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Abstract

The goal of this paper is to further the investigation begun in [6].
With the benefit of nearly ten years of work, we begin by indicating
how several proofs from [6] can be substantially improved. We show
that the problem of preserving k-convexity onto II,, is one part of a
larger shape-preserving problem (multi-convex preservation) relative
to II,, and we completely solve this expanded problem. And finally
we demonstrate that multi-convex preserving projections constructed
in this paper are in fact of minimal operator norm in a large class of
Banach spaces.

1 Introduction

The general problem of approximating elements of Banach space X from a
fixed subspace V has a long history, with a variety of special-case consider-
ations which are considered classical. The determination of a best approx-
imation is an example of such a problem and occupies a large position in
the literature on mathematical analysis. Related to the problem of best-
approximation is the minimal projection question. A projecton P : X — V
is a linear operator with the property that P resticted to V is the identity
operator (i.e., Pv = v for all v € V). We denote by P(X,V) = P the set



of all projections from X onto V. Whenever P # () we may look for an
element Py € P such that ||Fy|| < ||P|| for all P € P. We say that such a
projection Py is a minimal projection. It is worth noting that there exists a
large number of papers concerning minimal projections (a variety of specific
considerations is represented in [1], [2], [3], [8] and [9]).

From the viewpoint of approximation, it is of added benefit when there
exist elements of P that leave invariant particular characteristics of elements
from X. For example, if X is the Banach space C*(K) (space of real-valued
functions with continuous second derivative, normed via max;—o12{||/*|lcc}
and V' = TlI3 (space of third degree algebraic polynomials), we might ask for
projections P € P which maps positive functions to positive cubics or per-
haps monotone functions onto onto cubics. Unfortunately, neither of these
requests can be fulfilled - there does not exist P € P preserving either pos-
itivity or monotonicity. There does exist however a convexity-preserving
projection from X onto V. Thus we are led to a natural question: given
X, Vand S C X, does there exist P € P such that PS C S7 We refer to
such a P as a shape-preserving projection. While in general this question is
unsolved, there are satisfactory results in particular settings (see for example
[5], [13], [15] and [7]).

The paper [6] was the first attempt (as far as we can tell) to com-
bine minimal projection theory and existence of shape-preserving projec-
tions. The context of that paper is straightforward: fix positive integer n
and choose integer » > n. Let X = (C"[0,1],| - ||) and V = 1I,,, where
1 £]l = max;—o_{|| f? ||} For integer j € [0,n], let S; C X denote the set
of j-convex functions, where f € X is said to be j-convez if fU) is nonnega-
tive on [0, 1]. The main results of [6] show that there exists P € P preserving
j-convexity if and only if 7 > n — 1. In the case j = n — 1, the norm of a
minimal projection is 3/2 for all n.

There are a variety of way to extend these results; we mention here some
of work in progress towards these extensions. In the paper [14], C"[0,1]
is replaced by C10,1] and j-convexity is defined via divided-differences. In
that setting, the results are quite 'negative’, in the sense that, for example,
there does not exist a mononticity-preserving projection from C|0, 1] onto I,
(note the contrast with the result from [6]). Roughly speaking, in order to
preserve (n— 1)-convexity onto n-dimensional subpaces of C[0, 1], one cannot
employ polynomial spaces. In the paper [11], II,, is replaced by more general
subspaces of C"[0, 1] and a multi-convez shape is preserved (multi-convexity
will be discussed in detail below). In the paper [12], C"[0,1] is replaced
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by multivariable functions defined on rather general compact subsets of R¥.
The subspaces and shapes considered in that context are formed via tensor
products.

In this paper we generalize [6] in the directions of shape and norm, as
well provide corrected and shorten proofs of two results therein. Specifically,
we generalize the j-convex notion to a multi-convex shape and consider the
existence of projections onto II,, preserving this shape (such projections are
said to be multi-convez projections). We then construct minimal norm multi-
convex projections for (essentially) every multi-convex shape. Moreover, we
do this for a large family of norms defined on C*[0, 1] (integer L is greater
than or equal n — 1).

Following these introductory remarks, this paper is organized as follows.
Section 2 defines multi-convexity (as a generalized j-convexity) and deter-
mines exactly when a multi-convex projection onto II, exists. Section 3
constructs minimal norm multi-convex projections for a family of norms de-
fined on CL[0,1]. In particular, we obtain the minimal norm results from [6]
as a special case. Subsection 3.1 handles the case n = 2 while 3.2 considers
n > 3. The main result of Section 3 is Theorem 3.5; its proof is somewhat
lengthy and as such has been organized into subsections 3.2.1 - 3.2.5. Section
4 provides technical details regarding existence of particular functionals in
X** as well as a represenation of elements from X*.

2 K-convexity and multi-convexity

Let L and n denote positive integers such that L > n — 1 (the reason for
this inequality will be made clear). Let CL[0,1] denote the space of L-th
continuously differentiable (real-valued) functions on [0, 1]. Define on C£[0, 1]
the norms

111z = ma {1 £}

and

Fllaz = max{ max {[fDO). [f91)]}, max {||f(”!|oo}} |

§=0,34,....L—1 j=1,2,L

CL0,1] becomes a Banach space when endowed with either of these norms;
we deote the respective spaces as X and Xy . Note that these norms are



equivalent since
o\
() 1<t e <L 0

NOTE 2.1 In general, given two norms that are equivalent (but not propor-
tional), we should not expect a projection that has minimal operator norm
with respect to first norm to be minimal in the operator norm determined
by the second. However, this is exactly what we will discover to be true. In
fact, we will prove minimality for an entire family of equivalent norms.

