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GEOMETRY OF THE UNIT BALL OF L(X,Y")

T.S.S. R. K. RAO', SUSMITA SEAL?

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the geometry of the unit ball of
the space of operators £(X,Y™), by considering the projective tensor
product X®,Y as a predual. We prove that if an elementary tensor
(rank one operator) of the form xj ® 5 in the unit sphere Sg(x,y+) is a
w*-strongly extreme point of unit ball, then z§ is w*-strongly extreme
point of unit ball of X* and y§ is w*-strongly extreme point of the
unit ball of Y*. We show that similar conclusion holds if the rank one
operator is a point of weak™-weak continuity for the identity mapping
on the unit sphere of £(X,Y™). We also study extremal phenomenon
in the unit ball of £(X,Y™)". We show that if a point z € Sg(x,y+)~ is
a w*-strongly extreme point of the unit ball, then z = z ® y for some
w*-strongly extreme points z € Sx and y € Sy, provided the space of

compact operators, K(X,Y™) is separating for X®,Y.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a Banach space. We denote the closed unit ball of a Banach
space X by By, the unit sphere by Sx. We first recall some geometric
notations that we will be studying in this paper. See [10] and [5]. Let C be
a bounded subset of X, * € X* and « > 0. Then the set

S(C,z",a) ={z € C:2"(x) >supaz™(C) — a}

is called the slice determined by x* and a. Without loss of generality, for
any slice S(C, z*, «), we can consider the determining functional x* € Sx=.
Indeed, for z* # 0 we have S(C,z*,a) = S(C, &, %) and for z* = 0

T T T
we have S(C,z*,a) = C = S(C,zf,5) where zj € Sx- and ( is suffi-
ciently large. Analogously one can define w*-slices in X™* by considering

the determining functional from the predual space (instead of dual space).
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Geometric notions of denting points and weak* denting points (see [10]) can
be described in terms of slices of the unit ball. z* € Sx+ is a weak*-denting
point if and only if weak*-slices containing x* form a base for the norm
neighbourhood system of z*. We refer to the monographs by D. Bourgin
([1]), J. Diestel and J. J. Uhl (see [10]) for basic definitions from the geom-
etry of the unit ball of a Banach space, for vector-valued integration theory
and tensor product spaces. The monograph [14] by H. E. Lacey is a stan-
dard reference for isometric theory of Banach spaces and [11], [8] for general

theory of Banach spaces.

Consider the identity mapping, i : (Sx=, weak*) — (Sx+,weak). A point
of continuity (if it exists) is called a w*-w PC. In the case the range space is
equipped with the norm topology, we call the point of continuity as w*-norm
PC. It is known that a point in the dual unit ball is w*-denting if and only
if it is w*-norm PC and an extreme point, see [16]. Thus an interesting new
direction is to consider the notions of points of continuity alone. Here we
study the stability of the continuity of elementary tensor in the dual of a
projective tensor product space and compare its relation to the continuity

of the component vectors in the respective unit spheres.

We recall from [10, Chapter VIII] that the algebraic tensor product of X
and Y is denoted by X ® Y and it is the space spanned by all elements x ® y
where x € X and y € Y. Given the tensor product X ® Y, the projective
norm .|| on X ® Y is determined by

n n
lulle = it lzillllyll - w ="z ©y:}
i=1 i=1

The pair (X ® Y, |.||x) is sometimes denoted by X ®, Y and its completion
is called projective tensor product, denoted by X®,Y. We have from [10,
Chapter VIII, Corollary 2] that the space £(X,Y™) is linearly isometric to
the dual of X®,Y . Here we always consider the weak*-topology on £(X,Y™*)

coming from the projective tensor product of X, Y.

