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Abstract

For any p ∈ [1,∞), we prove that the set of simple functions taking at most k different
values is proximinal in Böchner spaces Lp(X) whenever X is a dual Banach space with w∗-
sequentially compact unit ball. With additional properties on X and its norm, we show these
sets are approximatively w∗-compact for p ∈ (1,∞) and even approximatively norm-compact
under stronger hypothesis.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the approximation of measurable functions by simple functions taking at
most k values for k ≥ 1. This problem has important consequences in multiple applications, where
for example, one seeks for reduction of dimensionality, among many others.

We consider a measure space (Ω,F, µ) and a Banach space X . The set of simple functions will
be denoted by S(Ω,F, µ,X) (or simply S(X) if the measure space is clear from the context), that
is

S(Ω,F, µ,X) =

{

n
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
: n ≥ 1, x1, ..., xn ∈ X, A1, ..., An ∈ F

}

.

We recall that a function f : Ω → X is strongly measurable if it is a pointwise limit of a sequence
of simple functions. The definition of the Bochner spaces is the following:

Lp(Ω,F, µ,X) =

{

f : Ω → X : f is strongly measurable and

∫

Ω

‖f‖pdµ < ∞

}

if 1 ≤ p < ∞,

L∞(Ω,F, µ,X) =
{

f : Ω → X : f is strongly measurable such that ∃r > 0 µ({‖f‖ > r}) = 0
}

.

Endowed with the norm defined by

‖f‖p =

{

(∫

Ω ‖f‖pdµ
)1/p

if 1 ≤ p < ∞

inf {r ≥ 0 : µ({‖f‖ > r}) = 0 if p = ∞,
(1.1)
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Lp(Ω,F, µ,X) becomes a Banach spaces. Again, if no confusion is possible, we just write Lp(X)
instead of Lp(Ω,F, µ,X). For more information about Bochner spaces, we refer the reader to [5].

In what follows, for any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and k ≥ 1, we denote by Gp,k(Ω,F, µ,X), or simply Gp,k(X),
the set of simple functions given by

Gp,k(X) =

{

l
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
∈ Lp(Ω,F, µ) : l ≤ k, {Ai}1≤i≤l ⊂ F partition of Ω, x1, ..., xl ∈ X

}

.

If f ∈ Lp(Ω,F, µ,X), the distance between f and Gp,k(X) is denoted by Dp,k(f), that is

Dp,k(f) = inf
g∈Gp,k

‖f − g‖p.

Before stating our main results, we recall some notions from approximation theory. Let Z
be a Banach space and let K be a subset of Z. The metric projection on K is the multi-valued
mapping PK : Z ⇒ K defined by PK(z) = {w ∈ K : ‖z − w‖ = d(z,K)} (where d(A,B) is the
distance between two subsets A and B of Z). If z ∈ Z and if (wn)n ⊂ K is a sequence such that
‖z − wn‖ → d(z,K), we say that (wn)n is a minimizing sequence for z and if w ∈ K is such that
‖z −w‖ = d(z,K), we say that w is a minimizer for z. Consider τ a regular mode of convergence
(resp. sequential convergence) We say that:

(a) K is proximinal if PK(z) is not empty for all z ∈ Z;

(b) K is Chebyshev if PK(z) is a singleton for all z ∈ Z;

(c) K is approximatively τ-compact (resp. approximatively sequentially τ-compact) if for any
z ∈ Z, any minimizing sequence for z admits a τ -convergent subnet (resp. subsequence) to
a point in K.

For the definition of regular mode of convergence and for more information about approximatively
compactness, we refer the reader to [3].

In our case if g ∈ Gp,k(X) is such that ‖f − g‖p = Dp,k(f), we say that g is a minimizer for f
in Gp,k(X). A sequence (gn)n ⊂ Gp,k(X) is called a minimizing sequence for f if

lim
n→∞

‖f − gn‖p = Dp,k(f).

The main results of this article are the following two theorems, which generalize the results in
[10] for real valued functions.

Theorem 1.1. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, p ∈ [1,+∞), k ≥ 1 and X be a dual Banach
space with w∗-sequentially compact unit ball. Then Gp,k(X) is proximinal.

Note that the class of dual Banach spaces with w∗-sequentially compact unit ball is very large.
In fact, it includes dual spaces of a separable space (and more generally of a Gâteaux differentia-
bility space, see Theorem 2.1.2 in [7]) and reflexive spaces for example. If X is a finite dimensional
Banach space, the previous result is also true for p = ∞ (see Remark 2).

The Radon-Nikodym property (in short, RNP) is a well-known property of Banach spaces. For
more information about it, we refer the reader to [2] for geometric characterizations of the RNP
(see Theorem 2.3.6) and to [13] for characterizations in terms of martingales (see Theorem 2.9). If
X is a Banach space, it is worth pointing out that X∗ has the RNP if and only if X is a Asplund
space (see Theorem 5.7 in [12]).
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Theorem 1.2. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, p ∈ (1,+∞), k ≥ 1 and X be the dual space of a
Banach space with the RNP and assume that the unit ball of X is w∗-sequentially compact. Suppose
that the norm of X is Gâteaux differentiable. Then Gp,k(X) is approximatively w∗-compact.

Since reflexivity implies RNP (see Corollary 2.15 in [13] for instance), the previous result ap-
plies to any reflexive Banach space endowed with a Gâteaux differentiable norm.

With an additional hypothesis, we obtain a stronger result:

Corollary 1.3. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, p ∈ (1,+∞), k ≥ 1 and X be a Banach space
with a uniformly convex and Gâteaux differentiable norm. Then Gp,k(X) is approximatively norm-
compact.

Enflo’s theorem (see [6]) states that a Banach space X is superreflexive if and only if it admits
an equivalent uniformly convex norm. In this case, it is always possible to find an equivalent norm
on X which is uniformly convex and Gâteaux differentiable (even uniformly Fréchet differentiable,
see Theorem 9.14 in [9]). Moreover, using a technique called Asplund averaging (see [4], p.52), it
can be proved that the sets of equivalent norms being uniformly convex and Gâteaux differentiable
is dense in the set of all equivalent norms.

