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ON k-SMOOTHNESS OF OPERATORS BETWEEN BANACH

SPACES

DEBMALYA SAIN, SHAMIM SOHEL AND KALLOL PAUL

Abstract. We explore the k-smoothness of bounded linear operators between
Banach spaces, using the newly introduced notion of index of smoothness. The
characterization of the k-smoothness of operators between Hilbert spaces fol-
lows as a direct consequence of our study. We also investigate the k-smoothness
of operators between polyhedral Banach spaces. In particular, we show that
the k-smoothness of rank 1 operators between polyhedral spaces depends heav-
ily on the dimension of the corresponding spaces rather than the geometry of
the spaces. The results obtained in this article generalize and improve upon
the existing results in the k-smoothness of operators between Banach spaces.

1. introduction

The theory of k-smoothness plays an important role in understanding the geom-
etry of Banach spaces. In recent years the study has gained momentum and the k-
smoothness of bounded linear operators between Hilbert spaces has been completely
characterized in [13, 33]. However, the k-smoothness of operators between Banach
spaces seems much more involved and it is still far from being well-understood. It
should be noted that some progress has been made in this direction, for which we
refer the readers to [3, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14]. In this article, we continue the study of
the k-smoothness of operators between arbitrary Banach spaces. This gives us a
better insight into the geometric structures of the unit sphere of operator spaces.
Before proceeding further, let us fix the relevant notations and terminologies.

We use the symbols X,Y to denote Banach spaces over the field K, where K is
either the complex field C or the real field R. Let BX = {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ ≤ 1} and
SX = {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ = 1} denote the unit ball and unit sphere of X, respectively.
The dual space of X is denoted by X∗. Let L(X,Y) and K(X,Y) denote the Banach
space of all bounded linear operators and compact linear operators from X to Y,
respectively. If X = Y, then we write L(X,Y) = L(X) and K(X,Y) = K(X).

For a non-empty convex subset A of X, an element z ∈ A is said to be an extreme
point of A, whenever z = (1− t)x+ ty, for some t ∈ (0, 1) and x, y ∈ A, implies that
x = y = z. The set of all extreme points of a convex set A is denoted by Ext(A).
The space X is said to be strictly convex if Ext(BX) = SX, i.e., if every element of
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the unit sphere is an extreme point of the unit ball. A finite-dimensional space X is
said to be a polyhedral if BX is a polyhedron i.e., if Ext(BX) is finite. An operator
T ∈ L(X,Y) is said to be an extreme contraction if T is an extreme point of BL(X,Y).
For T ∈ L(X,Y), MT denotes the collection of all unit vectors of X at which T
attains its norm, i.e., MT = {x ∈ SX : ‖Tx‖ = ‖T ‖}. Also, the kernel of T, denoted
by ker T, is defined as ker T := {x ∈ X : Tx = 0 ∈ Y}. An element f ∈ SX∗ is
said to be a support functional at 0 6= x ∈ X if f(x) = ‖x‖. The set of all support
functionals at x ∈ SX, denoted by J(x), is defined as J(x) = {f ∈ SX∗ : f(x) = 1}.
It is easy to observe that J(x) is a closed weak∗- compact convex subset of X∗.
An element x ∈ SX is said to be smooth if J(x) is singleton. The space X is
said to be smooth if each x ∈ SX is smooth. We say that x ∈ SX is k-smooth if
dim span J(x) = k. We say that the order of smoothness of x ∈ SX is k, if x is k-
smooth. The notion of k-smoothness or multi-smoothness was introduced by Khalil
and Saleh [8] as a generalized notion of smoothness. Our aim in this article is to
study the k-smoothness of an operator T in L(X,Y). As we will see, the roles of J(T )
and Ext(J(T )) are very important in the whole scheme of things. The following
lemma is useful in this connection and will be used repeatedly. Let us first recall
that a closed subspace V of X is said to be anM -ideal of X if X∗ = V∗⊕1V

⊥, where
V⊥ = {x∗ ∈ X∗ : V ⊂ ker x∗} and if x∗ = x∗1 + x∗2 is the unique decomposition of
x∗ in X∗, then ‖x∗‖ = ‖x∗1‖+ ‖x∗2‖.
Lemma 1.1. [32, Lemma 3.1] Suppose that X is a reflexive Banach space and
Y is a Banach space. Also assume that K(X,Y) is an M -ideal in L(X,Y). Let
T ∈ L(X,Y), ‖T ‖ = 1 and dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Then MT ∩ Ext(BX) 6= ∅ and

Ext(J(T )) = {y∗ ⊗ x ∈ K(X,Y)∗ : x ∈MT ∩ Ext(BX), y
∗ ∈ Ext J(Tx)},

where y∗⊗x : K(X,Y) → K is defined by y∗⊗x(S) = y∗(Sx) for every S ∈ K(X,Y).

For more information on tensor products, the readers are referred to [19].
The concepts of Birkhoff-James orthogonality and Auerbach basis play an im-

portant role in our study. Let us now recall from pioneering article [2, 7] that an
element x ∈ X is said to be Birkhoff-James orthogonal to y ∈ X if ‖x+ λy‖ ≥ ‖x‖
for all λ ∈ K. Symbolically, it is written as x ⊥B y. A Schauder basis B of
a Banach space X is called an Auerbach basis if for any x ∈ B, ‖x‖ = 1 and
x ⊥B span{B \ {x}}. Also the basis B of X is said to be a strong Auerbach basis of
X if for any C ⊂ B, span C ⊥B span{B \C}. In the Banach space ℓnp (R), it is easy to
see that {e1, e2, . . . , en} is a strong Auerbach basis, where ei = (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0)
with 1 in i-th position.

Let ((αiβj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤p denote the np-tuple of scalars

(α1β1, α1β2, . . . , α1βp, α2β1, α2β2, . . . , α2βp, . . . , αnβ1, αnβ2, . . . , αnβp),

which is an element of Knp. Moreover, ẽij = (0, 0 . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0, 0) ∈ Knp where
1 is in ij-th position. Clearly {ẽij : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ p} is the standard ordered
basis of Knp. To study the k-smoothness of an operator, we introduce the following
definition.

Definition 1.2. Let X,Y be Banach spaces and let T ∈ SL(X,Y). LetR be a subset of
SX such that R ∩ Ext(BX) 6= ∅. Let {v1, v2, . . . , vn} be a basis of span R. Suppose
that W = span{y∗ ∈ J(Tv), v ∈ R ∩ Ext(BX)} is a finite-dimensional subspace
of Y∗ and let {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗p} be a basis of W. Then the index of smoothness of
T with respect to R, denoted by iR(T ), is defined as the dimension of Z, where
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Z = span

{
((αiβj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤p ∈ Kpn :

∑n

i=1 αivi ∈ R ∩ Ext(BX),
∑p

j=1 βjy
∗
j ∈

Ext(J(
∑n

i=1 αiTvi))

}
.

Later, we will show that the index of smoothness of T with respect to R de-
pends neither on the choice of basis of span R nor on the basis of W. The present
article is divided into three sections including the introductory one. In section I,
we characterize the k-smoothness of an operator in terms of our newly introduced
index of smoothness. We also characterize the k-smoothness of an operator on
a strictly convex, smooth Banach space whose norm attainment set is the unit
sphere of a subspace. In section II, we study the k-smoothness of operators be-
tween polyhedral Banach spaces. Here we also observe some interesting properties
of rank 1 operators, which provide better insights into the geometry of operator
space. Surprisingly, we will see that the k-smoothness of a rank 1 operator between
finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces depends heavily on the dimensions of
the spaces rather than the geometry. We end this section by recalling the definition
of coproximinal subspace, which arises naturally in our study.

