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ON THE BEST COAPPROXIMATION PROBLEM IN ¢}

DEBMALYA SAIN, SHAMIM SOHEL, SOUVIK GHOSH AND KALLOL PAUL

ABSTRACT. We study the best coapproximation problem in the Banach space
£7, by using Birkhoff-James orthogonality techniques. Given a subspace Y
of £1', we completely identify the elements x in £7, for which best coapproxi-
mations to x out of Y exist. The methods developed in this article are com-
putationally effective and it allows us to present an algorithmic approach to
the concerned problem. We also identify the coproximinal subspaces and co-
Chebyshev subspaces of £7.

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of best coapproximation in Banach space has been introduced by
Franchetti and Furi in [2]. Thereafter, this complementary notion of the best ap-
proximation has been studied by many mathematicians [2, Bl 6] [7]. Finding the
best coapproximation in Banach spaces is known to be a difficult problem espe-
cially from the computational point of view. Very recently some progress has been
made in [9], where the problem was completely characterized in the space of diag-
onal matrices and in the same article the authors solved the best coapproximation
problem computationally in the subspaces of ¢7,. An interesting natural choice for
further study in this direction is to consider the best coapproximation problem in
the subspaces of the dual space ¢7. It is known [4] 6] that given a subspace Y of a
Banach space X and an element x ¢ Y, yo is a best coapproximation to = out of
Y if and only if there exists a norm one projection from span {z,Y} to Y. On the
other hand, a little checking on part of the reader should suffice to convince that
the above mentioned theoretical characterization is not particularly effective in ex-
plicitly finding the best coapproximation(s), if it exist. Our main aim in this article
is to deal with the best coapproximation problem in ¢} from a computational point
of view and to solve the problem explicitly. We completely identify the subspaces
of /1 which are coproximinal and co-Chebyshev. It is time to mention the basic
terminologies and the notations to be used throughout the article.

We use the symbols X, Y to denote real Banach spaces, unless stated otherwise.
Let 6 denote the zero vector of any Banach space, other than the scalar field. The
usual notations Bx = {z € X : ||z|| < 1} and Sx = {z € X : ||z| = 1} are
used to denote the unit ball and the unit sphere of X, respectively. An element
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x € Bx is said to be an extreme point of the unit ball if x = (1 — t)y + tz, for some
t € (0,1) and for some y,z € By, then z = y = z. The collection of all extreme
points of the unit ball Bx is denoted by Ext(Bx). The dual of a Banach space X
is denoted by X*. Given any f € X*, M denotes the norm attainment set of f,
ie,Myp:={x € Sx:|f(x)] =|fll}- We note that My # (), whenever X is reflexive.
Given any m x n matrix A, A® denotes the transpose of A. Let L(X,Y) be denoted
as the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from X to Y, endowed with
the usual operator norm. For given any T € L(X,Y), the kernel of T, denoted by
ker T, is defined as ker T := {x € X : Tz = 6 € Y}. Accordingly, the kernel of
f € X* is denoted by ker f, i.e., ker f ={x € X: f(x) = 0}. Let us now recall the
following definition of best coapproximation which is of fundamental importance in
our context.

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 ||yg — y|| <
[l =yl for all y € Y.

In a Banach space (even in the finite-dimensional case), neither the existence
nor the uniqueness of best coapproximation(s) is guaranteed. 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 coapproximation is unique in each case. Given = € X and a subspace Y of X
we denote by Ry(x) the set of all best coapproximations to x out of Y. We also
define D(Ry) as the collection of all such z € X such that Ry (z) # 0.

The study of best coapproximation has an immediate connection to the concept
of Birkhoff-James orthogonality. Following the pioneering articles [T} 3], given any
two elements z,y in a Banach space X, we say that = is Birkhoff-James orthogonal
to y, written as « Lp y, if || + Ay|| > ||=| for all A € R. The said connection can
be stated (and verified in a rather straightforward manner) in terms of Birkhoff-
James orthogonality as follows: Given a subspace Y of a Banach space X and an
element z € X, yo € Y is a best coapproximation to x out of Y if and only if
Y L (x—yo) ie,y Lp (x—yo) for all y € Y. In this article, our main objective is
to completely solve the problem of finding the best coapproximation(s) to a given
element in ¢7 out of a given subspace Y of ¢7, provided the best coapproximation(s)
exist. As mentioned before, it is known that given a subspace Y of ¢} and = ¢ Y,
yo is a best coapproximation to z out of Y if and only if there exists a norm one
projection from span {z,Y} to Y. However, to the best of our knowledge, there
is no method available to explicitly find these norm one projections. We present
a computationally effective solution to this problem, resulting in an algorithmic
approach to the best coapproximation problem in ¢}. It also allows us to discuss
the existence of best coapproximations in the said setting. We also completely
identify the coproximinal and co-Chebyshev subspaces of ¢7.

2. MAIN RESULTS
We first introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.1. Let A = {a1, a2, ..., a;m} be aset of linearly independent elements
in £, where ay, = (a¥,ak, ... ak), for each 1 < k < m. Considering ay,dz, . . ., am

»'n
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(i) For each i € {1,2,...,n}, the i-th component of A is defined as the i-th

row of A4, ie., (al,a?,...,a). Whenever the context is clear, we simply

79 Yo
refer to 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
(a},af, .. .,a;”) =c (a}-,a?, . ,a;-”) , where ¢(#0) € R.

