arXiv:2310.16254v1 [math.FA] 25 Oct 2023

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THE METRIC PROJECTION OPERATOR IN HILBERT SPACES AND HILBERTIAN BOCHNER SPACES

JINLU LI^1, LI CHENG^2, LISHAN LIU^3, LINSEN XIE^{2,∗}

1Department of Mathematics, Shawnee State University, Portsmouth, Ohio 45662 USA 2Department of Mathematics, Lishui University, Lishui 323000, Zhejiang, People’s Republic of China 3School of Mathematical Sciences, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, Shandong, People’s Republic of China

Abstract. Let H be a real Hilbert space and C a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Let P_C : H → C denote the (standard) metric projection operator. In this paper, we study the Gâteaux directional differentiability of P_C and investigate some of its properties. The Gâteaux directionally derivatives of P_C are precisely given for the following cases of the considered subset C: 1. closed and convex subsets; 2. closed balls; 3. closed and convex cones (including proper closed subspaces). For special Hilbert spaces, we consider directional differentiability of P_C for some Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases and the real Hilbert space L^2([−π,π]) with the trigonometric orthonormal basis.

Keywords. Hilbert space; Hilbertian Bochner space; Metric projection operator; Directional differentiability of the metric projection operator.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

1.1. The convexity and smoothness of Hilbert spaces. Let H be a real Hilbert space with norm ‖ · ‖ and inner product ⟨·,·⟩. We list some notations below used in this paper. For any u,v ∈ H with u ≠ v, we write

(a) v,u = {tv + (1 − t)u : 0 ≤ t ≤ 1}, a closed line segment in H with ending points at u and v; (b) −→v,u = {v+t(u−v) : 0 ≤ t < ∞}, a closed ray in H with ending point at v and with direction u − v;

(c) ←→v,u = {v + t(u − v) : −∞ < t < ∞}, a line in H passing through points v and u; (d) B = {x ∈ H : ‖x‖ ≤ 1}, the closed unit ball in H; (e) S = {x ∈ H : ‖x‖ = 1}, the (closed) unit sphere in H.

Hilbert space H is a special case of uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space. Let δ denote the modules of convexity of H, which is the function δ : [0,2] → [0,1] defined by

δ (ε) = inf { 1 − ‖ x + y 2 ‖ : x,y ∈ S,‖x − y‖ ≥ ε } , for any ε ∈ [0,2].

∗Corresponding author.

E-mail addresses:jli@shawnee.edu(J.Li), chenglilily@126.com(L.Cheng), mathlls@163.com(L.Liu), linsenxie@163.com(L.Xie).

Received August 10, 2023; Accepted September 12, 2023. 1

2 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

The modules of convexity δ of a Hilbert space H has the following analytic representation (see Lemma 4.2 in [3] by Baumeister).

δ (ε) = 1 − √ 1 − 1 4 ε^2, for any ε ∈ [0,2]. (1.1) Let ρ denote the modules of smoothness of the Hilbert space H, defined by

ρ(t) = sup { ‖x + y‖ + ‖x − y‖ 2 − 1 : x ∈ S, y ∈ H,‖y‖ = t } , for t > 0.

The modules of smoothness ρ of Hilbert space H has the following analytic representation (see Corollary 4.17 in [3] by Baumeister): ρ(t) = √ 1 + t^2 − 1, for t > 0. (1.2) The norm ‖ · ‖ of H is Gâteaux directionally differentiable. More precisely speaking, that is lim_{t↓0} ‖x + tv‖ − ‖x‖ t = ⟨x,v⟩, for any (x,v) ∈ S × S. (1.3) 1.2. The metric projection onto closed and convex subsets in Hilbert spaces. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H and let P_C : X → C denote the (standard) metric projection operator. That is, for any x ∈ H, P_Cx ∈ C such that ‖x − P_Cx‖ ≤ ‖x − z‖, for all z ∈ C. (1.4) P_Cx is called the metric projection of point x onto C. P_Cx is considered as the best approximation of x by elements of C, which is the nearest point from x to C. The distance function on H with respect to C is defined by d(x,C) = ‖x − P_Cx‖, for any x ∈ H.

In uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, the metric projection P_C has many useful and well-known properties, which are particular hold for Hilbert spaces. We list some of them below as a proposition without proof. See [1, 11] for more details and proofs. Proposition 1.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of a Hilbert space H and let P_C : X → C be the metric projection. Then, we have

(i) Every nonempty closed and convex subset C in H is a Chebyshev set in H. That is, for any x ∈ H, there is a unique point P_Cx ∈ C satisfying (1.4);

(ii) The basic variational principle: for any x ∈ H and u ∈ C, u = P_Cx ⇔ ⟨x − u,u − z⟩ ≥ 0, for all z ∈ C; (1.5) (iii) For any x ∈ H and u ∈ C, u = P_Cx ⇔ ⟨x − u,u − z⟩ ≥ ‖x − u‖^2, for all z ∈ C; (1.6) (iv) P_C is (strongly) monotone, that is ⟨P_Cx − P_Cy,x − y⟩ ≥ ‖P_Cx − P_Cy‖^2, for all x,y ∈ H; (1.7) (v) Nonexpansiveness:

‖P_Cx − P_Cy‖ ≤ ‖x − y‖, for any x,y ∈ H; (1.8)

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 3

More precisely speaking (see Problem 7 on page 114 in [3]), for any x,y ∈ H,

‖P_Cx − P_Cy‖ < ‖x − y‖ or P_Cx − P_Cy = x − y;

(vi) The distance function d(·,C) is continuous on H.

1.3. The Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator in Hilbert spaces. In Hilbert spaces, the Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator has been studied by many authors (see [7-9, 23]. It has been applied to programming problems, optimal control problems, and so forth (see [14-15, 19]). We recall the definition, which is adopted by most of authors.

Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of a Hilbert space H. For x ∈ H and v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, if the following limit exists, which is a point in H,

lim_{t↓0}

P_C(x + tv) − P_C(x) t (1.9)

then, P_C is said to be (Gâteaux) directionally differentiable at point x along direction v.

The concept of the Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator has been extended from Hilbert spaces to Banach spaces and more general normed spaces (see [2, 4, 6, 14-20, 22]). In the case of Hilbert spaces, the basic variational principle and the nonexpansive property of P_C play very important roles in the study of the Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator. Since in the case of Banach spaces, the metric projection does not enjoy such basic variational principle (part (ii) in Proposition 1.1) and the nonexpansive property (part (iii) in Proposition 1.1), it will be more difficult to study the Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator in Banach spaces.

In [12], the Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator was studied in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces. The analytic solutions of the Gâteaux directionally derivatives of the metric projection operator are proved for some special closed convex subsets, such as closed balls, cones and subspaces. In this paper, we will investigate similar analytic solutions of the Gâteaux directionally derivatives of the metric projection operator in Hilbert spaces. Since Hilbert spaces are special cases of uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, the Gâteaux directionally derivatives of the metric projection operator are precisely presented.

2. PROPERTIES OF INVERSE IMAGES OF THE METRIC PROJECTION OPERATOR IN HILBERT

SPACES

Throughout this section, let H be a Hilbert space and C a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. For any y ∈ C, the inverse image of y by the metric projection operator P_C in H is defined by P^{−1}_C (y) = {x ∈ H : P_C(x) = y}.

The inverse mapping P^{−1}_C has many useful properties and it plays a crucial role in the study of the Gâteaux directional differentiability of the metric projection operator in Hilbert spaces. In [11], many properties of the inverse images of the metric projection P_C in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces have been proved, which were used in the studying of the Gâteaux directional differentiability of P_C in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach

4 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

spaces in [12]. For Hilbert spaces, as special cases of uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, P^{−1}_C has some special properties.

Lemma 2.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Then,

(i) H = ⋃ y∈C P^{−1}_C (y),

(ii) For any y ∈ C, P^{−1}_C (y) is either a singleton {y}, or a closed and convex cone in H with vertex at y.

Proof. By part (i) in Proposition 1.1, part (i) of this lemma is proved. For any y ∈ C, if P^{−1}_C (y) is either a singleton {y}, then, by Theorem 3.1 in [11], P^{−1}_C (y) is a closed cone with vertex at y in H. We only need to prove that P^{−1}_C (y) is convex. To this end, for any x_1,x_2 ∈ P^{−1}_C (y), for any α ∈ [0,1] and for any z ∈ C, we have

⟨(αx_1 + (1 − α)x_2) − y,y − z⟩ = α⟨x_1 − y,y − z⟩ + (1 − α)⟨x_2 − y,y − z⟩. Then, the convexity of P^{−1}_C (y) follows from the basic variational principle of P_C in Hilbert space H immediately.