In Section 2, we introduce two concepts that play an important role in the proofs of the main
results. One of them is the Voronoi cells associated to a finite subset of X (see Definition 2.1). The
other one is the p-th mean of a function f ∈ Lp over a measurable set A. In Section 3, we prove
Theorem 1.1. In Section 4, we provide results about special forms for minimizers (see Definition
2.3 and 4.1). In Theorem 4.2, we show that all minimizers are in special f -Voronoi form, when
1 ≤ p < ∞. In Proposition 4.4, assuming the norm in X is Gâteaux differentiable and 1 < p < ∞,
we show that every minimizer is in simple special f -Voronoi form. This concept, is crucial to prove
Theorem 1.2 in Section 5 (see also there the proof of Corollary 1.3). Finally, in Appendix A, we
summarize some properties about p-th means.

2 Some notations

We believe that our notation is quite standard. For example, the cardinal of a set I is denoted by
|I|. The closure, the interior and the boundary of a subset A of a Banach space X are respectively
denoted by A, int(A) and ∂A. The distance between two subsets A and B of X will be denoted
by d(A,B).

Now we introduce some definitions and specific notations that will be used in this paper.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a Banach space and x = {x1, ..., xk} ⊂ X be a finite set of different
points. The Voronoi cells associated to x is the finite collection V (x) = {Vi}1≤i≤k given by

Vi =

{

y ∈ X : ‖y − xi‖ ≤ min
j 6=i

‖y − xj‖

}

.

Notice that each Vi is closed and it is star convex with respect to xi. Also xi is in the interior of
Vi and y ∈ ∂Vi if and only if y ∈ Vi and there exists j 6= i such that ‖y−xi‖ = ‖y−xj‖. Therefore

int(Vi) = {y ∈ X : ‖y − xi‖ < ‖y − xj‖, for all j 6= i}.

This shows that int(Vi) ∩ Vj = ∅ for all i 6= j.
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Definition 2.2. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space and X be a Banach space. Let h =
k
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
∈

S(X) a simple function.

• We say that h is in reduced form if the xi’s are all different and {Ai}1≤i≤k is a measurable
partition of Ω with sets of positive measure, except for a set of measure 0, that is µ(Ai∩Aj) =
0 for all i 6= j and µ(Ω \ ∪iAi) = 0.

• We also define the degree of h by

deg(h) = min

{

l ≥ 1 : ∃ g =
l
∑

i=1

yi1Bi
∈ S(X) such that h = g a.e.

}

.

Remark 1. When µ is an infinite measure, p < ∞ and h ∈ Lp(X) is in reduced form, then there
exists a unique index 1 ≤ i0 ≤ deg(h) so that xi0 = 0 and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ deg(h) with i 6= i0, it
holds µ(Ai) < ∞. By reordering the terms in h we assume always that i0 = 1.

Definition 2.3. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space and X be a Banach space. Let f ∈ Lp(X) and

h =
k
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
∈ S(X) in reduced form. Let x = {x1, ..., xk} ⊂ X and V (x) = {Vi}1≤i≤k. We say

that h is in f-Voronoi form if it holds that Ai ⊂ f−1(Vi) µ-a.e. for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

Note that, since {Ai}1≤i≤k is a partition, we can assume further that f−1(int(Vi)) ⊂ Ai holds
µ-a.e., for all i.

Definition 2.4. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space and X be a Banach space. Let f ∈ Lp(X) and
A ∈ F. The function Mp(f,A) : X → R+ is defined by

Mp(f,A)(x) =

{

∫

A
‖f(w)− x‖p µ(dw) if p < ∞

‖(f − x)1A‖∞ if p = ∞
,

We denote by Mp(f,A) = inf
y∈X

Mp(f,A)(y), the infimum of Mp(f,A). Given ε ≥ 0, we say that

x ∈ X is an ε-p-th mean for f in A if

Mp(f,A)(x) ≤ Mp(f,A) + ε.

In case ε = 0, we simply say x is a p-th mean of f in A.

Some properties of the function Mp(f,A) and the ε-p-th means used in this document are
presented in the Appendix A.

3 Existence of a minimizer. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Proposition 3.1. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space, p ∈ [1,∞], f ∈ Lp(X) and
k ≥ 1. Let (hn)n ⊂ Gp,k(X) a minimizing sequence for f . Then there exist a uniformly bounded
sequence (gn)n ⊂ Gp,k and a subsequence (h′

n)n of (hn)n such that ‖gn − h′
n‖p → 0, in particular

‖f − gn‖ → Dp,k(f).

Proof. The case p = ∞ is evident. So we assume that p < ∞. Let us write hn in reduced form

hn =

ℓ(n)
∑

i=1

xi,n1Ai,n
∈ Gk(X),
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where ℓ(n) = deg(hn) ≤ k. By considering a subsequence if necessary, we also assume ℓ(n) = ℓ is
fixed. By taking a further subsequence if necessary, we can and do assume that (‖xi,n‖)n converges
in R. Note that (hn)n is a bounded sequence in Lp(X). Define

I = {i ∈ {1, ..., l} : ‖xi,n‖ → ∞}.

For all n ∈ N, we define

gn =
∑

i/∈I

xi,n1Ai,n
+ 01Bn

∈ Gp,k∗(X) ⊂ Gp,k(X),

where Bn =
⋃

i∈I Ai,n and k∗ is defined by k∗ = ℓ ≤ k if I is empty and k∗ ≤ ℓ − |I| + 1 ≤ k if
not. Since (hn)n is bounded and ‖hn‖pp ≥ µ(Bn)mini∈I ‖xi,n‖p, it follows that µ(Bn) → 0. We
have that

‖hn − gn‖
p
p =

∑

i∈I

‖xi,n1Ai,n
‖pp ≤ 2p−1

(

∑

i∈I

‖(f − xi,n)1Ai,n
‖pp +

∫

Bn

‖f(w)‖p dµ(w)

)

.

Since
∫

Bn
‖f(x)‖p dµ(x) → 0, it remains to show that

∑

i∈I

‖(f − xi,n)1Ai,n
‖p → 0. We have that

for all n ∈ N

Dp,k(f)
p ≤ ‖f − gn‖pp ≤ ‖f − gn‖p +

∑

i∈I ‖(f − xi,n)1Ai,n
‖pp

= ‖f − hn‖pp + ‖f1Bn
‖pp → Dp,k(f)

p,

proving that
∑

i∈I

‖(f − xi,n)1Ai,n
‖pp → 0.

