BuLL. AusTRAL. MATH. Soc. 46B20, 46B08
VoL. 64 (2001) [51-61]

A 3-SPACE PROBLEM RELATED TO
THE FIXED POINT PROPERTY

HELGA FETTER AND BERTA GAMBOA DE BUEN

We study some properties which imply weak normal structure and thus the fixed
point property. We investigate whether the latter two properties are inherited by
spaces obtained by direct sum with a finite dimensional space. We exhibit a space
X which satisfies Opial’s condition, X D R does not have weak normal structure but
X @R has the fixed point property.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent times several properties implying the fixed point property in Banach spaces
have appeared in the literature. The object of this work is to study which of these
properties are inherited by spaces obtained by direct sum with a finite dimensional space.
In case the latter holds, we shall say that the property is FDSP. This is different to
the permanence properties under symmetric sums studied by Landes in [4] and [5] and
by Sims and Smyth in [7], since besides the sum being symmetric, they consider sums of
the space with itself.

The main result is that there exists a spa.ce X which satisfies Opial’s condition and
X @R for a certain family of norms does not have weak normal structure, but X @R
still has the fixed point property.

2. PROPERTIES WHICH ARE FDSP

DEFINITION 2.1: Let P be a property of Banach spaces and suppose that each
time that a Banach space Y has a finite codimensional subspace X with P, Y also has
P. Then we say that the property is FDSP.

We shall show that several of the known properties which are sufficient for weak
normal structure and thus for the fixed point property, are FDSP. Next we shall define
those properties.
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DEFINITION 2.2: Let X be a Banach space.

1. X has the fixed point property (FPP) if for every weakly compact subset K of
X, every non expansive mapping T : K — K, has a fixed point.

2. -X has weak normal structure (WNS) if X does not contain any weakly null
sequence {z,}, such that for every z in the closed convex hull of {z,},

diam {z,} = lim ||z, — z|| .

3. If there exists € > 0 so that for every weakly null sequence {z,}, C X with
lim 7ol = 1,
lim sup ||lz; — z;|| > 1 +¢,

n ij2n
we say that X satisfies Bynum’s condition (BC).
4. If for every weakly null sequence {z,}, C X with liminf ||z,|| > O there exists
0 < 7 < 1 such that for every subsequence {y,}, C {zn},,

limsup “yn” < r diam {yn} ’
n

we say that X has the strong subsequential ﬁroperty (SSuP).
5. If for every weakly null sequence {z,}, C X such that lim ||z,|| = 1 exists,
n

1 < inf{diam {yn} : {yn}, is a subsequence of {z,},} = A* {z.},

then X has the subsequential property (SuP).
6. If for every weakly null sequence {z,},, C X

limsup [|z,|| < lim sup ||z; — z;|,
n n ij2n

then X has the generalised Gossez Lami-Dozo property (GGLD).

Details about FPP and WNS can be found in [2]. The definition of BC is not the
original given by Bynum in [1], but an equivalent found in [8]. Properties SSuP and SuP
were defined by Sims and Smyth also in [8], and GGLD was defined by Jiménez-Melado
in [6].

THEOREM 2.3. Properties BC, SSuP, SuP and GGLD are FDSP.

PROOF: We shall only give the proof of the theorem for spaces with codimension

one, however the generalisation to spaces of any finite codimension is trivial.
Let Y be a Banach space and X be a codimension one subspace. Then there is
z € Y such that every element of Y is of the form y = z + Az with z € X and X € R.
Let {y.}, C Y be a weakly null sequence. Then
Yn =Tn + AnZ

where {z,}, C X is weakly null in X and A\, — 0. Also it is easy to see that:
n
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(a) limsup |[ys[| = limsup [|z,|| and liminf ||y, || = liminf |jz,]|.

n ij2n n 3,32

(©) A*{y} = A" {z.}.
From (a), (b) and (c) it follows immediately that BC, SuP and GGLD are FDSP.
With respect to SSuP, suppose that liminf |jy,|| > 0 and that there is 0 < r < 1 such

that for every subsequence {u,}, of {z.},

(b) lim sup ||y — g;l| = lim sup Jlz; - ;.
n

limsup {|un|| < rdiam {u,}.
n

Then by (a), liminf|z,|| > 0. Now let {v,},be a subsequence of {y.}, with

Up = Up + Am, 2. Let € > 0 and N € N be such that if i,7 > N, |/\m.. —~ /\,,.j| < g/liz].
Then
diam {un},,y < diam{v,} +¢

Thus, since lim sup ||v,]| = limsup ||v,|| = limsup |ju,||, we get
n>N n n

1., 1. . .
- limsup ||va]| = - limsup |lup|| < diam {un},, y < diam {v,} +¢€
n n

and thus limsup ||vs|| € rdiam {v,}. Hence SSuP is also FDSP. 0
The fact that GGLD is FDSP was already noted by Sims and Smyth in [7].

