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A STUDY ON VARIOUS GENERALIZATIONS OF
GENERALIZED CENTERS (GC) IN BANACH SPACES

SYAMANTAK DAS AND TANMOY PAUL

ABSTRACT. In [Generalized centers of finite sets in Banach spaces, Acta
Math. Univ. Comenian. (N.S.) 66(1) (1997), 83-115], Vesely devel-
oped the idea of generalized centers for finite sets in Banach spaces. In
this work, we explore the concept of restricted Z -center property for a
triplet (X,Y, F(X)), where Y is a subspace of a Banach space X and
F(X) is the family of finite subsets of X. In addition, we generalize
the analysis to include all closed, bounded subsets of X. Similar to
how Lindenstrauss characterized n.2.1.P., we characterize n.X.I.P.. So,
it is possible to figure out that Y has n.X.I.P. in X for all natural
numbers n if and only if rady (F) = radx (F) for all finite subsets F
of Y. It then turns out that, for all continuous, monotone functions f,
the f-radii viz. radf (F),rad) (F) are same whenever the generalized
radii viz. rady (F),radx (F) are also same, for all finite subsets F of
Y. We establish a variety of characterizations of central subspaces of
Banach spaces. With reference to an appropriate subfamily of closed
and bounded subsets, it appears that a number of function spaces and

subspaces exhibit the restricted weighted Chebyshev center property.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Objectives: In this study, we focus on the minimization problem
infyey f(|[z1 — yll,-..,|zn — y||) within the framework of Banach spaces
X and its closed subspaces Y. The problem involves finding the minimum
value of a given function f : RY; — R>q, which is continuous, monotone
(point wise), coercive, correspon:iing to a finite subset {21, z2,...,2,} of X.
Additionally, we explore variations of this problem in Banach spaces. The
outcomes in [16] make it clear that this phenomenon is connected to the

intersection properties of balls in Banach spaces. We extend the concept
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of f-centers, as introduced in the work by Vesely in [16], to encompass all
closed and bounded subsets of the space X.

In [I6], the author observed that the generalized radius for a finite set
in a Banach space remains same when it is considered in the bidual of the

space. In this paper, we investigate the following problem.

Problem 1.1. Let Y be a subspace of X. For every finite subset F' of Y,
under what necessary and sufficient conditions do the generalized radii of F

remain the same when it is viewed as a subset of both X and Y ?

Additionally, we aim to study various properties viz. .#-rcp, wrcp, A —
C-subspace, (GC'), A-IP (see Definition [[.3] [L.6]) in various function spaces

and their subspaces.

1.2. Prerequisites: We list some standard notations used in this study:
X denotes a Banach space, and by subspace, we indicate a closed linear
subspace. Bx and Sx represent the closed unit ball and the unit sphere of
X, respectively. For x € X and r > 0, Bx(z,r) denotes the closed ball in
X, centered at x and radius r. When there is no chance of confusion, we
simply write B(x,r) for the closed ball in X. We consider an element x € X
to be canonically embedded in X**. F(X),C(X),K(X),WC(X),B(X), and
P(X) represent the set of all nonempty finite, closed and convex, compact,
weakly compact, closed and bounded, and power set of X, respectively. It is
assumed that the real line corresponds to the scalar field for the spaces. For
a nonempty subset B of X, we consider an ordered tuple (¢)c g, indexed by
the set B itself. We allow the repetitions, and by the well-ordering principle,
such an ordering exists always. We consider coordinate-wise ordering on a
subclass of IIpepR>q, viz. loo(B) = {¢ : B — R>q : supyep p(b) < oo},
defined as: for o1, 9 € loo(B), p1 < @2 if and only if ¢1(b) < pa(b) for all
b € B. For a subset B of X, we consider ¢, (B) to be endowed with the

supremuin norm.

Definition 1.2. For a subset B of X, and a function f : {o(B) — R>q, we
call:

(a) f is monotone if for @1, p2 € loo(B), 1 < o implies f(p1) <

f(p2).
(b) f is strictly monotone if for v1, 2 € loo(B), 1 < @2 and Y1 # P

imply f(p1) < f(p2)-
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(¢) fis coercive if f(p) — 00 as [|¢||cc — 00.

Definition 1.3. (a) Let Y be a subspace of X, F € B(X), and a
function f : loo(F) — Rxo. We define ry(z, F) = f(([|z — al|),ep)
and rad{,(F) = infy ey rp(y, F) for x € X. The collection of all
points in Y where the infimum that defines rad{,(F ) is achieving is
referred to as the restricted f-centers of F' in' Y and is denoted by
Centé(F). That is, Cent{,(F) ={yeY :riyF) = rad{,(F)}.
When Y = X, then the restricted f-centers are called the f-centers
of F'in X. If the set of f-centers (restricted f-centers) is nonempty,
we say that X (Y) admits f-centers (restricted f-centers) for F'.

(b) When f is of the form f(a) = sup,cpp(t)a(t), where p =
(p(t)ier € Loo(F), then rf(:E,F),rad{,(F), and Cent{,(F) are
rewritten as r,(z, F'),rad}, (F'), and Cent{, (F'), respectively. In this
case, we refer to the f-centers as the restricted weighted Chebyshev
centers. In this case, we call Y admits restricted weighted Cheby-
shev center for F' for weights (p(t))icr. When p(t) =1 for all ¢, we
denote the previous quantities by r(z, F'),rady (F) and Centy (F)
respectively.

(c) For a subspace Y of X, § C B(X) and a family of functions .%
consisting of f : £oo(F) — R for all F' € §, the triplet (X,Y,F)
is said to have the restricted . -center property ( #-rcp in short) if
for all F' € § and f € .#, we have Cent{/(F) # 0.

