arXiv:2206.07123v1 [math.FA] 14 Jun 2022

THE BSE-PROPERTY FOR VECTOR-VALUED L^p−ALGEBRAS

FATEMEH ABTAHI, MITRA AMIRI AND ALI REJALI

Abstract. Let A be a separable Banach algebra, G be a locally compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. In this paper, we first provide a necessary and sufficient condition, for which L^p(G, A) is a Banach algebra, under convolution product. Then we characterize the character space of L^p(G, A), in the case where A is commutative and G is abelian. Moreover, we investigate the BSE-property for L^p(G, A) and prove that L^p(G, A) is a BSE-algebra if and only if A is a BSE-algebra and G is finite. Finally, we study the BSE-norm property for L^p(G, A) and show that if L^p(G, A) is a BSE-norm algebra then A is so. We prove the converse of this statement for the case where G is finite and A is unital.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

Let (A, ‖ · ‖_A) be a without order commutative Banach algebra, in the sense that aA = {0} implies a = 0 (a ∈ A). We denote by Δ(A), the space consisting of all nonzero multiplicative linear functionals on A, called the character space of A. Throughout the paper, we assume that Δ(A) is nonempty. It shoulde be noted that Δ(A), equipped with the weak^∗topology, inherited from A^∗, is a locally compact Hausdorff space. We denote by C_b(Δ(A)) the space consisting of all bounded and continuous functions on Δ(A). A bounded net {e_α}_{α∈I} in A, is called a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity for A if lim_α φ(ae_α) = φ(a), for all a ∈ A and φ ∈ Δ(A); see [17]. Following [20], a bounded linear operator T on A, satisfying T (ab) = aT (b), (a, b ∈ A), is called a multiplier. The set of all multipliers on A is denoted by M(A), which is a unital commutative Banach algebra, called the multiplier algebra of A. By [20, Theorem 1.2.2], for any T ∈ M(A), there exists a unique function ^T ∈ C_b(Δ(A)) such that ^ T (a)(φ) = ^T (φ)^a(φ), for all a ∈ A and φ ∈ Δ(A). A bounded and continuous function σ on Δ(A) is called a BSE-function if there exists a constant β > 0 such that following

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 46J05.

Key words and phrases. BSE-algebra, BSE-norm, L^p-algebra, multiplier algebra, vector-valued function. 1

the inequality holds: | | | | n∑ k=1 α_kσ(φ_k) | | | | ≤ β ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ k=1 α_kφ_k ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{A∗} , (1.1)

for any finite number of α_1, ..., α_n ∈ C and the same number of φ_1, ..., φ_n ∈ Δ(A). The BSE-norm of σ is the infimum of all β, which satisfying (1.1) and will be denoted by ‖σ‖_{BSE} . By [25], C_{BSE} (Δ(A)), the space consisting of all BSE-functions on Δ(A), is a commutative and semisimple Banach algebra, equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖_{BSE} and pointwise product. Then A is called a BSE-algebra (or has the BSE-property) ^M(A) = C_{BSE} (Δ(A)), where ^ M(A) = { ^T : T ∈ M(A)}. By [25, Corollary 5], ^M(A) ⊆ C_{BSE}(Δ(A)), if and only if A has a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity. It follows that all BSE-algebras possesses a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity. The Gelfand mapping Γ_A : A → C_b(Δ(A)) is defined by a → ^a, such that ^a is the Gelfand transform of a. The Banach algebra A is called semisimple if ker(Γ_A) = {0}. It should be noted that we always have ^A ⊆ C_{BSE} (Δ(A)) and for any a ∈ A, ‖^a‖_∞ ≤ ‖^a‖_{BSE} ≤ ‖a‖_A, where ^A is the range of Gelfand mapping of A. Let M(A) is the normed algebra, consisting of all Φ ∈ C_b(Δ(A)) such that Φ· ^A ⊆ ^A. If A is semisimple then ^

M(A) = M(A) [20, p. 30]. Consequently, a semisimple and commutative Banach algebra A is a BSE-algebra if C_{BSE} (Δ(A)) = M(A).