Now we prove the closeness of P^{−1}_C (y). Suppose {x_n} ⊆ P^{−1}_C (y) and x_n → x, as n → ∞. By the basic variational principle (1.5) in Proposition 1.1, for every n and for every z ∈ C, we have ⟨x_n − y,y − z⟩ ≥ 0.

Since x_n → x, as n → ∞, this implies ⟨x − y,y − z⟩ ≥ 0, for all z ∈ C.

By the basic variational principle (1.5) in Proposition 1.1 again, this implies x ∈ P^{−1}_C (y). □

However, in Theorem 3.1 in [11], it was proved that, in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, P^{−1}_C (y) is not convex, in general. Based on the two cases in part (ii) of Lemma 2.1, we classify the points in C to two groups, which is defined in [12] for uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces.

Definition 2.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset in H. Let y ∈ C.

(i) If P^{−1}_C (y) = y, then y is called an internal point of C; (ii) If P^{−1}_C (y) ⊋ y, then y is called a cuticle point of C.

The collection of all internal points of C is denoted by I(C) and the collection of all cuticle points of C is denoted by C (C). Then {I(C),C (C)} forms a partition of C. More precisely, we have I(C) ∩ C (C) = /0 and I(C) ∪ C (C) = C.

By the definitions of I(C) and C (C), they have the following characteristics. (a) y ∈ I(C) if and only if, for u ∈ H, y = P_C(u + y) ⇒ u = Θ;

(b) y ∈ C (C) if and only if, there is u ∈ H with u ≠ Θ such that y = P_C(u + y).

For an arbitrary fixed r > 0, we respectively write the closed, open balls and sphere in H with radius r at center c ∈ H by B(c,r), B^o(c,r) and S(c,r). Then B(c,r) is a closed and convex

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 5

subset of H. In particular, as defined in section 1, when c = θ and r = 1, the unit closed ball and unit sphere are written by B(θ,1) = B and S(θ,1) = S. Since every Hilbert space is a uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space, then, by the results in section 3 in [12], we respectively have

Lemma 2.2. (A new version of Lemma 3.5 in [12]). Let c ∈ H and r > 0. Then we have

P_{B(c,r)}(x) = c + r ‖x − c‖ (x − c), for any x ∈ H\B(c,r). (2.1)

In particular, we have

P_B(x) = x ‖x‖ , for any x ∈ H with ‖x‖ > 1.

Proposition 2.1. (A new version of Proposition 3.6 in [12]). Let c ∈ H and r > 0, we have (i) I(B(c,r)) = B^o(c,r); (ii) C (B(c,r)) = S(c,r); (iii) For any y ∈ S(c,r),

P^{−1}_{B(c,r)}(y) = {y + t(y − c) : 0 ≤ t < ∞}. (2.2)

Proposition 2.2. (A new version of Proposition 3.7 in [12]). Let D be a proper closed subspace of a Hilbert space H. Then, we have

(i) I(D) = /0; (ii) C (D) = D.

Definition 2.2. Let D be a proper closed subspace of a Hilbert space H. We denote

D^⊥ = {x ∈ H : ⟨x,z⟩ = 0, for all z ∈ D}.

Then, D^⊥ is a closed and convex cone in H with vertex at θ. D^⊥ is called the orthogonal cone of D in this Hilbert space H.

However, notice that, in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, by Corollary 2.8 in [11], D^⊥ is a closed cone, which is non-convex, in general.

Proposition 2.3. (A new version of Proposition 3.9 in [12]). Let D be a proper closed subspace of a Hilbert space H. Then, we have

(i) P^{−1}_D (θ) = D^⊥;

(ii) y ∈ D ⇒ P^{−1}_D (y) = y + P^{−1}_D (θ) = y + D^⊥.

Definition 2.3. Let K be a closed and convex cone in a Hilbert space H with vertex at v ∈ X. We denote K^∧ = P^{−1}_K (v) = {x ∈ X : ⟨x − v,v − z⟩ ≥ 0, for all z ∈ K}.

Then by part (ii) in Lemma 2.1, K^∧ = P^{−1}_K (v) is a closed and convex cone in X with vertex at v. K^∧ is called the dual cone of K in H.

However, notice that, in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, by Theorem 3.1 in [11], P^{−1}_K (v) is a closed cone in X with vertex at v and it is non-convex, in general.

Lemma 2.3. (A new version of Lemma 3.11 in [12]). Let K be a closed and convex cone in H with vertex at v ∈ H. Then, for every y ∈ K with y ≠ v and for any u = v + t(y − v) with t > 0, we have P^{−1}_K (u) = u − y + P^{−1}_K (y).

6 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

Corollary 2.1. (A new version of Corollary 3.12 in [12]). Let K be a closed and convex cone in H with vertex at θ. Then, for every y ∈ K with y ≠ θ, we have

y + P^{−1}_K (ty) = ty + P^{−1}_K (y), for any t > 0.

3. DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THE METRIC PROJECTION OPERATOR ONTO

CLOSED AND CONVEX SUBSETS

In this section, let H be a Hilbert space and C a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. By part (i) in Proposition 1.1, the metric projection P_C is a well-defined single-valued mapping from H onto C. By applying this property of P_C, it is possible to define the Gâteaux directionally differentiability of P_C.

Definition 3.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. For x ∈ H and v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, if the following limit exists, which is a point in H,

lim_{t↓0}

P_C(x + tv) − P_C(x) t (3.1)

then, P_C is said to be (Gâteaux) directionally differentiable at point x along direction v, which is denoted by

P^′_C(x;v) = lim_{t↓0}

P_C(x + tv) − P_C(x) t . (3.2)

P^′_C(x;v) is called the (Gâteaux) directional derivative of P_C at point x along direction v; and v is called a (Gâteaux) differentiable direction of P_C at x. If P_C is (Gâteaux) directionally differentiable at point x ∈ H along every direction v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, then P_C is said to be (Gâteaux) directionally differentiable at point x ∈ H. It is denoted by

P^′_C(x)(v) = lim_{t↓0}

P_C(x + tv) − P_C(x) t , for v ∈ H with v ≠ θ. (3.3)

P^′_C(x)(v) is called the (Gâteaux) directional derivative of P_C at point x along direction v. Let A be an open subset in H. If P_C is (Gâteaux) directionally differentiable at every point x ∈ A, then P_C is said to be (Gâteaux) directionally differentiable on A ⊆ H.

Notice that the (Gâteaux) directional differentiability of P_C at point x along direction v can be equivalently defined by: there is a point, denoted by P^′_C(x;v) ∈ H, such that

P_C(x + tv) = P_C(x) + tP^′_C(x;v) + o(t), for t > 0.

Following the results in section 4 in [12], we give the solutions of the directionally derivatives of the metric projection P_C onto nonempty closed and convex subsets of H.

Proposition 3.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Then, P_C is directionally differentiable at every point x ∈ H\C along both directions P_C(x)−x and x−P_C(x), respectively, such that P^′_C(x;x − P_C(x)) = P^′_C(x;P_C(x) − x) = θ, for every x ∈ H\C.

Lemma 3.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Let u,w ∈ C with u ≠ w. For every point x ∈ u,w, we have

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 7

(a) If x ≠ u and x ≠ w, then P_C is directionally differentiable at point x along both directions w − u and u − w such that P^′_C(x;u − w) = u − w and P^′_C(x;w − u) = w − u;

(b) P_C is directionally differentiable at u along both directions w − u and u − w such that P^′_C(u;w − u) = w − u and P^′_C(w;u − w) = u − w.

Lemma 3.2. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Then, the following statements are equivalent

(i) P_C is directionally differentiable on H such that, for every point x ∈ H, P^′_C(x)(v) = θ, for any v ∈ H with v ≠ θ;

(ii) P_C is a constant operator; that is, C is a singleton.

Corollary 3.1. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Then, for every point x ∈ H, there is least one differentiable direction of P_C at x.

Next lemma proves that the directionally derivative of P_C is positive homogenous.

Lemma 3.3. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. For x ∈ H and v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, if P_C is directionally differentiable at x along direction v, then, for any λ > 0, P_C is directionally differentiable at x along direction λ v such that P^′_C(x;λ v) = λ P^′_C(x;v), for any λ > 0.

Proposition 3.2. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Let y ∈ C. Suppose (P^{−1}_C (y))^o ≠ /0. Then, P_C is directionally differentiable on (P^{−1}_C (y))^o such that, for any x ∈ (P^{−1}_C (y))^o, we have P^′_C(x)(v) = θ, for every v ∈ H with v ≠ θ.

Proposition 3.3. Let C be a nonempty closed and convex subset of H. Suppose C^o ≠ /0. Then P_C is directionally differentiable on C^o such that, for any x ∈ C^o, we have P^′_C(x)(v) = v, for every v ∈ H with v ≠ θ.

4. DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THE METRIC PROJECTION OPERATOR ONTO

CLOSED BALLS

Recall that, for c ∈ H and r > 0, the closed, open balls and sphere in H with center at c and with radius r are respectively written as B(c,r), (B(c,r))^o and S(c,r).

For any x ∈ S(c,r), we define two subsets x^↑_{(c, r)} and x^↓_{(c, r)} of H\{θ} as follows: for v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, we say

(a) v ∈ x^↑_{(c, r)} ⇔ there is δ > 0 such that ‖(x + tv) − c‖ ≥ r, for all t ∈ (0,δ ); (b) v ∈ x^↓_{(c, r)} ⇔ there is δ > 0 such that ‖(x + tv) − c‖ < r, for all t ∈ (0,δ ). In particular, B is the closed unit ball and S is the closed unit sphere in H. For any given x ∈ S and for v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, we write

(c) x^↑ = x^↑_{(θ ,1)} : v ∈ x^↑ ⇔ there is δ > 0 such that ‖x + tv‖ ≥ 1, for all t ∈ (0,δ ); (d) x^↓ = x^↓_{(θ ,1)} : v ∈ x^↓ ⇔ there is δ > 0 such that ‖x + tv‖ < 1, for all t ∈ (0,δ ).

8 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

The Lemma 5.1 in [12] shows that, for any given x ∈ S(c,r), the two subsets x^↑_{(c, r)} and x^↓_{(c, r)} form a partition of H\{θ}.

Lemma 4.1. Let c ∈ H and r > 0. Then, for any x ∈ S(c,r), we have

x^↑_{(c, r)} ∩ x^↓_{(c, r)} = /0 and x^↑_{(c, r)} ∪ x^↓_{(c, r)} = H\{θ}.

Next, we apply Theorem 5.2 in [12] to give the analytic representations (solutions) of the derivatives of the metric projection operator on closed balls in Hilbert spaces.

In [12], the concept of the function of smoothness of smooth Banach spaces is introduced. Let X be a smooth Banach space. Define the function of smoothness of smooth of X,ψ : S×S → R_+ by ψ(x,v) = lim_{t↓0} ‖x + tv‖ − ‖x‖ t , for any (x,v) ∈ S × S.

In particular, when the considered smooth Banach space is a Hilbert space, by (1.3), we have ψ(x,v) = ⟨x,v⟩, for any (x,v) ∈ S × S.

In Theorem 5.2 in [12], ψ is used to represent the solution of the directionally derivatives of the metric projection operator onto closed balls in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces. We recall Theorem 5.2 in [12] below.

Theorem 5.2 in [12]. Let C = B(c,r) be a closed ball in a uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach space X. Then, P_C is directionally differentiable on X such that, for every v ∈ X with v ≠ θ, we have

(i) For any x ∈ (B(c,r))^o, P^′_C(x)(v) = v; (ii) For any x ∈ X\B(c,r),

P^′_C(x)(v) = r ‖x − c‖^2 ( ‖x − c‖v − ψ ( x − c ‖x − c‖ , v ‖v‖ ) ‖v‖(x − c) ) ; (iii) For any x ∈ S(c,r), we have

(a) P^′_C(x)(v) = v −^{‖v‖}_r ψ

(_{x−c} ‖x−c‖ , v ‖v‖ ) (x − c), if v ∈ x^↑_{(c,r)}, (b) P^′_C(x)(v) = v, if v ∈ x^↓_{(c,r)}.

Applying Theorem 5.2 in [12] to Hilbert spaces, we have

Theorem 4.1. Let C = B(c,r) be a closed ball in Hilbert space H. Then, P_C is directionally differentiable on H such that, for every v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, we have

(i) For any x ∈ (B(c,r))^o, we have

(a) P^′_C(x)(v) = v, (b) P^′_C(x)(x) = x, for x ≠ θ;

(ii) For any x ∈ H\B(c,r), we have

(a) P^′_C(x)(v) =^r_{‖x−c‖3} (‖x − c‖^2v − ⟨x − c,v⟩(x − c)), (b) P^′_C(x)(x − c) = θ;

(iii) For any x ∈ S(c,r), we have

(a) P^′_C(x)(v) = v −^1_{r2} ⟨x − c,v⟩(x − c), if v ∈ x^↑_{(c,r)}; (b) P^′_C(x)(x − c) = θ,

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 9

(c) P^′_C(x)(v) = v, if v ∈ x^↓_{(c,r)}.

Proof. Notice that the norm ‖ · ‖ of Hilbert space H is Gâteaux directionally differentiable. By (1.3), for any x,v ∈ H with x ≠ c and v ≠ θ, we have ψ ( x − c ‖x − c‖ , v ‖v‖ ) = lim_{t↓0} ‖ ‖^{x−c}_{‖x−c‖} + t^{‖v‖}_{‖x−c‖}^v_{‖v‖} ‖ ‖ − ‖ ‖^{x−c}_{‖x−c‖} ‖ ‖ t^{‖v‖}_{‖x−c‖} = ⟨ x − c ‖x − c‖ , v ‖v‖ ⟩

= 1 ‖x − c‖‖v‖ ⟨x − c,v⟩. Then, this theorem follows from Theorem 5.2 in [12] immediately. □

Corollary 4.1. Let H be a Hilbert space. Then, P_B is directionally differentiable on H such that, for every v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, we have

(i) For any x ∈ B^o,

(a) P^′_B(x)(v) = v, (b) P^′_B(x)(x) = x, for x ≠ θ;

(ii) For any x ∈ H\B,

(a) P^′_B(x)(v) =^1_{‖x‖3} (‖x‖^2v − ⟨x,v⟩x), (b) P^′_B(x)(v) =^v_{‖x‖} , if x⊥v, (c) P^′_C(x)(x) = θ;

(iii) For any x ∈ S, we have

(a) P^′_B(x)(v) = v − ⟨x,v⟩x, if v ∈ x^↑, (b) P^′_B(x)(v) = v, if v ∈ x^↑ and x⊥v, (c) P^′_B(x)(v) = v, if v ∈ x^↓.

5. DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THE METRIC PROJECTION OPERATOR IN HILBERT SPACES WITH ORTHONORMAL BASES

5.1. Closed balls in Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases. In this section, we consider Hilbert spaces that have orthonormal bases. See [6] for more details about Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases. Let H be a Hilbert space with norm ‖ · ‖ and with an orthonormal basis {e_n}, which satisfies

⟨e_m,e_n⟩ = { 1, if m = n, 0, if m ≠ n.

For every x ∈ H, x has the following analytic representation x = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩e}n

such that

‖x‖^2 = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩2}

10 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE and ⟨x,y⟩ = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^{⟩, for any x,y ∈ H.}

Recall that B and B^o respectively denote the closed and open unit balls and S denotes the unit spheres in H. They are defined as follows.

B = {y ∈ H : ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩2 ≤ 1},}

B^o = {y ∈ H : ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩2 < 1},}

S = {y ∈ H : ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩2 = 1}.}

As a special case of Corollary 4.1, the directionally derivatives of the metric projection P_B enjoys the following analytic representations.

Proposition 5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e_n}. Then, P_B is directionally differentiable on H such that, for every v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, we have

(i) For any x ∈ H with ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩^2 < 1,

(a) P^′_B(x)(v) = v, (b) P^′_B(x)(x) = x, for x ≠ θ;

(ii) For any x ∈ H with ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩^2 > 1,

(a) P^′_B(x)(v) =^1_{‖x‖3} (‖x‖^2v − (∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩⟨v,e_n⟩)x), (b) P^′_B(x)(v) =^v_{‖x‖} , if ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩⟨v,e_n⟩ = 0, (c) P^′_B(x)(x) = θ;

(iii) For any x ∈ H with ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩^2 = 1,

(a) P^′_B(x)(v) = v − (∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩⟨v,e_n⟩)x, if v ∈ x^↑, (b) P^′_B(x)(v) = v, if v ∈ x^↑ and ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,e_n⟩⟨v,e_n⟩ = 0, (c) P^′_B(x)(v) = v, if v ∈ x^↓.

5.2. The positive cones in Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases. The positive cones are special closed and convex subsets in Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases, which have been studied by many authors with applications. In this subsection, we consider the metric projection operator onto the positive cones in Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases.

Let H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e_n}. Let K denote the positive cone of H, which is defined by

K = {y ∈ H : ⟨y,e_n⟩ ≥ 0, for n = 1,2,...}.

