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ABSTRACT

The concept of hyperreflexivity has previously been defined for subspaces of B(X,Y'),
where X and Y are Banach spaces. We extend this concept to the subspaces of B"(X,Y),
the space of bounded n-linear maps from X x ---x X = X™ into Y, for any n € N. If A
is a Banach algebra and X a Banach A-bimodule, we obtain sufficient conditions under
which Z™(A, X)), the space of all bounded n-cocycles from A into X, is hyperreflexive. To
do so, we define two notions related to a Banach algebra: The strong property (B) and
bounded local units (b.l.u). We show that there are sufficiently many Banach algebras
which have both properties. We will prove that all C*-algebras and group algebras have the
strong property (B). We also prove that finite CSL algebras and finite nest algebras have
this property. We further show that for an arbitrary Banach algebra A and each n > 2,
M,,(A) has the strong property (B) whenever it is equipped with a Banach algebra norm.
In particular, this implies that all Banach algebras are embedded into a Banach algebra
with the strong property (B). With regard to bounded local units, we show that all C*-
algebras and many group algebras have b.l.u. We investigate the hereditary properties
of both notions to construct more example of Banach algebras with these properties.
We apply our approach and show that the bounded n-cocycle spaces related to Banach
algebras with the strong property (B) and b.l.u. are hyperreflexive provided that the space
of the corresponding n + 1-coboundaries are closed. This includes nuclear C*-algebras,
many group algebras, matrix spaces of certain Banach algebras and finite CSL and nest
algebras. We finish the thesis with introducing the hyperreflezivity constant. We make
our results more precise with finding an upper bound for the hyperreflexivity constant of

the bounded n-cocycle spaces.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

In this chapter we give a brief history on reflexivity and hyperreflexivity of linear
space of (bounded) operators. As it will be presented, both notions of reflexivity and
hyperreflexivity have been defined in different ways on linear maps between Banach spaces.
We present all such approaches and give details of how the various notions of reflexivity
(hyperreflexivity) are connected. The concept of reflexivity has its root in the problem
of invariant subspaces. Some information on the invariant subspace problem and its
connection with reflexivity is provided. In the final section, it is briefly described how we
approach to the problem of the hyperreflexivity of the bounded n-cocycle spaces in the
thesis.

As the name suggests, the notion of hyperreflexivity is a strengthening of the concept
of reflexivity. Hence we first present a general history of reflexivity in order to have a

better idea of hyperreflexivity.

1.1 Reflexivity

The concept of reflexivity for algebras of bounded operators on Banach spaces has its

origin in operator theory.

Definition 1.1.1. Let X be a Banach space, and let A C B(X) be an algebra of bounded
operators on X with unit (i.e. idy € A).

(1) LatA denotes the set of all closed subspaces of X invariant under A, i.e., for every
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T € Aand I € LatA we have T(I) C I.

(2) algebra generated by LatA is defined to be the set of all T € B(X) such that T(I) C I
for each I € LatA. This is denoted by algLatA.

(3) A is said to be reflexive if algLatA = A.

This definition which is historically the start of the topic of reflexivity was first defined
by D. Sarason [56]. During the past decades, the problem of reflexivity has widely been
studied by various authors especially for the operator algebras, i.e., the case where X = H
is a Hilbert space. In particular, two important classes of operator algebras which are
known to be reflexive are:

(1) CSL algebras: Arveson proved in [5] that algebras generated by commutative subspace
lattices or briefly CSL algebras are reflexive.

(77) von Neumann algebras: It follows easily from the double-commutant Theorem that
every von Neumann algebra is reflexive.

The concept of reflexivity in the sense of Definition 1.1.1 is closely related to the well-
known invariant subspace problem:

“Whether a bounded operator 7' € B(X) has a non-trivial invariant subspace?”
Invariant subspace problem and reflexivity. Invariant subspace problem is probably
among the most important problems in functional analysis. It is known that a large
number of operators on Hilbert spaces have non-trivial invariant subspaces. Let H be a
Hilbert space:

(i) If H is finite dimensional with dimH > 1, then each operator T on H is a matrix
which is known to have at least a non-zero eigenvector v. If we let L = {av : « € C},
then L is a non-trivial invariant subspace of T'.

(17) If H is not separable, then for each bounded operator T' on H, the following is a

non-trivial invariant subspace of H :
L =span{T"(z) : n > 0},

where x is a non-zero vector and span stands for the closed linear span.

(¢43) If H is an arbitrary Hilbert space, then it is shown in [44] that each normal operator

2



on H has a non-trivial invariant subspace.
On the other hand, it was shown by Charles Reed that there is a bounded operator

on the space I! without a non-trivial invariant subspace [46].

Definition 1.1.2. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. The weak operator topology in
B(X,Y) is the topology defined by the basic set of neighborhoods

N(T; A, B,e) = {R| R B(X,Y),|y"(T — R)z)| < e,y € B,z € A}
where A and B are arbitrary finite subsets of X and Y™ respectively and € > 0 is arbitrary.

The invariant subspace problem and reflexivity are connected in the following way:

Let X be a Banach space with dimX > 1. Let T' € B(X) and define
E = alglidy, T},

where idx is the identity operator and w.o.t stands for the weak operator topology. If T’
does not have a non-trivial invariant subspace, then F is not reflexive. The reason is that
clearly
LatT = LatE = {0, X }.
Hence
algLatE = B(X).

On the other hand, it follows easily that T € E’, the commutant of E. However,
T ¢ B(X)" = Cidx since it has no non-trivial invariant subspace and dimX > 1. Conse-

quently, algLatE # E and FE is not reflexive.

Generalization of reflexivity. The concept of reflexivity was generalized by D.R.
Larson both algebraically and topologically to the subspaces of B(X,Y") for Banach spaces
X and Y [32].

Definition 1.1.3. Let X and Y be Banach spaces. Let L(X,Y") be the space of all linear
operators form X to Y and B(X,Y’) be the subspace of L(X,Y) consisting of all bounded
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operators. Suppose that S is a linear subspace of L(X,Y). For each € X, we define
S(x) ={S(x): S8},
and we let [S(z)] to be the norm-closure of S(z). Put
ref,(S)={T € L(X,Y): T(z)€ S(x), for each x € X}.
If S C B(X,Y), put
ref(S)={T € B(X,Y): T(z)e€ [S(z)], for each x € X}.

(1) If S C L(X,Y), then S is algebraically reflexive if S = ref,(S).

(2) If S € B(X,Y), then S is (topologically) reflexive if S = ref(S).

Definition 1.1.4. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. The strong topology in B(X,Y)
is the topology defined by the basic set of neighborhoods

N(T; A,e) ={R| R € B(X,Y),|[(T — R)z|| <€,z € A}
where A is an arbitrary finite subset of X and € > 0 is arbitrary.

Remark 1.1.5. Tt is shown in [18, Corollary VI.5] that a convex subset in B(X,Y’) has
the same closure in the weak and strong operator topology. On the other hand, it is easy
to check that if S is a subspace of B(X,Y), then ref(S) is closed in the strong operator
topology. Consequently, the initial condition for S to be reflexive is that it should be

closed in the strong operator topology and hence in the weak operator topology.

Lemma 1.1.6. Let S be a unital subalgebra of B(X). Then S is reflexive in the sense
of Definition 1.1.1 if and only if it is (topologically) reflexive in the sense of Definition
1.1.5.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that
algLatS = ref(S).
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First let T € B(X) with the property that for each # € X, there is a sequence {7}, .} in
S with
T(x) = lim T, ,(z).

n—oo

Hence if I € LatS, then for each x € I we have
T(x) = n11_>r£10 Tho(z) € 1.
This implies that T'(1) C I, and so
T € algLatS.
Therefore

ref(S) C algLatS. (1.1.1)

Let T' € algLatS and pick vy € X. Define

E={Svy: SeS}.

Then E € LatS. So TE C E. Since § is unital, vy € E. Hence Tvy € E. So that there
exists a sequence {5, 4, } in S such that

Tvy = lim Sy, 4, v0-
n—oo

Consequently, T' € ref(S). O

To generalize the notion of reflexivity, Larson was partly motivated to study the local
behavior of derivations from a Banach algebra A into a Banach A-module X. Let Z1(A, X)
be the space of all derivations from A into X. A “local derivation” from A into X is an
element of ref,(Z'(A, X)). A natural question one could consider is for which Banach
algebra A and Banach A-bimodule X, local derivations from A into X are derivations?
This is equivalent to asking whether Z'(A, X) is algebraically reflexive? One can also ask
the topological version of this question. Let Z1(A, X) be the space of bounded derivations
from A into X.



“When Z(A, X) is topologically reflexive?”
If the answer is positive, then every so-called approximate local derivation from A into X
would be a derivation.

In the last two decades, the question of algebraic and topological reflexivity of the
derivation spaces has received considerable attention from various researchers and some
very interesting results have been obtained. In [31], R.D. Kadison showed that bounded lo-
cal derivations from a von Neumann algebra into any of its dual bimodules are derivations.
Kadison’s result was generalized later by showing that the space of bounded derivations
from a C*-algebra into any of its bimodules is both algebraically and topologically reflex-
ive [29, 50]. On the other hand, it was shown in [33] that every local derivation on B(X),
for a Banach space X is a derivation. In [52], E. Samei showed that the space of bounded
derivations from L'(G) into any Banach L'(G)-bimodule is reflexive provided that G has
an open subgroup of polynomial growth. This class includes IN-groups, maximally almost

periodic groups, and totally disconnected groups.

1.1.1 A general view of reflexivity

The notion of reflexivity (algebraic reflexivity) as we presented in the preceding section
is defined for the subspaces of B(X,Y) (L(X,Y)). In 1994, Don Hadwin introduced the
concept of E-reflexivity for arbitrary vector spaces [23]|. His work is interesting in various
aspects:

(1) It generalizes the concept of reflexivity to arbitrary vector spaces.

(2) When dealing with the spaces L(X,Y) and B(X,Y), we can define both notions of
algebraic and topological reflexivity in terms of E-reflexivity.

(3) We recall that a Banach space X is called (classically) reflexive if the map 6 : X — X**

is surjective where



In his paper, Don Hadwin rephrased classical reflexivity in terms of E-reflexivity. Hence
his work unifies different versions of reflexivity that were already defined.
In this section, we give definition of E-reflexivity and show how this notion coincide with

other notions of reflexivity. The reference for our results is [23].

Let X be a vector space and suppose that Y is a set of linear maps from X to C that

separates the points of X. For A C X, we define

At ={feY: fla=0}
For B C Y, define

B, =n{kerf: fe€ B}.

Suppose that () # E C Y is closed under scalar multiplication and that £, = {0}. We
call (X,Y, F) a reflexivity triple. Let S be a subset of X. We define E-reflexive part of
S to be

refe(S) = (STNE).L.

Hence z € refg(S) if and only if for each f € E with f|s = 0, we have f(z) = 0.

Definition 1.1.7. Let (X,Y, E) be a reflexivity triple. A subset S of X is called E-
reflexive if refp(S) = S.

E-Reflexivity and classical reflexivity:

Suppose that Y is a Banach space, and let X = Y*. Then Y can be viewed as a set of
linear maps on X that separates the points of X. Let E =Y. If S C X, then

refu(S) = (S*NE)L = ($4), = span”’(S). (11.2)

Here span®” (S) stands for the weak*-closure of the linear span of S. The last equation in

(1.1.2) is proven in [23, Proposition 1.1]



Lemma 1.1.8. Y is classically reflexive if and only if every norm closed linear subspace

of X s E-reflexive.

