arXiv:2403.10222v1 [math.FA] 15 Mar 2024

L -functional analysis

Eder Kikianty, Miek Messerschmidt, Luan Naude, Mark Roelands, Christopher Schwanke, Walt van Amstel, Jan Harm van der Walt, and Marten Wortel

March 18, 2024

Abstract

Inspired by the theories of Kaplansky-Hilbert modules and probability theory in vector lattices, we generalise functional analysis by replacing the scalars R or C by a real or complex Dedekind complete unital f-algebra L; such an algebra can be represented as a suitable space of continuous functions. We set up the basic theory of L-normed and L-Banach spaces and bounded operators between them, we discuss the L-valued analogues of the classical ℓ^p-spaces, and we prove the analogue of the Hahn-Banach theorem. We also discuss the basics of the theory of L-Hilbert spaces, including projections onto convex subsets and the Riesz Representation theorem.

1 Introduction

In 1953, Kaplansky ([Kap53]) introduced the theory of AW*-modules, generalizing the theory of Hilbert spaces, to solve a problem in AW*-algebras. An AW*-algebra is a slight generalization of a von Neumann algebra, and each commutative AW*-algebra can be represented as a C(K)-space where K is Stonean, i.e., an extremally disconnected compact Hausdorff space. An AW*-module is a module over a commutative AW*-algebra A equipped with an inner product taking values in A with some additional assumptions mimicking the norm completeness property of the classical case. It turned out that the theory of these AW*-modules is remarkably similar to the theory of ordinary Hilbert spaces. For example, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the theory or orthogonality and density, and the Riesz Representation Theorem all hold in the same formulation as in the classical case. AW*-modules were later known as Kaplansky-Hilbert modules, or KH-modules for short.

Later on, in the 1970s, the theory was extended to so called Hilbert C*- modules, in which A is more general: it is a (not necessarily commutative) C*-algebra. Hilbert C*-modules became very important in noncommutative geometry, but compared to KH-modules, they are further away from classical Hilbert spaces. For example, there is only a weak form of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, there is no nice theory of orthogonality and density, and the Riesz Representation Theorem does not hold.

After that, Kaplansky’s original theory of KH-modules seemed to be more on the backburner, but very recently, Edeko, Haase, and Kreidler ([EHK23]) gave a very nice application of this theory. To briefly summarize this paper: they proved a spectral theorem for Hilbert-Schmidt operators on KHmodules using elementary means, a theorem vastly generalizing unitary group representations on KH-modules, and they combine these results to obtain a new KH-module theoretic proof of the classical and celebrated Furstenberg- Zimmer structure theorem in ergodic theory, which takes away the classical restrictions of separability and Borel spaces. They also promise more future applications in ergodic theory using the theory of KH-modules.

On another note, since the 2000s (see [LW10, KWW23] and references therein) a comprehensive theory of probability theory in vector lattices has been developed. In this theory, a probability space and its space of integrable function L^1(Ω) is replaced by a Dedekind complete vector lattice E with weak order unit, equipped with a conditional expectation: a positive order continuous operator T : E → E with Dedekind complete range space R(T ) leaving the weak order unit invariant. One can then extend T to its maximal domain and it turns out that R(T ) becomes a universally complete vector lattice, and so it is equipped with a canonical f-algebra multiplication. The properties of the conditional expectation then ensure that E becomes an R(T )-module (see [KRW17, Theorem 2.2]). For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, one can then define L^p(T ) as R(T )-modules where T | · |^p acts as an R(T )-valued norm (see [KRW17, Theorem 3.2] for the cases p = 1 and p = ∞). Recently a Riesz Representation Theorem for L^2(T ) has been proven (see [KWW23] and [KKW22]).

Although the similarity between the above theory and the theory of KHmodules is not immediately clear, note that a commutative AW*-algebra can also be described in vector lattice terms as a Dedekind complete vector lattice with strong order unit, which is then automatically equipped with a canonical f-algebra multiplication. Therefore the space that acts as the scalars in both theories, i.e., a commutative AW*-algebra and R(T ), are both Dedekind complete unital f-algebras (with unital we mean the multiplicative unit, which is then automatically a weak order unit, see [dP, Theorem 10.7]).

We believe that neither the strong order unit, nor the universal completeness, is necessary to develop the general theory of Banach and Hilbert spaces taking values in such spaces, and so in this paper we attempt to simultaneously generalise the basic results of both theories. Hence in our approach, we take L to be a Dedekind complete unital f-algebra, and we develop the basic theory of L-normed and L-inner product spaces. We chose the letter L for lattice, so that L-normed space reads as lattice-normed space, and the font to emphasize that we view L as the scalars (as is done in [EHK23]). We deviate from [EHK23] by writing the norm as ‖·‖ (they use | · |) to emphasize the similarities with the classical theory of Banach spaces.

Lattice-normed spaces where first introduced by Kantorovich in 1936 in [Kan36]. For more details on lattice normed spaces we recommend [Kus00, Section 2]; the same book contains interesting infomation about KH-modules in [Kus00, Section 7.4].

In the literature, the notion of an L^0-valued Hilbert spaces is considered; for example, [AAZR09, Section 1] discusses several results. Since L^0 is a universally complete vector lattice, this certainly fits our framework. However, we have not been able to find a structured account of a theory of L^0-valued Hilbert spaces.

Another interesting connection with the literature is with Boolean-valued analysis. Indeed, the paper [Tak83] is about Boolean-valued analysis, and it contains the interesting remark that its results can also be derived by considering L^0-valued Hilbert spaces. Other connections with Boolean-valued analysis can be found in [KK99] and [Kus00, Section 8]. We echo the sentiment in [EHK23] that this theory has a heavy model-theoretic component in which none of us are proficient.

Finally, we would like to mention [RS19], which in view of this paper could be described as ‘L-valued complex analysis’. The theory in [RS19] is currently being developed further by their authors.

Although this paper contains vector lattice theory, knowledge of this theory is not necessary to be able to read this paper. Only a basic familiarity of functional analysis is required to comfortably read this paper. The paper is organized as follows:

In Section 2, we establish the basics on the Dedekind complete unital f-algebra L, including its representation as a space of continuous functions.

Section 3 contains the basic theory of L-normed and L-Banach spaces, including operators between them.

As an example, in Section 4, we discuss ℓ^p(S, Y ), the analogue of the classical ℓ^p sequence spaces, where S can be any set, and Y is an L-normed space (generalizing the important special case where Y = L). We show that ℓ^p(S, Y )^∗ ∼= ℓ^q(S, Y^∗).

In Section 5, the L-valued Hahn-Banach theorem is proven and its consequences on the structures of dual spaces is discussed.

Finally, Section 6 is about the basic theory of L-inner product and L- Hilbert spaces, including projections onto convex subsets and the L-valued Riesz Representation theorem.

2 General information about L

2.1 Representation theory

We will first introduce C_∞(K), see [AB03, Section 7.2] for details; there, and more commonly in the literature, it is denoted C^∞(K), but we prefer the former notation since it does not suggest any differentiability properties. Let K be a Stonean space; recall that a Stonean space is a compact Hausdorff space so that the closure of every open set is open. The set C_∞(K) denotes the set of all continuous extended real-valued functions λ on K such that λ is finite-valued on a dense (and by continuity open) subset U_λ of K. For λ, μ ∈ C_∞(K), the function λ + μ is defined on the open and dense subset U_λ ∩ U_μ of K, which then uniquely extends to a function in C_∞(K); this procedure defines addition on C_∞(K). The lattice operations and (scalar) multiplication are defined similarly, and these turn C_∞(K) into a vector lattice and an algebra.

Central to our theory is replacing the scalar field R by a Dedekind complete unital f-algebra L. To understand this, it is not necessary to have any knowledge about f-algebras. (We refer the readers interested in f-algebras to [dP].) Indeed, combining [AB06, Theorem 2.64] and [AB03, Theorem 7.29] shows that there exists a unique Stonean space K (the Stone space of the Boolean algebra of bands of L) so that L is an order dense sublattice and subalgebra of C_∞(K) containing the constant one function 1_K as the multiplicative unit. (Note that C_∞(K) is the universal completion of L.) According to [AB03, Theorem 1.40], L is an order ideal in C_∞(K), i.e., if λ ∈ L, μ ∈ C_∞(K) and |μ| ≤ n|λ| for some n ∈ N, then μ ∈ L. Therefore, since 1_K ∈ L, it follows that C(K) ⊆ L.

Remark 2.1. Based on the above observations, we will assume when convenient that for some fixed Stonean space K, C(K) ⊆ L ⊆ C_∞(K). Here C(K) is an order ideal and subalgebra of L, as is L of C_∞(K), and 1 := 1_K the multiplicative unit of C(K), L, and C_∞(K).

In the sequel we will use the phrase ‘by representation theory’ if we use Remark 2.1 to prove properties about L. As an example, if 0 ≤ r < 1 and λ ∈ L^+ , the element λ^r is defined on U_λ and hence extends to an element of C_∞(K). (We use the convention that λ^0 = 1.) Now 0 ≤ λ^r ≤ λ ∨ 1 ∈ L (as this inequality holds pointwise on U_λ) and since L is an order ideal of C_∞(K), we have λ^r ∈ L. This allows us to define, for 0 ≤ p < ∞ and λ ∈ L^+ , the element λ^p ∈ L as λ^nλ^r where n ∈ N_0 and 0 ≤ r < 1 with p = n + r.

Remark 2.2. Our real f-algebra L can be complexified to a complex vector space L_C := L + iL which is a ‘complex vector lattice’ (despite its name, this is actually not a lattice!), meaning that its real part is L and it is equipped with a natural modulus | · |: L_C → L^+ extending the modulus (absolute value) of L still satisfying the crucial properties: |λ| = 0 if and only if λ = 0, |λ + μ| ≤ |λ| + |μ| and |λμ| = |λ||μ| for all λ, μ ∈ L_C . In our case, when considering C(K) ⊆ L ⊆ C_∞(K), the complex vector lattice L_C naturally satisfies C(K)_C ⊆ L_C ⊆ C_∞(K)_C where the modulus |λ| is given by √ (Reλ)^2 + (Imλ)^2 = sup_{ζ∈T} Re(ζλ). (2.1)

The identity (2.1) is clear from representation theory. It was shown for square mean closed semiprime f-algebras in [Azo08, Theorem 2.23]. For more information regarding complex vector lattices, see [dS73].

In results to follow, the scalar field over which L is defined will almost always be immaterial to the arguments. We will use the adjectives ‘real’ and ‘complex’ before L in the cases where this is required.

The next remark is of general interest but we shall not use it.

Remark 2.3. Note that in Remark 2.1, the order continuous real-valued functionals on C(K) separate the points of C(K) if and only if K is hyper- Stonean (i.e. the union of the supports of the normal measures on K is dense in K), if and only if C(K)_C is a von Neumann algebra, if and only if C(K) can be represented as a space L^∞ of essentially bounded measurable functions with respect to a decomposable measure on a locally compact Hausdorff space, see for instance [DDLS16, Theorem 6.4.1]. In this case C_∞(K) can be identified with the space of all measurable functions L^0, so that L^∞ ⊆ L ⊆ L^0.

2.2 Basic properties of L

In some real analysis books, the lemma below for R instead of L is proven using an ε-argument, but even in the classical case we prefer the argument below.

Lemma 2.4. For real L, let A, B ⊆ L be non-empty and bounded above. Then sup(A + B) = sup(A) + sup(B).

Similarly, if A and B are non-empty and bounded below, then

inf(A + B) = inf(A) + inf(B).

Proof. It is clear that sup(A) + sup(B) is an upper bound for A + B. Let u be any upper bound of A + B. For fixed b ∈ B, we have a ≤ u − b for all a ∈ A. Thus, for all b ∈ B, sup (A) ≤ u − b, hence b ≤ u − sup (A), and so sup (B) ≤ u − sup (A). Therefore sup(A) + sup(B) ≤ u which proves that sup (A + B) = sup(A) + sup(B). The statement for infima can be proven similarly.

Lemma 2.5. Let λ ∈ L^+ with λ invertible, then λ^{−1} ∈ L^+ , and if μ ≥ λ, then μ is invertible and μ^{−1} ≤ λ^{−1}. Furthermore, if L is complex and λ + iμ ∈ L, then λ + iμ is invertible if either λ or μ is invertible.

Proof. By representation theory, λ^{−1} ∈ L^+ and the existence of μ^{−1} ∈ C_∞(K) with 0 ≤ μ^{−1} ≤ λ^{−1} is clear. Now μ^{−1} ∈ L because L is an order ideal of C_∞(K). The final statement follows from (λ+iμ)^{−1} = (λ−iμ)(λ^2+μ^2)^{−1}.

For a proof of Lemma 2.5 without using representation theory, see [dP, Theorems 3.6(ii) and 11.1].

As stated in [AB06, Theorem 2.62], for every μ ∈ L, the multiplication operator λ → μλ on L is an orthomorphism. Hence, by [AB06, Theorem 2.44], multiplication by a fixed element in L is order continuous. Lemma 2.6 below is a direct consequence of these two facts. However, there exists an easy proof of this result, which we include here for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 2.6. For real L, let A ⊆ L be non-empty and bounded above with λ ∈ L^+ . Then sup (λA) = λ sup (A) .

Similarly, if A is non-empty and bounded below, then

inf (λA) = λ inf (A) .

Proof. We prove the statement for suprema. Since λa ≤ λ sup(A) for all a ∈ A, it follows that sup(λA) ≤ λ sup(A). For the reverse inequality, if a ∈ A, we have

(λ + 1)a = λa + a ≤ sup(λA) + sup(A).

