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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate some properties of the Mordukhovich derivatives

of the normalized duality mapping in Banach spaces. For the underlying spaces,
we consider three cases: uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space I;
general Banach spaces L; and C[0,1].
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1. Introduction

Let (X, ||-Ilx) and (Y, ||-|ly) be real Banach spaces with topological dual spaces X* and Y*,
respectively. Let (-, -)x denote the real canonical pairing between X* and X and (-, -)y the real
canonical pairing between Y* and Y. Let A be a nonempty subset of X and let F: A =3 Y be a set
valued mapping. The graph of F is defined by the following subset in A X Y

gphF ={(x,y) EAXY:y € F(x)}.

For (x,y) € gphF, that is, for x € A and y € F(x), the Mordukhovich derivative (which is also
called Mordukhovich coderivative, or coderivative) of F at point (x, y) is a set valued mapping
D*F(x,y):Y* 3 X*. Forany y* € Y*, it is defined by (see Definitions 1.13 and 1.32 in Chapter
1in[20])

g
(z'u-x)x — (¥ v-y)y
lu—xllx +llv-ylly

D*F(x,y)(y*)=<z" € X*: limsup
(uv)-(xy)
u€A and veF(u)

p
(z*u-x)x — (Y v=y)y <0 (11)

lu—xllx +llv=ylly -

=<z" € X*: limsup
(wv)-(x,y)
\ (u,v) € gphF
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If (x,y) & gphF, then, we define
D*F(x,y)(y*) =@, forany y* € Y*.

By the above definition (1.1), D*F(x,y): Y* = X* is a set valued mapping, which is called the
Mordukhovich differential operator (or the Mordukhovich codifferential operator) of F at (x, y).

In particular, let G: A = Y be a single valued continuous mapping. By (1.1), the Mordukhovich
derivative of G at point (x, G(x)) is a set valued mapping D*G (x, G(x)): Y* = X*. Forany y* €
Y™, itis defined by

D*G(x,G(x)(¥*) = D*G(x)(v*)

(Zu-x)x — (Y ,6W-Gx))y

={z*EeX": li <0
z GGGy Txlx HIGa—G6@ly
UEA
. e (@ u-x)x - (Y GW—-GX))y
=l e x <ol 12
z VP T xlix tle—coly = (1.2)
UEA

The Mordukhovich derivatives have been widely applied to several branches of mathematics
such as operator theory, optimization theory, approximation theory, control theory, equilibrium
theory, and so forth (see [20—22]).

For the single valued mapping G, the smoothness of G is traditionally defined by some types of
differentiability of G, such as Gateaux directional differentiability, Fréchet differentiability and
strict Fréchet differentiability. For example, see [9,12, 13, 23], in which the underlying spaces
are Hilbert spaces; and see [4, 10, 26, 27], in which the underlying spaces are Banach spaces and
normed linear spaces.

In contrast with the traditional differentiability of single valued mapping G, in [20], it is proved
that if G is Fréchet differentiable at a point x, then, the Mordukhovich derivative of G at x can be
calculated in terms of the Fréchet derivative. Hence, the Mordukhovich derivatives can be
considered as the generalization of Fréchet derivatives.

Since the metric projection operator is extremely important in operator theory, the present author
studied the Mordukhovich derivatives of the metric projection operator in Hilbert spaces in
[15,16]; in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces in [17]; and in general, in
[18, 19].

Except the metric projection operator, it is well known that the normalized duality mapping J is
one of the most important mappings in the analysis in Banach spaces. It has many useful
properties, which have been widely applied to fixed point theory, optimization theory, variational
analysis, approximation theory, and so forth (see [1, 5, 20, 21, 22]). In this paper, we study the
Mordukhovich differentiability of the normalized duality mapping in Banach spaces.

If the underlying Banach spaces are uniformly convex and uniformly smooth, then the



normalized duality mapping J is a single valued continuous and onto mapping. In section 3, by
definition (1.2), we consider the Mordukhovich differentiability of J in uniformly convex and
uniformly smooth Banach space I, for 1 < p < oo,

In general, the normalized duality mapping J in Banach spaces is a set valued mapping. In
section 4, we use definition (1.1) to study the Mordukhovich differentiability of J in general
Banach space Li. In section 5, we study the Mordukhovich differentiability of J in C[O0, 1].

If we compare the results in this paper and the results in [20—22], we can find the significant
differences between the Mordukhovich derivatives of the normalized duality mapping and the
Mordukhovich derivatives of the metric projection operator, with respect to the same underlying
Banach spaces.

2. Preliminaries

Let (X, ||-]]) be a general (real) Banach space with topological dual space (X*, ||-||.). The dual
space of (X*, ||-||.) is denoted by (X**, |I|l..). Let (-, -) denote the real canonical pairing between
X*and X; and let (-, -), denote the real canonical pairing between X** and X*. Let 8, 8*and 8**
denote the origins in X, X* and X**, respectively. The identity mappings on X, X*and X** are
respectively denoted by Ix, Iy~ and Iy«

The normalized duality mapping J: X = X* is defined by
J() (or Ix) ={ix eX™: {jx, x) = |jx|l. x| = [)XI[* = [ljx[|Z}, for any x € X.

The normalized duality mapping on X*is similarly denoted by J*: X* = X**, which is defined by,
forany x* € X",

J ) =47 ) e X G ), ) = 1 G el Il = 17 G2, = lx 1123

When the considered Banach space is not reflexive, for x*eX™, the value J*(x™) contains a
subset in X.

For (x,x*) € gphJ, that is, for x € X and x* € J(x), by definition (1.1), the Mordukhovich
derivative of J at point (x, x*) is a set valued mapping D*J (x, x*): X** = X*. For any y** € X**,
it is defined by

i

DJ(x,x)(y*™)=<{z* € X*: limsup ) — o),
(wu*) -»(x,x*)
\ u€eX and u*ej(u)

<0

llu—x|l +[lw*—x*||.

‘

Kk ok

(Z*:u_x) _<y U _x*>* < 0 (2 1)

=<z*€ X*: limsu <
P Tl eIl

(wu*) »(x,x*)
(u,u*) € gphj

In particular, if X is a uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space, then, X is reflexive
with X** = X. In this case, it is well known that the normalized duality mapping J: X - X" isa



single valued continuous mapping. By (1.2), the Mordukhovich derivative of J at point (x, J(X))
is a set valued mapping D*J(x,J(x)) : X = X* that is defined by, for any y € X,

D*J(x,J())() =D (x)»)

* * . (zhu—x) — (y.JW)—J(x))-
= eX": 1 <0
z e eV P TR ETEoT

uex
* .1 (z"u-x) = (JWw)—J(x), y)
= : < Og. .
{Z € X limsup = Tl = 0} (22)

Since the theme of this paper is about the normalized duality mapping in Banach spaces, we list
some properties of the normalized duality mapping in the Appendix for easy reference. For more
details, one may see Sections 4.2—4.3 and Problem set 4.2 in [28] and [1-3, 7, 11,14, 24, 25].

3. The normalized duality mapping in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth
Banach space I, for 1 <p < oo

In this section, we focus on the real uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces
(L, |Ilp) and (L4, lI:ll4), in which p and q satisfy 1 < p, g < o and % + 2 = 1. The spaces

(L, IIM11,) and (14, [+l 4) are the dual spaces of each other. That is, I, =, and [, =I5 = [,,. Both
L, and [, have origin 8 = (0, 0, ... ). Let (-, -) denote the real canonical pairing between [, and
L,; and let (-, -), denote the real canonical pairing between [, and [,. We use X, y, z, ... for the
elements in 1, and u, v, w, ... for the elements in [,.

The positive cone of [, is denoted by L} that is defined by
L5 ={x=(x1, X2, ...) € l,: x,, = 0, for all n}.

L5 is a pointed closed and convex cone in [,,. We define a subset [;* in [, as follows
r={x=(x1 X, ...) € L,: x, > 0, forall n}.

L5* is a convex subset in [,,. However, {6} U 7" is a pointed convex cone in [, with vertex 8,
which is neither closed, nor open.