Let || - || denote any norm on C*[0, 1] such that

[fll2. < A< 111l (2)

for all f € C*[0,1]. Then X = (C¥[0,1],] - ||) is a Banach space with dual
space denoted by X*. Note that, by the norm equivalence in (1), the dual
space X* remains unchanged as a set for any norm chosen according to (2).
For integer k € [0, L] and ¢ € [0, 1] we denote by 6F(f) the k-th derivative of
f evaluated at t and regard 6F € X*. We will often express §F(f) using the
familar notation f®*)(t).

Throughout this paper X will denote the Banach space (C1[0,1],]| - ||)
where || - || is as in (2). In the particular cases in which we endow C[0,1]
with ||-||2,z or ||-||z]|, we denote the resulting Banach spaces as, respectively,
X2,L and XL'

In [6] it was proven that j-convexity can be preserved via a projection
from X onto II, if and only if 7 > n — 1. The notion of j-convexity is
generalized in [10] in the following way. Let o = (og,01,...,0,) be an
(n + 1)-tuple with o; € {0, 1}; let M = max,,_;i. With L > M define

S ={feX|ofP>0,i=0,...,n}.

We say f € X is multi-convez if f belongs to the cone Sg. A projection from
X onto V =11, leaving invariant Sg is called a multi-convex projection. We
denote this set of projections by Ps,.. Thus, for example, it follows from the
results of [6] that Ps, = () for every o = e; where integer i € [0,n — 2] and
e; = [00,01, ..., 0;1, 1, 0i1, ..., 0]

For fixed o let M = max,,—1¢ and m = min,,—;¢. We say that o is
I-connected if whenever o; = 0; = 1 for i < j, we have o = 1 for all
k =14,1+1,...,7. From here can characterize when a multi-convex shape
can be preserved for any X. We begin with a result from [10] which describes
the situation for the case of X.



THEOREM 2.1 (see [10]) Let X, = (C*[0,1], |- ||). Then Psg (X1, V)
# 0 if and only if M > n — 1 and o is 1-connected.

This theorem is easily extended to the spaces we want to consider.

COROLLARY 2.1 Let X = (C*[0,1],|| - ||) for any norm || - || satisfying
(2). Then Psg (X, V) # 0 if and only if M > n — 1 and o is 1-connected.

Proof. From (2) if follows that, as sets, Ps, (Xp,V) and Ps,. (X, V) are
identical. Thus from Theorem 2.1 the proof is complete. W

3 Minimal multi-convex projections

In this section we obtain new (and summarize known) results for minimal
multi-convex projections; i.e., minimal norm elements from Pg. (X, V). As
per Corollary 2.1, we assume M > n — 1 and o is 1-connected. Note by
defintion, we always have M > m. Whenever M = n, we automatically
assume L > n.

Our discussion can be organized using the ways in which m, M and n
relate. Consider first the case where m = M. According to Corollary 2.1,
there two possible situations of interest to us: they are m = M =n — 1
and m = M = n. These cases are actually 'k-convex’ shapes (regarded as
specific multi-convex shapes); moreover these situations constitute somewhat
extreme cases in the multi-convex realm. We consider in the sections below
the case m = M = n — 1 for all norms satisfying (2). In particular we
obtain as a special case the results from [6] in the case of || - ||. In the case
m = M = n, the minimal shape-preserving projection problem is completely
unsolved for n> 2 (the projection given in [6] partially solves the problem
in the n = 2 case). Indeed, it is conjectured in [6] that a minimal norm
projection from X = (Cta,b],| - ||) onto V = II, preserves n-convexity
for every L = 0,1,.... That is, in the case of n-convexity, the minimal
shape-preserving projection problem is perhaps equivalent to the minimal
projection problem. As such, this paper does not address this case.

The case in which m < n —1 < M is handled in [10]. We summarize the
main results from that paper here as a single theorem.



THEOREM 3.1 (see [10]) Let n > 2 and choose integer k > 0. Let X =
(CEFE|| - ), where || - || satisfies (2). Let o be an (n + k + 1)-tuple (with
o; € {0,1}) such that o is 1-connected with M > n+k —1 and m = k.
There there exists Py € Psg (X, Hpnyr) such that || Fyl| = Z;:& % Moreover,
| Poll < ||P]| for all P € Ps, .

The remaining case is m = n—1 and M = n and this is considered below.
It is interesting to note that method of proof required to establish minimal
mulit-convex projections in this case differs substantially from the approaches
in both [6] and [10]. Indeed, in [6] norm-minimality was obtained using the
theory of best-approximation from a subspace, while in [10] minimality was
(often) verified using a uniqueness arguement. Neither context is applicable
form=mn—1and M =n.

