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This paper gives necessary and sufficient conditions for a
triple (X, M,T') to have property SAIN (simultaneous approx-
imation and interpolation which preserves the norm), X being
an arbitrary Banach space. The best previous result concerned
X, areflexive, rotund Banach space. The paper proceeds to use
this result to yield geometric proofs of the work of D. J. Johnson
concerning property SAIN and C|aq, b].

The concept of simultaneous approximation and interpolation with
norm preservation (SAIN) was introduced by F. Deutsch and P. D.
Morris [2].

DEerINITION 0.1.  The triple (X, M, T') satisfies the hypotheses of the
SAIN problem if X is a normed linear space, M a dense subspace of X,
and I' a finite dimensional subspace of X*. The triple (X, M,I') has a
SAIN solution at x in X if given € >0, there exists y in M such that
[x=yl<e [x|=yl, and y(x)=vy(y) for every y in I'. The triple
(X, M, T) is said to have property SAIN if (X, M,T") has a SAIN solution
for every x in X.

The papers [4] and [10] took a geometrical approach to the SAIN
problem and along with [9] extended the concept by allowing M to be a
dense convex subset of X. In [7,8], specific questions posed in [2,4]
were resolved in the standard Banach spaces ¢,, L, and C(T). In|[5], a
weak SAIN problem was formulated.

In [2], a necessary and sufficient condition was given for (X, M,T’) to
have property SAIN, where X was a Hilbert space. In [4], such a
condition was presented for X a reflexive and rotund Banach
space. One of the purposes of this paper is to give necessary and
sufficient condition for (X, M,T’) to have property SAIN, where X is an
arbitrary Banach space.

The approach to the problem will be a geometrical attack similar to
those in [4,7,8]. The study of certain extremal subsets of the unit
sphere will yield the result.

Significant work by D. Johnson [6] in C[a, b] was the key in
formulating the correct statement of the desired condition. The work in
[6] was analytic and constructive in' nature. The hope was to find
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geometrical proofs for these results. These proofs were found and they
led to the formulation of the necessary and sufficient condition for
property SAIN. The second purpose of this paper is to give these
shorter alternate proofs of the results in [6] and to provide alternate
conditions to see if the triple (C[a, b],II,T’) has property SAIN.

In this paper, we will use the following notation. If X is a Banach
space, U(X) and S(X) are respectively, the closed unit ball and its
boundary in X. R denotes the real number field. A set E contained in
F is F-extremal if whenever tx + (1—t)y € E with x,y in F, 0<t <1,
then x,y are in E. The convex hull of a set A is denoted co(A). If
FCcX* thenT, = {x € X| y(x)=0 Vy E€T}. The extreme points of a set
A will be denoted ext A.

If f€Clab], crit(fy={tE[a b]||f(t)|=|fl}. The extreme
points of U(C[a, b]*) are the point evaluation functionals e, defined via

e(f) = f(0).

1. Property SAIN in arbitrary Banach spaces. The
following definitions were stated in [1] and [8]:

DerINITION 1.1.  If x € S(X), then the set E(x)={y € S(X)| x =
Ay+(1—=2A)z, 0<A <1, z€ S(X)} is the minimal U(X) extremal sub-
set containing x, the intersection of all U (X)) extremal subsets containing
x. F(x)is the minimal closed U(X) extremal subset containing x. The
set P(x)={p € S(X*) ¢(x)=|lx|} is called the conjugate set of
x. Q(x)={yeS(X)| ¢(y)=1 Ve €P(x)} is the intersection of all
exposed sets containing x.

It was shown in 8, Theorem 1.1 that if (X, M, ") is a given triple and if
F(x)N M is dense in F(x), then there is a SAIN solution at x. It will be
shown that by looking at larger extremal sets we can obtain necessary and
sufficient conditions for a SAIN solution at x.

DErFINITION 1.2. Let A be a convex subset of S(X). Let E(A)be
the minimal U(X) extremal subset containing A and F(A) be the
minimal closed U(X) extremal set containing A. Further let P(A)=
MN.eaP(a). Define Q(A)={y € S(X)| ¢(y)=1 Vo EP(A)}.

It is necessary to check that P(A) is a nonempty set, since otherwise
the definition of Q(A) is meaningless.