Proposition 3.2. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space, p ∈ [1,∞], f ∈ Lp(X)
and k ≥ 1. Suppose that there exists a minimizing sequence (gn)n ⊂ Gp,k(X) such that the reduced
form of gn is given by

gn =
ℓ
∑

k=1

xi1Ai,n
,

where deg(gn) = ℓ ≤ k and x1, ..., xℓ ∈ X. Then, there exists a minimizer g ∈ Gp,ℓ(X) for f in
f -Voronoi form.

Proof. Since gn =
∑ℓ

k=1 xi1Ai,n
is in reduced form, we have the xi’s are all different. Consider

V (x) = {Vi}1≤i≤ℓ the Voronoi decomposition of X associated to x = {xi}i≤ℓ. Define the following
modification of V (x). Let D1 = V1 and define recursively for 2 ≤ j ≤ ℓ

Dj = Vj \
⋃

m<j

Dm (3.1)

Notice that int(Vj) ⊂ Dj ⊂ Vj for all j and that (Dj)1≤j≤ℓ is a partition of X . For all i, j and all
w ∈ Ai,n ∩ f−1(Dj), we have

‖f(w)− xj‖ ≤ ‖f(w)− xi‖, (3.2)

with equality if i = j. Consider g given by

g =
∑

i,j

xj1Ai,n∩f−1(Dj) =
∑

j

xj1f−1(Dj).

We notice that gn =
∑

i,j

xi1Ai,n∩f−1(Dj). Then, when p = ∞, it holds

‖f − g‖∞ = max
i,j

‖(f − xj)1Ai,n∩f−1(Dj)‖∞ ≤ max
i,j

‖(f − xi)1Ai,n∩f−1(Dj)‖∞ = ‖f − gn‖∞

5



proving that g is a minimizer. Next, assume that p < ∞. Integrating the inequality (3.2), we
obtain that

‖f−g‖pp =
∑

i,j

∫

Ai,n∩f−1(Dj)

‖f(w)−xj‖
p µ(dw) ≤

∑

i,j

∫

Ai,n∩f−1(Dj)

‖f(w)−xi‖
p µ(dw) = ‖f−gn‖

p
p,

and then g is a again a minimizer.
Now, let us show that g is in f -Voronoi form. For that, consider J = {j : µ(f−1(Dj)) > 0},

which is not empty because (f−1(Dj))j∈J is a partition except for a set of measure 0. Consider
y = {xj}j∈J and the Voronoi cells associated V (y) = {Wj}j∈J . Since Dj ⊂ Vj ⊂ Wj , we have

g =
∑

j∈J

xj1f−1(Dj)

is in f -Voronoi form.

Proof. (Theorem 1.1) By Proposition 3.1, there exists a uniformly bounded mimimizing sequence
(hn)n. We write hn in reduced form

hn =

l(n)
∑

i=1

xi,n1Ai,n
∈ Gp,k(X),

where l(n) ≤ k. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ l, the sequence (xi,n)n is bounded. By w∗-sequentially compactness
and taking a subsequence if necessary, we can suppose that ℓ(n) = ℓ < k is constant and

xi,n
w∗

−−→ xi.

For all n ∈ N, we define

gn =

l
∑

i=1

xi1Ai,n
∈ Gp,k(X),

where we assume without loss of generality that all (xi)i≤ℓ are different. In case µ(Ω) = ∞, we
can suppose that x1 = 0 and µ(Ai,n) < ∞ for all 2 ≤ i ≤ l (see Remark 1).

To continue with the proof, we first assume that µ(Ω) < ∞. Let us prove that (gn)n admits a
minimizing subsequence. Since (gn)n and (hn)n are uniformly bounded on a finite measure space,
it is easy to see that the sequence (‖hn − f‖p − ‖gn − f‖p)n is bounded below by a integrable
function. Then, Fatou’s lemma implies that

lim inf
n

‖hn − f‖pp − ‖gn − f‖pp ≥
l
∑

i=1

∫

lim inf
n

αi,n(ω)dµ(ω),

where αi,n(ω) = (‖xi,n − f(ω)‖p − ‖xi − f(ω)‖p)1Ai,n
(ω). Let i ∈ {1, ..., l} and take ω ∈ Ω. We

define I(ω) = {n ∈ N : ω ∈ Ai,n}. The accumulation points of the sequence (αi,n(ω))n∈I(ω)

are non-negative by w∗-semi-continuity of the norm and since (αi,n(ω))n∈I(ω)c is the null se-
quence, we deduce that the accumulation points of (αi,n(ω))n are also non-negative. It follows
that lim infn αi,n(ω) ≥ 0 for any i ∈ {1, ..., l} and any ω ∈ Ω. Then, we obtain that

lim inf
n

‖hn − f‖pp − ‖gn − f‖pp ≥ 0,

and it follows that (gn)n admits a minimizing subsequence. We conclude this case using Proposition
3.2.
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Now, we assume µ(Ω) = ∞. For every ε > 0, consider Gε = {w : ‖f(w)‖ ≥ ε}, which is a set
of finite measure. By Fatou’s Lemma, we have

Dp,k(f)
p = lim

n
‖f − hn‖pp ≥ lim inf

n
‖(f − hn)1Gε

‖pp

= lim inf
n

(

‖(f − hn)1Gε
‖pp − ‖(f − gn)1Gε

‖pp + ‖(f − gn)1Gε
‖pp
)

≥ lim inf
n

(

‖(f − hn)1Gε
‖pp − ‖(f − gn)1Gε

‖pp
)

+ lim inf
n

‖(f − gn)1Gε
‖pp

≥ lim inf
n

‖(f − gn)1Gε
‖pp

For ε = 2−r with r ∈ N, take nr so that with Br = G2−r

‖(f − gnr
)1Br

‖pp ≤ Dp,k(f)
p + 2−r

Recall that x1 = 0, that is gn(w) = 0 for all w ∈ A1,n. Note that

g̃nr
= gnr

1Br
=

l
∑

i=2

xi1Ai,nr∩Br
+ 01A1,nr∪Bc

r
∈ Gp,l(X) ⊂ Gp,k(X),

and

‖f − g̃nr
‖pp = ‖(f − gnr

)1Br
‖pp +

∫

Bc
r\Aζ,nr

‖f(w)‖p µ(dw) ≤ Dp,k(f)
p + 2−r +

∫

Bc
r

‖f(w)‖p µ(dw).

Notice that ‖f‖p1Bc
r
= ‖f‖p1‖f‖≤2−r converges pointwise to 0 and it is dominated by ‖f‖p. This

shows that the sequence (g̃nr
)r is a minimizing sequence. We conclude again by Proposition 3.2.