Since 1 ≤ λ+1, it follows by Lemma 2.5 that λ+1 is invertible and (λ+1)^{−1} ∈ L^+ . Hence a ≤ (λ + 1)^{−1}(sup(λA) + sup(A))

and so sup A ≤ (λ + 1)^{−1}(sup(λA) + sup(A)), implying that

λ sup(A) + sup(A) = (λ + 1) sup(A) ≤ sup(λA) + sup(A).

Therefore λ sup(A) ≤ sup(λA), and so λ sup(A) = sup(λA). The statement for infima can be proven similarly, or by using inf A = − sup(−A).

2.3 Supports and idempotents

We define the set of idempotents in L by P := {π ∈ L : π^2 = π}, which is a complete Boolean algebra with complementation π^c := 1 − π. By representation theory, these correspond to both the indicator functions of clopen subsets of K (so that P is isomorphic to the Boolean algebra of clopen subsets of K) as well as the components of 1 ∈ L (i.e., elements λ ∈ L^+ such that λ is disjoint from (1 − λ)). Note that if A ⊆ P, then the least upper bound of A in L is the indicator function of the closure of the union of the clopen subsets corresponding to the elements of A, and so it is in P; hence sup(A) (and also inf(A)) is unambigiously defined. For λ ∈ C_∞(K), we denote by {λ ≠ 0} the set {ω ∈ K : λ(ω) ≠ 0}; slight variations of this notation are defined similarly. In the sense of continuous functions, the support of a function λ ∈ L ⊆ C_∞(K) is the clopen set {λ ≠ 0}; we will therefore define the support of λ ∈ L by

π_λ := 1_{{λ≠0}} = inf{π ∈ P: πλ = λ} = min{π ∈ P: πλ = λ}. (2.2)

From vector lattice theory the band projection P_λ onto the band generated by λ satisfies P_λ(μ) = π_λμ, and so π_λ can also be defined as P_λ(1). Note that λ and μ are disjoint if and only if π_λπ_μ = 0 (i.e., if their supports are disjoint).

Lemma 2.7. Let λ ∈ L. Then there exists a sequence (λ_n) of invertible elements with |λ − λ_n| = n^{−1}. Furthermore, if λ ≥ 0, then λ_n can be chosen to be decreasing, and if λ ≤ 0, then λ_n can be chosen to be increasing.

Proof. Consider a real λ in L. Now we choose

λ_n := ( λ^+ + π_λ+ n ) − ( λ^− + π_λ− n ) ± 1 − π_λ+ − π_λ− n . The conclusion follows from representation or vector lattice theory. If λ is complex, it suffices to approximate its real part as above, since λ_n is invertible if Re(λ_n) is invertible by Lemma 2.5.

The following lemma is inspired by [EHK23, Section 2.1].

Lemma 2.8. For every λ ∈ L^+ , we have λ λ + n^{−1} π_λ. Proof. Since n^{−1} ≤ λ + n^{−1} it follows by Lemma 2.5 that (λ + n^{−1})^{−1} exists in L^+ . Now for n ∈ N, define the increasing sequence λ_n :=^λ_{λ+n−1} . Using representation theory, for ω ∈ {0 < λ < ∞}, it is clear that λ_n(ω) ↑ 1, and for ω ∈ {0 < λ}^c, we have λ(ω) = 0 so λ_n(ω) = 0 for each n. Thus μ is an upper bound of (λ_n) if and only if μ ≥ 1 on {0 < λ < ∞} = {0 < λ} and μ ≥ 0 on {0 < λ}^c. Hence sup_n λ_n = 1_{{0<λ}} = π_λ.

Definition 2.9. Let U ⊆ K be open and let μ ∈ C(U). Extend μ first by continuity to a function in C_∞(U) and then to K by defining it to be zero on U^c; this procedure defines an element we denote as μ^U ∈ C_∞(K).

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.8, it follows that π_λ = 1^{{0<|λ|<∞}}. In this paper, the above definition will be used in cases where λ ∈ L, U = {0 < |λ| < ∞}, and μ is some expression involving λ; in this case, note that λ(ω) = 0 whenever ω ∈ U^c. An illustration is the following corollary of Lemma 2.8.

Corollary 2.10. Let λ ∈ L^+ . Then ( n^{−1} λ(ω) + n^{−1} )_{{0<λ<∞}} 0. Proof. For ω ∈ {0 < λ < ∞}, we have n^{−1} λ(ω) + n^{−1} = 1 − λ(ω) λ(ω) + n^{−1} , and so by Lemma 2.8 we obtain ( n^{−1} λ(ω) + n^{−1} )_{{0<λ<∞}} = 1^{{0<|λ|<∞}} − λ λ + n^{−1} = π_λ − λ λ + n^{−1} 0. 3 L-normed spaces

3.1 Basic definitions

The next definitions emphasize the connection with classical linear algebra.

Definition 3.1. An L-vector space is defined to be a module over the ring L (i.e. an L-module). If X and Y are L-vector spaces, then a map T : X → Y is L-linear if it is an L-module homomorphism. The L-vector space of L-linear maps between X and Y is denoted by L(X, Y ). If Z is another L-vector space, then a map φ: X × Y → Z is called L-bilinear if it is L-linear in each variable. An L-algebra is defined to be an L-vector space A equipped with an L-bilinear map (a, b) → ab from A × A to A.

We will denote the zero element of an L-vector space by 0. Definition 3.2. Let X be an L-vector space. A map ‖·‖ : X → L^+ is called an L-seminorm on X if the following two conditions are satisfied: For all λ ∈ L and x, y ∈ X, we have

(i) (Absolute homogeneity) ‖λx‖ = |λ| ‖x‖, (ii) (Triangle inequality) ‖x + y‖ ≤ ‖x‖ + ‖y‖. If additionally, we have (iii) (Positive definiteness) ‖x‖ = 0 implies that x = 0, then ‖·‖ : X → L^+ is called an L-norm. An L-(semi)normed space is defined to be an L-vector space equipped with an L-(semi)norm. An L-algebra A equipped with a norm is called an L-normed algebra if ‖ab‖ ≤ ‖a‖ ‖b‖ for all a, b ∈ A. Note that ‖0‖ = ‖0 · 0‖ = |0| ‖0‖ = 0 in all L-seminormed spaces. As usual, if X is an L-normed space we denote the unit ball of X as B_X := {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ ≤ 1}. By the properties of the modulus, (L, |·|) is an L-normed space.

3.2 Convergence and completeness

The notation E ↘ 0 means that E is a subset of L^+ with inf E = 0. In this notation E need not be a directed set.

Definition 3.3. Let X be an L-normed space. A net (x_α)_{α∈I} is said to converge to x ∈ X, denoted x_α → x, if there exists a set E ↘ 0 such that for every ε ∈ E there exists an α_0 ∈ I satisfying α ≥ α_0 =⇒ ‖x_α − x‖ ≤ ε. Where convenient, we may denote x_α → x as lim_α x_α = x. A set A ⊆ X is closed if A ∋ x_α → x implies that x ∈ A, and if Y is another L-normed space and f : X → Y , then f is continuous if x_α → x implies f(x_α) → f(x).

Furthermore, a net (x_α)_{α∈I} is said to be Cauchy if there exists a set E ↘ 0 such that for every ε ∈ E there exists an α_0 ∈ I satisfying α, β ≥ α_0 =⇒ ‖x_α − x_β ‖ ≤ ε. The space X is complete, or an L-Banach space, if every Cauchy net in X converges. An L-Banach algebra is a complete L-normed algebra.

By Lemma 2.6, if E ↘ 0 then 2E ↘ 0 and so by the triangle inequality it follows that convergent nets are Cauchy.

Remark 3.4. Given E ⊆ L, the set of infima of finite subsets of E is a directed set with the same lower bounds as E. From this it follows that in the definitions of convergent and Cauchy nets we may replace E with a downwards directed set with infimum 0, or with a net decreasing to 0. Therefore, in the case of the L-normed space L, convergent and Cauchy nets are precisely the order convergent and order Cauchy nets, respectively, see for instance [OTvdW23, Section 9]. Our definition more closely resembles the ε − N definition of convergence in a normed space. The key difference is that in the case of an L-normed space, the set E depends on the particular net under consideration.

We note that, in general, convergence in an L-normed space X is not topological; that is, there exists no topology on X so that the convergent nets in X are precisely those that convergence with respect to the topology. Indeed, (order) convergence in L is topological if and only if L is finite dimensional, see [DEM20]. However, convergence in L defines a convergence structure in the sense of [BB02, OTvdW23]. It can also be shown that convergence in any L-normed space defines a convergence structure.

Every subset A of an L-normed space X is contained in a closed subset of X, namely in X. It follows immediately from the definition of a closed set that the intersection of any collection of closed sets in closed. Therefore we may define the closure of A in the usual way.

Definition 3.5. Let X be an L-normed space and A ⊆ X. The closure of A is the smallest closed set that contains A, and is denoted A.

Remark 3.6. Let X be an L-normed space and A ⊆ X. Since convergence in an L-normed space is typically not topological, the set

{x ∈ X : there is a net (x_α) in A such that x_α → x}

is in general not closed, and therefore not equal to the closure of A.

It turns out that in certain cases (see Corollary 3.37) the closure does equal the set of adherent points.

As in the classical case, we have the reverse triangle inequality as stated in the next lemma. The proof is identical to the classical case.

Lemma 3.7. Let X be an L-normed space and x, y ∈ X. Then | ‖x‖ − ‖y‖ | ≤ ‖x − y‖ . Corollary 3.8. Let X be an L-normed space. Then ‖·‖ : X → L is continuous.

In the next theorem we prove the order continuity of addition. This follows from well-known facts about order convergence in L, but we provide a proof from first principles for completeness.

Theorem 3.9. Let X be an L-normed space, let x_α → x and y_α → y. Then x_α + y_α → x + y, so order convergence is jointly continuous.

Proof. Suppose x_α → x and y_α → y. Then, there exist sets E_1, E_2 ↘ 0 such that for any ε_1 ∈ E_1 and for any ε_2 ∈ E_2 there exist α_1 and α_2 such that ‖x_α − x‖ ≤ ε_1 for all α ≥ α_1 and ‖y_α − y‖ ≤ ε_2 for all α ≥ α_2. Define E := E_1 + E_2, then E ↘ 0 by Lemma 2.4. For any ε = ε_1 + ε_2 ∈ E, let α_1 and α_2 be as above. By directedness there exists some α_0 ≥ α_1, α_2. Then for all α ≥ α_0,

‖(x_α + y_α) − (x + y)‖ ≤ ‖x_α − x‖ + ‖y_α − y‖ ≤ ε_1 + ε_2 = ε.

Proposition 3.10. Limits in L-normed spaces are unique.

Proof. Let X be a L-normed space with x, y ∈ X and suppose x_α → x and x_α → y. By Theorem 3.9 and Corollary 3.8, ‖x − x_α‖ + ‖x_α − y‖ → 0, and so there exists E ↘ 0 such that for every ε ∈ E there is an α_0 such that ‖x − x_α‖ + ‖x_α − y‖ ≤ ε for all α ≥ α_0. For α ≥ α_0, we have 0 ≤ ‖x − y‖ ≤ ‖x_α − x‖ + ‖x_α − y‖ ≤ ε which implies that ‖x − y‖ ≤ inf E = 0, hence x = y.

An L-bilinear map φ: X × Y → Z is called bounded if there exists an M ∈ L^+ with ‖φ(x, y)‖_Z ≤ M ‖x‖_X ‖y‖_Y for all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . If M ≤ 1, we say that φ: X × Y → Z is contractive.

Theorem 3.11. Let X, Y , and Z be L-normed spaces and let φ: X ×Y → Z be a bounded L-bilinear map. If x_α → x and y_α → y, then φ(x_α, y_α) → φ(x, y), so that φ is jointly continuous.

Proof. Since φ is bounded, there exists an M ∈ L^+ such that ‖φ(x, y)‖_Z ≤ M ‖x‖_X ‖y‖_Y for all x ∈ X and y ∈ Y . Suppose x_α → x and y_α → y. Then there exist E_1, E_2 ↘ 0 such that for all ε_1 ∈ E_1 and for all ε_2 ∈ E_2 there exist α_1 and α_2 satisfying ‖x_α − x‖_X ≤ ε_1 for all α ≥ α_1 and ‖y_α − y‖_Y ≤ ε_2 for all α ≥ α_2.

By Proposition 3.13, there exists a λ ∈ L^+ and an α_3 such that ‖y_α‖_Y ≤ λ for all α ≥ α_3. By Lemmas 2.4 and 2.6, MλE_1+M ‖x‖_X E_2 ↘ 0. Now, for any ε_1 ∈ E_1 and ε_2 ∈ E_2, choose α_1 and α_2 as above, and then let α_0 ≥ α_1, α_2, α_3. Then, for α ≥ α_0, ‖φ(x_α, y_α) − φ(x, y)‖_Z ≤ ‖φ(x_α, y_α) − φ(x, y_α)‖_Z + ‖φ(x, y_α) − φ(x, y)‖_Z = ‖φ(x_α − x, y_α)‖_Z + ‖φ(x, y_α − y)‖_Z ≤ M ‖x_α − x‖_X ‖y_α‖_Y + M ‖x‖_X ‖y_α − y‖_Y ≤ Mλε_1 + M ‖x‖_X ε_2. Since scalar multiplication is a contractive bilinear map, the previous result yields the following corollary.

Corollary 3.12. Let X be an L-normed space. Then scalar multiplication (λ, x) → λx from L × X to X is jointly continuous.

If L^+ ∋ λ_α → λ, then λ_α = |λ_α| → |λ| and so λ = |λ| which implies that L^+ is closed. It now follows by the continuity of addition and scalar multiplication that sets of the form {λ ∈ L : λ ≤ μ} and {λ ∈ L : λ ≥ μ} for μ ∈ L_R are closed.