(d) For a subspace Y of X and § C B(X), the triplet (X,Y,J) is
said to have restricted weighted Chebyshev center property (wrcp
in short) if for all ' € § and bounded weights p : F' — Rxq,
Centd, (F) # 0.

We state the following result based on [16].

Theorem 1.4. For a Banach space X and any n-tuple (a1, -+ ,a,) € F(X),
the following are equivalent:
(@) If ri,...,rn, > 0 then NI, Bx+(ai,m5) F# 0 implies
Nz Bx (ai, i) # 0.
(b) X admits weighted Chebyshev centers for (ai,--- ,ap) for all
weights p1,--- , pn > 0.
(¢) X admits f-centers for (a1, ,ay) for each continuous mono-

y y n
tone coercive function f on RY,.
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A Banach space X belongs to the class (GC) if for every ordered n-tuple
(a1,...,a,) € F(X) it satisfies any one of the equivalent conditions stated
in Theorem [[4l It is denoted by X € (GC).

Bandyopadhyay and Rao in [3] introduced the notion of central subspace,

which is a generalization of class (GC') given in [16].

Definition 1.5. A subspace Y of X is said to be a central subspace of X
if for any finite family of balls in X with centers in Y which intersect in X,

also intersect in Y.

Bandyopadhyay and Dutta in [2] further generalized the notion of central
subspace to A — C-subspace, for a subfamily A of P(X).

Definition 1.6. [2] Let Y be a subspace of Banach space X and A be a
family of subsets of Y.
(a) Y is said to be an almost A — C-subspace of X if for all x € X,
A€ Aand e > 0, there exists y € Y such that ||y —a| < ||z —al +¢
for all a € A.
(b) Y is said to be a A — C-subspace of X if we can take ¢ =0 in (a).
(c) If Ais a family of subsets of X, then it is referred to that X has
(almost) A-IP, if X is an (almost) A — C-subspace of X**.

Note, X € (GC) if it has F(X)-IP. Moreover, F(Y) — C-subspaces are

called central subspaces in [3].

Definition 1.7. (a) [9] A subspace Y of X is said to have n.X.I.P.
in X if for any n closed balls {Bx (a;,r;)}, having centers in Y
and N, Bx(aj,r;) # 0, then NI, By (a;,r; +¢) # 0 for all € > 0.
(b) [9] A subspace Y of X is said to be an ideal of X if there exists a
projection P : X* — X* such that ||P|| = 1 and ker(P) = Y.

Remark 1.8. (a) The subspaces Y which have n.X.I.P. for all n
are precisely those which are almost F(Y') — C-subspaces of X. In
general, n.X.1.P. does not imply k. X.I.P. for k > n, although under
certain assumptions, n.X.I.P. for all n is equivalent to 3.X.1.P..

(b) A subspaceY of X which is known to be an ideal in X also satisfies
n.X.I.P. (see [9, Proposition 3.2]).
(¢) A subspace that is a range of a norm-1 projection is clearly a

central subspace and also an ideal.
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For a subspace Y of X, we introduce the following notions here.

Definition 1.9. A subspace Y of X is said to have restricted n.X.I.P. in X
(be a restricted central subspace of X) if for any n closed balls { Bx (a;, )},
having centers in Y and N}, Bx/(a;,r) # 0, then NI, By (a;,r +¢) # 0 for
all e >0 (N, By (a;,r) # 0).

For a Banach space X, and a finite measure space (2,3, ) and 1 <
p < 00, Ly(X, X) represents the space of all p-Bochner integrable functions,
which are precisely f : Q@ — X strongly measurable and [, ||f(t)[|Pdu(t) <
oo. [Ifll, == (Jq ||f(t)de,u(t))l/p defines a norm on L,(X, X), which makes
L,(3,X) a Banach space. Lo (X, X) represents the set of all essentially
bounded functions f : Q — X, which are strongly measurable. [5 Ch. 2]
is a standard reference for these spaces and all the properties used in this
article.

Let us recall from [5, Ch. 5] that for a sub o-algebra X' C X, by con-
sidering L,(¥, X) as a subspace of L,(X,X), 1 < p < oo, the conditional
expectation operator is a mapping E : L,(X,X) — L,(X, X) such that
E(f) = g, where [, fdu = [5gdu for all B € ¥’ indicates a linear projec-

tion of norm-1.

Definition 1.10. [6]
(a) A bounded linear projection P : X — X is said to be an L-
projection if ||z|| = ||Px|| + || — Pz|| for all x € X.
(b) A Banach space X is said to be L-embedded if X, under its canon-
ical image in X™**, is the range of an L-projection on X**.
(c) A closed subspace J C X is an M-ideal in X if J* is the range
of an L-projection on X*([d]).

Reference [6, Ch. 4] provides examples and other properties of L-
embedded spaces. We call a subspace Y of X is 1-complemented if Y is
a range of a norm-1 projection from X. If Y is a 1-complemented sub-
space of an L-embedded space X, then Y is also L-embedded (see [0, Theo-
rem IV.1.5.]). For a sub o-algebra ¥’ C ¥, due to the conditional expectation
E:Li(%,X) > Li(¥,X), L1(¥, X) is L-embedded if L;(X, X) is so.

A Banach space X is said to be a Lindenstrauss space (or Lq-predual) if
X* 2 Ly(p) for some measure p. In [10], Lindenstrauss characterizes these
spaces as Banach spaces, where any collection of pairwise intersecting closed

balls whose centers form a compact set has a nonempty intersection.
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An ideal of a Lindenstrauss space is also a Lindenstrauss space and, hence,
a central subspace (see [8, Lemma 10, Theorem 15]).