Definition 1.3. [4, 16] Let X be a Banach space and let Y be a subspace of X.
Given any x ∈ X, we say that y0 ∈ Y is a best coapproximation to x out of Y if
‖y0 − y‖ ≤ ‖x − y‖, for all y ∈ Y. A subspace Y of the Banach space X is said to
be coproximinal if a best coapproximation to any element of X out of Y exists.

It should be noted that y0 ∈ Y is a best coapproximation to x ∈ X out of Y if
and only if Y ⊥B (x− y0).

2. main result

Section-I

We begin this section with a result that characterizes extreme support functionals
of an operator, under some additional conditions. For this purpose, we require the
following fundamental characterization of Birkhoff-James orthogonality by James
[7].

Lemma 2.1. [7] Let X be a Banach space and let x, y ∈ X. Then x ⊥B y if and
only if there exists f ∈ SX∗ such that f(x) = ‖x‖ and f(y) = 0.

Theorem 2.2. Let X be a reflexive strictly convex Banach space and let Y be a
smooth Banach space. Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) and K(X,Y) is an M -ideal of
L(X,Y) with dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Then g ∈ J(T ) is an element of Ext(J(T )) if
and only if there exists a fixed element x0 ∈ MT such that Tx0 ⊥B Ax0, for every
A ∈ ker g.

Proof. Observe that by the strict convexity of X, MT ∩Ext(BX) =MT and by the
smoothness of Y, we get that J(y) is a singleton set for each y ∈ Y. Using Lemma
1.1, we obtain

Ext (J(T )) = {y∗ ⊗ x : x ∈MT , {y∗} = J(Tx)}.
We first prove the sufficient part of the theorem. Suppose that g ∈ J(T ) is such
that there exists a fixed element x0 ∈ MT satisfying Tx0 ⊥B Ax0, for every A ∈
ker g. Since Tx0 ⊥B Ax0 and Y is smooth, using Lemma 2.1 we get a bounded
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linear functional y∗0 on Y such that y∗0(Tx0) = ‖Tx0‖ = 1 and y∗0(Ax0) = 0. Thus
y∗0 ⊗ x0(T ) = ‖T ‖ = g(T ) and y∗0 ⊗ x0(A) = 0 for every A ∈ ker g. This shows
that g = y∗0 ⊗ x0, where x0 ∈ MT and J(Tx0) = {y∗0} and so g ∈ Ext (J(T )).
For the necessary part, we suppose that g ∈ Ext (J(T )). So, g can be written as
g = y∗0 ⊗ x0, for some x0 ∈ MT and {y∗0} = J(Tx). Then y∗0(Tx0) = ‖Tx0‖ and
y∗0(Ax0) = y∗0 ⊗ x0(A) = g(A) = 0, for every A ∈ ker g. Using Lemma 2.1, we
conclude that Tx0 ⊥B Ax0, for every A ∈ ker g. �

The above theorem fulfills the purpose of characterizing the extreme support
functionals of a bounded linear operator in a special setting. Moreover, it provides
two strengthened versions of the Bhatia-Šemrl Theorem [1, Th. 1.1] on Banach
spaces, under these conditions. Let us first recall the Bhatia-Šemrl Theorem.

Theorem 2.3. (Bhatia-Šemrl Theorem) Let H be a finite-dimensional Hilbert space
and let T,A ∈ L(H). Then T ⊥B A if and only if there exists x ∈ MT such that
〈Tx,Ax〉 = 0.

Although the Bhatia- Šemrl Theorem has been presented in the setting of Hilbert
spaces, it has also been studied in the Banach space setting by many authors. In
[26, Th. 2.1], the authors generalized the above theorem for linear operators on
finite-dimensional real Banach spaces:

Theorem 2.4. [26, Th. 2.1] Let X be a finite-dimensional real Banach space. Let
T ∈ L(X) be such that MT = ±D, where D is a closed, connected subset of SX.
Then for A ∈ L(X) with T ⊥B A, there exists x ∈ D such that Tx ⊥B Ax.

The Bhatia-Šemrl Theorem in the setting of complex Banach spaces has been
studied in [21, Th. 4.3]. We refer the readers to [24, 26, 28] and the references
therein for further reading in this context. A bounded linear operator T is said
to satisfy Bhatia-Šemrl (BŠ) property [27] if for each bounded linear operator A,
T ⊥B A implies there exists x ∈ MT (x depending on A) such that Tx ⊥B Ax.
Investigations of operators satisfying BŠ property have been conducted in [9, 20, 29].
We next present the promised strengthening of the Bhatia-Šemrl Theorem, under
certain additional conditions.

Theorem 2.5. Let X be a reflexive strictly convex Banach space and let Y be a
smooth Banach space. Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) and K(X,Y) is an M -ideal of
L(X,Y) with dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Then

(i) for a subspace W of L(X,Y), there exists a fixed x0 ∈MT such that Tx0 ⊥B

Ax0, for any A ∈ W if and only if W ⊂ ker g, for some g ∈ Ext(J(T )).
(ii) a subspace W of L(X,Y) satisfies Tx ⊥B Ax, for every x ∈ MT and for

every A ∈ W if and only if W ⊂ ⋂
g∈Ext(J(T )) ker g.

Proof. Since X is strictly convex and Y is smooth, using Lemma 1.1, we obtain that

Ext(J(T )) =

{
y∗ ⊗ x : x ∈MT , {y∗} = J(Tx)

}
.

(i) The sufficient part of the proof is immediate from Theorem 2.2, so we only
prove the necessary part. Suppose that J(Tx0) = {y∗0} and g = y∗0 ⊗ x0. Since for
any A ∈ W, T x0 ⊥B Ax0, so using Lemma 2.1, we get y∗0(Ax0) = 0. Therefore, for
any A ∈ W, g(A) = y∗0 ⊗ x0(A) = y∗0(Ax0) = 0, which implies that W ⊂ ker g and
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the fact that g ∈ Ext(J(T )) completes the theorem.

(ii) The necessary part follows easily from the proof of (i). For the converse part,
let W be a subspace of L(X,Y) such that W ⊂ ⋂

g∈Ext(J(T )) ker g. Let x ∈MT be

arbitrary but fixed after choice. Consider J(Tx) = {y∗}. Then y∗⊗x is an extreme
supporting functional at T. So for each A ∈ W, we get that y∗ ⊗ x(A) = 0. Thus
y∗(Ax) = y∗ ⊗ x(A) = 0 and y∗(Tx) = y∗ ⊗ x(T ) = ‖T ‖ = 1, and so by applying
Lemma 2.1, we conclude that Tx ⊥B Ax. �

Remark 2.6. It is worth mentioning that characterization of T ⊥B A in the Hilbert
space setting was also investigated in [17, 18]. For a more general study of the same
problem, in the setting of complex Banach spaces, the readers are referred to [21].
In this connection, we also note that the conjecture posed in [27] still remains an
open question. The conjecture is stated as :

A linear operator T on an n-dimensional real normed linear space X satisfies
the BŠ property if and only if the set of unit vectors on which T attains norm is
connected in the corresponding projective space RPn−1 ≡ SX \ {x ∼ −x}.

Going back to the study of k-smoothness of operators, we recall the following
well known result.

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that X,Y are Banach spaces. If {x1, x2, . . . , xn} is a
linearly independent subset of X and {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗p} is a linearly independent sub-
set of Y∗ then {y∗i ⊗ xj : 1 ≤ i ≤ p, 1 ≤ j ≤ n} is a linearly independent subset of
L(X,Y)∗.

In the next proposition we give an estimation of the number of linearly inde-
pendent elements in Ext(J(T )) for a bounded linear operator on a Banach space,
not necessarily finite-dimensional. See [12, Th. 2.2] for an analogous result on
finite-dimensional Banach spaces.

