arXiv:2212.09650v1 [math.FA] 19 Dec 2022

COMPUTING SUBDIFFERENTIAL LIMITS OF OPERATORS ON BANACH SPACES

T. S. S. R. K. RAO

Abstract. Let X, Y be real, infinite dimensional, Banach spaces. Let L(X, Y ) be the space of bounded operators . An important aspect of understanding differentiability of the operator norm at A ∈ L(X, Y ) is to estimate the limit lim_{t→0}+^{‖A+tB‖−‖A‖}_t , for B ∈ L(X, Y ) (which always exists) using the values of B on the state space SA = {τ ∈ L(X, Y )^∗ : τ (A) = ‖A‖ , ‖τ ‖ = 1}. In this paper we give several examples of Banach spaces, including the ℓ^p spaces (for 1 < p < ∞) where this can be either explicitly evaluated or an easier estimate is possible. We use the notion of norm-weak upper-semi-continuity (usc, for short) of the preduality map to achieve this. Our results also show that the operator subdifferential limit is related to the corresponding subdifferential limit of the vectors in the range space, when A^{∗∗} attains its norm.

1. Introduction For a real Banach space X, let X_1 denote the closed unit ball and ∂_eX_1 denote the set of extreme points (when non-empty). For 0 ≠ x ∈ X, let S_x denote the state space {x^∗ ∈ X^∗_1 : x^∗(x) = ‖x‖}. This is a weak^∗-compact extreme convex subset of X^∗_1 and it is well known that

lim_{t→0+} ‖x + ty‖ − ‖x‖ t = sup{x^∗(y) : x^∗ ∈ S_x}. Since y acts as a weak^∗-continuous affine function on S_x by an application of the Krein-Milman theorem, one knows that the supremum above is equal to x^∗(y) for some x^∗ ∈ ∂_eX^∗_1 such that x^∗(x) = ‖x‖, see Proposition 2.24 in [7].

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47 L 05, 46 B28, 46B25 . Key words and phrases. Subdifferential of the norm, preduality map, smooth points, spaces of operators, tensor product spaces . 1

In this paper we are interested in studying the subdifferential limit as above (more precisely the righthand directional derivative) in L(X, Y ) for infinite dimensional Banach spaces X, Y . See [14], [1], [13], [6] for differentiability of the norm in C^∗-algebras and their weaker forms, also the recent work [11], [12] for the structure of the state space in the case of operators on Hilbert spaces and other C^∗-algebras. An analysis of the structure of the state space, in spaces of operators was also carried out in [10].

For non-zero vectors x^{∗∗} ∈ X^{∗∗}_1 , y^∗ ∈ Y^∗_1 , we call the functional x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ defined for T ∈ L(X, Y ), by (x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗)(T ) = x^{∗∗}(T^∗(y^∗)), an elementary functional. Let K(X, Y ) denote the space of compact operators. We note that L(X, Y )^∗_1 = CO{x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ : x^{∗∗} ∈ X^{∗∗}_1 , y^∗ ∈ Y^∗_1 } where the closure of the convex hull is taken in the weak^∗-topology and similar statement holds for K(X, Y )^∗_1 (this is because such functionals determine the norm of an operator).

We first note that for A, B ∈ L(X, Y ) when both are compact, the subdifferential limit is attained at an elementary functional. We next show that in the general case, if the limit is attained at an elementary functional x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗, then lim_{t→0}+^{‖A∗(y∗)+tB∗(y∗)‖}_t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)), leading to the conclusion, if A is a smooth operator, then the point-wise differential limit is attained at a unique functional. This is another illustration of how local behaviour can be extracted from global differentiability.

We consider a Banach space X as canonically embedded in its bidual, X^{∗∗}. For 0 ≠ x ∈ X, let S_x = {x^∗ ∈ X^∗_1 : x^∗(x) = ‖x‖} and S^x = {τ ∈ X^{∗∗∗}_1 : τ(x) = ‖x‖}. This notation is specific to bidual spaces and in all other case the state space has the same definition as in the early part of the Introduction. In what follows we are interested in the question:

when is lim_{t→0+}^{‖x+tτ ‖−‖x‖}_t = sup{τ(f) : f ∈ S_x} for all τ ∈ X^{∗∗}? We know that lim_{t→0+}^{‖x+tτ ‖−‖x‖}_t = sup{τ(f) : f ∈ S^x} for all τ ∈ X^{∗∗}. Thus we need equality of the suprema for all τ ∈ X^{∗∗}. This is clearly seen to be equivalent to S_x being weak^∗-dense in S^x.