In [16], Vesely derived that for spaces X with the Radon-Nikodym-
property (RNP in short) and 1-complemented in its bidual, L,(u,X) €
(GC), for 1 < p < oo. Additionally, if X is a dual space that is strictly
convex and has (w*K), then Cy(T, X) € (GC) for a Hausdorff space T

We refer to the articles [2, [16] for various examples of the spaces that are

discussed in this paper.

1.3. Observations: In this subsection, we give an overview of our observa-
tions. Suppose that, Y hasn.X.I.P.in X and F' € F(Y'), where card(F) =n
and X admits weighted Chebyshev centers for F. In section 2, it is demon-
strated that Y admits restricted f-centers for F', where card(F) = n, for
all continuous, monotone functions f : R%, — R>¢, if and only if for any
collection of n closed balls with centers in F having a nonempty intersection
in X also intersect in Y. We obtain a similar characterization to that [16],
Theorem 2.7] for the family of closed and bounded subsets of Y.

Problem [[Tlis answered in Theorem [2.6] which extends a characterization
to the notion n.X.I.P. in Banach spaces. Consequently, we obtain various
characterizations for central subspaces in Banach spaces, as stated in The-
orem [2.7] and Theorem 2.8 It is easy to observe that if Y is a subspace of
X and if there exists P : X — Y onto, where P(Ax +y) = AP(z) + y, for
x € X,y € Y and scalar A\, ||P(x)|| < ||z|| for all x, a quasi-linear projec-
tion P : X — X, then for any F' € B(Y), rady (F) = radx(F). Vesely’s
example in [16, Pg.9] ensures there does not exist any quasi-linear projec-
tion P : fse — ¢9. We do not know the solution to the question posed in
Problem [I.T] for closed bounded subsets, with the exception of some trivial
circumstances, such as when Y is 1-complemented in X or, more generally,
a range of a quasi-linear projection. The requirement for Y being a central
subspace can be more simply expressed when Y € (GC) is observed.

Let us give an example of a space X such that Lq(p, X) ¢ (GC). Let
f € £1 be such that support of f is infinite and 2|| f||o > || f]|1. Now identify
f as alinear functional on ¢ and suppose that X = ker(f). Thus, X ¢ (GC)
(see [15]). Since X is 1-complemented in Li(u, X), Li(u, X) ¢ (GC).

In section 3, we investigate the restricted .%-center property for various
triplets (X,Y,§), where Y represents a subspace of X and § C B(X). It is
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evident that when a given subspace Y C X, (X,Y, F(X)) possesses wrcp,
then Y € (GC). On the other hand, from Theorem [23] one can conclude in
the above instances that Y is a central subspace of X whenever X admits
f-centers for F' € F(Y), for all continuous, monotone functions f : {oo(F) —
R>g.

Methods for dealing with the aforementioned ideas, including (GC'), cen-
tral subspace, n.X.I.P., A — C-subspace are adapted from [2, [3] 14} [15, [16].
In section 3, we use certain measure-theoretic tools from [5] to derive our

observations.

2. A — C-SUBSPACES OF BANACH SPACES

The following is obtained by employing justifications similar to those given
in [I6, Theorem 2.6]. For an F' € F(X), by card(F'), we mean the cardinality
of the ordered tuple.

Theorem 2.1. Let Y be a subspace of X and n € N. Suppose Y has
n.X.I.P. in X, and [ : RY; — R>¢ be a continuous, monotone function.
Then, for all F € F(Y') with card(F) = n, we have rad{/(F) = radgf(F).

Proof. Suppose that F' = (z1,...,2,) be an ordered n-tuple. Let tg = (||z —

21, .-, [[z—2n]). Choose e > 0 and let § > 0 be such that |f(t)— f(to)| < e
whenever d(t,tg) < 0. Without loss of generality, we may assume § < e.
Let z € X be such that, f(||lz — z1,...,[|Jr — za]) < radf((F) + 4. Since
Y has n.X.I.P. in X, there exists y € NI, By (2, ||z — zi|| + 9).
Now radl.(F) < f(ly—zill,---»lly — zal))
< flle =zl +6,..., lz = 2zl +0)
< flle =zl llz = zll) + €
< rade(F) +d+e< rade(F) + 2e.
Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, the result follows. O

The proof of the following theorem follows in the same manner as the
proof of [16, Theorem 2.7].

Theorem 2.2. Let A be one of the families F,IC and B. Assume that
F € A(Y), where F = (y;)icr. Suppose that for each continuous, monotone
Junction f : loo(F) — Rxg, rad{,(F) = rade(F) and X admits f-centers
for F. Then the following are equivalent.



8 DAS AND PAUL

(a) If fori € F, r; € Rag, NiepBx (yi,1i) # 0, then Niep By (yi, i) #
0.

(b) Y admits restricted weighted Chebyshev centers for F for all
weights p : F — Ryyp.

(¢) Y admits restricted f-centers for F for all continuous, monotone
Junctions f: loo(F) — Rxq.

Proof. (a) = (c). Let f : {x(F) — Rsp be a continuous, monotone
function and z € CentQ(F). As z € NierBx(yi, ||lx — vi||), there exists
y € NierBy (yi, ||z — vil|). Since rad{,(F) = rade(F), it can be clearly
understood that y € Cent{/(F).

(¢) = (b). This is obvious.

(b) = (a). Let © € NjerpBx(yi,r;). Define p; = T% for all i € F. Ac-
cordingly, 7,(z,F) < 1. Based on our assumption, we obtain radf (F) =
rad (F) < rp(z,F) < 1. Moreover, there exists y € Y such that y €
Cent{, (F). Thus T,—11||y —yil| <1forallie F. Thus y € NiepBy (y;.13). O

By varying F' € A(Y) in Theorem we obtain the following.