(iii) The zero set Z4 of A is defined as
Z4= {z €{1,2,...,n}: (ala2,....a") = (0,0,...,0)}.

In the following proposition, we show the basis invariance of the equivalent com-
ponents and the zero set.

Proposition 2.2. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,a2,...,am}, B =
{b1,bs, ... 7()7:1} be two bases of Y, where a, = (a¥,ak, ..., a¥) and by = (bF b5, ... bF),
forany 1 <k <m. Then

(i) the i-th and j-th component of A are equivalent if and only if the i-th and

j-th component of B are equivalent.

(il) Z4 = Zp.
Proof. (i) Consider the two matrices A and B as constructed in Definition[2Z] Since
A and B are two bases of Y, there exists an invertible matrix C' = (¢;;)1<i,j<m such
that B = AC, where b;; = 221:1 aikCr;, for any 1 <7 < n,1 < j < m. The j-th
components of B,

m m m
152 k k k
(1) (bj,b5,...,b0") = (chlaj,chgaj,...,chmaj>.
k=1 k=1 k=1

Suppose that the i-th and the j-th components of A are equivalent. Then (a},a?,.. .,
aj') = c(al,a?,...,a™), for some ¢ € R. Therefore,

m m m
132 m k k k 1 32 m
(bj,bj,...,bj)—c<§ cklai,g Ckgai,...,g ckmai)—c(bi,bi,...,bi ).
k=1 k=1 k=1

This implies that the i-th and the j-th components of B are equivalent. By a similar
argument, we can easily obtain the converse result.

(ii) Follows immediately from equation (1). O

We next obtain a characterization of best coapproximation(s) in finite-dimensional
subspaces of the dual of a reflexive Banach space. This simple observation will play
an important role in finding the best coapproximation in the subspaces of ¢7.

Theorem 2.3. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let g1,92,...,9m € X* be
linearly independent. Given any a1, g, ..., am € R, Y 1L, aggy is a best coapprozi-

mation to f € X* out of span{gi, g2, - - ., gm } if and only if given any B1, B2, ..., Bm €
R,

MZZ; Brar N k(fT(f - Z akgk) # 0
k=1

Proof. 1t follows from the definitions of Birkhoff-James orthogonality and best coap-
proximation that Y_;" | axgy is a best coapproximation to f out of span{gi, g2, ..., gm}
ifand only if g Lp (f — > je; awgr), for all g € span{g1, g2, ..., gm} . Clearly, this

is equivalent to the following:
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> Begr Li (F =) ang) ¥ Bi, B2, B € R.
k=1 k=1
Now applying [8, Th. 3.2], we conclude that the above condition is equivalent to
My g6, Oker(f =373, argr) # 0. This completes the proof of the theorem.
(]

In the following section, we focus on subspaces Y of ¢} spanned by the basis A
with Z4 = 0.

SECTION-I

We begin this section by noting that there exists a canonical isometric isomor-
phism v between £7 and (£2)*, defined as ¢ (a1, a9, ...,a,) = g, where g : £, — R
is given as : g(aie1 + agea + ... apey) = ara1 + @gaz + ... apan, {e1,ea,...,e,}
being the standard ordered basis of R™. Thus, given a subspace Y of ¢} and an
element = ¢ Y, the problem of finding best coapproximation to x out of Y is equiv-
alent to the problem of finding the same to 1(x) out of the subspace ¥(Y) in (€72)*.
This observation will be used as and when required. We also require the following
two definitions.

Definition 2.4. A set S in a Banach space is said to be symmetric if x € S implies
—x € 8.

Definition 2.5. Let Y be a subspace of £}. A symmetric set A is said to be a
norming set of Y if (My N Ext(Ben )) NN # 0, for each g € ¥(Y). A norming set A/
is said to be a minimal norming set of V if for some norming set M of Y, M C N/
implies that M = N.

Observe that MyN Ext(Bgn ) # 0, for each g € ¥(Y). Clearly, the minimal norm-
ing set may not be unique. Let g € (¢%)*. Then for any = = (x1,x2,...,2,) € {2,
g(x) = YI, g(e;)x;. The following result ensures the existence of the minimal
norming set of a subspace Y of /7.

Theorem 2.6. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,a3,...,am} be a basis
of Y with Z4 = 0. Then there exists a unique minimal norming set of Y.

Proof. Suppose that 1(a;) = g;, for any 1 < ¢ < m. Since Z4 = (J, we observe that

{61,62,...,6n}m ( m Kergj) = 0.
j=1

Any element g of (Y) is of the form g = >} | Brgk, where (81, B2, ..., Bm) € R™.
Moreover, we note that gi(e;) = af, forany 1 <k <m,1 <i <n. We will prove
the theorem in the following four steps.