We next recall that for x^∗ ∈ X^∗ that attains its norm at a x ∈ X_1, the map ρ(x^∗) = S_x is called the preduality map. We note that points of X^∗ that attain the norm, is norm dense in X^∗.

Definition 1. We recall from [4] that x^∗ is said to be a point of norm weak usc for ρ, if given a weak neighbourhood V of 0 in X, there is a δ > 0 such that for a norm attaining x^∗_1 with ‖x^∗ − x^∗_1‖ < δ implies ρ(x^∗_1) ⊂ V + ρ(x^∗).

Thus by Lemma 2.2 in [4] the denseness of the state space is equivalent to x being a point of norm-weak upper-semi-continuity of the preduality map ρ(x) = S_x on X^{∗∗}. More generally, the same conclusions apply for any point of norm-weak usc in a dual space X^∗ (it is assumed that the functional attains its norm).

Since in many classical situations, like in ℓ^p spaces (1 < p < ∞) or when X, Y are reflexive with the metric approximation property, one has the inclusion map on the space of compact operators, K(X, Y ) ⊂ L(X, Y ) is the canonical embedding of K(X, Y ) in its bidual L(X, Y ) (see the discussion on page 247 in [2]), we take the help of norm-weak usc operators in K(X, Y ) or L(X, Y ) to evaluate the limits. We refer to the monograph [2], for basic theory of tensor products and structure of spaces of operators.

We show that when the projective tensor product space X ⊗_π Y has the Radon-Nikodym property (RNP), then for A ∈ L(X, Y^∗), lim_{t→0}+^{‖A+tB‖−‖A‖}_t = sup{x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)) : x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ ∈ S_A}, when A is a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on L(X, Y^∗) = (X ⊗_π Y )^∗.

We also present results on the behaviour of norm-weak usc points in M-ideals (see [5] Chapter I) and apply them in the context of the Calkin space L(X, Y )/K(X, Y ). We conclude by considering the case when subdifferentiable limits exists uniformly over the unit ball (the so called SSD points, see [3]).

Most results go through in the complex case also with real part of functional replacing the complex functional. We refer to the monograph [2] for the geometry of spaces of vector-valued functions and spaces of operators.

2. Main results

We recall that ∂_eK(X, Y )^∗_1 = {x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ : x^{∗∗} ∈ ∂_eX^{∗∗}_1 , y^∗ ∈ ∂_eY^∗_1 }, see Theorem VI.1.3 in [5]. Thus for A, B ∈ K(X, Y ), by our remarks in the Introduction, we get: lim_{t→0}+ ‖A + tB‖ − ‖A‖ t = (x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗)(B) = x^{∗∗}(y^∗(B))

for some x^{∗∗} ∈ ∂_eX^{∗∗}_1 , y^∗ ∈ ∂_eY^∗_1 such that x^{∗∗}(A^∗(y^∗)) = ‖A‖. We thus have, ‖A‖ = ‖A^∗‖ = ‖A^{∗∗}‖ ≤ ‖A^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗})‖ ≤ ‖A^{∗∗}‖ as well as ‖A^∗‖ ≤ ‖A^∗(y^∗)‖ ≤ ‖A^∗‖ = ‖A‖. So that ‖A^{∗∗}(x^{∗∗})‖ = ‖A‖ and ‖A^∗(y^∗)‖ = ‖A‖. Proposition 2. For operators A, B ∈ L(X, Y ) suppose lim_{t→0}+ ‖A − tB‖ − ‖A‖ t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗))

for unit vectors x^{∗∗} ∈ X^{∗∗}, y^∗ ∈ Y^∗ such that x^{∗∗}(A^∗(y^∗)) = ‖A‖. Then lim_{t→0}+^{‖A∗(y∗)+tB∗ (y∗)‖} t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗)(y^∗). If further A is a smooth point, then the point-wise differential limit is attained at a unique functional of the state space S_A∗_{(y}∗_).