Proof. Assume that Y is classically reflexive, i.e., Y** =Y. Then the weak*-topology on
X = Y* is exactly the weak topology induced by Y**. We know that in every normed
space, the norm-closure and the weak closure of a convex subset coincide. Hence on

account of (1.1.2), for every normed closed linear subspace S of X, we have

w*

refg(§)=8" =8 = Sh=s.

Conversely, let S be a closed subspace of X. Then by the assumption, S is FE-reflexive.

Hence, on account of (1.1.2), we have

*

S’ =58"=8. (1.1.3)
On the other hand, we know that ([47, Theorem 3.10])
Y={y"eY™: y™isw"-continuous on Y*}. (1.1.4)

Now pick y*™ € Y**. It is trivial that y** is w-continuous. Hence ker y** is w-closed. If
we apply (1.1.3), we infer that ker y*™* is w*-closed. It means that y** is w*-continuous.

Consequently, y*™* € Y by (1.1.4). Therefore, Y** =Y and Y is (classically) reflexive. [

FE-reflexivity and algebraic reflexivity

Let V and W be two Banach spaces. A rank one-tensor is of the form = ® o for x € V'
and a € W’ where W’ denotes the set of all linear functionals on W. Every rank-one

tensor acts as a functional on L(V, W) by
(z@a)(T)=a(T(z)) (T e L(V,IV)).

Lemma 1.1.9. Let E be the set of all rank-one tensors, and let Y = spanE. If S is
a linear subspace of L(V,W), then refg(S) = ref.(S). In particular, S is algebraically

reflexive if and only if it is E-reflexive.



Proof. Let T € ref,(S) and suppose that 2 € V and aw € W' are chosen such that
(z®a)(S) =a(S(x)) =0 VSeS.

Let S, € S be such that T'(z) = S,(x). Then (z ® a)(T) = a(T(z)) = a(S(x)) = 0.
Hence T € refg(S).

Conversely, suppose that T' € refg(S), and let € V. By the assumption, for each
a € W’ with the property that

(x®@a)(S)=a(S(x) =0 VS €S,

We should have
(z®@a)(T) = (T (z)) = 0.

This implies that T'(x) € S(x). Hence T € ref,(S). O

E-reflexivity and topological reflexivity:

Let V and W be two Banach spaces. Define
E={z@a: z€V, ac W},
where W* denotes the space of bounded linear functionals on W. Let Y = B(V, W)*.

Lemma 1.1.10. Let S be a subspace of B(V,W). Then refg(S) = ref(S). In particular,
S s topologically reflexive if and only if it is E-reflexive.

Proof. Let T € ref(S). Suppose that z € V and aw € W* are chosen such that
(x®@a)(S)=a(S(x)=0 (SeS).
If {S,.} is a sequence in S with T'(z) = lim,, o Sp2(x), then
(x®a)(T) = lim a(S,.(x)) =0.

n—oo

So T € refp(S).



Conversely, let T € refr(S). Then for each z € V and o € W* with z ® a|s = 0, we
have (z ® «)(T) = 0. Equivalently, we can say that for each z € V' if a € W* is such that

a(S(z)) =0 VS €S,

then o(7(xz)) = 0. By the Hahn-Banach theorem, this implies that 7'(x) € S(x). Hence
T eref(S). O

1.2 Hyperreflexivity

As mentioned before, the concept of hyperreflexivity is a strengthening of reflexivity. This
concept was first introduced in [6] by W. B. Arveson for operator algebras for which it
was named “the distance formula problem”. Let H be a Hilbert space and S a closed

unital subalgebra of B(H). Let d(-,S) be the quotient norm on B(H)/S defined by
d(T,S) =inf{||T— S| : S €S}
We can also define the following seminorm on B(H)/S,
B(T,S) = sup{||P*TP| : P e LatS}. (1.2.1)

Here, we identify each element I € Lat(S) with its orthogonal projection P : H — I. It

is clear that

B(T,S) < d(T,S), T e B(H).

Moreover it is easy to check that T' € algLatS if PXTP = 0. Hence 3 defines a norm on
B(H)/S if and only if S is reflexive.

Definition 1.2.1. A closed unital subalgebra S of B(H) is called hyperreflexive (or
C-hyperreflexive) if there is a constant C' > 0 such that

dist(T, S) < CB(T,S), (T € B(H)).

The smallest such constant is called the hyperreflexivity constant of S.
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There are many results on the hyperreflexivity of the operator algebras. For example,
the following two are among the most well-known ones.
(1) Arveson proved in [6] that every nest algebra has a distance formula, and so , it is
hyperreflexive. His result provides a very rare example of hyperreflexive operator algebras
for which the hyperreflexivity constant is 1. Hence norms d and 3 coincide in this case.
(77) There are various results on the hyperreflexivity of different classes of von Neumann
algebras mainly due to the works of E. Christensen (see [11] and [12]). In particular, he
proved in [12] that every injective von Neumann algebra is hyperreflexive and that its
hyperreflexivity constant is less than 4. In [22], Giol provided a unified argument under
which many known results on the hyperreflexivity of von Neumann algebras were reob-

tained.

As the concept of reflexivity was generalized from the operator algebras to the sub-
spaces of B(X,Y), the concept of hyperreflexivity was also generalized in the same man-
ner. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces, and let S be a closed linear subspace of B(X,Y).
For every T' € B(X,Y), we define

dist(7,S) = inf | T — 9|,
SeS

and

dist, (7, S) = sup inf ||T(x) — S(z)].

||| <1 SES
It is clear that
dist,.(T',S) < dist(7, S).

In general, dist, defines a seminorm on B(X,Y)/S. Moreover, it gives a norm if and only

if S is reflexive.

Definition 1.2.2. A closed subspace S of B(X,Y) is called hyperreflexive if there is
C > 0 such that

dist(T, S) < Cdist, (T, S) (T € B(X,Y)). (1.2.2)

11



In other words, § is hyperreflexive if dist(-,S) and dist, (-, S) define equivalent norms
on B(X,Y)/S. We will show in Proposition 1.2.7 that this coincides with Definition 1.2.1
when X =Y = H is a Hilbert space and S is a closed unital subalgebra of B(H). It is

easy to check that the closed subspace S is reflexive if
dist,(T,S) = 0 = dist(7, S) = 0.

Hence according to (1.2.2), being hyperreflexive is stronger than being reflexive. K. David-
son and S. Power showed in [16] that the converse might not be true, i.e. not every reflexive
operator algebra is hyperreflexive. However, in the special case when a reflexive subspace
of B(X,Y) is finite dimensional (for possibly infinite dimensional Banach spaces X and
Y'), then it has to be hyperreflexive [38].

In recent years, several authors have also considered the hyperreflexivity of the deriva-
tion spaces. In [58], V. Shulman showed that Z!(A, A), the space of bounded derivations
from a C*-algebra A into itself is hyperreflexive if the second Hochschild cohomology group
vanishes (H?(A, A) = 0). It is also shown in [3] that Z'(L'(G), L'(G)) is hyperreflexive
for each amenable group in [SIN]. In [52], E. Samei showed that Z'(L*(G), X*) is hy-
perreflexive if G is a locally compact amenable group with an open subgroup which has
polynomial growth and X is an essential Banach L!(G)-bimodule. It was later proven in
[4] that Z1(LY(G), L*(@)) is hyperreflexive for each locally compact group with an open
subgroup which has polynomial growth, thus eliminating the assumption of amenability.
More results on reflexivity and hyperreflexivity can be found in [9, 14, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28,
29, 31, 33, 50, 51, 57, 58].

1.2.1 A general view of hyperreflexivity

The definition of hyperreflexivity as we presented in Section 1.1 is valid for the subspaces
of B(V,W). In Section 1.1.1, we demonstrated how Hadwin generalized the concept of
reflexivity. In his paper, he also defined the concept of E-hyperreflexivity which general-
izes hyperreflexivity [23].

Let X be a Banach space and Y a subspace of X* separating the points of X. Suppose
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that F is a nonempty subset of Y which is closed under scalar multiplication such that
E 1 = {0} Let
E={ecE: |e|=1}

For a subspace S of X, we define

dy(x,S) = sup{|f(x)| : feS|f] =1},

and
dp(x,S) =sup{|f(x)] : feS NE}
Obviously we have

dE<I, S) S dy(l‘, S)

Definition 1.2.3. A subspace S of X is said to be E-hyperreflexive if there is a constant
C > 0 such that
dy(z,S) < Cdg(z,S), =€ X.

Remark 1.2.4. If S is a closed subspace, then being E-hyperreflexive is stronger than being
E-reflexive, i.e., if S is F-hyperreflexive, then it is E-reflexive in the sense of Definition

1.1.7. To see this, note that we have

dg(z,8) =0 < f(z)=0 Vfe ENSt
& f(2)=0 Vfe EnS*t

& re(ENSY) . =refs(S).
On the other hand,

dy(2,8) =0 < f(x)=0 VfeS*

& rceS.

E-hyperreflexivity and hyperreflexivity

In this Section, we show that Hadwin’s approach toward E-hyperreflexivity generalized

the hyperreflexivity in the sense of Definition 1.2.1.
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Proposition 1.2.5. Let V and W be two Banach spaces. Let X = B(V,W), Y =
B(V,W)* and let
E={z®a: z€V, aec W}

For T € B(V,W) and a subspace S C B(V, W), we have:

(1) dy (T, S) = dist(T,S).

(17) dg(T,S) = dist, (T, S).

In particular, for any closed subspace of B(V,W), being hyperreflexive is equivalent to

being E-hyperreflexive.
Proof. (i) Let f € St with ||f|| = 1. Then for each T € B(V, W), we have
M) =1/(T) = fFSI < NT =S| (VS eS).

Therefore

dy (T,8) < dist(T,S).
To prove the other way around, let T € B(V,W). If T € S, trivially we have
dist(7T,S) < dy (T, S).
If T ¢ S, then by the Hahn-Banach theorem, there exists f € X* such that
Ifll=1, fls=0, f(T)=|TI.

This implies that
dist(7,S) < dy (T, S).

(i1) Let € V and o« € W* be such that
|z @ ol = [lellz]l =1, «o(S(x) =0 VSeS.
Then, for every S € S, we have
[z @) (M) = |a(T(x))]
= |a(T(z) = S(x))|
< T(z) = S@)llall
= [T Cllal) = SCflal)]-
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Hence

(@@ a)(T)| < inf [T (z]lal)) = Sllal)]-

This implies that
dg(T,S) < dist,.(T, S).

To prove the converse, it suffices to show that for each x; € V with ||z1|| = 1, there are

zo € V and oy € W* such that
lawolll|zoll =1, ao(S(zp)) =0 VS €S

and

mf [[T(z1) = Szl < Jao(T(20))]-

Now if T'(x1) € S(z1), then clearly for every oy and xy with ||agl|||zo]] = 1, the inequality
holds. Otherwise, by the Hahn-Banach theorem, there is ag € W* such that ||ag| = 1,
ap(S(x1)) = 0and ap(T(x1)) = ||T(z1)]| and ||ag|| = 1. Hence it suffices to let zg = ;. O

1.2.2 Two definitions of hyperreflexivity for the operator alge-

bras coincide

In this section, we show that Definition 1.2.1 and Definition 1.2.2 are equivalent. Suppose

that X is a Banach space. Let S be a closed unital subalgebra of B(X). Define
B(T,S) = sup{||mpT|u| : M € LatS}, (1.2.3)

where my 0 X — % is the quotient map.

