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ON BEST COAPPROXIMATIONS IN SUBSPACES OF
DIAGONAL MATRICES

DEBMALYA SAIN, SHAMIM SOHEL, SOUVIK GHOSH AND KALLOL PAUL

ABSTRACT. We characterize the best coapproximation(s) to a given matrix
T out of a given subspace Y of the space of diagonal matrices Dy, by us-
ing Birkhoff-James orthogonality techniques and with the help of a newly
introduced property, christened the x-Property. We also characterize the co-
proximinal subspaces and the co-Chebyshev subspaces of D;, in terms of the
#-Property. We observe that a complete characterization of the best coapprox-
imation problem in £7 follows directly as a particular case of our approach.

1. INTRODUCTION.

The study of best coapproximations in Banach spaces was initiated by Franchetti
and Furi in [3], as a complementary notion to the classical theory of best approx-
imations. Unlike the Hilbert space case, the existence and the uniqueness of best
coapproximations are known to be difficult problems in the setting of Banach spaces,
especially from a computational point of view. We refer the readers to [3| [7] for
more information on this topic. The purpose of the present article is to study the
best coapproximation problem in subspaces of diagonal matrices, from the perspec-
tive of orthogonality. Indeed, we obtain a complete characterization of the best
coapproximations to any given square matrix, in the said subspaces of matrices.
It should be noted that recently in [13], the concept of orthogonality has been
utilized to address best approximation problems in Banach spaces. Although our
present exploration is motivated in spirit by the said approach, the techniques used
in this study are completely different from those used in [13]. Let us now intro-
duce the relevant notations and the terminologies to be used throughout the article.

We use the symbol H to denote a Hilbert space, along with its usual inner product
(,) and its usual norm ||.||]2. In this article, we will only work with real Hilbert
spaces. Let L denote the usual orthogonality relation on H. L(H) (K(H)) denotes
the Banach space of all bounded (compact) linear operators on H, endowed with the
usual operator norm. Given T' € L(H), let My denote the norm attainment set of
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Tie, Mp={xze€H : |z|2=1,||Tz||2 = |T||}. We note that My # ¢ whenever
T € K(H). In case H is finite-dimensional, given any T € L(H), we identify T with
its matrix representation with respect to the canonical basis of H. Let M,, denote
the space of all n x n real matrices and let D,, be the subspace of M,,, consisting
of diagonal matrices. Given T € M,,, let T denotes the transpose of T. Given any
A € D,, with diagonal entries a;;, 1 <i < n, we write A = ((a11, a22,. .., ann)), for
the sake of brevity. The zero element of R™ is denoted by 6, whenever n > 1. The
following definition is of fundamental importance in our entire study:

Definition 1.1. Let (X, |.||) be a Banach space and let Y be a subspace of X.
Given any x € X, we say that yo € Y is a best coapproximation to x out of Y if
lyo =yl < llz —y| for all y € Y.

In general, neither the existence nor the uniqueness of best coapproximation(s) is
guaranteed, even in the finite-dimensional case. 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. A coproximinal subspace Y is said to be co-Chebyshev if the best coapprox-
imation is unique in each case. Given z € X and a subspace Y of X, the (possibly
empty) set of all best coapproximations to z out of Y is denoted by Ry(x). Our
aim in this article is to explore the problem of finding the best coapproximation(s)
to any given T' € M,, out of any given subspace Y of D,,, provided the best coap-
proximation(s) exist. We employ Birkhoff-James orthogonality techniques and the
concept of numerical range of an operator T' € L(H), to obtain a complete solution
to the above problem, which is also computationally effective. Let us recall from the
pioneering articles [IL [5] that given any two elements x,y in a Banach space X, we
say that z is Birkhoff-James orthogonal to y, written as  Lp y, if ||z + Ay| > ||z]|
for all A € R. It should be noted that given any subspace Y of a Banach space X
and an element = € X, yp € Y is a best coapproximation to x out of Y if and only
ifY Lp (z—yo,) ie,y Lp (x —yo) for all y € Y. Using Theorem 1.1 of [2], also
known as the Bhatia-Semr]l T heorem, we study the best coapproximation problem
from the perspective of Birkhoff-James orthogonality. We also recall that given any
T € L(H), the numerical range of T is defined as W(T') := {(Tz,z) : |z|2 = 1}.
We refer the readers to [4], for a comprehensive study and possible applications of
the numerical range of an operator in L(H).

In order to apply the above concepts in our designated study, we need to intro-
duce the following definitions whose importance will be self-evident in due course
of time.

Definition 1.2. Let A = {A1, Aa,..., A} be a set of linearly independent ele-
ments in D,,, where Ay = ((a¥},ab,,...,ak,)), for each 1 < k < m. Considering

the diagonal matrices A1, A, ..., Ay, as column vectors, we form the n x m matrix
AN — (7= ~ _ ]
A = (aij)1<i<n,1<j<m, where az; = aj;.

(i) For each ¢ € {1,2,...,n}, the i-th component of A is defined as the i-th
row of A, i.e., (a}i, az, ..., aﬂ-‘) . Whenever the context is clear we simply
say the i-th component of A as the i-th component.