Remark 2. Note that if X is finite-dimensional then the previous result also holds for p = ∞. In
fact, in this case, we have that xi,n −→ xi. It follows that

‖gn − f‖∞ ≤ ‖gn − hn‖∞ + ‖hn − f‖∞ = max
1≤i≤l

‖xi,n − xi‖+ ‖hn − f‖∞ → D∞,k(f),

proving that (gn)n is a minimizing sequence. Then the conclusion follows by Proposition 3.2.

4 Particular form of a minimizer

Definition 4.1. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space. Let f ∈ Lp(X) and

h =
k
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
in f -Voronoi form. We say that h is in special f-Voronoi form if xi is a p-th

mean of f in Ai for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Moreover, we say that h is in simple special f-Voronoi form

if for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k it holds µ(f−1(∂Vi)) = 0, that is Ai = f−1(int(Vi)) holds µ-a.e.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a Banach space, p ∈ [1,∞), k ≥ 1 and f ∈ Lp(X). Assume f has a
minimizer g ∈ Gp,k(X) so that deg(g) = r < k. Then f ∈ Gp,r.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, we can assume that g is in special f -Voronoi form

g =

r
∑

i=1

xi1f−1(Di).

Since f is the pointwise limit of simple functions, we can and do suppose that f has separable
range. Then defining Y = span(f(Ω) ∪ {x1, ..., xr}) if necessary, we can also assume that X is
separable. Let us prove that f ∈ Gr. By contradiction, suppose that f /∈ Gr. In particular, we
have

µ(f−1({x1, ..., xr}
c)) > 0.

7



Note that

f−1({x1, ..., xr}
c) =

⋃

t∈N,t≥1

f−1

(

r
⋃

i=1

Di \B(xi, 1/t)

)

,

which implies that there exists t ∈ N and t ≥ 1 such that

µ

(

f−1

(

r
⋃

i=1

Di \B(xi, 1/t)

))

> 0.

Since xi lies in the interior of Di, we can and do assume that B(xi, 1/t) ⊂ Di for all 1 ≤ i ≤ r.
Consider an index 1 ≤ j ≤ r, for which

µ
(

f−1 (Dj \B(xj , 1/t))
)

> 0.

Let (yn)n be a dense sequence in A := Dj\B(xj , 1/t). Since f
−1(A) =

⋃

n f
−1(A)∩f−1(B(yn,

1
2t )),

there exists n ∈ N such that µ(C) > 0 where

C = f−1

(

A ∩B

(

yn,
1

2t

))

= f−1(Dj \B(xj , 1/t)) ∩ f−1

(

B

(

yn,
1

2t

))

⊂ f−1(Dj).

Observe that, for w ∈ C we have ‖f(w)− yn‖ < 1
2t ≤

1
2‖f(w)− xj‖. Define

g̃ =
∑

1≤i≤r, i6=j

xi1f−1(Di) + xj1f−1(Dj)\C + yn1C ∈ Gp,r+1 ⊂ Gp,k.

One has that

‖f − g‖pp = ‖f − g̃‖pp +
∫

C ‖f(w)− xj‖
p − ‖f(w)− yn‖

p µ(dw)

≥ ‖f − g̃‖pp + (1− 2−p)
∫

C ‖f(w)− xj‖pp µ(dw)

≥ ‖f − g̃‖pp + (1− 2−p)t−pµ(C),

which contradicts the minimality of g and concludes the proof.

Theorem 4.2. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space, p ∈ [1,∞), k ≥ 1 and
f ∈ Lp(X). Then, all minimizers h ∈ Gp,k(X) for f have a reduced form in special f -Voronoi
form and fulfill that deg(h) = k whenever f /∈ Gp,k(X).

Proof. When f ∈ Gp,k(X) the result follows directly. So, assume that f /∈ Gp,k(X). Assume

that h =
k
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
is a minimizer. From what we have proved, we have all x1, ..., xk are different

and µ(Ai) > 0 for all i, that is, h has degree k. Consider V (x) = {Vi}1≤i≤k the Voronoi cells
associated to x = (x1, ..., xk). Assume by contradiction that µ(Ai \ f−1(Vi)) > 0 for some i.
Consider Zj = Vj \ Vi for all j and we refine (Zj)j to get a partition of V c

i as follows

D1 = Z1, and Dj = Zj \
⋃

1≤r<j

Dr, j = 2, ..., k

Notice that Di = Zi = ∅, Ai \ f−1(Vi) =
⋃

j 6=i

Ai ∩ f−1(Dj), and
⋃

j 6=i

Dj = V c
i . Then for all

w ∈ Ai \ f−1(Vi) it holds

‖f(w)− xi‖
p =

∑

j 6=i

‖f(w)− xi‖
p
1Ai∩f−1(Dj)(w) >

∑

j 6=i

‖f(w)− xj‖
p
1Ai∩f−1(Dj)(w)
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This shows that
g = xi1Ai∩f−1(Vi) +

∑

j 6=i

xj1Aj∪(Ai∩f−1(Dj)) ∈ Gp,k,

satisfies
‖f − g‖pp < ‖f − h‖pp,

which is a contradiction and then Ai ⊂ f−1(Vi) holds µ-a.s. proving that g is in f -Voronoi form.
Now, we prove h is in special f -Voronoi form. Assume that for some j0 ∈ J , xj0 is not a p-th

mean for f in f−1(Dj0), then for some ε > 0 it holds

Mp(f,A) + ε ≤ Mp(f,A)(xj0 ),

and then there exists xj0(ε) such that

Mp(f,A)(xj0 (ε)) + ε/2 ≤ Mp(f,A)(xj0 ),

which will lead to a contradiction. Indeed, denote by

h̃ =
∑

j∈J,j 6=j0

xj1f−1(Dj) + xj(ε)1f−1(Dj0
) ∈ Gp,k(X),

then

‖f − h‖pp − ‖f − h̃‖pp =

∫

f−1(Dj0
)

(‖f(w)− xj0‖
p
p − ‖f(w)− xj0 (ε)‖

p
p) µ(dw) > ε/2,

contradicting the minimality of h.

Lemma 4.3. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space, p ∈ [1,∞], k ≥ 1 and f ∈

Lp(X). Suppose that h =
s
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
is a minimizer for f in reduced form in Gp,k(X), with deg(h) =

s ≤ k. Consider

• x = {x1, ..., xs} and V (x) = {Vi}1≤i≤s;

• a measurable set Z ⊂ ∂V1;

• D1(Z) = Z ∪ int(V1) and Di(Z) = Vi \
i−1
⋃

r=1
Dr(Z) for all 2 ≤ i ≤ s.