Remark 1.2.6. Let X = H be a Hilbert space. Suppose that M is a closed subspace of

H, and let P denote the orthogonal projection onto M. Then it is easy to check that
lmu Tl = |(1 = P)TP|, (T € B(H)).
In particular, definition of 8 given by (1.2.3) coincides with that of (1.2.1).
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Proposition 1.2.7. Let X be a Banach space. Suppose that S is a closed unital subalgebra
of B(X), and

E={z®@a:ze X,aec X"}
Then

In particular, Definition 1.2.1 and Definition 1.2.2 coincide when X is a Hilbert space

and S is a unital operator algebra.

Proof. First we show that

dg(T,S) < B(T,S). (1.2.4)
Equivalently, we need to show that for each x ® o € E with ||| = ||z|| = 1 and
(z®a)ls =0, (1.2.5)

there is M € LatS such that
[(z @ a)(T)] < |lmauT |-

To this end, we let M = S(x). Then M € LatS. Moreover, for every m € M, according
to (1.2.5), a(m) = 0. So

((z@a)(T)] = |a(T(2))]
= |a(T(z) —m)|

< |[T(z) —ml|.
Consequently we can write (note that © € M since S is unital)
@ea)(T) < inf [Tlu()—m|

= lmuT ()]

< lmmT)a|-
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Next we show that
B(T.S) < dp(T.S). (1.2.6)

To do so, we need to show that for each M € LatS and each ¢ > 0, there are o, € X*

and z. € X with ||acl|, ||z.]| = 1 and

(re @ ac)ls = ae(S(z)) = 0
such that

7T T | ar|] < |ae(T(ze))| + € (1.2.7)
Note that

I Tl = sup{llra T|ar(2) ]| = 2w € M, T(x) ¢ M and [lz]| = 1}.
Hence for € > 0, there is x. € M with T'|y(x.) ¢ M such that
I T aell < llmarTlan () || + €. (1.2.8)

Since T'|p(ze) ¢ M, the Hahn-Banach Theorem implies that there is a. € V* with

|lae]| = 1 and a,|p = 0 such that
ac(T(xe)) = [IT]ar ()] (1.2.9)

Now by applying (1.2.9),(1.2.8) and using the fact that |77 | (xo)|| < [|T]ar(ze)]], we
obtain (1.2.7). Note that since M € LatS and z. € M, we get

a.(S(z.)) =0,
as desired. Now (1.2.4) and (1.2.6) imply that
dp(T,S) = B(T,S).

The final result follows by combining the preceding results together with Proposition

1.2.5. [l
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1.2.3 Our approach to hyperreflexivity

Hyperreflexivity is a powerful tool that allows us to measure the “global” distance of an
element to a linear space using its “local” distance. One important subspace related to
a given Banach algebra is the space of bounded derivations whose hyperreflexivity for
various cases have been studied extensively. The counterparts of bounded derivations
in higher dimensions are bounded n-cocycles which play a fundamental role in the co-
homology of Banach algebras. Our main goal in this thesis is to extend the concept of
hyperreflexivity to these higher cocycles. For Banach spaces X and Y, we first define
hyperreflexivity for subspaces of B"(X,Y). Then we focus on Z"(A, X), the space of
bounded n-cocycles from a Banach algebra A into a Banach A-bimodule X, and pose
the question when it can be hyperreflexive. Our investigation leads us to find sufficient
conditions under which Z"(A, X)) becomes hyperreflexive. Hence answering this question
improves our knowledge of the cohomology of Banach algebras. We demonstrate that
for a large classes of Banach algebras, including nuclear C*-algebra, group algebras of
amenable groups with open subgroups of polynomial growth, finite CSL and finite nest
algebras and matrix spaces of some Banach algebras, these sufficient conditions hold which
give evidence that our conditions are satisfactory. For the case when n = 1, our results
include and, at the same time, generalize all the ones already obtained in the literature
pointed out in the section 1.2.

As it is customary, we first present in Chapter 2 some backgrounds of notions that
will be needed in the following chapters.

A tool that plays a key role in our discussion is a property related to a Banach algebra
which we call it the strong property (B) (Definition 3.1.1). In [2], without defining this
property explicitly, it is shown that all C*-algebras and group algebras have this property.
We devote Chapter 3 to the strong property (B). We study the hereditary properties of
Banach algebras with the strong property (B) which enables us to construct other algebras

with this property from the known ones (Section 3.2).

We will show in Chapter 5 that a fundamental fact towards obtaining the hyperreflex-
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ivity of the bounded n-cocycle spaces of a Banach algebra, is to see when the unitization
of a Banach algebra possesses the strong property (B). This may not be easily seen even if
the algebra itself has the strong property (B)! That is why in Chapter 4, we introduce the
notion of bounded local units or briefly b.l.u. for a Banach algebra which roughly speaking
forces it to have bounded approximate identities consisting of elements that act as local
units on a dense subset (see Definition 4.1.1 and Remark 4.1.2). We show in Theorem
4.1.3 that existence of b.l.u. allows us to carry the strong property (B) from a Banach
algebra to its unitization. We also study the hereditary property of algebras having b.l.u.
We would like to point out that one advantage of investigating the hereditary properties
of both notions of b.l.u. and having the strong property (B) is that this process might
be easier than investigating the hereditary properties of hyperreflexivity of bounded n-
cocyles directly. This also provides us with more examples of bounded n-cocycle spaces

which are hyperreflexive.

One fundamental result of this thesis is presented in Chapter 5.2. We show that if A is
a Banach algebra for which its unitization, i.e., A* = A @ C, has the strong property (B)
and X a Banach A-bimodule such that H"*(A, X) is a Banach space, then Z"(A, X) is
hyperreflexive (Theorem 5.2.4).

Section 5.3 is devoted to present examples of Banach algebras with hyperreflexive
spaces of bounded n-cocycles. We first show that C*-algebras and group algebras of
groups with open subgroups of polynomial growth and some of their ideals have both the
strong property (B) and b.l.u. Using the criterion we obtained in Theorem 5.2.4 (pointed
out in the preceding paragraph), we then show that Z"(A, X) is hyperreflexive, for all
n € N, for various cases such as when
(i) A is a nuclear C*-algebra and X a dual Banach A-bimodule,

(77) A is a von Neumann algebra of types I, II, or IIl and X = A or X = B(H) 2 A for
a Hilbert space H,

(iii) A = I(HY) < LY(G) and X a dual Banach I(H*)-bimodule. Here G is a locally
compact amenable group with an open subgroup of polynomial growth, and H is a normal

closed subgroup of G.
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We also show that one could drop the amenability assumption in (7iz) in some cases
(Theorem 5.3.3). Finally, we show that similar results hold for quotients and tensor
products of such algebras.

In Chapter 6, we introduce the notion of “a constant for the strong property (B)”.
We show that we can come with a constant for the strong property (B) for all Banach
algebras that we already showed to have this property. We also prove that although it
is not true that every Banach algebra has the strong property (B), one can construct
Banach algebras with the strong property (B) related to any arbitrary Banach algebra.
More precisely, for a Banach algebra A and n > 2, we show that if we equip M, (A),
the space of matrices with entries in A, with an appropriate Banach algebra norm, then
M,,(A) has the strong property (B) with a constant. This implies, in particular, that
every Banach algebra is isometrically embedded into a Banach algebra with the strong
property (B). We also prove that finite nest algebras on any Hilbert space and finite CSL
algebras on separable Hilbert spaces have the strong property (B) with a constant.

As mentioned before, our works in Chapters 3, 4, 5 shows that the strong property (B)
paves the way to solve the problem of hyperreflexivity of the bounded n-cocycle spaces for
various Banach algebras. In Chapter 7, we are interested to have further information on
the hyperreflexivity of such spaces. Roughly speaking, by “further information” we mean
to find a constant which is called the hyperrefiexivity constant. This constant in some
sense, measures “the distance” of the comparable norms that appear in the hyperreflex-
ivity context. Our analysis shows that existence of a constant for the strong property (B)
enables us to deal with this problem. We use our results in Chapter 6 and 7 to find an
upper bound for the hyperreflexivity constant of the bounded n-cocycle spaces related to

Banach algebras discussed in the preceding chapters.
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CHAPTER 2

PRELIMINARIES

The present chapter contains the background necessary for this thesis. We introduce
notations and tools which will be used in the next chapters. In Section 2.1, we review
the definition of Banach spaces, Banach algebras and Banach modules. Some properties
of locally compact groups and some related Banach algebras including group algebras is
provided in Section 2.2. We then define Hochschild cohomology groups, amenable Banach
algebras and amenable groups in Section 2.3. Some basic theorems on such groups and
Banach algebras is presented. In Section 2.4, we introduce certain operator algebras called
CSL and nest algebras. Some results on their Hochschild cohomology groups which will

be needed in Chapter 7 is provided.

2.1 Banach spaces, Banach algebras and Banach mod-

ules

Definition 2.1.1. (1) Let X be a complex vector space. A norm on X is a function
|- || : X — R with the following properties: For all z,y € X and a € C.

() [|z]] > 0 and ||z|| = 0 if and only if x = 0.
(@) [lazl] = fa[l]-
(

ii) [l +yll < llzll + [lyll-

In this case, we call the pair (X, || - ||) a normed space.

(2) A sequence {z,} in the normed space (X, || - ||) is called a Cauchy sequence if for each
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€ > 0, there is N € N such that for each m,n > N, we have

|Tn — zml|| <e.

(3) A normed space (X, || -||) is called a Banach space if each Cauchy sequence converges

in this space.

Remark 2.1.2. Let (X, || - ||) be a normed space and M a closed subspace of X. The
quotient space % becomes a normed space with respect to the following norm known as

quotient norm:

|z + M|y =inf{|lz -yl : ye M}

Let X and Y be two vector spaces. Let L(X,Y) denotes the set of all linear maps
from X to Y. L(X,Y) becomes a vector space with respect to the pointwise addition
and scalar multiplication. We let L™(X,Y) = L(X™,Y") denote the space of all n-linear
maps from X™ = X x ... x X into Y.

n times

If X and Y are normed spaces, then for 7' € L™ (X,Y) we define
1T} = sup{lIT'(z1, - - s x|l < [Jil] <1, 1 <0 <n}.

In this case, we define B"(X,Y’) to be the subspace of all bounded n-linear maps in
L™(X,Y). That is
B"(X,)Y)={T € L"(z,Y): ||T]| < oo}.

We let B(X,Y) = BY(X,Y) and B(X) = B(X, X).

Theorem 2.1.3 (The open mapping theorem). Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. If
T:X — Y is a bounded surjective linear map, then there is a constant C' > 0 such that

for each y € Y, there exist x € X with y = T(x) and ||z|| < C||T(2)]|.

Definition 2.1.4. It is proven in [7, Lemma VI.10] that the following defines a norm on
the tensor product X ® Y:

lull = inf (Y llzalllyall = w=) 2@y}
i=1 =1
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The completion of the normed space (X ® Y, || - ||) is called the projective tensor product
of X and Y and is denoted by X®Y .