BSE-algebras and BSE functions were introduced and investigated by Takahashi and Hatori [25], and then by some other authors, for various kinds of Banach algebras. The acronym ”BSE” stands for Bochner-Schoenberg- Eberlein and refers to a famous theorem, for the additive group of real numbers, proved by Bochner and Schoenberg [4, 24]. Then the result was generalized by Eberlein [10], for an abelian locally compact group G, which is indicating the BSE-property of the group algebra L^1(G) [21]. This result, has led Takahashi and Hatori [25] to introduce the BSE-property for any commutative and without order Banach algebra A. The interested reader is referred to [1], [7], [11], [12], [13], [14], [18], [19], [26], and [27].

In this paper, we investigate the BSE-property for L^p(G, A). In fact, we first provide a necessary and sufficient condition, under which L^p(G, A) is a Banach algebra, with convolution product. In fact, we generalize L^pconjecture [23], for the vector-valued case. We also characterize the character space of L^p(G, A), in the case where A is commutative and G is abelian. Moreover, we prove that L^p(G, A) is a BSE-algebra if and only if A is a BSE-algebra and G is finite. Finally, we study the BSE-norm property for L^p(G, A) and show that if L^p(G, A) is a BSE-norm algebra then A is so. We prove the converse of this statement for the case where G is finite and A is unital.

2. Some basic results

Let (A, ‖ · ‖_A) be a Banach algebra, G be a locally compact Hausdorff group with a left Haar measure λ and if 1 ≤ p < ∞. A function f : G −→ A is called strongly measurable, if f is Borel measurable and also f(G) is separable in A. Thus in the case where A is separable, the concept of measurability and strong measurability are equivalent. Most of the properties of integral theory in the complex version, are also valid for the vector-valued case. We refer to [9], as a complete survey in this issue.

Throughout the paper, A is a Banach algebra, G is a locally compact Hausdorff group with a left Haar measure λ and 1 ≤ p < ∞. In the case where 1 < p < ∞, we assume in addition that A is separable. For any Borel measurable function f : G → A, let

‖f‖_{p,A} = (∫ G ‖f(x)‖^p_Adλ(x) ) 1_p .

Then L^p(G, A) is the Banach space, consisting of all Borel measurable functions f : G −→ A such that ‖f‖_{p,A} < ∞. For each f ∈ L^p(G, A), define f(x) = ‖f(x)‖_A, for all x ∈ G. Then f ∈ L^p(G, A) if and only if f ∈ L^p(G). In this case, ‖f‖_p = ‖f‖_{p,A}. Recall that for measurable vector-valued functions f, g : G −→ A, the convolution multiplication

(f ∗ g)(x) = ∫ G f(y)g(y^{−1}x)dλ(y),

is defined at each point x ∈ G for which this makes sense.

In this section, we study some basic results about L^p(G, A). We give a necessary and sufficient condition for that L^p(G, A) is a Banach algebra under convolution product. Note that by a famous conjecture, proved by Saeki [23], L^p(G) is closed under convolution product if and only if G is compact.

Theorem 2.1. Let A be a separable Banach algebra, G be a locally compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) is a Banach algebra under convolution product if and only if G is compact.

Proof. Let L^p(G, A) be a Banach algebra. To prove that G is compact, by [23] it is sufficient to show that L^p(G) is closed under convolution. For any f, g ∈ L^p(G), define ~f(x) = f(x)a and ~g(x) = g(x)a, where a ∈ A with

‖a‖ = 1. Thus ‖ ‖ ‖ ~f ∗ ~g ‖ ‖ ‖^p_{,A} = ∫ G ‖ ‖ ‖( ~f ∗ ~g)(x) ‖ ‖ ‖^p_A dλ(x) = ∫ G ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G ~f(y)~g(y^{−1}x)dλ(y) ‖ ‖ ‖ p A dλ(x) = ∫ G ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ G f(y)g(y^{−1}x)a^2dλ(y) ‖ ‖ ‖ p A dλ(x) = ∫ G |(f ∗ g)(x)|^p ‖ ‖a^2 ‖ ‖^p_A dλ(x) = ‖a^2‖^p_A ‖f ∗ g‖^p. Consequently, ‖ ~f ∗ ~g‖_{p,A} = ‖a^2‖_A ‖f ∗ g‖_p. (2.1) By the hypothesis, we have ‖ ~f ∗ ~g‖_{p,A} ≤ ‖ ~f‖_{p,A} ‖~g‖_{p,A}. Thus by the equality (2.1) we obtain ‖a^2‖_A ‖f ∗ g‖_p ≤ ‖a‖_A ‖f‖_p ‖a‖_A ‖g‖_p = ‖f‖_p ‖g‖_p and so ‖f ∗ g‖_p ≤^1_{‖a2‖A} ‖f‖_p ‖g‖_p. It follows that L^p(G) is closed under convolution, which implies that G is compact.