Proposition 3.13. Let (x_α) be a Cauchy net in an L-normed space X, then (x_α) has a bounded tail. In particular, if x_α → x, then (x_α) has a bounded tail.

Proof. There exists a set E ↘ 0 such that for all ε ∈ E there exists an α_0 such that ‖x_α − x_β‖ ≤ ε for all α, β ≥ α_0. Fix an ε ∈ E with its corresponding α_0, then ‖x_α‖ ≤ ‖x_α − x_{α0} ‖ + ‖x_{α0} ‖ ≤ ε + ‖x_{α0} ‖ for all α ≥ α_0.

We now show that L is indeed an L-Banach space. The proof is found in [OTvdW23, Proposition 9.10] and we reproduce it here for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 3.14. L is a complete L-normed space.

Proof. Consider a Cauchy net (λ_α) in L. Passing to a tail of the net if necessary, we may assume that (λ_α) is bounded by u. Therefore, since L is Dedekind complete, for every α, the elements μ_α := sup_{β≥α} λ_β and ν_α := inf_{β≥α} λ_β.

are defined. Note that (μ_α) is decreasing, (ν_α) is increasing, and −u ≤ ν_α ≤ λ_α ≤ μ_α ≤ u for all α. Therefore μ := inf_α μ_α, ν := sup_α ν_α

exist in L. We claim that μ = ν and λ_α → μ.

By definition of a Cauchy net there exists E ↘ 0 so that for every ε ∈ E there exists α_ε ∈ I so that |λ_α − λ_β| ≤ ε for all α, β ≥ α_ε. Fix ε ∈ E. Then, for all α, β ≥ α_ε, −ε ≤ λ_α − λ_β ≤ ε. Therefore μ_{αε} − ν_{αε} = sup_{α,β≥αε}(λ_α − λ_β) ≤ ε. It now follows that μ − ν = inf_{α,β}(μ_α − ν_β ) ≤ inf_{ε∈E}(μ_{αε} − ν_{αε} ) ≤ inf E = 0

so that μ ≤ ν. In the same way, ν ≤ μ so that μ = ν as claimed.

It remains to show that λ_α → μ. To see that this is so, let ε ∈ E and α, β ≥ α_ε. We observe that λ_α − μ ≤ λ_α − ν_β ≤ μ_α − ν_β ≤ μ_{αε} − ν_{βε} ≤ ε and λ_α − μ ≥ ν_α − μ ≥ ν_α − μ_β ≥ ν_{αε} − μ_{βε} ≥ −ε. Therefore |λ_α − μ| = (λ_α − μ) ∨ (μ − λ_α) ≤ ε. Hence λ_α → μ as claimed.

Remark 3.15. In the vector lattice literature, an Archimedean vector lattice is often called order complete if every order Cauchy net is order convergent. It is shown in [OTvdW23, Proposition 9.10] that an Archimedean vector lattice is order complete if and only if it is Dedekind complete. Proposition 3.14 is a special case of this result.

It is well known that for a compact Hausdorff space K, C(K) is Dedekind complete if and only if K is Stonean, see for instance [MN91, Proposition 2.1.4]. Therefore C(K) is order complete if and only if it is Dedekind complete, if and only if K is Stonean. This equivalence is also established in [EHK23, Proposition 1.9].

A step function λ ∈ L is an C -linear combination of disjoint idempotents.

Theorem 3.16 (Freudenthal Spectral Theorem).

(i) Let λ ∈ L^+ . Then there exists a sequence (λ_n) of step functions such that λ_n ↑ λ.

(ii) For any λ ∈ L, there is a sequence (λ_n) of step functions such that λ_n → λ. The proof of (i) can be found in [Zaa97, Theorem 33.3], under a weaker assumption of Riesz spaces with the principal projection property. Note that (ii) follows from (i) and the fact that any λ ∈ L can be written as λ = λ_1 − λ_2 + iλ_3 − iλ_4, with λ_i ∈ L^+ for all i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}.

3.3 Supports, disjointness, and normalisation

Inspired by (2.2) we define, for x in some L-vector space X, the support π_x of x by π_x := inf{π ∈ P: πx = x}. (3.1)

If X is an L-normed space and x ∈ X, we may view P_x := {π ∈ P: πx = x} as a decreasing net indexed by itself with reverse ordering, and then P_x → π_x in L. It then follows by continuity of scalar multiplication that π_xx = x and so π_x = min{π ∈ P: πx = x}. (In general we do not know if the equality π_xx = x holds for L-vector spaces. It is true if we can equip every L-vector space with an L-norm.)

Definition 3.17. Let X be an L-vector space. We define x, y ∈ X to be disjoint if there exists a π ∈ P with πx = x and π^cy = y.

It is clear that if π_xx = x and π_yy = y (which always holds in L-normed spaces), then x and y are disjoint if and only if π_xπ_y = 0 (i.e., x and y have disjoint supports). Note that the L-vector space definition of disjointness extends the notion of disjointness in L.

A map σ : X → Y between L-vector spaces is called idempotent homogeneous if σ(πx) = πσ(x) for all π ∈ P and x ∈ X. Important examples are L-linear maps, seminorms, and sublinear maps (see Definition 5.1). Lemma 3.18. Let X and Y be L-vector spaces and let σ : X → Y be idempotent homogeneous.

(i) π_{σ(x)} ≤ π_x (so σ reduces supports).

(ii) If x and y are disjoint, then σ(x + y) = σ(x) + σ(y). Proof. (i): Let π ∈ P be such that πx = x, then πσ(x) = σ(πx) = σ(x). Hence {π ∈ P: πx = x} ⊆ {π ∈ P: πσ(x) = σ(x)}, and taking the infimum over π ∈ P yields (i).

(ii): Let π ∈ P be such that πx = x and π^cy = y. Then π^cx = 0 and πy = 0, and so σ(x + y) = πσ(x + y) + π^cσ(x + y) = σ(πx + πy) + σ(π^cx + π^cy) = σ(x) + σ(y). Inspired by [EHK23, Section 2.1], for an L-normed space X, we call an element x ∈ X normalised if ‖x‖ ∈ P, and if X is an L-Banach space, we define the normalisation of x ∈ X as n_x := lim_{n→∞} x ‖x‖ + n^{−1} . (3.2)

The existence of the limit in (3.2) is demonstrated in the following lemma. Lemma 3.19. Let X be any L-Banach space. For every x ∈ X, the normalisation n_x exists.

Proof. Fix x ∈ X and for every n ∈ N define λ_n :=^1_{‖x‖+n−1} . By Lemma 2.8, the sequence (λ_n ‖x‖) is convergent, hence Cauchy in L. Since, for every n, m ∈ N, we have ‖λ_nx − λ_mx‖ = |λ_n − λ_m| ‖x‖ = | |λ_n ‖x‖ − λ_m ‖x‖ | |, the sequence (λ_nx) is also Cauchy, and therefore is convergent in X.

If X is an L-Banach space, we define the support of an element x ∈ X as π_x := ‖n_x‖. We record some basic properties of supports and normalisations in the following proposition, which largely follows [EHK23, Lemma 2.3] but we have added more details. Note that Proposition 3.20 (vii) below reconciles the definition of support of an element in an L-vector space in (3.1) with the definition of support of an element in an L-Banach space.

Proposition 3.20. Let X be an L-Banach space. For x ∈ X, we have

(i) π_x = ‖n_x‖ = sup_{n∈N} ‖x‖ ‖x‖ + n^{−1} . (ii) ‖n_x‖ = π_{‖x‖} = 1_{{‖x‖>0}}, which is idempotent, i.e. n_x is normalised. (iii) ‖x‖ = π_x ‖x‖. (iv) If ‖x‖ is invertible, then n_x = x ‖x‖ . (v) π_xx = x. (vi) ‖x‖ n_x = x. (vii) π_x = min{π ∈ P: πx = x}. (viii) x is normalised ⇐⇒ ‖x‖ x = x ⇐⇒ x = n_x ⇐⇒ π_x = ‖x‖. Proof. The statement in (i) follows from the continuity of the norm and (ii) follows from (i) and Lemma 2.8. By representation theory, (iii) follows from (ii). The validity of (iv) is immediate from the definition of the normalisation. For (v), note that ‖x − π_xx‖ = (1 − π_x) ‖x‖ = ‖x‖ − π_x ‖x‖ = 0 where the last equality follows from (iii). The statement in (vi) follows from (i) and (v): ‖x‖ n_x = lim_{n→∞} ‖x‖ ‖x‖ + n^{−1} x = π_xx = x. For (vii), define P := {π ∈ P: πx = x}. By (v), we have π_x ∈ P . Take any π ∈ P , then π ‖x‖ = ‖πx‖ = ‖x‖. By (i), this implies that

π_x = sup_{n∈N} ‖x‖ ‖x‖ + n^{−1} = sup_{n∈N} π ‖x‖ ‖x‖ + n^{−1} = ππ_x ≤ π.

Lastly, we prove the equivalences stated in (viii). First, assume that x ∈ X is normalised, i.e. ‖x‖ ∈ P. Then by two applications of (vi), we have ‖x‖ x = ‖x‖ (‖x‖ n_x) = ‖x‖^2 n_x = ‖x‖ n_x = x. Next, assume that ‖x‖ x = x. Using (v), this gives us

n_x = sup_{n∈N} x ‖x‖ + n^{−1} = sup_{n∈N} ‖x‖ ‖x‖ + n^{−1} x = π_xx = x. Now, assume that x = n_x. It follows directly that π_x = ‖n_x‖ = ‖x‖. Lastly, if we assume that π_x = ‖x‖, by (ii), since the element π_x is idempotent it follows that x ∈ X is normalised.

For the L-Banach space L, we can improve the result in Proposition 3.20 (iv) by giving a pointwise characterisation of the normalisation of an element λ ∈ L. Recall the definition of μ^U from Definition 2.9.

Lemma 3.21. Let λ ∈ L. Then

n_λ = ( λ |λ| )_{{0<|λ|<∞}} . Proof. Denote U := {0 < |λ| < ∞} and define μ := (λ/|λ|)^U . To show that n_λ = μ, it suffices to show that the sequence s_n := λ/ (|λ| + n^{−1}) converges to μ. For n ∈ N, define μ_n := (n^{−1}/(|λ| + n^{−1}))^U . Since |μ − s_n| = μ_n for every n ∈ N and μ_n ↓ 0 in L^+ (Corollary 2.10), we conclude that s_n → μ.

From Proposition 3.20 (vi), for any λ ∈ L, we have |λ|n_λ = λ. The pointwise characterisation of normalisations in Lemma 3.21 gives the following complementary result.

Corollary 3.22. For any λ ∈ L, we have λn_λ = |λ|.

3.4 Spaces of bounded functions

We record some examples of L-Banach spaces which come from the classical theory.

Example 3.23. Let S be a non-empty set and let Y be an L-normed space (in particular, the reader should keep the important example of Y = L in mind). Denote by ℓ^∞(S, Y ) the set of functions f : S → Y such that there exists an M ∈ L^+ with ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ M for all s ∈ S. For f ∈ ℓ^∞(S, Y ) we define ‖f‖_∞ := sup_{s∈S} ‖f(s)‖_Y ; this is well-defined by the Dedekind completeness of L. For f ∈ ℓ^∞(S, Y ) and λ ∈ L, by Lemma 2.6 we obtain ‖λf‖_∞ = sup_{s∈S} ‖λf(s)‖_Y = sup_{s∈S} |λ| ‖f(s)‖_Y = |λ| sup_{s∈S} ‖f(s)‖_Y = |λ| ‖f‖_∞ and for f, g ∈ ℓ^∞(S, Y ) we have ‖f + g‖_∞ = sup_{s∈S} ‖f(s) + g(s)‖_Y ≤ sup_{s∈S} (‖f(s)‖_Y + ‖g(s)‖_Y ) ≤ ‖f‖_∞ + ‖g‖_∞ . Since ‖f‖_∞ = 0 clearly implies f = 0, it follows that ℓ^∞(S, Y ) is an L-normed space.

Theorem 3.24. Let S be a non-empty set and let Y be an L-Banach space. Then ℓ^∞(S, Y ) is an L-Banach space.

Proof. Let (f_α) be a Cauchy net in ℓ^∞(S, Y ). Then there exists an E ↘ 0 such that for all ε ∈ E there exists an α_0 satisfying α, β ≥ α_0 =⇒ ‖f_α − f_β‖_∞ ≤ ε. So, for any s ∈ S and for α, β ≥ α_0 we have

‖f_α(s) − f_β(s)‖_Y ≤ ‖f_α − f_β ‖_∞ ≤ ε; (3.3)

therefore, (f_α(s)) is Cauchy in Y . Since Y is complete, f_α(s) → f(s) for some f : S → Y . Fix ε ∈ E and s ∈ S. Since f_β(s) → f(s), there exists a set E_s ↘ 0 such that, for all η ∈ E_s, there is a β_s such that ‖f_β(s) − f(s)‖ ≤ η for all β ≥ β_s. Now for η ∈ E_s, choose β ≥ β_s, α_0, then for α ≥ α_0, ‖f_α(s) − f(s)‖_Y ≤ ‖f_α(s) − f_β(s)‖_Y + ‖f_β(s) − f(s)‖_Y ≤ ε + η. Hence ‖f_α(s) − f(s)‖_Y is a lower bound of ε + E_s and so (still for α ≥ α_0)

‖f_α(s) − f(s)‖_Y ≤ inf(ε + E_s) = ε. (3.4)

Alternatively, (3.4) can also be derived by taking the limit for β in (3.3), using the continuity of the norm, and the fact that {λ ∈ L : λ ≤ ε} is closed.