3. PROPERTIES WHICH ARE NOT FDSP

There are several properties implying weak normal structure which are found in
the literature and which are not FDSP. Examples of these are the Gossez Lami-Dozo
(GLD) (3], the weakly uniformly Kadec-Klee (WUKK) and the WUK K" [8] properties.
In fact, if Y = l, @R with the norm ||(z, A)|| = max(||z||,,,|Al), it is easy to see that
I, has all the above mentioned properties, but Y does not. However if X has one of the
above properties and is of finite codimension in Y, then Y has weak normal structure and
hence the fixed point property, since all of those properties imply Bynum'’s condition.

In this section we show that other known conditions related to the fixed point prop-
erty are not FDSP. We start by recalling the definitions of these properties.

DEFINITION 3.1: Let X be a Banach space.

1. X satisfies Opial’s condition (OC) if whenever a sequence {z,}, in X is
weakly null, then for z # 0

liminf ||z,|| < liminf ||z, — z|| .
n n

https://doi.org/10.1017/50004972700019675 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972700019675

54 H. Fetter and B. Gamboa de Buen {4]

2. X satisfies Tingley’s condition (T'C) if for every weakly null sequence {z,},
in X,
liminf ||z, < sup(limsup {|zm — zal|).
3. X has the weak sum property (WSP) if X @, R has WNS.

Some of these definitions are not the original ones, but are equivalent. The definition
of OC can be found in [2]. TC was defined in [9] and WSP in [5]. It is known that

3.1) 0OC=TC=WSP=WNS= FPP.

DEFINITION 3.2: LetY = c be the space of converging real sequences y = {y (n)}
with the norm |||, fora > 0:

o0 R
(3
ol = ol +a 352,
i=1

where |lyll,, = sup|y(n)|. Let X = (co,|||l,) be the subspace of Y consisting of the
n
subsequences convergent to zero.

Recall that a sequence {y,}, in Y is weakly null if and only if li’En Yn (1) = 0 for
every i € N and li:n [li‘m yn (3)] = 0.

THEOREM 3.3. Fora >0, X = (c,||||,) satisfies Opial’s condition.

PROOF: Let {z,}, C X be a weakly null sequence with lifxln||x,,||a = 1. Then
lim [[Zalle = 1, lim f:l(z,. ())/2' = 0 and by passing to a subsequence we can assume

that there exist 0 < i; < iy < ... such that [|z,[|o, = |zs (in)]-
Let z € X, = # 0; then

o0 . 00 .
”zn - z”a ? ”zn —_ ‘T”oo +az Iié(:‘_)l — az lzn (71)|

=1 i=1
Hence

. . — |z (3)
lim n'}f“:!:,l —z||, 2 lim “'}f lzn — z|lo, + a; I 2 I
1=

Now let ¢ > 0 and J be such that for j > J, |z (j)| < € and let N be such that for
n>N,i,>J. Thenforn> N

|zn — 2|l = |:r:,, (i) — x(z',,)l > |:1:,, (zn)| - €.

Thus
liminf ||z, ~ z||, > 1
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and
lim mf |Zn — 2|, 2 1+ Z II Z)l

This finishes the proof. 1]
Jiménez-Melado in [6] mentioned that (o, ||'||,) for @ = 1 fails to have property
GGLD. Thus we obtain the following:

COROLLARY 3.4. OC does not imply GGLD.
THEOREM 3.5. Fora € (0,1], X = (c,||'ll,) does not have WNS.
PrOOF: Let {z,}, C X be the sequence defined by

0 ifi<n
. (2] .
z, (1) = 1—-—2—"— for i=n
o for i > n.

Then {z,}, is weakly null,

(3.2) "z"”a =1- + ( 7t —E.,. 2') n—»oo
and

(3:3) |za — l'm” —)oo 1.

Also, forn > 1

4 « .
1—5 fori=1
i1
n n 2%)+1—% forl<i<n
(34) D |z () =20 @) = [D_ (75 (0) = 2n ()| = { no 0 a .
=1 j=1 J;(l—_i;—f) fori=n
n-1 o o )
5(5—2—") fori>n.

n n—1 i
On the other hand, if n > 3, 3 ||z; — zall, = T (1 - (2/2’)) and
=1 =1

n n-1
a a
Y@ -m)| =2(1-7-5)
i=1 ® =1
Hence
n
n-1)a
(3.5) 2; z; — zall, = za)| = 2 0
]'_’
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Thus by (3.4) and (3.5)

jz:;(zj — ) a) =0

and by (3.2), (3.3) and (3.6), using a result of Landes found in [4] we get that X does
not have WNS. 0

The following result is an immediate consequence of the previous theorem, Theorem
3.3 and (3.1).