We start by recalling a classical theorem where £(X,Y ™) has a unique
predual and the weak*-topology is uniquely determined. If Y is such that
Y* = C(Q) for a compact set €2, then it follows that €2 is a hyperstonean
space [14, Theorem 11, page 96] and for a positive measure u, Y = L'(u).
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Now by [10, Chapter VIII, Proposition 11] we see that the space of Bochner
integrable function, L!(u, X) is a predual of £(X,Y*). When X is reflexive,
that L'(p, X) is the unique predual of £(X,C(2)) follows from the results
in [6] and [17]. Hence in this case the weak*-topology on L(X,C(2)) is

uniquely determined.

We now briefly recall some literature on extremal structures preserved by
projective tensor products. It is easy to see that Byg vy = o(Bx ® By)
(co denotes the convex hull and the closure is taken in the norm topology).
However, it is still an open problem, whether every extreme point of Byg y
must be of the form z®vy, for x € Bx and y € By. Let Ky« (X*,Y)* denotes
the space of all w*-w continuous compact operators. It is known from [7] and
[20] that, the extreme points of the unit ball, ext(By . (x+y)) = ext(Bx+)®
ext(By~), are preserved under this operation. As a consequence, if X* or
Y* has RNP and X* or Y* has approximation property (see [10, Chapter
VI]) then ext(By.g _y«) = ext(Bx+) ® ext(By+). The situation is better
for the stronger notions of denting points and strongly exposed points (see
[10] for the definitions of these notions). Very recently, in [15], the notions
of preserved extreme point and weak-strongly exposed point in projective
tensor products were studied and under some additional assumptions such
extreme points turn out to be of the type x®y, where the component vectors

have the same extremal property. This is also partly the theme of this paper.

Some of the classical results include the work of Ruess and Stegall
[19], who proved that strexp(Byg y) = strexp(Bx) ® strexp(By ), where
strexp(A) denotes set of all strongly exposed points of A. Also for denting
points, D. Werner [23] proved an analogous result in more general context.
He showed dent(¢o(C' ® D)) = dent(C) ®dent(D), where C C X and D C Y
are absolutely convex, bounded and closed subsets and dent(A) denotes set
of all denting points of A. As a consequence of Werner’s result, it is true
that if zg € Sx and yg € Sy, then zg ® yg is w*-denting point of B(X®ﬂ_y)**
if and only if x( is w*-denting point of Bx++ and yq is w*-denting point of
By .

Motivated by the above results in the case of projective tensors, in this
note we also study the notion of w*-strongly extreme point, which can be

seen as amalgam of two notions namely, w*-w PC and extreme.



4 RAO, SEAL

Definition 1.0.1. Let X be Banach space. A point x5 € Sx= is called
(1) w*-strongly extreme point of Bx~ if the family of w*-slices containing
x4 forms a local base for the weak topology of X* at xj.
(2) point of weak*-weak continuity (w*-w PC) of Bx~ if the identity map

from (Bx~,w*) to (Bx=,w) is continuous at x{.

Theorem 1.0.2. [2] A point zf; € Sx+ is w*-w PC and extreme point of
Bx~ if and only if it is w*-strongly extreme point of Bx=.

In Section 2, we show that if * ® y* is a w*-w PC of L(X,Y™) for some
x* € Sx+ and y* € Syx, then the component functionals have the same
property. Let x, y be unit vectors and consider z ® y as an element of
L(X,Y*)* under the canonical embedding. We show in Section 3, that if
T ®y is a w*-w PC of the identity mapping on the unit sphere, then the
same is true of the components z, y when they are considered as vectors
in the corresponding biduals. As an application, we show that if a point
z € Sp(x,y+)~ Is a w*-strongly extreme point of the unit ball, then z =z ®y
for some w*-strongly extreme points * € Sx and y € Sy, provided the
space of compact operators, K(X,Y*) is separating for X®,Y. In Section 4,
similar conclusion is obtained for points of weak-norm continuity, improving
on the result of Werner [23]. We also give examples of spaces where no
compact operator is a point of w*-norm PC in Sg(x,y+). In Section 5, we
show that the weak density of w*-w PC of Bx« in Sx+ does not imply that
this is the case for any closed subspace Y of X. However, it is known that if
all points of Sx+ are w*-w PC, then each closed subspace Y of X inherits
the same (see [5]).