Now ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ‖f_{α0} (s) − f(s)‖_Y + ‖f_{α0} (s)‖_Y shows that f ∈ ℓ^∞(S, Y ), and taking the supremum over s ∈ S in (3.4) yields that ‖f_α − f‖_∞ ≤ ε for all α ≥ α_0 and so f_α → f in ℓ^∞(S, Y ).

Still considering a non-empty set S and an L-normed space Y , we define the subspace c_0(S, Y ) of ℓ^∞(S, Y ) as the set of functions f : S → Y for which there exists an E ↘ 0 such that for all ε ∈ E, there is a cofinite subset C ⊆ S with ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ε for all s ∈ C.

Proposition 3.25. Let S be a non-empty set and Y an L-normed space. Then c_0(S, Y ) is a closed subspace of ℓ^∞(S, Y ). Moreover, if Y is an L- Banach space, then c_0(S, Y ) is an L-Banach space.

Proof. Let (f_α) be a net in c_0(S, Y ) converging to f ∈ ℓ^∞(S, Y ). Since f_α ∈ c_0(S, Y ), for each α there exists E_α ↘ 0 such that for all ε ∈ E_α, there is a cofinite subset C ⊆ S with ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ε for all s ∈ C. Since f_α → f, there exists H ↘ 0 such that for all η ∈ H, there exists α_η such that ‖f − f_α‖_∞ ≤ η for all α ≥ α_η. Define E := {η + ε: η ∈ H, ε ∈ E_{αη} } = ⋃ η∈H ( η + E_{αη} ) , then inf E = inf_{η∈H} [ inf ( η + E_{αη} )] = inf_{η∈H} η = 0.

Now take η ∈ H and ε ∈ E_{αη} , so that η + ε is an arbitrary element of E. Let C ⊆ S be a cofinite subset C ⊆ S with ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ε for all s ∈ C. Then for all s ∈ C, ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ‖ f(s) − f_{αη} ‖ Y + ‖ f_{αη} (s) ‖ Y ≤ η + ε. Hence f ∈ c_0(S, Y ), as required. The final statement follows from the easily verifiable fact that a subspace of an L-Banach space is closed if and only if it is complete.

3.5 Operators between L-normed spaces

Definition 3.26. Let X and Y be L-normed spaces. A function f : X → Y is called uniformly continuous if x_α − y_α → 0 implies f(x_α) − f(y_α) → 0. Furthermore, f : X → Y is called Lipschitz continuous if there exists λ ∈ L^+ such that ‖f(x) − f(y)‖ ≤ λ ‖x − y‖ for all x, y ∈ X. If E ↘ 0, then λE ↘ 0 for any λ ∈ L^+ . Using this fact, it can be shown that any Lipschitz continuous function is uniformly continuous.

Definition 3.27. Let X and Y be L-normed spaces. A linear operator T : X → Y is called bounded if there exists a M ∈ L^+ such that, for all x ∈ X, ‖T x‖ ≤ M ‖x‖. In such a case we define the norm of T as ‖T ‖ = inf{M ∈ L^+ : ‖T x‖ ≤ M ‖x‖ for all x ∈ X}. As usual, a bounded linear operator T : X → Y is contractive if ‖T ‖ ≤ 1.

The set of all bounded linear operators from X to Y is denoted B(X, Y ). It is straightforward to verify that B(X, Y ) is an L-vector space when equipped with the pointwise operations and that ‖·‖ : B(X, Y ) → L^+ is indeed a norm in the sense of Definition 3.2.

If we take X = Y , we denote the set of all bounded linear operators T : X → X as B(X). In the special case of Y = L, we denote set of all bounded linear operators φ : X → L as X^∗, which we call the dual space of X. Theorem 3.28. Let X and Y be L-normed spaces with T : X → Y a bounded linear operator. Then ‖T ‖ = sup_{x∈BX} ‖T x‖ . Proof. For any x ∈ B_X , ‖T x‖ ≤ ‖T ‖ ‖x‖ ≤ ‖T ‖ . Therefore, sup_{x∈BX} ‖T x‖ ≤ ‖T ‖. Let x ∈ X. Then n_x ∈ B_X so ‖T x‖ = ‖T (‖x‖ n_x)‖ = ‖x‖ ‖T (n_x)‖ ≤ ( sup_{x∈BX} ‖T x‖ ) ‖x‖ . Hence ‖T ‖ ≤ sup_{x∈BX} ‖T x‖. Theorem 3.29. Let X and Y be L-normed spaces and T : X → Y linear. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) T is continuous;

(ii) T is continuous at 0;

(iii) T is bounded;

(iv) T is Lipschitz continuous;

(v) T is uniformly continuous.

Proof. It is clear that (iv) =⇒ (v) =⇒ (i) =⇒ (ii), and (iii) =⇒ (iv) is immediate using linearity.

To show (ii) =⇒ (iii), suppose T is not bounded. Then, for each (n, λ) ∈ N × L^+ , there exists a y_{n,λ} ∈ B_X such that ‖T (y_{n,λ})‖ ≰ nλ. Define x_{n,λ} = n^{−1}y_{n,λ}, then it is clear that x_{n,λ} → 0 since x_{n,λ} ∈^1_n B_X . Let λ_0 ∈ L^+ . Then, (n, λ) ≥ (1, λ_0) =⇒ ‖T (x_{n,λ})‖ ≰ λ. Any tail of (T (y_{n,λ})) contains points with (n, λ) ≥ (1, λ_0), so that the tail is not bounded by λ_0. Since λ_0 was arbitrary, (T (y_{n,λ})) has no bounded tails and therefore does not converge by Proposition 3.13. Hence, T is not continuous at 0.

Definition 3.30. Let X and Y be L-normed spaces. A linear operator T ∈ B(X, Y ) is an isomorphism of L-normed spaces if T is bijective and both T and T^{−1} are bounded. Further, T is an isometry if ‖T x‖ = ‖x‖ for all x ∈ X. A linear operator T ∈ B(X, Y ) is an isometric isomorphism if T is a surjective isometry.

A linear operator T ∈ B(X, Y ) is an isometric isomorphism if and only if T is bijective and both T and T^{−1} are contractive.

Theorem 3.31. Consider L-normed spaces X and Y . If Y is complete, then so is B(X, Y ).

Proof. Let (T_α) be a Cauchy net in B(X, Y ). Then (T_αx) is Cauchy in Y and hence converges to some T x ∈ Y . The continuity of addition and scalar multiplication imply that T ∈ L(X, Y ). Note that (T_α|_{BX} ) is a Cauchy net in ℓ^∞(B_X , Y ), which by Theorem 3.24 converges uniformly, and it is clear that the uniform limit is also the pointwise limit T |_{BX} . Thus T ∈ B(X, Y ) and T_α → T in the operator norm.

Corollary 3.32. For every L-normed space X, the dual space X^∗ is an L- Banach space.

The proof of the following proposition is the same as that of classical case. Proposition 3.33. Let X, Y , and Z be L-normed spaces. If T ∈ B(X, Y ) and S ∈ B(Y, Z) then ST ∈ B(X, Z) and ‖ST ‖ ≤ ‖S‖ ‖T ‖. From Theorem 3.31 and Proposition 3.33, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3.34. If X is an L-normed space, then B(X) is an L-normed algebra. If additionally X is complete, B(X) is an L-Banach algebra.

3.6 Convexity

Definition 3.35. Let X be an L-vector space. A subset C ⊆ X is called L-convex if λx+μy ∈ C for all x, y ∈ C and 0 ≤ λ, μ ≤ 1 such that λ+μ = 1. C is called P-convex if πx + π^cy ∈ C for all x, y ∈ C and π ∈ P.

In the classical case, any subset of a vector space is P-convex. The idea of the next proof is similar to the proof of [EHK23, Lemma 1.13].

Lemma 3.36. Let X be an L-normed space with C ⊆ X P-convex and x ∈ X. Then there exists a net (y_α) in C such that ‖y_α − x‖ ↓ inf_{y∈C} ‖y − x‖. In particular, if inf_{y∈C} ‖y − x‖ = 0 then y_α → x.

Proof. Define ⪯ on C by y_1 ⪯ y_2 if and only if ‖x − y_2‖ ≤ ‖x − y_1‖. We show that this turns C into a directed set. Let λ = ‖y − x‖ and μ = ‖z − x‖ for some y, z ∈ C. Let π := π_{(λ−μ)}− . Set v := πy + π^cz ∈ C. We have ‖x − v‖ = ‖πx + π^cx − πy − π^cz‖ = π ‖x − y‖ + π^c ‖x − z‖ = πλ + (1 − π)μ = π(λ − μ) + μ = (λ − μ) ∧ 0 + μ = λ ∧ μ. Thus, y, z ⪯ v and hence C is directed. Now the decreasing net (‖x − y‖)_{y∈C} converges to its infimum, completing the proof.

We use this lemma to show that the closure of P-convex subsets equals the set of adherent points.

Corollary 3.37. Let X be an L-normed space with C ⊆ X P-convex. Then,

C = {x ∈ X : there is a net (x_α) in C such that x_α → x}.

Proof. Fix x ∈ C. We want that inf_{y∈C} ‖x − y‖ = 0, as then there is a net (x_α) in C with x_α → x by Lemma 3.36. It suffices to show that N := {z ∈ X : inf_{y∈C} ‖z − y‖ = 0} is closed since it clearly contains C and must then contain C. Suppose (z_α) is in N with z_α → z. Then for any y ∈ C and any α, ‖z − y‖ ≤ ‖z − z_α‖ + ‖z_α − y‖ .

Taking infima over y ∈ C yields inf_{y∈C} ‖z − y‖ ≤ ‖z − z_α‖ for each α. Thus z ∈ N, making N closed.

The reverse inclusion is easy to see as C would fail to be closed if it were false.

Using Corollary 3.37, the proof of the next proposition is as in the classical case.

Proposition 3.38. Let X be an L-normed space with dense subspace X_0 and let Y be an L-Banach space. Then each T ∈ B(X_0, Y ) has a unique extension to an element T̂ ∈ B(X, Y ). If T is isometric, then so is T̂ . The mapping T → T̂ is an isometric isomorphism.

3.7 Quotient spaces

Proposition 3.39. Let X be an L-normed space and let Y ⊆ X be a subspace. Define ρ: X → L^+ by ρ(x) := inf{‖x − y‖ : y ∈ Y }. Then ρ is an L-seminorm with kernel Y .

Proof. Let λ ∈ L. By Lemma 2.7, there exists a sequence of invertible elements λ_n → λ. Then ρ(λ_nx) = inf{‖λ_nx − y‖ : y ∈ Y } = inf{|λ_n| ‖ ‖x − λ^{−1}_n y ‖ ‖ : y ∈ Y } = |λ_n| inf{‖x − y‖ : y ∈ Y } = |λ_n|ρ(x) → |λ|ρ(x). On the other hand, for y ∈ Y , ‖λx − y‖ ≤ ‖λ_nx − y‖ + |λ − λ_n| ‖x‖ and ‖λ_nx − y‖ ≤ ‖λx − y‖ + |λ_n − λ| ‖x‖. It follows that ρ(λx) ≤ ρ(λ_nx) + |λ − λ_n| ‖x‖ and ρ(λ_nx) ≤ ρ(λx) + |λ_n − λ| ‖x‖ , hence |ρ(λx) − ρ(λ_nx)| ≤ |λ − λ_n| ‖x‖ → 0, and so ρ(λ_nx) → ρ(λx), thus by uniqueness of limits, ρ(λx) = |λ|ρ(x). Let x, z ∈ X and y ∈ Y , then ‖(x + z) − y‖ ≤ ‖ ‖x −^1_2 y ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖z −^1_2 y ‖ ‖ and so ρ(x + z) ≤ ρ(x) + ρ(z), showing that ρ is a seminorm.

By Lemma 3.36 and Corollary 3.37, x ∈ ker(ρ) if and only if there is a net (y_α) in Y such that y_α → x if and only if x ∈ Y .

The next corollary is now immediate.

Corollary 3.40. Let X be an L-normed space and let Y ⊆ X be a subspace. On X/Y , define ρ(x + Y ) := inf{‖x − y‖ : y ∈ Y }. Then (X/Y, ρ) is an L-seminormed space. Moreover, X/Y is an L-normed space if and only if Y is closed.

4 Spaces of p-summable functions

The following lemma is easy but we have not been able to find a reference for it.

Lemma 4.1. Let t, s ∈ R^+ and 0 ≤ r ≤ 1. Then |t^r − s^r| ≤ |t − s|^r.

Proof. Suppose 0 < s < t (all other cases are trivial). Then 1 − (s/t)^r ≤ 1 − s/t and (1 − s/t)^r ≥ 1 − s/t, so t^r − s^r (t − s)^r = 1 − (^s_t )^r ( 1 −^s_t )_r ≤ 1 −^s_t 1 −^s_t

= 1.

Lemma 4.2. Let 0 < p < ∞. Then

(i) If E ↘ 0, then E^p ↘ 0;

(ii) The map λ → λ^p from L^+ to L^+ is continuous.

Proof. (i): Let E ↘ 0 and suppose λ is a lower bound of E^p. Then for all ε ∈ E, we have 0 ≤ λ^+ ≤ ε^p, and so 0 ≤ (λ^+)^{1/p} ≤ ε, implying that (λ^+)^{1/p} = 0. Thus λ^+ = 0 and so λ ≤ 0, hence inf(E^p) = 0.

(ii): Let n ∈ N_0 and 0 ≤ r < 1 be such that p = n + r, then λ^p = λ^nλ^r and it suffices to prove continuity of λ → λ^r, which is trivial if r = 0. So let 0 < r < 1 and assume λ_α → λ, so that there exists a set E ↘ 0 with |λ_α − λ| ≤ ε for all ε ∈ E. By Lemma 4.1 and representation theory, |λ^r_α − λ^r| ≤ |λ_α − λ|^r ≤ ε^r. Thus by (i), the set E^r ↘ 0 witnesses the convergence of λ^r_α to λ^r.

