theorem 3.9. Let C be a bounded convex set of a Banach space X and I
be an infinite set. Let (x;);cr € CT. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) (xi)u € str-ext(Cy) for every free ultrafilter U on I;
(ii) (mi)u € ext(Cy) for every free ultrafilter U on I;
(iii) for any (vi)ier, (zi)ier € CT so that (Hmz— % )iEI € co(I), it

follows that (||z; — vyil)ier € co(I) and (||z; — zil|)ier € co(I);
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(iv) (z;)y € ext(Cy) holds for every countable subset J C I and every
free ultrafilter V over J.

Proof. (iv) = (i) follows from (a) of Proposition 3.6l Moreover, (i) = (ii)
is obvious, whereas (ii)«<(iii) is Theorem

Finally, let us prove (iii)=-(iv), for which we take a countable subset
J C I and, in order to prove (iv), by Theorem B, take (y;),(z;) € C” so
that (||z; — yj;rzj ) € co(J), and let us prove that (||z; —y;||) € co(J). Define
y; == x; and z; := x; if i € I\ J, and it is obvious that (||lz; — £32(|) € co(I)
since (|jz; — @H) € ¢o(J). Using (iii) we get that (||z; — vill) € co({)
(analogously (||z; — z||) € co(I)). From here it is obvious that (||z; —y;l|) €
co(J) as desired. m

Remark 3.10. Note that we have proved in Theorem B.8 that ext(Cy) =
str-ext(Cy) holds when U is a CI ultrafilter. The previous theorem shows
that the hypothesis of countably incompleteness can be removed if we require
(x;)y being extreme for every free ultrafilter V.

If I = N, the previous theorem can be stated in terms of convergent
sequences:

Corollary 3.11. Let C be a bounded convexr subset of a Banach space X.
Let (z,)n C C. The following assertions are equivalent:
(i) (zn)y € str-ext(Cy) for every free ultrafilter U on N;
(ii) (zn)y € ext(Cy) for every free ultrafilter U on N;
(iii) For every pair of sequences (yn)n, (2n)n in C, if |z, — L322 — 0
then ||zy, — ynl| = 0 and ||z, — z,|| — 0;
(iv) (2))n € ext(Cy) for every subsequence (z,)n of (xn)n and every free
ultrafilter U on N.
Proof. (i) <= (it) <= (iti) = (iv) follows directly from the previous
theorem. (iv) = (i) is easily deduced from (b) of Proposition B.6l m

3.2. Denting points. In this subsection we will study the denting points
in ultrapowers. To this end, let us consider the following notion.

Definition 3.12. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X.
A subset {z;};c;r C C is said to be a uniformly denting set if for every € > 0
there exists o > 0 with the following property: for every i € I there exists
x; € Sx» so that

z; € S(C,xf,ar) and diam(S(C,z},a.)) <e.

This definition should be compared with that of [23] and [22] P. 4] of a
uniform notion of dentable set.
Now we have the following result.

Theorem 3.13. Let C' be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X, U
be a free ultrafilter on an infinite set I and {x;}icr be a uniformly denting
set in C. Then (x;)y € dent(x-, (Cy).
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For the proof we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.14. Let C' be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X. Let
z* € Sx» and a > 0. Then diam(S(C,z*, 3a)) < 2diam(S(C, z*, o).

Proof. Let y,z € S(C,z*, 3a), and let us estimate ||y —z||. To this end, pick
x € S(C,z*,«/2) and notice that, if we call A := supq z*, we get

LTty A=+ a— 2
>
x< 2 > 2

=)\—aq,

so 5% € S(C,z*, ). Similarly 32 € S(C,2*, ). Consequently

diam(S(C,z*,a)) >

r+z z+yl|l [y
2 2 | 2

from where the result follows by the arbitrariness of y,z. =

Proof of Theorem[313. Pick e > 0, and let us find a slice S of Cy; containing
(x;)u whose diameter is smaller than or equal to 2. To this end, since

{x;}ier is uniformly dentable we can find o > 0 and {z] }ier C Sx+ so that
z; € S(C,zf, o) and diam(S(C, z}, ) < €. Note that

((@he (we) = Y () > limsupaf — o,

so (z))u € S = S(Cy,(x})u,%). Now, in view of Lemma BI4] it is
enough to prove that diam(S(Cy, (z})u,)) < e. In order to do so, pick
(Wiu, (zi)u € S(Cu, (xi)u, ). Since ((x7)u, (Yi)u) > supg, (2] )u — o and
(=), (zi)u) > SUDCy, (z7), — O We get that

lim(zj (y;) —supx;) +a >0, and lim(z;(z;) —supz;)+ o > 0.
u c u c

Thus,
J = {i el :min{z;(y;),z;(z)} >supz; —a} € U.
C

Given ¢ € J, we get that y;,2; € S(C,z}, ), and so ||y; — z]|| < e. Conse-
quently,
JgLZ:{iEIZ Hy,—zZH <€},

so L € U. Tt is immediate to obtain that ||(y;)uy — (zi)u|| = limy ||y; — 2| < &,
from where diam(S(Cy, (x})u, ) < € and the proof is finished. =

In the particular case of points of the form 7 (x), we can say more.