However, a main question in this domain remain open.

Question 1.0.3. If Sp(x y+) has a w*-w PC, then does the ball always have

a rank one operator as a w*-w PC ¢

2. STABILITY IN Bg(xy+)

Our first result shows that if an operator of rank one is a w*-w PC of

Br(x,y+), then the same is the case for component vectors.

Theorem 2.0.1. Let x5 € Sx+ and yg € Sy~. Also let x5 ® yg € Se(x,v+)
be w*-w PC of Brixy«). Then zf is w*-w PC of Bx+ and yi is w*-w PC
Of By* .
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Proof. Consider two weakly open sets

n

() S(Bx-,2;*,a;) and () S(By+,y;", 5;)
i=1 Jj=1

containing zj and yg respectively. Choose 0 < & < min{z;*(z5)y;"(y5) : 1 <

i <m,1 <j<m} suchthat foreach 1<i<nand1<j<m
€ €
i (xy) — = > 11— and y"(yy) — —— > 1— 0.
7 ( 0) yj (yo) ? J ( 0) % ($0) J
Also let ;5 := 1 — 27" (25)y;"(yg) + €. Consider weakly open set
n m
W= ﬂ ﬂ S(BE(X,Y*)7x2<* ® y;(*vlylj)
i=1j=1

Observe that z5 ® yg5 € W. Then there exists a w*-open set
P
N S(BL(X,Y *) Tk, Ok ) such that z{®ys € n S(BL X,Y*) T, 0 ) C W, where
k=1

7'; € Sexy), = S(X® ) for all kK = 1,...,p. Without loss of generality,
r(k) r(k)
let 7. = Z )\k,l(xkl ® yk,l) with Ap; > 0 and Z Ak = 1. Then
=1 =1
r(k)
@5 @) O Mal@ra ® yrg)) > 1— 6 VI< k< p
=1
r(k)
=) (et () wh (wrg) > 1 -0, V1 <k < p.
1=1
r(k)
Hence ) nyxg(xr,) > 1 — 0k, where nyy := A yg(yky) for all k =1,...,p.
I=1
Thus
p (k) r(k)
xg € m S(BX*,an,zxk,l, > meaxrgll — 1+ 6).
k=1 =1 =1
r(k) r(k)

p
Let 2" € () S(Bx+, 3 Mk, || 22 kil — 1+ 6k). Then
k=1 =1 =1

p
' @ys € () S(Bex,ye), h 0k) C W.
k=1

Thus 23*(z%) > 2 > 1 — o for all i = 1,...,n. Hence
3 v (Wg)

r(k) r(k) n

g € ﬂ S(Bx+, Zﬁklwkz,HZszmzH —146) C ) S(Bx+,7}", i),

k=1 i=1
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Similarly,
D r(k) r(k) m
o € () SBy= > CGramnas | > Ceazwall — 14 6x) € [ S(By=.y}™, 8),
k=1 =1 1=1 j=1
where (i := A\ zf(xg,) for all k = 1,...,p. Consequently, z§ and y; are
w*-w PC of Bx+ and By+ respectively. O

Corollary 2.0.2. Let zf € Sx+ and y5 € Sy=. Also let x5 @ yg € Sp(x,y+)
be w*-strongly extreme point of Br(x y+). Then xj is w*-strongly extreme

point of Bx+ and yg is w*-strongly extreme point of By~.

Proof. Observe that zj; ® yg is extreme point of By(x,y~) gives zj and y
are extreme point of B+ and By~ respectively. Rest follows from Theorem
1.0.2 and 2.0.1. O

We recall that investigation of w*-w PC is well connected with the unique-

ness of the Hahn-Banach extensions. See [13, Lemma I11.2.14].