Proposition 2.8. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let Y be any Banach
space. Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) and K(X,Y) is an M -ideal of L(X,Y) with
dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Suppose that {x1, x2, . . . , xr} is a maximal linearly indepen-
dent set inMT∩Ext(BX) and Txi ismi-smooth, for 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Then dim span(J(T )) ≥∑r

i=1mi.

Proof. Suppose that {y∗i1, y∗i2, . . . , y∗imi
} is a linearly independent set in Ext(J(Txi)),

for any i, 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Let H = span MT . Clearly, H is a finite-dimensional subspace
of X. From Lemma 1.1 we get,

Ext(J(T )) =

{
y∗ ⊗ x : x ∈MT ∩Ext(BX), y

∗ ∈ Ext(J(Tx))

}
.

Since xi ∈ MT ∩ Ext(BX) and y∗ij ∈ Ext(J(Txi)), then y
∗
ij ⊗ xi ∈ Ext(J(T )), for

any 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ mi. Clearly, R = {y∗ij ⊗ xi : 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ mi} is a
subset of the space Y∗ ⊗ H. To prove the theorem it is enough to show that the
set R is linearly independent. Let

∑r

i=1

∑mi

j=1 cijy
∗
ij ⊗ xi = 0, where cij ∈ K, for

any 1 ≤ i ≤ r, 1 ≤ j ≤ mi. Let B = {eα : α ∈ Λ} be a Hamel basis of Y. For any
1 ≤ t ≤ r, α ∈ Λ, we define Atα : H → Y as follows:

Atα(xt) = eα Atα(xi) = 0, ∀ i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r} \ {t}.
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Since H is finite-dimensional, clearly Atα is bounded. Then for any 1 ≤ t ≤ r and
for any α ∈ Λ,

∑r

i=1

∑mi

j=1 cijy
∗
ij ⊗ xi(Atα) = 0 =⇒ ∑r

i=1

∑mi

j=1 cijy
∗
ij(Atα(xi)) =

0 =⇒ ∑mt

j=1 ctjy
∗
tj(Atα(xt)) = 0 =⇒ ∑mt

j=1 ctjy
∗
tj(eα) = 0. Therefore, for any

1 ≤ t ≤ r,
∑mt

j=1 ctjy
∗
tj = 0 =⇒ ctj = 0, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ mt. Consequently, R is

linearly independent and this completes the theorem. �

In the following theorem we characterize the k-smoothness of rank 1 operators.

Theorem 2.9. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let Y be any Banach space.
Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) is of rank 1. Let K(X,Y) be an M -ideal in L(X,Y) and
dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Let the cardinality of a maximal linearly independent set of
MT ∩ Ext(BX) be n and let T (MT ) = {λy : |λ| = 1}, for some y ∈ SY. Then T is
k-smooth if and only if y is m-smooth and mn = k.

Proof. Let {x1, x2, . . . , xn} be a maximal linearly independent set ofMT ∩Ext(BX).
Observe that y∗ ∈ J(y) if and only if 1

λ
y∗ ∈ J(λy), whenever |λ| = 1. Also T (MT ) =

{λy : |λ| = 1}. So using Lemma 1.1, we get

span Ext(J(T )) = span

{
y∗ ⊗ x : x ∈MT ∩ Ext(BX), y

∗ ∈ Ext(J(Tx))

}

= span

{
y∗ ⊗ x : x ∈MT ∩ Ext(BX), y

∗ ∈ Ext(J(y))

}
.

Let us now prove the sufficient part of the theorem. Suppose that y∗1 , y
∗
2 , . . . , y

∗
m ∈

SY∗ are linearly independent extreme support functionals of y ∈ SY. Observe that
y∗j ⊗ xi ∈ Ext(J(T )), for each i, j where 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ m. More-
over, {y∗j ⊗ xi : 1 ≤ j ≤ m, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} is linearly independent. Let x ∈ MT ∩
Ext(BX), y

∗ ∈ Ext(J(y)) and suppose that x =
∑n

i=1 cixi, y
∗ =

∑m

j=1 djy
∗
j , for

some ci, dj ∈ K. Then y∗⊗x ∈ Ext(J(T )). Now, y∗⊗x =
∑m

j=1 djy
∗
j ⊗

∑n

i=1 cixi =∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1 djciy
∗
j ⊗ xi ∈ span{y∗j ⊗ xi : 1 ≤ j ≤ m, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. Therefore

dim span Ext(J(T )) = dim span {y∗j ⊗ xi : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m} = mn. This
completes the proof.

We next prove the necessary part. First of all we assume that dim spanJ(y)
is not finite and let {y∗α : α ∈ Λ} is a linearly independent set in spanJ(y). Then
following the similar arguments given in the sufficient part we show that {y∗α ⊗ xi :
α ∈ Λ, 1 ≤ i ≤ n} is a linearly independent set in span J(y). That contradicts
that order of smoothness of T is finite. Now suppose that dim spanJ(y) = m.
Again following the similar arguments given in the sufficient part we can show that
k = mn. �

Using Theorem 2.9 and [33, Th. 4.2], we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.10. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional Banach spaces such that dim X =
n, dim Y = m. Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) is an operator of rank 1 such that
T (MT ) = {λy : |λ| = 1}, for some y ∈ SY. If dim span(MT ) = n and y is m-
smooth, then T is an extreme contraction.

Next we show that the newly introduced notion of index of smoothness of an
operator with respect to a set is basis invariant.

Proposition 2.11. Let X,Y be Banach spaces and let T ∈ SL(X,Y). Let R be a
subset of SX such that R ∩ Ext(BX) 6= ∅. Suppose that W = span{f ∈ J(Tv) : v ∈
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R∩Ext(BX)} is a finite-dimensional subspace of Y∗. Then the index of smoothness
of T with respect to R is independent of the choice of basis of span R as well as
the basis of W.

Proof. Suppose that {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗m} is a basis of W and {x1, x2, . . . , xn} is a ba-
sis of span R. Suppose that iR(T ) = k with respect to these bases. Let Z =

span

{
((αiβj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m ∈ Kmn :

∑n

i=1 αixi ∈ R ∩ Ext(BX),
∑m

j=1 βjy
∗
j ∈

Ext(J(
∑n

i=1 αiTxi))

}
. Assume that B = {((αl

iβ
l
j))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m : 1 ≤ l ≤ k}

is a basis of Z. Let {x′1, x′2, . . . , x′n} be another basis of span R and let xi =∑n

j=1 cijx
′
j , for some scalars cij . Clearly, C = (cji)1≤i,j≤n is an invertible matrix. It

is easy to observe that whenever
∑n

i=1 αix
′
i =

∑n

i=1 γixi, then (α1, α2, . . . , αn)
T =

C(γ1, γ2, . . . , γn)
T ( here AT is the transpose of a matrix A). Consider

P =




C 0 0 . . . 0
0 C 0 . . . 0
. . .
. . .
. . .
0 0 0 . . . C




nm×nm

.

We observe that for any 1 ≤ l ≤ k, ((γliβ
l
j))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m = P ((αl

iβ
l
j))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m.

Since, B is linearly independent and P is invertible, then {((γliβl
j))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤p :

1 ≤ l ≤ k} is linearly independent. Let iR(T ) = k′ with respect to the bases
{y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗m} and {x′1, x′2, . . . , x′n}. Thus we get k′ ≥ k and proceeding similarly
we can show that k ≥ k′. Thus iR(T ) is invariant with respect to the basis of
spanR. In the same fashion we can show that iR(T ) is invariant with respect to
the basis of W. �

We are now in a position to characterize the k-smoothness of an operator in
terms of the index of smoothness.

Theorem 2.12. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let Y be any Banach
space. Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) and K(X,Y) is an M -ideal in L(X,Y) with
dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Suppose that dim spanMT = n and span{g ∈ J(Tx), x ∈
MT ∩ Ext(BX)} is a finite-dimensional subspace of X∗.Then T is k-smooth if and
only if iMT

(T ) = k.