Proof. Let t > 0, tx^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)) = x^{∗∗}(A^∗(y^∗)+tB^∗(y^∗))−x^{∗∗}(A^∗(y^∗)) ≤ ‖A^∗(y^∗)+tB(y^∗)‖−‖A^∗(y^∗)‖ = ‖A^∗(y^∗)+tB(y^∗)‖−‖A^∗‖. Now dividing by t and taking the limits, x^{∗∗}(B^∗)(y^∗) ≤ lim_{t→0}+ ‖A^∗(y^∗) + tB^∗(y^∗)‖ − ‖A^∗(y^∗)‖ t ≤ lim_{t→0}+ ‖A^∗ + tB^∗‖ − ‖A^∗‖ t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)).

Thus equality holds every where, giving, lim_{t→0}+ ‖A^∗(y^∗) + tB^∗(y^∗)‖ t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)).

Suppose A is a smooth operator and suppose x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)) = x^{∗∗}_0 (B^∗(y^∗)) for some x^{∗∗}_0 such that x^{∗∗}_0 (A^∗(y^∗)) = ‖A^∗(y^∗)‖. We have (x^{∗∗}_0 ⊗ y^∗)(A) = x^{∗∗}_0 (A^∗(y^∗)) = ‖A^∗(y^∗)‖ ≤ ‖A^∗‖ = ‖A‖ = (x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗)(A). Since A is a smooth point, we get x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ = x^{∗∗}_0 ⊗ y^∗ . Since ‖y^∗‖ = 1, we get x^{∗∗} = x^{∗∗}_0 . □

Remark 3. The hypothesis clearly forces A^∗ to attain its norm. We recall from [16] that the set of operators whose adjoint attains its norm is a dense set in L(X, Y ). In one of the interesting classes that we will be discussing below, K(X, Y ) is a M-ideal in L(X, Y ) and in this case by Proposition VI.4.8 (b), operators whose adjoint fails to attain the norm is a nowhere dense set.

We next consider this problem in L(X, Y^∗), which is the dual of the projective tensor product space X ⊗_π Y . Since we are in a dual space, for A ∈ L(X, Y^∗) that attains its norm, we use the notation S_A and S^A for state spaces in the predual and the dual. The hypothesis assumed in the following theorem is satisfied when X, Y are reflexive spaces, see [2] Chapter VIII. We recall that in any von Neumann algebra, the identity or any unitary, is a point of norm-weak u.s.c for the preduality map, as well as I ∈ L(X^∗) for any dual space X^∗.

Theorem 4. Suppose X ⊗_π Y has the Radon-Nikodym property. Let A ∈ L(X, Y^∗) be a point of norm-weak u.s.c for the preduality map on L(X, Y^∗). Then for any B ∈ L(X, Y^∗), lim_{t→0}+^{‖A+tB‖−‖A‖}_t = sup{x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)) : x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ ∈ S_A}.

Proof. Let B ∈ L(X, Y^∗). We have lim_{t→0}+^{‖A+tB‖−‖A‖}_t = sup{τ(B) : τ ∈ S^A} and since A is a point of norm-weak u.s.c for the preduality map, this limit is also equal to sup{τ(B) : τ ∈ S_A}. We note that S_A is a norm closed extreme convex subset of (X ⊗_π Y )_1. Since X ⊗_π Y has the RNP, by a theorem of Phelps ( see [2], Theorem 3, page 202), it is the norm closed convex hull of its strongly exposed and hence extreme points. As S_A is an extremal set, these extreme points are also extreme in X ⊗_π Y and therefore are elementary functionals on L(X, Y^∗). Since B is norm continuous on S_A, we have sup{τ(B) : τ ∈ S_A} = sup{x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)) : x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗ ∈ ∂_eS_A}. □ We recall from [5] Chapter I, that a closed subspace J ⊂ X is said to be a M-ideal, if there is a linear projection P : X^∗ → X^∗ such that ker(P ) = J^⊥ and ‖P (x^∗)‖ + ‖x^∗ − P (x^∗)‖ = ‖x^∗‖, for all x^∗ ∈ X^∗ (called L-projection). Our applications are motivated by the existence of large classes of Banach spaces X, Y , where K(X, Y ) is a M-ideal in L(X, Y ), which in some cases is the bidual of K(X, Y ). See Chapter III and VI of [5]. Under this hypothesis, we also study the Calkin space L(X, Y )/K(X, Y ). Theorem 5. Let X, Y be Banach spaces such that K(X, Y ) is a Mideal in L(X, Y ). Let A ∈ L(X, Y ) be such that d(A, K(X, Y )) < ‖A‖. Then for any B ∈ L(X, Y ), lim_{t→0}+^{‖A+tB‖−‖A‖}_t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)) for some (x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^∗) ∈ ∂_eS_A and hence lim_{t→0}+^{‖A∗(y∗)+B∗(y∗‖}_t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^∗)).