(ii) The i-th component and the j-th component are said to be equivalent if

(ais, @ aip) = £ (a3, a).
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(iii) The positively associated set P;"(A) of the i-th component is defined as
PH(A) = {j e{1,2,...,n}: (aj;,a3;,...,a7) = (a;,a;, ..., a}) }
Similarly, the negatively associated set P, (A) is defined as
P (A) = {] e{1,2,...,n}: (a;j,a?j, . .,a}’}) =—(aj;, a3, ....a}) }

For simplicity, we write P;"(A) = P" and P, (A) = P, if the context is
clear.

(iv) The i-th component is said to satisfy the x-Property with respect to A if
there exist f1, B2, ..., Bm € R such that

m
|2
k=1

Definition 1.3. Let A = {43, As,..., Ay} be linearly independent in D,,, where
Ag = ((ak;,dk,, ... ak)), for each 1 < k < m. Suppose that the i-th component
satisfies the *-Property with |P;f UP, | = k;. Given T = (bpq)1<p.q<n, We define the
x-associated matrix of T corresponding to the i-th component as a square matrix
of order k;, given by ‘T = (¢ys)1<r s<k;, Where

>max{’25ka§j’ :1<j<n, j¢PZ-+UPf}.
k=1

crs = bps, (1,8) € PZ-+ X (Pf UPl-_)
= _b'r57 (T,S) € F)i_ x (F)z—i_ U P)z_)

In this paper, we obtain a complete characterization of the best coapproximation
to an element of M,, out of a given subspace of D,,. We emphasize that our method
is computationally convenient and it is possible to present a tractable algorithmic
solution to the above problem by using it. We further illustrate this by presenting
explicit numerical examples in support of our claim. The first step in this direction
is to obtain a theoretical characterization of the best coapproximation problem in
K(H). The second step is to explore some fundamental attributes of the newly
introduced *-Property in connection with the best coapproximation problem. In
the final step, we assimilate the previously obtained results to present the desired
algorithm to study the best coapproximation problem in any given subspace of D,,.
We also characterize the coproximinal subspaces and co-Chebyshev subspaces of D,,
in M,,. As another important application of the present study, we observe that a
particular case of our method gives a complete solution to the best coapproximation
problem in (7}, for any given m € N.

2. MAIN RESULTS

We begin with a theoretical characterization of best coapproximations in K(H),
that will play a crucial role in the computational approach towards finding best
coapproximation(s) (provided it exists) in any given subspace of D,,, as adopted in
the present article.

Theorem 2.1. Let H be a Hilbert space and let T, Ay, Aa, ..., Ay € K(H). Given
any o1, a9, ..., Qm € Ry 221 a; A; is a best coapprozimation to T out of span{ A1, Az,
. Ap} if and only if given any B1, B2, ..., Bm € R, there exists x € Mym g4,

such that { >0, BiAix, (T — > i A)x ) = 0.
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Proof. 1t follows from the definitions of Birkhoff-James orthogonality and best coap-
proximation that Y /", a;A4; is a best coapproximation to T' out of span{A;, A,

. Aptifandonlyif A Lg (T — Y00, a;A;), for all A € span{A1, Ay, ..., Ay},
Clearly, this is equivalent to the following:

> BiAi Lp (T = AV 1, Ba,. .., fm €R.
i=1 i=1

It follows from Theorem 2.2 of [10] that for any B, B2, ..., Bm € R, My>m g4, is
the unit sphere of some subspace of H. Now applying Theorem 2.2 of [I1], we con-
clude that the above condition is equivalent to the existence of x = z(81,...,8m) €
Mym g4, such that (37" BiAiz, (T=371" ) oy Ag)x ) = 0, forany By, B, .., Bm €
R. This completes the proof of the theorem.

O

We establish some fundamental attributes of the newly introduced *-Property
which also plays an important role in our scheme. To begin with, we establish the
basis invariance of equivalent components and the x-Property.

Proposition 2.2. Let Y be a subspace of D,, and let A = {A1,As,...,An}, B =
{By, Ba,..., By} be two bases of Y, where A, = ((a¥,ak,,...,a" ))and By, =
(0%, 055, ... ,bE ), for each 1 < k < m. Then

(i) PF(A)= P (B) and P (A) = P/ (B), i € {1,2,...,n}.

(i1) For anyi € {1,2,...,n}, the i-th component satisfies the x-Property with respect
to A if and only if the i-th component satisfies the x-Property with respect to B.

Proof. (i) Consider the two matrices A and B as constructed in Definition 2 Since
A and B are two bases of Y, so there exists an invertible matrix Q = (gij)1<i,j<m
such that A = EQ, where a;; = > -, b:;;qkj, forany 1 <¢<mn,1 <j <m. The
desired result then follows easily.

(ii) We first prove the necessary part. As before let Q@ = (¢ij)i<i j<m be the
invertible matrix such that A = EQ, where a;; = Y 10, b:-;qkj, for any 1 < i <
n,1 < j < m. Since the i-th component satisfies the x-Property with respect to A,
there exist (1, B2, ..., Bm € R such that

|Zﬁka§-| >max{|26ka?j 11 <5 <n, j¢Pi+UPi_}.
k=1 k=1

Observe that A3 = BQJ, where 8 = (81 B ... Bm)'. Considering¥ = (1 v2 - - Ym)"

= @Qf, it is easy to see that for any r € {1,2,...,n},

> bl =1 (Z%‘@‘)brﬂ =120 bekar)Bil =1 a8l = 1D Bial,|.
k=1 k=1 j=1 j=1 k=1 j=1 j=1

This immediately shows that the i-th component satisfies the *x-Property with re-

spect to B. This completes the necessary part. The sufficient part follows simi-
larly. ([

In light of the above theorem, from now onwards we will not explicitly mention
the choice of basis in the description of the *-Property. Our next theorem essentially
guarantees the existence of the x-Property.
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Theorem 2.3. Let A = {Ay, A, ..., A} be linearly independent in D, where
A = ((a¥y,ab,, ... ak ), for each 1 < k < m. Then there exists 1 < i < n such
that the i-th component satisfies the x-Property.