Theorem 2.3. Let A be one of the families F,K and B. LetY be a subspace
of X and for all F € A(Y), rad{,(F) = radf;( (F) and X admit f-centers for
F, for all continuous monotone f : loo(F) — R>q. Then the following are
equivalent.

(a) Y is a A— C-subspace of X.

(b) The triplet (X,Y, A(Y)) has wrcp.

(c) Cent{/(F) = CentQ(F) NY # 0, for all F € A(Y) and each

continuous, monotone f : s (F) — R>p.

We now focus on the family F(Y') for a subspace Y of X. Theorem 2.3
reduces to the characterizations of central subspaces by taking A = F. Some
other characterizations of central subspaces, (GC) are also obtained in the

subsequent part of this section.

Lemma 2.4. Let Y be a subspace of X. If Y has restricted n.X.I.P. in X,
then'Y has n.X.I.P. in X.

Proof. Let {Bx(yi,r:)}; be a collection of n closed balls in X, where
Y1, ,yn € Y and 1, , 7, > 0 such that N, Bx (y;, i) # 0.
Suppose there exists an e > 0 for which N, By (y;,7i+¢) = 0. Let r € R

be such that r —§ > r; for all i = 1,--- ,n. We now construct n closed balls
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{Bx(wi,r—35)}iu; withwy - ,w, € Y such that Bx (w;,r—5) 2 Bx (i, 7:)
and N, By (w;,r) = 0, which contradict our assumption. We now choose
w; inductively.

We define Ly = NI 5By (yi, i +¢) and Ly = By (y1,71 +¢€).

CASE 1: Suppose L1 = (). Then we chose wy = y; and obtain By (w1, 7)N
(N, By (y;,mi +¢€)) = 0 and proceed further to obtain ws.

CASE 2: Suppose that Ly # (. Thus, L1 N Ly = () and (L1 — y1) N
By (0,71 +¢) = (). Thus, we get g € Y* such that g(y —y1) > 1 > g(z) for

ally € Ly and z € By (0,71 +¢).

Now, [lg]l = supyep, 9(¥) = 77 SUPyepy (0.1 12) 9(¥) < 7

Choose d > 0 such that § < T,_gl_rl (1 — :ﬂllié) Let z € Sy be such that
2

9(2) < —llgll +0. Let wi =y1 + (r—§ —r1)z €Y.
Let € Bx(y1,71). Thus,

€
lz —will < llz =yl + (r =5 =)=l

€
< r1+(r—§—r1)

_ ., _c
- r-%

Thus, z € Bx (w1, — §) and hence Bx(y1,71) C Bx(wy,7 — 5).
Let y € By (wq,r). Thus,

gy—y) = gly—wi)+glwr —y1)
&
< lgllr + (r — 5 r1)9(2)
g
< gllr + (r — 5~ r1)(—|lgll + )
€
< T1+2—|—(5(7’—E—7’1)<1.

r+e€ 2

Thus, for all y € By (wy,7), y ¢ L1. Hence, L1 N By (wy,r) = .
Now, suppose that we have w; for i < j(< n) such that,
Bx (w;,r — %) 2D Bx(yi,r;) for i < j and
ﬂgley(wi, T‘) M (ﬂ?:j_,_lBy(yi, i + 6)) = 0.

Let us define K| = ﬂgley(wi,r) N <ﬂ?:j+23y(yi,7‘i—|—s)> and Ky =
By (yj+1,7j41 +¢€)-
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We follow the similar techniques that are used in order to obtain wy. The
two sets K7 and K5 play similar roles as the sets L1 and Ly like before, and

hence we get w;;1. This completes the induction, and the proof follows. []

Corollary 2.5. Let Y be a subspace of X such that rady (F) = radx(F)
for all F € F(Y). Then for alln € N, Y possesses n.X.I.P. in X.

Proof. Let yi1,...,yn € Y and {Bx(y;,r)}; be a finite family of closed
balls in X, where N Bx (y;,r) # () in X. Hence, rady (F) = radx (F) <.
As NI By (yi,rady (F) +¢) # 0 holds for all ¢ > 0, we have that the
balls {Bx (y;, )}’ ; almost intersect in Y. The result now follows from
Lemma 2.4 O

Combining Theorem 2.1, Lemma 2.4l and Corollary 2.5, we obtain the

following.

Theorem 2.6. Let Y be a subspace of X. Then the following are equiva-
lent.

a) Y has n.X.I.P. in X, for all n.

b) Y has restricted n.X.I.P. in X, for all n.

¢) rady (F) =radx(F), for all F € F(Y).

d) rad{/(F) = radgf(F), forall F € F(Y'), for all continuous, mono-
tone functions f : Ry — R>o, n > 1.

(
(
(
(

We now derive a few characterizations of central subspaces of Banach

spaces.

Theorem 2.7. Let Y be a subspace of X and Y € (GC). Thus, Y is a

restricted central subspace of X if and only if Y is a central subspace of X.

Proof. Let {Bx(yi,7:)}_; be a collection of n closed balls in X, where
Y1, - ,yn €Y and 71, -+ , 7, > 0 such that N, Bx (y;, i) # 0.
Cram: N, By (yi, 1) # 0.
By [3, Proposition 2.9], it can be sufficiently shown that N, By (s, r; +
) # () for all € > 0. Accordingly, from Lemma 2.4, we conclude the proof.
U

Theorem 2.8. Let Y be a subspace of X and X admit weighted Chebyshev
centers for all finite subsets of Y. Suppose that Y has n.X.1.P. in X for all
n. Then, Y is a central subspace of X if and only if Y € (GC).
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Proof. Suppose that Y is a central subspace of X. Thus, from Theorems
21 and 2.2) we obtain (X,Y, F(Y)) has wrcp.