Theorem 3.15. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X,
x € C and U be a free ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Then x € dent(C) if
and only if J(z) € dentx+),, (Cu)-

Proof. 1f x € dent(A), then J(v) € dent(x~), (Cy) by Theorem [B.13l
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Now suppose J () € dentx+y,(A). Let ¢ > 0. There exist (] )y € (X*)y
and o > 0 such that diam(S(Cy, (x})y, ) < € and J(x) € S(Cy, (z})u, @),
i.e. limy z}(z) > supe,, (v} )y — a. Let 7 € (0,a) such that

limz} (x) > sup(z] )y — a + 2n.

u Cy
Define

Ji={jel|xj(x)>sup(z])y —a+2n} €U
Cuy
and
Jo={j €1| sup(z;)y >supz; —n} €U.
Cu C

Note that Jo € U by Lemma Furthermore, for all j € J := J; N Jy, we

have that x € S(C, Ti, 00— n). In fact, if j € J, we have that

xi(z) > sup(z] )y — a+2n > supx; —a+1n.
Cu c

Now let us show that there exists j € J such that diam(S(C, 27, a—n)) < 2e.
Suppose by contradiction that it is not true. Then for all j € J there exist

Yj» zj € S(C,x}, a — 1) such that [|y; — z;|| > 2e. We have that

w;(y;) > sgp:n} —a+n
for all j € J. It follows that

(x))u, (yi)u) = limsupz; — a+n =sup(z])y — a+n>sup(x))y — «
u c Cy Cu
by Lemma This proves that (y;)u € S(Cy, (x})u,«). In a similar way,
we have that (z;)y € S(Cy, (x})u, ). We deduce that ||(yi)u — (zi)ull < e,
which contradicts the choice of y; and z;. =

3.3. Exposed and strongly exposed points. Let us conclude the section
of general results with an analysis of strongly exposed points. As it is done
in the previous subsection, we will begin by considering a uniform notion.

Definition 3.16. Let C' be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X.
A set {z;}ier C C is said to be a uniformly strongly exposed set if there
exists {z] }icr C Sx+ such that for every ¢ > 0 there exists a. > 0 satisfying
that

zi € S(C,zf,0r) and diam(S(C,z},a:)) <e Viel.

This definition was probably introduced in the celebrated paper of J. Lin-
denstrauss [18], where it is proved that if a Banach space X satisfies that its
unit ball is the closed convex hull of a strongly exposed set then X has Lin-
denstrauss property A, i.e. the set of norm-attaining operators NA(X,Y)
is dense in L(X,Y") for every Banach space Y [I8 Proposition 1]. See [6),
Section 3] for a number of examples of Banach spaces where the previous
condition holds.
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Anyway, our interest in uniformly strongly exposed sets comes from the
following result.

Theorem 3.17. Let C be a bounded convexr subset of a Banach space X
and I be an infinite set. Let {x;}icr be a family of points exposed in C' by
{z}}icr C Bx~. The following are equivalent:
(1) {x}}ier uniformly strongly exposes {x;}ier;
(ii) (xf)u strongly exposes (x;)y in Cy for every free ultrafilter U on I;
(iii) (27)u exposes (xi)u in Cy for every free ultrafilter U on I.

Proof. (i)=-(ii). Note that, by Lemma [2.6]

((x))u, (x)y) = lim z] (z;) = imsup z; = sup(z] )y.
u u o Y
Now let € > 0 and take a > 0 given by the definition of uniformly strongly
exposed set. Suppose that (y;)u € S(Cy, (x})u, ). By the previous equali-
ties, it means that limy, 7 (y;) > limy, 2} (x;) — . In particular,

J={iel|x;(y) >z;(z;) —a} €U.

Then ||y; — x;|| < € for all i € J. We conclude that ||(x;)y — (vi)u|| < €, thus
(zi)u € str-expx+), (Cu).

(ii)=-(iii) is obvious, so let us prove (iii)=-(i). Assume that {z;};cs is not
uniformly strongly exposed by {z}icr, and let us find a free ultrafilter ¢/
on I so that (z;)y is not exposed by (z})y.

Since {x;}ier is not uniformly strongly exposed by {x}ics, there exists
go > 0 so that, for every n € N, there exists i, € I and y;, € C so that
z} (yi,) > supg zf — L but ||z, —yi,|| = 0. Define the set L := {i, : n € N}
and note that L is infinite. Otherwise, there is ng such that 4, = i, for
n = ng. We have that

Ling Ying) = 73, (4i,) > Sgp Tin =5 = sgp Ying = 5, V10210,
so taking limit we deduce that x;‘no (Yin,) = supc x;‘no. Since ||@i,, = Yin, | =
€9, we derive a contradiction with the fact that xfno eXpOoses Tj,, - Conse-
quently, L is infinite.

Now, let U be a free ultrafilter on I with L € U. Define y; :=y;,, if i =i,
and y; = 0 otherwise. First, note that

1@)u = (yidull = lim |lz; = yill > o

since the set {i € I : ||z; — yi|| = €0} belongs to U.
On the other hand, we claim that ((z])y, (¥i)u) = supc,, (z)y. Indeed,
Lemma implies that

sup(x] )y = limsupz; = lim z; (z;),
Cy u c u



17

so let us prove that ((«)y, (vi)u) = limy ) (x;). To this end, pick € > 0.
The set
B:={j € I:]25(y;) —limag(y)| <e}

belongs to Y. Now, given p € N, find
jeBNLN{kel: |z (xg) —hg{mxf(mlﬂ <ep\{i1,...,ip}

(the previous set is non-empty because, actually, it belongs to U). Now we
have

: * * * 1 : * 1

hg{rn:ni (yi) > 25 (y;) — e > xj(x5) — P £> héna:i (x;) — i 2e.
The arbitrariness of p and e conclude that ((z] )y, (¥i)u) = supe,, (7i)y- This
shows that (z;)y is not exposed by (z})y and finishes the proof. =

Now, we focus on the case of elements of the form J(x) for z € C.