K is a pointed, closed and convex cone in H with vertex at θ. We write

K^+ = {y ∈ K : ⟨y,e_n⟩ > 0, for n = 1,2,...},

∂ K = {y ∈ K : there is at least one m such that ⟨y,e_m⟩ = 0}.

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 11

∂ K is called the boundary of K (See Lemma 5.1 below. When {e_n} is finite, ∂ K is the topological boundary K. When {e_n} is infinite, the topological boundary of K is itself). The dual cone of K is denoted by K^{▷◁} satisfying

K^{▷◁} = {z ∈ H : ⟨z,y⟩ ≤ 0, for every y ∈ K}.

One can show that the dual cone K^{▷◁} of K is also a pointed, closed and convex cone in H with vertex at θ, which satisfies

K^{▷◁} = −K = {z ∈ H : ⟨z,e_n⟩ ≤ 0, for n = 1,2,...}.

We write K^− = {y ∈ K^{▷◁} : ⟨y,e_n⟩ < 0, for n = 1,2,...}.

For every y ∈ ∂ K\{θ}, we denote

y^⊥ = {x ∈ H : ⟨x,y⟩ = 0}.

Lemma 5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e_n}.

(i) If {e_n} is finite, then both K^+ and K^− are open, which are interiors of K and K^{▷◁}, respectively.

(ii) If {e_n} is infinite, then neither K^+, nor K^− is open and the interiors of K and K^{▷◁} bothare empty.

Proof. Part (i) is clear, it is because that if {e_n} is finite, then H is an Euclidean space. Next, we prove (ii). To prove K^+ is not open, take an arbitrary y ∈ K^+, with ⟨y,e_n⟩ > 0, for n = 1,2,.... For any ε > 0, we consider the neighborhood {z ∈ H : ‖z − y‖ < ε} of y. Since ⟨y,e_n⟩ → 0, as n → ∞, there is a positive integer k such that 0 < ⟨y,e_k⟩ <^1_4 ε. Take u ∈ H as follows

⟨u,e_n⟩ = − 1 4 ε, if n = k,

⟨y,e_n⟩, if n ≠ k.

This implies ‖u−y‖ = ⟨y,e_k⟩+^1_4 ε <^1_2 ε. It follows that u /∈ {z ∈ H : ‖z−y‖ < ε}. Since u /∈ K^+ and ε is arbitrarily given small, it yields that K^+ is not open in K. We can similarly prove that K^− is not open in K^{▷◁}. □

Lemma 5.2. Let H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e_n}. Let K be the positive cone of H with dual cone K^{▷◁}. Then, we have

(i) P^{−1}_K (θ) = K^{▷◁} = −K;

(ii) For any y ∈ ∂ K\{θ}, let M_y = {m ∈ N : ⟨y,e_m⟩ = 0}. Then, for any x ∈ H, we have x ∈ P^{−1}_K (y) with x ≠ y, if and only if

⟨x,e_n⟩ = { ≤ 0, if n ∈ M_y, ⟨y,e_n⟩, if n /∈ M_y, and 0 < ∑_{m∈My}^{⟨x,e}m^{⟩2 < ∞;}

(iii) For any y ∈ K^+, we have P^{−1}_K (y) = {y}.

12 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

Proof. Proof of part (i). For x ∈ H, by the basic variational principle of P_K, x ∈ P^{−1}_K (θ) ⇔ ⟨x,−z⟩ ≥ 0, for every z ∈ K ⇔ ⟨x,e_n⟩ ≤ 0, for every n ⇔ x ∈ K^{▷◁} = −K.

Next, we prove part (ii) also by the basic variational principle of P_K. Let y ∈ ∂ K\{θ}. Then there is at least one m such that ⟨y,e_m⟩ = 0. Let M_y = {m ∈ N : ⟨y,e_m⟩ = 0}.

Since y ∈ ∂ K\{θ}, it follows that M_y is a nonempty proper subset of N. Take arbitrary λ_m ≥ 0, for m ∈ M_y, such that

0 < ∑_{m∈My}^{λ 2}m^{< ∞.}

Take x ∈ H with ⟨x,e_n⟩ = { − λ_m, if n ∈ M_y, ⟨y,e_n⟩, if n /∈ M_y.

This implies that x /∈ K and ⟨x,y⟩ = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩ = ∑_{n/∈My}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩ = ∑_{n/∈My}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩ = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩

= ‖y‖^2.

It follows that ⟨x − y,y⟩ = 0. (5.1) And ⟨x − y,y − z⟩ = ⟨x − y,y⟩ − ⟨x − y,z⟩ = 0 − ∑

m∈M_y

⟨x,e_m⟩⟨z,e_m⟩

= − ∑_{m∈My}^λm^{⟨z,e}m^⟩

≥ 0, for every z ∈ K.

By the basic variational principle of P_K, this implies x ∈ P^{−1}_K (y) with x ≠ y satisfying (x −y)⊥y.

On the other hand, for any x ∈ P^{−1}_K (y) with x ≠ y, taking z =^1_2 y and 2y, respectively, by the basic variational principle of P_K, we can show that x satisfies (5.1). This implies ⟨x,y⟩ = ‖y‖^2, (5.2) and ⟨x − y,−z⟩ ≥ 0, for every z ∈ K. (5.3)

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 13

In particular, take z = e_m, for m ∈ M_y, and e_n, for n /∈ M_y, respectively, in (5.3), we have ⟨x,e_m⟩ ≤ 0, for any m ∈ M_y, (5.4) and ⟨x,e_n⟩ ≤ ⟨y,e_n⟩, for any n /∈ M_y. (5.5) By (5.2) and (5.5), we have ‖y‖^2 = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩ = ∑_{n/∈My}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩ ≤ ∑_{n/∈My}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩ = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨y,e}n^{⟩⟨y,e}n^⟩

= ‖y‖^2.

By (5.5), this implies ⟨x,e_n⟩ = ⟨y,e_n⟩, for any n /∈ M_y. (5.6) Since x ∈ P^{−1}_K (y) with x ≠ y, there is at least one m such that ⟨y,e_m⟩ = 0. By y ∈ ∂ K\{θ}, it follows that M_y is a nonempty proper subset of N such that

0 < ∑_{m∈My}^{⟨x,e}m^{⟩2 =} ∑_{m∈N}^{⟨x,e}m^{⟩2 < ∞.}

Proof of (iii). Let y ∈ K^+ with y ∈ P^{−1}_K (y). Similar to the proof of part (ii), we have that x satisfies (5.6). Since y ∈ K^+, which induces M_y = /0. This implies x = y. □ Corollary 5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e_n}. Let K be the positive cone of H with dual cone K^{▷◁}. Then, for any x ∈ H\(K ∪ K^{▷◁}), let y = P_K(x), we have (i) y = P_K(x) ∈ ∂ K\{θ};

(ii) ⟨y,e_n⟩ = { 0, if ⟨x,e_n⟩ ≤ 0, ⟨x,e_n⟩, if ⟨x,e_n⟩ > 0, for n = 1,2,.... Proof. For any x ∈ H\(K ∪ K^{▷◁}), there are at least two positive integers i and j such that ⟨x,e_i⟩ < 0 and ⟨x,e_j⟩ > 0. This implies that y = P_K(x) defined in (ii) of this corollary satisfies y ∈ ∂ K\{θ}. For the given P_K(x) defined in (ii), by Lemma 5.2, we have x ∈ P^{−1}_K (y). □ Theorem 5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal basis {e_n}. Let K be the positive cone of H with dual cone K^{▷◁}. Then, we have

(i) For any x ∈ K, P^′_K(x,v) = v, for any v ∈ K with v ≠ θ; (ii) For any x ∈ K^{▷◁}, P^′_K(x,v) = θ, for any v ∈ K^{▷◁}, with v ≠ θ;

(iii) P_K is directionally differentiable on K^+. Furthermore, for any x ∈ K^+, P^′_K(x)(v) = v, for any v ∈ H with v ≠ θ.

14 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

Proof. Proof of (i). For any given x,v ∈ K with v ≠ θ and t > 0, we have x + tv ∈ K. It implies

P^′_K(x,v) = lim_{t↓0}

P_K(x + tv) − P_K(x) t = lim_{t↓0} x + tv − x t = v.

Proof of (ii). For any given x,v ∈ K^{▷◁} with v ≠ θ and t > 0, we have x + tv ∈ K^{▷◁}. It implies

P^′_K(x,v) = lim_{t↓0}

P_K(x + tv) − P_K(x) t = lim_{t↓0} θ − θ t = θ.

Proof of (iii). For the given x ∈ K^+ and for any given v ∈ H with v ≠ θ, for any ε > 0, there is m > 1 such that_∞

∑_{n=m+1}^{⟨v,e}n^{⟩2 < ε2.}

By x ∈ K^+, for the chosen m > 1, there is t_0 > 0 such that

⟨x,e_n⟩ + t⟨v,e_n⟩ > 0, for n = 1,2,...,m and 0 < t < t_0.