Proof. We use the identification of ∂_eK(X, Y )^∗_1 given earlier. Since K(X, Y ) is a M-ideal in L(X, Y ), we have L(X, Y )^∗ = K(X, Y )^∗ ⨁ 1 K(X, Y )^⊥ (ℓ^1-direct sum). Let π : L(X, Y ) → L(X, Y )/K(X, Y ) be the quotient map. Let τ ∈ ∂_eL(X, Y )^∗_1 be such that ‖A‖ = τ(A). We recall that these are precisely extreme points of S_A. Because of the ℓ^1-decomposition of the dual space, τ ∈ ∂_eK(X, Y )^∗_1 ∪ ∂_e(K(X, Y )^⊥_1 ). Since ‖π(A)‖ < ‖A‖, we get τ ∈ ∂_eK(X, Y )^∗_1.

We already know lim_{t→0}+^{‖A+tB‖−‖A‖}_t = τ(A) for some τ ∈ ∂_eS_A. Therefore the evaluation of the derivatives follows from the description of extreme points and Proposition 2. □

In order to give further examples, in the next set of results the behaviour of norm-weak usc points of the preduality map with respect to M-ideals will be studied.

For a closed subspace J ⊂ X, we will be using the canonical identification of J^{⊥⊥} with J^{∗∗} as well as (X^∗/J^⊥)^∗. Similarly (X/J)^{∗∗} is identified as X^{∗∗}/J^{⊥⊥}. If π : X → X/J is the quotient map, then π^{∗∗} is identified with the quotient map π : X^{∗∗} → X^{∗∗}/J^{⊥⊥} without any notational change. We also have J^{⊥⊥} ∩ X = J. We implicitly use the canonical contractive projection Q : X^{∗∗∗} → X^∗ defined by Q(x^{∗∗∗})|X = x^∗ and ker(Q) = X^⊥. Similar objects are used with respect to J.

Proposition 6. Let J ⊂ X be a M-ideal and x ∈ J be a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on J^{⊥⊥}. Then x is a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗}. The converse statement is always true.

Proof. Let P : X^∗ → X^∗ be a linear projection such that ‖x^∗‖ = ‖P (x^∗)‖ + ‖x^∗ − P (x^∗)‖ for all x^∗ ∈ X^∗ . For x^∗ ∈ X^∗_1 , if x^∗(x) = ‖x‖ then x^∗(x) = P (x^∗)(x) + (x^∗(x) − P (x^∗)(x)) = ‖x‖ and 1 = ‖x^∗‖ = ‖P (x^∗)‖+‖x^∗ −P (x^∗)‖ gives, ‖P (x^∗)‖ = P (x^∗)(x) and ‖x^∗ −P (x^∗)‖ = x^∗(x) − P (x^∗)(x). This type of relation between the state space vectors will be repeatedly used here.

Suppose J ⊂ X is a M-ideal. By duality we have, X^{∗∗} = J^{⊥⊥} ⨁ ∞(J^∗)^⊥ (ℓ^∞-direct sum), the conclusion will follow from the more general, easy to see (using the remarks in the preamble, before the Proposition), statement, if Z = M ⨁ 1 N for closed subspaces M, N of Z, then in Z^∗ = M^⊥ ⨁ ∞ N^⊥ = M^∗ ⨁ ∞ N^∗, if m^∗ ∈ M^∗ is a point of norm-weak usc of the preduality map on M^∗, then m^∗ is also a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^∗.