The arguments that follow rely on knowing the form of multi-convex
projections. This form is described for the general shape-preserving setting
in [13] and [4] and in the specific context of multi-convex preservation in
Section 5 of [10]. We summarize the needed results in the following theorem.
Note that for u € X* and v € X, we denote by u ® v the operator mapping
X into X by (u®v)(x) = u(z)v.

THEOREM 3.2 (see [10]) Let n > 2 and let X = (C*[0,1], | - ||) where
| - || satisfies (2) and L > n — 1. Let o be 1-connected such that M > n — 1
and 0 < m < M (note when M = n we automatically assume L > n). Let
P € Psy (X, 11,). Then P can be expressed as

Pou®l4w®S 4 tum ®
1! (m —1)!

m m+1 n—1
+5$®%+6ﬁ+1®ﬁ+---+53—1® (nx—l)!
+un®n—r!b,

for some u; € X*,i=0,...,m—1 and, in case M =n — 1,
Uy = 67— 6
otherwise (M =n)
un(f) = [ ") dult) (3)

[0,1]
for some probablity Borel measure .



3.1 The quadratic case

In this section we consider the n = 2 case; i.e., projections onto V = Il
considered as a subspace of X = (C¥ | ||-]|), where ||-|| satisfies (2). The results
from here will be used in the following section to construct minimal norm
multi-convex projections onto II,. We divide the results of the quadratic
case into two theorems: one handlingn —1=m = M — 1 and other n—1 =
m = M.

THEOREM 3.3 Let o denote the 1-connected 3-tuple such that m =1 and
M=2 Let L>2andV =1y C X = (CF[0,1],| - ||). Define projection P,
by

P, = %(50 +6)@1+6 @ (t—12/2—1/4) + 6 @ (t2/2 —1/4).  (4)

Then Py € Psg (X, V) and ||P|| = 3/2. Moreover, for any Q € Psg (X, V)
QI = [172%])-

Proof. Note that we may rewrite P, as

1 1 £
P= (G000 - @+ ) ) oL+ dlmes 6l =)o )

from here it is easy to check that P, is a projection onto V. Applying
Theorem 3.2 proves P, € P, (X, V). Now consider any f € X, | f|| = 1.
Then by (4)

IPfIl < 14 It = ¢2/2 = 1/4]o + [|t7/2 = 1/4]|oc = 3/2

and consequently, ||P|| < 3/2. To prove equality, we apply Theorem 4.2.
Take any F' € W, (see Theorem 4.2 for the definition of W;). Note that

Py (F)1 = F(82+0%)/2+ F(6)) /4 + F(61)/4 = 3/2,

as required.
To prove that P, is an operator of minimal norm in Ps,. (X, V) take G € Z;
corresponding to F' via Theorem 4.2. Define

(F,07) + (G, 6))
2 )

7 = (6)



where

(F,0)(L) = (L™ F)(1)

and

(G, &)(L) = (L"G)(0)

for any L € £(X,V). It is clear that Z is a continuous, linear functional on
L(X,V) of norm one. Moreover, since F' € W and G € Z7,

Z(P) = P =3/2.
To end the proof, we show that for any Q € Ps, (X, V),
Z(Q — Py) > 0. (7)

Fix Q € Ps, (X, V). Using the form described in Theorem 3.2 (together with
m=1and M =2 =n) we may write

Q=u @1+ t+u @t*/2. (8)

We will also express Ps in this form: using (5) we write

Po=g¢o@1+8@t+ (6] —0) @t2/2. (9)
By Lemma 4.1
-1
Uy = Zaﬁé + ot
=0
and

L-1

¢o = 2@'56 + B~
=0

Here o (3% resp.) denotes the functional determined by a signed Borel
measure « on [0,1] (signed Borel measure 5 on [0, 1], resp.), i.e.,

ok (f) = /[ 1 dot

and

BH(f) = /[ 1O as)



for any f € X. Since Q and P, are projections, we must have
Qp = ﬁo =1. (10)

Now, using (8) and (9), observe that

Z(Q—P) _ (F+G)éu0_¢0) + F(UQ_ (45% _5(%))

Consider the first term of this sum, which, by (10), is equal to

S audh + ot = 1 By - ﬂL)

(F+G)< 5

By Theorem 4.2 applied to F' and G we see that this first term is equal to
zero. Hence

Z(Q—P) =

But note the form of uy given 3; for every f € X we have

F(us — (51 — 4p))
. .

up(f)= [ fOt) du(t).

[0,1]

If L = 2 then F(ug) > 0 directly from Theorem 4.2; moreover, it is clear
from the proof of Theorem 4.1 (in particular from (40)) that this inequality
prevails for L > 2. Thus, using properties of F' we find

Flug — (01 —dy)) _ F(ug)

Z2@Q—-P)= 1 =—5 20

which completes the proof. B

THEOREM 3.4 Let o denote the 1-connected 3-tuple such that m = M =
1. Let L>1 and V =TI, C X = (CL[0,1],] - ||). Define projection Py by

1
Py= (00 +00) @1+ 8 ® (¢~ /2= 1/4) +6] @ (1*/2 — 1/4),

Then Py € Psy (X, V) and ||Py|| = 3/2. Moreover, for any Q € Ps, (X, V),
QI = [172%])-