Step 1 : We express R™ as the union of finitely many hyperplanes and open
sets which are relevant to our purpose. For each ¢ = 1,2,...,n, we consider the
hyperplane H; of R™, given by

Hi = {(ﬁhﬁQu' 7ﬁm) eR™: Zﬁkgk(ei) - O}

k=1
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Assume that Hi, Hs, ... H, are distinct hyperplanes, where » < n. For each i =
1,2...r, consider the sets H;r and H; given by

= {(517ﬁ2,---,3m) ER™: > Brgkles) > 0}

k=1
H17 = {(ﬂlaﬂQv" 7B’m) €ER™: Zﬁkgk(el) < 0}
k=1

Observe that H;' NH, = () and H;"UH;UH,; = R™ foreachi=1,2,...r. Consider
the set K; = Hf“ N Hg“ N...N HY", where 6;, € {+,—} for cach i = 1,2,...r.
It is immediate that there are atmost 2" number of such sets. We assume that
+K4,+Ko,...,£K, are the nonempty such sets. Then

R™ = ( UL, (K; U —Ki)> U ( Ui, Hj> = KUH,
where K = U:-Izl (Kz @] _Kz) and H = U;:1Hj-

Step 2 : We find the norm attaining set of functionals of the form Y ;" | Big,
where (51, f2,...,8,) € K. We first associate each of the nonempty sets K (1 <

s < q) with an extreme point of By. . For any B = (B1,B2,.--,0m) € Ks, let us

construct zs = (v1,22,...,%,) € Syn where
T =1, EE H,?L
= -1, Ee H, .

Clearly, s € Ext(Byn ). Note that construction of x is independent of B, for if
BeHFnHY .. .nH)N N(H; NH; ...NH; ), where 1 < s+t <r, then for any
@ € K, wehave & € (H*mH* : mH*) N(H;, NHj,...NH;). Thus with each K;

we associate an extreme point ;, where 1 < i < q. Let N {:I:;vl, +Zg, ..., £T4}.
We show that N = U 61)62)...7ﬂ7n)eKMZk:1 Bregh - Let (ﬂl,ﬂQ, - ,ﬂm) S K, then

(B1, B2, ..., Bm) € K, for some s. Consider g = > ;" | Brgi. Then g(z5) = > v, B
gr(ei)z; > 0. We show that My, = {£2,}. Let y = (y1,¥2,...,yn) € MgNExt(Byn ).

Therefore, o) = | S22, Suan @] = |( S22y suanten) )| +] (S ronten)

+ ‘ (E;@n—l ﬂkgk(en)) ' which implies

(o (St + (e

k=1 k=1

()| B -+l (Eme)]

The last equality is satisfied if and only if each (Zzll B gk(ei)) y; have the same

_|_

sign, which in turn is satisfied if and only if ¥ = +z;. Thus M, = {+z;}. Therefore,
whenever (a1, aq, ..., ) € K, for some 1 < i < ¢, we have MZk Lange = 1ETi )

Thus NV = U(ﬂ17ﬂ27“~)6m €K Ek:l Brgr
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Step 3: We deal with functionals of the form >, | Yxgx, where ¥ = (1,72, . ..
Ym) € H. Let us assume that

yeHy, NHy,N..NHy,, NHI NHLN...NHI NH; NHy ...NH,

where u + s+t =r.
Let us now consider the set Dy = (N{_;HJ) N (Ni_;H; ). Now it is easy to
observe that 7 € D5 and D5 is an open set of R™. Take

ﬁ: (77157725 B 77771) € D’ﬁ \ (U?:lei)'

Then Y ;" | nkgr(er) > 0, for any | € {c1,¢2,...,¢} and Y ;" negr(er) < 0, for
any | € {dy,ds,...,d;}. It is easy to observe that 77 € K, for some 1 < p < q.
Therefore, Msm ) o = {£x, = (21, 22,...,75)} as claimed before. Observe that

2; =1, for any | € {c1,¢2,...,¢s} and ¢ = —1, for all [ € {d1,ds,...,d:}. By a
straightforward calculation it is easy to observe that £z, € My gy

Step 4 : We show that N is the unique minimal norming set of Y. From
the previous two steps it follows that N is a norming set of Y. Let us consider a
symmetric set M C A and also assume that +z; € N\ M. It can be clearly seen
that whenever B € Kj, MN My 5,4 = (). This implies that N is a minimal
norming set of Y. From step 2 it follows that A/ is the unique minimal norming set
of Y.

O

We next explore the converse of the previous result.

Theorem 2.7. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,a3,...,am} be a basis
of Y. If the minimal norming set of Y is unique then Z4 = ().

Proof. Let us assume that the minimal norming set N of Y is unique. Suppose on
the contrary that j € Z 4, for some 1 < j < n. This implies that g(e;) = 0, for any
g € ¥(Y). Suppose that N' = {£z1, £73,..., £z, } is a minimal norming set of Y,
where 7y = (2§, 25,...,2F), for 1 <k < ¢. Let us now consider
g1 = (2], 83, ..., @)y, 2}, &), q,...,3,) € BEat(Bem ).

It can be easily observed that for any g € ¥(Y), y1 € M, if and only if z7 €
M,. Therefore, N1 = {£y1,£x3,...,£x,} is a norming set of Y. Since y; ¢
{£z3,...,£24}, Ni(# N) is a minimal norming set of Y. This contradicts the
assumption that the minimal norming set of Y is unique. (Il

Now we are in a position to present the characterization of the best coapprox-
imation in Y. This is given in terms of a system of linear equations which clearly
illustrates its computational effectiveness.