The normalized duality mapping on [,, is denoted by J: [, — [, and the normalized duality
mapping on [, = [, is denoted by J*: I, — L,. Recall the representations of normalized duality
mapping J: [, — [, and the normalized duality mapping J*: [, — ,,. For any point x = (X, X2, ...)
€ L, with x # 6, we have

J(x) = <|x1|p—1sign(x1)’ |x2|p—1sign(x2)’m) _ (|x1|P—2x1 x5 |P=2x, ) (3.1)

p—2 -2 p—2 p—2
Il Il Il Il

Similar to (3.1), for any u = (us, Uz, ...) € [, with u # 9, we have



q-1g; g1 q-2 q-2
J (W) = (|u1| sign(uy) , |uz |9 sign(uz) , > — (|u1| lq_;ﬁ ' luz|9"“u, ) (3.2)
q

llafld™ llufl 3™ llul lulid™
By (3.1), J is a mapping from L3 to [7; and from [;* to [7*. That is,
X€ly = J(x)ely and xel;* = J(x)el;*.

It follows that, for any point x = (X1, Xz, ...) € L} with x # 6, we have
_ (T )
Jx) = (||x||5‘2’ 2" )
Similar to (3.1), for any u = (u1, Uz, ...) € I with u # 6, we have

. _ ucll—l u;{—l )
S = (nuni’,‘z’ A
OnehasJ* o] = I, and Jo J* = I, Since both mappings J: 1, - I, and J*: [, — [, are single
valued continuous mappings, for any x € 1, with J(x) € l,, by (2.2), the Mordukhovich
derivative of J at (x, J(x)) is a set valued mapping D*/ (x, ] (x)): lg 3 1. 1t can be simply
rewritten as, D*J(x) = D*J (x,] (x)): I, = l,. By (2.2), forany y € I, = [;, it is defined by

D*J (x,J () () =D (x)(¥)

IA

: (w,z=x) = (y,](2)—](x))-
=1w € [,:1 0}
{W - SUD e, + @ —1®) g

. (wz—x) = (J@)-J(x), ¥)
= . < 0¢. .
{W € g msup e ool O} 3.3)

Theorem 3.1. Let X = (x4, x, ...) € L,. Then

D*J(x)(6) = {6}.
Proof. It is clear to see that

0 € D*J(x)(6). (3.4)
Next, we prove that, forany w € [, if w # 6, then

w & D*J(x)(6). (3.5)
The proof of (3.5) is divided into two cases with respect to x.

Case 1.x # 6. Letw = (wy,wy,..) € [, withw # 6. There is a positive integer m such that
wp, # 0. We may assume w,, > 0. Let A,,, € L, N [, in which, the mth coordinator is 1 and all
other coordinates are 0. In this case, in the limit in (3.3), we take a special direction z; = tA4,, +
x, fort > 0 with t { 0. More precisely speaking, for all n, the nth coordinator of z, has the



following representation.

t+x, forn=m,
Xp, forn # m.

(2o =
This implies that ||z, — x|[, =t —> 0,as ¢t | 0. Thatis,
zy > Xinl,, ast 0. (3.6)
Fort>0, by z; = tA,, + x and x = z; — tA,,, we have
llxll, — t<llzell, <llx|l, +t, forall t>0.
This implies
lllzell, — llxll,| < t, forall t>0. (3.7)
In particular,

1 3 1
Slxllp < llzelly <3 llxllp, forall 0 <t <>{lx|l,. (3.8)

By (3.6) and by the continuity of the normalized duality mapping in uniformly convex and
uniformly smooth Banach spaces, we have

J(z) = J(x)inlgast 0.

However, we need more estimation for ||/ (z,) — J(x)ll,- By (3.1), we have

_(bealPtsignGey) 1o Pisign(en)  1xmlPsign(em)
L e L
p p p
and

J(z,) = (lelp_lsign(xﬂ lx2|P~'sign(xz)  |t+xm|P " sign(t+xm) )
t - p_z ) p_z ) wun p_z ) wen .
Nzl Nzl Izell?

It follows that

1 L - [t+xm P~ 1sign(t+xm)  |%m|P~Lsign(oem)
J(z) =] (x) = ( P2 p—z) (||X||g Z)J(X) + ( ad SIENUEH Xm) _ X signix )Am-
”Zt”p ||x||p

-2 p-2
R lzll?

This implies

1/ (ze) =] (0)llq

= | (nztﬁz‘z B ||x||15‘2) (||x||§;‘2)](x)||q * |

[t+xm P~ Lsign(t+xm,) _ |2 P~ Lsign (xm) 1
Izl =2 llzell} =2 m
tllp tlip q

1

1 [t+xm P~ Lsign(t+x.;,) _ [2xm 1P~ Lsign(xpm)
=) -2
lzellB [EY]]
p 14

p—2 P2
Izl Izell?

517G llg +




1 1
= [E9[l

= iz i ”p = |p ——— ||t + %, |P " Isign(t + x,,) — 1%, [P Lsign(x,,)]. (3.9)
P

H tl
For the estimation of W [t + 3 [P~ tsign(t + x,,) — |2, 1P~ sign(x,,)|, we consider 3
subcases below with respect to x,,,.
Subcase 1.1. x,, = 0. In this subcase, by p — 1 >0, we have

[t + 2, |P " Isign(t + x,,) — 1%, |P " Lsign(x,,)| = tP~1, forall t > 0.

Since x # 6 and x,,, = 0, we have ||z.||, > t. This implies

o 1+ 2P sign o+ ) = b7 sign )

tp-1 tp-1
- -2 —
IIZtllg tp-2

=t. (3.10)
Subcase 1.2. x,, > 0. In this subcase, forall 1 >t >0, by p — 1 > 0, we have
[t + 2% |P " Isign(t + xp) — |2 [P~ Lsign ()|
= (t+xn)P —xb!
=(@—1)xP2(t + xp — %)
= (p — Dt xP~2, for some X € (x,,, Xy + t). (3.11)

In this subcase, for all t > 0, we have [|z.||,, > [[x]|,. By (3.11), for all 1 >t > 0, this implies,
=z I+ 2 [P sign(t + 20 — Lt |P~sign )|
14

_ (p-1t xP—2
= ————
llz¢lly,

—-1) %P2 _
< %t, for some % € (X, Xm + 1).
p

_ -2
o @D Gt (3.12)

p—2
Il

Where, we take g =1,forp—2>0and g =0,forp —2 < 0.

Subcase 1.3. x,,, < 0. Inthis case, if t < —x,,, thent +x,, <0. Then, forall 0 <t < —%xm, by

(3.7), we have ||zl > % llx|l,,. This implies

B t”p ——— ||t + x,,|P " Lsign(t + x,,) — |2, |7~ Lsign(x,,)|



izl

—(= ¢t +xm)" = (—(=2m)? )|

|‘“

(=t +xm)" = (—xm)? )|

= —z
Izcll?

1

= g (o™ = (= 0)"™)

= o (0= 1) 2y — (—(E+ X))

(p 1)t %P2
=)
”Zt”p

2(p—1) P2

< Wt, for some —(t + x,,) <X < —xp,
P

2(p-1) (-xm+a)P?
llclB 2

(3.13)

Where, we take a = —%xm, forp—2>=0anda =0, forp —2 < 0. From (3.10), (3.12) and
(3.13), let

- pP-2 _ _ p—2
A:max{l @=D (m+BP™*  (p=1) (~Xm+a) }

p—2 ) -2
IxlI? lxIl?

Then, we have

W ||t + x,,|P " sign(t + x,,) — |, |P " Isign(x,,)| < At,as0<t<= Ixml (3.14)
Zt

Next, we estimate

, Which is the first term in (3.9). By (3.7) and (3.8), we have

-2 2
lzelZ™2 llx ||”

1 1
p—2 p—2
Izl 2 Il

iz iB el - leB iz |
p p
(AT

_ [zeB el p e (el +1e+-xm 1P L )
lzellp Il

Iz INB =l ID| 2 e+ 2P~ P

— D D P p
llzell N1l llzell 111l

zelB=lxl3] | lit+xm P =lxmlP]
- L m]
Izl Izl DI




_ (hzellp+lxlip) [lzellp=lxlip| | [t+xm|P=lxm|P|

p p p-2
Izcll? PAHEIR

5

Zlxllp t |It+xm|p 2P|

1 2p-2

T
_ 5t 2p||t+xm|p_|xm|p| 3 15
- p—1 + 2p-2 . ( ' )

Il Il

Similar to the proof of (3.14), we can prove that there is a positive number B such that
|1t + 2 |P = 2P| < B, 850 <t <= |xy. (3.16)

By (3.15) and (3.16), we obtain

1 1
p—2 p—2
lzelB 2 Il

5t 2PBt
<II 7 1+II ”2,, —, as0<t<- |xm| (3.17)

Substituting the results of (3.17) and (3.14) into (3.9), we get

I/ (ze) =] (0)llq

5t 2PBt p—1
< - + _) x + At
(nxns P P Il

2PBt

=5t+—p ||pl+At

= Ct,as0<t< % %, (3.18)