LEMMA 1.3. The set P(A) is nonempty.
Proof. If a,is in A, then P(a,) is a weak star compact convex subset

of S(X™*). Thesets P(a,)N P(ay), i € I, afinite index set, have the finite
intersection property. This can be seen since if b is in co(a;, ao| i € I)
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then b =2 ta +(1—2iciti)a,. Thus if ¢ is in P(b) then ¢ is in
N.c/(P(a,)N P(ay)). But P(a,) is a compact topological space and
M ,caP(a) is nonempty.

One should also note that if E is an extremal subset of S(X) and if y
isin E, then E(y)is contained in E. This fact coupled with a simple two
dimensional argument showing that U,.,E(a) is a U(X) extremal
subset, yields that E(A) equals U,c,E(a).

For the discussion of the SAIN problem we will take A, =
x+I',NS(X). Work in [4] showed that if P(x) NT" was empty, then a
solution of the SAIN problem is guaranteed at x. In this case A, isnot a
convex subset of S(X) and by convention we take E(A,)=F(A,)=
Q(A)=¢.

THEOREM 1.4. Let (X, M,T") satisfy the hypotheses of the SAIN
problem. If F(A,)N M is dense in F(A,) then the SAIN problem has a
solution at x.

Proof. 1f F(A,) is empty, the result is immediate from [4]. If
F(A,) is not empty, assume without loss of generality that I'=
span{g;|i=1,---,n} and To={¢ ET|e(x)=¢(y) Vy EF(A,)}=
spanf{p,| i=1,-"-,0}. If To=¢, o=0. If I'=T, the result is
trivial. For notational simplicity set K = F(A,). Define ®: K— R"™”
via D(y) = (@o+1(¥), - - -, @a(y)). We assert the existence of {m, | « € B}
in K N M with |[x —m,| <€ B an arbitrary index set such that in R"",
®(x) E co(P(m,)| « € B). Since if this were not the case, then in R,
there exists a linear functional 7, a linear combination of ¢, i > g, such
that without loss of generality 7(m)= 7(x) for all m in K N M, with
[x —m| <e But this implies 7(m)= 7(x) for all m in K N M, since if
there exists an m, in K N M with ||x — m,| > € and 7(m,) > 7(x), then
the set {y € K| 7(y) > 7(x), |y-— x| < €} would be relatively open and
nonempty (choose a suitable combination of x and m,). Thus it would
contain an m in K N M, contradicting 7(m)=r7(x) for |[x —m| <
€. Since KNM is dense in K, this yields 7(y)=7(x) for all y in
K. But then the set {y € K| 7(y) = 7(x)} is a closed extremal subset of
K, a contradiction unless 7 €Ty, but this contradicts 7&I',. Thus the
collection {m, | @ € B} exists such that ®(x) € co(P(m.)| « € B). The
convexity of M and ®(M) yields the result.

Before proceeding to the major theorem of this paper, we need a
technical result concerning extremal subsets.

Lemma 1.5. Let A, =x +F,NS(X) and A, =y +T. N S(X). If
y €E A, then E(A,))CE(A,).
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Proof. Letz € E(A,). Then there exists t such that 0 <t¢ <1 with
tz+(1—t)s € A, for some s € S(X). Sincey EA, y—x €I, and by
adding tz+(1—t)s—y €T, one obtains tz +(1—t)s—x €l,. Thus
tz+(1-t)sex+I''NS(X)and z EE(A)).

THEOREM 1.6. Let (X, M,T') satisfy the hypotheses of the SAIN
problem. The following are equivalent:

(a) E(A,)N M is dense in E(A,) for all x € S(X)\M

(b) F(A.,)N M is dense in F(A,) for all x € S(X)\M

(c) (X, M,T') has property SAIN.

Proof. To show that (a) implies (b), let y be in F(A,). Given
€ >0, there exists z in E(A,) and m in E(A,)N M such that ||y — z || <
€/2 and ||z —m|<e/2. Thus F(A,)N M is dense in F(A,).