Theorem 2.8. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,a2,...,am} be a ba-
sis of Y with Z4 = 0. Suppose that N = {xx1,+Z3,...,xx,} is the minimal

norming set of Y, where x;, = (z¥, 2%, ... 2k), for any 1 < k < q. Then given
b= (b1,ba,...,by) €07, >0 | aay is a best coapprozimation to b out of Y if and
only if aq, e, ..., am € R satisfy the following relations:

n n n n
1 2
a; E a;xt + as E a;xt + . o+ an, E al*at = E bia?,
i=1 i—1 i=1

=1
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foranype {1,2,...,q}.

Proof. Suppose that 1(a;) = g;, for any 1 < i < m and 1(b) = f. We observe that
> ope, akar, being a best coapproximation to b out of Y is equivalent to >_;" | ak gk
being a best coapproximation to f out of ¥(Y).

Let us first prove the necessary part of the theorem. Since {£%71,+%2,...,+t%,}is
the minimal norming set of Y, it can be easily observed that for any x, there exists
5 = (81, B2, ..., Bm) € R™ such that Mym 5., = {£Z;}. It follows from Theorem
23lthat Mym g, o Oker(f =371, argr) # 0. Therefore, 7, € ker(f =Y argr),
Le., (f = Y jt, argr)Ts = 0, which implies

f(@s) = 0191(%5) + a2g2(@5) + ... + Wngm (T5).

This is equivalent to

n

o igl (ei)x; + ao igg(ei)xf + ...t an, igm(ei)xf = Z fley)as.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i
Similarly, we can observe that for all p € {1,2,...,¢},
o igl (ei)z? + aq igg(ei)x’; + ... ton igm(ei)xf = Z feq)a?,
i=1 i=1 i=1 ;
which implies,

n n
ozlg a%xf—kagg afa:f—l—...—l—am
i=1 i=1 i

n n

m, P __ P
aixi—g bz,
1

i=1

for any p € {1,2,...,q}. This completes the necessary part of the theorem.

We now prove the sufficient part of the theorem. From the hypothesis, we obtain
that aq, as, ..., a;y, € R satisfy the following relations:

(2) Z gi(e))rt + ag Zgg(ei):ﬁ +...+tm ng(ei):ﬁ = Z fle)zt,
i=1 i=1 i=1

=1

for any ¢t € {1,2,...,q}. Now
(7 = - ewgn)i = 1(5) ~ {0 (@0) + a20a(E0) +.+ g0}
k=1

Therefore, using equation (2), it is immediate that #; € ker(f — >, axgr),
for any t € {1,2,...,q}. For any 1, 52,...,8m € R, not all zero, there exists
s €{1,2,...,q} such that 75 € Mym Therefore,

1 Brgr*

Ty € ker(f — Z akgr) N My g
k=1

Therefore, from Theorem 2.3] the sufficient part of the theorem follows directly.
O

Combining Theorem 2.8 with the theoretical characterization of best coapprox-
imation in terms of norm one projections, as given in [, [6], we get the following
result.
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Corollary 2.9. Let Y be a subspace of ¢ and let A = {a1,d2,...,am} be a
basis of Y with Z4 = 0. Suppose that N' = {£z1,+txs,...,+x,} is the minimal
norming set of Y, where 7y = (2%, 25,... 2F), for any 1 < k < ¢. Then given
b= (b1,b2,...,b,) € £, there exists a norm one projection from span{g, Y} to Y
if and only if there exist ay, g, ..., a,, € R satisfy the following relations:

n n n
o E altal + o E aZal + ..+ am, E al'a? = E bia?,
im1 i=1 i=1

for any p € {1,2,...,q}. Moreover, if ay, s, ...,a, € R satisfy the above system
of linear equations then P(a+~b) = a+ (> -, a;a;) is the norm 1 projection, for
any a € Y.

We next obtain an immediate corollary from Theorem 2.8 which guarantees the
uniqueness of best coapproximation to a element in ¢} out of a subspace of ¢7,
provided it exists.

Corollary 2.10. Let Y be a subspace of ¢} and let A = {a1, a2, ..., an} be a basis
of Y with Z4 = 0. For any given f € (7, if there exists a best coapproximation to
f out of Y then it is unique.

Proof. Let {£x1,£%32,...,+£x4} be the minimal norming set of Y, where z; =
(zf, 25, ... 2F), for each 1 < k < ¢. Suppose on the contrary, Y -, axay and
Y opeq Ykak are two distinct best coapproximations to f out of Y. Therefore, from
Theorem 28 & = (a1, a2, ..., ) € R™ and ¥ = (v1,92, - - -, ¥m) € R™ such that
a; # i, for some ¢ € {1,2,...,m} satisfies the following relations :

n n n
1 2
a1 g a; ! + s g aizl + .. 4 am g al'zl = g bt
i=1 i=1

and

n n n n
1..p 2,.p m,p _ p
715 ai;Cl-—l—’)/gE ai:vi—i—...—i—%ng a; xi—g bix; .
i=1 i=1 i=1

=1

for every p € {1,2,...,q}. It is immediate from the above two equations that

n
(1 — 1 Za ? + (2 — 72 Za ’ + .. m—’ym)Za;”xp:
i=1

forallp € {1,2,...,¢}. Again using Theorem[2.8, we conclude that >, (cx—yk)ax
is a best coapproximation to 8 € (¢Z)* out of Y. Therefore, o, = 4, for all
k €{1,2,...,m}. This contradiction completes the proof. O

Following Corollary 2.I0] it is immediate that any coproximinal subspace Y
of ¢ is also a co-Chebyshev subspace. We are now going to characterize the
coproximinal(co-Chebyshev) subspaces with the help of Theorem We first
prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.11. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,az,...,am} be a basis
of Y with Z4 = (). Suppose that there are d number of nonequivalent components.
Then there exist at most d number of linearly independent elements in the minimal
norming set of Y.