COROLLARY 3.6. Properties OC, TC, WSP and WNS are not FDSP.

Next we shall see that the spaces (c,||-[|,) in spite of not having WNS still have
FPP. The proof follows along the lines of Lin’s proof that spaces with a 1-unconditional
basis have FPP (see for example, [2]).

- (9) tim (Y-l -
i=1

THEOREM 3.7. Fora€[0,1), X = (c,||-|l,) has the fixed point property.

PROOF: Let K be a weakly compact convex set in X and suppose T : K = K is a
non expansive mapping without a fixed point. We may suppose that K is a minimal T—
invariant weakly compact convex set with diam K = 1 and that there is a weakly null
approximate fixed point sequence {z,}, C K for T such that:

() limlzall, =1,
2) li'r'n ||z — zall, =1 for every z € K,
(3) li}‘n Hzn — Zntall, = 1.
Since {z,}, is weakly null:
(4) li'rln Z,, (i) = 0 for every ¢ € Nand if k, = li'm Zn (7), then limk, = 0.
Hence we have also, by passing to a subsequence and taking — K if ’;1ecessary:
~(5) liznag(l:c,, (i)|/2‘) =0.
(6) limlzally, = 1
(7) There exist i) < 4, < ... such that ||z,||, = zn (in).
Then, if for z € K, li‘mz (i) = k., we have |k;| <1 and

e = zall > o ) = 0] + 3 M
Thus, by (2), (4) (5), (6) and (7),1>1 -k, +a § (Iz (i)|/2‘) and
i=1

(3.7) ke > af: | @) >0.
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On the other hand, suppose that there exist r, < ro < ... such that z, (r,) < 0.
. .
If z € K, then 1 > ||z — za|l, = |2 (rn) — zn (rn)| + aZ(|z(i) -z, (i)|/2'), Hence
i=1

1 > k, + limsup|z, (ra)| + @ § (I:I: (z)l/?') and thus
n =1

00

(3.8) limsup|zn (rn)| < 1 - kz — az

=1

lz@)]
2

By a standard procedure, using (4), we may extract a subsequence of {z,}, which
we shall keep calling {z,},, and construct finite sets Fy, F3,... with sup F; < inf Fiy,
and projections P, : X — X such that

1 1
(3.9) 12 ||Pazall, >1 - o and ||(I — P,) a:,,”a <o

z(j) ifjekF,

where for z € X, (P,z) (j) =
0 otherwise .

Observe that

(3.10) PooPn=0if n#mand ||By|| =||Pa+ Patill = |I — Pal} = 1.
and forz € X,
(3.11) lim | Pasl, =

Now define for z € X

0 ifj ¢ F,

() ) = {x(j)—k, if j € F.

Hence
(3.12) R,oRp,=0if n#m, ||Ry|l = ||Rn + Rusill = 2,
z(i) -k
(3.13) I1Bazll, = max|e (6) - k| + QEXF: m{——l w0
and
. . z (1) ks
(7 - R 2|, = sup{|k1| Jz@)]:i¢ F,.} +a(i¢ZF: |2_'| +,-62F: |2—'|) 2 zll, -
Thus
(3.14) lim ||7 = Rl = 1.
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Also
) (315) ”(I - Rn) I”IIO = “.'En - Pnzn + anFn"a n?m 01

1 for jeF

where xr (§) =
0 otherwise.

By (3.7) there are two cases to consider:
I. Foreveryz€ K, k, = a§(|z(i)|/2").
=1
II. There exists u € K with k, > o i(lu (i)|/2i).
=1

We now translate some of the above into the terminology of ultrapowers. For details,
see for example, [2].
Let U be a free ultrafilter on N. K will denote the set

K={K}, = {a: {ul, € (X}, weK, ie N},

where {X}, = X is the ultrapower of X. If {S,‘l is an equibounded family of operators
Si : X = Xwe define the operator S = {S;},,: X = X by
St = {Saui}, .
In particular T: I? — K is the non expansive mapping given by
Ta=T {uity = {Tus}y, -

We identify K with the subset of K represented by the constant sequences {z},
with z € K.

Let P = {P.},, @ = {Pat1}y, B={Ra}, and § = {Rq4,},. Then by (3.10) and
(3.14)

(316) ||Pll=|l1- Pl =@ = ll1-Qll =P +@| =1 - Rl = |1 - §] =1
and by (3.12)
(3.17) IR = |I5]| = IR+ 5] =2

Now let Z = {zn},, ¥ = {Tn41}y. Then since {z,}, is an approximate fixed point
sequence for T,

=% and T§ =7

ocl)

(3.18)
By (3.9), (3.10), (3.15) and (3.12)

(3.19) Pi=% Qy=179,Py=0 and Q=0
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and

(3.20) Ri=7% S8j=79y, Rj=0 and SZ=0.