Proof. Let the ii-th, io-th, ..., i,-th components represent all the nonequivalent
components For any w = (1,72, ...,7m) € R™, consider the set of scalars

m m m
G i {|zvkam|zwfm|,...,|z~yka;;-p|}.
k=1 k=1 k=1

Case 1 : If Sy attains its maximum at a unique point, say at | > ;" *ykafrir|,
where r € {1,2,...,p}, then clearly the i,-th component satisfies the *-Property.

Case 2 : Let us assume that the maximum of Sz is attained at exactly two
points. Suppose that for is,4; € {i1,12,...,9p} and i5 # iy,

m m m
DT SRR D S N ]
k=1 k=1 k=1
Let us define functions fs, f; : R™ — R given by
fs(@) o= [(u,as, )| and fi(u) := [{u,ai, )],

~ m ~ 1 2 m -~
where 4 = (ay,az,...,an) € R™ and a;, = (a; ; ,a; ; ;... a7 ), a;, = (a

..,aj%. ) are the i,-th and the i;-th component, respectively.

1 2

ivie Qigiy

Let us also define another function, g : R™ — R given by

g(w) == maz{[(u,dq )| : q € {ir,iz, ... ip} \ {is,ir}},

P 1 2 m
where @, = (a,,,ai,---,a

qq qq) is the g-th component. Since f;,g are continuous
function on R™, ¢; = f; — ¢ is also continuous and ¢; (w) > 0, for all i € {s,t},
where W = (v1,72,...,7m) € R™. It is easy to observe that there exists an open
ball Bs (w), with radius 6 > 0 and centered at w, such that ¢; (y) > 0, for all

y € Bs (w) . Consider the hyperspaces Hi, Hy of R™ given by

H ={zeR™: (7, (a;, +a;)) =0},

Hy={Z e R™:(Z,(a;, —a;)) =0}.
We note that { € R™ : f, () = fi (¥)} = Hy U Ha, which is a nowhere dense set
in R™. Therefore, by choosing v := (81, B2, - .-, Bm) € Bs (W) \ (H1 U H3), we obtain

that fs (v) # f. (v). Without loss of generality, assume fs (V) > f; (v). It is now
easy to observe that

m m
|Zﬁkafsis| >max{|2ﬂka§q| :1<qg<n, qgépf:UPZS}

k=1 k=1
Therefore, the is-th component satisfies the x-Property.

Case 3 : Suppose that the maximum of Sz is attained at r(> 2) number of
points and let the ¢1-th,is-th, ..., 7,-th components satisfy

m m m
|Z%afm| =...= |Z%afmn| > max{|27ka§q iq € {il,...,ip}\{il,...,iT}}.
k=1 k=1 k=1
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By similar argument as given in Case 2, it can be shown that at least one of the
i;-th components satisfies the #-Property, where | € {1,2,...,r}. This completes

the theorem. O
Remark 2.4. Let A = {A1, As,..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where
Ay = ((aky, a5y, ..., ak ), foreach 1 < k < m. In particular, for any 81, B2, - .., Bm €

R, there exists an i-th component such that || >°7" | BrAk|| = | >, Braki|, where
the i-th component satisfies the x-Property.

Our next aim is to obtain a tractable necessary and sufficient condition for the
x-Property. In this context, we first recall the definition of a normal cone. A non-
empty set K C R" is said to be a normal cone if the following three conditions are
satisfied:

(HJu,ve K =u+ve K, (i)jue K, a>0=aue K, (#ii)KN(-K) = {0}.

We define interior of the normal cone K, denoted by int(K), as the collection of all
interior points of the normal cone K. We refer the readers to [12], for an application
of the notion of normal cones in studying approximate Birkhoff-James orthogonality
in Banach spaces. We also require the following lemma for our purpose.

Lemma 2.5. Let A = {A1,As,..., An} be linearly independent in D,,, where
A = ((aby,aby,...,ak ), for each 1 < k < m. Given any i,j € {1,2,...,n},
where j ¢ Pt U P, there exist a pair of normal cones whose interiors are the

collection of all the (B, B2, ..., Bm) € R™ such that | 3", Bralk| > |31, ﬂka§j|.
Proof. Let us consider the set

C = {(51,52,...,ﬁm) eR™: |Zﬂka§i| > |Zﬂka§j|}.

k=1 k=1
Let us also construct two sets K7 and K5 such that

Kl = {(ﬁluﬁ?a"'?ﬁm) € C: Zﬁka’ﬁ >O}U {9}7
k=1

K2 = {(ﬁluﬁ?a"'?ﬁm) € C: Zﬁkaﬁ <O}U {9}
k=1

From the definition of K7 and Kb, it is evident that K1 = — K5. Now, it is immediate
that * € K; implies that ax € Kj, for all « > 0. Therefore, to prove that K; is
a normal cone, we only need to show u,v € K; implies u + v € K;. Suppose that
= (a1,09,...,0p,) and 0= (y1,72,...,%m) € Ki. Then, ;" (ay +y)ak >0
and for any j € {1,2,...,n} such that j ¢ P;" U P, it follows that

m m m m m
> (an+ )y <1 anals 413 ekl < 13 anall + 1 el
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

= [ (o + )l
k=1

This proves that K7 (and therefore, K3) is a normal cone. It is rather straight-
forward to verify that int(K;) = K; \ {0} and int(K2) = Ko \ {0}. Therefore,
int(K1) Uint(K2) = C, as desired. This completes the proof of the lemma. O
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Next we introduce the notion of associated pair of cones, which turns out to be
useful in characterizing the *-Property.