Corollary 3.18. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X
and U be a free ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Let x € C. Then

(a) if T () € exp(x+), (Cu), then x € exp(C);

(b) J(x) € str-exp(x+, (Cu) if and only if x € str-exp(C).

Proof. (a) Suppose that J(z) is exposed by (z})y. By weak*-compactness
of Bxx, define x* = w*-limy, x]. Let y € A such that y # 2. We have

*(x) = limag(z) = ((27)u, T (@) > ((@7)u. T (y)) = lmzi(y) = 2™ (y),

i.e. ¥ exposes .
(b) Follows directly from Theorem B.17. =

If U is supposed to be CI, the previous corollary can be improved:

Theorem 3.19. Let C be a bounded convex subset of a Banach space X,
U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I and let x € C. The following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) J(z) € str-exp x=), (Cu);
(i) J(z) € exp(x+), (Cu):
(iii) = € str-exp(C).

Proof. In view of the previous corollary, we only have to prove that if 7 (x) €
exp(x+), (Cu) then z € str-exp(C). Let us suppose that J(z) is exposed by
(xf)u. By weak*-compactness of Bx«, define z* = w*-limy, f. The proof
of (a) in the previous corollary shows that «* exposes z, we will show that
actually z* strongly exposes x. Consider a sequence (), C C such that
x*(x,) — x*(z) and suppose by contradiction that (x,), does not converge
to 2. Then there exist a subsequence (zy, )i of (z,), and § > 0 such that
|zn, — | > p for all k£ € N. Note that
() i 2 e )| = 2" (@) = 2 ()| >0,

)
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so by considering a further subsequence if necessary, we can also suppose
that |2*(2) — limy; 2} (2, )| < 1 for all k > 1. For all n > 1, we define

A, = {z el : |z%(z) — zj(zn,)] < % VE < n} NlL,eU
where (I,),, is a decreasing sequence of sets in U such that (), I, = 0. Now
we define (y;)u € Cy by yi = xy, if k € Ap \ Agyy for some k£ > 1 and
y; =0of i € I'\ A;. One can verify that limy,; 2} (y;) = «*(x), which means
exactly that ((x))u, (vi)u) = ((z})u, T (z)). Since J(z) is exposed by (z)u,
we deduce that J(x) = (y;)u. We obtain that limy ; |« — y;|| = 0, but it is
easily seen that it contradicts the fact that ||z, —z| > S forall k € N. =

If C is a bounded convex set, we sum up the properties linking x and
J(z) in the following graph of implications:

x € str-exp(C) =———= 7z € dent(C) =———= 1 € str-ext(C) =——= z € ext(C)

! ! ! 1

J(z) € str-exp(x+), (Cu) == J(x) € dent(x+), (Cu) == J(2) € str-ext(Cy) <= J(x) € ext(Cy)

Note that none of the previous implications can be reversed in the gen-
eral case (since there exist extreme points which are not strongly extreme,
strongly extreme points which are not denting and denting points which are
not strongly exposed).

Theorem 3.20. Let C be a bounded conver subset of a Banach space X, and
U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Then exp x«y, (Cu) C str-exp(C).

Proof. Let (Uy,), C U be a strictly decreasing sequence of sets such that

MNnso Un = 0. Let (2;)y € exp(x+, (Cu) be exposed by (z})y € (X*)y. We

need to show that (z;)y € str-exp(Cy). By Theorem [BI9] it is enough to

prove that J((zi)u) € exp(x+, (Cuxu)- Define (z} Juxu € (X*)uxu by

z}; =7 for all 4,5 € I and let us prove that (27 ;)uxu exposes J((zi)u).
First note that, using Lemma [2.4] we have that

(@ eaar T (@) = Jim w7 () =l () = (et ()

Take (yi,j)uxu € Cuxuy arbitrary. Using again Lemma[2.4]and the fact (;)y
is exposed by (x})y, we obtain that

(@7 Jusues (Yig)uxu) = 1111%.11}}’?(!17?,31@',3') = %}((xf)u, (i)

<A@, (@a)u) = (@7 Juxu, T (@i)u)),
proving that (l’;j)uxu reaches his maximum on Cpyyxyy at J((2)u)-
Now suppose by contradiction that there exists (v ;)uxu € Cuxu such

that (v j)uxu # J((zi)u) and
(@] Juxus Wigusu) = (@ uxus T (@i)u))-
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Let g9 > 0 such that ||(ys,j)uxu — T (zi)u)|| > 0. We can also assume that
llyi,; — xil| > €0 holds for every i,j € I. We have that

o . . 1
{(Z,J) € I? | o} (yij) — of ()] < E} eUxU

for all n > 0, that is
1
s {ieri{ie i) - sl < 2 cuf eu

For j € I and n > 0, define I, ; = {i € I | |z} (yi;) — x}(z;)| < }. Fol-
lowing verbatim the last steps in the proof of Theorem [B.8 we obtain a
contradiction. m

It is natural to think that indeed the inclusion exp x), (Cu) C str-exp x+«), (Cu)
holds (obtaining clearly the equality of the above sets). However, our tech-
niques in Theorem B.19 does not allow us to conclude it.