ON THE BEST COAPPROXIMATION PROBLEM IN /(7 9

Proof. Let {£x1,£%32,...,+£x4} be the minimal norming set of Y, where z; =
(zf,af, ... ak), for each 1 <k < q. Let U = (ugj)1<i<q1<j<n such that u;; = z%.
If the r-th position and the s-th position are equivalent then from the description
of 7, defined in the Theorem it is easy to observe that (zl,z2,...,2™) =

T

+(zl,22,...,2™). Therefore, it is easy to observe that rank(U) < d. In other words,
there exist at most d number of linearly independent elements in the norming set
of Y. O

Theorem 2.12. Let Y be a subspace of ¢} and let A = {a1,a2,...,am} be a
basis of Y with Z4 = 0. Suppose that N is a minimal norming set of Y and
dim(span N) = q. Then Y is a coproziminal subspace if and only if ¢ = m.

Proof. Suppose that {Z1,Zs,...,24} is a linearly independent set in N/, where zj, =
(2%, 25 ... 2F), where 1 <k < q. Let T € L(R™,RY) be a linear operator defined

by

7(@) = (S oy alal). Y oY alao Y oY ale))
j=1 =1 j=1 =1 j=1 =1

where & = (a1, aa,...,amy) € R™. Whenever T(aq,as,...,ay) =0 then it is easy

to observe that > -, axay is the best coapproximation to § € (¢2)* out of Y.

Clearly, (a1, a9, ...,qy) = 0 € R™ and therefore, ker T = 6 € R™. In other words,

q > m. To prove the necessary part of the theorem we only need to show ¢ < m.

Let us now take (u1,us,...,uq) € R%. Then we choose b = (b1,b2,...,by) € £} such
that 7", bzt = u,, for any 1 < p < q. Since {z7,3,...,2,} is linearly indepen-
dent, the existence of such b is always guaranteed. As Y is coproximinal, following
Theorem 2.8 we obtain that for any be 07, there exists @ = (a1, g, ..., qy) € R™
satisfying
n n n n
alza%xf—konZafxf + ...—l—amZa;”xf = Zbixf,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

for any p € {1,2,...,q}. Therefore, T'(&) = (u1,us, ..., uq), which implies that T'
is onto. Consequently, ¢ < m, establishing the necessary part of the theorem.

Let us now prove the sufficient part of the theorem. Since ¢ = m and ker T =
0 € R™, it is immediate that T is invertible. This implies that for any b € £}, there
exists @ = (g, @z, ..., ) € R™ satisfying

T(a) = (ibiw%,ibixf, .. .,ibm?),
i=1 i—1 im1

which implies

n n n n
1,.p 2. p m. p _ p
ozlg aixi—kozgg aixi—l—...—l—amg a; xi—g bz,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

foreveryp € {1,2,...,q}. Since {x1, 23, ..., x4} is a basis of span N, using Theorem
2.8 we conclude that Y is a coproximinal subspace of ¢7. O

We now present an explicit numerical example to illustrate the applicability
of Theorem [2.8 towards solving the best coapproximation problem in ¢7, from a
computational point of view.
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Example 2.13. Find the best coapproximation(s) to any given be 2% out of the
subspace Y = span {ay,as,az} of €8, where a3 = (4, 2, 1, —1, —4, 4), a3 =
(-1,3, 5 2 1,6), a3=(1, 4,2, 1, -1, 8) € (5.

Step 1: Let 9(a;) = g; € (¢%)*, where 9 is the canonical isometric isomorphism
from ¢ to (¢S)*. Here, for any (z1,z2,...,x¢) € €5,
91(x1, 22, T3, 24, 6) = 421 + 220 + 3 — T4 — 4du5 + 4,
g2(x1, T2, T3, T4, T6) = —x1 + 3T2 + Bxg + 224 + 25 + 66,
93(21, 2, 3,24, 76) = X1 + 422 + 225 + x4 — T5 + 8.

We first observe that Z4 = 0. From Theorem 2.6, suppose that N is the unique
minimal norming set of Y.

Step 2: We observe that the 1-st, 2-nd, 3-rd and 4-th positions can be taken as
the nonequivalent components. The hyperplanes corresponding to each components
are:

Hl—{(ﬂl,ﬁz,ﬂs)ERg:451—[32+[33—0},
(Br, B2, B3) € R® : 281 + 36 + 433 =
(B1, B2, B3) € R? : B + 502 + 203 = 0
(Br, B2, B3) €R® 1 =1 + 205 + B3 =0
(B, B2, B3) €ER® : —4B1 + B2 — B3 =0 ¢,

H/—’H/—/H’_/H,—/

and

{ B1,B2,B3) € R® 1 4B1 + 682 + 833 = 0}
Clearly, Hs = Hy,Hs = Hy and H = H; , H; = H{"; Hf = H ,H; = H; .