Then hZ =
s
∑

i=1

xi1f−1(Di(Z)) is a minimizer for f in Gp,k(X).

Proof. Notice that int(Vi) ⊂ Di(Z) ⊂ Vi and then if w ∈ Ai ∩ f−1(Dj(Z)) it holds that

‖f(w)− xj‖ ≤ ‖f(w)− xi‖.

So, if p < ∞, we get

‖f − h‖pp =
∑

i,j

‖(f − xi)1Ai∩f−1(Dj(Z))‖
p
p ≥

∑

i,j

‖(f − xj)1Ai∩f−1(Dj(Z))‖
p
p = ‖f − hZ‖

p
p,

and then gZ is also a minimizer. If p = ∞, the conclusion also holds with minor adjustements.

Proposition 4.4. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space. Assume that X is a Banach space with a
Gâteaux differentiable norm ‖ ‖. Let f ∈ Lp(X) with 1 < p < ∞. If h is a minimizer for f in
Gp,k(X), then the reduced form of h is in simple special f -Voronoi form.
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Proof. The result is obvious if k = 1, so let us suppose that k > 1. There exist s ≤ k, A1, ..., As ∈ F

and x1, ..., xs ∈ X such that the reduced form of h is

h =

s
∑

i=1

xi1Ai
.

Let x = {x1, ..., xs} and V (x) = {Vi}1≤i≤s.
Suppose first that f ∈ Gp,k(X). Then f = h holds µ-a.e. and we have that

h =
s
∑

i=1

xi1f−1({xi}), .

which is in special f -Voronoi form by the previous result. Since µ(f−1({x1, ..., xs}c)) = 0, we have
that f−1({xi}) = f−1(int(Vi)) µ-a.e. and then the reduced form of h is in simple special f -Voronoi
form.

Now we suppose that f /∈ Gp,k(X). From Proposition 4.2, we have that the reduced form of h
is in special f -Voronoi form and s = k. If for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k, it holds that µ(f−1(int(Vi))) = 0,
we could absorb the boundary of Vi into the other cells in order to get a minimizer h̃ with degree
smaller than k, which contradicts Proposition 4.2, and then for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k it holds

µ(f−1(int(Vi))) > 0.

We need to prove that µ(f−1(∂Vi)) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k.
Suppose that µ is finite. Assume that for some 1 ≤ i ≤ k it holds µ(f−1(∂Vi)) > 0. Without

loss of generality, we can assume i = 1. Consider Y = span{f(Ω),x}, which is a separable closed
subspace of X . Consider a dense countable set (yn)n ⊂ ∂V1 ∩ Y . Since x1 ∈ int(V1), there exists
ε0 > 0 such that B(x1, 4ε0) ⊂ V1. Note that ‖x1 − yn‖ ≥ 4ε0 for all n ∈ N. Since

µ(f−1(∂V1 \ Y )) = 0,

we have µ(f−1(∂V1 ∩ Y )) = µ(f−1(∂V1)) > 0. Fix ε ∈ (0, ε0]. There exists n ∈ N so that

µ(f−1(∂V1 ∩B(yn, ε))) > 0.

We consider Z1 = ∂V1 ∩ B(y, ε), where y = yn ∈ ∂V1 and Z2 = ∅. Both functions h1 = hZ1
and

h2 = hZ2
are minimizers by Lemma 4.3. Note that µ(f−1(int(V1) ∪ Z1)) ≥ µ(f−1(int(V1))) > 0.

It follows that x1 is a p-th mean of f in both f−1(int(V1)) and f−1(int(V1)∪Z1) (see Proposition
4.2). Defining v = y − x1 and using Corollary A.3, we deduce that the real functions

R(a) =
∫

f−1(int(V1)∪Z1)
‖f(w)− (x1 + av)‖p µ(dw),

S(a) =
∫

f−1(int(V1))
‖f(w)− (x1 + av)‖p µ(dw)

T (a) = R(a)− S(a) =
∫

f−1(Z1)
‖f(w)− (x1 + av)‖p µ(dw)

are convex and differentiable. Moreover, R and S have a minimum at 0 and we have that

0 = R′(0) =
∫

int(V1)∪Z1

p‖f(w)− x1‖p−1∂v‖f(w)− x1‖ µ(dw)

0 = S′(0) =
∫

int(V1)
p‖f(w)− x1‖p−1∂v‖f(w)− x1‖ µ(dw).

This shows that T ′(0) = 0. Since T is convex, it follows that 0 is also a minimum of T . Let us show
that this is not possible. Choose a ∈ (0, 1) so that a‖x1−y‖ > 3ε and consider x∗ = x1+a(y−x1).
If w ∈ f−1(Z1), we have that f(w) ∈ ∂V1 ∩B(y, ε) and then

a‖x1 − y‖+ (1− a)‖x1 − y‖ = a‖x1 − y‖+ ‖y − (x1 + a(y − x1))‖ = a‖x1 − y‖+ ‖y − x∗‖
= ‖y − x1‖ ≤ ‖f(w)− x1‖+ ε,
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which implies

a‖x1 − y‖+ ‖f(w)− x∗‖ ≤ a‖x1 − y‖+ ‖y − x∗‖+ ε = ‖y − x1‖+ ε ≤ ‖f(w)− x1‖+ 2ε.

It follows that for all w ∈ f−1(Z1)

‖f(w)− x∗‖ − ε ≤ ‖f(w)− x1‖.

This implies that
T (a) < T (0),

which is a contradiction. Then µ(f−1(∂V1)) = 0 and the result follows in case µ is finite.
Now, we assume µ(Ω) = ∞. By Remark 1, we can assume that x1 = 0. Let Z = ∅ and define

hZ =
k
∑

i=1

xi1f−1(Di(Z)),

as in the previous lemma. Then hZ is also a minimizer, µ(f−1(D1(Z))) = ∞ and for all j ≥ 2 we
have

0 < µ(f−1(Dj(Z))) < ∞.