Conversely, suppose that G is compact. Thus L^p(G) is a Banach algebra under convolution product. For all f, g ∈ L^p(G, A), we have f, g ∈ L^p(G) and ‖f ∗ g‖^p = ∫ G | | | ∫ G ‖f(y)‖_A ‖g(y^{−1}x)‖_Adλ(y) | | | p dλ(x). Moreover, by a property of Bochner integrals we have ‖f ∗ g‖^p_{,A} = ∫ G ‖ ‖ ∫ G f(y)g(y^{−1}x)dλ(y) ‖ ‖^p A dλ(x) ≤ ∫ G (∫ G ‖f(y)‖_A ‖g(y^{−1}x)‖_Adλ(y) )_p dλ(x) = ‖f ∗ g‖^p. Consequently, we obtain ‖f ∗ g‖_{p,A} ≤ ‖f ∗ g‖_p ≤ ‖f‖_p ‖g‖_p = ‖f‖_{p,A}‖g‖_{p,A}. Therefore L^p(G, A) is a Banach algebra, under convolution product. □

The following corollary is obtained by Theorem 2.1 and [23], immediately.

Corollary 2.2. Let A be a separable Banach algebra, G be a locally compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(i) L^p(G, A) is a Banach algebra, under convolution product. (ii) L^p(G) is a Banach algebra, under convolution product. (iii) G is compact.

Remark 2.3. Let A be a separable Banach algebra, G be a compact Hausdorff group and 1 ≤ p < ∞. By the Holder’s inequality, we have L^p(G) ⊆ L^1(G) and

‖f‖_1 = ∫ G |f(x)|dλ(x) ≤ (∫ G |f(x)|^pdλ(x) )_{1/p} = ‖f‖_p, for all f ∈ L^p(G). Now suppose that A is a separable Banach algebra and f ∈ L^p(G, A). Then ‖f‖_{1,A} = ∫ G ||f(x)||dλ(x) ≤ (∫ G ||f(x)||^pdλ(x) )_{1/p} = ‖f‖_{p,A}. It follows that f ∈ L^1(G, A) and ‖f‖_{1,A} ≤ ‖f‖_{p,A}. In fact, we obtain L^p(G, A) ⊆ L^1(G, A). It is known that C_{00}(G), the space consisting of all complex-valued continuous functions on G with compact support, is dense in L^p(G) (1 ≤ p < ∞). Now let

C_{00}(G, A) = {f : G −→ A, f is continuous with compact support}. We denote it by C(G, A), whenever G is compact. In the next result, we investigate the same statement for the vector-valued case. First, we introduce some notations, which we require for convenience. For any f ∈ L^p(G) and a ∈ A, we denote by f ⊗ a the function, defined as f ⊗ a(x) = f(x)a (x ∈ G). Then f ∈ L^p(G, A) and ‖f ⊗ a‖_{p,A} = ‖f‖_p‖a‖_A. It should be noted that if f ∈ C(G), then f ⊗ a belongs to C(G, A). Let C(G) ⊗ A be the vector space, generating by all f ⊗ a, where f ∈ C(G) and a ∈ A. It is easily verified that C(G) ⊗ A ⊆ C(G, A) ⊆ L^p(G, A) ⊆ L^1(G, A). (2.2) Proposition 2.4. Let A be a separable Banach algebra and G be a compact Hausdorff group. Then C(G) ⊗ A is dense in L^1(G, A).