Remark 2.1.5. Tt is shown in [7, Proposition VI.12] that elements of X®Y are of the form

u=> """ Ty @Yy, where > o ||[z||[|yn]] < 00. The norm on X®Y is given by

lull = nfO> Naalllyall v =Y 20 @ yn}.
n=1 n=1

Definition 2.1.6. (1) An algebra over C is a complex vector space A together with a map
A x A — A, called product or multiplication and written (a,b) — ab, which is bilinear,
i.e., it satisfies

a(b+c¢) =ab+ac, (a+b)c=ac+ be,

as well as

Alab) = (Aa)b = a(Ab) (a,b,c € A and X € C).
(2) A Banach algebra is an algebra A over complex numbers together with a norm || - ||
such that the underlying normed space is a Banach space and the inequality
[[abl| < [|all[|]]
holds for all a,b € A.

Remark 2.1.7. (1) Let X be a Banach space. Then B(X) together with the operator
norm and composition as multiplication is a Banach algebra.
(2) Let X and Y be Banach algebras. Then X®Y together with the projective norm and

the multiplication
(1 ®@ Y1) (72 ® y2) = 2172 @ Y1Y2

becomes a Banach algebra. (See [7, Propositions VI.17 and VI.18] for proof.)
(3) Let Y be a Banach algebra and X a closed ideal of Y. Then the quotient space

together with the quotient norm and the multiplication
(a+X)b+X)=ab+ X,
becomes a Banach algebra. (See [10, Theorem 4.2] for proof.)
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Definition 2.1.8. Let A be a Banach algebra.
(1) A unit for A is an element 14 € A such that

lya=alg=a Vae€A).

It is easy to check that if A has a unit, then its unit is unique.

(2) A left approximate identity for A is a net {p; };cr C A such that for all a € A, we have
lim o0 — af] = 0.

Right approximate identity is defined similarly. A net which is both a left and a right
approximate identity is called an approximate identity. Note that (left, right) approximate

identity for a Banach algebra might not be unique.

Definition 2.1.9. Let A be an algebra over C.
(1) An involution is a map A — A, denoted by a — a* such that for all a,b € A and

A € C we have
(a+b)* =a*+b*, (A\a)* = Xa*, (ab)* = b*a*, and (a*)* = a.

(2) A Banach x-algebra is a Banach algebra together with an involution such that for
every a € A we have
la” [} = flall.
(3) A Banach *-algebra is called a C*-algebra if
la”al| = [lall®

holds for every a € A.

Definition 2.1.10. (1) Let A be an algebra and E a vector space. We call E a left

A-module if there is a bilinear map A x E — E, denoted by (a,e) — a - e such that

(ab)-e=a-(b-e) (a,be AecFE).
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Similarly, we can define right A-module.

(2) E is an A-bimodule if it is both a left and a right A-module and
a-(e-b)=(a-e)-b (a,be A, ec F).

(3) Let A be a Banach algebra and suppose that E is a left A-module which is a Banach
space as well. We say that E is a left Banach A-module if

la-ell <llallllell, (a€A, e€cE).

Similarly, we can define right Banach A-bimodule.
(4) E is a Banach A-bimodule if it is an A-bimodule, a left Banach A-module and a right
Banach A-module.

Remark 2.1.11. Let A be a Banach algebra and E a Banach A-bimodule. Then E*, the

dual space of E, becomes a Banach A-bimodule with the module action defined by

a-ple)=9yle-a), p-ale)=yp(a-e) (ac€AecE pecE").

2.2 Locally compact groups and some related Banach

algebras

Definition 2.2.1. (1) A topological group is a group G together with a topology on the

set G such that the group multiplication and inversion

GxG—GaG, G—G

(z,y) — zy, Tz

are both continuous maps.
(2) A topological group is called a locally compact group if it is Hausdorff and locally

compact.
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Definition 2.2.2. Let GG be a locally compact group, and let B be the o-algebra of Borel
sets on G. Then

(1) A measure p: A — [0, 00| on the measurable space (G, B) is called a Borel measure.
(2) A Borel measure p is called locally finite if every point in G possesses a neighborhood
U with u(U) < oo.

(3) A locally finite Borel measure p on B is called outer Radon measure or briefly a Radon
measure if

(1) p(A) = inf{u(U): A CU, U is open}, for every A € B.

(17) p(A) = sup{u(F): F C A, F is compact}, for every A € B which is open or
u(A) < oo.

(4) p is called left invariant if p(zA) = p(A) holds for every A € B and x € G.

Theorem 2.2.3. Let G be a locally compact group. There is a non-zero, left invariant
Radon measure on G. It is uniquely determined up to positive multipliers. Every such a

measure is called a left Haar measure.
(See [17, Theorem 1.3.4]) for the proof.)

Definition 2.2.4. Let G be a locally compact group. Suppose that B is the Borel o-
algebra on GG and A is a fixed left Haar measure of G.

(i) The group algebra of G which is denoted by L'(G) is defined as follows:
LYG) = L"(G,B,\) ={f:G— C: fis Ameasurable and || f||; = / |f(x)|dAx < oo}.
G

For simplicity, we use “dx” to denote “dAx” in the integration.

(77) We also define the following Banach algebra related to G

L>®(G)=L>*(G,B,\)={f:G— C: fis \measurable and || f||o < oo}
where || f]looc = Inf{N: Mz :|f(x)] > N} = 0}.

Theorem 2.2.5. Let G be a locally compact group. Then L'(G) is a Banach algebra with

respect to || - ||1 and the multiplication ( known as the convolution) that is defined by

(f % g)(z) = /G fWgl o)y (f.g € ING), € G).
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(See [17, Theorem 1.6.2] for proof.)

Definition 2.2.6. Let G be a locally compact group, and let E' be a closed subspace of
L>(G) containing the constant function.
(1) A mean on E is a functional m € E* such that m(1) = ||m|| = 1.

(2) G is called amenable if there is a left invariant mean on L>(G) i.e., a mean such that
m(dy x @) =m(p) (g€ G, e L))
Here ¢, is the Dirac measure at g and

(6% ©)(t) = ©(g7't), locally almost everywhere.

2.3 Amenable Banach algebras and Hochschild coho-
mology

Definition 2.3.1. Let A be a Banach algebra, and let X be a Banach A-bimodule.
(1) An operator D € L(A, X) is a derivation if for all a,b € A, we have

D(ab) = aD(b) + D(a)b.

We let Z'(A, X) and Z'(A, X) to be the linear spaces of derivations and bounded deriva-
tions from A into X, respectively.

(2) For each x € X, the operator ad, € B(A, X) defined by
ady(a)=a-z—x-a

is a bounded derivation which is called an inner derivation.
(3) A is called amenable if every bounded derivation from A into any dual A-bimodule is

an inner derivation.

Definition 2.3.2. Let A be a Banach algebra. A bounded net (mg), in AR A is called a

bounded approzimate diagonal for A if
a-meg—mg.a—0 and aAym, = a (a € A)
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where A, : AQA — A is the multiplication mapping defined by
Ay(a®b) = ab.

Theorem 2.3.3. A Banach algebra A is amenable if and only if there is a bounded

approximate diagonal for A.

(See [48, Theorem 2.2.4] for proof).

Definition 2.3.4. Let A be a Banach algebra and X a Banach A-bimodule.
(1) Forn € Nand T € L"(A, X), define

0T (at, ... ane1) = aT(ag, ... a,)
+ Z(—l)jT(al,...,ajaj+1,...,an+1)
j=1
+ (=D)""'T(ay,...,am)an -

It is clear that 6" is a linear map from L"(A, X) into L"™'(A, X); these maps are the
connecting maps. Moreover, it can be shown that 6"*! o 6" = 0 for every n € N. The
elements of ker §™ are the n-cocycles; we denote this linear space with Z"(A, X).

(2) If we replace L™(A, X) with B"(A, X) in the above, we will have the ‘Banach’ version
of the connecting maps; we denote them with the same notation ¢". In this case, 0"
is a bounded linear map from B"(A, X) into B""1(A, X); these maps are the bounded
connecting maps or n-coboundary operators. The elements of ker §" are the bounded n-
cocycles; we denote this linear space by Z"(A, X). It is easy to check that Z'(A, X) and
ZY(A, X) coincide with our previous definition of these notations.

(3) The sequence
{0} = X 2 BA,X) S B2A,X) S 2 Br(A, x) & Brla, x)
is called the Hochschild cochain complex. Here §y: X — B(A, X) is defined by,
do(z)(a) =a-z—x-a.
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Definition 2.3.5. Let A be a Banach algebra, and let X be a Banach A-bimodule. For

n € N, let
kerd™

imon—1’

H"™(A, X) is called the n'™ Hochschild cohomology group of A with coefficients in X.

H'(A, X) =

Remark 2.3.6. Let A be a Banach algebra, and let X be a Banach A-bimodule. It is
shown in [15, Section 2.8] that for n € N, the Banach space B"(A, X) turns into a Banach
A-bimodule by the actions defined through:

(axT)(ay,...,a,) = al(a,...,a,);

(T'xa)(ay,...,a,) = T

—~

aay, ..., a,)

3

+ (=1)T(a,ay,...,a;a;.1,...,a,)
1

—1)""T(a,a1,...,0,1)an.

N .

+

In particular, when n = 1, B(A, X) becomes a Banach A-bimodule with respect to the
products

(a%T)(b) = aT(b) , (T *a)(b) = T(ab) — T(a)b.

Remark 2.3.7. Let A,,: B""'(A, X) — B"(A, B(A, X)) be the identification given by

(An(T) (a1, ... an))(ans1) =T(a1,. .., ane1)-

Then A,, is an A-bimodule isometric isomorphism. If we denote the connecting maps for

the complex B"(A, (B(A, X),*)) by A", then it is shown in [15] that
Ay od™ = A" A,,. (2.3.1)

The well-known Theorem of Johnson makes the connection between amenability of

groups and Banach algebras.

Theorem 2.3.8. (Johnson’s theorem) For a locally compact group G, the following
are equivalent:
(i) G is an amenable group.

(i1) L'(G) is an amenable Banach algebra.
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(See [48, Theorem 2.1.8] for proof.)

By definition, the amenability of a Banach algebra is equivalent to the fact that its
first Hochschild cohomology groups with coefficients in a dual Banach bimodule vanishes.
The following theorem shows that, it is actually the case for the Hochschild cohomology

groups of all orders.

Theorem 2.3.9. For a Banach algebra A the following are equivalent:
(1) A is amenable.

(17) H"(A, X*) = {0} for each Banach A-bimodule X and for all n € N.

(See [48, Theorem 2.4.7]).

2.4 CSL and nest algebras

CSL and nest algebras will be discussed in Chapter 6.

Definition 2.4.1. Let H be a Hilbert space. Let £ = {M;};c; be a family of closed
subspaces of H.

(i) L is called a subspace lattice or SL if it is closed under intersection and closed linear
span. A subspace lattice is said to be commutative if the corresponding orthogonal pro-
jections onto its subspaces commute. A commutative subspace lattice is briefly denoted
by CSL. The CSL algebra generated by a CSL £ = {M,};c;, is the subalgebra of B(H)
consisting of all bounded linear maps leaving each M; invariant.

(77) A CSL is called a nest if it is totally ordered under inclusion. A nest algebra is a CSL
algebra corresponding to a nest.

(173) A finite CSL (respectively, nest) algebra is a CSL (respectively, nest) algebra whose

corresponding subspace lattice is finite.