Proof. Let {x1, x2, . . . , xn} be a maximal linearly independent set of MT . Suppose
that {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗m} is a basis of span{y∗ ∈ J(Tx), x ∈ MT ∩ Ext(BX)}. Using
Lemma 1.1 we get,

Ext(J(T ))

=

{
y∗ ⊗ x : x ∈MT ∩Ext(BX), y

∗ ∈ Ext(J(Tx))

}

=

{ m∑

j=1

βjy
∗
j ⊗

n∑

i=1

αixi :
n∑

i=1

αixi ∈MT ∩ Ext(BX),
m∑

j=1

βjy
∗
j ∈ Ext

(
J(

n∑

i=1

αiTxi)
)}

=

{ m∑

j=1

n∑

i=1

αiβjy
∗
j ⊗ xi :

n∑

i=1

αixi ∈MT ∩ Ext(BX),

m∑

j=1

βjy
∗
j ∈ Ext

(
J(

n∑

i=1

αiTxi)
)}
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Suppose thatW1 = span Ext(J(T )) andW2 = span

{
((αiβj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m ∈ Kmn :

∑n

i=1 αixi ∈MT ∩Ext(BX),
∑m

j=1 βjy
∗
j ∈ Ext(J(

∑n

i=1 αiTxi))

}
. To prove the the-

orem we only need to show that dim W1 = dim W2. Suppose that dim W1 = k and
let S = {∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1 α1iβ1jy
∗
j⊗xi,

∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1 α2iβ2jy
∗
j⊗xi, . . . ,

∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1 αkiβkjy
∗
j⊗

xi} be a linearly independent set in W1. Then clearly,
∑n

i=1 αtixi ∈MT ∩Ext(BX)
and

∑m

j=1 βtjy
∗
j ∈ Ext(J(

∑n

i=1 αtiTxi)), for each t, 1 ≤ t ≤ k. Suppose that for

some c1, c2, . . . , ck ∈ K,
∑k

t=1 ct((αtiβtj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m = 0 =⇒ ∑k

t=1 ctαtiβtj = 0,
for each i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n and j, 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Then for any A ∈ L(X,Y),

k∑

t=1

ct

( m∑

j=1

n∑

i=1

αtiβtjy
∗
j ⊗ xi

)
A =

m∑

j=1

n∑

i=1

y∗j

(
A

( k∑

t=1

ctαtiβtjxi

))
= 0.

Since S is a linearly independent set in W1, we get ct = 0, for each t, 1 ≤
t ≤ k. Therefore, {((αtiβtj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m : 1 ≤ t ≤ k} is a linearly independent
set in W2. So, dim W1 = k ≤ dim W2. Now assume that dim W2 = r and
{((αtiβtj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤m : 1 ≤ t ≤ r} is a basis of W2. Then it is immediate that

dim span{(α1iβ1j , α2iβ2j , . . . , αriβrj) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m} = r.

Suppose that for some d1, d2, . . . , dr ∈ K,
∑r

t=1 dt(
∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1 αtiβtjy
∗
j ⊗ xi) =

0 =⇒ ∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1(
∑r

t=1 dtαtiβtj)y
∗
j ⊗ xi = 0. Using Proposition 2.7, for any 1 ≤

i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m,
∑r

t=1 dtαtiβtj = 0 =⇒ 〈(d1, d2, . . . , dr), (α1iβ1j , α2iβ2j , . . . , αriβrj)〉 =
0. Since dim span{(α1iβ1j , α2iβ2j , . . . , αriβrj) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m} = r, it is
easy to verify that (d1, d2, . . . , dr) = 0 =⇒ di = 0, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ r. This implies
that {∑m

j=1

∑n

i=1 αtiβtjy
∗
j ⊗ xi : 1 ≤ t ≤ r} is a linearly independent set in W1.

Thus dim W2 = r ≤ dim W1. Therefore, dim W1 = dim W2, as required.
�

The study of extreme contractions between Banach spaces is an active area of
research. For some of the recent results in this direction, the readers are referred
to [11, 22, 25, 30]. Using [11, Th. 2.2], the next result follows immediately as
a corollary to the above theorem, which characterizes the extreme contractions
between polyhedral Banach spaces, in terms of the index of smoothness.

Corollary 2.13. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces and let
dim X = m, dim Y = n. Let T ∈ SL(X,Y). Then T is an extreme contraction if and
only if iMT

(T ) = mn.

Before we present the connection between k-smoothness of an operator with co-
proximinality, let us first characterize the coproximinal subspaces in smooth Banach
space.

Lemma 2.14. Let X be a smooth Banach space and let Y be an n-dimensional
subspace of X. Then Y is coproximinal if and only if dim span{y∗ ∈ SX∗ : y∗ ∈
J(y), y ∈ Y} = n.

Proof. Let S = {y∗ ∈ SX∗ : y∗ ∈ J(y), y ∈ Y} and let W = ∩y∗∈Sker y
∗. Let us

first observe that Y∩W = {0}. If possible let, y(6= 0) ∈ Y∩W and let J(y) = {y∗},
as X is smooth. Then y∗ ∈ S and since y ∈ W, we obtain that y∗(y) = 0, a
contradiction to the fact that y∗ ∈ J(y).
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We first prove the necessary part. Since Y is coproximinal, for any x ∈ X there
exists y0 ∈ Y such that y0 is the best coapproximation to x out of Y, and so
Y ⊥B x − y0. Then for each y ∈ Y, y ⊥B x − y0. Since X is smooth, for each
y∗ ∈ S, there exists y ∈ SY such that J(y) = {y∗} and therefore, using Lemma
2.1 we obtain y∗(x − y0) = 0. Then x − y0 ∈ W, and x = (x − y0) + y0, where
x− y0 ∈W, y0 ∈ Y . Thus X = Y+W. As Y∩W = {0}, we have X = Y⊕W. This
implies that W is a subspace of codimension n and consequently, dim span S = n.

Now we prove the sufficient part. Assume that dim span S = n. Then W is a
subspace of X of codimension n. Since dim Y = n, dim X/W = n and Y∩W = {0},
therefore, X = Y ⊕W. Therefore, for any x ∈ X, there exists y0 ∈ Y such that
x − y0 ∈ W. Let y ∈ Y and suppose that J(y) = {y∗}, clearly, y∗ ∈ S and
y∗(x− y0) = 0. Therefore, from Lemma 2.1, y ⊥B x− y0. As y is chosen arbitrarily,
Y ⊥B x − y0, which implies that y0 is a best coapproximation to x out of Y, and
consequently, Y is coproximinal subspace of X. �

Using Lemma 2.14 and Theorem 2.12, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 2.15. Let X be a reflexive smooth Banach space and let Y be a Ba-
nach space. Suppose that T ∈ SL(X,Y) and K(X,Y) is an M -ideal in L(X,Y) with
dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1. Also assume that the cardinality of a maximal linearly in-
dependent subset of MT is n and span{T (MT )} is a coproximinal subspace of Y.
Then T is k-smooth if and only if iMT

(T ) = k.

A complete characterization of k-smoothness for Hilbert space operators was
given in [13, Th. 2.1]. Using the notions developed in this article, we extend the
result substantially for operators between Banach spaces.

Theorem 2.16. Let X,Y be strictly convex, smooth, reflexive Banach spaces. Sup-
pose T ∈ SL(X,Y) and K(X,Y) is an M -ideal in L(X,Y)with dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1.
Let MT be the unit sphere of an n-dimensional subspace X0 of X. Suppose that
T (X0) is a coproximinal subspace of Y and T (X0) has a strong Auerbach basis.
Then

(i) T is at least
(
n+1
2

)
-smooth.