Proof. Take f ∈ L^1(G, A). By [19, Proposition 1.5.4.], there exist the sequences {f_n}_n in L^1(G) and also {a_n}_n in A such that f = ∑_∞ n=1 f_n ⊗ a_n and ∑_∞ n=1‖f_n‖_1‖a_n‖_A < ∞. Since C(G) is dense L^1(G), for each n ∈ N and ε > 0, there exists g_n ∈ C(G) such that ‖g_n − f_n‖_1 < ε 2^{n+1}(‖a_n‖_A + 1) . Define g = ∑_∞ n=1 g_n ⊗ a_n. Then ∞∑ n=1 ‖g_n‖_1 ‖a_n‖_A ≤ ∞∑ n=1 ‖f_n − g_n‖_1 ‖a_n‖_A + ∞∑ n=1 ‖f_n‖_1 ‖a_n‖_A

≤ ∞∑ n=1 ε ‖a_n‖_A 2^{n+1}(‖a_n‖_A + 1) + ∞∑ n=1 ‖f_n‖_1 ‖a_n‖_A

≤ ε + ∞∑ n=1 ‖f_n‖_1 ‖a_n‖_A < ∞, which implies that g ∈ L^1(G, A). Moreover, ‖g − f‖_{1,A} = ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞∑ n=1 (g_n − f_n) ⊗ a_n ‖ ‖ ‖_{1,A} ≤ ∞∑ n=1 ‖g_n − f_n‖_1 ‖a_n‖_A

≤ ∞∑ n=1 ε‖a_n‖_A 2^{n+1}(‖a_n‖_A + 1) < ε. Now let h_n = ∑_n k=1 g_k ⊗ a_k (n ∈ N). Then {h_n} ⊆ C(G) ⊗ A and lim_n ‖h_n − g‖_{1,A} = 0.

It follows that there exists n ∈ N such that ‖h_n − g‖_{1,A} < ε. Hence, we obtain ‖f − h_n‖_{1,A} ≤ ‖f − g‖_{1,A} + ‖g − h_n‖_{1,A} < 2ε. This completes the proof. □ Proposition 2.5. Let A be a separable commutative Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) is a dense ideal in L^1(G, A).

Proof. Proposition 2.4 together with the inclusions (2.2) imply that L^p(G, A) is dense in L^1(G, A). We show that L^p(G, A) is an ideal in L^1(G, A). To this end, let f ∈ L^1(G, A) and g ∈ L^p(G, A). We indicate that f ∗ g ∈ L^p(G, A). Since f ∈ L^1(G) and g ∈ L^p(G), together with the fact that L^p(G) is an ideal in L^1(G), we obtain that f ∗ g ∈ L^p(G). Moreover, ‖f ∗ g‖_{p,A} ≤ ‖f ∗ g‖_p < ∞.

It follows that f ∗ g ∈ L^p(G, A), as claimed. □

The next result is obtained from [3, Theorem 2.3]. We refer to [3], for the general definition of abstract Segal algebras.

Corollary 2.6. Let A be a separable commutative Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) is an abstract Segal algebra in L^1(G, A).

Remark 2.7. Let A be a separable commutative Banach algebra with a bounded approximate identity, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then by [6, Theorem 2.9.21] and [19, Proposition 1.5.4], L^1(G, A) possesses a bounded approximate identity. Now Cohen factorization theorem implies that L^1(G, A) ∗ L^p(G, A) = L^p(G, A).

Let A be a commutative Banach algebra and G be an abelian locally compact Hausdorff group with dual group ^G, introduced in [21]. By [19, Proposition 1.5.4], L^1(G, A) is isomorphic with the projective tensor product L^1(G) and A. Moreover, by [19, Theorem 2.11.2], the character space of L^1(G, A) is homeomorphic with ^G × Δ(A), such that for all χ ∈ ^G and φ ∈ Δ(A), χ ⊗ φ : L^1(G)^⊗A −→ C , defined as, (χ ⊗ φ)(f ⊗ a) = χ(f)φ(a) (f ∈ L^1(G), a ∈ A). Moreover, for all f ∈ L^1(G, A), we have (χ ⊗ φ)(f) = φ (∫ G χ(x)f(x)dλ(x) ) = ∫ G χ(x)φ(f(x))dλ(x). Now Corollary 2.6 together with [2, Lemma 2.2] yield the next result.

Proposition 2.8. Let A be a separable commutative Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then Δ(L^p(G, A)) = {(χ ⊗ φ)|_Lp_{(G,A)} : χ ∈ ^G, φ ∈ Δ(A)}. 3. L^p(G, A) as a BSE-algebra

Let G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then L^p(G) is a commutative Banach algebra, which is an ideal in its second dual. Now by [18, Theorem 3.1], the following assertions are equivalent.