Step 3: To solve the best coapproximation problem with the help of Theorem
2.8 we first need to find a basis of span N'. We observe that there are four nonequiv-
alent positions, and therefore, from PropositionZ.ITwe note that dim(span N') < 4.

As mentioned in Theorem[2.6] we consider the sets K; = Hfil ﬂH§i2 ﬁH§i3 ﬂHffi4 ,
where 0;;, € {+,—}, for any j € {1,2,3,4}. Although there are 24 number of
possible K;’s, it is evident that we only need to take account of the nonempty K;’s.
Moreover, we associate each of these nonempty K;’s with an extreme point z; of
Bys_, as mentioned in Theorem

Suppose that K1 = H," N Hy N Hy N H; and it is straightforward to verify that
(1,2,3) € K. Therefore, we obtain 71 = (1,1,1,1,-1,1) € Ext(Bys_).
In a similar manner, we take
Ky=H{ nHf nHf nH, (4,-1,1)¢€ K.
Therefore, zz = (1,1,1,—1,—1,1). Again

3
Ks=H{ nHfnHy NnH, (0,—1,5) € Ks.
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So, z3 = (1,1,—1,—1,—1,1). Also take
K,=HnHy NHy NH;, (1,0,—-1)€ K,.

Therefore, we have z; = (1,—1,—-1,—1,—-1,-1).

From Theorem 2.6} it is now immediate that x1, ¥z, 73,74 € N. It is straightfor-
ward to check that {71, x2, x3, x4} is linearly independent. Therefore, {£(1,1,1,1,
~1,1),+(1,1,1,-1,-1,1), £(1,1, -1, —1,-1,1),+(1, —1,— 1, —1,—1, —1)} is a ba-
sis of span N.

Step 4: In this final step, by considering a given be 9 and thereafter applying
Theorem[Z.8 we obtain the best coapproximation to bout of Y. In order to illustrate
the various possibilities arising in the best coapproximation problem in £9, it suffices
to consider the following two particular cases.

Case 1 : Let by = (1,2,3,4,5,6) € £5. Then from Theorem I8, Z?:l a;ig; is
a best coapproximation to 31 out of Y if and only if ay,as,as € R satisfies the
following relations:

141 + 1ldao + 17a3 = 11

161 + 10as + 15a3 = 3
14aq + 11lag = -3

2001 — 18as — 133 = —19.

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

RY([)Vl) = o.

Case 2 : Let by = (5,4,0,0,1,5) € £5. Then from Theorem 28| Z?:l a;a; is
a best coapproximation to bs out of Y if and only if a1, as, a3 € R satisfies the
following relations:

lday + 14+ 17a3 = 13
161 + 10ae + 15a3 = 13
140 +1lag = 13
200 — 18ag — 133 = —5.

Since there exist unique a1, ag, a3 € R satisfying the above relations, the best

a3 =1 and

coapproximation to by out of Y is unique. Moreover, o = 1 —%,

7,02 =
therefore

~ 1. 3.
Ry(bg) = ?al - ?CLQ + az = (2,3,0,0, —2,6).

We end this section with the following remark.

Remark 2.14. It is already known from [4] [6] that whenever the best coapproxi-
mation exists from a element b to a subspace Y of ¢7, then there exist a norm one
projection from span{g, Y} to Y. However, it is also natural to look for the explicit
description of the concerned projection. In view of the method developed here,
we can now find the projection map explicitly. If we consider the subspace Y and
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clement by as in Example I3, then the norm one projection P from span{l;;, Y}
to Y is given by:

P(bs) = P(5,4,0,0,1,5) = (2,3,0,0,-2,6);  P(y) =y, ¥y €Y.

In the next section, we deal with subspaces Y for which the zero set Z4 # 0,
where A is a basis of Y.

SECTION-II

We note that the uniqueness of minimal norming set of Y plays a pivotal role in
obtaining the complete characterization of the best coapproximation problem, when
the zero set is empty. On the other hand, whenever Z 4 # (), the subspace Y does not
possess this property. However, a sufficient condition is clearly possible by choosing
a minimal norming set of Y. We tackle the problem in this section with a different
technique, more precisely with the help of the norm of the space £}, to obtain a
complete characterization of the problem. The following definitions and notations
are needed throughout this section to complete the desired characterization.

Definition 2.15. Let Y be a subspace of ¢} and let A = {a1,a2,...,amn} be a
basis of Y with Z4 # (). Suppose that |Z4] =7 > 0 and n —r = k. Without loss of
generality we assume that {1,2,...,n}\ 24 ={1,2,...,k}.

(i) We define a linear transformation p from ¢} to ¢} by
p(bl, b2, ceey bn) = (Cl, Co, ... ,Cn),

where ¢; = b;, for any i ¢ Z4 and ¢; = 0, for any i € Z 4.

(ii) We define a linear transformation o from ¢} to ¢§ by
O'(bl,bg, oo ,bn) = (bl,bg, “ee ,bk)

(iii) For a given b= (b1,b2,...,b,) € L7, we introduce a set Py C (7, defined as
Py = {ﬂ— (Y1,Y2, -, Yn) ELT 1y, =b; Vj & ZA}.

We note the following simple but useful properties in the form of a proposition.