4. EXTREMALITY AND COMPACTNESS

In this section we will study the extremality under compactness assump-
tions. To be more precise, let X be a Banach space and K C Bx be a convex
bounded subset. We will deal with the assumption that K, is weakly com-
pact (see below the definition of super-weakly compact set). Before we enter
in details, let us explain why this context, though very restrictive, is inter-
esting for us: looking to our results for denting points and strongly exposed
points, we have not been able to completely characterise when a point (x;)y
is a denting (respectively strongly exposed) point because we do not have
a good access to the space (Xy)*, which differs from (X*);, if X is not
superreflexive.

However, in the particular case of Kj; being weakly compact this difficulty
is overcome thanks to Lemma 2.7l For instance, here we obtain that a point
(xi)u € Ky is denting if, and only if, (z;);s belongs to a sequence of slices
of diameter as small as desired where the slices are defined by elements
of (X*)y. This difficulty will be overcome in the context of super weakly
compact subsets.

Let K be a bounded subset of a Banach space X. We say that K is
relatively super-weakly compact if K, is relatively weakly compact for all
free ultrafilters U on an arbitrary infinite set I. If furthermore K is weakly-
closed, we say that K is super weakly compact. Note that if K is a closed
convex symmetric super-weakly compact set then K is the unit ball of the
superreflexive space Y = (span(K),| - |x) where | - | is the Minkowski
functional of K.

The roots of super weak compactness can be traced back to the work of
B. Beauzamy in the 70’s [3]. He introduced the notion of uniformly convez
operator, which turns to be equivalent (under renorming) to the one of super-
weakly compact operator (see [14]). In [19], M. Raja considered the notion
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of finite dentability, which coincides with the one of super weak compactness
for closed convex bounded sets. The current terminology is introduced in
[7], which also contains a characterization in terms of finite representability
of sets that reinforces the parallelism with super-reflexive Banach spaces.
Super-weak compactness has became a prolific field of investigation, see e.g.
I8, (17, 20, 24].

Recall that every weakly compact convex set is the closed convex hull of
its strongly exposed points (see Theorem 8.13 in [9] for example). In the
case of ultrapowers we can say a bit more.

Theorem 4.1. Let K C X be a relatively super weakly compact convez set
and U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Then

Ky = co(str-expx«y,, (Ku)).
This is just a particular case of the following result:

Lemma 4.2. Let K be weakly compact convex subset of a Banach space X
and Z be a subspace of X* such that (X, Z) is a dual pair. Then

K =co(str-exp 4 (K)).

Proof. First, let’s show that every subset C of K is Z-dentable, that is,
there are slices of C given by elements of Z with arbitrarily small diameter.
If co(C) is Z-dentable then C' is dentable too, so we can suppose that C
is closed and convex. Since K is weakly compact, so is C. In particular,
C is dentable and then Z-dentable by Lemma 2.7 A slight modification of
Theorem 8 in [5] allows us to conclude that the subset of Z that strongly
exposes elements of K is dense in Z. Now, suppose by contradiction that
K +# co(str-exp,(K). Since ¢o(str-exp,(K)) is weakly compact and then
o(X, Z)-compact, there exists z* € Z such that

supz® > sup x.

K str-exp 4 (K)
By density, we deduce that there exists y* € Z strongly exposing an element
x € K such that

y*(x) =supy* > sup y¥,
K str-exp ; (K)

which is a contradiction. m

Proof of Theorem [{.1l Note that K, is weakly compact thanks to Proposi-
tion 25l Now, apply Lemma 2 taking Z = (Xy)* C (Xy)*. =

K. Tu has recently proved that in [24] that the closed convex hull of a
relatively super weakly compact set is super weakly compact. More precisely,
he obtained that

(co(A))u = To(Ay).
for any relatively super weakly compact set A. Using this result, it is possible
to localise the set of extreme points of a super weakly compact set:
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Proposition 4.3. Let K C X be a super weakly compact convex set and U
be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Then

ext(Ky) C (str-exp(K))y and dent(Ky) C (str-exp K)y.

Proof. Since K is weakly compact, we have that K = ¢o(str-exp(K)). Thus,
using K. Tu result, it follows that

Ky = (co(str-exp(K)))y = (co(str-exp(K)))y = co((str-exp(K))y)-

so any slice of Kz has non-empty intersection with (str-exp(K))y. Since the
slices are a neighbourhood basis for the extreme (resp. denting) points of Kz,
in the weak (resp. norm) topology, we have ext(K) C (str-exp(K ))z,{w and
dent(Ky) C (str-exp K)yy = (str-exp K )y, where the last equality follows
from Lemma 25 =

Proposition 4.4. Let K be a super weakly compact subset of a Banach
space X, U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I and let x € K. Then
J(x) € dent(Ky) if and only if = € dent(K).

Proof. Since K is super weakly compact, it follows that J(z) is (X™*)y-
denting if and only if J(x) € dent(Ky) (by Lemma 2.7). We conclude by
Theorem .15 =

Note that Theorem [Tl is a useful tool in the search of a characterisa-
tion of when (x;);/ is a denting point in Ky, if K is super weakly compact.
However, in order to get a complete characterisation in terms of a condition
on the points z;’s, we will consider a notion which is stronger than super
weak compactness: the one of uniform convezity (see Definition [£5]). This
geometric property on K will allow us to characterise the denting points of
uniformly convex subsets of a Banach space (see Theorem [4.17]).