(i) L^p(G) is a BSE-algebra.

(ii) L^p(G) possesses a bounded Δ−weak approximate identity. (iii) L^p(G) admits a bounded approximate identity.

Since L^p(G) is reflexive, the above equivalent conditions imply that L^p(G) is unital and so G is finite.

In this section, we investigate the BSE-property for L^p(G, A). We commence with the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let A be a separable commutative Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) is semisimple if and only if A is semisimple.

Proof. Let L^p(G, A) be semisimple. Then Δ(L^p(G, A)) = ^G × Δ(A) separates the points of L^p(G, A). Take a, b ∈ A with a ≠ b. Then

1_G ⊗ a ≠ 1_G ⊗ b,

where 1_G is the constant function 1 on G. By the assumption, there exist χ ∈ ^G and φ ∈ Δ(A) such that (χ ⊗ φ)(1_G ⊗ a) ≠ (χ ⊗ φ)(1 ⊗ b). Consequently, χ(1)φ(a) ≠ χ(1)φ(b), and so φ(a) ≠ φ(b). Thus A is semisimple.

Conversely, suppose that A is semisimple and take f, g ∈ L^p(G, A) with f ≠ g. Then ‖f − g‖_{p,A} ≠ 0. Thus λ({x ∈ G : f(x) ≠ g(x)}) ≠ 0. It follows that ‖f − g‖_{1,A} ≠ 0. By the semisimplicity of L^1(G, A) [19, Theorem 2.11.8], there exists ψ ∈ Δ(L^1(G, A)) = Δ(L^p(G, A)) such that ψ(f) ≠ ψ(g). It follows that L^p(G, A) is semisimple. □

The next proposition is applied in some further results. The proof is straightforward and left to the reader.

Proposition 3.2. Let A be a separable commutative unital Banach algebra with the identity element e such that ‖e‖_A = 1, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then for any χ_1, · · · , χ_n ∈ ^G and φ_1, · · · , φ_n ∈ Δ(A) and the same number of c_1, · · · , c_n ∈ C , we have ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_iχ_i ‖ ‖ ‖ L^p(G)^∗ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_i(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) ‖ ‖ ‖ L_p(G,A)^∗ and ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_iφ_i ‖ ‖ ‖_{A∗} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_i(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(G,A)∗} Proposition 3.3. Let A be a separable commutative Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) has a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity if and only if A has so.

Proof. First suppose that {f_α}_α is a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity for L^p(G, A), bounded by M > 0. Take χ_0 ∈ ^G to be fixed and for each α let e_α := χ_0(f_α) = ∫ G f_α(x)χ_0(x)dλ(x).

Then for each φ ∈ Δ(A), we have

φ(e_α) = ∫ G φ(f_α(x))χ_0(x)dλ(x) = χ_0(φ ∘ f_α) = χ_0 ⊗ φ(f_α) −→_α 1.

Moreover, ‖e_α‖_A ≤ ∫ G ‖f_α(x)‖_A|χ_0(x)|dλ(x) ≤ M ∫ G χ_0(x)dλ(x) ≤ Mλ(G). Therefore {e_α}_α is a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity for A.

Conversely, let A has a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity, denoted by {e_α}_α and {f_β}_β be the bounded approximate identity for L^1(G). Then for all φ ∈ Δ(A), φ(e_α) −→ 1 and so for all χ ∈ ^G, we have (χ ⊗ φ)(f_β ⊗ e_α) −→ 1. This implies that (f_β ⊗ e_α)_{α,β} is a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity for L^p(G, A). □ We state here the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Let A be a semisimple commutative separable and unital Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 < p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) is a BSE-algebra if and only if A is a BSE-algebra and G is finite.