For a given t with 0 < t < t_0, set

M = {n : n > m,⟨x,e_n⟩ + t⟨v,e_n⟩ > 0} and N = {n : n > m,⟨x,e_n⟩ + t⟨v,e_n⟩ ≤ 0}.

By part (iii) of Lemma 5.2, for x ∈ K^+, we have P_K(x) = x. This implies that ‖ ‖ ‖ P_K(x + tv) − P_K(x) t − v ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑^m_{n=1}(⟨x,en⟩ + t⟨x,en⟩)en + ∑_{n∈M}(⟨x,en⟩ + t⟨x,en⟩)en − ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨x,en⟩en − t ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨v,en⟩en t ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ −∑_{n∈N}(⟨x,e_n⟩ + t⟨x,e_n⟩)e_n t ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑_{n∈N} ⟨x,en⟩ t ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑_{n∈N}^{⟨x,e}n^{⟩e}n ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖

≤2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑_{n∈N}^{⟨v,e}n^{⟩e}n ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞ ∑_{n=m+1}^{⟨v,e}n^{⟩e}n ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ <2ε. The above second inequality is based on that, for any n ∈ N, we have ⟨x,e_n⟩+t⟨v,e_n⟩ ≤ 0. Since ⟨x,e_n⟩ > 0, it follows that ⟨x,e_n⟩^2 ≤ t^2⟨v,e_n⟩^2. Since v ∈ H with v ≠ θ is arbitrarily given, the

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 15

above estimations implies that P_K is directionally differentiable on K^+, which follows that, for any x ∈ K^+, we obtain P^′_K(x)(v) = v, for any v ∈ H with v ≠ θ. □ 6. DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF THE METRIC PROJECTION IN L^2([−π,π]) WITH

TRIGONOMETRIC ORTHONORMAL BASIS

6.1. The trigonometric orthonormal basis in L^2([−π,π]). The trigonometric Fourier series play very important roles in approximation theory and optimization theory in the real Hilbert space L^2([−π,π]). As applications of section 5, in this section, we consider the special real Hilbert space L^2([−π,π]) with norm ‖ · ‖, which has an orthonormal basis formed by the trigonometric functions defined on [−π,π]: 1 √ 2π , cost √ π , sint √ π , cos2t √ π , sin2t √ π , cos3t √ π , sin3t √ π ,... (6.1) This basis is called the trigonometric orthonormal basis in L^2([−π,π]). For the simplicity, we denote this basis by e_1(t),e_2(t),e_3(t),... It follows that, for any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]), we have

⟨ f ,e_1⟩ = 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds,

⟨ f ,e_n⟩ = 1 √ π ∫ π −π cosms f (s)ds, if n = 2m, for any m ≥ 1,

⟨ f ,e_n⟩ = 1 √ π ∫ π −π sinms f (s)ds, if n = 2m + 1, for any m ≥ 1.

It implies that every f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) has the following analytic representation (almost everywhere with respect to t ∈ [−π,π])

f (t) = ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π e_n(s) f (s)ds ) e_n(t) = 1 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds + 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} [(∫_π −π cosns f (s)ds ) cosnt + (∫_π −π sinns f (s)ds ) sinnt ] , (6.2)

such that

‖ f ‖^2 = 1 2π (∫_π −π f (s)ds

)_2 + 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π cosns f (s)ds

)_2 + 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π sinns f (s)ds

)_2 . In this case, the closed and open unit balls and the unit spheres S in L^2([−π,π]) are respectively defined as follows B = { f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) : ‖ f ‖^2 ≤ 1}, B^o = { f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) : ‖ f ‖^2 < 1}, S = { f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) : ‖ f ‖^2 = 1}.

Then, with the above notations, by Proposition 5.1, we have

16 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

Proposition 6.1. Let L^2([−π,π]) be the Hilbert space with the trigonometric orthonormal basis given by (6.1). Then, P_B is directionally differentiable on L^2([−π,π]) such that, for every g ∈ L^2([−π,π]) with g ≠ θ, we have

(i) For any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) with ‖ f ‖ < 1,

(a) P^′_B( f )(g) = g, (b) P^′_B( f )( f ) = f , for f ≠ θ;

(ii) For any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) with ‖ f ‖ > 1,

(a) P^′_B( f )(g) =^1_{‖ f ‖3} (‖ f ‖^2g − (∑^∞_{n=1}⟨ f ,e_n⟩⟨g,e_n⟩) f ), (b) P^′_B( f )(g) =^g_{‖ f ‖} , if ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨ f ,e_n⟩⟨g,e_n⟩ = 0, (c) P^′_C( f )( f ) = θ;

(iii) For any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) with ‖ f ‖ = 1, we have

(a) P^′_B( f )(g) = g − (∑^∞_{n=1}⟨ f ,e_n⟩⟨g,e_n⟩) f , if g ∈ f^↑, (b) P^′_B( f )(g) = g, if g ∈ f^↑ and ∑^∞_{n=1}⟨ f ,e_n⟩⟨g,e_n⟩ = 0, (c) P^′_B( f )(g) = g, if g ∈ f^↓.

6.2. The positive cones in L^2([−π,π]) with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis. For the real Hilbert space L^2([−π,π]), we define the positive cone in L^2([−π,π]) with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis given in (6.1). As a special case of Hilbert spaces with orthonormal bases considered in the previous section, this positive cone is a special closed and convex cone in L^2([−π,π]). which have been studied by many authors with applications. In this subsection, we consider the metric projection onto the positive cone in L^2([−π,π]) with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis, which is denoted by {e_n} such that

e_1(t) = 1 √ 2π , e_n(t) = cosmt √ π , if n = 2m, for any m ≥ 1,

e_n(t) = sinmt √ π , if n = 2m + 1, for any m ≥ 1. (6.3)

The positive cone in L^2([−π,π]) with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis is also denoted by K, which is defined by K = { f ∈ L^2([−π,π]) : ⟨ f ,e_n⟩ = ∫ π −π e_n(s) f (s)ds ≥ 0, for n = 1,2,... } . K is a pointed, closed and convex cone in H with vertex at θ. K^+, ∂ K and K^{▷◁} = −K are similarly defined as in the previous section. Since the trigonometric orthonormal basis {e_n} listed in (6.3) in L^2([−π,π]) is infinite, as a consequence of Lemma 5.1, we have

Corollary 6.1. In the Hilbert space L^2([−π,π]) with the trigonometric orthonormal basis {e_n} in (6.3), we have

(i) Neither K^+, nor K^− is open in L^2([−π,π]); (ii) The interiors of K and K^{▷◁} both are empty.

We denote the sets of odd and even functions in L^2([−π,π]) by O and E, respectively. Then, by the representations in (6.2), for any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]), we have

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 17

(I) f ∈ O if and only if

f (t) = 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π sinns f (s)ds ) sinnt, and ⟨ f ,e_n⟩ = 1 √ π ∫ π −π cosns f (s)ds = 0, if n = 2m, for any m ≥ 1;

(II) f ∈ E if and only if

f (t) = 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds + 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π cosns f (s)ds ) cosnt, and ⟨ f ,e_n⟩ = 1 √ π ∫ π −π sinns f (s)ds = 0, if n = 2m + 1, for any m ≥ 0.

Lemma 6.1. In the Hilbert space L^2([−π,π]) with the trigonometric orthonormal basis {e_n}

in (6.3), for g ∈ K\{θ} with M_g = {m ∈ N : ⟨g,e_m⟩ = 0}, we have

(i) If g ∈ K ∩ O, then, M_g ⊇ {1,3,5,...} and for any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]), f ∈ P^{−1}_K (g) with f ≠ g,

if and only if 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds ≤ 0, 1 √ π ∫ π −π sinns f (s)ds ≤ 0, for n ∈ M_g, 1 √ π ∫ π −π cosns f (s)ds ≤ 0, for n ∈ M_g, and 1 √ π ∫ π −π cosns f (s)ds = 1 √ π ∫ π −π cosns g(s)ds, for n /∈ M_g;

(ii) If g ∈ K ∩E, then, M_g ⊇ {2,4,6,...} and for any f ∈ L^2([−π,π]), f ∈ P^{−1}_K (g) with f ≠ g,

if and only if 1 √ π ∫ π −π sinns f (s)ds ≤ 0, for n ∈ M_g, 1 √ π ∫ π −π cosns f (s)ds ≤ 0, for n ∈ M_g, 1 √ π ∫ π −π sinns f (s)ds = 1 √ π ∫ π −π sinns g(s)ds, for n /∈ M_g, and 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds ≤ 0, if 1 2π ∫ π −π g(s)ds = 0, 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds = 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π g(s)ds, if 1 2π ∫ π −π g(s)ds > 0.