Proof. If L > 2 then this Theorem is an immediate of Theorem 3.3. So to
finish the proof, we will assume that L = 1. Define for any k € N, k£ > 3,
Jk1(0) = fr1(1) =1, fra(t) =0 for t € [1/k,1 — 1/k] and in the linear way
on the intervals, [0,1/k], [1 — 1/k,1]. Set gk1 = — fr1,

fk(t) =1 + fk,l(s)ds,
[0.¢]
and

ge(t) =1 +/ gr.1(s)ds.
[0,2]

By definition of fi and gy, ||gk|]| — 1 and || fx|| — 1. By the Banach-Alaoglu
theorem, the sequence {f;} has an accumulation point F' € X** || F| < 1,
and the sequence {gx} has an accumulation point G € X**, ||G|| < 1. By the
definition of f; and g,

F(8)) = F(67) = G(%) = G(o}) = 1,
F(dg) = F(d7) = —G(8) = —G(dy) =1
and for any Borel measure on [0, 1],
F(u') = —G(u').

Here u! € X* is defined by
u'(f) = [ FO)du(t).
[0,1]

The rest of the proof is identical in form to the proof of Theorem 3.3 so we
omit it. W

3.2 The general case

In this section we construct a minimal norm multi-convex projection onto
I1,, for the multi-convex shapes described by m =n —1 < M < n (i.e., the
cases for which o is 1-connected and either m = M =n—1orm=n—1
and M =n).
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NOTE 3.1 The following theorem generalizes Theorem 4.2 from [6] as well
as corrects two arguments made in the proof of the Theorem. Specifically,
the bound of % given in inequality (26) below was incorrectly stated to be 1
in [6]. Additionally, the proof of Theorem 4.2 from [6] neglects to consider
the n = 3 case. The proof below verifies this case in the generalized setting
of this paper.

THEOREM 3.5 Letn>3 and L >n—1. Let X = (CE,|| - ||) where || - ||
satisfies (2). Let o denote a 1-connected (n+1)-tuple such that m =n—1 <
M < n. Let Py denote the projection from Theorems 3.3 and 3.4. Define
operator P, : X — II,, by

Fa(f)(t) th(1)+(1—t)f(0)+/0 Fua(f)(s) dS—t/O Fua(f)(s) ds. (11)

Then P, € Psg (X, 1L,) and ||P,| = 3. Moreover, for any Q € Psg (X, 1L,),
QI = [ Eall-

Proof. We begin by using induction to show P, € Psq (X, II,). Suppose
P, € PSG'I(X’ I1,_1), where o is the 1-connected n-tuple such that the

position of the left-most 1 is n-2 (= m — 1) and the right-most is M-1. Under
this assumption it follows from the defintion of P, that P, is a projection
onto II,,. To verifiy that P, preserves shape, let f € Sg; i.e. 5 >0 and
(if M =n) f® > 0. Note, by definition, this implies f’ € Sg,. We claim
P,f € Sg. For integer k > 2 and g € X observe that

(Pog)®(t) = (Pucag)) 0 (1). (12)
Thus by our assumption on P, _; we have
(P)" V() = (Paca /)" 2(1) 2 0

and, if M =n,
(Puf)™ (1) = (Pacaf)" V() 2 0

which verifies our claim. Let n = 3; from our previous section, we have
P, e 7350.1 (X, IIy) and therefore P, € Ps. (X, 1IL,) for every integer n > 3.
The next step is to prove

1Pl = 3/2 (13)
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for every n. We first prove (13) for X = (C*[0, 1], - ||+), where

-l =1 llzp o fF- fle =11l

To accomplish this, we first must consider the case n = 3. Let f € B(X) and
recall that || Psf]||. requires us to consider the quantities Psf, (Psf)’, (Psf)®
and (P f)®. Expanding the expression given in (11) we find

B2t B3t
Pf(t) =tf() + A=) f0) + (=5 + 5 =) (O + (5~ ) (1)
and thus for all ¢ € [0, 1]
3 2 3
POl <1+ -S4 5 —d s - T <)

Postponing (P3f)" momentarily, it is clear that

|(P3f)(2)(t)| < g and ‘(ng)(3)(t)‘ < g

Now note that (Psf)'(t) is quadratic and

2 2

(P < 1FQ) = FO) 41 = 54t — 3]+ 15— o <372

However, using (11), we can define an operator ) on X by rewriting (Psf)’ (¢)
as follows:

(Buf)(8) = £(1) — £0) + (Pof')(t) — / (Puf)(s) ds
— (B /f ds—/(sz)()d
Q)

and now simply define @\( f) == Q(f') (thus in this process we have also
defined Q : (C*71, ] - [l.) — TIy). Clearly

sup (P3f)'(1) = sup Q(f)(1)= sup (Qf)(1)

feB(CL) feB(CL) feB(CL-1)

12



and now, as done in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we apply Theorem 4.2 (as
well make use of (42)) to select F' € W, and obtain

sup (P3f)'(1) = sup (Qf)(1)

feB(Ct) feB(CL-1)

> (QTF)(1)
)

Therefore 3
IPll=5= sw (Pyf)(1). (14

We now proceed to verify (13) for n > 4. Again we divide the work into
three separate considerations: P,f, (P,f) and (P,f)Y), j > 2.