2PBt

WhereC=5t + —= Il

—— + At satisfyingC >0, forO<t<- |xm|. This implies

J(z) = J(x)inl, astlO0. (3.19)
By (3.6) and (3.19), we have
(2t,](z)) = (x,](x)), astl 0. (3.20)

In order to show w ¢ D*J(x)(8), we calculate the limit in (3.1). By the assumption that w,,, > 0
and by (3.20) and (3.18), we have

(w,z—x) —{(J(2)-](x), 6)

1
TOSUD =l +i @ -1l
= limsup w2 %)

2oyt lz=xllp +1J @~ ®)llq



(W,Zt_x)

> limsu
pe e Tze—xlly +1 21 GOl
. (W,tAm)
= limsu
TP el + 11O @)
tw.
= limsup——
WP T Go-10l,
. twWwm
> limsup
tlo t +Ct
i Wm
T 1+C

This implies that, for x € I, with x # 6, we have
w & D*J(x)(8), forany w € l,with w = 6. (3.21)
By (3.4) and (3.21), we obtain
D*J(x)(0) = {6}, for x € I, with x # 6. (3.22)

Case 2. x = 6, For the case that x = 8, as in the proof of (3.22), let w € |, with w,,, > 0, for
some positive integer m. Fort >0, let z, = t4,, + 6 = tA,,, we have

lllzll, = l6ll,| = ¢, for all t > 0.
and J(z:) =](tA,) =tA,, » 0,astl0.
By J6 = 6, these imply

(26, ] (2¢)) = (tAm, tAy) — (6,0),ast ! 0.
We have

. (w,z—8) —(J(2)—](8), 6)
1
SUD 12261, + /-1 @)1,

. (w,z;—0)
> limsu
g 20l +1 -] O)lq

= limsup W, tAm)
110 1Al +tAmllq

. tw.
= limsup —/
tlo 2t

:Wi>ol
2

This implies



w & D*](0)(8), for any w € l,with w # 6.
By (3.4), (3.22), this proves this theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Letx, y € L,. If {(J(x),y) # 0, then

6 & D*J(x)(»).
Proof. Fort >0, let

(1-t)x, if(J(x),y) >0,

Z= {(1 + t)x, if(J(x),y) <O0.
By the properties of the normalized duality mapping, for t > 0, we have

(A =0)J), if{Jx),y)>0,
J(20) = {(1 + O], ifJ(),y) < 0.

This implies
(20,] (20)) = (x,] (%)), ast L 0.

In order to show 8 & D*J(x)(y), we calculate the limit in (3.1).

(0,z—x) —(y, J(2)=](x) )«
2oy Nz=xllp +lJ(@)-] (Xl

. (6,z—x) —(J(z2)-](x), ¥)
=1
TOSUD a1 —J 0l

. - {J@)-]x), ¥)
=1
TSUD Xl +1@ -1l

, —Uz)-Jx), y)
>1 —_— =
= S Tl 1 Golg

tI{J(x), y

= limsu
Pt

tlo

_ [{(J(x), ¥ >0
2|lxllp '

This implies
0 ¢ D' J(0) (), if J(x), y)#0.
Theorem 3.3. Let x € 1,\{6}. For any a > 0 with a # 1, we have
aj (x) & D*J (x)(x).
Proof. For 1 >t >0, let



_{(1+t)x, ifa>1,
E7l1-0b)x, if0<a< 1

By the properties of the normalized duality mapping, for 1 >t > 0, we have

A+, if a>1,
1-t)J(x), if0o<a<l.

J(ze) = {
This implies
(z1,](z¢)) = (x,](x)),astlO0.
In order to show aJ (x) & D*J(x,] (x))(x), we calculate the limit in (3.1).

(aJ(x),z—x) —(x, J(2)—](x) )

.
MOSUD ™ el + 0@ -l
. {aJ(x),z—x) = {J(2)-](x), x)
=1
TOSUD 2l + 11—l

: (aJ(x0),ze=x) = {J(ze) =] (x), x)
>1
= T ey, Hlg @l

(@)~ @), )
lims

e T liexll, +1e @l
@0t = (Y (), %)
1

e el +E/Golg

, a>1

, 0<ax1

: t(a-D)llxlIF
limsup ————,
zeox Ntxlp +IETCllq

. ta-a)llxl3
limsup —————
ziox NExlp +lEJ()llq

a>1

, 0<ax1
) t la—1|llxI13
= limsup——
ciob 2tlxlly

a—1|||x
_ | 2||| e o 0.

This proves this Theorem. o
4. The normalized duality mapping in (general) Banach space L;(S)

Let (S, A, 1) be a positive and complete measure space. The real Banach space (L, (S), |I-Il,)
has dual space (L, (S), ||I"lle)- Both L, (S) and L, (S) are not reflexive. We define the positive
cone, denoted by L1 (S), in L, (S) as follows.

LI(S) ={f € L;(S):f(s) =0, for almost all s € S}.

It is well-known that L (S) is a pointed closed and convex cone in L, (S). Then, we define a



subset in L, (S) as follows
LI*(S) ={f € Li(S): f(s) > 0, for almost all s € S}.

LT*(S) is a convex subset in L;(S). However, {8} U LT (S) is a pointed convex cone in L, (S)
with vertex 0, which is neither closed, nor open.

Let ba(S, A) be the Banach space of all bounded finitely additive real valued functions on A
with norm ||-||. For every y € ba(S, A), ||y|| is defined by (see page 160 of section 111 7 in [8]
by Dunford and Schwartz)

¥l = sup{ly(A)|: A € A}, forevery y € ba(S, A).

By Theorem IV 8.1 in [8] by Dunford and Schwartz, the Banach space L., (S) has dual space
Ly (S) =ba(S, A). Let (-, -) denote the real canonical pairing between L, (S) and L (S); and
let (-, -), denote the real canonical pairing between L., (S) and ba(S, A). It satisfies that, ¢ €
L5 (S) if and only if, there is y € ba(S, A) such that

(p,h"), = fs h*(s)y(ds), forany h* € L, (S) = L1(S). (4.1)
Then, ¢ and y satisfying (4.1) are identified; and therefore, we have
Li(S) = Lo (S) and LY (S) = L (S) = ba(S, A).

We use English letters, such as f, g, ..., to name the elements in L;(S), and f*, g, ..., for

elements in L, (S). We use Greek letters, such as y, 4, ... to name the elements in ba(S, A).
Let 8, 6*and 8** denote the origins in L, (S), L, (S) and ba(s, A), respectively. The following
lemma shows that the normalized duality mapping J: L;(S) =3 L (S) is indeed a set valued

mapping.

Lemma4.1. Letf € L, (S) with f # 0. Let a be an arbitrarily given bounded measurable function
defined on the set {s € S: f(s) = 0} satisfying

—lIfllL <as) < lIf|ly, for all s € S with f(s) = 0.

Define jf € L, (S) as follows

Ifll,  for f(s) >0,
(if)(s) =3 a(s), for f(s) =0, forallses. (4.2)

=lIflls, for f(s) <0,
Then, jf € Jf.

Proof. Let A={s € S: f(s) > 0}and B={s € S: f(s) < 0}. Since f # 0, then u(AU B) # 0. By
(4.2), this implies ||jf|l= Il fll; > 0. Then,

Gf. 1)Y= s FUN(S) ulds)



= lIflly f5 If(s)I u(ds)

= [If1IF = IifII%.
This proves jf € Jf. O
Corollary 4.2. Let f € L,(S) with f # 6. We have

(i If u{s € S: f(s) = 0} >0, then Jf is an infinite set;
(i) If u{s € S: f(s) = 0} =0, then Jf is a singleton satisfying

_(Ilflli, for f(s) >0,
(Jf)(s)-{_” oS 2 o forallses. 43)

(iii)  Inparticular, if f € LT*(S), then Jf is a constant function satisfying
(NG = Ifll1, forallses.

Proof. Part (i) follows from the representation (4.2) immediately. We show (ii). Assume that f
satisfies u{s € S: f(s) = 0}=0.Then, u{s € S: f(s) > 0}>0,0or, u{s € S: f(s) <0} >0, or
both. Suppose u{s € S: f(s) > 0} > 0 (we can similarly prove the case if u{s € S: f(s) < 0} >
0). Assume that there is h* € L, (S) such that h* is also a value of the normalized duality
mapping at f € L, (S) that is different from Jf defined by (4.3). Then, ||h*|| = |[f]l1, and, for
pu-almost s € S, |h*(s)| < ||h*]le = lIfll1. Then, by the assumption that h* = Jf defined by (4.3),
there are two possible cases that at least one of them happens.