To see the converse, we write out the state spaces, without using the cumbersome notation of state space with respect to a particular dual. Let J ⊂ X be a closed subspace and x ∈ X be a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗}. Suppose x ∈ J and x^{∗∗∗} ∈ J^{∗∗∗}_1 be such that x^{∗∗∗}(x) = ‖x‖. By hypothesis, there is a net {x^∗_α}_{α∈Δ} ⊂ X^∗_1 such that x^∗_α(x) = ‖x‖ for all α and x^∗_α → x^{∗∗∗} in the weak^∗-topology of X^∗. Since x ∈ J, clearly the restriction map puts the functionals in the state space with respect to J^∗ and we also have weak^∗ convergence. Hence the conclusion follows. □

Remark 7. We recall that in a C^∗ algebra, M-ideals are precisely closed two-sided ideals (see [5] Chapter I) and see Chapter V of [5] for a description of M-ideals in Banach algebras and in L(X).

We note that the identity e of a Banach algebra A (and in particular in L(X)) is an extreme point of the unit ball and for the same reason, is an extreme point of A^{∗∗}_1 . If x^∗_0 ∈ X^∗_1 attains its norm at x_0 ∈ X_1 and x^∗_0 is a smooth point, then x_0 ∈ ∂_eX^{∗∗}_1 . For a Banach space X, an extreme point x ∈ X_1 is said to be a weak^∗-extreme point, if x is also an extreme point of X^{∗∗}_1 . The following proposition illustrates the limitations of some of our assumptions (see Theorem 5). If J ⊂ L(X) is a proper M-ideal, even if J is not an algebraic ideal, we still get the conclusion d(I, J) = 1.

Proposition 8. Let x ∈ X_1 be a weak^∗-extreme point and let J ⊂ X be a proper M-ideal. Then d(x, J) = 1. In particular, π(x) is a weak^∗- extreme point of X/J.

Proof. We note that d(x, J) = d(x, J^{⊥⊥}). Since J is a M-ideal in X, we have X^{∗∗} = J^{⊥⊥} ⨁ ∞(J^⊥)^∗. If P is the M-projection on X^{∗∗} with ker(P ) = J^{⊥⊥}, then since x is an extreme point of X^{∗∗}_1 , we have ‖P (x)‖ = 1 = ‖x − P (x)‖. Now d(x, J) = d(x, J^{⊥⊥}) = ‖P (x)‖ = 1. The decomposition above also shows that π(x) is an extreme point of (X/J)^{∗∗} = X^{∗∗}/J^{⊥⊥}. □ A particularly interesting situation occurs, when X is a M-ideal under the canonical embedding in its bidual X^{∗∗}. In this case the canonical projection Q on X^{∗∗∗} defined above is a L-projection. See Chapter III of [5] for examples and Chapter VI when spaces of compact operators K(X, Y ) is a M-ideal, when L(X^{∗∗}, Y^{∗∗}) is identified as its bidual. When X is a M-ideal in its bidual, X^∗ has the RNP. See [5] Theorem III.3.1.

It is easy to see that unitaries in a C^∗-algebra A, remain as points of norm-weak usc for the preduality map in all duals of higher even order of A (as they are still unitaries in the bigger space). The following phenomenon exhibits weak^∗-dense set of points of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗}. We do not know how to determine the largeness of points of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗} in the category sense, when X is a M-ideal in its bidual.

Proposition 9. Let X be a non-reflexive space that is a M-ideal in its bidual. a) Any 0 ≠ x ∈ X is a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗} and it continues to be so in all higher duals of even order of X.

b) If τ ∈ X^{∗∗} is such that τ attains its norm on X^∗ and d(τ, X) < ‖τ‖, then τ is a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗}. This behaviour continues in all the duals of even order of X.

Proof. (a): Since the projection Q is a L-projection, X^{∗∗∗} = X^∗ ⨁ 1 X^⊥, we see that x^{∗∗∗} is the unique extension of its restriction to X and the kernel annihilates X. Hence the conclusion follows.