Conversely, assume that Y € (GC). Hence, by Theorem 2.7, it is suffi-
cient to consider balls with centers in Y of equal radii. Let {Bx (y;, )} be
a collection of n balls with y1,--- ,y, € Y, 7 > 0 such that N}, Bx (y;, ) #
0. Let FF = (y1, - ,yn). Thus, radx(F) < r and by our assump-
tion, rady(F) < r. Owing to the fact that (X,Y,F(Y)) has wrcp,
N, By (yi,rady (F')) # 0 and consequently NI, By (y;, ) # 0. O

Theorem 2.9. Let A be any of the families F,KC, B, or P, P be a projection
on X of norm-1, Y = ker(P), and Z C P(X) be a subspace. If Y + Z is
an (almost) A(Y + Z) — C-subspace of X, then Z is an (almost) A(Z)— C'-
subspace of P(X).

Proof. Let A € A(Z). Suppose ﬂABX(a,ra) N P(X) # 0. Thus,
ac
ﬂABX(a, rqe)NX # (. Based on our assumption, ﬂABX(a, ra) V(Y +2Z) # 0.
ae ac
Let yo + 20 € ﬂABX(a, re) N (Y + Z) # 0. Accordingly, for all a € A,
ac

lzo —all = [[P(z0 =50 — a)ll < llz0 — 5o — all < 7a-

This proves Z is an A(Z) — C-subspace of P(X). The remaining follows in

a similar way as stated above. O

Proposition 2.10. Let A be any of the families F,IC,B, or P. Let Z C
Y C X represent subspaces of X such that 'Y is an M-ideal in X. If Z is
an (almost) A(Z) — C-subspace of Y and Y has (almost) A(Y)-IP, then Z
is an (almost) A(Z) — C-subspace of X.

Proof. Let A € A(Z) and {Bx(a,r4)}aca be a collection of closed balls,
where 7, > 0 for all @ € A, such that NgeaBx(a,r,) # 0. Since Y is an
M-ideal in X, we obtain X** = Y1+ @, Nt for a subspace N of X*. If
* € NgeaBx(a,r,), then it can be assumed that z = y + z, where y € Y-+
and z € Nt. Now max{|y — a|,||z]|} < r, for all @ € A. Since Y has
A(Y)-IP, there exists yo € Y such that ||yo — a| < rq for all @ € A. Thus,
based on our assumption, Nye 4Bz (a,r,) # 0. O

Theorem 2171 and Corollary 2.12] indicate the consequences of our pre-
vious observations and are derived from the techniques employed in [I7,
Theorem 2.1, Corollary 2.2]. We now use the well-known Michael selection

theorem ([IT, Theorem 3.2"]) several times to obtain our observations.
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Theorem 2.11. Let X be a Lindenstrauss space, K and S compact Haus-
dorff spaces, and 1y : K — S a continuous onto map. Let ¥* : C(S,X) —
C(K, X) be a continuous isometric embedding expressed as *f = fip. Ac-
cordingly, v*C(S,X) is a K(¢*C(S, X)) — C-subspace of C(K,X).

Proof. Let A € K(¢*C(S,X)) and B={f € C(S,X) : ¢¥*f € A}. Suppose
NrepB@W* f,rg) # 0, where ry > 0 for all f € B. We define a multivalued
map F': S — C(X) by F(y) = NgeB(f(y),ry) for all y € S. Evidently,
F(y) is closed, convex, and F'(y) # 0 for all y € S.

CLAIM : F' is lower semicontinuous.

Let G C X beopen and yp € {y € S : Flyy NG # 0}. Let a €
F(yo) N G. Thus, we have a € N¢epB(f(y0),rf) and B(a,e) C G for some
€ > 0. Accordingly, there exists an open neighbourhood N of yg such that
lf(y) — f(yo)|| < € for all y € N and f € B. Now for all y € N, we
have B(f(y),r¢) N B(a,e) # 0 for all f € B and since X is a Lindenstrauss
space, F(y) NG # 0. Thus, N C {y € S: F(y) NG # 0} and F is lower
semicontinuous. Thus, in accordance with Michael’s selection theorem, there
exists a continuous h : S — X such that h(y) € F(y) for all y € S. It is
evident that ¢*h € NycpB(W* f,ry) NY*C(S, X). O

Corollary 2.12. Let S, K, and X be as in Theorem [211. Furthermore,
fixyo € S and let M = {¢*f : f € C(S,X) and f(yo) = 0}. Then, M is a
K(M) — C-subspace of C(K, X).

Proof. Let A € K(M) and B = {f € C(S,X) : ¢¥*f € A}. Suppose
NtepB(W*f,ry) # 0, where ry > 0 for all f € B. Define F : S — C(X) by
F(y) =NgepB(f(y),ry) for all y € S. As in the proof of Theorem 21T, we
obtain F(y) # () for all y € S. Now we define Fy : S — C(X) by:

Fly) iy # o
{0} ify =yo

Clearly, Fy(y) is closed, convex and Fy(y) # 0 for all y € S. Similarly,

Foly) =

as done in the proof of Theorem .11l it can be shown that Fj is lower
semicontinuous. Thus, by Michael’s selection theorem, we obtain h : S — X
such that h(y) € Fo(y) for all y € S. Thus, Y*h € NyepBW* f,ry)NM. O

Proceeding similarly to the proof of Theorem 2111 the following can be

obtained.
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Corollary 2.13. (a) Let X be a Lindenstrauss space, T compact
Hausdorff space and S be a closed subset of T. If M = {f €
C(T,X): fls =0}, then M is a K(M) — C-subspace of C(T, X).
(b) Let X be a Lindenstrauss space and T be a compact Hausdorff
space. Then, C(T,X) is a K(C(T, X)) — C-subspace of loo(T, X).