3.2.1 P,f using ||
For f € B(X) and t € [0, 1], we claim

DO W

[Puf(1)] < (15)

To this end, we first establish an alternate form of P,; note that we may
rewrite (11) as

Bu(f)(t) =tf (1) + (1 =) f(0) + T(Po-r f)(t)

:(/Ot—t/ol)xs ds

T is linear in x and, as is easy to check, vanishes on constant functions.
Moreover, we claim for z € C[0, 1],

where

1
T2 < 5 lell (16)
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Indeed consider

T(2)(1)] = '(1—t)/0tx(s) ds—t(/olx(s) ds—/otx(s) ds)

_ '(1—t)/0tx(s) ds—t/tlx(s) ds

< (L= ttllzllee + (1 =)l
=2(1 = )t][[|o

IN
N | —

]|
Recalling the form of P, given in (4), we write

Py(f) () = (f(0) + f(1))ao(t) + [/ (0)ar(t) + f'(1)az(t)
where

qQo(t) == %, q(t) =t— % - i and ¢(t) := % — i
Repeating the result from Theorem 3.3 we have
[P f ()] < 3/2.
From here we have
Py(f)(t) = F()t+ FO)(L =) + FPO)T(q)(t) + [P ()T (q2)(2)

and we know |P3(f)(t)] < 3/2. Let id(t) := t. Note that

T (f(1)id(t) + f(0)(1 —id(t))) = (f (1) — f(0)T (id)(t)

and thus for n > 4, we find

Pu(1)(t) = F(1)t+ F(0)(1 1)
+ 2O = fO)T ) (1)

+ O ) (1) + f VW) (a2) (1)

(17)

(18)
(19)

(20)

where T7(z) denotes j iterations of T applied to z. We are now ready to
establish (15); note that the right-hand side of (18) is bounded by 1 for norm
| - || satsifying (2). Regarding (19), note that T'(id)(¢) = t*/2 — ¢/2 and thus

1

: |
IT(id)oe < 5 = ITGD)()]

14
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This bound together with (16) gives

||Z T i) Hoo<Z =53

and thus again employing (16) we find

|42(0)] = llgz2llo0

1D (@)(®) + F D WT 2 (g2) (D)l < 55

Combining the bounds on (18), (19) and (20) we find

1 1
PO < 1P flloo €145 = 5

which proves (15).

3.2.2 (P,f) using || - |-
For f € B(X) and t € [0, 1] we claim

[(Bnf) (8)] <

[\N RN

n—2"

1

1

(22)

We need only consider n > 4. Let us first express P, f(¢) in a way similar to

that of the above section:

LAIOES f( )t + fO)(1 =) + (f/(1) = f(0) T (id)(¢)

+ Z (fO) = FOO)T(id)(1)

+f(" DO)T" () () + S ()T 2(ge)(2)

and then differentiate:

(P f)(t) = f(l) = f(0)+ (f' (1) = f(0)(t - 1/2)

+ Z (0)T" (i) (t)

+f” DO)T™ () () + F DT (g2) (1)
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We now bound each of these labeled quantities.
Starting with the right-hand side of (23), we claim

[f(1) = £(0) + (f'(1) = fO)(t—1/2)] < 1+% (26)

whenever f € B(X) and t € [0, 1]. Replacing f(t) with f(1 —¢) or —f(¢) if
necessary, we verify this claim assuming f’(1) > |f'(0)|. Consider first the in
which f’(0) > 0. Let a = f’(0) and define g : [0,1] — R by

(27)

a+t ft<]l—q«
g(t)Z{

1 ifl—a<t<1l

Note that for any t € [0,1], [f'(t)] < ¢(t). Indeed if t € [1 — a, 1] then
1f'(t)] <1=g(t); for t € [0,1 — a] suppose |f'(t)| > a +t. Then

]
1@ = F O = =[O >a+t—a=t
and consequently there exists ¢ € [0, 1] such that

1
2y _ () = f(0)]
70 = HO=SO
which contradicts f € B(X). Thus
7 = F0) + (7)) = FO)(E ~ )] < 1F1) = FO)] + 5171 ~ 7 0)
=1 [ o ar+grm—al

1
1_
S/ g(t) dt + 2a
0

> 1 (28)

1
<1+ -
< +8

Whlch establishes (26) in the case f/(0) > 0. Assume now that f’(0) < 0. If
fo ) ds > 0 then set Fy(t) = f'(t) — f'(0) and note that

(Kﬂ@%ZAf%M& (29)



From here, define F(t) = fot Fi(s) ds; from the definition of F' and (29), it
follows that

F(1) = FO) + 5110 = FO] < |F() = FO)] + 5|F(1) - F(0)].

At this point, we set o« = F’(0) = 0 and proceed to define ¢(t) as in (27).
We then obtain

—_

F(1) = FO) + 5 F(1) ~ F0)] <1+ ¢

oo

as done above (note that we need |F® ()] = |f®(t)] < 1 to obtain the
contradiction in (28); but we see that this follows from the definition of
£l < 1) Finally, if [)' f'(s) ds < 0 then set Fi(t) = —f'(t) + f/(1) and
define F'(t fo Fi(s) ds and proceed as above to establish (26).