The following versions of the Hölder and Minkowski inequalities follow directly by applying the classical versions of these inequalities pointwise in a representation theory argument. Alternatively, these results follow from the more general theorems [BS18, Theorem 4.7] and [BS18, Theorem 5.1], respectively. Recall that 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ are called conjugate indices if they satisfy 1/p + 1/q = 1, using the convention 1/∞ = 0.

Theorem 4.3 (Hölder inequality). Consider (λ_k)^n_{k=1}, (μ_k)^n_{k=1} ∈ L^n for some n ∈ N. Then for conjugate indices 1 ≤ p, q ≤ ∞ we have n∑ k=1 |λ_kμ_k| ≤ (_n ∑ k=1 |λ_k|^p )_{1/p} (_n ∑ k=1 |μ_k|^q )_{1/q} . Theorem 4.4 (Minkowski inequality). Consider (λ_k)^n_{k=1}, (μ_k)^n_{k=1} ∈ L^n for some n ∈ N. Then for 1 ≤ p < ∞ we have (_n ∑ k=1 |λ_k + μ_k|^p )_{1/p} ≤ (_n ∑ k=1 |λ_k|^p )_{1/p} + (_n ∑ k=1 |μ_k|^p )_{1/p} . For a set I, denote by F(I) the collection of all finite subsets of I. Let X be an L-normed space with (x_i)_{i∈I} a collection of elements in X. The collection of finite sums ( ∑ i∈F x_i ) F ∈F(I) forms a net in X. If this net is convergent, we express the limit as the formal series ∑ i∈I x_i and we say that the series ∑ i∈I x_i is convergent. We note here for an arbitrary subset J ⊆ I, if ∑ i∈I x_i is convergent, then ∑ i∈I x_i = ∑ i∈J x_i + ∑ i∈J^c x_i. Further, we say that the series ∑ i∈I x_i is absolutely convergent if the net ( ∑ i∈F ‖x_i‖_X ) F ∈F(I) is convergent in L.

Theorem 4.5. Let X be an L-Banach space. If a series ∑ i∈I x_i converges absolutely, then it converges.

Proof. Since ∑ i∈I x_i converges absolutely, the net (∑ i∈F ‖x_i‖ ) is Cauchy.

So there exists an E ↘ 0 such that for every ε ∈ E there exists an F_0 such

that for F, G ⊇ F_0, | | | | ∑ i∈F ‖x_i‖ − ∑ i∈G ‖x_i‖ | | | | ≤ ε. Fix an ε ∈ E and its corresponding F_0. Then for F, G ⊇ F_0, ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ i∈F x_i − ∑ i∈G x_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ i∈F \G x_i − ∑ i∈G\F x_i ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∑ i∈F \G ‖x_i‖ + ∑ i∈G\F ‖x_i‖ = ∑ i∈F ‖x_i‖ − ∑ i∈F ∩G ‖x_i‖ + ∑ i∈G ‖x_i‖ − ∑ i∈F ∩G ‖x_i‖ ≤ 2ε. Therefore, the net (∑ i∈F x_i ) is Cauchy, so ∑ i∈I x_i converges.

Example 4.6. Let S be a non-empty set and let Y be an L-normed space

with 1 ≤ p < ∞. We denote by ℓ^p (S, Y ) the set of functions f : S → Y

where ‖f‖_p := ( ∑ s∈S ‖f(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p}

exists in L. For f ∈ ℓ^p (S, Y ), since the net of finite sums (∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y ) F ∈F(S) is increasing and bounded by ‖f‖^p, the p-norm can also be expressed as

‖f‖_p = ( sup F ∈F(S) ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p} = sup_{F ∈F(S)} ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p}

where the second equality follows by the continuity of exponentiation. We

now show that ‖·‖_p : ℓ^p (S, Y ) → L^+ is indeed an L-norm. Absolute homo-

geneity follows by Lemma 2.6 since for every f ∈ ℓ^p (S, Y ) and λ ∈ L we

have ‖λf‖^p = sup_{F ∈F(S)} ∑ s∈F ‖λf(s)‖^p_Y = sup_{F ∈F(S)} |λ|^p ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y = |λ|^p ‖f‖^p .

To prove the triangle inequality, consider f, g ∈ ℓ^p (S, Y ) and F ∈ F(S). By monotonicity of exponents and the Minkowski inequality (Theorem 4.4), we have

‖f + g‖_p = sup_{F ∈F(S)} ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s) + g(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p}

≤ sup_{F ∈F(S)} ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p} + sup_{F ∈F(S)} ( ∑ s∈F ‖g(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p}

= ‖f‖_p + ‖g‖_p . Since ‖f‖_p = 0 implies that f(s) = 0 for all s ∈ S, we conclude that ℓ^p (S, Y ) is an L-normed space. In particular, if S is a finite set with n elements, then the above argument shows that (Y^n, ‖·‖_p) is an L-normed space.

Theorem 4.7. Let S be a non-empty set and let Y be an L-Banach space with 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then ℓ^p (S, Y ) is an L-Banach space.

Proof. Let (f_α) be a Cauchy net in ℓ^p(S, Y ). Then there exists E ↘ 0 such that for all ε ∈ E there exists an α_0 satisfying α, β ≥ α_0 =⇒ ‖f_α − f_β‖_p ≤ ε. (4.1) Since ‖f_α(s) − f_β(s)‖_Y ≤ ‖f_α − f_β ‖_p for every s ∈ S, it follows that (f_α(s)) is Cauchy in Y for every s ∈ S. Since Y is complete, this defines a mapping f : S → Y where f(s) := lim_α f_α(s). It remains to show that f ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y ) and that f_α → f in ℓ^p(S, Y ). By monotonicity of exponents, for every s ∈ S and any α, we have ‖f(s)‖^p_Y ≤ | | ‖f(s) − f_α(s)‖_Y + ‖f_α(s)‖_Y | |^p. Using the above inequality and the Minkowski inequality, for every F ∈ F(S) and any α, we find ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p} ≤ ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s) − f_α(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p} + ( ∑ s∈F ‖f_α(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p}

≤ ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s) − f_α(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p} + ‖f_α‖_p . (4.2)

Fix ε ∈ E and choose α_0 as in (4.1). Then for all F ∈ F(S), we have α, β ≥ α_0 =⇒ ∑ s∈F ‖f_α(s) − f_β (s)‖^p_Y ≤ ε^p. Since f_β (s) → f(s) in Y for all s ∈ S, it follows that f_α(s) − f_β (s) → f_α(s) − f(s) for all α ≥ α_0 and for all s ∈ S. By the continuity of the norm, as well as addition and exponentiation in L, it follows that ∑ s∈F ‖f_α(s) − f_β(s)‖^p_Y → ∑ s∈F ‖f_α(s) − f(s)‖^p_Y , for all F ∈ F(S) and α ≥ α_0. Since the set {λ ∈ L : λ ≤ ε^p} is closed, we conclude that for all F ∈ F(S) and α ≥ α_0, ( ∑ s∈F ‖f(s) − f_α(s)‖^p_Y )_{1/p} ≤ ε, (4.3)

which we may use along with (4.2) to conclude that f ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y ) and (4.3) implies that f_α → f in ℓ^p(S, Y ).

The rest of this section is devoted to proving that for 1 ≤ p < ∞, the dual of ℓ^p(S, Y ) is isometrically isomorphic to ℓ^q(S, Y^∗) where 1 < q ≤ ∞ is the conjugate index of p. As in the classical case, the proof that the dual of c_0(S, Y ) is isometrically isomorphic to ℓ^1(S, Y^∗) proceeds similarly and will therefore be included as well. First, we note the important fact that L is self-dual.

Remark 4.8. For every μ ∈ L, we associate the multiplication operator m_μ : L → L where λ → μλ. Since every L-module homomorphism φ: L → L is uniquely determined by its value at 1, it is clear that φ → φ(1) is the inverse correspondence. By Theorem 3.28, we have ‖m_μ‖ = |μ|. Hence L is isometrically isomorphic to L^∗ .

Let S be a non-empty set and let Y be an L-normed space. Denote by c_{00}(S, Y ) the subspace of functions g : S → Y in ℓ^∞(S, Y ) where {s ∈ S : g(s) ≠ 0} is finite. Further, given any function f : S → Y and any subset F ⊆ S, we define P_F f, the projection of f onto F , by (P_F f)(s) = f(s) for s ∈ F and (P_F f)(s) = 0 for s ∈ F^c. It is clear that for any function f : S → Y and any F ∈ F(S) that P_F f ∈ c_{00}(S, Y ). With this notation, we can prove the following crucial lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let S be a non-empty set and Y an L-normed space. For f ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y ) with 1 ≤ p < ∞ or f ∈ c_0(S, Y ), the net (P_F f)_{F ∈F(S)} converges to f. Thus c_{00}(S, Y ) is dense in ℓ^p(S, Y ) and c_0(S, Y ).

Proof. Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞ and consider f ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y ). Then there exists an E ↘ 0 such that for every ε ∈ E there exists an F_0 ∈ F(S) such that for F ⊇ F_0, ∑ s∈F^c ‖f(s)‖^p_Y = ∑ s∈S ‖f(s)‖^p_Y − ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖^p_Y ≤ ε. Fix an ε ∈ E and its corresponding F_0. Now, for F ⊇ F_0, ‖f − P_F f‖^p = ∑ t∈S ‖(f − P_F f) (t)‖^p_Y = ∑ t∈F^c ‖f(t)‖^p_Y ≤ ε,

so that ‖f − P_F f‖ ≤ ε^{1p} . The claim follows since E^{1p} ↘ 0.

Now suppose f ∈ c_0(S, Y ). Then there exists an E ↘ 0 such that for all ε ∈ E there exists a cofinite C_ε ⊆ S such that for all s ∈ C_ε, ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ε. For each F ∈ F(S), ‖f − P_F f‖_∞ = sup_{s∈F} c ‖f(s)‖_Y ; so, it is clear that the net (‖f − P_F f‖_∞)_{F ∈F(S)} is decreasing. Now, for any ε ∈ E and F ⊇ C^c_ε , ‖f − P_F f‖_∞ ≤ ‖ ‖f − P_{Ccε} f ‖ ‖_∞ = sup s∈C_ε ‖f(s)‖_Y ≤ ε. Therefore, P_F f → f in c_0(S, Y ).

Remark 4.10. The notation in the previous result can be reconciled with the formal series notation introduced earlier in this section in the following way: Let g : S → L be any function and fix y ∈ Y . Define g ⊗ y : S → Y by (g ⊗ y) (s) := g(s)y. Now, for s ∈ S define e_s : S → L by e_s(t) = δ_{st}. For any function h: S → Y and F ∈ F(S) it is clear that

P_F h = ∑ s∈F e_s ⊗ h(s). In particular, for a function f ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y ) where 1 ≤ p < ∞ or for f ∈ c_0(S, Y ), the fact that the net of projections (P_F f)_{F ∈F(S)} converges to f can then be expressed succintly as f = ∑ s∈S e_s ⊗ f(s). We will make use of this notation in the following result.

Theorem 4.11. Let S be a non-empty set, Y be an L-normed space, and 1 ≤ p < ∞ with q its conjugate index. Then the dual space of ℓ^p(S, Y ) is isometrically isomorphic to ℓ^q(S, Y^∗), implemented by the L-bilinear map B : ℓ^p(S, Y ) × ℓ^q(S, Y^∗) → L defined by B(f, g) := ∑ s∈S ⟨f(s), g(s)⟩ . Furthermore, c_0(S, Y )^∗ ∼= ℓ^1(S, Y^∗) through the same duality B.

Proof. Note that the existence of B(f, g) ∈ L for (f, g) ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y )×ℓ^q(S, Y^∗) follows from the Hölder inequality (Theorem 4.3) since for every F ∈ F(S), we have ∑ s∈F |⟨f(s), g(s)⟩| ≤ ∑ s∈F ‖f(s)‖_Y ‖g(s)‖_Y ∗ ≤ ‖f‖_p ‖g‖_q . (4.4) Thus the formal sum ∑ s∈S ⟨f(s), g(s)⟩ is absolutely convergent, hence convergent by Theorem 4.5. The same argument is valid for (f, g) ∈ c_0(S, Y ) × ℓ^1(S, Y^∗).

Let g ∈ ℓ^q(S, Y^∗), define the L-linear map φ_g : ℓ^p(S, Y ) → L by f → B(f, g). Since the net (|∑ s∈F ⟨f(s), g(s)⟩ | |)_{F ∈F(S)} converges to |B(f, g)| and

since |∑ s∈F ⟨f(s), g(s)⟩ | ≤ ‖f‖_p ‖g‖_q for every F ∈ F(S) we have |φ_g (f)| ≤ ‖f‖_p ‖g‖_q . Thus φ_g ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y )^∗ and ‖φ_g‖ ≤ ‖g‖_q. The same argument shows that for g ∈ ℓ^1(S, Y^∗), we have that φ_g ∈ c_0(S, Y )^∗ and ‖φ_g‖ ≤ ‖g‖_1.