The implication (b) implies (c) follows from Theorem 1.4. To show
that (c) implies (a), set x in S(X) and let y bein E(A,). Since (X, M,T)
has property SAIN, y +I', N S(X)N M is dense in y +I', N S(X). If
we can show that y +I', N S(X)CE(A,) the result follows. Letp €y +
I''NS(X). Then p—y€Tl,. Since y is in E(A,), there exists v in
x+I', N S(X) such that y is in E(v). Therefore ty + (1-1t)z = v for
some 0<rtr<1 and some z€&€S(X). Thus ty+(1-t)z—-x€
I',. Adding tp —ty we have tp+(1—t)z—x is in I',. Thus #p +
(1-t)zex+T,.Sincepisin E(A,), pisin E(A,)by Lemma 1.5. The
point z is also in E(A,) and thus a convex combination of p and z must
have norm one. But then p isin E(tp + (1 — t)z), which is contained in
E(A,). Thus y +T

2. A geometrical approach to SAIN in Cla, b]. D.
Johnson in [6] formulated the following definitions.

DEerINITION 2.0. Let X be a normed linear space, M a dense subset
of X. A linear functional x* € X* is said to be a SAIN functional if
(X, M, x*) has property SAIN. A finite sequence x},x3, -, x % is said
to be a SAIN sequence in case every x* Espan{x*|i=1,---,n}is a
SAIN functional.

The dense subset to be used in this investigation will be II the set of
polynomials in C[a, b].

Our first goal will be to show that F(A,)= Q(A,) in (C[a, b],II,T),
where A, = x +I'. N S(X), x € S(C|a, b)).

LEmmA 2.1. P(A,)= P(F(A,))= P(Q(A))).
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Proof. Since A, CF(A,)CQ(A,), one has P(Q(A,))CP(F(A,))C
P(A,). If one assumes the lemma is false, then there exists a 7€
P(A)\P(Q(A))) and a y in Q(A,) such that 7(y)<1. Set B=
{z€ QO(A,)| 7(z)=1}. B is strictly contained in Q(A,), contradicting
the definition of Q(A,).

In C[a, b] we can use some properties of the closed extremal subsets
of the unit ball discussed in [1].

ProrosiTiON A. [1, Corollary 2.2]. Let X be a separable Banach
space with the weak Q property. If E is a closed face in S (X), then there
exists an x in E such that E = Q(x).

ProprosiTiION B. [1, Theorem 3.3]. Cla, b] has the weak Q prop-
erty.

ProrosiTiON C. [1, Lemma 3.1]. In C[a, b], if x is in S(C[a, b])
then Q(x)={y € S(X)| y = x on critx}.

LemmA 2.2. Let x be in S(C[a,b]). Then F(A,)= Q(A,).

Proof. Since F(A,)is a closed face of S(C[a, b]), F(A,) = Q(f) for
some f in F(A,) by Proposition C. Similarly, Q(A,) = Q(q) for some ¢
in Q(A,). P(F(A,)) is the weak star closure of the set {§(¢)|t€E
critf, 6(t)=e if f(t)=+1, 6(t)= —e if f(t)= —1}. P(Q(A,)) has
a similar representation. Since P(Q(A,))= P(F(A,)) by Lemma 2.1,
we must have ext P(Q(A.))=ext P(F(A,)). This forces f to be in
Q(A,) and q to be in F(A,). Thus F(A,)= Q(A,).

To obtain the main result of this section, we must recall some of the
work in [6].

ProposiTiON D. [6, Lemma 2]. If [a, b] is a compact interval and
x* is a bounded linear functional on C[a, b], then (C[a, b],I1,x*) has
property SAIN (x* is a SAIN functional) if and only if either

(1) x* has finitely atomic support, or

(i) x*€ =P and.suppx™* =[a, b] where P denotes the cone of
positive linear functionals defined on a function space, or

(iii) suppx*" Nsuppx™*™ # .
Furthermore, the only SAIN functionals which attain their norm are those
satisfying property (i).

LEmMMA 23. Let x € S(Cla, b]\Il. If T is a SAIN sequence in
Cla, b] with respect to 11, then ext(P(A,)) has finite cardinality.
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Proof. As always, we assume that P(x) N T # J, for otherwise A,
is the empty set by convention. Assume that ext(P(A,)) does not have
finite cardinality. Let

B ={y €S(Cla b])|e(y)=1, V¢ € P(x)NT}

A, is contained in B and ext(P(B)) has finite cardinality since the only
extremal SAIN functionals are finitely purely atomic by Proposition
D. Thus, there exists ¢ ET'\P(A,)NT such that sup,epp(b) =@ (x)<
1. If such a ¢ did not exist then F(A,) would equal B and ext(P(A,))
would have finite cardinality. Define By={y € B| ¢(y) = ¢(x)}. Let
I=]a,b]. By Proposition D, we need to examine three possible cases.