Lemma 2.0.3. [13, Lemma I11.2.14] Let X be Banach space. Then, z* €
S(X™*) is a point of continuity of id : (X7, w*) — (XT,w) if and only if z*

has a unique norm preserving extension to X**.

In the following proposition in order to show w*-w continuity at an ele-
mentary tensor, we consider a different additional conditions on the second
component. We recall the abstract notion of a unitary from [4], yo € S(Y)
is said to be a unitary if Y* = span{y* € By« : y*(yo) = 1}. It follows from
the results in [4] that any unitary is a strongly extreme point and unitaries

remain in as unitaries in the bidual Y **.

Proposition 2.0.4. Let Y be a finite dimensional Banach space and suppose
Yo € Sy 15 a unitary. Then for any Banach space X with xj € Sx+ is w*-w
PC, we have x5 @y € Sp(x,y=) is w*-w PC of Br(x y«)-

Proof. Let dim (Y) = n and D(y;) = {y € Sy : yi(y) = 1}. Since y; is
unitary, then there exist n linearly independent element yi,...y, € D(yg)
such that span{D(yj)} = span {yi,...yn} = Y. Also since Y is finite
dimensional, then £(X,Y*)* = X**®,Y** (see [3]). If possible let T} and
T5 be two distinct Hahn-Banach extension of zj ® yg, i.e., for each i = 1,2,

T; : L(X,Y*)* — R such that T; oy = i ®ys and ||T;|| =1
®

™



GEOMETRY OF £(X,Y*) 7
For each i = 1,2 and k =1,...,n, we define
Nig: X =R by n;p(x™) =Ti(x™ @ yg)
Observe that
ik (x) = Ti(z @ yr) = (20 © yo)(z @ yr) = zo(x)yo (yk) = zo(x) Ve e X

Thus m’k‘x = x§. Also ||n; k|| = 1. Indeed, ||n; x| < ||Ti|| = 1. Choose z), €
Sx with nll_)H;O:Ea($n) = 1. Then |n;x| > nh—>Holomk($") = nh_}ngox(’;(:nn) = 1.
Hence n;;, (i = 1,2 and k = 1,...,n) are Hahn-Banach extensions of z.

Since z() is w*-w PC, then

Mk = M2,k Vk=1,...,n
= M k(z™) = nop(@™) Vk=1,...,n, Vo™ € X**
=T Q) =T ®y) Vk=1,...,n, Vo™ ¢ X**
=T =T

This is a contradiction. Hence, z{ ® y; has unique Hahn-Banach extension
to L(X,Y™)*. Thus, 25 ® y5 is w*-w PC of By(x y+). O

Taking into account the fact that (X/Y)* = Y, following proposition

ensures the existence of unitaries in finite dimensions.

Proposition 2.0.5. Let X be a finite dimensional Banach space. Then for
any ¢ € Sx either x is unitary in X or w(x) is a unitary in X/Y, where
7: X — X/Y is the quotient map and Y = {x* € By~ : x*(z) = 1}+.

3. STABILITY IN HIGHER DUALS OF PROJECTIVE TENSOR PRODUCTS

The following proof uses techniques similar to the ones used during the
proof of Theorem 2.0.1. For the sake of completeness we give the details of

the proof here.

Theorem 3.0.1. Let g € Sx, yo € Sy and xg ® yg be w-w PC of
Br(x,y=)«- Then xq is w*-w PC of Bx+ and yo is w*-w PC of By+=.