Definition 2.6. Let A = {43, Ay,..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where
A = ((a¥y,aby, ... ak ), for each 1 < k < m. Given any i € {1,2,...,n}, we
define the pair of normal cones K}, —K} as the associated pair of cones of the i-th

component with respect to the j-th component, given by

Ki:= {(51,[32,...,Bm) ER™: | Brak| > Brali| and Y pral; > o}u{o},
k=1 k=1 k=1

for all j ¢ Pt U P,

Finally, we are in a position to characterize the *-Property from a geometric
perspective.

Theorem 2.7. Let A = {A1, As,..., A} be linearly independent in D, where
Ay = ((ak),ab,, ... ak ), for each 1 <k < m. Then for anyi € {1,2,...,n}, the

rInn

i-th component satisfies the x-Property if and only if
({int(K)) Uint(-K): 1<j <n,j ¢ PFUP } #¢.

Proof. Suppose that the i-th component satisfies the *x-Property, i.e., there exists
Z=(1,01,..,Bm) € R™ such that

|zmaﬁ|>max{|z@kag :j¢a+ua-}.
k=1 k=1

This is equivalent to 2 € int(K}) Uint(—K}), for all 1 < j < n and j ¢ PruP,
where K;, —K; are the pair of associated cones of the i-th component with respect
to the j-th component. Therefore,

(V{int(K}) Uint(=K}) : 1< j<n,j¢ BT UP } #¢.

This completes the proof of the necessary part of the theorem. We note that the
sufficient part of the theorem also follows from similar arguments and the definition

of pair of associated cones. This establishes the theorem.
O

We next obtain a simple and useful sufficient condition for the *-Property. It
should be noted that in practise, the following result can be readily applied in
most cases of the computations involving the *-Property, since checking the linear
independence of a given set of vectors is not complicated at all by virtue of the
well-known method of row reduction of matrices.

Proposition 2.8. Let A= {A1, Aa,..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where

Ay = ((aky,aby,...,ak ), for each 1 < k < m. Suppose that the i-th component

rInn

(al az, ... am) ¢ span{(a]lj,a?j,...,a?}) :1<j<mn, j¢& PrUP}, where

(AR Rl T3] » Wi

(a}j,a?j, e ,aﬁ) is the j-th component. Then the i-th component satisfies the %-
Property.

Proof. Let Y7 = span{(a}j,a?j,...,a?}) 1< j<mn j¢ PrUP } and let
Y, = span{(a}j,a?j,...,aﬁ) : 1 < j <mn}. Clearly, Y1 € Yo = R™, which im-

plies that Y;5 C Y. Therefore, there exists (y1,72,...,%m) € Yi- \ Y55 such
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that | Y50 ykak| > max {31, ”yka?j| :1<j<n, j¢ P UP”} =0. In other
words, the i-th component satisfies the x-Property, as desired. (I

Remark 2.9. Suppose that 7; is the collection of all those j such that the j-th
component is a scalar multiple of the i-th component, where i,j € {1,2,...,n}. Let
; 1.2 17 2

us assume that the i-th component (a;;, a3, ..., ai}) = cj(aj;, a3;, ..., aj;), where
(a}j,afj, e ,a}’;) is the j-th component and |c;| > 1, for all j € T;. Also assume
that (al,a2,..., a?) ¢ spcm{(a;lck,a%k, .. .,a};}c) :1<k<n, k¢T} Following
similar argument from Proposition[2.8] the i-th component satisfies the x-Property.

We are now ready to present a computationally convenient characterization of

the best coapproximation to an element of M,, out of a given subspace of D,,.

Theorem 2.10. Let A = {A1, As, ..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where
Ay = ((a¥),ab,,...,ak)), for each 1 < k < m. Suppose that the ji-th, ja-th,
.., Jr-th nonequivalent components satisfy the x-Property. Then given any T €
My, St agAy is a best coapprozimation to T out of span{A1, As,..., An} if
and only if a1, aq, ..., an € R satisfy the following relations:

1

2 m Jp
aj, j, 01 + aj,j, o +...+ aj j,Qm € w ( T*) ,

forallp e {1,2,...,7}, where W (jPT*) is the numerical range of the x-associated
matriz of T' corresponding to the j,-th component.

Proof. Let us first prove the necessary part of the theorem. Assume that the j,-
th component satisfies the *-Property, where s € {1,2,...,r}. Then there exists
0 = (B1, B2, .- Bm) € R™ such that | Y70, Bra¥ ; | > max{|> L, Brak,| : 1 <
q <n, q¢¢ P UP;_}. Therefore, || Y71, BrArl = | X)L, Bral ;.| and the norm
attainment set of ;" | Br Ay is

MzznzlgkAk = {:vz(:vl,:vg,...,xn)ER” : ||£L'||2:1,£L‘h:0Vh¢Pj—:UPJ:}.