Our following observation shows that the characteristic of being a central
subspace is stable in the spaces of continuous functions. Let us recall the
manner in which the Lindenstrauss spaces are characterized in the introduc-

tion.

Theorem 2.14. Let A be any of the families F,K. Let X be a Lindenstrauss
space, Y a A(Y)—C-subspace of X, and T a compact Hausdorff space. Then,
C(T,Y) is a A(C(T,Y)) — C-subspace of (T, X).

Proof. We follow the similar techniques that are used in Theorem 2111

Let A € A(C(T,Y)) and NfeaB(f,rs) N loo(T, X) # 0, where ry > 0
for all f € A. Define F': T — C(Y) by F(t) = NgcaB(f(t),rf) NY. Now
since for all t € T, NfecaB(f(t),ry) N X # (), based on our assumption,
NreaB(f(t),r5)NY # 0 for all t € T. Clearly, F(t) is closed and convex for
allt e T.

By using similar arguments stated in Theorem 2.11] it follows that F' is
lower semicontinuous.

By Michael’s selection theorem, we obtain h : T — Y such that h(t) €
F(t) for all t € T'. This completes the proof. O

We end this section by providing a straightforward application of the
conditional expectation projection E : L,(X,X) — L,(¥, X), for 1 <p <
oo. In the following (€, %, 1) denotes a finite measure space and ¥’ is a sub

o-algebra of X.

Proposition 2.15. Let Y be a subspace of X and A be any of the families
F. K, B, or P. Let L1(X%,Y) be a A(L1(X2,Y)) — C-subspace of L1(2,X).
Consequently, L1(X',Y) is an A(L1(X,Y)) — C-subspace of L1(¥', X).

Remark 2.16. In section 3, we encounter cases in Theorem and [3.11]
when L1(3,Y) is a A(L1(2,Y)) — C-subspace of L1(3,X), for subspaces Y
of X.
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3. WEIGHTED RESTRICTED CHEBYSHEV CENTERS IN SPACES OF
VECTOR-VALUED FUNCTIONS

First, we note that the following may be established by the arguments

given in [I, Theorem 2].

Theorem 3.1. Let X be a Banach space which is uniformly conver and
let T be a topological space. The Banach space Cy(T,X) admits weighted
Chebyshev centers for all closed bounded subsets of Cy(T,X) and bounded
weights p.

The following result demonstrates that in the spaces of Bochner integrable
functions L,(X, X), where (Q, X, 1) is a finite measure space, the property
ZF-rcp is stable for a particular class of functions %#. For n € N and

1 <p < o0, F, denotes a countable family of functions viz. (f})72,, where
1
[y RLy — Ry is defined by f' (a1, -+, an) = Q07 |oulP)7.

Theorem 3.2. Consider the measure space (Q,%, p) as stated above. Let' Y
be a separable subspace of X and consider the corresponding function spaces
L,(X,Y) C L,(3,X). Let %, be the family of functions as stated above,
then:
(@) (X,Y,F(X)) has wrcp if and only if
(Loo(2,X), Lo (2,Y), F(Loo ( X))) has wrcp.
(b) for 1 < p < oo, (X,Y,F(X)) has ZF,-rcp if and only if
(Ly(2, X), Ly(8,¥), F(Ly(S, X)) has Fy-rep.

Proof. (a). Let F € F(Ly(X,X)). We prove the result when card(F) = 2
because new ideas are not involved for higher values of card(F'). Let F =
{f1, f2} and p = (p1,p2) be the corresponding weights. Now, there exists
a measurable subset £ C ) such that u(E) = 0 and f1, fo are bounded
on Q\ E. Define for all t € Q\ E, F; = {f1(t), f2(t)}. Let G = {(t,y) €
(Q\E) XY : ry(y, F;) = rad{.(Fy)}. Since (X,Y,F(X)) has wrep, the
projection of G on 2\ Eis Q\ E.

Suppose (yp) is dense in Y. Then, G = NMpen{(t,y) € (Q\ E) x Y :
ro(y, Ft) < 7p(yn, Fy)}. Since all the involved functions are measurable, G
is a measurable set. Thus, as a consequence of the von Neumann selection
theorem [13, Theorem 7.2], we obtain a measurable function gy : (2\E) - Y
such that (¢,g0(t)) € G for p-a.e t. Then, go(t) € Centl (F}) for p-a.e.



GENERALIZED CENTERS IN BANACH SPACES 15

teQ\ E. Clearly, gy € Loo(%,Y). For g € Loo(2,Y), we obtain
rp(g9,F") = max ess Suppzllg( ) = fi@)l

= ess sup maxp;||g(t) — fi(t)]|
teq =12

> ess sup maXPz’HQO(t) — fi(t)]]
teq =12

= max ess supp,Hgo() fi@®)ll
2 teq

=1
= Tp(g(% F)

Hence, gy € Centzoo(z’y) (F).

(b). Let F' € F(Lp(X,X)). We prove the result when card(F) = 2, as no
new ideas are involved for higher values of card(F). Let F = {f1, fo} and
fg : R2, — Rx( represent the function in .%, as stated above. Accordingly,
there exists a measurable subset E C Q such that u(F) = 0 and fi, fo are
finite valued on Q2 \ E. Define for all ¢ € Q \ B, Fi = {fi(t), f2(t)}. Let

={(t,y) e (Q\E)xY: ry2(y, Fy) = rad p(Ft)} Since (X,Y, F(X)) has
ﬁp—rcp, the projection of G on Q\ F is Q\ E.