It was shown in [8] that under the hypothesis X continues to be a M-ideal of all the higher order even duals of X (all in canonical embeddings). Hence the conclusion follows from Proposition 6.

(b): Since X^{∗∗∗} = X^∗ ⨁ 1 X^⊥ for the canonical projection, the conclusion follows from arguments similar to the ones given during the proof of Theorem 5.

Since we have X is still a M-ideal in the fourth dual X^{(IV )} the conclusion follows. □

Next set of results address the quotient space questions and are applicable in particular to the Calkin space L(X, Y )/K(X, Y ).

Theorem 10. Let x be a unit vector which is a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗}. Let J ⊂ X be a M-ideal. Suppose d(x, J) > 0 (and thus d(x, J^{⊥⊥}) = d(x, J) > 0) . Then π(x) is a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on (X/J)^{∗∗} = X^{∗∗}/J^{⊥⊥}.

Proof. Since X^∗ = J^⊥ ⨁ 1 J^∗, it is easy to see that ∂_x = CO(∂_x ∩ J^∗ ∪ ∂_x ∩ J^⊥). Similarly ∂^′_x = CO(∂^′_x ∩ (J^∗)^{⊥⊥} ∪ ∂^′_x ∩ J^{⊥⊥⊥}).

By hypothesis, we have, ∂_x = {f ∈ X^∗_1 : f(x) = 1} is dense in ∂^′_x = {τ ∈ X^{∗∗∗}_1 : τ(x) = 1}, in the weak^∗-topology of X^{∗∗∗}. We need to show that ∂_{π(x)} = {f ∈ J^⊥_1 : f(x) = d(x, J)} is weak^∗-dense in ∂^′_{π(x)} = {τ ∈ J^{⊥⊥⊥}_1 : τ(x) = d(x, J)}. Let P be the L-projection with range J^⊥ and so P^{∗∗} is the Lprojection with range J^{⊥⊥⊥}.

Let τ ∈ ∂^′_{π(x)}. Since τ(x) = d(x, J), we get, P^{∗∗}(τ)(x) = τ(x) = d(x, J). Also by hypothesis, there exists a net {f_α}_{α∈Δ} ⊂ ∂_x such that f_α → τ in the weak^∗-topology of X^{∗∗∗}. Since P^{∗∗} is an extension of P , we get P (f_α) → P^{∗∗}(τ) = τ in the weak^∗-topology of X^{∗∗∗}. Now using the fact that P (f_α)(x) = ‖P (f_α)‖ for all α ∈ Δ, we get ‖P (f_α)‖ → d(x, J) > 0. Therefore the net { P (f_α) ‖P (f_α)‖d(x, J) }_{α∈Δ} ⊂ ∂_{π(x)}

and it converges in the weak^∗-topology of X^{∗∗∗} to τ. □

As an application we have the following situation for quotient spaces. We denote by π the quotient maps on different spaces, interpreted correctly by the context.

Remark 11. Let J ⊂ M ⊂ X be closed subspaces and suppose M is a M-ideal in X. For x ∈ M, x /∈ J, if π(x) is a point of normweak usc for the preduality map on M^{∗∗}/J^{⊥⊥}, then it is also a point of norm-weak usc for the preduality map on X^{∗∗}/J^{⊥⊥}. This follows from the observation, M/J is a M-ideal in X/J (see [5] Proposition I.1.17). These results are of particular interest in C^∗-algebras with several non-trivial closed two sided ideals. See Theorem 1.3 in [11]. Another application of these ideas comes from Proposition 8.

Remark 12. Successful application of the norm-weak usc of the preduality map depends on the predual (see [4]). In this paper we have assumed the RNP of the space X, to ensure uniqueness of X as the predual X^∗.