Let T = (byy)1<u,v<n € My. Since EZ;I ap Ay is a best coapproximation to T" out
of span{Ai, As, ..., Ay}, it follows from Theorem 2] that ( Y.}° , BrArz, (T —
Z;nzl OzkAk):Z? > = 0, i.e., < E;cnzl ﬂkAk:E, T:Z?> = < Zzlzl ﬂkAk:Z?, E;nzl OtkAk:E >,
for some x € My~m g, 4,. By a straight forward calculation, the previous equation
can be expressed as

1 m
a; jont...taj; am = E bupTuxy — E buv Ty Ty
u€P; vePfuUP; u€P; wePS UP;
e W(*T.).

Similarly, we can observe that for all p € {1,2,...,r},
(1) a}pjpozl+a?pjpa2+...—|—a}’;jpam S W(jPT*) ,

completing the proof of the necessary part.

We now prove the sufficient part of the theorem. For any 81, 8, ..., Bm € R, not
all zero, by virtue of Remark [2Z4] there exists ¢t € {1,2,...,r} such that the j;-th

component satisfies || Y23 BrArll = | Yopey Beal ;|- Let Pl = {ji, jey, -5 e, }
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and P, = {JtwsrsJtusas---»Jt, } > sO that |Pj'1r U P;’| = v. From the hypothesis,
a1, Q9,. .., 0, € R satisfy the following relations:

a1 4a ag+...+a™ ameW(jfT*).

1
a JtJt JtJt

Jtjt
Therefore, there exists y = (y¢, Yty - - -, Yt,) € RY with ||y]]2 = 1 such that
(2) al a4 ..+ a” am = Ty, ).

JeJt JeJt

Now by taking § = (41,72, --,Un) € R" such that g, =0V ji, ¢ P, UP; and
Yh=Yn ¥ jn € P;: U P;,, it is easy to observe that § € My-m g, 4, . By some easy
calculations and by using the equation (2]), we conclude that

2
ar + @35y,

OB, (T = arAr) §) = (> Bral;,) |, " Tuy) = > anal,;, | =0.
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

The sufficient part of the theorem now follows directly from Theorem 211 This
establishes the theorem.
O

Remark 2.11. Suppose that A;, Az, ..., A, € M, where 1 < m < n, are such
that A; AL, ATA; are symmetric, for all 4,5 € {1,2,...,m}. Then from Corollary
9 of [6], there exist orthogonal matrices P and @ such that P'A;Q = D;, where
D; € D, foralli € {1,2,...,m}. Moreover, since P and @ are orthogonal matrices,
it is easy to see that || >0, Bidil| = || >oi, BiDs||, for all By, Ba, ..., Bm € R,

The above remark allows us to present the following strengthened version of
Theorem 2.10

Theorem 2.12. Let A = {A1, Aa,..., A} be linearly independent in M,, such
that A; AL, ALA; are symmetric, for all i,j € {1,2,...,m}. Let D1, Da, ..., Dy, €
D,, be such that D; = P'A;Q, where D; = ((diy,dbs, ..., d%,)), foralli € {1,2,...,m}
and P,QQ € M,, are orthogonal matrices. Suppose that the ji-th, ja-th, ..., j.-th
nonequivalent components satisfy the x-Property (with respect to span{D1, Da, ...,
D,,}). Then given any T € M,,, >.", a;A; is a best coapprozimation to T out
of span{Ai, As,...,Ap} if and only if a1, a9, ..., am € R satisfy the following
relations:

d}pjpozl + d?pjpozg +...+ d}’:jpam ew (JP (PtTQ)*) ,
for all p € {1,2,...,7}, where W (jP (PtTQ)*) is the numerical range of the *-
associated matriz of P*TQ corresponding to the j,-th component.

Proof. 37" | a;A; is a best coapproximation to T out of span {Ay, As, ..., Ap} if
and only if given any 51, Ba, ..., Bm € R, there exists x € Mys~m g4, such that

< (221 ﬂlAl) xZ, (T — Z?;l OélAl) X > = 0, i.e,

{ (PZ BZ-DiQt> z, (T -PY aiDiQt> z)=0.
i=1 i=1

So, for y = Q'x, it is immediate that ( (Y-, 8;D;)y, (P'TQ — >, o, D;)y ) =
0. We also note that z € My g, 4, ifand only ity = Qlx € Ms~m  p.p,- Therefore,
Yot o A; is a best coapproximation to 1" out of span {A1, Az, ..., A, } if and only
if >, a;D; is a best coapproximation to PT'Q out of span {D1,Da,...,Dp}.
Now the desired result follows directly from Theorem 2.10] This completes the
proof of the theorem. O
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To illustrate the applicability of Theorem from a computational point of
view, we next present a series of explicit numerical examples elaborating the differ-
ent features of the best coapproximation problem, related to the existence and the
uniqueness. In each case, an algorithmic approach is presented which further under-
lines the usefulness of the x-Property in studying best coapproximation problems
in subspaces of D,,.