Casel. ThereisDe Aand D < {s € S: f(s) > 0} with u(D) > 0 such that
—IIflly < h*(s) < |If]l, forall s € D.

We have
(R, ) = Jg F($)R*(s) u(ds)
= Jso FOR () u(ds) + [, f(HR"(s) u(ds)
< Jop f@OR () uds) + [, FONfIl1 u(ds)
< [solf ORI uds) + [, fFIfll1uds)
< ool F Ol u(ds) + [, FISf Il n(ds)
= [l F Ol u(ds) + [, IFOINf Il u(ds)

= Ifllx J 1f () u(ds)



= lIf113.

This contradicts to the assumption that A" is a valued of the normalized duality mapping at f.
Casel. ThereisEe Aand E < {s € S: f(s) < 0} with u(E) > 0 such that

—Nfll. < h*(s) < |If|l,, forall s € E.

We have
(W, f) = J5 f()h*(s) u(ds)
= Jse O () u(ds) + [ f()h™(s) u(ds)
< Jog FOR () u(ds) + [ IF IS ll1 u(ds)
< [ F @R 1 uds) + [ IfFOIIf Il uds)
= Joe F Ol u(ds) + [ 1fF ONNf Il u(ds)

= flly J5 If ()l u(ds)
= IfII3.
This contradicts to the assumption that h* is a valued of the normalized duality mapping at f. ©

Let rca(S, A) be the Banach space of all regular countable additive measures contained in
ba(S, A). Then, rca(S, <A) is a closed linear subspace of ba(S, A) (see pages 160 and 162 of
section 111 7 in [8] by Dunford and Schwartz).

For any f € LT (S), with f # 0, f induces its corresponding member f** € (S, A) as follows

f(A) = [, f(s)u(ds), forevery A € A.

Then, f** is a positive and complete measure on (S, A); and therefore, f** € rca(S, «A), which
implies f** € ba(S, A) = L (S). Forany k* € L, (S), it satisfies

(f k") = (k" fy = [ K ($)f (s) u(ds).

The identification of f** and f embeds L} (S) into rca(S, A) € ba(S, A). That is,
LT(S) S rca(S, A) S ba(S, A) = Ly (S).

The results of the following lemma may be known. We provide a simple proof here.

Lemma 4.3. L,(S) is not strictly convex.



Proof. Take arbitrarily A, B € A satisfying u(4) > 0, u(B) >0and An B = @. Let y, and yp

be the indicator functions of the subsets A and B, respectively. Define f = %4- and g= %. Then

u(4)
I£1l; = llgll, = 1. We can check that ||f$||1: 1, o

Lemma 4.4. The normalized duality mapping /*: L, (S) = L% (S) is not a single valued
mapping.

Proof. Assume, by the way of contradiction, that the normalized duality mapping J*: L. (S) —
L5 (S) is a single valued mapping. By Theorem 4.3.2 in [28] by Takahashi, L (S) is
smooth. Since L., (S) = L} (S), by Problem 2 in section 4.3 in [28], it implies that L,(S) is
strictly convex. This contradicts to the results of Lemma 4.3. O

We partially showed the well-known properties that all L, (S), L. (S) and ba(S, A) are neither
smooth, nor strictly convex. Where, the proof of the result that ba(S, <A) is neither smooth, nor
strictly convex is by the properties of L., (S) and Problems 1 and 2 in section 4.3 in [28].

By Lemma 4.1, the normalized duality mapping J: L, (S) 3 L,,(S) = L7(S) is not a single
valued mapping. Recall that L] (S) = L (S) and L5, (S) = ba(S, A). Let f € L1(S). Take f* €
J(f) € L1(S) = L (S), by (1.2), the Mordukhovich derivative of J at (f, f*) is a set valued
mapping D*J(f, f*): L5 (S) = Li(S), which can be rewritten as D*J (f, f): ba(S, A) 3 Le(S).
For any y € ba(S, A), we have

i

A * * * * . (k*:g_f) - (V,g*—f*)*
D = el : lim <
U100 =0k 1(5) (g,gl*) f>1(11‘I,)f*) lg=Flls +Hllg*—f*lle — 0

\ g€EL41(S) and g*€J(g)
§
* : (K*g9—f) = (v.g"—f")x
=k ELe(S): ] <o0b (44
() lmsup e (4.4)

\ 9g€EL1(S) and g*€j(g)

In particular, by LT (S) € ba(S, A), for any h € L7 (S) that induces h** € ba(S, A) = L, (S),
by (4.4), we have,

i

- * * *k * . <k*vg_f) - <h**:g*_f*>*
= : <
DU FIRT) = " € Leo(S) e R . Y P

\ g€EL1(S) and g*€j(g)

i

* : (k*!g_f> - (g*_f*rh>
= : m < . .
| ELe(S): o limsup e = O ()

\ g€EL1(S) and g*€J(g)

Theorem 4.5. Letf € L{(S) with u{s € S: f(s) = 0} = 0. Then, J(f) is a singleton and satisfies

D*J(fJ(M))O™) = {6}


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indicator_function
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Proof. For any f € L,(S), if u{s € S: f(s) = 0} = 0, then, by part (ii) of Corollary 4.2, J(f) is a
singleton, which is denoted by f*= J(f). It is clear to see that

0" € DJ(f, f)(O). (4.6)
Next, we prove that, for any k* € L, (S), if k* # 67, then
k* & D*J(f, f)(6™). (4.7)

The proof of (4.7) is divided into two cases.

Case 1. (k*, f) # 0. We may assume (k*, f) > 0. In this case, in the limit in (4.5), we take a
special direction g, = (1 + t)f, for t > 0 with t | 0. By property (Js) of the normalized duality
mapping and f*=J(f), we have

(L+0)f €J((1+f)=J(gy.), forall t>0.
Then, we write
gi=QQ+0f € J(A+0f)=J(ge), forall t>0.
This implies
(96:9¢) = (e A+ Of) > (f, f),ast 1 0.
We have

limsup (k*g=f) —({g"=f".0"").
(g'g*) _>(f'f*) ||g_f||1 +”g*_f*”00
9€L1(S) and g*€J(9)

= limsup (ke 'g_*f) "

9g€EL1(S) and g*€j(g)

= limsup (k".ge=f) :
(g0g0) =y Noe= Tl +llgi=rllg,

g+€L1(S) and g{€J(g¢)

(k*(1+t)f—f)

= limsu
o P a0 —Fll1 +IA+0f Il
. t(k",f)
= limsup ——————
o P el +ell e
_
2171
> 0.

This implies



k* & D*J(f, (@), for (k*, f) > 0. 4.7

In case if, (k*, f) < 0, then, in the above proof, we take g, = (1 —t)f,forO<t<lwitht ! 0.
We can prove

k* & D*J(f, (@), for (k*, f) <O. 4.7

Case 2. (k*, f)=0.LetA={se S:f(s)>0},B={s€ S:f(s) < 0}and C ={s € S: f(s) = 0}.
Since u(C) =0, which implies f # 6 and u(A U B) # 0. This implies

u({s€ A: k*(s) > 0yu{se€ A: k*(s) < 0yu{s € B: k*(s) > 0}yu{s € B: k*(s) < 0})# 0.

At first, we suppose u{s € A: k*(s) < 0} >0. Thatis, u{s € S: f(s) > 0 and k*(s) < 0} > 0.
Then, there is a positive number a with a < ||f]|; such that

u{s € S: f(s) > aand k*(s) < 0} > 0.
Let D = {s € S: f(s) > aand k*(s) < 0}. By f € L,(S), this implies that
0<u(D)=pu{seS:f(s) >aand k*(s) < 0} < oo.

Let yp be the indicator function of this subset D. The above inequality implies that y, € L;(S)
with ||xp|l; = u(D). Define

hy = —typ + f,foranytwithO<t<aandt!O.

More precisely, for any t with 0 <t < a, we have

he(s) = {;8_ b gj Z g_’ (4.8)
By O<t<aandf(s) > a, forall s € D, we have that if 0 <t < a, then
0<hy(s)=f(s) —t<f(s), forall s € D.
Hence, if 0 <t<a, then ||h; — f||;=tu(D). This implies that
h, »fastlO0. (4.9

Notice that a < [|f|;. If 0 <t < &, we have
lhelly = [ [he(s)] u(ds)
= [s\plhe (1 u(ds) + [, 1he(s)] u(ds)
= [solf Ol uds) + [, (f(s) — O u(ds)

= Joolf 1 uds) + [, f(s)u(ds) — tu(D)
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= [, If(s)lu(ds) —tu(D)
= Ifll, — tu(D).