One can think that there is a big difference between super weakly compact
sets and uniformly convex sets. However, thanks to a result of M. Raja
and G. Lancien (see [I7, Proposition 4.3]), we see that from a topological
point of view this is not the case. Indeed, given a symmetric super weakly
compact subset K and € > 0, there exists a uniformly convex set C. so
that C. € K C (1 4 ¢€)C.. This result should be compared with a classical
theorem of Enflo (see for instance [9, Theorem 9.14]) which says that, given
a superreflexive Banach space (X, | - ||) then, for every € > 0, there exists a
renorming | - |- on X so that (X, |- |c) is a uniformly convex Banach space
and so that

1
1+4¢

A localised version of Enflo’s theorem has been established in [19] where
the author proved that if K is a super-weakly compact convex subset of a
Banach space X, then there exists a equivalent norm |- | on X such that
the restriction of | - |2 to K is uniformly convex. It is worth noting that

2. < ol < A+ 2)al. Ve X.
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the spaces which are generated by a super-weakly compact set have been
characterized in terms of strongly uniformly Gateaux renorming (see [20]).
Let us now consider the formal definition of uniformly convex set.

Definition 4.5. A symmetric bounded closed convex set C' of a Banach
space X is said to be uniformly convex if for every € > 0 there exists § > 0
such that

xr +
Vo,yeC, lo—yl|>e = -7

€(1-9)C.

In such case, we define the convexity modulus of C by

5 (e) :inf{l— Ty

:wwecww—w>€}
C

where | - |¢ is the Minkowski functional of C'. By convention, inf () = 1.

Raja proved that a closed convex bounded subset is finitely dentable
(see the introduction in [19] for the definition) if and only if it admits a
uniformly convex function (see Theorem 2.2 in [19]). Moreover, it is possible
to construct directly a uniformly convex function on any super weakly convex
set using the fact that such a set does not admit dyadic separated trees of
arbitrary height (see Theorem 4.4 in [10]). It follows that a closed convex
set is super weakly compact if and only if it is finitely dentable. Since a
uniformly convex set is finitely dentable, the authors of [I7] obtained that
any uniformly convex set is super weakly compact [17, Proposition 4.2].

We will also consider the following weakening of uniform convexity.

Definition 4.6. A symmetric bounded closed convex set C' of a Banach
space X is said to be strictly convex if for all z,y € C such that x # y and
|z|c = |y|c = 1, one has that |mT+y|C <1

In general, every extreme point = of a symmetric bounded closed convex
set C' # {0} satisfies |x|c = 1. In the case C is strictly convex, one can
easily check that indeed ext(C) = |- |5'({1}). We will use this fact in the
sequel.

The following result generalizes the fact that a Banach space is uniformly
convex if and only if its ultrapower is strictly (or uniformly) convex.

Proposition 4.7. Let K be a symmetric bounded convex subset of a Banach
space X. Let U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. The following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) K is uniformly convex;
(il) Ky is uniformly convez.

In that case, we have that i = dk,,. Moreover, if 0 is an interior point of
K, then the previous statements are equivalent to:

(iii) Ky is strictly convex.

For the proof we will need the following result.
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Lemma 4.8. Let C' be a symmetric bounded convex subset of a Banach
space X, U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I and (z;)y € Cy. Then
|(zi)ulc,, <limy|zilc. Moreover, if 0 is an interior point of C, the reverse
equality also holds.

Proof. Define | := limy |z;|c. Let ¢ > 0. For all i« € I, we have that
x;i € (|zilc +€)C. Define J:={i € I : ||zj|lc — | <e} €eU. Foralli € J, it
follows that z; € (I 4 2¢)C. Then (z;)y € (I +2¢)Cy for all € > 0. Since Cy
is closed, we deduce that (z;)y € ICy. We conclude that |(z;)u|c,, <.

Now, assume that 0 is an interior point of C. Let X\ := |(z;)u|c, and
notice that (z;)yy € ACyy, so there exists (y;)ier € C7 so that (2;)y = Ay )u-
Note that

hg{n zi — Ayill = 0 & 1iL1{Hl |zi — Ayile =0
since || - || and | - |¢ are equivalent norms on span(C'). This implies that
lim zile = lim \yile = Alim lyilc < A

where the last inequality holds since y; € C holds for every i. This proves
the equality in such case. =

Proof of Proposition[{.7. (i) == (ii) Suppose that K is uniformly convex.
Note that Ky, is closed since U is CI. Let € > 0. Take (x;)y, (vi)u € Ky such
that ||(x;)u — (yi)ul| > €. Then, we can suppose (changing some coordinates
if necessary) that ||x; — y;|| > € for all i € I. Let n € (0,0x(¢)) arbitrary. It
follows that ZZ% € (1 —n)K for all i € I and then

el (220) ¢ -

u
Since n was arbitrary, we conclude that 0 < dx(e) < 0x,(€), i.e. Ky is
uniformly convex.

(1i) = (i) Suppose that K is uniformly convex. Let ¢ > 0. Let
x,y € K such that ||z —y|| > e. Let n € (0,0k,,(¢)) arbitrary. It follows that
|7 (x)— T (y)|| > € and then j (ITW) = M € (1—-n)Ky. Let (2;)icr €
KT such that j (252) = (1 — n)(2;)u. Since limy, HwTer — (1 =n)z|| =0, it
follows that xTer € (1 —n)K = (1—n)K. Since n was arbitrary, we conclude
that 0 < dg,, (¢) < Ik (e), i.e. K is uniformly convex.