(ii) T is n2-smooth, when X,Y are over complex field.

Proof. Observe that T (X0) is an n-dimensional subspace of Y. Suppose that B =
{y1, y2, . . . , yn} is a strong Auerbach basis of T (X0). Let T (xi) = yi, for each
i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Clearly, {x1, x2, . . . , xn} is linearly independent. Let W = span{y∗ ∈
SY∗ : y∗ ∈ J(y), y ∈ T (X0)}. Since T (X0) is coproximinal subspace in Y, using
Lemma 2.14, we infer that W is an n-dimensional subspace of Y∗. Since B is a
strong Auerbach basis of T (X0), there exists y∗i ∈ SY∗ such that y∗i (yi) = 1 and
y∗i (yj) = 0, for each 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n. Clearly, {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗n} is a basis of W. We
show that {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗n} is a strong Auerbach basis of W.

Consider i1, i2, . . . , ir ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. First we claim that the norm attainment
set of g =

∑r

t=1 δity
∗
it
∈ SY∗ , for some δit ∈ K \ {0}, is of the form {∑r

t=1 λityit},
for some scalars λit ∈ K. Since Y is strictly convex, Mg is unique up to scalar
multiplication. Suppose on the contrary that Mg = {∑r

t=1 λityit +
∑s

l=1 λjlyjl},
for some {j1, j2, . . . , js} ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , n} \ {i1, i2, . . . , ir} and λjl ∈ K \ {0}, for any
1 ≤ l ≤ s. Observe that g(

∑r

t=1 λityit) = g(
∑r

t=1 λityit +
∑s

l=1 λjlyjl) = 1 and
so ‖∑r

t=1 λityit‖ ≥ 1. If ‖∑r

t=1 λityit‖ = 1, it contradicts that Mg is unique up
to scalar multiplication (as λjl 6= 0). If ‖∑r

t=1 λityit‖ > 1, then ‖∑r

t=1 λityit +
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∑s

l=1 λjlyjl‖ = 1 < ‖∑r

t=1 λityit‖, which implies that
∑r

t=1 λityit 6⊥B

∑s

l=1 λjlyjl .
Clearly, this contradicts the fact that B is a strong Auerbach basis. This proves
our claim. Now, y∗k(

∑r

t=1 λityit) = 0, for any k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} \ {i1, i2, . . . , ir}, and
so using [23, Th. 3.2] it is easy to conclude that

span{y∗i1, y∗i2 , . . . , y∗ir} ⊥B span{{y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗n} \ {y∗i1 , . . . , y∗ir}}.

Thus, {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗n} is a strong Auerbach basis of W.
We next claim that the support functional for an element y =

∑r

t=1 cityit ∈
ST (X0), cit ∈ K \ {0}, is of the form

∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
, for some scalars dit ∈ K \ {0}.

Suppose on the contrary that J(y) = {∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
+

∑s

l=1 djly
∗
jl
}, for some djl ∈

K\{0}, where {j1, j2, . . . , js} ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , n}\{i1, i2, . . . , ir}. Then
∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
(y) =

(
∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
+
∑s

l=1 djly
∗
jl
)(y) = 1. Clearly, ‖∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
‖ ≥ 1. If ‖∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
‖ =

1, then it contradicts that J(y) is a singleton, as Y is smooth. If ‖∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
‖ > 1,

then ‖∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
+
∑s

l=1 djly
∗
jl
‖ = 1 < ‖∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
‖, which implies

∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
6⊥B∑s

l=1 djly
∗
jl
, contradicting that {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗n} is a strong Auerbach basis. Thus

J(y) = {∑r

t=1 dity
∗
it
}. Next, if possible let dir = 0. Then

∑r−1
t=1 dity

∗
it

is a support

functional of
∑r

t=1 cityit . Since Y is strictly convex,M∑r−1

t=1
dit

y∗

it

is unit scalar mul-

tiple of
∑r

t=1 cityit . That contradicts the fact that the norm attainment element

of
∑r−1

t=1 dity
∗
it

is of the form
∑r−1

t=1 σityit , for some σit ∈ K. Thus the claim is
established.

Let Z = span

{
((αiβj))1≤i≤n,1≤j≤n ∈ Kn2

: ‖∑n

i=1 αixi‖ = 1,
∑n

j=1 βjy
∗
j ∈

Ext(J(
∑n

i=1 αiyi))

}
. Then iSX0

(T ) = dimZ. Choose αr = 1, αt = 0, for any

t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} \ {r}. If ∑n

j=1 βjy
∗
j is a support functional of

∑n

i=1 αiT (xi) =∑n

i=1 αiyi = yr, then it is easy to observe that βr = 1, βt = 0, for any t ∈
{1, 2, . . . , n} \ {r}. Therefore, (0, 0, . . . , 0, αrβr, 0, . . . , 0) = ẽrr ∈ Z, for any 1 ≤
r ≤ n. Let r, s ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} such that r 6= s. Choose αr 6= 0, αs 6= 0 and αj = 0,
for any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}\{r, s} such that ‖∑n

i=1 αixi‖ = 1. Then J(
∑n

i=1 αiTxi) =
J(

∑n

i=1 αiyi) = J(αryr+αsys) = {βry∗r +βsy∗s}, where βr, βs ∈ K\{0}. Therefore,
αrβr ẽrr + αrβsẽrs + αsβr ẽsr + αsβsẽss ∈ Z. Then clearly, αrβsẽrs + αsβrẽsr ∈ Z.
Therefore, for any 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ n, αiβj ẽij + αjβiẽji ∈ Z, which implies that

dim Z ≥ n+ n2−n
2 =

(
n+1
2

)
. Thus iSX0

(T ) ≥
(
n+1
2

)
and so using Theorem 2.12 we

get (i).
For the proof of (ii), consider K = C. Now if αr 6= 0, αs 6= 0 and αt = 0, ∀t ∈

{1, 2, . . . , n}\{r, s}, then αrβsẽrs+αsβrẽsr ∈ Z. Suppose that αrβs = kαsβr, where

k ∈ C \ {0}. Take α′
r =

√
−k

‖
√
−kxr+xs‖

, α′
s =

1
‖
√
−kxr+xs‖

. Clearly α′
rxr + α′

sxs ∈ SX0
.

Let J(α′
ryr + α′

sys) = {β′
ry

∗
r + β′

sy
∗
s}. This implies α′

rβ
′
r + α′

sβ
′
s = 1. It is easy to

to verify that {αrβsẽrs + αsβrẽsr, α
′
rβ

′
sẽrs + α′

sβ
′
r ẽsr} is a linearly independent

set in Z, and so ẽrs, ẽsr ∈ Z. Therefore for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}, ẽij ∈ Z. So,
dim Z = n2. Thus iSX0

(T ) = n2 and so using Theorem 2.12 we get (ii).
�

Using the above theorem, the following corollary can be obtained by means of a
straightforward calculation.
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Corollary 2.17. [13, Th. 2.1] Let H1,H2 be Hilbert spaces over the field K and
let T ∈ SL(H1,H2). Let MT be the unit sphere of an n-dimensional subspace of H1

and let ‖T ‖
H

⊥

1

< 1. Then

(i) T is
(
n+1
2

)
-smooth, if K = R.

(ii) T is n2-smooth, if K = C.

As an application of Theorem 2.16, we find the k-smoothness of some special op-
erators on ℓnp spaces. Observe that the standard ordered basis B = {e1, e2, . . . , en}
of ℓnp is a strong Auerbach basis of ℓnp , where ei = (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0 . . . , 0) with 1 in i-th
position and 0 elsewhere.

Theorem 2.18. Let T ∈ L(ℓnp ), where 1 < p < ∞, p 6= 2 and let ‖T ‖ = 1.
Suppose that MT is the unit sphere of an m-dimensional subspace X of ℓnp , where

X = span B1 and B1 ⊂ B. If T |X = I|X, then T is m2-smooth.