Thus, in a similar manner as the proof of (a), we obtain a measurable
function go : (2 \ E) — Y such that (¢, go( )) € G pae. t. Clearly,
go € L,(X,Y). It is easy to see that gg € Cent (o) )(F) O

Our next few results are derived under an assumption that the function
r¢(., F) is lower semicontinuous w.r.t. a suitable topology on X, for a given
bounded set F' € B(X), which is now stated in the following remark. For
an arbitrary set I', we define £1(I") := {0 : ' = R0 : > 9(7) < oo}

Remark 3.3. (a) Clearly r¢(., F) : X — Rxq is a continuous and
coercive function, where rg(x, F) = f((|lt—al))acr), when F' € B(X)
and f : lo(F) — Rx>o is a continuous, monotone, and coercive
function.

(b) In (a), if we choose p : F — Rso a bounded weight then
ro(, F) : (X, w) = Rxq is lower semicontinuous. Moreover r,(.,F) :
(X, w*) = Rxq is also lower semicontinuous, when X is a dual space.

(¢) For F € B(X) and for any ¥ € ¢1(F), since ¥ induces a con-
tinuous, monotone functional on ls(F), it is easy to observe that
ro(, F) : (X,w) — Rxq is lower semicontinuous and so is when X

is a dual space endowed with the w*-topology.
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Proposition 3.4. Suppose that X is a dual space, Y is a w*-closed sub-
space of X, F € B(X) and f : {sx(F) — R>g be a monotone, coercive
function such that r¢(., F) : X = R>q is w*-lower semicontinuous. Then,

Cent{, (F) #0.

Proof. Let (y,) C Y be such that 7¢(y,, F') — rad{/(F). As f is coercive,
the sequence (y,,) is bounded. Hence there exists yo € Y such that y, — yo

in w*-topology, for some subnet (yo) of (y,). It is clear that ry(yo, F)) =
rad{,(F) and hence y( € Cent{,(F). O

The following is a variation of [6l Proposition IV.1.2]. For a B € B(X) and
f i l(B) = R, f is said to be weakly strictly monotone if f(p1) < f(p2),
whenever ¢ (t) < a(t), for all t € B.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be an L-embedded space and Y be a subspace of X,
which is also L-embedded and F € B(X). Then,
(a) for all monotone, coercive functions f : loo(F) — R>q, such that
rr(, F) : X* = Rxq is w*-lower semicontinuous, Cent{/(F) #0.
(b) for all weakly strictly monotone, coercive functions f : loo(F) —
R>q, such that r¢(., F) : X** — Rxq is w*-lower semicontinuous,

Cent{/(F ) is weakly compact.

Proof. (a). Let f : oo (F') — R>( be a monotone, coercive function such that
r¢(., F) is w*-lower semicontinuous. Let P : X** — X be the L-projection.
Thus, from [6l Theorem IV.1.2], we have P(?w*) C Y. By Proposition 3.4]
there exists y** € Y such that ri(yF) = radéw* (F). Based on the

monotonicity of f, we obtain,
(1) rad{ (F) 2 rad! . (F) = rp(y™". F) 2 rf(Py"", F) 2 rad}.(F).

Since Py** € Y, our first assertion follows.

(b). Let f : loo(F) — R>o be a weakly strictly monotone, coercive func-
tion such that r¢(., F) is w*-lower semicontinuous. By (), we obtain a
y™* €Y" such that, ri(Py*™, F) =r¢(y*™, F). Now for all x € F,

ly™ —zll = [[Py™ —z + (Id = P)y™|| = |[Py™ — = + ly™ — Py™|.
This leads to rp(Py**, F) = f ((|Py** — z|| + ||[y** — Py*™*||)zcr)-

Since f is weakly strictly monotone, we have y** = Py** and consequently,

Cent{,(F) = Cent;w* (F). Hence, the w*-closure of Cent{,(F) is contained

in X, so it is weakly compact. O
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As a corollary of the Theorem B.5] we have,

Corollary 3.6. (a) Let X be an L-embedded space and'Y be a sub-
space of X, which is also L-embedded. Suppose thatY has n.X.I.P.
in X for alln € N. Then, Y is a central subspace of X.
(b) Let L1(X,X) be an L-embedded space. Let F € B(L1(%, X))
and f : loo(F) — R>q be a monotone, coercive function such that
rr(, F): Li(8,X)™ = Rxg is w*-lower semicontinuous. Then, for
all sub o-algebra X' C %, Centél(z,’x) (F) #0.

Proof. (a). From our assumption, it follows that both X and Y admit
weighted Chebyshev center for finite subsets of Y. The result now follows
from Theorem 2.8, and Theorem

(b). Since L1(X', X) is one complemented in Li(X, X), it follows from [0,
Proposition IV.1.5], that L;(X’, X) is also L-embedded. Thus, our conclu-
sion follows from Theorem O

Similar arguments stated in the proof of Theorem B.5(b) also lead to the

following.

Lemma 3.7. Let X be an L-embedded space and Y be a subspace of X,
which is also L-embedded. Let F € B(X) and f : {xo(F) — R>q be a
strictly monotone, coercive function such that r¢(.,F) : X** — Rxq is
w*-lower semicontinuous,. Suppose that (y,) is a sequence in'Y such that

limy, 7 (yn, F) = rad{,(F). Then, (yy) is relatively weakly compact.
As a consequence of Lemma [B.7], we have the following.

Theorem 3.8. Let X be a Banach space such that Ly (X, X) is L-embedded.
Let {£,}5°, be an increasing sequence of sub o-algebras. Let X be the o-
algebra generated by Upen,,. Let F € B(L1(X, X)) and f : {oo(F) — R>q be
a strictly monotone, coercive function such that r¢(., F) : L1(X, X)* — Rxq
is w*-lower semicontinuous. Suppose that radil(zmx)(F) = 1f(fn, F) for
some fn € L1(X,,X). Then, (fn) is relatively weakly compact, and any

weak limit point of this sequence belongs to Cent{l(zomX)

Proof. We follow the techniques similar to those used in [I4], Theorem 12].
Let E, be the conditional expectation projection of L;(X,X) onto
Li(¥,,X) for all n € N. It is known that E,(g9) — g for all g € L1(X00, X).
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(F) < rad/ (F) <7¢(fn, F) and

We have for any n € N, rad{l( L1(Sh,X)

Yoo, X)
hence radél(zwx)(F) < liminf, r¢(fn, F).