Example 2.13. Let Ay = ((7, =5, 2, 6, =7, =5, 1)), A2 =((1, 3, 4, 3, —1, 3,
2)), A5 = (( 3, =7, —4, 5, =3, =7, —2)) be linearly independent matrices
in D7. Our aim is to find the best coapproximation(s) to any given T out of
Y = span{A;, As, As}. In view of the Theorem 2.I0] we proceed in the follow-
ing steps.

Step 1: For i € {1,2,...,7}, the i-th components are respectively
(7,1,3), (=5,3,—7), (2,4, —4), (6,3,5), (=7, -1, =3), (=5, 3, —7), (1,2, —2).

Step 2 : Pt = {1}, P = {5}; P = {2,6},P; = ¢; P = {3}, Py =
¢ P = {4} Py = ¢ Py ={5},P; ={l}; Bf ={2,6},F5 =¢ P =
{7},P; = ¢, respectively, where P;r and P, are the positively associated set
and the negatively associated set of the i-th component, respectively, for all i €

{1,2,...,7}.

Step 3 : Here the nonequivalent components satisfying the #-Property may be
taken as the 1-st component, the 2-nd component, the 3-rd component and the 4-th
component.

Step 4 : In this final step, we consider a given T' € My and apply Theorem
to obtain the best coapproximation to T out of Y. In order to illustrate the
various possibilities arising in the best coapproximation problem in D7, it suffices
to consider the following three particular cases.

Case 1 : Let T} € My be given by 177 = (bij)1<ij<7 , where b1 = 2, b5 =
4, by =1, byg =3, bgz =4, by =1, bsy = =7, bss = —2, bez = 2, bgs = 1 and
the other b;;’s can be chosen arbitrarily.

7T 2 2 1

Then from Theorem 2.10] Z?:l a; A; is a best coapproximation to 77 out of Y if
and only if a1, a9, a3 € R satisfies the following relations:

Therefore, 1T}, = (2 4) , 2Ty, = (1 3) , 3T = (4), YT, = (1).

Tox+ az+ 3aze W (') = [-7/2, 15/2]
—5a1+ 3oy — Tag€ W (*Tw) = [-3/2, 7/2]
2001 + 4ag — 4das € W(STM) = {4}

61 + 3az — bag € W (*Tw.) = {1}.

Since there are infinitely many aq, ae, s € R satisfying the above relations, there
are infinitely many best coapproximation to T} out of Y. Moreover,

Ry(Ty)={((z, 4—=x, 4, 1, —z, 4—2,2)) : 1/2<z<11/2}.
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Case 2 : Let Ty € Mz be given by 11 = (Cij>1<ij<7 , where c¢17 = 3, ¢15 =
=5, caa =1, c26 =3, c33 =4, cas =1, c51 = =5, 55 = =3, ce2 = 2, g6 = 1 and
the other ¢;;’s can be chosen arbitrarily.

Therefore, 1T, = (g _35> , 2Ty, = (; i)) , 3T = (4), Yo, = (1).
Then from Theorem 2.10]

Tor+ az+ 3az € W ('Te.) = {3}

—bai + 3as — Tazg e W (*Te.) = [-3/2, 7/2]
201 + day —daz € W (*Ta) = {4}
6o1 + 3a2 — bag € W ("Tn.) = {1}.

Since there exist unique «1,as,a3 € R satisfying the above relations, the best
coapproximation to 7" out of Y is unique. Moreover,

RY(T2) = {(( 3, 1,41, =3, 1 72))}'

Case 3 : Let T3 € M7 be given by T3 = (dij)1<¢j<7 , where di; = 14, di5 =
1, daa =1, dog =3, dzz =4, daa =1, d51 =1, dss = —14, dg2 = 2, dgs = 1 and
the other d;;’s can be chosen arbitrarily.

Therefore, 1T3* = (14 1 ) s 2T3* = (1 3) s STg* = (4), 4T3* = (1)

1 14 2 1
Then from Theorem [Z.10,
Tox+ az+ 3az€ W ('Ts,) = {14}
—b5a1+ 3oz — Tage W (*Ts) = [-3/2, 7/2]
200 + daz — daz € W (°Ts,) = {4}

61 + 3az — bag e W ('Ts.) = {1}.

Since there exists no such a1, as, a3 € R satisfying the above relations, it follows
that

Ry (T3) = ¢.

Our next goal is to obtain a tractable characterization of the coproximinal sub-
spaces of D,, with respect to M,,. The following lemma is crucial for that purpose,
besides being interesting in its own right by providing a lower bound on the number
of nonequivalent components satisfying the x-Property.

Lemma 2.14. Let A = {A1, Aa,..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where

Ay = ((aky,aby, ... ak ), for each 1 < k < m. Let the total number of nonequiva-

rI'nn

lent components satisfying the x-Property be p. Then p > m.

Proof. Suppose that the ji-th, jo-th, ..., jp-th nonequivalent components satisfy
the *-Property. Suppose on the contrary that p < m. Let Y1 = span{(a]_; ,a3 ;. ,

..,a;l?js) :1 < s < p}andlet Yy = span{(a}i,a%,...,aﬁ)) 1 < i < n}
Clearly, ¥ € Yo = R™, which implies that Y;* C Yjt. Therefore, there exists
(V1,725 -+ Ym) € Yi-\ Y5 such that | 3700, yeak| > maz{|>1-, %aijJ 1<s<
p} = 0, for some ¢ ¢ {j1,j2,..., jp}. Following Theorem 23] we obtain that the
i-th component, which is nonequivalent to the j;-th, jo-th, ..., j,-th components,

satisfies the x-Property. This contradiction completes the proof of the lemma.
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O

We now obtain a characterization of the coproximinal subspaces of D,, in terms
of the %-Property.