Here, we have ||f|l; — tu(D) > 0. It is because that if if 0 <t < a, then
tu(D) < [, f(s)ulds) < lIfll;-

It is clear that, by u{s € S: f(s) = 0} =0, if 0 <t < a, then u{s € S: h,(s) = 0}= 0. Notice that
D < A and by (4.8), we have h.(s) >0, fors € D € A. By Corollary 4.2, we have that J(h;) isa
singleton, which is denoted by h; = J(h;), forall 0 <t <a. It satisfies

o _(llRelly, forseA, _ (lflly —tu(D), fors € 4,
hi () =1 (ho)(s) = {—nhtnl, forse€B ~ |~(lIfll, — tu(D)), fors€B.

This implies
lhf — f*lle = tu(D) - 0,ast L 0. (4.10)
By (4.9) and (4.10), we have
(he, hE) = (f, fH),astlo.

This implies

. (Kg-1) (0™, g'~f").
limsu
00y Ng—fl +llg— "o
9€L1(S) and g*€J(9)

: (k*.g-1)
= limsu
@y Ngrla+lg"~F T

g€EL1(S) and g*€Jj(g)

> limsup <k*'ht—f> :
(hehy) > (%) lhe=£llx +hi=F*1l

tlo - I=txp+f=rfllx +[|hg=£*[|

. _t(k*,XD)
= limsup —ok X0} _
oo P tuD) +tu(d)

_ _<k*:XD)

2u(D)

>0.
This implies

k* & D*J(f,J ()@, for (k*, f) # 0 and u{s € A: k*(s) < 0} > 0.



We can similarly prove that k* & D*J(f,](f))(8*"), for {k*, f) # 0 with respect to any one of
the following cases:

u{s€ A: k*(s)>0}>0, u{se B: k*(s) < 0} >0, u{s € B: k*(s) > 0} > 0.

This proves (4.7). By (4.6), this theorem is proved. O
Theorem 4.6. For 8* = J(68), we have

D*J(6,6")(6™) = {67}
Proof. It is clear to see that

0* € D*J(6,6%)(6™). (4.11)

Next, we prove that, for any k* € L, (S), if k* # 6%, then

k* & D*J(8,0%)(6*). (4.12)

By k* # 0", we have u({s € S: k*(s) > 0} >0, or, u{s € S: k*(s) < 0, or both. At first, we
suppose u{s € S: k*(s) > 0} > 0. Then, we take D S{s € S: k*(s) > 0} satisfying

0 < u(D) < oo,
It follows that y, € L, (S) with ||xpll; = u(D). Define
h: = typ, foranyt>0witht | 0.
More precisely, for any t > 0, we have

_(t, fors €D,
he(s) = {0, fors & D.

This implies that, for any t > 0, ||h; — 0]|1= ||h¢||1= tu(D). We obtain
hs = 0,ast ! 0. (4.13)
By Lemma 4.1 and ||h¢||;= tu(D), we define j(h;) € J(h;) satisfying

. _(Nlhellq, forseD, {t,u(D), fors € D,
J(hf)(s)‘{—uhtnl, fors @D ~ l-tu(D), forsgD.

This implies
lj(he) — 0%l = llRelly = tu(D) - 0,ast L 0.
This is equivalent to
j(hy) = 6%, ast ! 0. (4.14)
By (4.13) and (4.14), we have



(he,j(he)) — (6,607), a5t 1 0.

This implies

limsup (k*,g—0) —(0"".g"—6").
(9,.9%) —(6,6%) lg—fll1 +lg*—6"llo
gEL,(S) and g*€j(g)

, (k*.g)
= limsu —_—
G ey 19Tl +Hg T

9g€EL1(S) and g*€J(g)
(k*:ht)

> limsu —
(o) (b0 e+l

: Kt
= limsup ( X.D)
t1o — Itxplly +1j(h)lleo

. k)
= limsup —=>=——
tro ¥ tu(D) +tu(D)

_ (k"xp)
2u(D)

> 0.

This proves (4.12). By (4.11) and (4.12), this theorem is proved if u{s € S: k*(s) > 0} > 0. We
can similarly prove the case if u{s € S: k*(s) < 0} > 0. 0

Recall that LT (S) is embedded into rca(S, A) S ba(S, A). Thatis, L (S) € rca(S,A) S
ba(S, A) = L5 (S). Then, for any f € LT (S), f** is considered as an element in ba(S, A).

Theorem 4.7. Let f € LT (S) with f = 6 that induces f** € ba(S, A). Let f* € J(f) defined by

Iflls, for f(s)>0

f*(S)={O’ " foralls€s. (4.15)

for f(s) =0,

Then, we have

—~f* €D J(F,f ).
Proof. Let A={s € S: f(s) > 0}, B={s € S: f(s) < 0} and C = {s € S: f(s) = 0}. By the
assumption that f € LT (S) and f # 6, we have u(4) > 0 and u(B) = 0. Then, there is a positive
number a such that

u{s € A: f(s) > a} > 0.
Hence, there is D <{s € A: f(s) > a} such that 0 < u(D) < . Define

hy = —typ + f,forany0O<t<aandt !l 0.

More precisely, for any t with 0 <t < a, we have



_(f(s)—t, fors €D,
he(s) = {f(s), fors & D. (4.16)
This implies ||h; — f||l;=tu(D), forall 0 <t<a, and
h: - f,ast 0. (4.17)

We calculate
Ihelly = f5 he(s)] n(ds)
= [s\plhe (1 uds) + [, 1he ()] n(ds)
= [l I uds) + [, (f(s) — O p(ds)
= [solf Ol uds) + [, f(s)ulds) — tu(D)
=[5 If ()l u(ds) — tu(D)

= Ifllx = tu(D). (4.18)

Notice that D € A and by (4.16), we have h.(s) >0, fors € D € A. By (4.18), let h; € J(h;) be
defined as follows (Notice that, for 0 <t < a, h.(s) > 0 ifand only if, f(s) > 0, forall s € S).

o= 08
_ (lIflls = tu(D), for f(s) >0,
0, for f(s) =0,
-~ >, for s @19
By (4.15), this implies
A = f*llw = tu(D) > 0,ast L 0. (4.20)

By (4.17) and (4.20), we have
(he, h) = (f,f"),astlo0.
By (4.15) and the definition of D, it is clear to see that
(f, he) = {f5 —txp + ) = 1T — tllfll,u(D). (4.21)

By (4.18) and (4.19), we calculate

(hi f) =[5 hi()f(s) u(ds)



= [, R f () u(ds) + [, hi($)f (s) u(ds)
= [, (Iflly = tuD)If ()] u(ds)

= (Iflly = tw(D)) [ If ()l u(ds)
= IfII7 — tlfll (D). (4.22)
By (4.21) and (4.22), we have
limsup (=f9=1) = g ="

(9,99 >(F.f*) lg=fll1 +llg*—F*lleo
gE€L1(S) and g*€J(g)

. VAl il el RO )
= lims
G0y oy a7l +lg"~F Il
9€L1(S) and g*€J(9)

> limsup i;f_'hﬁl_f: ihﬂhj_fh 24
(ht'hz) _)(f:f*) t f 1 t f 0
ht€L4(S) and h;E](ht)

. —{f* h)— (R f)
= limsu
S 1l +i—r

_(f* _ * 2
— limsup {f*he)—(he.f)+2lIf 17
10 tu(D) +tu(D)

— >k— —_— * 2
— limsup (f*—txp+f)—(hi.f)+2lIf 1
t10 2tu(D)

= limsup —(FNE=t fl D)=l FNE =t fl (D) +211 £ 11
tlo 2tu(D)

. 2t f1l,u(D)
= limsup ——
tio | 2u(d)

=1l
> 0.
This implies that —f* & D*J(f, f*)(f**). This theorem is proved. 0
We define an ordering relation < on L., (S) as follows. For any f*,u* € L, (S), we write
f*< urifandonlyif f*(s) < u*(s), foralmostall s € S.

Forany f* € L, (S), we write

(f )<= {u" €L (S): f*<u*}.



Corollary 4.8. Let f € L1*(S) that induces f** € ba(S, «A). Then J(f) is a singleton satisfying

DJUIENEDI N U< =2.