Proof. Let L^p(G, A) be a BSE-algebra. By [25, Corollary 5], L^p(G, A) admits a bounded Δ−weak approximate identity {f_α}_α, bounded by M. It follows that ^f_α(χ ⊗ φ) −→_α 1, and so ∫ G χ(x)φ(f_α(x))dx −→_α 1, (3.1) for all χ ∈ ^G and φ ∈ Δ(A). Now, take φ_0 ∈ Δ(A) to be fixed and define g_α(x) = φ_0(f_α(x)) (x ∈ G). Thus (∫ |g_α(x)|^pdx )_{1/p} = (∫ G |φ_0(f_α(x))|^pdx )_{1/p}

≤ ‖φ_0‖ (∫ G ‖f_α(x)‖^pdx )_{1/p}

≤ M. Consequently, {g_α}_α is a bounded net in L^p(G). Moreover, by (4.4), for all χ ∈ ^G we obtain

^g_α(χ) = χ(g_α) = ∫ G g_α(x)χ(x)dx = ∫ G χ(x)φ_0(f_α(x)) −→_α 1.

Thus {g_α}_α is a bounded Δ−weak approximate identity for L^p(G), which implies that G is finite. In the sequel, we show that A is a BSE-algebra.

Proposition 3.3 implies that A has a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity. Thus [25, Corollary 5] implies that

M(A) ⊆ C_{BSE} (Δ(A)). (3.2)

Now, we prove that the reverse of the inclusion (3.2). Take σ ∈ C_{BSE} (Δ(A)) and define the function σ : ^G × Δ(A) −→ C as σ(χ ⊗ φ) := σ(φ), for all χ ∈ ^G and φ ∈ Δ(A). We show that σ ∈ C_{BSE}(Δ(L^p(G, A))). Note that since G is finite, thus G = ^G. Now Proposition 3.2 implies that for all complex numbers c_1, · · · , c_n and the same number of χ_1 ⊗ φ_1, · · · , χ_n ⊗ φ_n of ^G × Δ(A), | | | n∑ i=1 c_iσ(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) | | | ≤ ‖σ‖BSE ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_iφ_i ‖ ‖ ‖ A^∗ ≤ ‖σ‖_{BSE} ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_i(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^p(G,A)^∗ . Consequently, σ ∈ C_{BSE} (Δ(L^p(G, A))) = M(L^p(G, A)). Hence, for each f ∈ C(G) and a ∈ A, there exists g ∈ L^p(G, A) such that σ ^(f ⊗ a) = ^g. It follows that σ(φ) χ(f)φ(a) = χ(φ ∘ g). (χ ∈ ^G, φ ∈ Δ(A)) Taking χ ∈ ^G and f ∈ C(G) with χ(f) = 1, we obtain σ(φ)^a(φ) = χ(φ ∘ g) = φ (∫ G g(x)χ(x)dλ(x) ) := φ(b), where b := ∫ G g(x)χ(x)dλ(x). Consequently, σ^a = ^b, which implies that σ ∈ M(A). It follows that A is a BSE−algebra.

Conversely, suppose that A is a BSE-algebra and G is finite. Thus by Proposition 3.3, L^p(G, A) possesses a bounded Δ-weak approximate identity and so M(L^p(G, A)) ⊆ C_{BSE} (Δ(L^p(G, A))), by [25, Corollary 5]. To prove the reverse of the inclusion, suppose that σ ∈ C_{BSE}(Δ(L^p(G, A))) and f ∈ L^p(G, A). We should find g ∈ L^p(G, A) such that σ ^f = ^g. Note that since G is finite, it follows that G = ^G. For each χ ∈ ^G, define σ_χ : Δ(A) → C

with σ_χ(φ) = σ(χ ⊗ φ) (φ ∈ Δ(A)). It is easily verified that σ_χ ∈ C_b(Δ(A)). Now we show that σ_χ ∈ C_{BSE} (Δ(A)). For any c_1, ..., c_n ∈ C and the same number of φ_1, ..., φ_n in Δ(A), we easily obtain | | | | n∑ i=1 c_iσ_χ(φ_i) | | | | ≤ ‖σ‖_{BSE} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_iφ_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{A∗} .