Take φ ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y )^∗ and define g_φ : S → Y^∗ by ⟨y, g_φ(s)⟩ = φ(e_s ⊗ y). We will show that g_φ ∈ ℓ^q(S, Y^∗). If p = 1, then for every s ∈ S, we have ‖g_φ(s)‖_{Y ∗} = sup_{y∈BY} |⟨y, g_φ(s)⟩| = sup_{y∈BY} |φ(e_s ⊗ y)| ≤ sup_{y∈BY} ‖φ‖ ‖e_s ⊗ y‖_1 ≤ ‖φ‖ . This shows that g_φ ∈ ℓ^∞(S, Y^∗) and ‖g_φ‖_∞ ≤ ‖φ‖. If p > 1, consider F ∈ F(S). For s ∈ F , let y_s ∈ B_Y and denote by γ_{ys} ∈ L the element defined in Corollary 3.22 such that γ_{ys} ⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩ = |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩| and |γ_{ys} | ≤ 1. Then ∑ s∈F |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^q = ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} ⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩ |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^{q−1} = ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} φ(e_s ⊗ y_s) |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^{q−1}

= φ ( ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^{q−1} e_s ⊗ y_s )

≤ ‖φ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^{q−1} e_s ⊗ y_s ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_p ≤ ‖φ‖ ( ∑ s∈F |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^q )_{1/p}

If λ, μ ∈ L^+ , then using representation theory it is easy to see that if λ ≤ μλ^{1/p}, then λ^{1−1/p} ≤ μ. Applying this implication to the case where λ = ∑ s∈F |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^q and μ = ‖φ‖ and since 1 − 1/p = 1/q, we conclude that ( ∑ s∈F |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^q )_{1/q} ≤ ‖φ‖ . It now follows by continuity of addition and exponentiation that ( ∑ s∈F ‖g_φ(s)‖^q_{Y ∗} )_{1/q} = sup_{ys∈BY} s∈F

( ∑ s∈F |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩|^q )_{1/q} ≤ ‖φ‖ .

Thus g_φ ∈ ℓ^q(S, Y^∗) and ‖g_φ‖_q ≤ ‖φ‖.

If φ ∈ c_0(S, Y )^∗, define g_φ as above. Take F ∈ F(S) and for s ∈ F , let y_s ∈ B_Y . Then ∑ s∈F |⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩| = ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} ⟨y_s, g_φ(s)⟩ = ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} φ(e_s ⊗ y_s)

= φ ( ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} e_s ⊗ y_s )

≤ ‖φ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ s∈F γ_{ys} e_s ⊗ y_s ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∞ .

Since |γ_{ys} | ≤ 1 and y_s ∈ B_Y for s ∈ F , we conclude that g_φ ∈ ℓ^1(S, Y^∗) and ‖g_φ‖_1 ≤ ‖φ‖. We show that the correspondences g → φ_g and φ → g_φ are inverses of each other. Let g ∈ ℓ^q(S, Y^∗) (1 ≤ q ≤ ∞) and fix s ∈ S and y ∈ Y , then ⟨ y, g_{φg} (s) ⟩ = φ_g (e_s ⊗ y) = B (e_s ⊗ y, g) = ∑ t∈S ⟨e_s ⊗ y(t), g(t)⟩ = ⟨y, g(s)⟩ . Thus g_{φg} = g. Conversely, let φ ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y )^∗ (the case φ ∈ c_0(S, Y )^∗ is the same). Fix f ∈ ℓ^p(S, Y ), then using the continuity of φ along with Lemma 4.9, we have

φ_{gφ} (f) = B (f, g_φ) = ∑ s∈S φ(e_s ⊗ f(s)) = φ ( ∑ s∈S e_s ⊗ f(s) ) = φ(f). Thus φ_{gφ} = φ. Since the correspondences have already been shown to be contractive, we conclude that ℓ^p(S, Y )^∗ ∼= ℓ^q(S, Y^∗) and c_0(S, Y )^∗ ∼= ℓ^1(S, Y^∗).

Note that all steps of the above proof are also valid for p = ∞, except the very last step where the density of c_{00}(S, Y ) in c_0(S, Y ) was used (Lemma 4.9).

In the case where Y = L, we write ℓ^p(S) := ℓ^p(S, L) and similarly for the other spaces of functions defined above. Since L ∼= L^∗ (Remark 4.8), we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4.12. Let S be a non-empty set and 1 ≤ p < ∞ with q its conjugate index. Then ℓ^p(S)^∗ ∼= ℓ^q(S), implemented by the L-bilinear map B : ℓ^p(S) × ℓ^q(S) → L defined by B(f, g) := ∑ s∈S f(s)g(s). Furthermore, c_0(S)^∗ ∼= ℓ^1(S) through the same duality B.

In the classical case, elements of ℓ^p(S) and c_0(S) are always supported on a countable set. The next example shows that this does not hold in our case.

Example 4.13. Let S be a nonempty set and suppose L is such that ℓ^∞(S) ⊆ L ⊆ ℓ^0(S) (see Remark 2.3). For F ⊆ S, denote by π_F ∈ P the indicator function of F , and for s ∈ S, we define π_s := π_{{s}}. Define f : S → L by f(s) = π_s. It follows easily from (π_F )_{F ∈F(S)} ↑ 1 that f ∈ c_0(S) and f ∈ ℓ^p(S) with ‖f‖_p = 1 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. If S is uncountable, then f is supported on an uncountable set.

5 The Hahn-Banach theorem and dual spaces

Definition 5.1. Let X be an L-vector space. A map σ : X → L is sublinear if (i) σ(λx) = λσ(x) for all λ ∈ L^+ and all x ∈ X; and (ii) σ(x + y) ≤ σ(x) + σ(y) for all x, y ∈ X. Theorem 5.2 (Hahn-Banach). Let X be a real L-vector space and let Y ⊊ X be an L-subspace. Further, let φ: Y → L be linear and σ : X → L be sublinear such that φ(x) ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ Y . Then there is a linear extension Φ of φ to all of X such that Φ(x) ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ X.

Proof. Fix z ∈ X \ Y . We will first show that we can extend φ to Y ⊕ Lz with the desired property. For any μ ∈ L, define the map Φ_μ : Y ⊕ Lz → L by Φ_μ(x + λz) := φ(x) + μλ, which are all linear extensions of φ. For any x, y ∈ Y we have φ(x) − φ(y) = φ(x − y) ≤ σ(x − y) = σ(x + z − z − y) ≤ σ(x + z) + σ(−z − y), which implies −σ(−z − y) − φ(y) ≤ σ(x + z) − φ(x), which holds for all y. Since L is Dedekind complete, we define the elements

η := sup_{y∈Y} (−σ(−z − y) − φ(y)) and ξ := inf_{x∈Y} (σ(x + z) − φ(x))

in L. Note that η ≤ ξ, so let ρ ∈ [η, ξ], then −σ(−z − y) − φ(y) ≤ ρ ≤ σ(x + z) − φ(x) (5.1) for all x, y ∈ Y . Now consider Φ_ρ.

Suppose first that λ ∈ L^+ . By Lemma 2.7, there is a sequence of invertible positive elements λ_n ↓ λ. If we replace x in (5.1) by λ^{−1}_n x, the second inequality yields λ_nρ ≤ σ(x + λ_nz) − φ(x) ≤ σ(x + λz) + σ(λ_nz − λz) − φ(x) = σ(x + λz) + (λ_n − λ)σ(z) − φ(x)

and by letting n → ∞ we obtain Φ_ρ(x + λz) = φ(x) + λρ ≤ σ(x + λz) for all x ∈ Y in this case. Next, if we replace y by −λ^{−1}_n x in (5.1), the first inequality yields ρ ≥ −σ(−z + λ^{−1}_n x) − φ(−λ^{−1}_n x) = −λ^{−1}_n σ(−λ_nz + x) + λ^{−1}_n φ(x), and using the superaddivity of −σ, we get λ_nρ ≥ −σ(−λ_nz + x) + φ(x) = −σ(−λ_nz + λz + x − λz) + φ(x) ≥ −σ(−λ_nz + λz) − σ(x − λz) + φ(x) = −(λ − λ_n)σ(−z) − σ(x − λz) + φ(x). By letting n → ∞, we have Φ_ρ(x − λz) = φ(x) − λρ ≤ σ(x − λz) for all x ∈ Y . For an arbitrary λ ∈ L and x ∈ Y , we have π_λ+ x + λ^+z is disjoint from π^c_{λ+} x−λ^−z (using π_λ+ ∈ P). By Lemma 3.18 and our previous findings, we have

Φ_ρ(x + λz) = Φ_ρ(π_λ+ x + λ^+z + π^c_λ+ x − λ^−z) = Φ_ρ(π_λ+ x + λ^+z) + Φ_ρ(π^c_λ+ x − λ^−z) ≤ σ(π_λ+ x + λ^+z) + σ(π^c_λ+ x − λ^−z) = σ(π_λ+ x + λ^+z + π^c_λ+ x − λ^−z) = σ(x + λz). Thus we have shown that we can extend φ to a larger subspace. As in the classical case, the result follows by a standard application of Zorn’s lemma.

Similar to the classical case, if L is complex and φ: Y → L is linear such that |φ(x)| ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ Y for some seminorm σ : X → L^+ , then we can also view X as an L_R -vector space and Re(φ) satisfies Re(φ)(x) ≤ |φ(x)| ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ Y , so by Theorem 5.2, Re(φ) has a L_R -linear extension Ψ to all of X such that Ψ(x) ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ X. Now Φ: X → L defined by Φ(x) := Ψ(x) − iΨ(ix) is L-linear and extends φ, since Re(Φ) = Ψ. Now, for every x ∈ X, denote by γ_x ∈ L the element defined in Corollary 3.22 such that γ_xΦ(x) = |Φ(x)| and |γ_x| ≤ 1. Then Φ(γ_xx) = γ_xΦ(x) = |Φ(x)| ∈ L_R and so |Φ(x)| = Φ(γ_xx) = Ψ(γ_xx) ≤ σ(γ_xx) = |γ_x|σ(x) ≤ σ(x). In summary, this proves the Hahn-Banach theorem for complex L-vector spaces stated below.

Theorem 5.3 (Hahn-Banach for complex L). Let X be a complex L-vector space and let Y ⊊ X be an L-subspace. Further, let φ: Y → L be linear and σ : X → L^+ be a seminorm such that |φ(x)| ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ Y . Then there is a linear extension Φ of φ to all of X such that |Φ(x)| ≤ σ(x) for all x ∈ X. The next corollary shows that any non-trivial L-normed space X must have a norming dual X^∗.

Corollary 5.4. Let X be an L-normed space. For every x ∈ X there is an x^∗ ∈ X^∗ with ‖x^∗‖ = π_x such that x^∗(x) = ‖x‖.

Proof. Let x ∈ X and define φ: Lx → L by φ(λx) := λπ_x‖x‖. Note that π_x‖ · ‖ is sublinear on X and φ(y) ≤ π_x‖y‖ for all y ∈ Lx. Further, note that φ(x) = ‖x‖, and |φ(λx)| = |λ|π_x‖x‖ = π_x‖λx‖ by Proposition 3.20(iii) for all λ ∈ L, hence ‖φ‖ ≤ π_x. On the other hand,

x_n := x ‖x‖ + n^{−1} ∈ B_{Lx} for all n ≥ 1, and π_x = sup_{n≥1} |φ(x_n)| ≤ sup_{y∈BLx} |φ(y)| = ‖φ‖ , using Proposition 3.20(i) in the first step. By Theorem 5.2 there is an extension x^∗ of φ to all of X satisfying |x^∗(y)| ≤ π_x‖y‖ for all y ∈ X. It follows that x^∗ ∈ X^∗ with ‖x^∗‖ ≤ π_x, and ‖x^∗‖ ≥ ‖φ‖ = π_x.

Corollary 5.5. For any L-normed space, the map J : X → X^{∗∗} defined by J(x)(x^∗) := x^∗(x) defines an L-linear isometry.

Proof. We will only prove the fact that J is an isometry as the L-linearity of J is clear. Let x ∈ X. Then for any x^∗ ∈ B_X∗ it follows that |J(x)(x^∗)| = |x^∗(x)| ≤ ‖x^∗‖‖x‖ ≤ ‖x‖, hence ‖J(x)‖ ≤ ‖x‖. By Corollary 5.4 for any x ∈ X there is an x^∗ ∈ X^∗ such that x^∗(x) = ‖x‖. This shows that ‖J(x)‖ ≥ ‖x‖ for all x ∈ X, so J is an isometry.

We can use this embedding and the fact that the bidual is complete to show the existence of a completion of an L-normed space.

Theorem 5.6. Let X be an L-normed space. Then there exists an L-Banach space X̂ such that X is linearly isometric to a dense subspace of X̂.

Proof. Let X̂ = J(X). Then X̂ is complete as it is a closed subspace of X^{∗∗}, which is complete. By Corollary 3.37, J(X) is dense in J(X) and we know that J is a linear isometry.

For an L-normed space X, we define the completion X̂ abstractly as an L-Banach space such that for every L-Banach space Y , every T ∈ B(X, Y ) extends uniquely to T̂ ∈ B(X̂, Y ) with the same norm. It then follows by abstract nonsense that the completion is unique up to a unique isometric isomorphism.

6 L-inner product spaces

Definition 6.1. Let X be an L-vector space. An L-semi inner product on X is a map ⟨·, ·⟩ : X × X → L satisfying the following properties for all x, y, z ∈ X and λ ∈ L (i) ⟨x, x⟩ ≥ 0 for all x ∈ X, i.e., positive semidefinite; (ii) ⟨x, y⟩ = ⟨y, x⟩, i.e., (conjugate) symmetric; (iii) ⟨x + y, z⟩ = ⟨x, z⟩ + ⟨y, z⟩; and (iv) ⟨λx, y⟩ = λ ⟨x, y⟩. Furthermore, if ⟨x, x⟩ = 0 implies x = 0, the ⟨·, ·⟩ is called an L-inner-product and X is called an L-inner product space.