Now suppose that 0 is an interior point of K and that U/ is a CI ultrafilter.
(11) = (¢it) is obvious. We will show the implication (iii) = (i). Let
suppose that K is not uniformly convex. Then there exists € > 0 such that
for all n € N, there exist z,,y, € K with ||z, — y,| > ¢ and ‘%!K — 1.
Let (In)n C U be a sequence of distinct sets such that (", I, = 0, Iy = I
and I,,41 C I, for all n € N. Define 2} = z,, if i € I, \ I,41 for some n € N.
Define y} in the same way. It is clear that ||(z])y — (y})u|| = €. Moreover, it
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T +y;

is easy to show that limy, |~

= 1. The previous lemma implies that

() + (Y)u

=1.
2

Ky

By triangle inequality, we also have that |(z})u|x, = |(¥))ulx, = 1. So Ky
cannot be strictly convex. =

Remark 4.9. Proposition L7 reproves the very well-known result that a
Banach space X is uniformly convex if, and only if, X, is strictly convex,
where U is a CI ultrafilter.

In the sequel we aim to give a characterisation of the extreme points of a
uniformly convex set. In order to do so, we need a preliminary result.

Lemma 4.10. Let C be symmetric bounded convez subset of a Banach space
X and U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. If (z;)y € ext(Cy), then
limy |zi|c = 1.

Proof. Since x; € C for all i € I, we have that limy, |z;|c < 1. Moreover we
have that (z;)y € ext(Cy) so |(zi)ulc, = 1. We conclude by Lemma 48 =

Theorem 4.11. Let K be a uniformly convex subset of a Banach space X
and U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Let (z;)y € Ky. The following
assertions are equivalent:
(i) (zi)u € ext(Ky);
(i) for any (yi)ier € K! such that (y;)u = (z;)y, it follows limy |y;|x =
1.
If 0 is an interior point of C, then they are also equivalent to:

(iii) limz,{ ]a:,\K =1.

Proof. Suppose that (x;)y € ext(Ky). Let (yi)ic; € K such that (y;)y =
(x;)u. Obviously, we have that (y;)u € ext(Ky) and we conclude by the
previous lemma.

Now suppose that (z;)y ¢ ext(Ky). Then there exist (y;)y, (zi)u such
that (z;)y = W and |[(yi)u — (zi)ul| > € for some ¢ > 0. Let
¢ associated to e given by the uniform convexity of K. It follows that
(xi)u = W € (1 — 0)Ky. So there exists (y))ier € (1 —8)K! c K!
such that (z;)y = (yj)u. Since |yl < 1 —6 for all 4 € I, it follows that
limy, |y} < 1.

Finally, assume that 0 is an interior point of C'. Clearly (ii)=-(iii), and
(iii)=-(i) by Lemmas 4.8 and the comment following the definition of strict
convexity. m

The next proposition shows the extremal structure of a uniformly convex
set has great properties.
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Proposition 4.12. Let K C X be a uniformly convex set of a Banach space
X and Z be a subspace of X*. Then
(a) ext(K) = dent(K).
(b) expz(K) =str-expz(K) ={r € K |3z € Z : supz™ = z"(z) > 0}.
K

Proof. (a) Let x € ext(K) and let € > 0. Take § associated to € given by the
definition of uniform convexity. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, there exists
x* € X*\ {0} such that
z*(x) > sup z*.
(1-9)K

Since K is symmetric, we can suppose that supy * = 1. Define a slice of K
by S := S(z*, K,5). We have that z*(z) > sup_sg 2" =1—6,s0x € S
and SN(1—§)K = (). Let’s show that diam(S) < e. Suppose on the contrary
that there exist y, 2 € S such that ||y — z|| > e. By uniform convexity, it
follows that 3% € (1 — §)K. This is a contradiction since 3% € S.

(b) Clearly str-exp,(K) C expy(K). Now, assume that z* € Z exposes
x. Then 0 = z*(0) < z*(z), so we get that z* satisfies our purposes.

Finally, that 2* € Z satisfies that supy z* = 2*(z) > 0, and let us prove
that z* € Z strongly exposes . To this end, pick € > 0, and let us find
a slice of K determined by z* with diameter smaller than €. Let § > 0 be
associated to € in the definition of uniformly convex set. Without loss of
generality, we can suppose that z*(z) = supg z* = 1. Let y € K so that
|z —y|| > e. Then ¥ € (1 - §)K. Then

z*(x) + 2" (y)
2

<1-9,

from where
x*(y) < 1—20.
Summarising we have proved that if ||z —y|| > e theny ¢ S := {2z € K :
x*(z) > 1 — 26}, which is a slice of K since o > 0. This is equivalent to the
following: if z*(y) > 1 — 26 = z*(x) — 2 then ||z — y|| < . Since € > 0 was
arbitrary, we get that z* strongly exposes x and the proof is complete.
]

Corollary 4.13. Let K be a uniformly conver subset of a Banach space
X and U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I be a Banach space. Then
ext(Ky ) = dent(Ky) and exp(Ky) = str-exp(Ky).

Proof. By Proposition 7] K7, is uniformly convex. The result follows from
the previous proposition. =

Corollary 4.14. Let K be a uniformly convex subset of a Banach space X,
U be a CI ultrafilter on an infinite set I and x € K. Then z € ext(K) if
and only if J(x) € ext(Ky).

Proof. Tt follows from Proposition [£12] and Theorem 3.7, =
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The following diagram summarises the implications between the proper-
ties of x € K and the ones of J(z) € Ky for a uniformly convex set K. The
situation is much simpler than in the general case:

z € exp(K) «——= 1z € str-exp(K) =——= 1z € dent(K) ————= 1z € str-ext(K) <———= 2z € ext(K)

! ! ! J !