Consequently, σ_χ ∈ C_{BSE} (Δ(A)) and since A is a BSE algebra, σ_χ ∈ M(A). It follows that for each χ ∈ ^G, there exists a_χ ∈ A such that σ_χ ^f(χ) = ^a_χ. Now define the function g : G = ^G → A g(χ) := a_χ, which belongs to L^p(G, A). Finally, for each χ ⊗ φ in Δ(L^p(G, A)), we have σ(χ ⊗ φ) ^f (χ ⊗ φ) = σ_χ(φ)^f(χ)(φ) = ^g(χ)(φ) = ^g(χ ⊗ φ). Consequently, σ ^f = ^g. It follows that σ ∈ M(L^p(G, A)). Therefore L^p(G, A) is a BSE algebra. □

4. L^p(G, A) as a BSE-norm algebra It is known that in any commutative Banach algebra A, ‖^a‖_∞ ≤ ‖^a‖_{BSE} ≤ ‖a‖_A, (4.1) for all a ∈ A. In [8], the authors investigated a class of commutative Banach algebras which satisfies the following condition ‖a‖_A ≤ K‖^a‖_{BSE} (a ∈ A), for some K > 0, called BSE-norm algebras. They indicates that L^p(G) is always a BSE-norm algebra. As the final results, we show that this result is not necessarily valid for the vector-valued case. We commence with the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let A be a separable and semisimple Banach algebra, G be a compact Hausdorff group and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then L^p(G, A) is unital if and only if A is unital and G is finite.

Proof. Suppose that L^p(G, A) is unital. Thus ^G × Δ(A) is compact and so Δ(A) and ^G are compact. It follows that A is unital and G is discrete, which implies that G finite. The converse is similar. □ Theorem 4.2. Let A be a semisimple commutative separable unital Banach algebra, G be an abelian compact Hausdorff group and 1 ≤ p < ∞. If L^p(G, A) is a BSE-norm algebra then A is so. The converse is true, whenever G is finite and A is unital.

Proof. By the hypothesis, there exists M > 0 such that ‖f‖_{p,A} ≤ M‖ ^f‖_{BSE} (f ∈ L^p(G, A)). Taking a ∈ A, for the constant fuction f_a we have ‖a‖_A = ‖f_a‖_{p,A} ≤ M‖ ^f_a‖_{BSE} (f ∈ L^p(G, A)). (4.2)

We show that ‖ ^f_a‖_{BSE} ≤ ‖^a‖_{BSE} . For χ_1 ⊗ φ_1, · · · , χ_n ⊗ φ_n ∈ Δ(L^p(G, A)) and the same number of c_1, · · · , c_n ∈ C we have | | | n∑ i=1 c_i ^f_a(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) | | | = | | | n∑ i=1 c_i(χ_i ⊗ φ_i)(f_a) | | | = | | | | n∑ i=1 ( c_i ∫ G χ_i(x)dλ(x) ) φ_i(a) | | | | ≤ ‖^a‖_{BSE} ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 ( c_i ∫ G χ_i(x)dλ(x) ) φ_i ‖ ‖ ‖ A^∗ . (4.3)

On the other hand, ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_i(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^p(G,A)^∗ = sup ‖f‖_{p,A}≤1 | | | n∑ i=1 c_i ∫ G χ_i(x)φ_i(f(χ_i))dλ(x) | | |

≥ sup_{‖a‖} A≤1 | | | n∑ i=1 c_i ∫ G χ_i(x)φ_i(a)dλ(x) | | |

= ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 ( c_i ∫ G χ_i(x)dλ(x) ) φ_i ‖ ‖ ‖_{A∗} . (4.4)

Now (4.3) and (4.4) imply that | | | n∑ i=1 c_i ^f_a(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) | | | ≤ ‖^a‖BSE ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ i=1 c_i(χ_i ⊗ φ_i) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^p(G,A)^∗ . It follows that ‖ ^f_a‖_{BSE} ≤ ‖^a‖_{BSE} . (4.5) By (4.2) and (4.5) we obtain ‖a‖_A ≤ M‖^a‖_{BSE} , which implies that A is a BSE-norm algebra.

Conversely, suppose that G is finite and A is unital. By Lemma 4.1, L^p(G, A) is unital. Moreover, Theorem 3.4 implies that L^p(G, A) is a BSEalgebra. Thus L^p(G, A) is a BSE-norm algebra, by [8, Theorem page 40]. □

References

[1] F. Abtahi, Z. Kamali, M. Toutounchi, The Bochner-Schoenberg-Eberlein property for vector-valued Lipschitz algebras, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 479, (2019), 1172-1181.

[2] M. Alaghmandan, R. Nasr Isfahani and M. Nemati, Character amenability and contractibility of abstract Segal algebras, Bull. Aust. Math. Soc., 82/2, (2010), 274-281.