Remark 2.4.2. Since every closed subspace of a Hilbert space can be identified with its
range projection, a CSL £ = { M, };c; can be thought as a family of projections £ = {P; }i¢;

on a Hilbert space H. Both identifications are used interchangeably. In this case, the
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corresponding CSL algebra is given by,
algL={T € B(H): P}TP =0, icI}.
The next theorem gives some information on some cohomology groups of nest algebras.

Theorem 2.4.3. Let N C B(H) be a nest algebra. Then:
(i) H*(N,B(H)) =0, for alln > 1.
(1) H"(N,N) =0, for alln > 1.

Proof. Parts (i) and (ii) are proven in [13, Theorem 2.1] and [13, Theorem 2.3], respec-
tively. ]

There are some similar results on some cohomology groups of general CSL algebras.

For a CSL algebra A C B(H ), we define £(.A) to be the following subalgebra of B(C& H),

EA) =/ - €BC®H): z€C, ue H*, a € A}
0 a

Theorem 2.4.4. Let L be a finite CSL and A = algL. Then for each n € N,
H"(E(A),B(Co H)) =0,

and

H™(E(A), E(A)) = 0.

(For a proof of this theorem, see [42, Lemma 5]).
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CHAPTER 3
BANACH ALGEBRAS HAVING THE STRONG PROP-

ERTY (B)

We recall from [1, Definition 2.2] that a Banach algebra A has the property (B) if, for
any Banach space X, every continuous bilinear map ¢ : A x A — X that preserves zero

products, i.e., with the property that
a,b € A, ab =0 implies ¢(a,b) =0

is of the form of

p(ab,c) = p(a,be)  (a,b,c € A).

Banach algebras with the property (B) were mainly defined, in order to unify the problem
of disjointness preserving linear maps on different classes of Banach algebras. If A and
B are Banach algebras, then a linear mapping 7' : A — B is said to be disjointness
preserving if for all a,b € A with ab = 0, we have T'(a)T'(b) = 0. f T: A — Bis a
bounded disjointness preserving linear map, then the bilinear map ¢ : A x A — B defined
by

p(a,b) = T(a)T'(b)

is a bounded bilinear map that preserves zero products. Standard examples of bounded
disjointness preserving maps are weighted composition operators. Let X and Y be locally

compact Hausdorf spaces. Then the operator T : Cy(X) — Co(Y") defined by

Tf=h-foo¢

32



is called a weighted composition operator where ¢ : ¥ — X is a homeomorphism and
h:Y — T is a continuous function.

It was shown in [1] that the property (B) is very useful in studying local homomorphisms
and local derivations. Moreover, in [52] the class of Banach algebras with the property
(B) plays an important role in studying the n-reflexivity of the bounded n-cocycles of
some classes of group algebras.

The notion of zero products preserving (bi-)linear maps was generalized in [2] to the notion
of approximately zero products preserving (bi-)linear maps. We will show later in chapter
5 that these latter maps play as important role in the problem of the hyperreflexivity of
the bounded n-cocycle spaces as maps preserving zero products play in that of reflexivity.

That is why we introduce the strong property (B) in this chapter.

3.1 General definition of the strong property (B)

In order to investigate the hyperreflexivity of the spaces of bounded n-cocycles, we first

need to generalized the concept of having the property (B).

Definition 3.1.1. We say that a Banach algebra A has the strong property (B) if for each
K > 0 there is a continuous function (L4 x =)Lk : [0,00) — [0,00) with Lg(0) = 0 such
that for any Banach space X and every continuous bilinear map ¢ : A x A — X with

¢l < K and each 0 < a < K satisfying
ab= 0= [l¢(a,b)|| < allall[b],
we would have
le(ab, ¢) = p(a, be)|| < Li()|[all[[olllle]l - (a,b,c € A).

We call Lk a function associated to A and K. It follows routinely from the fact that

Lk(0)=0if p: A x A — X satisfies

ab=0= ¢(a,b) =0,
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then
p(ab,c) —¢(a,bc) =0 (a,b,c € A).

Therefore, having the strong property (B) is in fact the generalization of having the

property (B).

In Definition 3.1.1, we presented the concept of the strong property (B) in its most
general form. Remark 3.1.2 and Lemma 3.1.3 below show that in order for a Banach
algebra to have the strong property (B), we need to handle much fewer bounded bilinear

maps.

Remark 3.1.2. In Definition 3.1.1, we need to only investigate the existence of the function
Ly (i.e. when K = 1) since for every K > 0, if we define Lx : [0,00) — [0,00) by
Li(a) = KLi(a/K), then it is straightforward to check that Ly satisfies the assumption
of Definition 3.1.1.

Lemma 3.1.3. Let A be a Banach algebra. Then A has the strong property (B) if and
only if for every continuous bilinear map ¢ : Ax A — C with ||¢|| <1 and each 0 < a < 1
satisfying

ab =0 = [l¢(a, b)|| < afjall[[b]],

we would have
lo(ab, ) — pla,be)| < Lif@)all[bllll]  (a,b,c € A).

Proof. Let X be an arbitrary Banach space and ¢ : Ax A — X alinear map with ||p]| <1

and 0 < o < 1 with

ab= 0= [l¢(a,b)|| < afall||0].
Let L be the function associated to C and 1 and fix ag, by, cg € A. We show that
lp(aobo, co) — ¢ (ao, boco)|| < L(e)|[aoll|[boll||col|-

Using the Hahn-Banach theorem, we can find a linear map 7' : X — C, with ||| = 1 and
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T'(¢(aobo, co) — p(ao, boca)) = |l (aobo, co) — p(ao, boco)||- (3.1.1)
Now consider the bilinear map T oy : A x A — C. It is easy to see that [|[T o ¢l <1 and
ab= 0= [T o ¢(a,b)|| < afall[|b]].
So by the assumption, for ag, by, co € A we have
T 0 @(agbo, co) — T p(ao, boco)| < L(a)([aol|]bolllcoll,
or by (3.1.1),

l(aobo, co) = @(ao, boco) || < L(e)]laol[[[bo]l]lcoll

Since ag, by, co € A are arbitrary, the proof is complete. O

We keep the general format of the definition of the strong property (B) since it is

usually more convenient.

Remark 3.1.4. In [2] without defining this property explicitly, it is proven that all group
algebras and C*-algebras have the strong property (B). In Chapter 7 where we try to find a
constant for the strong property (B) (See Definition 6.1.1), we will present an alternative
way of showing that group algebras and C*-algebras have the strong property (B). In
Chapter 6, we will also construct other examples of Banach algebras with this property.
This algebras are of the form of matrices over a given Banach algerba or certain operator

algebras.

3.2 Hereditary properties of Banach algebras with
the strong property (B)

One way to construct new examples of Banach algebras with the strong property (B) is
to investigate how this property relates to Banach algebras associated to a given Banach

algebra with the strong property (B). In this section we aim to look into such cases. In
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other word, we investigate the hereditary properties of the strong property (B).

We start with the following proposition that deals with ideals of a Banach algebra
with the strong property (B).

Proposition 3.2.1. Let A be a Banach algebra having the strong property (B). Suppose
that I is a closed ideal of A such that it has a bounded approximate identity in A. Then
I has the strong property (B).

Proof. Let X be a Banach space and K > 0. Suppose that ¢ : I x I — X is a bounded
bilinear map with ||¢|| < K and 0 < a < K is such that

w = 0= [lo(u,v)|| < allull]lv].
Fix u,v € I with ||u||, [[v]] < 1. Define ., : A x A — X with
Yuw(a,b) = @(ua, bv).

Obviously ||¢u.|l < |l¢|l < K. If ab = 0, then (ua)(bv) = 0. Hence

[un(@, D) = llp(ua, bo)
< aual[|jov]]
< allalo]

Therefore, by Definition 3.1.1, there is a continuous function Lk : [0,00) — [0, 00) with

Lk (0) = 0 such that
[0 (ab, €) = up(a, be)|| < L () |all[|blf ][]
or equivalently,
l(uab, cv) — p(ua, bev)|| < Li(a) lall[[b]fl<]l (3.2.1)

Now suppose that the bounded approximate identity of I in A has a bound M. Then

using (3.2.1), we have
lp(ub, v) = (u,bv)|| < MPLi(a)[b]  (u,v € 1,b € A).
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In particular, if u, v, w € I are arbitrary, then
lo(uw, v) = p(u, wo)|| < M?Lc(a) |Jull|v]|[[w]]
Hence I satisfies in the strong property (B) with L; x = M*Ly. O

Proposition 3.2.2. Let A be a Banach algebra having the strong property (B) and suppose
that B 1s a Banach algebra and ® : A — B is a bounded surjective homomorphism. Then
B has the strong property (B). In particular, if I is a closed ideal of A, then A/I has the

strong property (B).

Proof. Let X be a Banach space and suppose that ¢ : B x B — X is a bounded bilinear
map with the property that ||¢] < K, and let 0 < o < K with

ab =0 = [l¢(a,b)|| < allall]b]]
We define 1 : A x A — X with
U(a,b) = p(®(a), ©(b)).

It is easy to check that |[¢] < ||®[]*||¢]] < [|®||*K. Suppose that ab = 0. Then

[(a, D) = lp(@(a), (b))
< af[®(a)][| ()]

< of[@|*lall[b]l

This implies that
[¢(ab, ¢) = (a,be)|| < Lo () lall[[blllc]l  Va,b,c € A, (3.2.2)

where Ly is the function associated to A and K’ = ||®[|?K. Using the open mapping

theorem, there is C' > 0 such that for each by, by, b3 € B there are ay,as,a3 € A with
bi = ®(a1), [ai| < Cllba].

by = ®(az), lazll < Cllba.
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by = ®(as), [las| < C|bs]|

Now by (3.2.2), we can write

[(b1ba, b3) — (b1, b2b3)|| < Lg(a)|la||l|az||as]|

C* Licr(a) [[ba 1102 1B

IA

Now it suffices to define Lp x : [0,00) — [0, 00) with Lp x = C3Ly. O

Although it is not trivial that the strong property (B) is flexible with respect to the
equivalent norms, one implication of Proposition 3.2.2 is that the strong property (B) is

independent of the complete norm of the Banach algebra.

Corollary 3.2.3. Let A be a Banach algebra having the strong property (B) with respect
to the norm || - ||. Then A has the strong property (B) with respect to all norms which are

equivalent to || - ||.

A possible way to construct a Banach algebra related to an infinite family of Banach
algebras is to define their [*-sum. Let I be an index set. If (A;, | - [|;)ies is a family of
Banach algebras, then we define

P A) = {(aier = (aa)ierll = llas]ls < oo}
iel
I*(I, A;) becomes a Banach algebra with “pointwise” adition and multiplication, and scalar

multiplication defined by A(a;) = (Aa;).