Theorem 2.15. Let A = {A1, As, ..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where
Ay = ((a¥y,db,, ... ak ), for each 1 < k < m. Then span{A;,As, ..., Ap} is
a coproximinal subspace of My, if and only if there exist exactly m number of
nonequivalent components satisfying the x-Property.

Proof. Let us first prove the sufficient part of the theorem. Let the ji-th, jo-th,

.., Jm-th components be chosen as the nonequivalent m number of components

satisfying the *-Property. Let us consider C' € M,, given by C = (¢st)1<s,t<m

such that cg = a/.tjsjs’ where (a}sjs,aijs, . ,a;l?js) is the js-th component. We

claim that rank(C) = m. Suppose on the contrary rank(C) < m. Let Y7 =
1 2

span{(ajsjs,ajsjs,...,a;-’zjs) :1 < s <m}andlet Yo = span{(a}i,a?i,...,aﬁ) :
1 <i < n}. Clearly, Y1 € Yo = R™, which implies that Y5~ C Y;*+. Therefore, there
exists (y1,72,.-.,7m) € Y- \ Y5" such that | Y0 yealki| > max{|3,L wak ;.
1 < s <m} =0, for some ¢ ¢ {j1,J2,...,jm}. Following Theorem 23 there
exists an i-th component, which is nonequivalent to the ji-th, jo-th, ..., 7,,-th
components, that satisfies the x-Property. This contradiction establishes our claim.
Therefore, C' is invertible and hence onto. So, for any (1, 082,...,08m € R, there
always exist a1, g, ..., o, € Rsuch that a} ; a1 +a? ; a0+ ...+ a’; am = fi,

for all s € {1,2,...,m}. Noting that for any T' € M,,, W(%sT,) C R, therefore we
conclude that

(3) 0.5, 01 + 5 02+ F il am €W (P T,),

forall s € {1,2,...,m}. Following Theorem[2I0] it is now evident that >~ | a Ay
is the best coapproximation to T' out of span {A1, As, ..., A }. This shows that
span {A1, As, ..., Ap} is a coproximinal subspace of M,,.

Let us now prove the necessary part of the theorem. Suppose that the ji-th, jo-
th, ..., jp-th nonequivalent components satisfy the %-Property. Then from Lemma
214, we get that p > m. Let us now take the p x m matrix D = (dst)1<s<p, 1<t<m
such that dg = azsjs, where (a}sjs7a?sjs7 .. '7“?:]‘3) is the js-th component. Let
Tp € L(H;y, Hy) be the linear operator corresponding to the matrix D with respect
to the standard ordered bases of Hy, Hs, where H; = R™ and Hs = RP. Since

span {A1, As, ..., Ap} is a coproximinal subspace of M,,, for T' € M,,, there exist

a1,Q9,...,q;, € R satisfying the following relations:
(4) 0j.5.00 + 05 500+ .+ aflj am €W (MTL),

for all s € {1,2,...,p}. We now claim that Tp is onto. Let 8 = (81, B2,...,0p) €
RP. We note that for any T = (b;j)1<i j<n, Tk is a h x h matrix whose entries
are (+b;;) depending on Pjt and P;, where |Pjt U P; | = h. So we can choose
T suitably so that W (%=T,) = {8s} for each s € {1,2,...,p}. This shows that for

each s € {1,2,...,p}, we get

1 2
ay+ai;as+ ... +a’; ay =B

ajsjs JsJs JsJs

and so Tp(a) = B, where a = (a1, a, . .. auy,) € R™. Thus Tp is onto and therefore,
m > p. This along with Lemma 2.14] completes the proof. O
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We now obtain a characterization of the co-Chebyshev subspaces of D,, in terms
of the x-Property.

Theorem 2.16. Let A = {A1, As, ..., A} be linearly independent in D,,, where
A = ((ak),db,,...,ak.)), for each 1 < k < m. Suppose that the ii-th, iz-th, ...,
ip-th nonequivalent components satisfy the x-Property. Then span{Ai, Az, ..., Ap}
is a co-Chebyshev subspace of M., if and only if p =m and |P: UP | =1 forall
se€{1,2,...,p}

Proof. We first prove the sufficient part of the theorem. Since p = m, we note
from Theorem that span{ Ay, As,..., A} is a coproximinal subspace of M,,.

Therefore, for any given T € M,,, there exist aj,as....,a, € R satisfying the
following relations:
(5) aj;on+al; as+ ...+ a an €W (T,

for all s € {1,2,...,m}. Since |P;" U P| =1, it follows that T, is of order 1.
Moreover, W (“T) = (bi.i,), for every s € {1,2,...,m}, where T = (b;)1<i j<n-
Therefore, relations (Bl represent a system of linear equation with coefficient matrix
C = (cst)1<s,t<m, where ¢y = a‘;l Following the arguments given in the proof
of Theorem 215 we conclude that C' is invertible. Hence for any given T € M.,
there exists a unique (a1, @a, ..., q,) € R™ satisfying the relations (B)). Therefore,
span{Ai, As, ..., A} is a co-Chebyshev subspace of M,,.