Proposition 2.16. Let Y be a subspace of ¢} and let A = {a1,a2,...,am} be a
basis of Y with Z4 # (. Suppose that |Z4| = r > 0 and n —r = k. For any

fels), R -
(i) pla;) = ai and [|p(b)]| < [[b|
(i) [lo(@)[l < [|bl|_and [lo(a:)|| = |lai|-

(iii) o(p(b)) = o (b) and p(p(b)) = p(b).
(iv) for any 5 € Py, p(b) = p(3).
(V) Z5a) = ¢, where 0(A) = {o(a1),0(az2),...,0(am)}

In the following theorem, a sufficient condition for the best coapproximation to
an element f out of a subspace Y is given.

)
) llo(®)
)
)
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Theorem 2.17. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A= {a1,az,...,am} be a basis
of Y with |Z4| =7 > 0. Then for any b € £}, Y| a;a; is a best coapprozimation

to b out of Y if Y1, cvo(a;) is a best coapprozimation to o(b) out of o(Y), where

7=

o(Y) = span{o(ai),o(az),...,o(am)}-

Proof. Since Y1, oo (a;) is a best coapproximation to o(b) out of o(Y), so for any
81,82, ...,8m € R, we have

1" B = > il = 1Y Bio(@) = Y aso(@)l < > Bio(a) — o®)]
=1 =1 =1 =1 =1
= o> i —v)|
=1
<

1>~ Bidi — bll.
=1

In other words, E:’;l «;a; 18 a best coapproximation to b out of Y. This establishes
our theorem. (|

Remark 2.18. Observe that the zero set corresponding to a basis of o(Y) is empty
and so following the method discussed in Section I, we can find the best coaproxi-

mation to o(b) out of o(Y), which in turn allows us to exactly find the best coap-
proximation to b out of Y.

In order to characterize the best coapproximation problem in ¢7, we require the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.19. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A= {a1,az,...,am} be a basis of
Y with |Z4] =7 > 0. Suppose that forg € (7, there exists no best coapprozrimation
to o(b) out of o(Y) = span{o(a1),0(a2),...,o(am)}. Then there exists § > 0 such
that for any y € Bs(p(b)) (| P;, there exists no best coapproximation to y out of Y.

Proof. Since there exists no best coapproximation to o(b) out of o(Y), then for any
(a1,q9,...,amy) € R™, there exists (51, 52, -, Bm) € R™ such that

I Zﬂm(cﬁ) - Zaia(c@)ll > | Zﬂm(@) —o(®) = IIU(Z Bidi = b)|l-

It is easy to observe that for any w € (7, if p() = @ then |o(w)|| = |Ju||. Since

p< >ty Bidi — P(g)) =>" Bia; — p(g), we have

||o(§m- -8 ||o(§m @)1= iw )

and therefore,

1> Bids =Y auda]| = 1Y Bio(@) =Y cio(@)| > Y Bidi — p(b)]l
=1 1=1 =1 =1 1=1

In other words, there exists no best coapproximation to p(b) out of Y. Since for any
u € 07, Ry(u) is a compact set [5], it is immediate that D(Ry) is closed. Therefore,
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there exists an open ball of radius 6 > 0 (say) centered at p( ), Bs(p ( )) such that
for any y € Bs(p(b)) N Py, there exists no best coapproximation to y out of Y. This

proves our lemma.
O

We next characterize the existence of the best coapproximation(s) in ¢} in the
following theorem.

Theorem 2.20. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,az,...,am} be a basis of
Y with |Z4] = r > 0. Suppose that forg € l7, there exists no best coapproximation
to a(b) out of o(Y) = span{c(a1),o(az),...,o(am)}. Then there exists do(> 0)
satisfying the following:
(i) for anyy € P; such that ||y — p(b)|| < 8o, there exists no best coapprozima-
tion to y out of Y,
(ii) for anyy € Py such that ly—p(b)|| > 6o, there exists a best coapprozimation
toy out of Y.

Proof. Let us define the set
_{66R:RY()_(ZJV3}€B§ ﬂP~}

To prove the theorem, we only need to show that S has a upper bound. From
Lemma 219 it is assured that S # () and if there exists no best coapproximation
to o(b) out of o(Y) then there exists no best coapproximation to p(b) out of Y. It
is easy to observe that for all 81, B2,...,8m € R,

I ZBZaZII < Zﬁzal O + lp®)l-

Suppose that b= (b1,ba,...,by). For any y € Py, we observe that p(y)

ie., y; = by, for any i ¢ Z4. We now choose y € Py such that ||y — o)
then

3) IIZBzalll<IIZﬂzal— )| + 1lp(® |_||Zﬂzaz_ ) +1ly = p®)]

for all B, B2, ..., Bm € R. Now we observe that

||§;m-y|| S (Zﬁz )’

p(b) €
=|p ()II

Jj=1

S Ere)e 5 ()
jEZa ) N i=1 JjEZa

= > (Zﬁiaé‘_bj)"" >yl
JEZa =1 JEZaA

Therefore, we can easily obtain that

(4) [ Zﬁzaz yl = Zﬁzaz H +lly — p( -
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From equations ([B]) and ) we have

HZMH < ||Zﬂicz-—y|\-

In other words, # = (0,0, ...,0) € £} is a best coapproximation to y out of Y. Take

v > ||p(b)||. Therefore, y € B S(p (b)) (1 P; and consequently v is an upper bound of
S. Let sup.S = §p. Hence the theorem. O

In the following theorem we characterize the coproximinal subspace of ¢7.