J(x) € exp(xy, (Ku) <= J(z) € str-exp x=), (Ku) == J () € dent(x+), (Ky) = J(z) € str-ext(Ky) = J(z) € ext(Ky)

Remark 4.15. In general we do not know whether every extreme point is
a strongly exposed point in a uniformly convex set K. However, it turns
out that every extreme point is strongly exposed in a sense which depends
on the Minkowski functional | - |x. We say that a point is intrinsically
strongly exposed if there exists a linear functional f: X — R (not neces-
sarily bounded) so that f(x) = supy f = 1 and that, for every € > 0, there
exists 0 > 0 so that f(y) >1—0= |z —y| <e.

Let us prove that if x € K satisfies that |z|x = 1 then it is intrinsically
strongly exposed. Define Y = (span(K),| - |x). It is well known that Y is
a Banach space such that By = K. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, there
exists f € Sy« such that f(x) = |z|x = 1. Let us prove that f strongly
exposes x in the above sense. To do so, pick € > 0 and take J of the definition
of uniformly convex set. Now if y € K satisfies that f(y) > 1 —J we get

o fety) lrtulk _
2 2 2

r+y
2 K’

which means that 3% ¢ (1 — §)K. This implies that |z — y|| < . The
arbitrariness of € implies that every point of {x € K : |z|x = 1} is strongly
exposed (actually, it is uniformly strongly exposed).

Note that f is | - |x-continuous. However, in the general case, f is not

1-—

necessarily | - ||-continuous (unless span(K) is closed since in that case the
norm induced by X on Y and |- |x are equivalent by the open mapping
theorem).

Remark 4.16. In spite of the previous remark, we can at least prove that
str-exp(K) is dense in ext(K) in a uniformly convex set K. Indeed, since K
is weakly compact, K = Co(str-exp(K)) and so dent(K) C str-exp(K). By
Proposition [12], ext(K) = dent(K) provided that K is uniformly convex.

Note that, by applying Corollary E.13] and Theorem B.4] we can now give
a characterisation of the denting points of a uniformly convex set.

Theorem 4.17. Let X be a Banach space, K be a uniformly convex subset
of X and U be a free ultrafilter over I. Let (z;)y € Cy. The following
assertions are equivalent:

(i) (w4)y € dent(Ky),
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(ii) for any (yi)u, (z:)u € Cu so that limy ||z; — L52|| = 0, it follows
that limy ||z; — yi|| = 0 and limy ||z; — 2] = 0.

Recall that F' is a face of a convex set C' if for any z,y € C such that
(z,y) N F # 0, one has that [x,y] C F. A face F of C is proper if F # ()
and F # C.

Lemma 4.18. Let C' be a symmetric bounded closed convex subset of a
Banach space X. If F is a proper face of C then F C |- |5 ({1}). If
moreover C is strictly convex, then F' is a singleton.

Proof. Note first that 0 ¢ F, otherwise it follows easily that C = F, a
contradiction. Now, suppose there exists z € F' such that |z|c < 1. Thus z
belongs to the non-trivial segment (0,z/|z|c) in C. It follows that 0 € F,
so we obtain again that C = F, a contradiction.

Finally, assume that C' is strictly convex and take x,y € F. We have that
|zlc = |ylc = 1 and, since ZHL € F, we also have that ‘x—gy‘c = 1. Then

x =y by strict convexity, so F' is a singleton. =

Theorem 4.19. Let U be a free ultrafilter on an infinite set I. Let K C X
be a uniformly convex set such that Ky separates points of (X*)y. Then

(exp(K))u C exp(x,, (Kuy) = str-exp(x«y, (Ku).

Proof. First, note that the equality follows from Proposition [£.12] Let
(zi)u € (exp(K))y. We can obviously suppose that z; € exp(K) for all
i € I. Let 7 € Sx» that exposes z;. Define a face of Ky by

F= {(yi)u € Ky | (&), (yi)u) = Sll{lp(iﬂf)u} :
u
It is clear that (x;)yy € F and, in particular, F' # (). Since K, is strictly
convex, in order to apply the previous lemma, we need to show that F is
a proper face. If FF = K, then (x;‘)u‘Ku = 0 since 0 € K. By hypothesis,
it follows that (z})y = 0, which is a contradiction since ||(z])y|| = 1. By
Lemma [£.18 we conclude that F' = {(z;)y}, i.e. (2;)y is exposed by (z})y.

Acknowledgements. The authors are very grateful to the referees for
their comments and particularly for the argument given by one of the referees
leading to an improvement of Corollary BI8in the case that the ultrafilter
is CI (see Theorem [3.19]). Moreover it allowed us to obtain Theorem

This work was produced during the PhD thesis of the second author
which is very grateful to his supervisor Matias Raja for his support and
for initiating him to the theory of super weakly compact sets. The second
author is also very grateful to the University of Zaragoza where this work
was initiated.

The authors also want to thank Antonio Avilés and Matias Raja for fruit-
ful conversations.



28 L. GARCIA-LIROLA, G. GRELIER, AND A. RUEDA ZOCA

The research of L. Garcia-Lirola was supported by the grants MTM2017-
83262-C2-2-P and Fundacién Séneca Regién de Murcia 20906/P1/18.

The research of G. Grelier was supported by the Grants of Ministerio de
Fconomia, Industria y Competitividad MTM2017-83262-C2-2-P; Fundacion
Séneca Regién de Murcia 20906 /P1/18; and by MICINN 2018 FPI fellowship
with reference PRE2018-083703, associated to grant MTM2017-83262-C2-
2-P.