Case (i). ¢ is finitely purely atomic. Such a functional would be
extremal contradicting the action of ¢ on the set B.

Case (ii). ¢ €P. Assume that ¢ is in + %, the argument for
— P, being similar. Let C*={tEI|f(t)=x()= +1, VfE€ B,} and
C ={tel|f(t)=x(t)= -1, VfE€ By}. The above sets are measura-
ble since B has a representation B = Q(b) for some b in B. If
C =@, then p=1isin B, Thus ¢ attains its norm and B,= {1}, a
contradiction. If C~#J let ¢(x)= a <1, and by Uhrysohn’s lemma
define g(¢1)=1,ift€ C* UK, g(t)= —1,if t € C", g € C[I], where K is
a compact subset of (I\C*U C~)= Z such that ¢(Z)— ¢(K)< e whose
existence is guaranteed since ¢ is a regular measure. Then

| ade = o(@)=e )+ e®)+ | gdo

Zo(C)—e(C)+e(Z)— €~ ¢(Z2\K)
Ze(C)—e(C)+e(Z)-2e

Note that B = @(C*)— ¢(C )+ ¢(Z) is strictly greater than a = ffd(p
for all f in B,. By choosing € sufficiently small, we can construct a
function g as above in B such that f gde > a. Hence ¢ does not exist

such that sup,cp@(b) = ¢(x) and we obtain that F(A,) = B.

Case (iii). suppe " Nsuppe #Q. Let C* and C be defined as
in Case (i) Let C=C"UC". f xde = ¢(C*)— ¢@(C"). Define
C

D =1\C. The restriction of ¢ to D yields a relative measure
space. Thus there exist measurable sets D* and D~ contained in D such
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that D*UD =D and D"ND =, and ¢(D)=¢*(D*)— ¢ (D").
Let

a =f1 xde =J.C xdo +fD xde =<p(C*)—qo(C‘)+fD xde
=e(C)~e(C)+ (D)~ e(D)=B.

Define g€ C[I], by Uhrysohn’s lemma such that g(t)= +1,
teEC*UK", g(t)= —1,t€ C UK where K* and K~ are compact sets
contained in D* and D~ respectively, such that ¢*(D"\K*)<e and
¢ (D\K")<e. Then

| sde =)o)+ e®I=e®m)+ [ gdo+| gdo
Ze(C)=¢(C)te(D)—e—(p(D)—€)~e~-e=p—de

Thus as in Case (ii) with € being arbitrarily small, one can contradict the
existence of such a ¢ and F(A,)= B.

THEOREM 2.4. [6, Theorem 2]. (C|a, b],I1,I") has property SAIN
if and only if ' is a SAIN sequence.

Proof. The necessity of I' being a SAIN sequence is an obvious
consequence of the definition. We must show that if I' is a SAIN
sequence then (C[a, b],11,T) has property SAIN. By Theorem 1.5 and
Lemma 2.2, it is sufficient to show that Q(A,) NIl is dense in Q(A,) for
all x in S(C[a, b]. Fix x in S(C[a, b]\II) and assume that Q(A,) is not
empty, (i.e. P(x)NTI # ) since otherwise the condition of property
SAIN is trivially satisfied. Since P(A,) is a weak star convex compact
subset of the unit ball of a dual space, Q(A,) is equivalent to the set
{y €S(Cla,b])| ¢(y)=1 Vo EextP(A,)}. These extreme points are
the point evaluation functionals. By well known results [1, Corollary
4.1], (Cla, b],11,T’) has property SAIN at a given point x if and only if
there are at most finitely many prescribed interpolatory points for the
function x. The Q(A,) will be dense in Q(A,) if and only if P(A,) has
at most a finite number of extreme points. But Lemma 2.3 yields this
fact.

REFERENCES

1. F.Deutsch and R. Lindahl, Minimal extremal subsets of the unit sphere, Math. Ann., 197 (1972),
251-278.

2. F. Deutsch and P. D. Morris, On simultaneous approximation and interpolation which preserves
the norm, J. Approximation Theory, 2 (1969), 355-373.