Proposition 3.2.4. Let (A;)ien be a family of Banach algebras having the strong property
(B). Let K > 0 and, for each i € N, let L; be a function associated to A; and K in
Definition (3.1.1). Suppose that there is a continous function L : [0,00) — [0, 00) with
L(0) = 0 such that

SuNp Li(a) < L(a) (0<a< K).

ic
Then A = I*(N, A;) has the strong property (B). In particular, if {L;, i € N} is a finite

set, then A has the strong property (B).
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Proof. By Remark 3.1.2,it suffices to find a function associated to A and K = 1 satisfying

in Definition 3.1.1. Define the continuous functions Ly : [0,00) — [0, 00) with
La(a) =a+ Lla) (a>0),

For each 7 € N, let [; be the natural embedding of A; into A which is an isometry. Let Ap
denote the family of all elements a = (a;);eny Which are zero except for a finite number of
elements of N. Note that Ar is dense in A and for each a € Ap, there is n € N such that
a=>Yrli(a). Suppose that X is a Banach space, ¢ : A x A — X is a bounded bilinear

map with ||¢|| <1, and 0 < a < 1 is such that
ab= 0= [l¢(a,b)[| < aflal|[b]]

For each i € I, let ; : A; x A; — X be the bounded linear map defined by

pilai, bi) = ¢(li(ai), Li(b:)).
Note that ||¢:]| < [|¢]] < 1. If a;b; = 0, obviously we have

lpi(ai, ) || < allai[[[b:]].
By the hypothesis, this implies that
[i(aibi, ¢i) = @ilas, bici) || < Li(ar)[laq[1|bs]lf] e

Now let a,b,c € Ar. Then

[p(ab, c) — @(a,be)|| = ||ZZ%0(li(az‘bi)Jj(Cj))—w(li(az’)vlj(bjcj))ﬂ
< Z Z lp(li(aibi), Ui(c;)) — e(li(ai), i (bic;))||
< LA(Oé)(Z||ai||)(z||bi||)(Z||Ci||) (*)
= La(a)|alllloll[l]l,

where the inequality (x) follows from the following argument:

If © = 7, we have
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lo(li(aibs), li(ci)) — (li(aq), li(bici)) || < Li(a)l|aq || [|bs]| [l
< La(a)|lai||[[bs] |||
If i # j, then
li(aibs)l;(c;) = li(a;)l;(bjc;) = 0.
Therefore

lp(liaibi), 1i(e;)) = (li(a), L (be)l - < adlallllbilllle; || + adlasllIb; [l
< La(a)llallloilllle; || + llasll1o;{Hle; (D)

Hence

> lellilaibs) ieg) = elia), el <Y > TLale)(laslllballles | + lasll 1511 les 1)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j#i

+ La(e)llall[[bifllle:l]

< LA(O‘)(ZHai”)(zHbiH)<Z”Ci|D

= Laa(a)llallllofllc]-
Since Ap is dense in A and ¢ is continuous, We have
le(ab, ) — @(a, be)|| < Laa(e)|alllibllicll - (Va, b, c € A).
Hence it follows again from Remark 3.1.2 that A has the strong property (B). O

A standard and useful way to relate two arbitrary Banach algebras is to consider their
(projective) tensor product. The next theorem shows that performing the projective
tensor product, allows us to obtain Banach algebras with the strong property (B) from

the known ones.

Proposition 3.2.5. Let A and B be two Banach algebras having the strong property (B).
Then the projective tensor product A®B has the strong property (B).
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Proof. Let X be a Banach space and K > 0. Suppose that ¢ : (A®B) x (A®B) — X is

a continuous bilinear map with ||¢|| < K and 0 < a < K satisfying
zy =0 = [le(z,y)ll < allz|llyl.
Fix u,v € B with |[u|, ||v]| <1 and define ¢, , : A x A — X with
Yuv(a,b) =pla®@u,b@v).
It is easy to check that ||¢u.| < ||¢]] < K. Moreover if ab = 0, then
[[ous(a, b) || < allall[|b]-
Hence, by the hypothesis, we get
[Pun(ab, ¢) = puu(a, be)l| < Lax(a)llallllbflicll (Va,b,c € A).

This implies that for all u,v € B,

lo(ab @ u,c®v) = pla @ u,be @ v)|| < Lax(@)|allllbllllclulloll  (Va,b,c€ A, u,v e B).
(3.2.3)

Similarly we can show that

lp(a @ uv,b @ w) —pla@u,b@vw)|| < Lpx()|all[[bfllullvlllw]  (Va,b € A, u,v,w € B).

(3.2.4)
Using inequalities (3.2.3) and (3.2.4) we can write,
lp((a @u)(b @ v),c@w) = p((a@u), (b@v)(c@w))| = [plab@u,c@w) - pla®uv,bc® w)
+ pla®@uv,bc®w) — pla® u,bc ®vw)||
< lp(ab® uwv, c ® w) — p(a ® uv, be ® w)|
+ |lpla ®uw), be @ w) — ¢(a ® u, be @ vw||
< (Lax(@) + Lpx(@)lallllollicll[[ull[[o]l|lwl]

Now let x,y,2 € A ® B and consider the following representations

ni

x:Zai®ui, y:ibj@)vj, Z:ick@)wk.

i=1 j=1 k=1
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Then

le(ey, 2) — (e, y2)ll = || ((a; @ u;)(b; © v;), e @ wk) = p(a;i @ us, (b © v;)(cx @ wi)))|

ny n2 N3

< (Lax(@) + Lpx(@) D> > Nasll sl 1bs o5l el

=1 j=1 k=1
= (Lax(a)+ Lpk(a ZHGZHHMH leb ;1) ZHckHHwkH

Since this is true for all representations of x,y, z, we can deduce that

le(zy, 2) — @z, y2)l| < (Lax(e) + Lpx(a)lzllllyllizll (Ve,y,z € A® B).

Finally since ¢ is continuous and A ® B = A®B, we get

le(zy, 2) — o(z,y2)|| < (Lax(@) + Lpx(@)llzlllylllzll  (Vz,y,2 € A®B).

The proof is complete if we define L ¢ p o = Lax + Lp k- O

3.3 An example of Banach algebras without the strong

property (B)

When dealing with a new definition or property, a natural question is that whether there is
an example that does not satisfy in the assumptions of the definition. The strong property
(B) is a special property in the sense that, one possibly expects that there should exist
many Banach algebras without the strong property (B). Although this might be true, it is
not easy to find such a counterexample. However, in this section we combine some known

results to give an example of a Banach algebra without the (strong) property (B).

Definition 3.3.1. Let D be the open unit disk on the complex plane. The disk algebra
is defined with,
A(D) ={f € C(D): f isholomorphic on D}.

Hence a function f lies in A(D) if it is continuous on the closed unit disk and holomorphic

on the open unit disk.
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We will use the next theorems to prove that A(D) does not have the (strong) prop-
erty (B). The following result on the reflexivity of bounded derivations is proven in [52,

Theorem 2.5].

Theorem 3.3.2. Let A be a Banach algebra with local units having the property (B).
Then for any Banach A-bimodule X, Z*(A, X) is reflezive.

The next Theorem that provides an example of a non-reflexive space of bounded

derivations is proven in [54, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.3.3. Let 2 be an open connected subset of the plane, and let A be a Banach
algebra of analytic functions on 2. Then there is a bounded local derivation from A into

A* which is not a derivation. Moreover, Z*(A, A*) is not reflezive.

Note that A(D) is an example of a Banach algebra of analytic functions.

Remark 3.3.4. A(D) is a unital Banach algebra. So it trivially has local units. Hence if it
also has the property (B), then according to Theorem 3.3.2, Z1(A, A*) has to be reflexive
which contradicts Theorem 3.3.3. Consequently, A(D) does not have the property (B).
So it does not have the strong property (B) either.

We proved in Section 3.2 that various Banach algebras related to a given Banach alge-
bra with the strong property (B) inherit this property. In Chapter 6, we will use Remark
3.3.4 to prove something in the other way around. Actually, we show that subalgebras of

a Banach algebra with the strong property (B) might not have the same property.
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CHAPTER 4

BANACH ALGEBRAS WITH BOUNDED LOCAL UNITS

A Banach algebra A is said to be unital if there exist 14 € A such that
lga=aly =a, Vac€e A

Existence of a unit for a Banach algebra is an extra assumption and it might not exist.
However, in many cases, a bounded approximate identity works as effectively as a unit.
There are also far more Banach algebras with bounded approximate identities rather than

those with a unit.

Among the Banach algebras that fit in our framework with regard to the problem
of hyperreflexivity, unital Banach algebras are possibly the best. But we do not want
to confine ourselves only to this class of Banach algebras. However we can not simply
replace units with bounded approximate identities in our direction yet. That is why we
define the notion of bounded local units which is a concept between a unit and a bounded
approximate identity. In fact, we explain below, in Remark 4.1.2, the existence of a unit
implies existence of bounded local units and existence of bounded local units implies
existence of bounded approximate identity. We present examples to show that neither of

the converse cases hold true.

4.1 General definition of bounded local units
We recall that the unitization of A is A* := A @ C with multiplication
(a, A\)(b, ) = (ab+ap +bA, Ap)  (a,b € A\ € C),
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and norm

(@, VI = llall + Al (a € A,A€C).

Thus A* is a unital Banach algebra with unit (0,1) which is denoted by 1 if there is no
case of ambiguity. Also A is a closed two-sided ideal of A* with the codimension 1. We
will show in Theorem 5.2.4 that in order to prove the hyperreflexivity of the bounded
n-cocycle spaces related to a Banach algebra A, we need the unitization of A to have the
strong property (B). On the other hand, it follows from Proposition 3.2.1 that if A* has
the strong property (B), then so does A. Hence the natural question is that whether the
converse is true i.e., if A has the strong property (B), can we deduce that A* has the same
property 7 In this section, even though we can not answer this question in general, we
present sufficient conditions on A for which this phenomenon occurs. As we will see, our

algebra needs to have sufficiently many local units which are uniformly bounded.

Definition 4.1.1. Let A be a Banach algebra. We say that A has bounded local units or
in brief b.l.u if there are dense subsets A; and A, of A and M > 0 such that for every
a € A, (resp. b € A,) there is ¢ € A (resp. d € A) with ||¢|| < M (resp. ||d|| < M)
satisfying

ca =a (bd=0).

Remark 4.1.2. The concept of bounded local units is something strictly between the notion
of a unit and a bounded approximate identity, as we explain below:

(i) Definition 4.1.1 clearly shows that a unital Banach algebra has b.l.u. On the other
hand, Cy(R) is an example of a Banach algebra which has b.l.u. but it is not unital.
Note that C5(R) = C,(R). Urysohn’s Lemma shows that elements of C.(R) have local
units with bound 1. Hence Cy(R) has b.l.u. Note that Cy(R) is not unital since R is not
compact.

(77) The terminology bounded local units has been inspired by the concept of bounded
approximate units. We recall that a Banach algebra A has bounded approzimate units or
in brief b.a.u. if there is a bounded subset U of A such that for every ¢ > 0 and a € A,

there is e € A such that ||ae — a|| + |lea — a|| < e. It is clear from Definition 4.1.1 that
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if A has b.l.u., then it has b.a.u. (simply put e = ¢+ d — dc to get ea = a and be = b).
Moreover, it is proven in [15, Corollary 2.9.15] that a Banach algebra has b.a.u if and only
if it has a bounded approximate identity. Consequently, the existence of b.l.u. implies
existence of bounded approximate identity. However the converse may not be true! One
can construct radical Banach algebras with b.a.u. (see [49, Section 4] or [45]). It is shown

in [15, Corollary 1.5.3] that such algebras can never have any local units.

Hence we are looking for Banach algebras that have bounded approximate units which
also act as local units for some dense subsets.

The next theorem constructs a bridge and makes a connection between a Banach
algebra and its unitization when we are concerned about having the strong property (B).
It demonstrates that the existence of a b.l.u. is of great importance to make such a

connection.

Theorem 4.1.3. Let A be a Banach algebra with b.l.u. and having the strong property
(B). Then A%, the unitization of A, has the strong property (B).