The research of A. Rueda Zoca was supported by Juan de la Cierva-
Formacién fellowship FJC2019-039973, by MTM2017-86182-P (Government
of Spain, AEI/FEDER, EU), by MICINN (Spain) Grant PGC2018-093794-
B-100 (MCIU, AEI, FEDER, UE), by Fundacién Séneca, ACyT Regién
de Murcia grant 20797/PI/18, by Junta de Andalucia Grant A-FQM-484-
UGR18 and by Junta de Andalucia Grant FQM-0185.

REFERENCES

[1] T. A. Abrahamsen, J. Langemets and V. Lima, Almost square Banach spaces, J.
Math. Anal. Appl. 434, 2 (2016), 1549-1565.

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

[3] B. Beauzamy, Opérateurs uniformément convezifiants, Stud. Math 57 (1977),
103-139.

[4] D. Bilik, V. Kadets, R. Shvidkoy and D. Werner, Narrow operators and the
Daugavet property for ultraproducts, Positivity 9, 1 (2005), 46-62.

[5] J. Bourgain, On dentability and the Bishop-Phelps property, Israel J. Math. 28,
4 (1977), 265-271.

[6] B. Cascales, R. Chiclana, L. Garcfa-Lirola, M. Martin and A. Rueda Zoca, On
strongly norm attaining Lipschitz maps, J. Funct. Anal. 277 (2019), 1677-1717.

[7] L. Cheng, Q. Cheng, S. Luo, K. Tu, and J. Zhang, On super weak compactness
of subsets and its equivalences in Banach spaces, J. Convex Anal., 25, 3 (2018),
899-926.

[8] L. Cheng, Q. Cheng, J. Wang, A note on absolute uniform retracts, uniform
approximation property and super weakly compact sets of Banach spaces, Acta
Math. Sin. (Eng. Ser.) 37 (2021), 731-739.

[9] M. Fabian, P. Habala, P. Hajek, V. Montesinos, and V. Zizler, Banach space
theory: The basis for linear and nonlinear analysis, CMS Books in Mathemat-
ics/Ouvrages de Mathématiques de la SMC, Springer, New York, 2011.

[10] G. Grelier, M. Raja, On uniformly convez functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 505,
1 (2022), Paper No. 125442, 25 p.

[11] J. D. Hardtke, Summands in locally almost square and locally octahedral spaces,
Acta Comment. Univ. Tartu. Math. 22, 1 (2018), 149-162.

[12] K. Hrbacek and T. Jech, Introduction to set theory. 3rd, revised and expanded
ed., Pure and Applied Mathematics, Marcel Dekker 220. New York, NY: Marcel
Dekker (ISBN 0-8247-7915-0/hbk). ix, 291 p. (1999).

[13] P. Harmard, D. Werner and W. Werner, M -ideals in Banach spaces and Banach
algebras, Lecture Notes in Math. 1547, Springer, Berlin 1993.

[14] S. Heinrich, Finite representability and super-ideals of operators, Dissert. Math.
(Rozprawy Mat.) 172, 37 (1980).

[15] S. Heinrich, Ultraproducts in Banach space theory, J. Reine Angew. Math. 313
(1980), 72-104.



29

[16] V. Kadets and D. Werner, A Banach space with the Schur and the Daugavet
property, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 132, 6 (2004), 1765-1773.

[17] G. Lancien and M. Raja, Nonlinear aspects of super weakly compact sets, to
appear in Annales de l’Institut Fourier. Available at arXiv.org with reference
arXiv:2003.01030v4.

[18] J. Lindenstrauss, On operators which attain their norm, Israel J. Math. 1 (1963),
139-148.

[19] M. Raja, Finitely dentable functions, operators and sets, J. Conv. Anal. 15, 2
(2008), 219-233.

[20] M. Raja, Super WCG Banach spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl 439, 1 (2016), 183-
196.

[21] J. Stern, Ultrapowers and local properties of Banach spaces, Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 240, 6 (1978), 231-252.

[22] J. Talponen, Uniform-to-proper duality of geometric properties of Banach spaces
and their ultrapowers Math. Scand. 121, 1 (2017), 111-120.

[23] D. Tingley, Uniform dentability, uniform smoothability and approzimations to
convez sets, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 22 (1992), no. 4, 1565-1587.

[24] K. Tu, Convezification of super weakly compact sets and measure of super weak
noncompactness, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 149, 6 (2021), 2531-2538.

(L. Garcfa-Lirola) DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICAS, UNIVERSIDAD DE ZARAGOZA,
50009, ZARAGOZA, SPAIN
Email address: luiscarlos@unizar.es

(G. Grelier) UNIVERSIDAD DE MURCIA, DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICAS, CAMPUS
DE ESPINARDO 30100 MURCIA, SPAIN
Email address: g.grelier@um.es

(A. Rueda Zoca) UNIVERSIDAD DE MURCIA, DEPARTAMENTO DE MATEMATICAS, CAM-
PUS DE ESPINARDO 30100 MURCIA, SPAIN

Email address:  abraham.rueda@um.es

URL: https://arzenglish.wordpress.com


http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.01030
https://arzenglish.wordpress.com

	1. Introduction
	2. Notation and auxiliary results
	2.1. Filters
	2.2. Banach spaces and ultraproducts
	2.3. Extremal structure in Banach spaces

	3. Main results
	3.1. Extreme and strongly extreme points
	3.2. Denting points
	3.3. Exposed and strongly exposed points

	4. Extremality and compactness
	References