Proof. Since f € LI*(S), let J(f) = f*, which is a constant function with value ||f]|,. For any
u* € L, (S) with f* < u*, there is a positive number b such that, there is E {s € S: u*(s) >
IIfl; + b} satisfying 0 < u(E) < oo. Define

hy = tyg + f,foranyt>0with t | 0.
More precisely, for any t > 0, we have

_(f(s)+¢t, fors€E,
he(s) = {f(s), fors ¢ E.

This implies ||, — fl,= tu(E), for all t > 0, and h, — f, as ¢ L 0. Similar to (4.8), we calculate
IRl = Jg 1he(s)| p(ds)
= [\l f®uds) + [ (f(s) + O u(ds)
= [\l f®luds) + [ f(s)ulds) + tu(E)

=[5 If ()| u(ds) + tu(E)

= Ifllx + tu(E).

By f € L1*(S), we have h(s) € LI (S), forall t > 0. Then h; := J(h,) is a singleton with value
of ||h.|l;. That is,

hi = J(he) = Ielly = I lly + tu(E), forall t > 0.
This implies ||hf — f*|lo = tu(E) = 0,ast 1 0. We have
(he,he) = (f.f7),ast L 0.
It is clear to see that (f*, h,) ={f*, txz + )= IfII? + tlIfll,(E). We calculate

(hi, f) =[5 hi()f () u(ds)

= (Il + tu(E)) [ 1 ()| u(ds)
= [IfIIf + tllfll,(E).

and (u*, hy — f) =", txg)



= ¢ [, w(s) u(ds)
>t [ (f*(s) + b) u(ds)

= t(lIflly + b)u(E).
We have
llmsup (u*'g_f) - <f**' g*_f*)*

(g'g*) _)(f;f*) ”g_f“l +||g*_f*”°0
g€Ly(S) and g*€J(g)

. (u*g—f)—(g"=f".f)
= limsu
(09D o e+l =T
9g€EL1(S) and g*€J(9)

(u*,ht_f>_ (hz_f*lf)
Ihe=Flly +[|ri =]l

\%

limsup
(hehi) =(F.f)
htELl(S) and h;E_’(ht)

(W txe)—(tu(E).f)

= lims
: tioup 2tu(E)
> limsup t(||f||1+b)2l;(51)5—t||f||1#(5)
tlo u(E)
. tbu(E)
=1
Tl zeu(e)
=250

2

This implies that

w* & D*J(f,J(F)(F), forany u* € Lo, (S) with J(f) < u*. 0
5. The normalized duality mapping in (general) Banach space C[0, 1]

Let (C[O, 1], ||*]I, Z) be the Banach space of all continuous real valued functions on [0, 1] with
respect to the standard Borel o-field X and with the maximum norm (see [6, 29] for more details)

If1l = max |f (s)1, for any f € C[0, 1]
<s<

The dual space of C[0, 1] is denoted by C*[0, 1] that is rca[O0, 1]. Let (-, -) denote the real
canonical pairing between C*[0, 1] and C[O0, 1]. In this section, let m denote the standard measure
on [0, 1] satisfying m[a, b] =b — a, forany 0 < a < b < 1. Itis clear to see m € rca[0, 1].

By the Riesz Representation Theorem (see Theorem 1V.6.3 in Dunford and Schwartz [8]), for
any @ € C*[0, 1], there is a real valued, regular and countable additive functional p € rca[0, 1],
which is defined on the given o-field X on [0, 1], such that



(@, = [ f(s)u(ds), forany f € C[0, 1. (5.1)

Throughout this section, without any special mention, we shall identify ¢ and y in (5.1). We say
that u € C*[0,1] ((itis rcaf0, 1]) and (5.1) is rewritten as

(. fy= f f(s)u(ds), forany f € C[0, 1]. (5.1)
The norm of u € €*[0, 1] = rca[0, 1] is denoted by ||u||. that is defined by

llull. = v(u, [0, 1]).
Where, v(u, [0, 1]) is the total variation of x on [0, 1], which is defined by (see page 160 in [8])

v(u, [0,1]) = i}églu(E)l-

The origin of C[0, 1] is denoted by &, which is the constant function defined on [0, 1] with value
0. The origin of the dual space C*[0, 1] is denoted by 6, which is also a constant functional on
with value 0. This is,

6*(E) =0, forevery E € X.

The dual space of rca[0, 1] is denoted by rca*[0, 1]. The real canonical pairing between the dual
space rca*[0, 1] (= €**[0, 1]) and rca[0, 1] (= C*[0, 1]) is denoted by (-,").. In this section, we
use English letters to name the members in C[0, 1], such as, f, g, ...; lower case Greek letters for
members in C*[0, 1]; upper case Greek letters for members in C**[0, 1]).

According to Dunford and Schwartz (see (F1) on page 374 in [8]), so far, there is no completely
satisfactory representation for rca*[0, 1], which is the conjugate of the space rca[0, 1]. However,
we could find a subset of rca*[0, 1] for us to use in this section.

The positive cone of C[0, 1] is denoted by C*[0, 1] that is defined by
C'[0,1]1={f e C[0, 1]: f(s) = 0, forall s € [0, 1]}.

C"'[0, 1] is a pointed closed and convex cone in C[0, 1]. We define the strict positive “cone” as
follows

C*[0,1]1={f e C[0, 1]: f(s) > 0, forall s € [0, 1]}.

C*™[0, 1] is a convex and open subset in C[0, 1]. However, {8} UC*[0, 1] is a pointed convex
cone in C[0, 1] with vertex 0, which is neither closed, nor open. For any given f € C*[0, 1], f
defines a member f** € C**[0,1] = rca*[0, 1] as follows

(f™v).=f)= folf(s)y(ds), for any y € rca[0, 1]. (5.2)

It satisfies

IF% )l < lIf vl forany y € rcal0, 1].



This implies || f**|l,cq* = IIf]l. By this definition, C*[0, 1] is embedded into rca*[0, 1]. That is
C'[0, 1] € rca*[0, 1] = C*™[0, 1].

For any f € C[0, 1], we define
M(f) ={te [0, 1]: [f (Ol = lIflI}-

By the continuity of f on [0, 1], M(f) is a nonempty closed subset of [0, 1], which is called the
maximizing set of f. The connection between the normalized duality mapping J: C — 2¢"\{@}
and the maximizing sets is provided in [18—19].

Lemma 5.1 [18]. For any f € C[0, 1] with ||f]| > 0, then

@ pued® = vy [0, 11\M(f)) =0;
(b) Lets; € M(f),forj =1,2,...,m, for some positive integer m, define u € rcal0, 1] by

u(sy) =aif(s;), forj=1,2,....,m
and
u(E) =0, forany E < [0, 1]\{s;:j = 1,2,...,m}, (5.3)
where ; >0, for j = 1,2, ..., m satisfying ¥72, &; = 1. Then, u € J(f).
(c) If M(f) is not a singleton, then J(f) is an infinite set.

The following lemmas provide some properties of the maximizing sets.

Lemma5.1. Let f € C[0, 1] with || f|| > 0. Suppose that there is [a, b] < [0, 1] witha<b
satisfying f(s) = ||f]|, for all s € [a, b]. Define u € rca[0, 1] as follows, for any E' € %,

W(E) = { WL im(E), if E C[a,b],
0, if EN[a,b] =0.
Then, p € J(f).
Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 5.1 [18]. It is omitted here. O
Lemma 5.2. For any f € C[0, 1] with ||f|| >0 and for any t # 0, we have
M(tf) = M(f).

Proof. The proof of this lemma is straightforward and it is omitted here. i

For (f, 1) € gph/, thatis, for f € C[0, 1] and p € J(f) < rca[0, 1] = €*[0,1], by definition (1.2),
the Mordukhovich derivative of J at point (f, u) is a set valued mapping D*J(f, u): C*[0,1] =
C*[0,1]. For any ® € C**[0,1], it is defined by



A * * : (Ag—f) —(P,y—p).
o : 0 - T < . .
D*J(f,w)(®P) =<1 € C*[0,1] (gl;/r;ns?frr)ﬂ) PETE= 0 (5.4)

gec[o,1] and y€Jj(g)

We use the above definition to investigate some properties of the Mordukhovich derivatives of
the set valued normalized duality mapping J on C[O, 1].