[3] B. A. Barnes, Banach algebras which are ideals in a Banach algebra, Pacific J. Math, 38/1, (1971), 1-7.

[4] S. Bochner, A theorem on Fourier- Stieltjes integrals, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 40, (1934), 271-276.

[5] P. Civen, B. Yood, The second conjugate space of a Banach algebra as an algebra, Pac. J. Math. 11, (1961), 847-870.

[6] H. G. Dales, Banach Algebras and Automatic Continuity, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 2000.

[7] H. G. Dales and A. Ülger, Approximate identities in Banach function algebras, Studia Math., 226, (2015), 155-187.

[8] H. G. Dales, Banach function algebras and BSE-norms, Graduate course during 23^{rd} Banach algebra conference, Oulu, Finland, 2017.

[9] J. Diestel and J. J. Uhl, Jr., Vector measures, American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island.

[10] W. F. Eberlein, Characterizations of Fourier-Stieltjes transforms, Duke Math. J., 22, (1955), 465-468.

[11] M. Fozouni and M. Nemati, BSE-property for some certain segal and Banach algebras, Mediterr. J. Math. 16, 38 (2019). https://doi.org/10.1007/s00009-019-1305-2.

[12] J. Inoue and S. E. Takahasi, Constructions of bounded weak approximate identities for Segal algebras on LCA group, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged)., 66, (2000), 257-271.

[13] J. Inoue and S. E. Takahasi, On characterizations of the image of Gelfand transform of commutative Banach algebras, Math. Nachr., 280, (2007), 105-126.

[14] K. Izuchi, The Bochner-Schoenberg-Eberlein theorem and spaces of analytic functions on the open unit disc, Math. Japon., 37, (1992), 65-77.

[15] J. Inoue and S-E. Takahasi,, Constructions of bounded weak approximate identities for Segal algebras on LCA groups, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged),66, (2000), 257-271.

[16] G. P. Johnson., Spases of functions with values in a Banach algebra, Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc., 92, (1959), 411-429.

[17] C. A. Jones and C. D. Lahr, Weak and norm approximate identities are different, Pacific J. Math., 72, (1977), 99-104.

[18] E. Kaniuth and A. Ülger, The Bochner-Schoenberg-Eberlein property for commutative Banach algebras, especially Fourier and Fourier-Stieltjes algebras, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 362, (2010), 4331-4356.

[19] E. Kaniuth, A course in commutative Banach algebras, Springer Science+Business Media, LLC, 2009.

[20] R. Larsen., An introduction to the theory of multipliers, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1971.

[21] W. Rudin, Fourier analysis on groups, Wiley Interscience, New York, 1984. [22] V. Runde, Lectures on amenability, Springer, New York, 2002. [23] S. Saeki, The L^p-conjecture and Young’s inequality, Illinois. J. Math., 34, (1990), 615-627.

[24] I. J. Schoenberg, A remark on the preceding note by Bochner, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc., 40, (1934), 277-278.

[25] S. E. Takahasi and O. Hatori, Commutative Banach algebras which satisfy a Bochner- Schoenberg-Eberlein-type theorem, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 110, (1990), 149-158.

[26] S. E. Takahasi and O. Hatori, Commutative Banach algebras and BSE-inequalities, Math. Japonica, 37, (1992), 47-52.

[27] S. E. Takahasi, Y. Takahashi, O. Hatori and K. Tanahashi, Commutative Banach algebras and BSE-norm, Math. Japonica, 46, (1997), 273-277.

[28] U. B. Tewarl, M. Dutta and D. P. Vaidya, Multipliers of group algebras of vectorvalued functions, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 81, (1981), 223-229.

[29] N. Young, The irregularity of multiplication in group algebras, Quart. J. Math. Oxford (2)., 24, pp. (1973), 59-62.

F. Abtahi Department of Pure Mathematis Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics University of Isfahan Isfahan, Iran f.abtahi@sci.ui.ac.ir abtahif2002@yahoo.com

M. Amiri Department of Pure Mathematis Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics University of Isfahan Isfahan, Iran m.amiri@sci.ui.ac.ir mitra75amiri@gmail.com

A. Rejali Department of Pure Mathematis Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics University of Isfahan Isfahan, Iran rejali@sci.ui.ac.ir a.rejali20201399@gmail.com