Proof. Consider two weakly open sets

n

m
m S(Bx», ;" ;) and m S(By=+,y;™, Bj)
i=1 J=1
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ok sk

containing xg and yg respectively. Choose 0 < ¢ < min{x***(:po)yj (yo) :

i

1<i<n,1<j<m}suchthat foreach 1<i<nand1l<j<m

kokk

e
>1—-a; and y;™(yo) —

€
) o )

J

x >1—ﬁj.

kokk

Also let ;5 1= 1 — 27" (20)y;** (yo) + €. Consider weakly open set

7
n o m

W= ﬂl QS(BL(X7Y*)*a¢i,ja%‘j),
i=1j=

where 1; ; is a norm preserving extension of z;** ® y** from X** @ Y™**
to L(X,Y*)*. Observe that xg ® yo € W. Then there exists a w*-open set
P P

N S(Bz(x,y+)* Tk, 0x) such that zo @ yo € (| S(Brix,yy Tk, 0k) C W,
k=1 k=1

where T), € Sp(x,y~) for all k=1,...,p. Then

(o ®yo)(Tk) >1— 0, VI<k<p
= (yo o Tp)(zo) > 1 — 6, V1 < k < p.

Thus
p
o € [) S(Bx==,y0° Tr, lyo o Th|l — 1 + d).
k=1
p
Let 2** € () S(Bx=+,y0© Tk, ||yo o Tx|| — 1 + 0x). Then
k=1
P
@y € m S(Brx,y+ys Tky ) C W.
k=1
Thus z**(z**) > y}f;&é) >1—q; foralli=1,...,n. Hence
J

n

P
20 € [} S(Bx+,100 Ti llyo o Tll = 1+ 8) € [ S(Bxes, 7™, ).
k=1 i=1

Similarly,
p m
yo € () S(By+, Ti(wo), [ Th(zo)| = 1+ ) € [} S(By+,y;™, 8)-
k=1 j=1
Consequently, x¢ and yg are w*-w PC of Bx++ and By=+ respectively. O

The example below shows that X and Y can be considered in such a way

that no simple tensor in Sp(x y+«) is w*-w PC of By x y««.
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Example 3.0.2. Consider L'([0,1], X)(= L'[0,1]®,X) with Lebesgue mea-
sure on [0,1]. Suppose f ® z is a w*-w PC of L'([0,1],X)**, where
I € Spy, and x € Sx. Then by Theorem 3.0.1, f is a w*-w PC of
Spiop+- Let  be the Stone space of L>=([0,1]). Then f € Sciq)~ is a
w*-w PC. Since Boq)« is the weak™-closure of finitely supported measures,
by the w*-w continuity of f, we get that f is a norm limit of a sequence of
finitely supported measures. Since the Lebesgue measure is non-atomic, we

get a contradiction.

However, the example above doesnot imply that Bri (o 1],x)= has no w*-
w PC. Even when X is an infinite dimensional reflexive space, we do not

know if, Sp1(jo,1],x)= has any w*-w PC’s 7

Corollary 3.0.3. Let g € Sx and yo € Sy. Also let zo ® yo € Sp(x,y=)-
be w*-strongly extreme point of Br(x,y«)-- Then xq is w*-strongly extreme

point of Bx+ and yy is w*-strongly extreme point of By .

Proof. Since zo ® yo is w*-w PC and extreme in B x y«)«, then by [9,
Remark 2.0.6], zp ® yo is extreme point of B x&,y- Hence zo and yo are
extreme points of Bx and By respectively. Rest follows from Theorem
1.0.2 and 3.0.1. O

From [9, Remark 2.0.6], it is known that, for any Banach space X,
w*-strext (Bx»+) C ext (Bx), where w*-strext (C) denotes the set of w*-
strongly extreme points of C'. As a consequence, every w*-strongly extreme

points of By« is preserved extreme point of Bx.

Theorem 3.0.4. [15, Theorem 1.1] Let X and Y be Banach spaces with
K(X,Y*) is separating for X&,Y . If z is preserved extreme point of Byg v
then z = x ® y where x and y are preserved extreme points of Bx and By

respectively.

Therefore, taking into account Corollary 3.0.3 and Theorem 3.0.4, we have

following.