Regardmg (24), ﬁrst note that this expression has meaning only for n > 5
(the n = 4 case is covered below in our consideration of (25)). Let D denote
differentiation with respect to t. Then we have

-3 n—

(O)D(T*(id)(t))| < > 2D(T"(id) (1)) ]| -

1=
A direct calculation verifies that

2(s 1 3 \/g 4
ID(T(id)(t)] < 35, |D(T°(id)(t))] < 575 and [D(T7(id)(t))] <

<
720

We now work bound |D(T"(id)(t))| for i > 5. Applying T four times to id

we find
Lt5_it4+it3_i <i
120 48 72 720 | T 212

Thus using ||7*(id)(t)|l« < 3z and (16) we have, for i > 4,

|T%(id)(t)| =

1

T i) (1) e < 5

With f € X note that

IDT(f) () lloe = IIT"‘l(f)(t)—/0 T f)(s) dsllo

17



and therefore

ID(T(f)(E)lloe < 2 f |- (31)

Using (31) in combination with (30) where i > 5 and f = T* *(id) we find

i 1

ID(T*(@d)(t)lloe = [DT(F) oo < 575
Therefore
=~ 1 1
) < — - =
Z2HD (T*(id) ()l oo Z 22+6 =~ 2i 512

And finally

; V3 o1 1 5
ZQHD (T < G ;- 108 360 ' 512 - 24
which provides a bound of 2 for (24).

To bound (25), consider ﬁrst n =4 and let D denote differentiation with
respect to t. A straightforward calculation shows that || D(T?(g;)|| < 55 for
1 = 1,2 which implies a bound of % on (25) for n = 4. Assume now that
n > 5. We claim

[D(T"(q) ()] + [D(T"2(g2) (1))] < (32)

=

An straightforward calculation shows
1
HT2(qi)||oo < Y fori=1,2
and therefore for each integer k£ > 2 we have

1
||°O—2k 51 for i =1,2.

From here we obtain (32) by applying (31) for each i = 1, 2:
1 1
D(T"*(g; oo = | D(T(T"*(q; o <2 < —
1D (a0) (1)) oo = IDTT™ (@) (O) o < 2 < o
Combining the bounds on (23), (24) and (25) we find (for n > 4)
) 1

1 3
P <1 4o ==

IT*(a:)

18



3.2.3 (P.f)Y using | - |.

For j > 2 and ¢ € [0, 1] we claim

N W

sup |(P.f)V (1) <
feB(X)

for j #£n—2

and

swp [P0 < swp (P2 (1)) = 5
feB(X) feB(X)

For n = 4 the claim is verified using (12) together with the result in (14).

Assume the claim holds for n — 1. Let X denote (C*[0,1],|| - |+) and X;

denote (CE710,1], ]| - |l«) where || - |+ is either || - ||p_1 or || - [|lo,r—1. Now for

j # n — 2 consider

sup |(Pof)9 ()] = sup [(Po_rf)V V(1))
feB(X) feB(X)

= sup (Pn—1f)(j_1)(t)|
feB(X1)

<

N W

by assumption. Similarly, for j = n — 2 we find

sup [(Puf)" (1) = sup (Pt /)" I(1)]
feB(X) feB(X1)

< sup (B /)1
feB(X1)

by assumption. This verfies our claim for all n > 4.

3
3.2.4 |P.f] <2

The combination of Sections 3.2.1, 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 proves (13) for cases in
which

Let || - || denote any norm satisfying (2); let X = (C*[0,1],| - ||), Xar =
(CE[0,1], ]| - ll2.r) and X = (CF[0,1], ]| - ||z).- Note by (2) and the norm

19



definitions we have bounds

sup [|Bufll > sup [[Puf][ = sup [|Bufll2n

feB(X) feB(Xr) feB(Xyr)
and
sup [|P.fl| < sup [|[Pofl| < sup [[Puf|z-
feB(X) f€B(Xa,1) fEB(Xa21)
Note that 3
sup [[Pafllor > sup [(Pof)" (D) =5 (33)
feB(XL) feB(Xy)

by the claim of Section 3.2.3. Furthermore, using the form of P, f given in
(18), (19) and (20) as well the bounds established in Sections 3.2.1, 3.2.2 and
3.2.3, we have

. , 3
swp (P = sup (P < 2
feB(Xz L) feB(XyL)
for every integer j € [0, L]. Thus
3
sup | Poflr < 5 (34)
fEB(XZL)
Applying bounds (33) and (34) to || P,.f|| we find
3 3
=< sup [[Pufllor < sup [[PfII < sup [[Pufll <5
27 jen(xp) feB(X) fEB(Xa s 2
which establishes (13) for allowable || - ||.
3.2.5 minimality
Let Q € Psg (X, II,,) where X = (C*[0,1], | - ||). We claim
3
Q=2 (35)

this will establish the minimality of ||P,||. Let f € B(X). From Theorem
3.2 we have

t2

(QNT2(#) = un ()1 + [ O0) +un(f) 5

20



where

un(f) = | F(t) dp(t)

0,1
and p is Lebesgue measure in the case M = n — 1 and a Borel measure
otherwise. Since () is a projection, u, o L II; for integer £k = 0,...,n —
3,n—1,n and wu, »(t""?) = 1. Thus since