Proof. Without loss generality we assume that B1 = {e1, e2, . . . , em}. Let Y =
span {em+1, em+2, . . . , en}. Then ℓnp = X ⊕ Y and clearly, X ⊥B Y. So, from
[15, Lemma 1.3], X is a coproximinal subspace of ℓnp . Therefore, span{T (MT )} =
T (X) = X = span{e1, e2, . . . , em} is a coproximinal subspace of ℓnp and it is im-
mediate that {e1, e2, . . . , em} is a strong Auerbach basis of X. Then from Theorem
2.16, T is m2-smooth, whenever K = C. We just need to show that T is m2-
smooth whenever K = R. Suppose that {e∗j} = J(ej), for each j, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

So, we have to show that dimZ = m2, where Z = span
{
((αiβj))1≤i,j≤m ∈

Rm2

:
∑m

i=1 αiei ∈ MT , {
∑m

j=1 βje
∗
j} = J(

∑m

i=1 αiei)
}
. It is easy to see that

βj =
αj |αj |p−2

(|α1|p+|α2|p+...+|αm|p)1−
1

p

, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Following the arguments

as given in the proof of Theorem 2.16, we observe that ẽtt ∈ Z, for any 1 ≤
t ≤ m and αrβsẽrs + αsβrẽsr ∈ Z, for any 1 ≤ r 6= s ≤ m, which implies,
αrαs|αr |p−2

c
ẽrs +

αrαs|αs|p−2

c
ẽsr ∈ Z, where c = (|α1|p + |α2|p + . . . + |αm|p)1− 1

p .

Take (α′
r, α

′
s) ∈ R

2 \ {(αr, αs), (0, 0)} such that |αr|
|αs| 6= |α′

r |
|α′

s|
. Then it is easy to

observe that {αrαs|αr|p−2

c
ẽrs +

αrαs|αs|p−2

c
ẽsr,

α′

rα
′

s|α′

r|p−2

c
ẽrs +

α′

rα
′

s|α′

s|p−2

c
ẽsr} is a

linearly independent set in Z, which implies that ẽrs, ẽsr ∈ Z, for any 1 ≤ r, s ≤ m.
Therefore, dim Z = m2. This completes the theorem. �

From Theorem 2.18 and [13, Th. 2.1], the following result is immediate, which
characterizes the real Hilbert spaces among the ℓnp (R) spaces.

Theorem 2.19. Let 1 < p < ∞. Let T ∈ SL(ℓnp (R))
be such that MT is the unit

sphere of an m-dimensional subspace of ℓnp (R). Then T is
(
m+1
2

)
-smooth if and only

if p = 2.

The question that arises naturally in this connection is given in the form of the
following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.20. Let X be a real Banach space. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) X is a Hilbert space
(ii) T ∈ SL(X) is

(
n+1
2

)
-smooth if and only if dim span(MT ) = n, where n ∈ N.



12 D. SAIN, S. SOHEL AND K.PAUL

Theorem 2.12 can be applied to determine the order of smoothness of certain
linear operators. This is illustrated in the following example.

Example 2.21. Consider T ∈ L(ℓ2p(R), ℓ
2
q(R)) defined as T (x, y) = 1

2q (x+y, x−y).
Then MT = {±(1, 0),±(0, 1),±( 1

2
1

p

, 1

2
1

p

),±( 1

2
1

p

,− 1

2
1

p

)}. Clearly T (1, 0) = ( 1
2q ,

1
2q ),

T (0, 1) = ( 1
2q ,− 1

2q ), T (
1

2
1

p

, 1

2
1

p

) = (1, 0), T ( 1

2
1

p

,− 1

2
1

p

) = (0, 1). Suppose that J( 1

2
1

q

, 1

2
1

q

) =

{f1}, J( 1

2
1

q

,− 1

2
1

q

) = {f2}, J(1, 0) = {f3}, J(0, 1) = {f4}. Let ψ be the canoni-

cal isometric isomorphism from (ℓ2q)
∗ to ℓ2p. Then it is easy to verify that ψ(f1) =

( 1

2
1−

1

q

, 1

2
1−

1

q

), ψ(f2) = ( 1

2
1−

1

q

,− 1

2
1−

1

q

), ψ(f3) = (1, 0), ψ(f4) = (0, 1). Take {(1, 0), (0, 1)}
as a maximal linearly independent set in MT . Then

iMT
(T ) = dim span{(1, 0, 0, 0), (0, 0, 0, 1), (1

2
,
1

2
,
1

2
,
1

2
), (

1

2
,−1

2
,−1

2
,
1

2
)} = 3.

Therefore, from Theorem 2.12, T is 3-smooth.

We end this section with the following remark.

Remark 2.22. In [6, p. 2], the author proposed the following problem:
For Banach spaces X and Y, let T ∈ K(X,Y) with ‖T ‖ = 1. Is it true that T

is a multismooth point of finite order k in K(X,Y) if and only if T ∗ attains its
norm at only finitely many independent vectors, say at y∗1 , y

∗
2 , . . . , y

∗
r ∈ Ext(BY∗)

such that each T ∗y∗i is a multismooth point of finite order, say mi, in X
∗, where

k = m1 +m2 + . . .+mr?
In [33], the author showed that answer to the above query is negative. It should

be noted that in the finite-dimensional case, the order of smoothness of T is same
as the order of smoothness of T ∗ ([13, Prop. 3.8]). Theorem 2.18 also shows that
the above formulation is incorrect. Indeed, the cardinality of a maximal linearly
independent set in MT is m but T is m2-smooth, irrespective of the the underlying
field being real or complex. Moreover, in [6, p. 2], the author essentially tried to
establish a connection between the order of smoothness of an operator T and its
norm attainment set MT . Such a connection has been presented in this paper, by
means of the definition of ‘index of smoothness’ (Defn. 1.2) in Theorem 2.12.

Section-II

This section is devoted exclusively to linear operators between finite-dimensional
polyhedral Banach spaces. It should be noted that we only consider polyhedral
Banach spaces over the real field. We begin this section with following well known
definition for the sake of completeness.

Definition 2.23. Let X be an n-dimensional Banach space. A convex set F ⊂ SX

is said to be a face of BX if for some x1, x2 ∈ SX, (1 − t)x1 + tx2 ∈ F implies that
x1, x2 ∈ F, where 0 < t < 1. The dimension dim(F ) of the face F is defined as the
dimension of the subspace generated by the differences v−w of vectors v, w ∈ F. If
dim(F ) = i, then F is called an i-face of BX. (n− 1)- faces of BX are called facets
of BX and 1-faces of BX are called edges of BX.

Next we characterize k-smoothness of an element in a finite-dimensional polyhe-
dral Banach space which extends [3, Th. 2.1].
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Theorem 2.24. Let X be an n-dimensional polyhedral Banach space and let x ∈ SX.
Then x is k-smooth if and only if x is an interior point of an (n− k)-face of BX.

Proof. We first observe that for each x ∈ SX, J(x) is convex closed subset of BX∗ .
It is easy to observe that J(x) is a face of BX∗ , for if (1− t)x∗1 + tx∗2 ∈ J(x), where
x∗1, x

∗
2 ∈ SX∗ then ((1−t)x∗1+tx∗2)x = 1 =⇒ x∗1(x) = x∗2(x) = 1 =⇒ x∗1, x

∗
2 ∈ J(x).