Theorem 5.3. Let f € C*[0, 1] with ||f]| > O that induces f** € rca*[0, 1] defined in (5.2). Then,
for any u € J(f), we have

0 & D*J(f, i) (f*).
Proof. By (5.4), for any given u € J(f), we have
* A * *% . (9*,g—f) - (f**r V_lf‘)*
<
7 ey e limsup - <O

geC[0,1] and y€J(g)

. —(f™, y—u
o oy gl +ly—al. = 0 (5.5)

geC[0,1] and y€J(g)

We estimate the limit in (5.5). By the definition of f** in (5.2), we have

. =y . —{r-u 1)
lims — YT ims L R L 5.6
or oty g T+Ty=pll. ISP Tlg=rl vyl (5.6)
g€&c[0,1] and y€J(g) gec[o,1] and y€j(g)

In the limit (5.6), we take a special direction g, € C[0,1] and y; € J(g;), for t 1 0, as follows
ge=A—=-0)f and y; =1 —t)u,forl>t>0.

By the properties of the normalized duality mapping and the assumption that u € J(f), we have
Yt € J(9.) satisfying

llee = yell. = tllpll., forall 1>1t> 0.
This implies
gt~ f in C[0,1] and y, — u inrcaf0, 1],ast ! 0.

Calculating the limit in (5.6), we have

limsup v B
(9.7) = (F.10) lg—FIl +lly—ell
geC[0,1] and y€J(g)

> limsup — et f)
(9eve) = (F.10) lge=rFIl +llye—ull




tl{u, f)

= Nmsup o,
_ e
2ll71
=1 5.
2
By (5.5), this implies 6* & D*J(f, W)(f**). O
Theorem 5.4. Let f € C[0, 1] and A € rca[0, 1]. If (A, f) # 0, then, for any u € J(f), we have
A& D*J(f,m)(O™).

Proof. For any given f € C[0, 1] and A € rca[0, 1], the condition (A, f) # 0 implies f # 0, that
is ||f]| > 0. By (5.4), for any u € J(f), we have

 * *k : (Ag=f)=(0"", y—i)
€D e 1 <
e DY mE™) GISUP gy al, O

geC[o,1] and y€j(g)

< limsup _ Ag-f)
(gy) =(f,0) lg=FII +lly—pll

gecC[0,1] and y€J(9)

<0. (5.7)

Forany 0 <t<1, let

(L4 0Of, if ALf) >0,
gt_{(l—t)f, if (f) <0.

and

~ {(1+t),u, if (Af) >0,
Vo=l = 0p if A f) <O.

By u € J(f), we have y; € J(g;), for any 0 <t < 1. Calculating the limit in (5.7), we have

i A,g-f)
l _—
(g,l)glil(lfl,)u) lg—Fll +lly—pll.

geC[0,1] and y€J(g)

> limsup A.gi—f)
(gti)/t) - (ft“-) ”gt_f” +”yt_ﬂl|*

. 1o, £l
= limsup————
S P +ellall,

_ 1 pl
21171

By (5.7), this implies A & D*J(f, ) (6™*). O




Theorem 5.5. Let A € rca[0, 1]. If A[0, 1] # O, then for any f € C[0, 1] there is u € J(f) such that
A& DY(f, 1) (6™).
In particular, if A[0, 1] # 0O, then
A ¢ D*J(6,07)(6™).
Proof. Let A € rca[0, 1] with A[0, 1] # 0. The proof of this theorem is divided into two cases.
Case 1. A0, 1] > 0. The proof of this case is also divided into two subcases.

Subcase 1.1. There is a subset of the maximizing set of f, {s; € M(f): for j = 1,2, ..., m}, for
some positive integer m such that

fG)=IIfIl, forj=1,2, ..., m. (5.8)
In this case, we define u € rca[0, 1] by

,LL(SJ) = ajf(sj), fOI‘j =1,2,....,m
and
u(E) =0, forany E € [0, 1]\{s;:j = 1,2, ..., m}, (5.3)

where a; >0, for j = 1,2, ..., m satisfying XL, a; = 1. By Lemma 5.1 in [8], we have u € J(f).
For any given t > 0, we define h, € C[0,1] by

h:(s) =t +1(s), for all s € [0,1]. (5.9)
We have

|hell=t+[IfIl and {s;:forj=1,2,..,m} < M(h), foranyt>0. (5.10)
Then, for any t > 0, similar to (5.3), we define u; € rcal0, 1] by
1e(sj) = ajhe(s;) = a;(t + f(s5), forj=1,2,...,m
and
u(E) =0, forany E < [0, 1]\{s;:j = 1,2, ..., m}, (5.11)
where q; is given in (5.3), for j = 1,2, ..., m. Then, u, € J(h.). By (5.3) and (5.11), we have
s — ull. = t, forany t > 0. (5.12)
By (5.9) and (5.12), we obtain
(he, p1e) = (f, 1), ast 0. (5.13)
By (5.12) and (5.13), calculating the limit in (5.7), we have



limsup ST
(9,7) ~(F,0) lg—FIl +lly—wll

geC[0,1] and y€J(g)

i (A he—f)
> limsu
(hepe) = (I/)‘,u) Ihe=F 1l +llpe—pll.

: tA[0,1]
= limsup——
tlo

= Mol o

2
By (5.7), this implies A & D*J(f, 1) (6™).

Subcase 1.2. Suppose that such a subset satisfying (5.8) of the maximizing set of f does not exist.
That is,

f(s) < |If]l, forall s € [0,1]. (5.14)
This implies

A:=max{f(s): s € [0, 1]} < |If]l.

In this case, there is a subset of the maximizing set of f, {s, € M(f): fork = 1,2, ...,n}, for
some positive integer n such that

f(s)==|Ifll, fork=1,2, ..., n.
Then, we define u € rca[0, 1] by

u(sk) = Brf(sk), fork=1,2,...,n

u(E) =0, forany E € [0, 1]\{sx:j = 1,2, ...,n}. (5.15)

and
where B8, >0, for k = 1, 2, ..., n satisfying Y.;;_; B = 1. By Lemma 5.1 in [8], we have u € J(f).
For any positive number t with 0 <t < % (If Il = A), we define u, € C[0,1] by

u(s) =t +f(s), forall s € [0,1].
This implies

ui(sp) =t +f(sp)=—|lfIl +t, fork=1,2, ....n.
Forany0<t<§(||f|| —A)andforanyk=1,2, ..., n, we have
f@si) +2t <—=|lIflIl+(lfll —A)=—A,fork=1,2,....n.
This implies that, for any 0 <t <= ([If[| — A), we have

f(sp) +t <—(A+1),fork=1,2,...,n.



Then, forany 0 <t< %(llfll — A) and forany k=1, 2, ..., n, u(sy) satisfies

u(se) = —lIf Il + 1= fsi) +1 < f(8) + t=we(s), if f(s) < 0;

and

u(se) = =llf Il +t=f(se) +t <=(A+18) <=(f(5) +1) = —u(s), if f(s)>0.

This implies that, forany 0 <t < %(Ilfll —A),

@ lull =17l —¢
(b) {sy:fork =1,2,...,n} S M(u,).

By (5.15), for any 0 <t <= (lIf|l — A), we define 1, € rca[0, 1] by
te(sk) = Bre(f (sk) + 1) = Bre(ue(sk), fork=1,2,...,n
and

u:(E) =0,forany E € [0, 1]\{sx: k = 1,2, ...,n}.

where B, satisfies (5.15). Then, u; € J(u;), forany 0 <t< % (I = A). We have

lluell = Ifll—¢ and lue = fll = ¢t, forany O <t<%(|lf|l —4).

By (5.15) and (5.16), we have
e = wll. =1, for any 0 <t <2 (lIf1l - A).
By (5.17) and (5.18), we obtain

(up, 1e) = (f, 1), ast 0.
By (5.18) and (5.19), calculating the limit in (5.7), we have

i A,g-f)
l _—
(g,l)glil(lfl,)u) lg—Fll +lly—pll.

geC[0,1] and y€J(9)

>  limsup (A ue—f)
(uppe) = (o) e =FIl =gl

. tA[0,1
= hmsup#
tlo

_ Mo g
o1l >,

By (5.7), this implies A & D*J(f, 1) (6™).

(5.16)

(5.17)

(5.18)

(5.19)

Case 2. A0, 1] < 0. Similar to the proof of case 1, the proof of Case 2 is also divided into two

subcases.



Subcase 2.1. There is a subset of the maximizing set of f, {s; € M(f): for j = 1,2, ..., m}, for
some positive integer m such that

fGs)==Ifll,forj=1,2,...,m.
In this case, we define h, € C[0,1] by

h(s) =f(s) — ¢, forall s € [0,1].
Then, rest of the proof of subcase 2.1 is similar to the proof of subcase 1.1.
Subcase 2.2. Suppose that

f(s) > —|Ifll, forall s € [0,1].
This implies

B:= min{f(s): s € [0,1]} > —[If]I.
In this case, for any positive number t with 0 <t < % (£l + B), we define u; € C[0,1] by
u;(s) =f(s) — t, forall s € [0,1].