Corollary 3.0.5. Let X andY be Banach spaces with IC(X,Y ™) is separat-
ing for X®rY. If z € Sr(x,y+)+ 18 w*-strongly extreme point of Br(x y«),
then z = x ® y for some w*-strongly extreme points x € Sx and y € Sy. In
other words,

w*-strext (Bpix,y«y+) C w*-strext (Bx+) ®@ w*-strext (By«) C Bx ® By.
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Following technique similar to the ones given in Proposition 2.0.4, we get

the following.

Proposition 3.0.6. Let Y be a finite dimensional Banach space and yg €
Sy be unitary element. Then for any Banach space X with xg € Sx is w*-w
PC of Bx++, we have To @ yo is w*-w PC of Br(x y«)-

4. STABILITY OF WEAK-NORM PC’s

In this section we consider the weaker version of denting points, by con-
sidering only points of weak-norm continuity on Sx. We first obtain a unit
ball analogue of the results from [23]. A connection to the weak*-topology
comes from the fact that zog € Sx is weak-norm PC in By if and only if
xo is weak*-norm PC in Bxs«, see [12]. In particular we get that x¢ is a

weak*-norm PC in all higher ordered even duals of X.

Proposition 4.0.1. Let X and Y be Banach spaces. Also let xo € Sx,
Yo € Sy and xg ® yo be weak-norm PC in BX®,ry- Then xg is weak-norm
PCin Bx and yy is weak-norm PC in By.

Proof. Let € > 0. Since zp ® yo is weak-norm PC in Byg -, then there

exists a weakly open set
W= {T S B(X@,.—Y) : ’E(T) - E(xo ®?JO)’ <7 i = 17 s 7p}

where T1,...T, € (X®,Y)* = L(X,Y*) and 29 ® yo € W C B(xg ® yo, ).

Consider weakly open sets
Wi ={z € Bx :[(yooTi)(z) — (yo o Ti)(zo)| <7, i=1,...,p}

Wy ={y € By : [(Ti(20))(y) — (Ti(z0))(wo)| <7, i=1,...,p}

in Bx and By respectively. Then xzg € W; and yg € Wy. Moreover, Wi ®
{yo} € W and {zo} ® Wy C W. Therefore, we can conclude zy € Wy C
B(zg,e) and yg € Wo C B(yo,¢). Indeed, let € Wy. Then x ® yo € W.
Thus ||z — zo|| = [[(z ® yo) — (x0 ® yo)|| < €. Hence, Wi C B(xzg,¢) and
similarly Wy C B(yo, €). O

Corollary 4.0.2. Let X andY be Banach spaces. Also let xq € Sx, yg € Sy
and xo ®yo be weak™-norm PC in Br(xy«). Then xq is weak®-norm PC'in
Bx+«+ and yg is weak*-norm PC' in By««.
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We recall from [13] that a closed subspace J C X is said to be a M-ideal,
if there is a linear projection P : X* — X* such that ||z*| = ||P(z*)| +
|lz* — P(2*)|| for all 2* € X* and ker(P) = J*. See [13, Chapter VI] for
examples of spaces X,Y, for which £(X,Y) is a M-ideal in £(X,Y). It
is known that M-ideals do not inherit stronger form of extremal structure

from Sx. Our next theorem is a point of continuity version of this nature.

Theorem 4.0.3. Let J C X be a M-ideal of infinite codimension. Then J
has no weak-norm PC of Sx.