Proof. Let X be a Banach space and K > 0. Suppose that ¢ : A% x A* = X is a bounded
bilinear map with ||| < K, and let 0 < a < K satisfing

a,be A ab=0= llo(a,b)]| < allall||b|- (4.1.1)
In particular, this holds for each a,b € A with ab = 0. Hence, by hypothesis,
lpab,e) — la,be)| < Lasc(@lalllblllell  (Ya,b,c € A). (4.1.2)

Suppose that a € A%, ¢ € A, b € A; (see Definition 4.1.1) and let e € A with |le]| < M be
such that eb = 0. So
a(e —1)bc = 0.

Therefore, by (4.1.1), we can write
lp(ae, be) = pla,be)|| = lv(ale = 1), be)|

< aljae — alll|oc]

< (M +1)all[[b]lle]l



Now if we define L' : [0,00) — [0, 00) with
L'(a) = MLag(a)+ (M+ 1),
then, by applying (4.1.2), we get

||g0(ab) C) - QD(C% bC)H - ||90<a6b7 C) - So(a’a bC) + gp(ae, bC) - ‘P(aa bC)”
[p(aed, c) — p(ae, be)|| + [l (ae, be) — p(a, be|
Lk ()l|aell[|bll[e]l + a(M + 1) [|lal[[|b]}]lc]

IN

N

< L'(a)lall[[b]lle]
Since ¢ is continuous and A; = A, we conclude that
lp(ab, ¢) = w(a,be)l| < L'(a)[lalllBllllc]  (Va € A%, ¥b,c € A). (4.1.3)

Now suppose that a,c € A% b € A, (see Definition 4.1.1) and let e € A with ||e|| < M be
such that be = 0. Then
ab(l —e)c=0.

Define the continuous function L: x : [0,00) — [0,00) by
L g(a) = ML'(a) + (M +1).
Using (4.1.3) and (4.1.1), we can write

lpa,be) — plab,c)| = llp(a, bec) — p(ab, ec) + p(ab, ec — o)

IN

”90<a7 bec) - @(ab, €C)H + ng(aba €c — C)H

< L(a)llalll[bll[lecl| + ellal[[[bll]lec — <]

< Las(a)lallllofliel]-
Using the continuity of ¢ and the fact that A, is dense in A, we deduce that
lolab, ) — pla,bo)l < Lae s(@)llall bl (Ya,c € 45,5 € A). (4.1.4)
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Finally suppose that a,c € A*, b€ A and A\ € C. Then

||§0(a<b + /\)7 C) - @(a’ (b + )\)C)H = HQO(abv C) - 90<a’ bC)H
< Lasr(a)|allfjolfl]

< Lag(@)lallllo+ Alfflel],

A

where the first inequality follows from (4.1.4). This completes the proof. ]

We explained in Remark 4.1.2 that a Banach algebra A has b.a.u. if and only if it has
a bounded approximate identity. Hence if A has bounded local units, then it must have
a bounded approximate identity. We finish this section with the following proposition
which shows when the converse holds. This is practical because it shows the connection

between having bounded local units and bounded approximate identities.

Proposition 4.1.4. Let A be a Banach algebra. Then A has b.l.u. if and only if it has a
bounded approximate identity and dense subsets A; and A, of A such that for every a € A,
(resp. b € A,.) there is ¢ € A (resp. d € A) satisfying ca = a and bd = b.

Proof. “ =7 Clear.

“<=" Let a € A; and ¢ € A such that ca = a. Define
Ann(a) = {zr € A: za = 0}.

Clearly Ann;(a) is a closed left ideal of A and for every x € A,
xzc+ Anng(a) = z + Ann(a).

Now let {e;} to be an approximate identity of A bounded by a constant M. Then for

each i,

e;c + Anny(a) = e; + Anny(a),

and so,

|l + Anny(a)|| = lim ||le;c + Anng(a)|| = lim ||e; + Anny(a)|| < M.
1— 00 1—00
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Therefore there is © € Ann;(a) such that ||c+ x| < M + 1. Since (¢ + z)a = ca + za = a,
we conclude that the elements of A; can have local units which are uniformly bounded
by M + 1. Similarly, we can show this holds for A,. Hence, by Definition 4.1.1, A has

bounded local units.

4.2 Examples of Banach algebras with bounded local

units

In this section we provide examples of possibly non-unital Banach algebras which have

b.l.u. Our examples contain all C*-algebras and large classes of group algebras.
Proposition 4.2.1. Suppose that A is a C*-algebra. Then A has b.l.u.

Proof. Tt is clear that commutative C*-algebras have b.l.u. (use either Proposition 4.1.4
or a direct construction using Urysohn’s lemma). Now suppose that A is a *-subalgebra
of B(H) for some Hilbert space H. For every a € A, we can write the polar decomposition
a = Ula|, where U € B(H) is a partial isometry and |a| is the positive part of a. Since
C*(Ja|), the commutative C*-algebra generated by |a|, lies in A, a can be approximated
by elements in A having right local units in C*(|a]) C A. Similarly we can show that
A has a dense subset whose elements have left local units. Therefore A has b.lL.u. by

Proposition 4.1.4. O

Proposition 4.2.2. Let G be a locally compact group with an open subgroup of polynomial
growth. Then L'(G) has b.l.u.

Proof. Tt is shown in [52, Lemma 3.1] that if G is a locally compact group with an open
subgroup of polynomial growth, then L!(G) has bounded approximate identities {; }icr
and {; };cr such that for each i € I,

@i ¥ Yy = i x o = ;.
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Hence if we define

LY Gy ={pixf: feL)(G), iel}

and

LYG), ={f*¢i: [eLYG), iel},

then L'(G); and L'(G), satisfies the assumption of Definition 4.1.1. Hence L'(G) has
b.lLu. O

4.3 Hereditary properties of Banach algebras with

bounded local units

In this section, we investigate the hereditary property of Banach algebras with b.l.u. This
will be useful due to Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 5.2.4.

Proposition 4.3.1. Let A be a Banach algebra with b.l.u. Suppose that B is a Banach
algebra and ® : A — B a continuous algebraic homomorphism with dense range. Then B

has b.l.u. In particular, if I is a closed ideal of A, then A/I has a b.l.u.

Proof. Let A; (resp. A,) be the set of all elements in A with left (resp. right) local unit
as in Definition 4.1.1. Let M > 0 be a bound for all local units. Define B; = ®(4;) and

B, = ®(A,). Since @ is continuous and A; and A, are dense in A, we have

B=3®(4) =8, B=%®4A,)=5,.

Let b € By, and let a € A; be such that b = ®(a). By the hypothesis, there is e € A with

ea = a and ||e]| < M. Then
b= ®(ea) = P(e)b and ||[P(e)|| < M| P
A similar argument can be applied to B, so that B has b.l.u. O

Proposition 4.3.2. Let A and B be Banach algebras with b.l.u. Then AQB has b.l.u.
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Proof. Let A, (resp. B,) be the set of all elements in A (resp. B) with right local units
and those local units are bounded by M and N, respectively. Define (A®B), to be

(A®B), := {u(a®b) : u € A®B,a € A,,b € B,}.

We show that (A®B), satisfies the assumption of Definition 4.1.1. For every u € A®B,
a € A, and b € B,, there are ¢ € A and e € B with ||¢|| < M and |le|]| < N such that

ac=c¢ and be=0b.

So
ua®b)(c®e) =ula®b).
Hence it remains to show that (A®B), is dense in A®B. Let {a;} and {b;} be bounded

approximate identities for A and B, respectively. Since A, (resp. B,) is dense in A (resp.

B), we can assume that {a;} C A, and {b;} C B,. Hence for every u € A®B,

~

u= lim u(a; ®b;) € (A® B)

(i,5)—00 "

Similarly, we can show that (A®B); defined by
(A®B); == {(a®@bu:u € A® B,a € A;,b € B}.
satisfies the assumption of Definition 4.1.1. Hence A®B has b.l.u. O

Let € be a locally compact Hausdorff space and A a Banach algebra. We let C(€2, A)
denote the space of all continuous functions f : @ — A vanishing at infinity. Cy(£2, A)

together with the canonical sup-norm and pointwise operations becomes a Banach algebra.

Proposition 4.3.3. Let Q be a locally compact Hausdorff space and A a Banach algebra
with b.l.u. Then Cy(§2, A) has a b.lu.

Proof. We know that
Co(QBA = Cy(Q2, A)

where © stands for the injective tensor product. Let i : Co(2)®A — Co(Q)RA be the

canonical map. i is a homomorphism with dense range. By Proposition 4.2.1, Cy(£2) has
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b.l.u. Hence Proposition 4.3.2 shows that Cy(Q2)®A has a b.l.u. The result now follows

from Proposition 4.3.1. O
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CHAPTER 5
HYPERREFLEXIVITY OF THE BOUNDED n-COCYCLE

SPACES OF BANACH ALGEBRAS

In the present chapter, we first generalize the notion of hyperreflexivity to the sub-
spaces of bounded n-linear maps. Then we show that having the strong property (B) and
bounded local units can be fundamental in handling the problem of the hyperreflexivity
of the bounded n-cocycle spaces. We are inspired by the idea used in [52], where it is
shown that having the property (B) and local units can conveniently solve the problem of
the reflexivity of the bounded n-cocycle spaces. We use our results from Chapters 3 and 4
to give examples of Banach algebras whose bounded n-cocycle spaces are hyperreflexive.

Further results will be provided in Chapter 7.

5.1 Generalizing the notion of hyperreflexivity

As it was mentioned before, the notion of hyperreflexivity is defined for the linear sub-
spaces of B(X,Y). We extend this notion to the linear subspaces of B"(X,Y’). We do

this in a natural way, as follows.
Definition 5.1.1. Let X and Y be Banach spaces, and let & be a closed subspace of
B"(X,Y). For every T € B"(X,Y), we define

dist(T, &) = inf ||T — S|
Se6

and

dist,. (7, &) = sup iné T (x1,...,xn) = S(x1,...,2,)].

||lzs]|<1 S€
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It is clear that for all T € B"(X,Y),
dist, (T, 6) < dist(7, 8).

We define & to be (n-)reflexive if for every T € B"(X,Y), dist,. (T, &) = 0 implies that
dist(T, &) = 0. We say that & is hyperreflezive if there exist some C' > 0 such that for
all T € BY(X,Y),

dist(7, &) < Cdist, (T, S).

Remark 5.1.2. In [52], the concept of reflexivity for linear subspace of n-linear maps was
introduced. It is straightforward to verify that dist, defines a seminorm on the quotient

space B"(X,Y)/& given by
T + S|, = dist, (T, &).

Now it follows easily from the definition that & is reflexive if and only if || - ||, is a norm on
B"(X,Y)/&. On the other hand, & is hyperreflexive if and only if || - ||, is equivalent to
the dist norm on B™(X,Y’)/& which is nothing but the quotient norm on B"(X,Y)/&.

5.2 hyperreflexivity of bounded n-cocycle spaces

In this section, we show how one can apply having the strong property (B) to deduce
that certain spaces of bounded n-cocycles are hyperreflexive. The first such relation is

presented in Theorem 5.2.2. But first we need the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2.1. Let A be a unital Banach algebra having the strong property (B).
Suppose that K > 0. Then:
(i) There is a continuous function My : [0,00) — [0,00) with Mk (0) = 0 such that for
every right Banach A-module X and a bounded operator D: A — X with |D|| < K and
each 0 < a < K satisfying

ab= 0= [[D(a)b]| < al|bl|ja]
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we have

[D(ab)e — D(a)be|| < My (a)llall[[oll[[c]l  (Va,b,c € A).