In this case, there is a subset of the maximizing set of f, {s, € M(f): fork = 1,2, ...,n}, for
some positive integer n such that

fGs)=fll, fork=1,2,...,n.
This implies

u(se) =f(sg) —t=|fll —t, fork=1,2,...,n.
Forany0<t<%(||f|| + B) and forany k=1, 2, ..., n, we have
f(se) —2t > —|IfIl = UIfIl + By =—B,fork=1,2, ...,n.
This implies that, forany 0 <t < %(Ilfll + B), we have
f(sp) —t >—-B+t fork=1,2,...,n.
Then, forany 0 <t< %(llfll + B) and forany k=1, 2, ..., n, u.(sy) satisfies
ur(se) = IFIl =t=f(sk) =t = f(s) —t=ue(s), if f(s)=0;

ue(s) = IfIl =t=f(si) =t > =B + t =2 —f(s) +t=—us), if f(s) <O0.

and

This implies that, forany 0 <t < %(||f|| + B),

@ lull=1fNl -t
() {s,: fork = 1,2, ...,n} € M(w,).



Then, rest of the proof of subcase 2.2 is similar to the proof of subcase 1.2. o

Theorem 5.6. Let f € C*[0, 1] with ||f]| > O that induces f** € rca*[0, 1]. For any u € C*[0, 1],
if [lul]l > |If]l and M(u)n M(f) # @, then, there are u € J(f) and A € J(u) such that

A& DJ(f, (™).

Proof. For any given u € C*[0, 1], suppose |[u|| > ||f]| and M(uw)n M(f) # @. Then, there is a
set {s; € M(u) N M(f): for j = 1,2, ..., m}, for some positive integer m such that

u(sp) =llgll and f(sp)=Ifll,forj=1,2,...,m. (5.20)

We take a; >0, for j = 1,2, ..., m satisfying 371, a; = 1. We define u € rca[0, 1] by

u(sy) =ajf(s;), forj=1,2,....,m
and
u(E) =0, forany E € [0,1]\{s;:j = 1,2, ...,m}.

And, we define A € rca[0, 1] by

A(sj) = aju(s;), forj=1,2,...,m
and
AE) =0, forany E < [0, 1]\{s;:j = 1,2, ..., m}.

By Lemma 5.1 in [8], we have u € J(f) and A € J(u). For any given t > 0, we define h; by
h(s) =t +f(s), for all s € [0,1].
Similar to (5.20), for any given t > 0, we define u; € rcaf0, 1] by

,th(Sj) = ﬁj(f(sj) + t), fOI’j =1,2,....,m
and

ue(E) =0, forany E € [0,1]\{s;:j = 1,2, ..., m}.

Then, u; € J(u;), forany t > 0. Similar to the proof of the previous theorems, we have

(ht' .ut) - (fl ,u), ast ‘l' 0. (521)
By (5.7), we have
A * *% . (A ,g—f) - (f**r y_ﬂ>*
<
AeDYEWUT) e limsup = o <0
gec[o,1] and y€J(9)
N limsup =~ g D-Woih) (5.22)
(9,7) =(f.10) lg—FIl +lly—ell

gec[o,1] and y€J(9)

By (5.21), we calculate the limit in (5.22).



. Ag=)=y—uf)
lims SO
o) oty g7+l
gec[o,1] and y€J(g)

. (A he—f)—(ue—u . f)
> limsu
oy o> oy e+ Tl

i <A'tf)_(tﬂ if)
=1
mtllSOUp lhe=F1 +lle—plls

— limsu t XLy ajus)f (sp—tlfI?
tlo P he=FII +llpe—pell

711
2{I71l

_ dudi=lizll
=— > 0.

By (5.21), this implies A & D*J(f, u) (f*"). O

Corollary 5.7. Let f, u € C*[0, 1] with f induces f** € rca*[0, 1]. Suppose that both f and u are
increasing with u(1) > f(1) > 0. Define u, A € rcal0, 1] by

u(H=f(@A) and u(E) =0, foranyE < [0,1);
AD=u(1) and A(E) =0, forany E € [0,1).
Then, u € J(f) and A € J(u) that satisfy

A& DJ(f, (™).

Proof. Since f, u € C*[0, 1] and both f and u are increasing, this implies f(1) = ||f]] and u(1) =
||ul|. Hence, 1 € M(u)n M(f). Rest of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.6 and it is
omitted here. i

Theorem 5.8. Let f € C*[0, 1] with ||f]| > 0 that induces f** € rca*[0, 1]. Then, for any u € J(f),
cu & D*J(f, w)(f*), for any ¢ > 0 with ¢ # 1.
Were, (cu)(A) == cu(A), forany A € .

Proof. Case 1. ¢ > 1. For any given u € J(f), we have

(e ,g—=f) =", Y=t <0

€ D* " I
cu € DJ(f, W)(F) & a0 lg=F1l+lly—ull,

gec[o,1] and y€j(g)

c{u,g——y—uf) <0 (5.23)
lg=fll +lly=ull.  — '

S limsup
(gy)-(f,u)
gecC[0,1] and yEJ(9)



For any given t > 0, we define h; by
h(s) = (1 + t)f(s), for all s € [0,1].

Then, u; == (1 + t)u € J(h;), for any t > 0. Similar to the proof of the previous theorems, one
can show that

(he,pe) = (f, 1), astl 0. (5.24)
By (5.24), calculating the limit in (5.23), we have

llmsup C(“’ 'g_f)_o/_#'f)
(g9.7) =»(F.0) lg=FIl +lly—pll«
geC[0,1] and y€J(9)

: ( he=f)=ue—u . f)
> limsu <
(o > Oy e= 1+l

. (u tf)—(tu.f)
= limsup —
P he—f 1 +le—nll,

_ c=DIAIR
271
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By (5.23), this implies cu & D*J(f, W) (™).

Case 2. 0 <c < 1. Inthis case, for every 0 <t <1, we define
h¢(s) = (1— t)f(s), for all s € [0,1].

Similar to the proof of case 1, one has

c{u, tf)—(tu, f)

limsup
tio  he = fII + [lue — pll.
S -0l
20if1
— Q-9lfl S -

2
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Appendix
Some properties of the normalized duality mapping in Banach spaces

The inverse of the normalized duality mapping J is denoted by =1, which is a set-valued
mapping from X to X such that, for any ¢ €X*, we have

J M) ={x € X: ¢ € J()}.

Then, for any x € J~1(¢), we have ||| = ||@||.. For x,y € X, if J(x) nJ(x) # @, then x and y are
said to be generalized identical. For x € X, the set of all its generalized identical points is denoted
by 3(x). That is,

JI(x) ={y X: J(x) NnJ(x) # @}.
The generalized identity has the following properties.

(a) x € 3(x), forany x e X;
(b) 1yl = Iix|l, for any y € J(x).

We list some properties of the normalized duality mapping below for easy reference. For more
details, one may see Sections 4.2-4.3 and Problem set 4.2 in [28] and [12, 17, 23, 25].

(J1). Forany xe X, J(x) is nonempty, bounded, closed and convex subset of X*;
(J2). Jis the identity operator in any Hilbert space H;

(J3). J(©) =6*and J"1(6*) =0;

(Js). For any xe X and any real number «, J(ax) = @J(X);

(Js). Forany x,y e X, j(x)e J(x) and j(y)e J(y), (j(x) —j(¥),x —y) = 0;
(Je). Foranyx,ye X, j(x) € J(x), and j(y) € J(y), we have

2G),x — y) =< X = WP = 2¢i (), x — y);
(J7). Xis strictly convex if and only if J is one-to-one, that is, for any x, y € X,
x#£y = JX)NIY) =0;
(Js). X is strictly convex if and only if, for any x, y € X with x #y,
jedx) andj(y) € Iy) = () —j(¥),x=y)>0;
(Jo). X is strictly convex if and only if, for any x, y € X with ||x|| =|ly|| = 1 and x # Y,
pelx) = 1-(py)>0;

(J10). If X™ is strictly convex, then J is a single-valued mapping;

(J12). If X'is reflexive, then X is smooth if and only if J is a single-valued mapping;
(J12). If Jis asingle-valued mapping, then J is a norm to weak* continuous;

(J13). Xisreflexive if and only if J is a mapping of X onto X*;



(J14). If X'is smooth, then J is a continuous operator;
(J15). Jis uniformly continuous on each bounded set in uniformly smooth Banach spaces;
(Ji6) Xis strictly convex, if and only if J(x) = x, for every x € X.