So, Ext(J(x)) ⊂ Ext(BX∗). We now prove the necessary part of the theorem.
Since x is k-smooth, dim span(Ext(J(x))) = k. Let f1, f2, . . . , fk be k linearly
independent elements from Ext(J(x)) ⊂ Ext(BX∗). Let F1, F2, . . . , Fk be the facets
of BX corresponding to the extreme functionals f1, f2, . . . , fk respectively, see [31,
Lemma 2.1]. Then ∩k

i=1Fi 6= ∅, as x ∈ Fi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Clearly, F = ∩k
i=1Fi

is a (n − k)-face of BX. We claim that x ∈ int(F ). If not, then x ∈ G, where G
is a (n − k − 1)-face of BX. So there exists a facet Fk+1 6∈ {±F1,±F2, . . . ,±Fk}
of BX such that G = ∩k+1

i=1 Fi. Let fk+1 be the extreme functional corresponding
to Fk+1. Using [31, Lemma 2.1] it is clear that f1, f2, . . . , fk+1 ∈ Ext(BX∗) are
linearly independent. Moreover, fi(x) = 1, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1, which shows the
existence of (k + 1)-number of linearly independent support functionals at x. This
contradicts the fact that x is a k-smooth point. This completes the necessary part
of the theorem. The sufficient part follows from similar arguments as given in the
proof of the necessary part. �

We next discuss a step-by-step method to find the order of smoothness of an
operator between finite-dimensional polyhedral spaces.

Problem Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces and let T ∈
SL(X,Y). Determine the order of smoothness of T.

Using the Theorem 2.12 we will solve the above problem in the following three
steps:

Step 1: In the first step we determineMT∩Ext(BX). Let Ext(BX) = {±x1,±x2,
. . . ,±xr} and we determine Txi, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ r to check that for which xi’s
‖Txi‖ = ‖T ‖.Assume thatMT∩Ext(BX) = {±x1,±x2, . . . ,±xt} and {x1, x2, . . . , xk}
is a maximal linearly independent set of MT ∩ Ext(BX).

Step 2: Let Txi = yi, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ t and let yi be mi-smooth, for
any 1 ≤ i ≤ t. Suppose that {y∗i1, y∗i2, . . . , y∗imi

} is a linearly independent set in
Ext(J(yi)), for any 1 ≤ i ≤ t. It should be noted that as J(yi) is a face of BY∗ ,
{y∗i1, y∗i2, . . . , y∗imi

} ⊂ Ext(BY∗). So, to find a linearly independent set of Ext(J(yi)),
we just need to determine the linearly independent elements y∗ij of Ext(BY∗) such
that y∗ij(yi) = 1. Let {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗s} be a maximal linearly independent set of

{y∗ ∈ SY∗ : y∗ ∈ J(yi), 1 ≤ i ≤ t}.

Step 3: Suppose that xj =
∑k

i=1 αijxi and y
∗
ij =

∑s

l=1 β
ij
l y

∗
l , for each i, 1 ≤ i ≤

k and j, 1 ≤ j ≤ t. Then iMT
(T ) = dim spanZ, where Z = {((αqiβ

ql
j ))1≤j≤s,1≤i≤k ∈

Kks : 1 ≤ l ≤ mi, 1 ≤ q ≤ t}. Since Z ∈ Kks is finite, it is straightforward to calcu-
late dim span Z, and from Theorem 2.12, we determine the index of smoothness of
T. Moreover, note that {x1, x2, . . . , xk} is linearly independent and so using Propo-

sition 2.7, we conclude that {((αqiβ
ql
j ))1≤j≤s,1≤i≤k ∈ Kks : 1 ≤ l ≤ mi, 1 ≤ q ≤ k}
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is a linearly independent set of Z. Thus iMT
(T ) ≥ ∑k

i=1mi.

Let us now discuss the algorithm given above through an explicit example, to
further illustrate its advantage from a computational point of view.

Example 2.25. Let X be a 3-dimensional polyhedral Banach space such that
Ext(BX) = {±(1, 0, 0),±( 1√

2
, 1√

2
, 0),±(0, 1, 0),±(− 1√

2
, 1√

2
, 0),±(0, 0, 1)} and let

Y = ℓ3∞. Consider T ∈ L(X,Y) such that

T (v1, v2, v3) = (v1 + (
√
2− 1)v2 + v3, (

√
2− 1)v1 + v2 − v3, v1 + v3).

Then

MT ∩ Ext(BX) = {±(1, 0, 0),±(0, 1, 0),±(
1√
2
,
1√
2
, 0),±(0, 0, 1)}.

Clearly, ‖T ‖ = 1. Let Z be the set defined in the Step 3 of the above problem.
Let ψ be the isometric isomorphism between (ℓ3∞)∗ and ℓ31. Let e

∗
i ∈ SY∗ such that

ψ(e∗i ) = ei, where {e1, e2, e3} is the standard ordered basis of ℓ31. Then clearly,
Ext(BY∗) = {±e∗1,±e∗2,±e∗3} and {e∗1, e∗2, e∗3} is a basis of {f ∈ J(T (v)) : v ∈MT ∩
Ext(BX)}. Then Z = {ẽ11, ẽ13, ẽ22, ẽ31,−ẽ32, ẽ33, 1√

2
ẽ11 +

1√
2
ẽ21,

1√
2
ẽ11 +

1√
2
ẽ22}.

Clearly, dimZ = 7, implies that index of smoothness of T with respect to MT is 7,
therefore, T is 7-smooth.

Remark 2.26. Let T ∈ L(ℓn1 ,Y), ‖T ‖ = 1. In [12, Cor. 2.3] it is proved that T is
k−smooth if and only ifMT ∩Ext(Bℓn

1
) = {±x1,±x2, . . . ,±xr} for some 1 ≤ r ≤ n,

Txi is mi−smooth for each 1 ≤ i ≤ r and m1 +m2+ . . .+mr = k. This result now
follows easily from the above Problem, since MT ∩ Ext(Bℓn

1
) is clearly a linearly

independent set

The next two results together characterize the order of smoothness of a particular
class of operators between polyhedral Banach spaces, which includes the rank 1
operators.

Proposition 2.27. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces such
that dim X = n, dim Y = m. Let T ∈ SL(X,Y) be such that MT = ±F and
|T (MT )| = 2, where F is a face of BX. If T is k-smooth then k ∈ {pq : 1 ≤
p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m}.
Proof. Suppose that T (MT ) = {±w} and MT = ±F, where F is a face of BX and
w ∈ SY. Let us assume that {x1, x2, . . . , xp} is a maximal linearly independent set
of F ∩ Ext(BX) and let w be a q-smooth point, where 1 ≤ p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m.
Suppose that y∗1 , y

∗
2 , . . . , y

∗
q are linearly independent support functionals of w. Then

using Lemma 1.1, it can be easily verified that {y∗i ⊗ xj : 1 ≤ i ≤ q, 1 ≤ j ≤ p} is a
maximal linearly independent subset of Ext(J(T )). Therefore, T is pq-smooth. �

Theorem 2.28. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces such that
dim X = n, dim Y = m. Let k ∈ {pq : 1 ≤ p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m}. Then there exists a
k-smooth operator T ∈ SL(X,Y) such that MT = ±F and |T (MT )| = 2, where F is
a face of BX.