Proof. Proof of (i). Since g ∈ K ∩ O and M_g ⊇ {1,3,5,...}, then the fact n /∈ M_g implies that n

must be even. In (ii), by g ∈ K ∩ E and M_g ⊇ {2,4,6,...}, it follows that n must be odd for any

n /∈ M_g. Then this lemma follows from Lemma 5.2 immediately. □

18 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

By Lemma 6.1 and Corollary 5.1, we can obtain the analytic representations of solutions of the metric projection P_K.

Corollary 6.2. Let K be the positive cone of L^2([−π,π]) with dual cone K^{▷◁} with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis {e_n} in (6.3). For f ∈ L^2([−π,π])\(K ∪ K^{▷◁}), let g = P_K( f ). Then

(i) P_K( f ) ∈ ∂ K\{θ}; (ii) For n = 1,2,... we have

(a) ⟨g,e_n⟩ = 0, if ⟨ f ,e_n⟩ ≤ 0, (b) ⟨g,e_n⟩ = ⟨ f ,e_n⟩, if ⟨ f ,e_n⟩ > 0.

In particular, for odd or even functions, we have

(c) If f is odd, then g = P_K( f ) is also odd such that

g(t) = 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π sinns f (s)ds ) sinnt,

(d) If f is even, then g = P_K( f ) is also even such that

g(t) = 1 √ 2π ∫ π −π f (s)ds + 1 π ∞ ∑_{n=1} (∫_π −π cosns f (s)ds ) cosnt.

Proof. Notice that, by part (a) and (b) in this corollary, in the sums in (c) and (d), they have the following properties

1) some terms may be vanished;

2) all non-vanished terms have positive coefficients, with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis {e_n} in (6.3).

We only prove (c) and (d). If f is odd, then ⟨ f ,e_n⟩ = 0, for every even number n. By part (a), this implies ⟨g,e_n⟩ = 0, for every even number n. By the representation of g given in (6.2), it follows that g must be odd. Part (d) can be similarly proved. □

As a consequence of Theorem 5.1, we have the solutions of the directionally derivatives of the metric projection P_K.

Corollary 6.3. Let K be the positive cone of L^2([−π,π]) with dual cone K^{▷◁} with respect to the trigonometric orthonormal basis {e_n} in (6.3). Then, we have

(i) For any f ∈ K, P^′_K( f ,h) = h, for any h ∈ K with h ≠ θ;

(ii) For any f ∈ K^{▷◁},

P^′_K( f ,h) = θ, for any h ∈ K^{▷◁}, with h ≠ θ;

(iii) P_K is directionally differentiable on K^+. More precisely speaking, for any f ∈ K^+,

P^′_K( f )(h) = h, for any h ∈ H with h ≠ θ.

7. THE METRIC PROJECTION IN HILBERTIAN BOCHNER SPACES

7.1. Hilbertian Bochner spaces: Bochner spaces that are Hilbert spaces. Bochner spaces are considered as special Banach spaces of functions taking values in Banach spaces. On the other hand, Bochner spaces are generalizations of real L_p spaces, which have been widely applied to function analysis and stochastic optimizations. In this section, we consider the metric projection

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 19

operator and its directional differentiability in Bochner spaces that are Hilbert spaces, which are called Hilbertian Bochner spaces, in this paper.

In this subsection, we recall Hilbertian Bochner spaces. See [5, 10, 13, 21] for more details related to Bochner spaces. Let (S,A , μ) be a measure space, which is assumed to be positive and complete. Let (H ,‖ · ‖) be a real Hilbert space with inner product ⟨·,·⟩. For any A ∈ A and x ∈ H , let 1_A denotes the characteristic function of A on the space S and let 1_A ⊗ x denote the H -valued simple function on S, which is defined by

(1_A ⊗ x)(s) = 1_A(s) ⊗ x = { x, if s ∈ A, θ, if s /∈ A, for any s ∈ S. (7.1)

For an arbitrary given positive integer n, let {A_1,A_2,...A_n} be a finite collection of mutually disjoint subsets in A with 0 < μ (A_i) < ∞, for all i = 1,2,...n. Let {x_1,x_2,...x_n} ⊆ H and let {a_1,a_2,...a_n} be a set of real numbers. Then, ∑^n_{i=1} a_i(1_{Ai} ⊗ x_i) is called a μ-simple function from S to H (See Definition 1.1.13 in [10]).

Let (L_2(S;H ),‖ · ‖_{L2(S;H )} ) be the Lebesgue-Bochner function space called the Hilbertian Bochner space, which is the Hilbert space of μ-equivalent class of strongly measurable functions, such as f : S → H with norm:

‖ f ‖_{L2(S;H )} = (∫ S ‖ f (s)‖^2dμ(s)

) 1_2 < ∞. The inner product in this Hilbertian Bochner space (L_2(S;H ),‖ · ‖_{L2 (S;H )} ) is simply denoted by ⟨·,·⟩_{L2}. By Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 2.3 in [13], L_2(S;H ) is a Hilbert space and it has the following properties. For an arbitrary given A ∈ A with 0 < μ (A) < ∞ and for any x,y ∈ H , we have

(i)^1_{μ(A) 12} (1_A ⊗ x) ∈ L_2(S;H );

(ii) ‖^1_{μ(A) 12} (1_A ⊗ x)‖_{L2(S;H )} = ‖x‖;

(iii) ‖^1_{μ(A) 12} (1_A ⊗ x) ±^1_{μ(A) 12} (1_A ⊗ y)‖_{L2(S;H )} = ‖x ± y‖;

(iv) The mapping x →^1_{μ(A) 12} (1_A ⊗ x) (isometric) embeds H into L_2(S;H ).

7.2. The metric projection onto closed balls in Hilbertian Bochner spaces. Let L_2(S;H ) be the Hilbertian Bochner space discussed in the previous subsection. Recall that the closed unit ball B in L_2(S;H ) is defined as follows B = { f ∈ L_2(S;H ) : ∫ S ‖ f (s)‖^2dμ(s) ≤ 1 } . By Corollary 4.1, the directionally derivatives of the metric projection P_B has the following analytic representations.

Proposition 7.1. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space. Then, P_B is directionally differentiable on L_2(S;H ) such that, for every h ∈ L_2(S;H ) with h ≠ θ, we have

(i) For any f ∈ L_2(S;H ) with ∫ S ‖ f (s)‖^2dμ(s) < 1, we have (a) P^′_B( f )(h) = h, (b) P^′_B( f )( f ) = f , for f ≠ θ;

(ii) For any f ∈ L_2(S;H ) with ∫ S ‖ f (s)‖^2dμ(s) > 1, we have

20 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

(a) P^′_B( f )(h) =^1_{‖ f ‖3L2(S;H)} ( ‖ f ‖^2_{L2(S;H )} h − ∫ S⟨h(s), f (s)⟩dμ(s) f ) , (b) P^′_B( f )(h) =^h_{‖ f ‖L2(S;H)} , if ∫ S⟨h(s), f (s)⟩dμ(s) = 0, (c) P^′_B( f )( f ) = θ;

(iii) For any f ∈ L_2(S;H ) with ∫ S ‖ f (s)‖^2dμ(s) = 1, we have (a) P^′_B( f )(h) = h − ( ∫ S⟨h(s), f (s)⟩dμ(s)) f , if h ∈ f^↑, (b) P^′_B( f )(h) = h, if h ∈ h^↑ and ∫ S⟨h(s), f (s)⟩dμ(s) = 0, (c) P^′_B( f )(h) = h, if h ∈ f^↓.

7.3. Hilber Spaces with orthonormal bases. In this subsection, we consider a Hilbertian Bochner space L_2(S;H ), in which (S,A , μ) is a probability space (μ(S) = 1) and the Hilbert space H has an orthonormal basis{b_n}. Then, for any f ∈ L_2(S;H ), f has the following point wisely analytic representation

f (s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s),b}n^{⟩b}n^{, for μ-almost all s ∈ S, (7.2)}

such that

‖ f ‖^2_{L2(S;H )} = ∫ S ⟨_∞

∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s),b}n^{⟩b}n^{, ∞}∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s),b}n^{⟩b}n ⟩ dμ(s)

= ∫ S (_∞

∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s),b}n^{⟩2} ) dμ(s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1} ∫ S ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩^2dμ(s). (7.3)

And, for any f ,g ∈ L_2(S;H ), we have

⟨ f ,g⟩_{L2} = ∫ S ⟨ f (s),g(s)⟩dμ(s) = ∫ S ⟨_∞

∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s),b}n^{⟩b}n^{, ∞}∑_{n=1}^{⟨g(s),b}n^{⟩b}n ⟩ dμ(s)

= ∫ S (_∞

∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s),b}n^{⟩⟨g(s),b}n^⟩ ) dμ(s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1} ∫ S ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩⟨g(s),b_n⟩dμ(s). (7.4)

Since every element in L_2(S;H ) has the analytic representation (7.2), we introduce the pointwise positive cone in L_2(S;H ) by

K = {g ∈ L_2(S;H ) : ⟨g(s),b_n⟩ ≥ 0, for μ-almost all s ∈ S, for n = 1,2,...}. (7.5)

One can show that K is a pointed, closed and convex cone in this Hilbert space L_2(S;H ) (with vertex at θ). K is called the pointwise positive cone of L_2(S;H ) with respect to the orthonormal basis{b_n} in H .