(1) = /0 t /0 R /0 " FOD(s) ds dty . dty_s + p(t)

where p(t) € II,,_5 we may write

t s t
Un_g(f> = Up—2 (/ / .. / f(n_z)(8> ds dtl e dtn_g) .
o Jo 0
Define
t tn—3 t1
Un—2(9) = Up_2 (/ / / g(s) ds dty .. .dtn_g) )
o Jo 0

Similarly, define
Un-1(g) = 9'(0)
and

B0 = [ 90 duto)
[0,1]
Let @ =Up o R1+Up 1 Qt+1U, @ % and note

QN "2(t) = Q(fF"2)(2). (36)

Moreover, @ is a projection from C?[0,1] onto IT, which preserves either
1-convexity (M = 1) or the monotone-convex shape (m = 1 and M = 2)
(indeed this follows immediately from either (36) or the form of Q defined
on C2[0,1]). Thus, for integer K > 2, if we regard Q : Xy i — I then

QI = sup )||Qf||2,K

fEB(XQJ(

=S )maX{ICA?(f)(O)\, QUYWL QS loos 1@l }

3
> —.
-2

21



From the form of @ it is clear that

Q1= sup  max{|Q(f)(0)],|Q()(1)]}.

feB(Xa k)

In fact, from (6) and (7) it follows that we replace B(Xs ) with simply
B(Xk) to obtain

N W

sup max{|Q(f)(0)],|Q(f)(1)]} =

feB(Xx)

And finally we can estimate the norm of Q € Pgq (X, 1) :

sup [|Qf|l > sup [|Qf]l2L
) f L)

FeB(X eB(X
> sup max{|(Qf)" 2 (0)], |(QF)" (1)}
feB(XL)
= sup max{|Q(f"2)(0)|,|Q(f" (L)}
feB(XL)

= swp max{|Q(NO)], IR}

f€B(XL—ny2)

3
> —.
-2

This establishes (35); thus P, given in (11) has minimal norm in Ps. (X, I1,,).

4 Technical results: norms and representa-
tions in X*

THEOREM 4.1 Let X = (CF0, 1), |- [), L > 1, g = K6, and
h =09 — K 6. Define

W={FeX":F(g)=L+2|F|=1)

and

Z={FeX" . Fh) =L+2|F|=1}).

Assume u is a Borel measure on [0,1]. Define ul € X* by

uF(f) = [ fE(t)du(t).

[0,1]
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Then for any F € W and for any Borel measure u on [0,1],
F(u") > 0. (37)

Moreover, for any F € W there exists G € Z such that
G(u") = —F(u") (38)
for any Borel measure uw on [0,1].

Proof. By Corollary 4.1 from [10] W # (). Fix F' € W and a Borel measure
u. By the Goldstine Theorem there exists a sequence {f;} C X, ||fi] < 1,
such that . , .
o) = f7(0) = F(&) =1 (39)
fori=0,....,L+1and
Alu®) = [ ]f§” (t)du(t) — F(ul). (40)
0,1
(L+1

In particular, ||f;
s,t €10,1] 1 € N,

)Hoo < 1. Hence by the Mean Value Theorem for any

L L
H7 ) = P 0I< 1t =)
Also || fP)|s < 1. By the Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, passing to a subsequence,
if necessary, we can assume that there exists f € C[0, 1] such that

1A = fllao — 0. (41)

Now we show that f(t) > 0 for any t € [0,1]. By (39), f(0) =
the contrary, that there exists t, € (0,1] such that f(¢,) < 0.
exists 0 > 0 such that

1. Assume on
By (39) there

A70) = 17 ) > 146
for [ > [,. By The Mean Value Theorem,
L+ < 20 = 2 < 1A oot < 13

a contradiction. Hence f(t) > 0 for any ¢ > 0. By (41)

G = [ O @au) - [ f@du) = o,
[0,1] [0,1]
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since f is nonegative and v is a measure. By (40),

F®™)= [ f)du(t) > 0,
[0,1]

which completes the proof of the first part of our theorem.
Now for fixed F' € W, we construct G € Z satisfying (38) for any Borel
measure v on [0,1]. First we show that for any ¢ € [0, 1]

F(5) =1 (42)

for any ¢ = 0,...,L — 1. Without loss of generality, we can assume that
i = L —1. Since F € W, F(égL_l)) = 1. Assume, on the contrary that

F((St(f_l)) < 1—9¢ for some t, € (0, 1]. By the Mean Value Theorem, for [ > 1,

R0 — £5700) = 17 (s1) (. — 0).

Hence fl(L)(sl) < —¢§/2 for I > I,. Since by assumptions, L > 1, applying
once more the Mean Value Theorem, we get for [ > [,

1+6/2 < |£5(s0) = 200)] = [ A5 (wy)]si.

But this implies that Hfl(LH)Hoo > 1+46/2 for [ > l,; a contradiction. Thus
(42) follows.