The first inequality holds thanks to Theorem 4.2 since deg(gZ) = k, and the second inequality
holds because xj 6= 0 is a p-th mean of f in f−1(Dj(Z)) and therefore µ(f−1(Dj(Z))) < ∞.
Then, G =

⋃

≥2 Vj = (int(V1))
c satisfies µ(f−1(G) < ∞, we can proceed as before to prove that

µ(f−1(∂Vj)) = 0 for all j ≥ 2. Since ∂V1 ⊂
⋃

j≥2 ∂Vj , we also conclude µ(f−1(∂V1)) = 0 and the
result is shown.

5 Approximate-compactness, proof of Theorem 1.2

Before starting with the proof of Theorem 1.2, we would like to remind some results about the RNP.
Let X be a Banach space, (Ω,F, µ) a σ-finite measure space and 1 ≤ p < ∞. It is well-known that
X∗ has the RNP with respect to (Ω,F, µ) if and only if (Lp(Ω,F, µ,X))∗ = Lq(Ω,F, µ,X∗) where
q is such that 1

p +
1
q = 1 (see Theorem 1.3.10 in [11]). Moreover, in case 1 < p < ∞, the σ-finiteness

condition can be dropped: if X∗ has the RNP then (Lp(Ω,F, µ,X))∗ = Lq(Ω,F, µ,X∗) for any
measure space (Ω,F, µ) (see Corollary 1.3.13 in [11]). This result will be used in the following
proof.

Proof. (Theorem 1.2) Consider a Banach space Y with the RNP such that X = Y ∗. It follows
that (Lq(Y ))∗ = Lp(Y ∗) = Lp(X), where q is such that 1

p + 1
q = 1.

Assume f ∈ Lp(X) and (hn)n is a minimizing sequence. If f ∈ Gp,k(X), then clearly ‖f −
hn‖p → 0 and the result holds in this case. So, in what follows we assume f /∈ Gp,k(X). According
to Proposition 3.1, we can assume that (hn)n is uniformly bounded. Consider a reduced form of
hn given by

hn =

ℓ(n)
∑

i=1

xi,n1Ai,n
.

Passing to a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that ℓ(n) = ℓ ≤ k. By w∗-sequential
compactness and taking a subsequence if necessary, we can suppose that

xi,n
w∗

−−→ xi.
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Let y = {y1, ..., ys} the set formed by the different elements in x1, ..., xℓ. For 1 ≤ j ≤ s and n ∈ N,

let Ij = {i : xi,n
w
−→ yj} and Bj,n =

⋃

i∈Ij

Ai,n. Then, for all n ∈ N, we define

gn =

s
∑

j=1

yj1Bj,n
∈ Gp,s(X).

The proof of Theorem 1.1 shows that (gn)n admits a minimizing subsequence. Consider V (y) =
{Vj}1≤j≤s the Voronoi cells associated to y. The proof of Proposition 4.4 shows that

g =

s
∑

j=1

yj1Gj
∈ Gp,s(X)

is a minimizer in special f -Voronoi form, where G1 = V1 and Gj = Vj \
⋃

m<j Gm for 2 ≤ j ≤ s.
According to Proposition 4.2, we have g is in simple special f -Voronoi form and s = ℓ = k. It
follows that x1, ..., xk are all different and

hn =

k
∑

i=1

xi,n1Ai,n
, gn =

k
∑

i=1

xi1Ai,n
and g =

k
∑

i=1

xi1Di
,

where Di = int(Vi) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ k (since µ(∂Vi) = 0). To conclude, we will show that hn
w∗

−−→ g
in Lp(X). So let ℘ ∈ Lq(Y ) and let us prove that 〈℘, hn − g〉 → 0. For all w ∈ Ω, we have

〈℘(w), hn(w)− g(w)〉 =
∑

i,j

〈℘(w), xj,n − xi〉1Aj,n∩Di
(w),

showing that

〈℘, hn − g〉 =

∫

|〈℘(w), hn(w) − g(w)〉| µ(dw) =
∑

i

∫

Ai,n∩f−1(Di)

|〈℘(w), xi,n − xi〉| µ(dw)

+
∑

i6=j

∫

Aj,n∩f−1(Di)

|〈℘(w), xj,n − xi〉| µ(dw)

:= αn + βn.

To conclude, we need to show that αn → 0 and βn → 0.
Case 1: µ(Ω) < ∞. Let us prove that αn → 0. For every i and w ∈ Ω, |〈℘(w), xi,n −

xi〉|1Ai,n∩f−1(Di)(w) converges to 0 because xi,n
w
−→ xi. This sequence is dominated by

|〈℘(w), xi,n−xi〉|1Ai,n∩f−1(Di)(w) ≤ ‖℘(w)‖X∗‖xi,n−xi‖1f−1(Di)(w) ≤ 2M‖℘(w)‖X∗
1f−1(Di)(w),

where M = sup
n

max{‖xi,n‖ : 1 ≤ i ≤ k}. The function ‖℘‖X∗
1f−1(Di) belongs to L1, because

‖℘‖X∗ ∈ Lq and f−1(Di) has finite measure. So the dominated convergence theorem implies that

∑

i

∫

Ai,n∩f−1(Di)

|〈℘(w), xi,n − xi〉| µ(dw) → 0,

from which we deduce that αn → 0.
Now we show that βn → 0. Fix 1 ≤ i ≤ k and j 6= i. First, we will prove that lim

n→∞
µ(Aj,n ∩

f−1(Di)) = 0. For y ∈ Di, it holds

‖xi − y‖ < ‖xj − y‖,
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which proves that Di =
⋃

s≥0 Cs, where

C0 = {y ∈ Di : ‖xj − y‖p − ‖xi − y‖p > 1}

Cs = {y ∈ Di : 2
−s+1 ≥ ‖xj − y‖p − ‖xi − y‖p > 2−s}

for all s ≥ 1. Consider the sequence

ĥn = xi1Aj,n∩f−1(Di) + xj1Aj,n\f−1(Di) +
∑

l 6=j

xl1Al,n
. (5.1)

Since for all w ∈ Aj,n ∩ f−1(Di), we have ‖f(w)−xj‖ ≥ ‖f(w)−xi‖, we deduce that (ĥn)n is also
a minimizing sequence and moreover

‖f − hn‖
p
p = ‖f − ĥn‖

p
p +

∫

Aj,n∩f−1(Di)

‖f(w)− xj‖
p − ‖f(w)− xi‖

p µ(dw). (5.2)

By decomposing the last integral according to Ft =
⋃

0≤s≤t Cs, we obtain that

2−tµ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Ft)) ≤

∫

Aj,n∩f−1(Di)

‖f(w)− xj‖
p − ‖f(w)− xi‖

p µ(dw) → 0, (5.3)

and then
lim
n

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Ft)) = 0,

showing that
lim sup
n→∞

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Di)) ≤ lim
t→∞

µ(f−1(F∞ \ Ft)) = 0,

and then for all j 6= i
lim
n→∞

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Di)) = 0.