Theorem 2.21. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A = {a1,az,...,a,} be a basis
of Y with |Z4| =7 > 0. Let n —r = k. Then Y is a coproziminal subspace of £} if
and only if o(Y) = span{c(a1),c(az),...,c(am)} is a coproziminal subspace of £%.

Proof. Let us first prove the necessary part of the theorem. For any w € (%,
choose b € £} such that U(b) = w. Since Y is a coproximinal subspace of ¢, there

exist aq, g, ..., any € R such that Z:’;l «;a; is a best coapproximation to p(g) out
of Y. Therefore, for any (1, B2,...,08m € R,

1D Bio(a) =Y aso(@)ll = 1 Bids — Y csdial| < (1 Bidis —
=1 =1 i=1 =1 i=1
Now p(zzl Bia; — p(@) = 37 Bidi — p(b), so we have

II(ZM— )|—||a(2m— D))

1> Bio(@) — o (p®))]
1=1

= 13 Bio(@) — o)l

= | Zﬂia(cm — .

Therefore,
1D Biolas) =Y aiola)| <Y Bio(a) — .
i=1 i=1 i=1

In other words, Y ;" o;o(a;) is a best coapproximation to @ out of o(Y). This
establishes the necessary part of the theorem.

To prove the sufficient part, let 77 € £7. Since o(Y) is a coproximinal subspace,
there exist aq, s, ..., € R such that >, a;0(a;) is a best coapproximation
to o(1) out of o(Y). Therefore, for any £, B2, ..., Bm € R,

I g - Sl = 1Y Bo(@) - Y awl@)]
=1 k=1 =1 =1

IS Biola) - o(@)
1=1

m
1> Bidi — |-
=1

IN

IN
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Therefore, Y .~ , a;a; is a best coapproximation to 77 out of Y. This completes the
theorem. (|

Our final result in this section reads as follows.

Theorem 2.22. Let Y be a subspace of £} and let A= {a1,az3,...,a;m} be a basis
of Y with |Z4| =r > 0. Then Y is not a co-Chebyshev subspace of {7}.

Proof. Let b = (b1,ba,...,b,) € Y be such that p(b) = 0 € £7, which implies that
b; =0, for any i ¢ Z4. Now for any aq, @, ..., € R satisfying || Y70 a,a;] <
|Ib]] and for any B1, B2, ..., fm € R, it is easy to observe that

m m m m
1Y B = aaill < 1Y Bidill + 11 asaill
=1 =1 =1 =1

< D Bl + bl
i=1
We also note that

1> Biai — 0|
=1

(i-0)

>
= 3 |(Zae o)+ 2
= sz Zﬁz

+ ) bl
[ Zmn + 8]l
1=1

(S-0)

JEZA

Therefore,
m m m -
1" Bids = > i < |1 pidi — bl
i=1 i=1 i=1
In other words, for any ay, @, . . ., ay, € Rsuch that || Y7, aids || < [|b]l, 27, cuids

is a best coapproximations to b out of Y. Therefore, Y is not a co-Chebyshev

subspace of ¢7. This establishes the theorem.
O

We end this article with examples of both coproximinal and not coproximinal
subspaces for which the zero set is non-empty.

Example 2.23. It can be easily verified by using the methods developed in this
article that Y is a coproximinal subspace of ], whereas Yy is not, where

Y, = Span{(lv 15 27 Oa 47 _27 O)a (17 25 27 07 4a _43 O)}v
Yo = Span{(lv Oa 27 35 _15 _25 0)7 (_15 07 17 Oa 1a _17 0)}
Moreover,
Ys = span{(1,1,2,4,-2),(1,2,2,4,—4)}
is a co-Chebyshev subspace of £, but Y; is not co-Chebyshev.
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CONCLUSIONS

The computational difficulty in solving the best coapproximation problem arises
essentially from the non-linear nature of the inequalities associated with it. We
have illustrated in this article that by applying Birkhoff-James orthogonality tech-
niques, it is possible to reduce the much harder non-linear problem into a system
of linear equations (see Theorem [Z8]).

We have presented explicit examples to highlight the different possibilities for
subspaces of ¢7, from the perspective of best coapproximation. Indeed, it follows
from our observations that the newly introduced “zero set” of a subspace plays a
fundamental role in the whole scheme of things (see Example 213l Corollary 2.10]).
We have also explored the relationship between coproximinal subspaces and co-
Chebyshev subspaces of ¢7, depending on the zero sets of the concerned subspaces.
In particular, it is to be noted that there exists a coproximinal subspace of ¢7,
which is not co-Chebyshev (see Example 2:23)).

In view of the methods developed here, applications of the concept of orthogo-
nality in solving the best coapproximation problem in Banach spaces seem to be a
promising direction of research, resulting in efficient algorithms which are compu-
tationally advantageous. We have presented several numerical examples in support
of this, in the specific setting of /7 spaces. For an analogous approach to the best
coapproximation problem in £7 spaces, the readers are referred to the recent article
[9]. As a matter of fact, it may be interesting to apply Birkhoff-James orthogonality
towards obtaining computationally efficient algorithmic solutions to the said prob-
lem, in the setting of other classical Banach spaces, such as the £ spaces, where
1 < p(#2) < 0.
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