Now fix a net {fz} C X, || fs]| < 1 such that
fo—= F

weakly* in X**. (By the Goldstine Theorem such a net exists.) Let us define
for any 3 and t € [0,1],

gpre1(t) = =50 (@), (43)
g5.5(t) = —£9(0) + /[ g (5)ds (44)
it
fory=1,...,1 and
95(t) = £3(0) + / 935 (45)
0,t
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Now we show that ||gs|| — 1. First we prove that ||gs|l«c — 1. Note that for
any t € [0, 1]

fot) = f500)+ [ £5(s)ds. (46)

[0,¢]
By (43) and the previous part of the proof for any ¢ € [0, 1]
folt) = F(57) =1

for any t € [0, 1]. By (46)
/ fél)(s)ds — 0.
[0¢]

Since for 1 =1,..L +1 gg,; = —féi)>

/ gél)(s)ds — 0,
[02]

for any ¢t € [0, 1]. Consequently, by (45),

l98llcc — 1,
as required. Note that for any i =1,...,L + 1,
(@ (@)
93" = 9pi = —Jg -

Hence ||gg|| — 1, as required. By the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, {gs} has a
cluster point G € X**, ||G|| < 1. By the construction of functions gg, G € Z.
Moreover, for any Borel measure u on [0, 1]

G(ul) = ligngg,L(uL) = —lign fﬁ(L)(uL) = —F(u),

which completes the proof. B

THEOREM 4.2 Let X = (CH[0,1],]|-|), L > 1, g = 321,60} and h =
89 — S8 80, Set

Wy ={FeX”:F(g)=L+1,||F|| =1}
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and
Zy={Ge X" :Gh)=L+1,||G| =1}.

Then Wy # 0 and Z; # 0. Moreover, there exist F € W, and G € Z; such

that for any Borel measure u on [0,1]

F(u") >0, (47)
Gu") = —F(ub), (48)
F(oY) =G(&) =1, (49)
and
F(&) = -G} =1 (50)

fori=1,..,L—1, if L >2. Here u"” € X* is defined by

u(f)= | FE@)dult).
(0,1]
Also
F(m¥) =0 for any t € [0, 1], (51)

where

mi(f)= [ fP(H)dm(t)

[0,¢]

and m is the Lebesque measure on [0, 1].

Proof. Note the differences between this theorem and Theorem 4.1: in ad-
dition to (51), see that (47) and (48) use the highest derivative possible in
X, where Theorem 4.1 uses the next-to-highest derivative possible.

Let X; = (C¥*10,1], ] - ||). By Theorem 4.1 applied to X, there exist
Fy € W and G, € Z satistying (37) and (38) for any Borel measure « on [0,1].
By the Goldstine Theorem applied to B(X7*), there exists a net {fz} C X7,
| fsll < 1 for any @ such that fz — F; weak-x in X;*. Analogously, there
exists anet {gz} C X1, ||gs]| < 1 tending to G weak-* in X{*. Since X; C X,
as sets, {fg} C X and {gg} C X. Moreover each function fz and gg has
norm at most one in X, since its norm in X; is at most one. By the Banach-
Alaoglu Theorem applied to B(X**) the set { f3} has an accumulation point
F € B(X*) and the set {gs} has an accumulation point G € B(X**). Since
Fy € W, and G € Z, we have F' € W} and G € Z; (and thus neither W, nor
Z1 is empty, in particular in the case L = 1).
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Moreover, by Theorem 4.1 applied to F; and G, for any Borel measure
w on [0, 1]

0 Fi(t) =tim(f S Od) = F)

which verifies (47) and

F(u) =tm( | 15" (1)du(0)

= R(ub) = ~Gi(uF) = ~lin( /[ NGO
— —G(ub),
which verifies (48). With regard to (49), we get F'(6Y) = 1 immediately from
(42). From (45) we find gs(t) = 2/5(0) — f5(t) and therefore
G(&) = i g5(1) = lin(25(0) — f3(1)) = 1,

proving (49). When L > 2 we can apply (42) to F} and easily obtain (50).
To establish (51), choose any t € [0,1] and note F(m!) > 0 by (47). By
the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus, for any f € X,

mi(f)= [ fPOdm(t) = fE0(@) - fE70(0).

[0,¢]
Since F € W7y,

0< F(mf)=F@E =08 ™") =P ) - 1.
Hence F(61"™Y) > 1. Since | F|| = 1,
1=F("Y)
and thus (51) follows. ®

LEMMA 4.1 Let u € X* where X = (CL[0,1],] - ||) and || - || satifies (2).
There there exists constants ¢;, i = 0,...L—1 and a signed (Borel) measure
w on [0,1] such that

L-1

u(f) =3 e:fO0) + / B (s) dp(s)

i=0
for every f € X.
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Proof. Let .
u(x")

1!
Define the functional @ on (C0, 1], || - ||oo) by

—u(// / ) ds dog_s .. dxl).

Note that u € (C[0,1], ||oo)* and thus there exists a signed Borel measure g
on [0, 1] such that

fori=0,...,L—1.

’i‘:

mw:Aw@W@ (52)

for all g € (C[0,1], ||s0). Let f € X; thus £ € (C[0,1], ||os). Therefore

a(f ™+ —u(// / s) ds dxp_q .. dxl)

— 1(0) Co—f(l() — [P0)e; — ... = fF Ve,

Solving this last equation for u(f(z)) and applying (52) we find

u(f(@) = Y a0+ [
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