We now prove the necessary part of the theorem. Let us assume that span{A;,
As, ..., Ay} is a co-Chebyshev subspace of M,,. In particular, span{A;, Aa, ..., Apn}
is a coproximinal subspace of M,,. Therefore, from Theorem [Z15 we get p = m.
Suppose on the contrary |P;r UP; | = ks > 1, for some s € {1,2,...,m}. Therefore,
=T, is of order ky. Let us consider Q = (qrt)1<r<p,1<t<m, Where ¢, = aﬁrir. Since
p = m, following the arguments given in the proof of Theorem T8 @ is invertible.
Now, for any two scalars ¢ and d, where ¢ # d, we can choose a suitable T' € M,,
such that ¢,d e W (l T*) . Therefore, we can conclude that there exist at least two

different sets of (a1, ag, ..., a,) € R™ satisfying the relations:
a}moq + afmag +...tap,am €W (“T*) ,

for all I € {1,2,...,m}. This contradicts that span{Ai, As,..., A} is a co-
Chebyshev subspace of M,,. Hence the theorem.
O

As an immediate application of the above theorem, we record the following
interesting observation.

Corollary 2.17. D, is a co-Chebyshev subspace of M,,.

Proof. Clearly, {Ey : 1 < k < n} is a basis of D,,, where Fj) = (efj)lgi,jgn is given
by

el = 1, wheneveri=j==%
= 0, otherwise.

It is trivial to observe that for all 1 < ¢ < n, the i-th component satisfies the
x-Property and |P;” U P;”| = 1. Therefore, the desired result follows directly from
Theorem [2.16] O
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As another important application of the theories developed in the present arti-
cle, it is possible to characterize the best coapproximation problem in the setting
of 07, for any given n € N. This in turn is equivalent to the following optimization
problem:

Problem: Let a;;,ar € R be fixed, where 1 < i < m,1 < j,k < n. Find a

necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of 1, Bs, ..., Bm € R such that
for any ¢y, ¢, ..., cn € R, the following inequality holds true:
m m m
max{|ak — Zciam 1<k < n} > max{|2ﬁiaik — Zciam 1<k< n} )
i=1 i=1 i=1
Moreover, in case existence is guaranteed, find all such 51, 82,...,8m € R.

We emphasize that the above problem is not entirely trivial, most notably be-
cause the existence of a desired solution is not a priori guaranteed. However, it is
possible to completely solve the problem (from both theoretical and computational
perspectives), by applying the methodology already developed in this article. It is
well-known that ¢ (endowed with its usual maximum norm) is isometrically iso-
morphic to D,, endowed with the usual operator norm. Indeed, the natural choice
map U : ¢ — D,, taking (a1, az,...,a,) € €% to ((a1,a2,...,a,)) € Dy, is
easily seen to be the desired isometric isomorphism. This connection allows us to
obtain an algorithmic approach to the best coapproximation problem in any given
subspace Y of /7, via the methods already developed to treat the corresponding
best coapproximation problem in the subspace U(Y) of D,,. It should be noted
in this context that our theory essentially translates into characterizing the best
coapproximation(s) to any given T € M,, out of any given subspace of ¢7, and
therefore, the best coapproximation problem in subspaces of 7 is only a partic-
ular case of the results developed so far. To illustrate this further, we make note
of the following two remarks pertaining to the best coapproximation problem in £7 :

e (2 is a coproximinal subspace of M,, for each n € N. This is simply a
reformulation of Corollary 217

e By using the concept of the x-Property, and the above mentioned isomet-
ric isomorphism ¥ : ¢ — D,, it is quite straightforward to construct
subspaces of 2 which are (not) coproximinal. Indeed, in light of the the-
ories developed in this article, any such construction essentially reduces to
controlling the number (nonequivalent) of i-th components satisfying the
x-Property, for 1 <i < n. As an explicit example, it can be readily verified
that Y; is a coproximinal subspace of I7_, whereas Y is not, where

Yy = span{(6,1,4,3,3,1,1),(2,5,2,3,1,5,1),(4,3,8,6,2,3,2),(2,1,4,9,1,1,3)},
Yo = SpCLTL{(2, _57 35 17 _27 _57 2)5 (_45 27 27 _25 _47 27 _4)}

In view of our treatment of the theory of coapproximations in £% spaces, it seems
appropriate to end the present article with the following concluding remark:
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Remark 2.18. The theory of best coapproximations in Banach spaces remains a
much less exposed area of research, especially from a computational point of view,
in comparison to the theory of best approximations. Certainly, this is in part due to
the inherently complicated non-linear nature of the best coapproximation problem
and the difficulty of the corresponding computations involved in the process. In
this context, the reader is encouraged to look up the literature, including [7, [§].
Our main focus in this article is to illustrate the following principle in the setting
of ¢ (or, more generally, for matrices in M,, out of subspaces of D,,):

It is possible to essentially reduce the much harder “best coapproximation prob-
lem” to the well-known and way more simpler “existence and uniqueness problem
corresponding to a particular system of linear problems”, by applying the concept
of orthogonality.

Indeed, using the methodology developed so far, it is now very easy to explicitly
produce examples of coproximinal and co-Chebyshev subspaces in the setting of £7 .
Therefore, in light of the above fact, a natural query would be to test the validity
of such a nicety, in the setting of classical Banach spaces other than £2.
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