Remark 13. Let X, Y be Banach spaces such that X^{∗∗} or Y^{∗∗} has the compact metric approximation property. It can be shown that there is a contractive projection P : L(X, Y^∗)^∗ → L(X, Y^∗)^∗ such that kerP = K(X, Y^∗)^⊥. See the remarks on page 334 of [5]. It is easy to verify that this projection is identity on functionals of the form x^{∗∗} ⊗ y^{∗∗}. It therefore follows that K(X, Y^∗) ⊂ L(X, Y^∗) ⊂ K(X, Y^∗)^{∗∗}, where the inclusion is the canonical embedding. Suppose the projective tensor product space X ⊗_π Y has the RNP (hence it is the unique predual of L(X, Y^∗)). Let A ∈ K(X, Y^∗) be point of norm-weak usc in the bidual, we do not know if it is also a point of norm-weak usc in the intermediate spaceL(X, Y^∗)? A difficulty being, that L(X, Y^∗) need not be a weak^∗- closed subspace of K(X, Y )^{∗∗}.

We recall from [15] that a smooth point x ∈ X is said to be a very smooth point, if x is also a smooth point of X^{∗∗}. See [9] for an analysis of very smooth points in spaces of operators.

Proposition 14. Let X, Y be Banach spaces such that X^{∗∗} or Y^{∗∗} has the compact metric approximation property. Suppose A ∈ K(X, Y^∗) is a very smooth point. Then for any B ∈ L(X, Y^∗), there exists x^{∗∗} ∈ ∂_eX^{∗∗}_1 and y^{∗∗} ∈ ∂_eY^{∗∗}_1 such that x^{∗∗}(A^∗(y^{∗∗})) = ‖A‖ and lim_{t→0}+ ‖A + tB‖ − ‖A‖ t = x^{∗∗}(B^∗(y^{∗∗})). Proof. By Remark 13, the hypothesis implies K(X, Y^∗) ⊂ L(X, Y^∗) ⊂ K(X, Y^∗)^{∗∗} in the canonical embedding. Since A is a very smooth point, we get that A is a smooth point of L(X, Y^∗). Since A is also a smooth point of K(X, Y^∗) by the structure of the extreme points, we get S_A = {x^{∗∗}_0 ⊗ y^{∗∗}_0 } for some x^{∗∗} ∈ ∂_eX^{∗∗}_1 and y^{∗∗} ∈ ∂_eY^{∗∗}_1 . Hence the conclusion follows. □ We conclude the paper by studying a notion where subdifferential limits exists uniformly. We recall from [3] that a unit vector x is said to be a point of strong subdifferentiability (SSD for short) if lim_{t→0}+^{‖x+ty‖−‖x‖}_t exists uniformly for y ∈ X_1. To connect with the preceding analysis, we note from [3] that, x ∈ X is a SSD point if and only if it is a SSD point in X^{∗∗} and a SSD point is a point of norm-norm continuity of the duality map (see [3] Theorem 1.2). Thus it is easy to see that a unit vector, x is a SSD point, if and only if for ϵ > 0 there is a δ > 0 such that whenever ‖z‖ = 1, ‖z − x‖ < δ implies S_z ⊂ S_x + ϵX^∗_1 . For a later use, we note that S_x + ϵX^∗_1 is a weak^∗-compact convex set, so the verify the inclusion one only needs ∂_eS_z ⊂ S_x + ϵX^∗_1 . It is easy to see that as in Remark 13, assuming compact metric approximation property on X^∗ or Y , we have that any SSD point of K(X, Y ) is a SSD point of L(X, Y ).

The next proposition we give a different proof to show that strong subdifferentiability of the norm passes through M-ideals. It was shown in [1] (Corollary 1) that subdifferentiability passes from a C^∗-subalgebra to a C^∗-algebra. As M-ideals in C^∗-algebras are precisely closed twosided ideals (see Theorem V.4.4 in [5]), we get a new geometric proof of Corollary 1, in the case of ideals, using the state-space method. It can also be deduced from Proposition 2.1 in [3]. We do not know how to compare subdifferential limits, in the case of C^∗-subalgebras?

Proposition 15. Let J ⊂ X be a M-ideal. If a unit vector j ∈ J is a SSD point of J, then it is a SSD point of X.

Proof. Since J ⊂ X is a M-ideal, we have, X^{∗∗} = J^{⊥⊥} ⨁ ∞(J^∗)^⊥. If j is a SSD point of J, we have from [3] that it is a SSD point of J^{⊥⊥} = J^{∗∗}. Thus it is enough to show that this property passes from M-summands. Then j will be a SSD point of X^{∗∗} and hence in X.