Proof. Since J is a M-ideal of X, we have, X** = (J*)t @__ J++ (£>°-sum)
and (J*)* is infinite dimensional. Suppose g € Sx be a weak-norm PC and
xg € J C J*L. Again by the result from [12] quoted earlier, we get that xg
is a weak*-norm PC of Sx«. Now since (J*)* is infinite dimensional, there
is a net {z3" }aea C S(y+)o such that 23" — 0 in the weak*-topology. Now
lxo + z2¥|| = max{||zo||,1} = 1 and ¢ + 2 — x¢ in the weak*-topology

but not in the norm. This contradiction shows that xo ¢ J. 0

The following corollary is now easy to see. See [13, Chapter VI] to see
the examples of spaces that satisfy the assumptions of this corollary. In
particular, for 1 < p < oo, K(¢?) is a M-ideal of infinite codimension in

L),

Corollary 4.0.4. Suppose X, Y are such that K(X,Y™) is a M-ideal of
infinite codimension in L(X,Y™). Then no compact operator is a point of

w*-norm PC in Sg(xy~)-

We conclude with a version of Theorem 4.0.3 for weak*-strongly extreme

points.

Proposition 4.0.5. Let J C X* be a proper M-ideal. J has no weak”-

strongly extreme points of Bx«.

Proof. We only indicate the modification in the proof of Theorem 4.0.3.
Suppose x{, € J is weak*-strongly extreme point of Bx«. As before, X*** =
(J)E @, J+ and the decomposition is non-trivial. Again, we have from
Lemma 2.0.3 that z() € J+t is an extreme point of By««. This contradicts
the fact that an extreme point in an £°°-sum must have all the coordinates

as unit vectors. Thus zj ¢ J. O
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5. SOME RESULTS ON w*-w PC

Let X be a Banach space. We say that X has Property (*) if the set of
w*-w PC of Bx+ is weakly dense in Sx+. We recall that if weak™ and weak
topologies coincide on Sx«, by Lemma 2.0.3, we get that, under the canon-
ical embedding of X C X**  elements of X* have unique norm-preserving
extension. Such spaces are called Hahn-Banach smooth spaces (see [21]) and
it was proved in [5] that being Hahn-Banach smooth is a hereditary prop-
erty. Similarly if one assumes, only norm attaining functionals of X* have
unique norm-preserving extensions, then by the Bishop-Phepls theorem [11]

and Lemma 2.0.3, we see that w*-w PC’s are norm dense in Sx=«.
Proposition 5.0.1. Property (*) is not hereditary.

Proof. As noted in Section 1, the set of w*-denting points of Bx~ is contained
in set of w*-w PC of Bx+. Also every Banach space X can be isometrically
embedded into a Banach space Z such that the set of w*-denting points of
By~ is dense in Sz~ (see [22, Corollary 2.8]). Therefore, it follows that every
Banach space X can be isometrically embedded into a Banach space Z such
that the set of w*-w PC of By« is weakly dense in Sz«. Thus if Property (*)
were hereditary, then every Banach space would have Property (*), which

is not true. Hence, Property (*) is not hereditary. O

Remark 5.0.2. Unlike some of the investigations here, the main difficulty
in dealing with w*-w points of continuity in a dual space X* is that they
need not be preserved in the bidual, X*** ( under the canonical embedding),
see [9]. On the other hand if x* € Bx~ is a weak*-strongly extreme point,
by Lemma 2.0.3 we see that x* is at least an extreme point of Bx+++. Let X
be a Banach space such that under the canonical embedding in X** it is a
M-ideal. These are called M -embedded spaces. See [13, Chapter 111, VI| for
several examples of M-embedded spaces from function theory and operator
theory. It was shown in [18] that for a non-reflexive M-embedded space X,
any r* € Sx+ continues to be a w*-w PC of the unit ball of all higher order
odd duals of X.

Thus we have the following variation of Proposition 2.0.4. For a non-
reflexive space X and a positive integer k > 1, we denote by X®*), the
kth ordered dual of X. We again recall that since Y is finite dimensional,
LX®)Y) = (XK &, Y*)*. The following theorem is easy to see.
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Theorem 5.0.3. Let X be a non-reflexive M -embedded space and let' Y be
a finite dimensional space with a unitary y§ € Sy=. For any z§ € S(X™),
x5 ®y; is a wr-w PC of SL(X(k)’Y) for any even integer k.
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