Now for any g € L1(¥~, X), we have,
lim sup radil(sz)(F) < liyllnrf(En(g),F) <r¢(g, F).

n

Hence, limsup,, 7¢(fn, F') = limsup,, rad{l(E“X)(F) < rad{1

(S, X)(F).
Thus, rad{l(zw’x) (F) = limy, 7¢(fn, F) = lim, radil(E“X)(F). Hence, by
Lemma B (f,) is relatively weakly compact. Using the w*-lower semi-
continuity of r¢(.,F), we have the weak limit point of (f,) belonging to

)
CentLl(Eoo’X)(F). O
Our next observation follows from [16], Theorem 5.1] and the existence of

the conditional expectation operator.

Theorem 3.9. Let X denote a Banach space such that X* has RNP. Let
(Q,%, 1) be a finite measure space. Let F € B(L1(X,X™)) and f : loo(F) —
R>o be a monotone, coercive function such that ry(.,F) : L1(X, X*)*™* —

R is w*-lower semicontinuous. Then, for all sub c-algebra ¥ C X,
CentL1(2/7X*)(F) 75 (Z)

Let us recall that WC(X) denotes the set of all weakly compact subsets
of X. Additionally, let us also recall the following theorem of Dunford (see

[5, pg. 101]).
Theorem 3.10. Let X be a reflexive Banach space. Then, K C Lq(u, X)

is relatively weakly compact if and only if K is bounded and uniformly inte-

grable.

It is apparent from the proof of the above Theorem that for any Banach
space X, a relatively weakly compact subset of Lj(u, X) is bounded and

uniformly integrable.

Theorem 3.11. Let Y be a reflexive subspace of X and (Q, %, p) be a finite
measure space.

(a) Then for F € WC(L1(X, X)), for all sub o-algebra ¥’ C X and for
all monotone, coercive function f : loo(F') — R>q such that r¢(., F') :
Li(X,X) — Rxq is w-lower semicontinuous, Cent{l(x,’y)(F) # (.

(b) Then for all F € B(Loo (2, X)), monotone, coercive function f :
loo(F) = R>g such that r¢(., F) : L1(3, X*)* — Rxq is w*-lower
semicontinuous, Centioo(zy) (F) #0.
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Proof. (a). Let (g,) C Li1(¥,Y) be a such that r¢(g,, F) — rad{l(z,y)(F).
Clearly, (g,) is bounded. Hence by a vector-valued version of Kadec-
Pelczynski-Rosenthal theorem ([4, Lemma 2.1.3]), there exists a subsequence
(gn,) of (gn) and a sequence of pairwise disjoint sets (A;) C X’ such
that (gn,xa¢) is uniformly integrable in Li(X',Y). Since, > 72, u(Ax) =
(U Ag) < p(f2) < oo, we have p(Ay) — 0.

Let us choose h € F then,

lgnexag = hllx = / 1| dpa +/ 1gny = Plldp < / 1Plldpe + llgns, = Al
A Ag A

As F is uniformly integrable, we get limy, [ A, I7|ldp = 0 uniformly for all h €
F. Now, it is easy to see that 7¢(gn, xag, F) — radil(x,’y)(F). Also since
(gnx4¢) is a bounded sequence in L (X',Y), by Theorem B.I0, (gn, X a¢) is
relatively weakly compact in L1(X',Y). Let us denote by (gnk(j)), a weakly
convergent subsequence of (gnkXAi ) converging weakly to g € Li1(X)Y).
Then r¢(g, ) < liminf;rs(gn,, . F) = radél(z,’y)(F). Hence 7¢(g, F) =
rad{l(x,’y) (F).

(b). We consider Lo (X, X) to be canonically embedded in L;(X, X*)*.
It follows from from Proposition 3.1 of [12] that Lo (%,Y) is w*-closed in
L(3, X*)*. Hence by the w*-lower semicontinuity of (., '), we have an

g € Loo(E,Y) such that 7¢(g, F) = radéw(z’y)(F). O

Remark 3.12. Using similar arguments, it can be shown that for
a reflerive subspace Y of X and for a sub-o-algebra Y C 3,
(L1(S, X), Br, (sr.y), WC(L1(5, X)) has rcp.

Let 7 be the family of all monotone functions f : (R%g,|[.[[ec) — R0,

where n > 1.

Proposition 3.13. Let P be a projection on X of norm-1 and 'Y = ker(P).
Let Z C P(X) be a subspace. If (X,Y + Z,F(X)) has F-rcp, then
(P(X),Z,F(P(X))) has F-rcp.

Proof. Let F € F(P(X)) and card(F) = n. Suppose that, f € %, where
f:R%; — R>p be monotone. Based on our assumption, there exists yo +
20 € Y + Z such that rr(yo + 20, F) = rad{,JrZ(F) < radé(F). Then,
r¢(20, F) = 1¢(P(yo+ 20), F) < 7¢(yo + 20, F) < radé(F). O
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Remark 3.14. (a) An identical arguments stated in the proof of

(14]
(15]

(16]

Proposition[3.13 also work to conclude that F' has % -rcp in Z when-
ever F € B(P(X)) and F has % -rcp inY + Z. Here we consider
F to be the family lo(F).

(b) Similar conditions as that in Proposition [3.13, it can be used to
prove that if (X, By1z,B(X)) has rcp, then (P(X), Bz, B(P(X)))

has rcp.
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