Proof. Let k = pq, for some 1 ≤ p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m. We choose a (p − 1)-face F
of BX and choose u ∈ SY such that u is q-smooth. Then dim span J(u) = q. Let
y∗1 , y

∗
2 , . . . , y

∗
q ∈ Ext J(u) be such that span J(u) = span {y∗1 , y∗2 , . . . , y∗q}. Suppose

that F ∩Ext(BX) = {x1, x2, . . . , xr}. It is easy to observe that the cardinality of a
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maximal linearly independent set in F ∩Ext(BX) is p.Without loss of generality we
assume that {x1, x2, . . . , xp} is a linearly independent set in F ∩Ext(BX). For each
t, p + 1 ≤ t ≤ r, let xt =

∑p

j=1 ctjxj . We claim that
∑p

j=1 ctj = 1. Suppose that

f ∈ SX∗ is such that f(x) = 1, for each x ∈ F and f(z) < 1, for any z ∈ SX\F. Note
that the existence of such a functional is guaranteed from the definition of a face.
Now, 1 = f(xt) = f(

∑p

j=1 ctjxj) =
∑p

j=1 ctjf(xj) =
∑p

j=1 ctj , for each t, p + 1 ≤
t ≤ r. Let B be a basis of X such that xj ∈ B = {x1, x2, . . . , xp, x̂p+1, . . . , x̂n}, for
any j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , p}, where B \ {x1, x2, . . . , xp} ∈ ker f. Take x̃ ∈ Ext(BX) \ {±F}
and let x̃ =

∑p

i=1 cixi +
∑n

j=p+1 cj x̂j , where ci ∈ R. Then

1 > f(x̃) = f

( p∑

i=1

cixi +
n∑

j=p+1

cjx̂j

)
=

p∑

i=1

cif(xi) +
n∑

j=p+1

cjf(x̃j) =

p∑

i=1

ci.

So, for any x̃ ∈ Ext(BX)\{±F}, if x̃ =
∑p

i=1 cixi+
∑n

j=p+1 cj x̂j then
∑p

i=1 ci < 1.

Consider T ∈ L(X,Y) such that Txi = u, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ p and T x̂i = 0, for
any p + 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Observe that for any 1 ≤ t ≤ r, ‖Txt‖ = ‖∑p

j=1 ctjTxj‖ =

‖∑p

j=1 ctju‖ = |∑p

j=1 ctj |‖u‖ = 1, implies that ±F ⊂ MT . Now for any x̃ ∈
Ext(BX) \ {±F} with x̃ =

∑p

i=1 cixi +
∑n

j=p+1 cj x̂j , it is clear that ‖T x̃‖ =

‖T (∑p

i=1 cixi +
∑n

j=p+1 cj x̂j)‖ = ‖T (∑p

i=1 cixi)‖ = ‖∑p

i=1 ciu‖ ≤ |∑p

i=1 ci| < 1.

This implies ‖T ‖ = 1 and MT = ±F . Clearly, T (MT ) ∩ SY = {±u}. Then from
Lemma 1.1, Ext(J(T )) = {y∗j ⊗ xi : 1 ≤ i ≤ t, 1 ≤ j ≤ q}, and by similar argu-
ments given in the proof of Theorem 2.9 we easily obtain that T is pq-smooth. This
completes the theorem. �

Theorem 2.29. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces such that
dim X = n, dim Y = m. Then there exists a rank 1 operator T ∈ SL(X,Y) which is
k-smooth if and only if k ∈ {pq : 1 ≤ p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m}.
Proof. As rank T = 1, we assume that T (MT ) = {±w}, for some w ∈ SY. Now
take S1 = {x ∈ MT : T (x) = w} and S2 = {x ∈ MT : T (x) = −w}. Clearly,
S2 = −S1. It is easy to observe that S1 and S2 are convex. Let (1− t)x1+ tx2 ∈ S1,
where x1, x2 ∈ SX. Then T ((1− t)x1 + tx2) = w =⇒ (1 − t)Tx1 + tTx2 = w =⇒
Tx1 = Tx2 = w, as rank T = 1. This implies that x1, x2 ∈ S1 and consequently,
S1 is a face of BX. So, MT = ±S1. Therefore, from Theorem 2.28, we obtain the
result immediately. �

The significance of Theorem 2.29 is that the order of smoothness of a rank one
operator T does not depend on the geometric structure of the spaces within the
realm of polyhedral Banach spaces. The order of smoothness only depends on the
dimension of the underlying spaces. It is now immediate that for any integer k less
than or equal to n, where dim X = n, there exists a rank 1 unit norm operator in
L(X,Y) which is k-smooth. Moreover, Theorem 2.29 provides us with an interesting
insight on the positions of the rank 1 operators on the unit ball of L(X,Y). The
famous Bertrand’s Postulate [5] (though the result is proved it is still popularly
known as a postulate!) ensures that for any n > 1, there always exists a prime
number p between n and 2n. The following geometric observation is immediate
from Theorem 2.29, by using Theorem 2.24 and the Bertrand’s Postulate.

Corollary 2.30. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces such
that dim X = n > 1, dim Y = m > 1. Then
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(i) the rank 1 unit norm operators are only in the interior of the (mn−pq)-faces
of BL(X,Y), where 1 ≤ p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m.

(ii) for each prime number p with max{m,n} ≤ p ≤ mn, there does not exist
any rank 1 operator T in SL(X,Y) such that T is p-smooth.

Since (mn−1) /∈ {pq, 1 ≤ p ≤ m, 1 ≤ q ≤ n}, whenever m,n > 1, using Theorem
2.24, the following geometric observation is immediate.

Corollary 2.31. Let X,Y be finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces such
that min{dim X, dim Y} > 1. Then there exists no rank 1 operator in the interior
of any edge of the unit ball of L(X,Y).

In the following observation we find the exact number of faces of BL(ℓn
1
,ℓm

∞
) that

do not contain a rank 1 operator.

Corollary 2.32. Let S = {1, 2, . . . ,mn}\{pq : 1 ≤ p ≤ n, 1 ≤ q ≤ m}. Then there
exists

∑
k∈S

(
mn

k

)
2k number of faces of BL(ℓn

1
,ℓm

∞
) whose interior does not contain a

rank 1 operator.

Proof. From [30, Remark 2.19], we observe that L(ℓn1 , ℓ
m
∞) is isometrically isomor-

phic to ℓmn
∞ . Let k ∈ S. Using Theorem 2.24 and Theorem 2.29, it suffices to

show that the number of (mn − k)-face of Bℓmn
∞

is
(
mn

k

)
2k. Let F be an (mn −

k)-face of Bℓmn
∞
. Then there exists Q ⊂ {1, 2, . . . ,mn} such that for any x̃ =

(x1, x2, . . . , xmn) ∈ int(F ) we have |xj | = 1, j ∈ Q and |xj | < 1, for any j ∈
{1, 2, . . . ,mn}\Q. Observe that there are exactly

(
mn
k

)
possible choices of Q. More-

over, each choice of Q corresponds to 2k distinct (mn− k)-faces of Bℓmn
∞
. Also note

that any (mn − k)-face of Bℓmn
∞

does not correspond to two distinct choice of Q.

Therefore, the total number of (mn− k)-faces of Bℓmn
∞

is
(
mn

k

)
2k.

�

We end this article with the following remark which highlights the main findings
of the present article.

Remark 2.33. Under the condition that X is reflexive, K(X,Y) is an M -ideal of
L(X,Y) and dist(T,K(X,Y)) < 1, we proved (see Theorem 2.12) that T is k-smooth
if and only if iMT

(T ) = k. Observe that as given in Definition 1.2, determining the
value of iMT

(T ) is essentially equivalent to determining the dimension of a particular
subspace of some Kn, where K = R, or, C. It is clear that the particular subspace
under consideration depends on the geometries of both X and Y. Whenever X,Y
are finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach spaces, we demonstrate an explicit way
to determine the value of iMT

(T ) for any T ∈ L(X,Y). This is illustrated step
by step in Section-II. Therefore, it follows that the problem of determining the
order of smoothness of an operator between finite-dimensional polyhedral Banach
spaces can be completely solved in a computationally effective manner by using
this newly introduced index of smoothness. In [13, Th. 2.1], authors characterized
k-smoothness of a linear operator defined on a finite-dimensional Banach space.
However, determining the value of iMT

(T ) helps us to extend [13, Th. 2.1] to the
setting of an arbitrary Banach space.

Declarations of interest: None.
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