Now, using Hölder’s inequality, we have

∫

Aj,n∩Di

|〈℘(w), xj,n − xi〉| µ(dw) ≤ 2M‖℘‖q (µ(Aj,n ∩Di))
1/p → 0

and it follows that βn → 0. This finishes the proof when µ is finite.
Case 2: µ(Ω) = ∞. We assume that x1 = 0 and x1,n = 0 for all n ∈ N (see Remark 1). Recall

that for all j, we have µ(∂Vj) = 0 and also

0 < µ(f−1(Di)) < ∞, 0 < µ(Ai,n) < ∞ for all 2 ≤ i ≤ k and µ(f−1(D1)) = µ(A1,n) = ∞.

Let us show that αn → 0. Since x1,n = x1 = 0, we have

αn =
∑

i≥2

∫

Ai,n∩f−1(Di)

|℘(w)(xi,n − xi)| µ(dw).

Notice that µ(f−1(∪i≥2Di)) = µ(f−1(Dc
1)) ≤ µ(f−1(B(0, ε)c)) < ∞. Then, using the same

arguments as before, we deduce that αn → 0.
To prove that βn → 0, we will show that for all i 6= j it holds

lim
n→∞

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Di)) = 0.
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The argument is the same as above when i ≥ 2. Now suppose that i = 1 and j 6= 1. Since
x1 = 0 ∈ D1, there exists ε > 0 such that B(0, ε) ⊂ D1. We can also assume that d(0, ∂V1) > 3ε.
In this way, we have ‖y − xj‖ ≥ 2ε for all y ∈ B(0, ε). The Markov’s inequality implies

εpµ(f−1((B(0, ε))c)) ≤

∫

‖f‖≥ε

‖f(w)‖p µ(dw) ≤ ‖f‖pp,

showing that µ(f−1((B(0, ε))c)) < ∞. Define ĥn as in (5.1). Again, (ĥn)n is a minimizing sequence
and from (5.2), we get

lim
n

∫

Aj,n∩f−1(D1)

‖f(w)− xj‖
p − ‖f(w)‖p µ(dw) = 0.

Notice that if ‖f(w)‖ ≤ ε then ‖f(w)− xj‖ ≥ 2ε, this implies

∫

Aj,n∩f−1(B(0,ε))

‖f(w)− xj‖
p − ‖f(w)‖p µ(dw) ≥ (2p − 1)εpµ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(B(0, ε))),

which implies that µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(B(0, ε))) → 0. Now consider

Gt = {z ∈ D1 \B(0, ε) : ‖z − xj‖
p − ‖z‖p ≥ 2−t}

for all t ≥ 0. We point out that Gt ↑ G∞ := D1 \B(0, ε) as t ↑ ∞ and µ(f−1(G∞)) < ∞. On the
other hand, for each fixed t ≥ 1, it holds (see also (5.3))

2−tµ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Gt)) ≤

∫

Aj,n∩f−1(D1)

‖f(w)− xj‖
p − ‖f(w)‖p µ(dw) → 0,

and then

lim sup
n→∞

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(D1)) = lim sup
n→∞

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(D1 \B(0, ε))) ≤ lim
t→∞

µ(f−1(G∞ \Gt)) = 0.

So, we have proved that for all j 6= i

lim
n→∞

µ(Aj,n ∩ f−1(Di)) = 0.

By Hölder’s inequality, it follows that

βn =
∑

i6=j

∫

Aj,n∩Di

|℘(w)(xj,n − xi)| µ(dw) ≤ 2M‖℘‖q





∑

i6=j

µ(Aj,n ∩Di)





1/p

→ 0

and the proof is complete.

Proof. (Corollary 1.3) Assume f ∈ Lp(X) and (hn)n be a minimizing sequence. Since X is uni-
formly convex, it is reflexive (see Theorem 9.11 in [9] for example) and then fulfills the hypothesis
of the previous theorem. Then, passing to a subsequence if necessary, it exists g ∈ Lp(X) such that

hn
w
−→ g and g is a minimizer for f . In particular, we have that ‖hn − f‖p → ‖g− f‖p. Since X is

uniformly convex, then Lp(X) is also uniformly convex and it follows that (hn − f)n converges in
Lp(X) to g − f (see Proposition 3.32 in [1]), showing that (hn)n converges in Lp(X) to g.
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A The p-means

Proposition A.1. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space, f ∈ Lp(X). Then:

(a) the function Mp(f,A) is convex, coercive and continuous in the following cases:

(i) p = ∞;

(ii) p < ∞ and µ(A) < ∞

(b) if p < ∞ and µ(A) = ∞, then Mp(f,A)(x) = ∞ for all x 6= 0 and Mp(f,A)(0) ≤ ‖f‖pp

Proof. (a) Convexity follows from the convexity of the norm on X and convexity of the p-th power

Mp(f,A)(αx + (1 − α)y) ≤
∫

A(α‖f(w) − x‖+ (1− α)‖f(w)− y‖)p µ(dw)

≤
∫

A α‖f(w)− x‖p + (1− α)‖f(w) − y‖p µ(dw)

= αMp(f,A)(x) + (1− α)Mp(f,A)(y).

(A.1)

On the other hand, we have that

‖x‖µ(A)1/p ≤ ‖(f − x)1A‖p + ‖f‖p =
(

Mp(f,A)(x)
)1/p

+ ‖f‖p, (A.2)

showing that Mp(f,A) is coercive. The case of p = ∞ follows similarly and moreover

‖x‖ ≤ M∞(f,A)(x) + ‖f‖∞. (A.3)

Let us show that Mp(f,A) is continuous. In fact, consider x, y ∈ X , we have for p < ∞
∣

∣

∣(Mp(f,A)(x))
1/p − (Mp(f,A)(y))

1/p
∣

∣

∣ =
∣

∣‖(f − x)1A‖p − ‖(f − y)1A‖p
∣

∣ ≤ ‖x− y‖µ(A)1/p

and for p = ∞
∣

∣M∞(f,A)(x) −M∞(f,A)(y)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣‖(f − x)1A‖∞ − ‖(f − y)1A‖∞
∣

∣ ≤ ‖x− y‖,

showing the desired continuity.
(b) When µ(A) = ∞ and p < ∞, we have Mp(f,A)(0) =

∫

A
‖f(w)‖p µ(dw) ≤ ‖f‖pp and from

(A.2)
∀x 6= 0 : Mp(f,A)(x) = ∞.