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 21

Proposition 7.2. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space, in which (S,A , μ) is a probability space and the Hilbert space H has an orthonormal basis{b_n}. Let K be the pointwise positive cone of L_2(S;H ) with respect to the orthonormal basis{b_n} of H . Then, for any f ∈ L_2(S;H ) and g ∈ K, we have that g = P_K( f ) if and only if

⟨g(s),b_n⟩ = { 0, if ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩ < 0, ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩, if ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩ ≥ 0, for μ-almost all s ∈ S, for n = 1,2,.... (7.6)

Proof. Let g(s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨g(s),b}n^{⟩b}n^{, for μ-almost all s ∈ S.}

By (7.6), we have g ∈ K. For any h ∈ K with h(s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨h(s),b}n^{⟩b}n^{, for μ-almost all s ∈ S,}

we calculate

⟨ f − g,g − h⟩_{L2} = ∫ S ⟨ f (s) − g(s),g(s) − h(s)⟩dμ(s) = ∫ S ⟨_∞

∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s) − g(s),b}n^{⟩b}n^{, ∞}∑_{n=1}^{⟨g(s) − h(s),b}n ⟩ b_n⟩dμ(s) = ∫ S ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨ f (s) − g(s),b}n^{⟩⟨g(s) − h(s),b}n^{⟩dμ(s)} = ∞ ∑_{n=1} ∫ S ⟨ f (s) − g(s),b_n⟩⟨g(s) − h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s). (7.7) For each fixed n, by (7.6), ∫ S ⟨ f (s) − g(s),b_n⟩⟨g(s) − h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s) = ∫ ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩<0

⟨ f (s) − g(s),b_n⟩⟨g(s) − h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s) + ∫ ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩≥0

⟨ f (s) − g(s),b_n⟩⟨g(s) − h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s) = ∫ ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩<0

⟨ f (s),b_n⟩⟨−h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s) + ∫ ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩≥0

⟨ f (s) − f (s),b_n⟩⟨ f (s) − h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s) = ∫ ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩<0

⟨ f (s),b_n⟩⟨−h(s),b_n⟩dμ(s) ≥0, for any h ∈ K.

By the basic variational principle of P_K, this implies g = P_K( f ). Since K is a pointed, closed and convex cone in the Hilbert space L_2(S;H ), P_K( f ) uniquely exists. □ For the pointwise positive cone K of L_2(S;H ), K^+, ∂ K and K^{▷◁} = −K are similarly defined as in the previous sections.

22 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

K^+ = {g ∈ K : ⟨g(s),b_n⟩ > 0, for μ-almost all s ∈ S, for n = 1,2,...}, ∂ K = {g ∈ K : there is n ∈ N such that μ{s ∈ S : ⟨g(s),b_n⟩ = 0} > 0, K^{▷◁} = −K = {g ∈ L_2(S;H ) : ⟨g(s),b_n⟩ ≤ 0, for μ-almost all s ∈ S, for n = 1,2,...}.

The following corollary is an immediately consequence of Proposition 7.2. Corollary 7.1. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space with the pointwise positive cone K with respect to the orthonormal basis {b_n} of H . Then

(i) For any g ∈ K, we have P_K(g) = g; (ii) P^{−1}_K (θ) = K^{▷◁} = −K;

(iii) For any g ∈ ∂ K\{θ}, f ∈ L_2(S;H ), we have that f ∈ P^{−1}_K (g) with f ≠ g if and only if

⟨ f (s),b_n⟩ = { < 0, if ⟨g(s),b_m⟩ = 0, ⟨g(s),b_n⟩, if ⟨g(s),b_m⟩ ≥ 0, for μ-almost all s ∈ S, for n ∈ N;

(iv) For any g ∈ K^+, we have P^{−1}_K (g) = {g}.

Remark 7.1. For any g ∈ ∂ K\{θ}, f ∈ L_2(S;H ), suppose that f ∈ P^{−1}_K (g) with f ≠ g. From the representation in (iii), for any given n ∈ N, we have

μ{s ∈ S : ⟨g(s),b_n⟩ = 0} = 0 ⇒ ⟨ f (s),b_n⟩ = ⟨g(s),b_n⟩, for μ-almost all s ∈ S. Proposition 7.3. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space. Let K be the pointwise positive cone in L_2(S;H ) with respect to the orthonormal basis{b_n} of H . Then, we have (i) For any f ∈ K, P^′_K( f ,h) = h, for any h ∈ K with h ≠ θ; (ii) For any f ∈ K^{▷◁}, P^′_K( f ,h) = θ, for any h ∈ K^{▷◁}, with h ≠ θ;

(iii) P_K is directionally differentiable on K^+. More precisely speaking, for any f ∈ K^+, P^′_K( f )(h) = h, for any h ∈ H with h ≠ θ.

7.4. Hilbertian Bochner spaces with orthonormal systems. Following the notations given in (7.1), for every b_n, we define the simple function in L_2(S;H ) as follows: (1_S ⊗ b_n)(s) = 1_S(s) ⊗ b_n = b_n, for any s ∈ S.

It follows that, for every n, 1_S ⊗ b_n is a constant function defined on S with value b_n. Proposition 7.4. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space, in which (S,A , μ) is a probability space and the Hilbert space H has an orthonormal basis{b_n}. Then, {1_S ⊗ b_n} is an orthonormal system in L_2(S;H ). However, {1_S ⊗ b_n} is not a basis of L_2(S;H ). Proof. By μ(S) = 1, we calculate

⟨1_S ⊗ b_n,1_S ⊗ b_m⟩_{L2} = ∫ S ⟨(1_S ⊗ b_n)(s),(1_S ⊗ b_m)(s)⟩dμ(s) = ∫ S ⟨b_n,b_m⟩dμ(s) = { 1, if n = m, 0, if n ≠ m.

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 23

This implies that {1_S ⊗ b_n} is an orthonormal system in L_2(S;H ). Next, we show that {1_S ⊗ b_n} is not a basis of L_2(S;H ). We chose A ∈ A with μ(A) =^1_2 and define G : S → R by

G(s) = { 1, for s ∈ A, − 1, for s /∈ A, for all s ∈ S.

Then, we define f ∈ L_2(S;H ) as follows

f (s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^1_{2n}^{G(s)b}n = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^1_{2n}^{G(s)(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{)(s), for s ∈ S.}

It is clear that f ≠ θ. For any m ∈ N, we have

⟨ f ,1_S ⊗ b_m⟩_{L2} = ∫ S ⟨_∞

∑_{n=1}^1_{2n}^{G(s)(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{)(s),1}S^{(s) ⊗ b}m ⟩ dμ(s)

= ∫ S ⟨_∞

∑_{n=1}^1_{2n}^{G(s)b}n^{,b}m ⟩ dμ(s) = ∫ S ⟨ 1 2^n

G(s)b_m,b_m ⟩ dμ(s) = 1 2^n ∫ S G(s)dμ(s) = 0.

Since f ≠ θ. This implies that {1_S ⊗ b_n} is not a basis of L_2(S;H ). □ Let D denote the proper subspace of L_2(S;H ) expanded by the orthonormal system {1_S ⊗b_n} in L_2(S;H ). Then, for every g ∈ D, it enjoys the following analytic representation:

g(s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨g,1}S^{⊗ b}n^⟩L2^{(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{)(s)} = ∞ ∑_{n=1} ∫ S ⟨g(t),b_n⟩dμ(t)(1_S ⊗ b_n)(s) = ∞ ∑_{n=1} ∫ S ⟨g(t),b_n⟩dμ(t)b_n, for μ-almost all s ∈ S.

(7.8)

Observations (a) The equations (7.8) implies that every element in D is a constant function, it is because that every 1_S ⊗ b_n in the orthonormal system {1_S ⊗ b_n} is a constant function; (b) {1_S ⊗ b_n} is an orthonormal basis of D, which is a proper subspace of L_2(S;H ).