Remark 6.2. As in the classical case, if X is an L-inner product space the mapping X ∋ x → √ ⟨x, x⟩ is an L-norm on X. If, with this norm, X is an L-Banach space, then we call X an L-Hilbert space.

The next theorem follows from representation theory and the classical Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Theorem 6.3 (Cauchy-Schwarz inequality). Let X be an L-semi inner product space. Then, for any x, y ∈ X, we have | ⟨x, y⟩ | ≤ ‖x‖ ‖y‖ .

By following the classical proofs, which use only algebra, we obtain the Pythagorean theorem and the parallelogram law for L-semi-inner product spaces.

Theorem 6.4 (Pythagoras). Let H be an L-inner product space. Then, for any x, y ∈ H, we have if ⟨x, y⟩ = 0, then ‖x + y‖^2 = ‖x‖^2 + ‖y‖^2 .

Note that the converse of Theorem 6.4 is true if L is real. Theorem 6.5 (Parallelogram law). Let H be an L-inner product space. Then, for any x, y ∈ H, we have ‖x + y‖^2 + ‖x − y‖^2 = 2 ‖x‖^2 + 2 ‖y‖^2 . (6.1)

We now investigate the converse of Theorem 6.5.

Theorem 6.6. Let (H, ‖·‖) be an L-normed space, with the property that for any x, y ∈ H, ‖x + y‖^2 + ‖x − y‖^2 = 2 ‖x‖^2 + 2 ‖y‖^2 .

Then, there exists an L-inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ on H × H such that ⟨·, ·⟩ induces the L-norm ‖·‖ on H.

Proof. Let ⟨·, ·⟩ : H × H → L be such that Re ⟨x, y⟩ = 1 4 (‖x + y‖^2 − ‖x − y‖^2), and ⟨x, y⟩ = Re ⟨x, y⟩ − iRe ⟨x, y⟩ (6.2) = 1 4 (‖x + y‖^2 − ‖x − y‖^2 + i ‖x + iy‖^2 − i ‖x − iy‖^2). We show that ⟨·, ·⟩ is an L-inner product on H × H. The proofs for positive definiteness, additivity of the first argument, and symmetry follow exactly those of the classical case [JVN35, Theorem 1]. To prove homogeneity of the first argument we first state some claims. Claim 1. For all x, y ∈ H and π ∈ P, we have Re ⟨πx, y⟩ = πRe ⟨x, y⟩ . Proof of Claim 1. Let x, y ∈ H and π ∈ P. Using Lemma 3.18 part (ii), from the third to the fourth equality, we have Re ⟨πx, y⟩ = 1 4 [ ‖πx + y‖^2 − ‖πx − y‖^2 ] = 1 4 [ ‖πx + πy + π^cy‖^2 − ‖πx − πy − π^cy‖^2 ] = 1 4 [ ‖π(x + y) + π^cy‖^2 − ‖π(x − y) − π^cy‖^2 ] = 1 4 [ (π ‖x + y‖ + π^c ‖y‖)^2 − (π ‖x − y‖ + π^c ‖y‖)^2 ] = 1 4 [ π ‖x + y‖^2 + π^c ‖y‖^2 − π ‖x − y‖^2 − π^c ‖y‖^2 ] = π 4 [ ‖x + y‖^2 − ‖x − y‖^2 ] = πRe ⟨x, y⟩ .

Claim 2. For all x, y ∈ H and t ∈ R, we have Re ⟨tx, y⟩ = tRe ⟨x, y⟩ . Proof of Claim 2. Following the idea in the classical case, we use the additivity of the first argument and induction to show that Re ⟨nx, y⟩ = nRe ⟨x, y⟩ for all n ∈ N. Then, we extend this to t ∈ Z, then to t ∈ Q, and finally t ∈ R. By Claims 1 and 2, we conclude that for all x, y ∈ H, idempotents π_1, . . . , π_n ∈ L_R , and t_1, . . . , t_n ∈ R, we have

Re ⟨(t_1π_1 + · · · + t_nπ_n)x, y⟩ = Re(t_1π_1 + · · · + t_nπ_n) ⟨x, y⟩ . (6.3) Let λ ∈ L_R . By Freudenthal’s Spectral Theorem (Theorem 3.16), there is a sequence (λ_n) of step functions such that λ_n → λ. Therefore, Re ⟨λx, y⟩ = lim_{n→∞} Re ⟨λ_nx, y⟩ = lim_{n→∞} λ_nRe ⟨x, y⟩ = λRe ⟨x, y⟩ . Combining the above with (6.2), we have ⟨λx, y⟩ = Re ⟨λx, y⟩ − iRe ⟨iλx, y⟩ = λRe ⟨x, y⟩ − iλRe ⟨ix, y⟩ = λ ⟨x, y⟩ . (6.4) Note that ⟨ix, y⟩ = 1 4 (‖ix + y‖^2 − ‖ix − y‖^2 + i ‖ix + iy‖^2 − i ‖ix − iy‖^2) = 1 4 (‖x − iy‖^2 − ‖x + iy‖^2 + i ‖x + y‖^2 − i ‖x − y‖^2) = i 4 (−i ‖x − iy‖^2 + i ‖x + iy‖^2 + ‖x + y‖^2 − ‖x − y‖^2) = i ⟨x, y⟩ . (6.5) Finally, using (6.4) and (6.5), we conclude that ⟨λx, y⟩ = λ ⟨x, y⟩ for any λ ∈ L. It is straightforward to verify that ‖x‖ = √ ⟨x, x⟩ for any x ∈ H, and this completes the proof.

6.1 Projection property

For this section, we follow the structure of [Con90, Chapter 2]. Recall the definition of L-convex set in an L-vector space given in Definition 3.35. Theorem 6.7. Let H be an L-Hilbert space and K be a closed, L-convex nonempty subset of H. Then, for any x ∈ H, there exists a unique point k_0 in K such that ‖x − k_0‖ = inf_{k∈K} ‖x − k‖ . Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume x = 0, since translation preserves convexity and is an isometry. Let λ = inf_{k∈K} ‖k‖. By Lemma 3.36, there is a net (k_α)_{α∈A} in K such that ‖k_α‖ ↓ λ. Define

E := {√ ‖k_α‖^2 − λ^2 : α ∈ A } , then E ↘ 0 since ‖k_α‖ ↓ λ. Let ε ∈ E with corresponding α_0, and let α, β ≥ α_0. Then, λ ≤ ‖k_α‖ , ‖k_β‖ ≤ ‖k_{α0} ‖. Note that (k_α + k_β)/2 ∈ K since K is convex, and so by the parallelogram law, ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 (k_α − k_β) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = 1 2 ‖k_α‖^2 + 1 2 ‖k_β‖^2 − ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 (k_α + k_β) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

≤ 1 2 ‖k_{α0} ‖^2 + 1 2 ‖k_{α0} ‖^2 − λ^2 = ε^2,

so (k_α) is Cauchy and hence k_α → k_0 for some k_0 ∈ K. By continuity of the norm, λ = lim_{α∈A} ‖k_α‖ = ‖k_0‖ .

To show uniqueness, suppose there exists k_1 ∈ K such that ‖k_1‖ = λ, then λ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 (k_0 + k_1) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ 1 2 ‖k_0‖ + 1 2 ‖k_1‖ = λ, and so λ = ‖ ‖^1_2 (k_0 + k_1) ‖ ‖. Furthermore, by the parallelogram law,

λ^2 = ‖ ‖ ‖1 2 (k_0 + k_1) ‖ ‖ ‖^2 = 1 2 ‖k_0‖^2 + 1 2 ‖k_1‖^2 − ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 (k_0 − k_1) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

= λ^2 − ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 2 (k_0 − k_1) ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 , which implies that ‖k_0 − k_1‖ = 0 and thus k_0 = k_1.

After a cursory glance at the proof of Theorem 6.7, it may seem as if the full assumption of L-convexity is not used, since it seems that only Pconvexity (in the application of Lemma 3.36) and the fact that if x, y ∈ K, then (x + y)/2 ∈ K are used. However, note that these two properties yield that K is convex with respect to any step function with dyadic rational coefficients, and the closedness of K together with the Freudenthal Spectral theorem (Theorem 3.16) yield L-convexity.

Theorem 6.8. Let H be an L-Hilbert space and M be a closed subspace of H. Let x ∈ H. If y is the unique element of M such that ‖x − y‖ = inf_{z∈M} ‖x − z‖, then ⟨x − y, z⟩ = 0 for all z ∈ M. Conversely, if y ∈ M such that ⟨x − y, z⟩ = 0 for all z ∈ M, then ‖x − y‖ = inf_{z∈M} ‖x − z‖.

Proof. Assume that y is the unique element of M such that ‖x − y‖ = inf_{z∈M} ‖x − z‖ . Let z ∈ M. Then y + z ∈ M and so ‖x − y‖^2 ≤ ‖x − (y + z)‖^2 = ⟨(x − y) − z, (x − y) − z⟩ = ‖x − y‖^2 − 2Re ⟨x − y, z⟩ + ‖z‖^2 , which implies that 2Re ⟨x − y, z⟩ ≤ ‖z‖^2 . (6.6) Therefore, for any ζ ∈ T, we have 2Re ⟨ x − y, ζz ⟩ ≤ ‖z‖^2 , or equivalently, 2Re(ζ ⟨x − y, z⟩) ≤ ‖z‖^2 . (6.7) From (6.6), (6.7), and (2.1) in Remark 2.2, we conclude that 2| ⟨x − y, z⟩ | ≤ ‖z‖^2 . Now we replace z with tz for arbitrary 0 < t ∈ R, we have 2| ⟨x − y, z⟩ | ≤ t ‖z‖^2 , and taking t → 0, we have ⟨x − y, z⟩ = 0.

Conversely, assume y ∈ M such that ⟨x − y, z⟩ = 0 for all z ∈ M. Let z ∈ M. Then, ⟨x − y, y − z⟩ = 0, and by Pythagoras, we have ‖x − z‖^2 = ‖x − y + y − z‖^2 = ‖x − y‖^2 + ‖y − z‖^2 ≥ ‖x − y‖^2 , and so ‖x − y‖ ≤ ‖x − z‖ . Taking the infimum over all z ∈ M concludes the proof.

Corollary 6.9. Let H be an L-Hilbert space and let M be a closed subspace of H. Define M^⊥ := {x ∈ H : ⟨x, y⟩ = 0 for all y ∈ M}. Then H = M ⊕ M^⊥.

Proof. Let x ∈ H. By Theorem 6.8, there exists a unique element y ∈ M such that ⟨x − y, z⟩ = 0 for all z ∈ M, that is x−y ∈ M^⊥, and this completes the proof.

If M is a closed subspace of H and x ∈ H, then there is a unique y ∈ M such that x − y ∈ M^⊥. Define P_M : H → M by P_M x = y. Note that P_M is well defined, by the uniqueness of the corresponding element in M given by Theorem 6.8.

Proposition 6.10. The function P_M satisfies the following properties:

(i) P_M is linear and contractive;

(ii) P^2_M = P_M ;

(iii) ker(P_M ) = M^⊥; and

(iv) ran(P_M ) = M.

The proof follows along the same line as in the classical case, which can be found in [Con90, Theorem I.2.7].

6.2 Riesz Representation Theorem

Definition 6.11. Let X be an L-vector space. We define the support of X as π_X := sup{π_x ∈ P : x ∈ X}.

The next lemma and proof are [EHK23, Lemma 2.4], where we added some more details to the proof.

Lemma 6.12 (L-Banach space support is realized). Let X be an L-Banach space. There exists a normalised element x ∈ X so that ‖x‖ = π_x = π_X .

Proof. Define the set of normalised elements as N := {x ∈ X : ‖x‖ ∈ P} ⊆ X. For x, y ∈ N, we define x ⪯ y to mean x = π_xy. The relation ⪯ is a partial order. We aim to apply Zorn’s Lemma to obtain a maximal element in N. Let K be an arbitrary chain in N and define π := sup{‖x‖ : x ∈ K}. Since P is a complete Boolean algebra, we have that π ∈ P. The chain K is a directed set (with respect to ⪯) and we view K ⊆ X as a net indexed by itself.

We claim that K is a Cauchy net and that the limit of this net is an upper bound (with respect to ⪯) for K. Notice, for a, x, y ∈ K with a ⪯ x, y, we have a = π_ax and a = π_ay, and that ‖x‖ , ‖y‖ ≤ π. Therefore ‖x − y‖ ≤ ‖x − a‖ + ‖a − y‖ = ‖x − π_ax‖ + ‖π_ay − y‖ = (1 − π_a) ‖x‖ + (1 − π_a) ‖y‖ = (1 − π_a)(‖x‖ + ‖y‖) ≤ (1 − π_a)2π = 2(π^c_aπ)

With L := {a ∈ K : π_a = ‖a‖ ≤ π} ordered by ⪯, the net (π^c_aπ)_{a∈L} ⊆ P, by definition of π, decreases to zero in L. Therefore K ⊆ X is a Cauchy net and, since X is an L-Banach space, converges to some x_0 ∈ X. We claim that x_0 ∈ N. From ‖x_0‖ = ‖lim_{x∈K} x‖ = lim_{x∈K} ‖x‖ = sup_{x∈K} π_x = π we have that x_0 ∈ N. Furthermore, for a ∈ K we have π_ax_0 = π_a lim_{x∈K} x = lim_{x∈K} π_ax = lim_{x∈K,a⪯x} π_ax = a, from which we see that x_0 is an upper bound for the chain K.