Also by (3.11) and (3.13), for z € K

(3.21) 1Pal| = ||(P + @)a|| = k. and | Ba|| = || (R+ S)a| = 0.

Finally, by (3), (3.9), and from the fact that ||Przn — PaZns1ll, = [|PaZn + PaZnta|l,, it
follows that

(322)  IF - 9l = lim | Pagn — Prssznsll = Bn 1Pz + Passzmsal = 5+ 3 = 1.

CasE 1. In this case for every z € K, 0 € k; € a/(a+ 1). If this were not true and
k: > a/(a+1), then ||z||, = ||lzll, — kz < 1 - a/(a+1) = 1/(a +1) and thus, since

k. =a io: (Iz @)/ 2") this would yield a contradiction. Let
i=1

Clearly W is a closed and convex subset of K and by (322)z=(Z+79y)/2¢€ 7% (taking
z =0 € K). Also by (3.18) and since T is non expansive,

Do =

— (. o~ 1
W={w€K:||w—x||< forsomea:EK,”w—x||<§, Il -7 <

DN =

|1T@ - Ta|| < ||& - 2|, |IT@ - 2] < ||& - 7| and ||T@ - 7] < |& - 5]

showing that W is T invariant.
Now, if @ € W, then by (3.19), (3.16) and (3.21) we obtain, since a < 1,

|3l = 5|+ @5+ (1 - Pya+ (1 - D)a]
<3([P+ @2+ [+
He-PH@-a)|+|c-d@-9))

1/1 1 1 3 o
< ={= s+-) <~ 1,
<3(3+e+g+3) i 3@ ©
but by Karlovitz’s lemma
sup IIW” =1.
meW

o0 .
CASE II. There exists u € K with k = k, = lim|u (i)| > aZ(|u(i)|/2‘).
' i=1
In this case we shall show that there is 0 < b < 1/2 such that the closed convex set

w given by
_ 1
a-7<; |

B} =

=~ ~ o~ 1 ~ -
W={w€K:||w—a:||$E—bforsomexGK, lw—z|| <
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is not empty. Then, as above W is T invariant and if @ € W, by (3.21), (3.20), (3.17)
and (3.16).

@]l <

r 960 - 4l)

(ﬁ+§)(w—x”+" (w- z“+“1 5) (@ - y”)

1 1 1
< (2(5—17) +§+§) =1-b,
and this again contradicts Karlovitz’s lemma.

We shall prove now that (Z +y) /2 € W by exhibiting z € K and b < 1 /2 satisfying
|(1/2)(Z + %) — z|| < (1/2) — b. To this end let u € K as above and 0 < A < 1. Since K

is convex and 0 € K, Au € K. Now we shall estimate ” (Pazn + Pag1Zas1) /2 - Au”

Al (3)| if i¢ F,UF,
1 . . n n+l
|§ (Pnl'n + Pn+lzn+l) (7') —Au (z)l = {

xrz(z) - \u (z)' if re {'n,,’n, <+ 1} and i € Fr-

o) .
Let0<e<k—a Z|u(j)| /27 and suppose that n is sufficiently large that u (i) > 0,
i=
|u (i) — k| < € fori € F, and if z, (i) <0, then by (3.8)

|:z:,(z)|<1 k- azl ])|

But
:z:,z(z) Au (Z)I
(:z, (3

— Ay (z)<——/\(k—6)
=40</\u(i)—2-2£2</\u(i)

< A(k+e) if 0 < "'2(i) < Au(d)
,\u()+|z' z)l Ak+e)+ 2 ( - Z u(] |+e) if z, () < 0.
i=1

Let A be sufficiently small that /\]u (i)| < (1/2) — Ak for every 7 and

o] .
k+a} |u(5)/2| — €
2Xk < =1

2
Then

” (Pazn + Po1Zas) — ,\u” (— — M+ /\e) + ,\azl | )

jEFnUFn+1

xr_(i)|
2J
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and finally

1 1
hm“_ (ann + Pn+lzn+l) - ’\u” <5
n 112 a 2

- ,\k+,\e+,\ai|3‘@| <3
i=1 2J 2'

Therefore, if £ = Au, ||(Z + 7)/2 — z|| = (1/2) — b for some b > 0 and this concludes the

proof. 0

We do not know of an example of a space having FPP and codimension one in
another space without FPP. We also do not know if the previous theorem is still valid
fora=1.
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