Notice that, in the considered Hilbertian Bochner space L_2(S;H ), the measure space (S,A , μ) is a probability space. This implies that, for any f ∈ L_2(S;H ), f is Bochner integrable on (S,A , μ). That is,

f ∈ L_2(S;H ) ⇒ ∫ S f (t)dμ(t) exists and it is in H .

24 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

Following the notations of the expected values of random variables in probability theory, for any given f ∈ L_2(S;H ), we write E( f ) = ∫ S f (t)dμ(t) ∈ H .

Theorem 7.1. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space, in which (S,A , μ) is a probability space and the Hilbert space H has an orthonormal basis {b_n}. Let D be the proper subspace of L_2(S;H ) with an orthonormal basis {1_S ⊗ b_n}. Then, for any f ∈ L_2(S;H ), we have P_D( f ) = 1_S ⊗ E( f ) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨E( f ),b}n^{⟩(1}S^{⊗ b}n^) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨1}S^{⊗ E( f ),1}S^{⊗ b}n^⟩L2^{(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{).}

Proof. Notice that 1_S ⊗ E( f ) is a constant functional satisfying ∫ S (1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t))dμ(t) = E ( f ).

For any g ∈ D, we calculate ⟨ f − (1_S ⊗ E( f )),(1_S ⊗ E( f )) − g⟩_{L2} = ∫ S ⟨ f (t) − (1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t),(1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t) − g(t)⟩dμ(t) = ⟨∫ S f (t) − (1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t)dμ(t), ∫ S ((1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t) − g(t))dμ(t) ⟩

= ⟨∫ S ( f (t)dμ(t) − E( f ), ∫ S ((1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t) − g(t))dμ(t) ⟩

= ⟨ θ, ∫ S ((1_S ⊗ E( f ))(t) − g(t))dμ(t) ⟩

=0, for every g ∈ D.

(7.9)

By the basic variational principle of P_D, (7.9) implies P_D( f ) = 1_S ⊗ E( f ). Since {b_n} is an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space H , for E( f ) ∈ H , we have E( f ) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨E( f ),b}n^{⟩b}n^.

By property (iv) of Bochner spaces recalled in subsection 7.1, this implies 1_S ⊗ E ( f ) = ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨E( f ),b}n^{⟩(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{).}

It is clear that ⟨1_S ⊗ E( f ),1_S ⊗ b_n⟩_{L2} = ⟨E( f ),b_n⟩, for all n. It follows that ∞ ∑_{n=1}^{⟨E( f ),b}n^{⟩(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{) = ∞}∑_{n=1}^{⟨1}S^{⊗ E( f ),1}S^{⊗ b}n^⟩L2^{(1}S^{⊗ b}n^{).}

This completes the proof of this theorem. □

DIRECTIONAL DIFFERENTIABILITY OF METRIC PROJECTION 25

We apply the results in Theorem 7.1 to study the directionally differentiability of the metric projection on the proper subspace D.

Theorem 7.2. Let L_2(S;H ) be a Hilbertian Bochner space, in which (S,A , μ) is a probability space and the Hilbert space H has an orthonormal basis{b_n}. Let D be the proper subspace of L_2(S;H ) with an orthonormal basis {1_S ⊗ b_n}. Then, P_D is directional differentiable on L_2(S;H ). Furthermore, for any f ∈ L_2(S;H ), we have P^′_D( f )(h) = 1_S ⊗ E(h), for any h ∈ L_2(S;H ) with h ≠ θ.

Proof. For arbitrary given f ∈ L_2(S;H ) and for any h ∈ L_2(S;H ) with h ≠ θ, by Theorem 7.1, we have P^′_D( f )(h) = lim_{t↓0}

P_D ( f + th) − P_D ( f ) t = lim_{t↓0}

1_S ⊗ E( f + th) − (1_S ⊗ E( f )) t = lim_{t↓0}

1_S ⊗ (E( f ) + E(th)) − (1_S ⊗ E( f )) t = lim_{t↓0}

1_S ⊗ E( f ) + (1_S ⊗ E(th)) − (1_S ⊗ E( f )) t = lim_{t↓0}

1_S ⊗ E(th) t = lim_{t↓0}

1_S ⊗ (tE(h)) t = lim_{t↓0} t(1_S ⊗ E(h)) t = 1_S ⊗ E(h). □ Acknowledgments The authors thank Professor Simeon Reich for his kind communications in the stage of development of this paper. Author Li Cheng is very grateful to the National Natural Science Foundation of China (12171217) and (11701246) for partially financial support for this work. Author Lishan Liu is very grateful to the National Nurture Science Foundation of China (11871302), the Natural Science Foundation of Shandong Province of China (ZR2022MA009) and ARC Discovery Project Grant (DP230102079) for partially financial support for this work. Author Xie thanks the National Nurture Science Foundation of China (12171217) and (11771194) for partially financial support for this work.

REFERENCES

[1] Ya. Alber, Metric and generalized projection operators in Banach spaces: properties and applications, in “Theory and Applications of Nonlinear Operators of Accretive and Monotone Type”(A. Kartsatos, Ed.), Marcel Dekker, inc. (1996) 15-50.

[2] N. Aronszajn, Differentiability of Lipschitz mappings between Banach spaces, Studia Ma-th., LVII, (1976) 147-190.

26 J. LI, L. CHENG, L. LIU, L. XIE

[3] J. Baumeister, Metric projection, nonexpansive mappings and proximal methods October 18, 2016, Hinweise auf Fehler und Verbesserungsvorschl¨ age, Frankfurt, an baumeister@math.unifrankfurt.De.

[4] V. I. Berdyshev, Differentiability of the metric projection in normed spaces. Collection: Approximation of functions by polynomials and splines, Akad. Nauk. SSSR, Ural. Nauchn. Tsentr., Sverdlovsk 150 (1985) 58-71.

[5] S. Bochner, A. E. Taylor, Linear functional on certain spaces of abstractly-valued functions, Ann. of Math.

39 (1938) 913-944.

[6] J.M. Borwein, D. Noll, Second order differentiability of convex functions on Banach spaces, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 342 (1994) 43-81.

[7] L. Debnath, P. Mikusinski, Introdution to Hilbert Spaces with Applications, Academic Press, San Diego, London, Boston, New York, Tokyo, Toronto (1999).

[8] S. Fitzpatrick, R. R. Phelps, Differentiability of the metric projection in Hilbert space, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 270 (1982) 483-501.

[9] A. Haraux, How to differentiate the projection on a convex set in Hilbert space, Some applications to variational inequalities, J. Math. Soc. Japan 29 (1977) 615-631.

[10] T. Hytönen, J. Neerven, M. Veraar, L. Weis, Analysis in Banach spaces, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge / A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics, Volume 63, Springer International Publishing AG (2016).

[11] A. A. Khan, J. L. Li, Approximating properties of metric and generalized metric projections in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, submitted.

[12] J. L. Li, Directional differentiability of the metric projection in uniformly convex and uniformly smooth Banach spaces, submitted.

[13] J. L. Li, On geometric properties of Bochner spaces and expected fixed point in Banach spaces, to appear in Journal of Nonlinear and Convex Analysis.

[14] K. Malanowski, Differentiability with respect to parameters of solutions to convex programming problems, Math. Programming 33 (1985) 352-365.

[15] K. Malanowski, Differentiability of projections onto cones and sensitivity analysis for optimal control, Proceedings of the 41st IEEE Conference on Decision and Control La Vegas, Nevada USA, December 2002.

[16] D. Noll, Directional differentiability of the metric projection in Hilbert space, Pacific J. Math. 170 (2) (1995). [17] D. Noll, Graphical methods in first and second order differentiability theory of integral functional, J. Setvalued Analysis 2 (1994) 241-258.

[18] A. Shapiro, On differentiability of the metric projection in W1, Boundary case, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 99 (1987) 123-128.

[19] A. Shapiro, On concepts of directional differentiability, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 86 (1990) 477-487. [20] A. Shapiro, Directional differentiability of metric projections onto moving sets at boundary points, J. Math.

Anal. Appl. 131 (1988) 392-403.

[21] V. I. Sobolev, “Bochner integral”, Encyclopedia of Mathematics, EMS Press (2001). [22] R. A. Tapia, Integration and differentiation of nonlinear operators, Nonlinear Functional Analysis and Applications, L. B. Rail, ed., Academic Press, New York, (1971).

[23] E. Zarantonello, Projections on convex sets in Hilbert space and spectral theory, Contrib. to Nonlin. Funct.

Anal., 27 Math. Res. Center, Univ. of Wisconsin, AP (1971) 237-424.