180 JOSEPH M. LAMBERT

3. N. Dunford and J. T. Schwartz, Linear Operators — Part I, Interscience, New York 1958.

4. R.Holmes and J. Lambert, A geometrical approach to property SAIN, J. Approximation Theory,
7 (1973), 132-142.

S. D.J. Johnson, Jackson type theorems for approximation with side conditions, J. Approximation
Theory, to appear.

6. , SAIN approximation in C|a, b], to appear.

7. J. Lambert, Simultaneous approximation and interpolation in ¢,, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 32
(1972), 150-152.

8. , Simultaneous approximation and interpolation in L, and C(T), Pacific J. Math., 45
(1973), 293-296.

9. H. W.McLaughlin and P. M. Zaretzki, Simultaneous approximation and interpolation with norm
preservation, J. Approximation Theory, 4 (1971), 54-58.

10. V. A. Smatkov, On simultaneous approximation in Banach spaces, Dokl. Akad. Nauk
Armyanskoi SSR, L111 (1971), 65-70. (Russian).

Received January 8, 1976.

THE PENNSYLVANIA STATE UNIVERSITY






Pacific Journal of Mathematics

Vol. 66, No. 1 November, 1976

Helen Elizabeth. Adams, Factorization-prime ideals in integral domains ............. 1
Patrick Robert Ahern and Robert Bruce Schneider, The boundary behavior of Henkin’s

kernel . ... ... e 9
Daniel D. Anderson, Jacob R. Matijevic and Warren Douglas Nichols, The Krull

intersection theorem. I1......... ... .. .. o et 15
Efraim Pacillas Armendariz, On semiprime P.I.-algebras over commutative regular

FIIZS « o e e e e e e e e e e e e 23
Robert H. Bird and Charles John Parry, Integral bases for bicyclic biquadratic fields

over quadratic Subfields. ......... ... 29
Tae Ho Choe and Young Hee Hong, Extensions of completely regular ordered

SPUCES « o o e ettt e e e e e 37
John Dauns, Generalized monoform and quasi injective modules . ................... 49
F. S. De Blasi, On the differentiability of multifunctions............................. 67
Paul M. Eakin, Jr. and Avinash Madhav Sathaye, R-endomorphisms of R[[X]] are

eSSeNtially CONLIMUOUS . ... ..o et e e 83
Larry Quin Eifler, Open mapping theorems for probability measures on metric

SPOCES « o o e e ettt e e e et e e e 89
Garret J. Etgen and James Pawlowski, Oscillation criteria for second order self adjoint

differential SYSTEMS . .. ....cou o 99
Ronald Fintushel, Local S actions on 3-manifolds . ................................ 111
Kenneth R. Goodearl, Choquet simplexes and o-convex faces ....................... 119
John R. Graef, Some nonoscillation criteria for higher order nonlinear differential

CQUATIONLS . . . . o e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e 125
Charles Henry Heiberg, Norms of powers of absolutely convergent Fourier series: an

example ...... ...
Les Andrew Karlovitz, Existence of fixed points of nonexpansive
without NOYmal StrUCtUre . ... ... oeiiiii ..
Gangaram S. Ladde, Systems of functional differential inequalities
differential SyStems . ........ ...
Joseph Michael Lambert, Conditions for simultaneous approximat
with norm preservation in Cla,b]........................
Ernest Paul Lane, Insertion of a continuous function. ...........
Robert F. Lax, Weierstrass points of products of Riemann surfaces
Dan McCord, An estimate of the Nielsen number and an example ¢
Lefschetz fixed point theorem . .................cccocvuun...
Paul Milnes and John Sydney Pym, Counterexample in the theory
functions on topological groups..........................
Peter Johanna I. M. De Paepe, Homomorphism spaces of algebras
JURCHIONS . . . oo
Judith Ann Palagallo, A representation of additive functionals on |
O < P < e e
S. M. Patel, On generalized numerical ranges ..................
Thomas Thornton Read, A limit-point criterion for expressions wi
COCSfICIENES ..o v ottt
Elemer E. Rosinger, Division of distributions . ..................
Peter S. Shoenfeld, Highly proximal and generalized almost finite
TIRIMAL SETS . ..o
R. Sirois-Dumais and Stephen Willard, Quotient-universal sequen
Robert Charles Thompson, Convex and concave functions of sing

Edward D. Tymchatyn, Some n-arc theorems ...................
Jang-Mei Gloria Wu, Variation of Green’s potential . ............



	
	
	