By Zorn’s Lemma, N contains a maximal element (with respect to ⪯) which we denote x ∈ N. Let y ∈ X be arbitrary and define z := x + π^c_xn_y. Then, since ‖z‖ = ‖x + π^c_xn_y‖ = ‖π_xx + π^c_xn_y‖ = ‖π_xx‖ + ‖π^c_xn_y‖ = π_x ‖x‖ + π^c_x ‖n_y‖ = π_x + π^c_x ‖n_y‖ ∈ P, we have that z ∈ N. Also π_xz = π_x(x + π^c_xn_y) = π_xx + π_xπ^c_xn_y = π_xx = x, so that x ⪯ z, and by ⪯-maximality of z, we have z = x. This implies, for all y ∈ X, that 0 = ‖π^c_xn_y‖ = π^c_xπ_y, i.e., for all y ∈ X, π_y ≤ π_x. Therefore π_x = sup{π_y : y ∈ X} = π_X .

Lemma 6.13. Let X be an L-normed space. For all non-zero x ∈ X and all π ∈ P, if 0 ≠ π ≤ π_x then πn_x ≠ 0 and πx ≠ 0.

Proof. Take a non-zero x ∈ X and π ∈ P and assume 0 ≠ π ≤ π_x. Then ‖πn_x‖ = π‖n_x‖ = ππ_x = π ≠ 0 implies πn_x ≠ 0. Also, ‖πx‖ = ‖π(‖x‖n_x)‖ = ‖x‖‖πn_x‖ ≠ 0, so that πx ≠ 0.

Definition 6.14. For non-zero π ∈ P, we say that an element λ ∈ L is π-regular if 0 ≠ π ≤ π_λ and there exists some κ ∈ L so that λκ = π.

Remark 6.15. The definition of π-regularity above is important, but may be a opaque. The term ‘regular’ is adopted from [Kap53, Theorem 5], however in this reference the terminology is left undefined, which makes the reference quite difficult to understand. The intuition behind the concept is perhaps easier to understand through invoking representation theory. In L, with π an idempotent in L, for an element λ ∈ L to be π-regular means that λ is bounded away from zero on the support of π. Therefore πλ is invertible in πL where the multiplicative unit is, of course, π.

Any non-zero element of L has a part that is regular:

Lemma 6.16 (Regularization). For non-zero λ ∈ L there exists a non-zero π ∈ P so that 0 ≠ π ≤ π_λ so that λ is π-regular.

Proof. By considering the real or imaginary positive or negative part of λ, we may assume that λ is positive. By the Freudenthal Spectral Theorem (Theorem 3.16), there exist 0 < π ≤ π_λ ∈ P and 0 < t ∈ R so that 0 < tπ ≤ λ. Now, π is the multiplicative unit in πL hence is invertible in πL. Furthermore, since 0 < tπ = tπ^2 = π(tπ) ≤ πλ in πL, by Lemma 2.5, the element πλ is invertible in πL. Hence there exists κ ∈ πL ⊆ L so that κλ = πκλ = κ(πλ) = π. Lemma 6.17. For non-zero λ ∈ L and non-zero π, π^′ ∈ P, if λ is π-regular and 0 ≠ π^′ ≤ π, then λ is π^′-regular.

Proof. Let λ be π-regular and κ such that κλ = π. Defining κ^′ := π^′κ we have κ^′λ = π^′κλ = π^′π = π^′.

Lemma 6.18. For non-zero π ∈ P, if λ, μ ∈ L are both π-regular, then there exists κ ∈ πL so that κλ = πμ.

Proof. Let 0 ≠ π ∈ P and let μ, λ ∈ L both be π-regular. Let κ^′ be such that κ^′λ = π. Define κ := κ^′μ, so that κλ = κ^′μλ = κ^′λμ = πμ.

The following theorem is adapted from [Kap53, Theorem 5], but we add some further detail. Classically, given a non-zero functional φ on a Hilbert space, there trivially exists an element z ∈ (ker φ)^⊥ so that φ(z) = 1. Here, some more effort must be expended to establish the analogous step for an L-Hilbert space.

Theorem 6.19 (Riesz Representation Theorem). Let H be an L-Hilbert space. For every non-zero bounded L-linear functional φ : H → L, there exists some f_φ ∈ H so that, for all h ∈ H, φ(h) = ⟨h, f_φ⟩ .

Proof. We assume that φ is injective on H (If this is not the case, by Corollary 6.9, we may decompose H = (ker φ)⊕(ker φ)^⊥ and restrict φ to (ker φ)^⊥ where φ is injective).

By Lemma 6.12, there exists a normalised z ∈ H so that ‖n_z‖ = ‖z‖ = π_z = π_H .

We claim that {z}^⊥ = {0}. Let w ∈ {z}^⊥ ⊆ H, but suppose that w ≠ 0. Since φ is injective φ(w) ≠ 0 and hence (by viewing L as an L-normed space) we obtain P ∋ π_{φ(w)} ≠ 0. Since L-linear maps reduce support (Lemma 3.18), 0 ≠ π_{φ(w)} ≤ π_w ≤ π_H = π_z.

By Lemma 6.16, there exists a non-zero component π_1 of π_{φ(w)} so that φ(w) is π_1-regular. Therefore 0 ≠ π_1 = π_1π_{φ(w)} ≤ π_{φ(w)} ≤ π_w ≤ π_H = π_z, and hence by Lemma 6.13 we have, π_1z ≠ 0. By injectivity of φ, we have π_1φ(z) = φ(π_1z) ≠ 0. Again, by Lemma 6.16, there exists a non-zero component π_2 of π_{π1φ(z)} (≤ π_1) so that π_1φ(z) is π_2-regular. By Lemma 6.17, since 0 ≠ π_2 ≤ π_1, we have that φ(w) is also π_2-regular. Now π_2-regularity of both π_1φ(z) and φ(w) with Lemma 6.18 implies that there exists non-zero λ ∈ π_2L so that λπ_2φ(z) = λπ_1φ(z) = π_2φ(w). Therefore φ(λπ_2z − π_2w) = λπ_2φ(z) − π_2φ(w) = 0. By injectivity of φ, we thus have λπ_2z − π_2w = 0. Now, since w ∈ {z}^⊥, 0 = λπ_20 = λπ_2 ⟨z, w⟩ = ⟨λπ_2z, π_2w⟩ = ⟨π_2w, π_2w⟩ = ‖π_2w‖. On the other hand, since 0 ≠ π_2 ≤ π_1 ≤ π_φ(w) ≤ π_w, so that, by Lemma 6.13, π_2w ≠ 0 implies ‖π_2w‖ ≠ 0, which is absurd in light of ‖π_2w‖ = 0. We conclude that w = 0, and hence that {z}^⊥ = {0}.

For every y ∈ H, we claim that y = ⟨y, z⟩ z. To this end, let y ∈ H be arbitrary and consider ⟨y − ⟨y, z⟩ z, z⟩ = ⟨y − ⟨y, z⟩ z, z⟩ = ⟨y, z⟩ − ⟨y, z⟩ ⟨z, z⟩ = ⟨y, π_zz⟩ − ⟨y, z⟩ ‖z‖^2 = π_z ⟨y, z⟩ − π_z ⟨y, z⟩ = 0.

Hence (y − ⟨y, z⟩ z) ⊥ z, and because {z}^⊥ = {0}, we have y − ⟨y, z⟩ z = 0, so that y = ⟨y, z⟩ z.

Finally, define f_φ := φ(z)z. Now, for all y ∈ H, we obtain φ(y) = φ(⟨y, z⟩ z) = ⟨y, z⟩ φ(z) = ⟨ y, φ(z)z ⟩ = ⟨y, f_φ⟩ . If H_1 and H_2 are L-Hilbert spaces and T ∈ B(H_1, H_2), we define an adjoint of T to be a map S ∈ B(H_2, H_1) satisfying ⟨T x, y⟩ = ⟨x, Sy⟩ for all x ∈ H_1 and y ∈ H_2.

Theorem 6.20. Let H_1 and H_2 be L-Hilbert spaces. Then every T ∈ B(H_1, H_2) has an adjoint T^∗. Furthermore the map T → T^∗ : B(H_1, H_2) → B(H_2, H_1) is conjugate linear, ‖T^∗‖ = ‖T ‖, and ‖T^∗T ‖ = ‖T ‖^2.

Proof. Suppose T is bounded. For x ∈ H_2, the map y → ⟨T y, x⟩ is bounded, so by Theorem 6.19 it is represented by an element, which we define as T^∗x. It is clear that T^∗ ∈ B(H_2, H_1), the equation ⟨(λT )x, y⟩ = ⟨ x, (λ̄T^∗)y ⟩ shows that T → T^∗ is conjugate linear, and the next assertion follows from

‖T ‖ = sup x∈B_{H1} , y∈B_{H2} | ⟨T x, y⟩ | = sup x∈B_{H1} , y∈B_{H2} | ⟨x, T^∗y⟩ | = ‖T^∗‖ . For the final assertion, note that ‖T^∗T ‖ ≤ ‖T ‖^2 follows from Proposition 3.33. Conversely, let x ∈ B_{H1} , then ‖T x‖^2 = ⟨T x, T x⟩ = ⟨T^∗T x, x⟩ ≤ ‖T^∗T x‖ ‖x‖ ≤ ‖T^∗T ‖ . Taking the supremum over x ∈ B_{H1} yields ‖T ‖^2 ≤ ‖T^∗T ‖.

Definition 6.21. An L-Banach algebra A is called an L-Banach *-algebra if A is equipped with a conjugate linear involutive (i.e., a^{∗∗} = a for all a ∈ A) isometric anti-homomorphism^∗ : A → A. An L-Banach *-algebra is called an L-C*-algebra if ‖a^∗a‖ = ‖a‖^2.

If H is an L-Hilbert space, then Theorem 6.20 shows that B(H) is an L-C*-algebra.

References

[AAZR09] S. Albeverio, Sh. A. Ayupov, A. A. Zaitov, and J. E. Ruziev. Algebras of unbounded operators over the ring of measurable functions and their derivations and automorphisms. Methods Funct. Anal. Topology, 15(2):177–187, 2009.

[AB03] C.D. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw. Locally Solid Riesz Spaces with Applications to Economics. Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, 105. American Mathematical Society, 2nd edition, 2003.

[AB06] C.D. Aliprantis and O. Burkinshaw. Positive operators. Springer, Dordrecht, 2006. reprint of the 1985 original.

[Azo08] Y. Azouzi. Square Mean Closed Real Riesz Spaces, Ph.D. thesis. PhD thesis, University of Tunis, 2008.

[BB02] R. Beattie and H.-P. Butzmann. Convergence structures and applications to functional analysis. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2002.

[BS18] G. Buskes and C. Schwanke. Vector lattices and f-algebras: the classical inequalities. Banach J. Math. Anal., 12(1):191– 205, 2018.

[Con90] John B. Conway. A course in functional analysis, volume 96 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 1990.

[DDLS16] H. G. Dales, F. K. Dashiell, Jr., T.-M. Lau, and D. Strauss. Banach spaces of continuous functions as dual spaces. CMS Books in Mathematics/Ouvrages de Mathématiques de la SMC. Springer, Cham, 2016.

[DEM20] Yousef Dabboorasad, Eduard Emelyanov, and Mohammad Marabeh. Order convergence is not topological in infinitedimensional vector lattices. Uzbek Math. J., (1):159–166, 2020.

[dP] B. de Pagter. f-algebras and orthomorphisms.

[dS73] W. J. de Schipper. A note on the modulus of an order bounded linear operator between complex vector lattices. Indag. Math., 35:355–367, 1973. Nederl. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. Ser. A 76.

[EHK23] Nikolai Edeko, Markus Haase, and Henrik Kreidler. A decomposition theorem for unitary group representations on kaplanskyhilbert modules and the furstenberg-zimmer structure theorem, 2023.

[JVN35] P. Jordan and J. Von Neumann. On inner products in linear, metric spaces. Ann. of Math. (2), 36(3):719–723, 1935.

[Kan36] L.Ṽ. Kantorovich. On a class of functional equations. Dokl. Akad. Nauk. USSR, 4(5):211–216, 1936.

[Kap53] Irving Kaplansky. Modules over operator algebras. Amer. J. Math., 75:839–858, 1953.

[KK99] A. G. Kusraev and S. S. Kutateladze. Boolean valued analysis, volume 494 of Mathematics and its Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 1999. Translated from the 1999 Russian original by Kutateladze and revised by the authors.

[KKW22] Anke Kalauch, Wen-Chi Kuo, and Bruce Alastair Watson. A hahn-jordan decomposition and riesz-frechet representation theorem in riesz spaces, 2022.

[KRW17] Wen-Chi Kuo, Michael J. Rogans, and Bruce A. Watson. Mixing inequalities in Riesz spaces. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 456(2):992– 1004, 2017.

[Kus00] Anatoly G. Kusraev. Dominated operators, volume 519 of Mathematics and its Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2000. Translated from the 1999 Russian original by the author, Translation edited and with a foreword by S. Kutateladze.

[KWW23] A. Kalauch, K. Wenchi, and B. Watson. Strong completeness of a class of l^2-type riesz spaces. arxiv, 2023. Preprint: https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.00969.

[LW10] Coenraad C. A. Labuschagne and Bruce A. Watson. Discrete stochastic integration in Riesz spaces. Positivity, 14(4):859–875, 2010.

[MN91] P. Meyer-Nieberg. Banach lattices. Universitext. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1991.

[OTvdW23] M. O’Brien, V. G. Troitsky, and J. H. van der Walt. Net convergence structures with applications to vector lattices. Quaest. Math., 46(2):243–280, 2023.

[RS19] M. Roelands and C. Schwanke. Series and power series on universally complete complex vector lattices. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 473(2):680–694, 2019.

[Tak83] Gaisi Takeuti. von Neumann algebras and Boolean valued analysis. J. Math. Soc. Japan, 35(1):1–21, 1983.

[Zaa97] Adriaan C. Zaanen. Introduction to operator theory in Riesz spaces. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1997.