We summarize some properties of the p-th means in the following result

Proposition A.2. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space, X a Banach space, f ∈ Lp(X) and A ∈ F

such that µ(A) > 0 and, if p < ∞, we also assume that µ(A) < ∞.

(a) For all ε > 0 the set of ε-p-th means is a not empty closed, convex and bounded set.

(b) The set of p-th means is closed, bounded and convex.

(c) Assume X is a dual space with w∗-sequentially compact unit ball and p < ∞ then there exists
a p-th mean for f ∈ Lp in A.

(d) Suppose that 1 < p < ∞. If the norm ‖ ‖ in X is strictly convex or if µ ◦ f−1 satisfies: for
all x ∈ X and all ρ > 0

µ(f−1(B(x, ρ))) > 0,

Then, there is at most one p-th mean for f in A.
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Proof. (a) By definition, for every ε > 0 the set Cε = {x is an ε-p-th mean} is nonempty. On the
other hand Cε is convex and closed, because Mp(f,A) is convex and continuous. Since Mp(f,A)
is coercive we conclude Cε is bounded (see (A.2) and (A.3)).

(b) The set C0 = ∩ε>0Cε is the set of p-th means for f in A. Therefore, it is closed convex and
bounded.

(c) Assume that (xn)n is a 1/n-p-th mean. We consider a subsequence (xnk
)k that converges

in the w∗-topology. By Fatou’s Theorem we have
∫

A

lim inf
k
‖f(w)− xnk

‖p µ(dw) ≤ lim inf
k

∫

A

‖f(w)− xnk
‖p µ(dw) = Mp(f,A),

and for all w it holds ‖f(w)− x‖p ≤ lim infk ‖f(w)− xnk
‖p showing that x is a p-th mean and C0

is not empty.
(d) According to (A.1), if x, y are two possible p-th means and 0 < α < 1 then αx + (1 − α)y

is also a p-th mean and we have equalities in (A.1). Then, for almost all w ∈ A it holds

‖f(w)− x‖ = ‖f(w)− y‖,

because the p-th power is strictly convex. Also, we get from (A.1) that for almost all w ∈ A it
holds

‖f(w)− (αx + (1− α)y‖ = α‖f(w)− x‖+ (1− α)‖f(w) − y‖ = ‖f(w)− x‖ = ‖f(w)− y‖,

which is not possible when x 6= y if we used the strictly convex property of the norm in X to the
sphere {z ∈ X : ‖f(w)− z‖ = r} with r = ‖f(w)− x‖ = ‖f(w)− y‖. This shows that x = y.

Now, we assume f and µ satisfy for all z ∈ X and all ρ > 0

µ(f−1(B(z, ρ))) > 0.

If we assume x 6= y, we take ρ = 1
3‖x − y‖ > 0. Then, for almost all w ∈ f−1(B(x, ρ)) we have

‖f(w)− x‖ < 1/3‖x− y‖ = ρ and

‖x− y‖ ≤ ‖f(w)− x‖+ ‖f(w)− y‖ < 1/3‖x− y‖+ ‖f(w)− y‖,

showing that
‖f(w)− y‖ ≥ 2/3‖x− y‖ ≥ 2ρ > 2‖f(w)− x‖,

which is a contradiction, and therefore x = y.

Remark 3. If Ω is a topological space with the Borel σ-field B(Ω), µ a Radon measure on B(Ω)
and X a dual Banach space. Suppose that f : Ω → X is lower-semicontinuous. Then the p-th
mean of f exists. In fact, by Proposition 7.12 in [8], the monotone convergence theorem, and then
Fatou’s lemma, holds for nets of positive lower-semicontinuous functions. Following the argument
of the previous proof, since the unit ball of X is w∗-compact, we deduce that f admits a p-th mean.

Corollary A.3. Let (Ω,F, µ) be a measure space. Assume that X is a Banach space with a Gâteaux
differentiable norm ‖ ‖. Let f ∈ Lp(X) with 1 < p < ∞ and A ∈ F such that 0 < µ(A) < ∞. We
assume that x is p-th mean of f in A. Then, for all v ∈ X, the real function

R(a) = Mp(f,A)(x + av) =

∫

A

‖f(w)− (x+ av)‖p µ(dw),

is convex and differentiable, with a minimum at a = 0, for which

0 = R′(0) =

∫

A

p‖f(w)− x‖p−1∂(‖f(w)− x)‖)(v) µ(dw).
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Proof. Clearly R is a continuous convex function. Let us prove that R is differentiable. This will
follows from the dominated convergence theorem. Since the norm is Gâteaux differentiable, for
every z 6= 0, we have the existence of

∂(‖z‖)(v) = lim
t→0

‖z + tv‖ − ‖z‖

t
.

showing that

lim
t→0

‖z + tv‖p − ‖z‖p

t
= p‖z‖p−1∂(‖z‖)(v)

Moreover, for z = 0

lim
t→0

‖0 + tv‖p − ‖0‖p

t
= 0,

showing that the function ‖z‖p has a Gâteaux derivative at any z. Now, we need to show a
domination, for that we use, for a ≥ 0, b ≥ 0

|bp − ap| = p

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ b

a

sp−1ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ p(a ∨ b)p−1|b − a|,

which for a = ‖f(w)− x‖, b = ‖f(w)− (x+ tv)‖ gives, using that b ≤ a+ |t| and |b− a| ≤ |t|, and
for |t| ≤ 1,

∣

∣

∣

∣

‖f(w)− (x+ tv)‖p − ‖f(w)− x‖p

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ p(‖f(w)− x‖+ 1)p−1,

which integrable using Hölder’s inequality. This shows that R is differentiable at a = 0 and

R′(0) =

∫

A

p‖f(w)− x‖p−1∂(‖f(w)− x)‖)(v) µ(dw).

Similarly it is shown that R is differentiable and

R′(a) =

∫

A

p‖f(w)− (x+ av)‖p−1∂(‖f(w)− (x+ av))‖)(v) µ(dw).

Since R has a minimum at a = 0 it follows that R′(0) = 0.
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