Assume without loss of generality, X = J ⨁ ∞ J^′. We first note that S_j is the same set in both J and X. We will use the state space definition of a SSD point. Let ϵ > 0 and let δ be as in the definition of j being a SSD point in J. Let δ^′ = min{1, δ}. Let z ∈ X, ‖z‖ = 1, z = j_1 + j_2 for j_1 ∈ J, j_2 ∈ J^′ , so that max{‖j_1‖, ‖j_2‖} = 1 and ‖z −j‖ = max{‖j_1 −j‖, ‖j_2‖} < δ^′. As before we only need to consider extreme points of the state space S_z. Let ϕ ∈ ∂_eS_z. If ϕ ∈ J^∗ = (J^′)^⊥, then ϕ(z) = ϕ(j_1) = 1, hence ‖j_1‖ = 1. As ‖j_1 − j‖ < δ by hypothesis, ϕ ∈ S_j + ϵJ^∗_1 ⊂ S_j + ϵX^∗_1 .

Suppose ϕ ∈ J^⊥. Then ϕ(z) = ϕ(j_2) = 1 and hence ‖j_2‖ = 1. This contradicts, ‖j_2‖ < δ^′. Thus j is a SSD point of X. □

References

[1] M. D. Contreras, R. Payá and W. Werner C^∗-algebras that are I-rings, J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 198 (1996) 227—236.

[2] J. Diestel and J. J. Uhl, Vector measures, Mathematical Surveys 15, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1977.

[3] C. Franchetti and R. Payá, Banach spaces with strongly subdifferentiable norm, Boll.

Un. Mat. Ital. B 7 (1993) 45—70.

[4] G. Godefroy and V. Indumathi, Norm-to-weak upper semi-continuity of the duality and pre-duality mappings, Set-Valued Anal. 10 (2002) 317–330.

[5] P. Harmand, D. Werner and W. Werner, M-ideals in Banach spaces and Banach algebras, Springer LNM 1547, Berlin 1993.

[6] Edwards C. Martin and G. T. Ruttimann, Smoothness properties of the unit ball in a JB^∗-triple. Bull. London Math. Soc. 28 (1996) 156–160.

[7] R. R. Phelps Convex functions, monotone operators and differentiability, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 1364. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1989. x + 115 pp.

[8] T. S. S. R. K. Rao, On the geometry of higher duals of a Banach space, Ill. J. Math.

45 (2002) 1389–1392 .

[9] T, S. S. R. K. Rao, Smooth points in spaces of operators, Linear Algebra Appl. 517 (2017) 129–133.

[10] T. S. S. R. K. Rao, Subdifferential set of an operator, Monatsh. Math. 199 (2022) 891-898.

[11] S. Singla, Gateaux derivative of C^∗ norm, Linear Algebra and its Applications, 629 (2021) 208–218. Zbl Review 07390140.

[12] S. Singla, Birkhoff-James orthogonality and distance formulas in C^∗-algebras and tuples of operators, PhD thesis, Shiv Nadar University, March 2022.

[13] K. F. Taylor and W. Werner, Differentiability of the norm in C^∗-algebras, Bierstedt, Klaus D. (ed.) et al., Functional analysis. Proceedings of the Essen conference, held in Essen, Germany, November 24 - 30, 1991. New York, NY: Dekker (ISBN 0-8247- 9066-9). Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math. 150, 329–344 (1994).

[14] W. Werner, Subdifferentiability and the noncommutative Banach-Stone theorem, Jarosz, Krzysztof (ed.), Function spaces. The second conference. Proceedings of the conference held at Southern Illinois University at Edwardsville, IL, USA, May 24-28, 1994. New York, NY: Marcel Dekker. Lect. Notes Pure Appl. Math. 172, 377–386 (1995).

[15] F. Sullivan, Geometric properties determined by the higher duals of a Banach space, Illinois J. Math. 21 (1977) 315-331.

[16] V. Zizler, On some extremal problems in Banach spaces, Math. Scand. 32 (1973) 214–224.

(T. S. S. R. K. Rao) Department of Mathematics, Shiv Nadar University, Delhi (NCR), India, E-mail : srin@fulbrightmail.org