(7) There is a continuous function Ng : [0,00) — [0,00) with Nk(0) = 0 such that for
every Banach A-bimodule X and a bounded operator D: A — X with |D|| < K and each
0 < B < K satisfying

ab = be = 0= [laD(b)c|| < Bllal[[o]]]|c]
we have

[d[D(acb) — aD(cb) — D(ac)b + aD(c)ble| < N (B)llallllollliclll[dllllell  (Va,b, ¢ d,e € A).

Proof. (i) We define ¢ : Ax A — X with ¢(a,b) = D(a)b. Note that ||¢|| < K. Moreover,
if ab = 0, then
[lp(a, D) = [[D(a)d]| < allall]|b]].

Since A has the strong property (B), there is a continuous function Lk : [0, 00) — [0, 00)

with L (0) = 0 such that
le(ab, ) — @(a, be)|| < Lic(a)l|al[[[bllf|c]-

or equivalently,

|D(ab)e — D(a)be|| < Li(e)|lalll|b]lllc]-

So let MK = LK.
(11) Fix az,bg € A with ang =0 and ||(12|| = Hbg” = 1. Define @ Ax A— X with

¢(a,b) = aD(bay)bs.
Note that ||¢|| < K and if ab = 0, then a(bay) = (bag)bs = 0. Hence
le(a, b) Il = llaD(baz)bs| < Bllalll|baz]ll|bz]l < Bllall]|b]-

Since A has the strong property (B), there is a continuous function Lg : [0, 00) — [0, 00)

with Lg(0) = 0 such that

le(ab, c) — @(a, be)|| < Li(B)llalll|b]llc]l-
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Hence
labD(caz)by — aD(beaz)bs || < L (B)llal|[bllllc]l- (5.2.1)
Now fix a,c,d € A with ||a|| = ||¢|| = ||d|]| = 1. Define ¢ : A x A — X with
W(f,b) = daD(cf)b— dD(acf)b.
Obviously ||¢|| < 2K and if fb = 0, then by (5.2.1)

[ (f, D)1 < Lre(B)IFN0]]

Let K/ = max{Lk(f) + 2K : 0 < § < K}. Then there is a continuous function Ly :
[0,00) — [0, 00) with Lg/(0) = 0 such that

[0(fb, €) = (f,be)|| < L (L (B F 10N llell,
or equivalently,
|daD(cfb)e — dD(acfb)e — daD(cf)be + dD(acf)be| < Li(Lic(8)) [l fIHIB] llel]-
By putting f = 1, we get
|d[D(acb)—aD(cb)—D(ac)b+aD(c)blel| < Li (L (B))llallllol[IcllIdll[[e]  (Va,b,c,d,e € A).

The final reslut follows if we put Ny = Lgr o L.

Now we generalize the result of Proposition 5.2.1 (i) to higher dimensions.

Theorem 5.2.2. Let A be a unital Banach algebra with unit 1 having the strong property
(B). Suppose that X is a unital Banach A-bimodule, n € N, K >0, T € B"(A, X) with
1T < K and let 0 < v < K satisfing

Aoty = a1ay = -+ = Apang1 = 0 = ||agT(ay, - - -, an)ans1l] < Yllaoll - [|ani|l-

Also T(ay,...,an) = 0 if for some 1 < i < n,a; = 1. Then there exists a continuous
function L, i : [0,00) — [0,00) with L, (0) = 0, depending only on A, n and K, such
that

10" (1) < Lk (7).
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Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. For n = 1, the result follows from
Proposition 5.2.1(ii) together with the fact that X is unital and 7'(1) = 0.

Now suppose that the result is true for n € N. We prove it for n + 1. Consider
T € B"™(A, X) with |T|| < K and 0 < v < K satisfying

ag@y = a1a2 = -+ = An10nt2 = 0 = |[agT (a1, - .., ang1 ) a2 < llaol] - - - [[ans2|-

Also T'(ay,...,ap11) = 0if for some 1 <i<n+1,a; =1 Takea, € A,i=0,...,n+1
with apa; = ayas = -+ = ana,11 = 0. We first show that there is a continuous function

Nk :[0,00) = [0,00) with Nk (0) = 0, depending only on A and K, such that
lao * An(T)(a1, - .., an) * anpal < Nk (9)laoll - - - [|ans]| (5.2.2)

where the action x is defined in Remark 2.3.6. First suppose that |lag|| = - -+ = |lan11]] = 1,
and let

S = Qo *An(T)(ala s 7an) * Ap41-
For every b,c € A with bc = 0, we have
Sb)e = [ag* Ao (T)(aq, ..., a,) *a,i1](b)e

= aoAp(T) (a1, ..., an)(ans1b)c — agAp(T)(aq, . .., an)(ani1)be

= aoT(ay,...,an,ani1b)c.
But aga; = - -+ = an(an+10) = (an410)c = 0. Thus, by our hypothesis
laoT (a1, - - ., an, ans1b)e|| < vllaoll -+ llan+1b|[|ell < vlollflell,

implying that ||S(b)c|| < 7||b|/||c||. Hence, by Proposition 5.2.1(i), there exist a continuous
function N : [0,00) — [0, 00) with Nj(0) = 0, depending only on A and K, such that

15(be) = S(b)ell < N (Mllbllllell - (Vb,c € A). (5.2.3)
On the other hand,
S(1) = (ag*xAu(T)(ay,...,an) * ani1)(1)

= ao\p(T)(a1,...,an)(ans11) — agAn(T)(aq, ..., an)(ans1)l

= 0.
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Putting b = 1 in (5.2.3) and Ng = ||1|| N, we get
1S < Ne(llell (c € A),
or equivalently,
IIS]] = |lao * An(T) (a1, ..., an) * ani1|| < Ng (7). (5.2.4)
Now consider the general case. If for some 0 <7 <n+ 1, a; = 0, then we clearly have
lao *x An(T)(ar, -, an) * anta]l < Ne(y)llaoll - - [lansll
Now suppose that for all 0 <i <n+1, a; #0. Then

ag ai An+1 An+42

llaol| [lay] lanal lanall

)

and so, by (5.2.4),

aq an
larl " lan]]

an+1
)* ||a +1|| H S NK(’V)

”nz—zn“‘”m(

implying that (5.2.2) holds.
Now let B4(A, X) denote the space of all (bounded) right A-module morphisms from

B(A X
A into X and suppose that ¢ : B(4,X) — M is the natural quotient mapping.
BA(A7 X)
: : : B(A, X) . : : :
It is straightforward to verify that ————= is a unital Banach A-bimodule and ¢ is an
BA (A7 X)
A-bimodule morphism. Thus, by (5.2.2),
lao % a(An(T)(ars - @) % niall = lla(ao * Au(T)(ar- ., an) % @)
< lgllllao * An(T)(a1, - -, an) * anga]
< NeWlaoll-. - lansll

Moreover if for some 7,1 <1i < n, a; = 1, then for every a € A,
A(T)(ay,...,an)(a) =T (a,...,a,,a) =0.
This shows that g o A, (T)(ay,...,a,) = 0 if for some 1 <i <n, a; = 1. Let
K'=sup{Ng(y) + K: 0 <y < K}
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Then, by the assumption of the induction, there is a continuous function Lg : [0, 00) —

[0,00) with Lg/(0) = 0, depending only on A, n and K, such that for all ag, ..., a,11 € A,

145 (g 0 An(T)) (a1, - - s ang2) || < L (Ni () llanl[ - - lansl; (5.2.5)
n . gy BAX) nir, BAX) o . .
where A7 : B"(A, m) — B"T (A, m) is the corresponding connecting

map defined in Definition 2.3.4. On the other hand, since ¢ is a Banach A-bimodule

morphism, it is easy to check that for all ag,...,a,.1 € A,
Af(goAn(T)) (a1, - s ang1) = q(A™(An(T)) (a1, - -, ania))
= q(Mua (0" D))(an, .- ans1))
where the last equality follows from (2.3.1). Hence, by (5.2.5),
lg(An (0" (T)(an, - s anea )l < Lo (Nie(9)llan]l - lanal,
implying that for S = A, (6" (7)) (a1, ..., ans1),
[ dist (.S, Ba(A, X))|| < L (N (Yl - -+ lana ]
So for every a € A, we have
15(a) = SMall < 2Lk (Nk(Vllarll - -+ [lant[[lllall- (5.2.6)
On the other hand,

S(1) = A (0"HT)) (a1, s an)(1)
= (5n+1<T)(CL1, ey Apat, ].)

—_

= CLlT(GQ, R 7P I 1) + (—1)jT(a1, N 7 LB BRI ¢ TN 1) + (-1)”7—(&17 c. ,an+11)

[e=]

J
+ (_1)n+1T(a17 s 7an+1)1

= 0.

Therefore by putting a = a, 12 in (5.2.6), we have

15T (ars st = [Aaia (D)) a1, -, @) (@)
= [IS(ans)l
< 2L (Ne(larll - lanslllansal)
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Hence our proof is complete if we define L, 11 x : [0,00) — [0, 00) by
L1,k =2Lg o Nk.
0

Even though Theorem 5.2.2 represents a nice formula, it heavily depends on the fact
that the Banach algebra is unital. A possible way to extend and apply this theorem is to
consider the unitization of the given Banach algebra. Although we do not know whether
the unitization of a Banach algebra with the strong property (B) inherits this property,
the existence of b.l.u. for a Banach algebra makes this happen by Theorem 4.1.3. Hence
for many Banach algebras, passing to the unitization is a good method to eliminate the

assumption of being unital.

Let A be a Banach algebra, and let X be a Banach A-bimodule. We extend X to a
Banach A*-bimodule by defining

Let 0 : B"(A, X) — B"(A* X) be the linear isometry defined by
o(T)(ar+ A1, . a0+ X)) =T(as,...,a,) (5.2.7)

where a; € A and \; € C. Tt is to check that if §** : B"(A* X) — B"*1(Af X) is the

corresponding connecting map, then we have
51171(0.(7"))(&1 + )\17 <oy Apgd =+ )\nJrl) = (5”(T)<a1, s ?an+1>
So o(T) is an n-cocycle if and only if 7" is an n-cocycle.

Lemma 5.2.3. Let A be a Banach algebra. Let X be a Banach A-bimodule, and let
T € B"(A,X). Then for every a; € A*, i = 0,...,n+ 1 with apay; = - = Apan41 = 0,
we have

laoo (T)(ax, - ., an)ania || < dist, (T, 2" (A, X))|aoll - - - [|an1]
where o : B"(A, X) — B"(A*, X) is the linear map defines in (5.2.7).
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Proof. Let a; = bj + \; € A% 0 < i < n+ 1 with b € A and \; € C such that

apa; =+ + = apans1 = 0. Then for D € Z"(A, X), (D) € Z"(A* X), and so,
apo(D)(ay, ..., an)an41 = 0.
Thus
laogo (T)(ay, ..., an)ans1|| = l|laolo(T)(ay,...,a,) —a(D)(a,...,an)]an]|
= |lago(T — D)(ay,. .., an)an11]|

< Naol[[(T" = D) (by, -, ba) [ a1 ]

Since D € Z™(A, X) was arbitrary, we have

IN

peatfy o 17O sbn) = D(br - bn)llaol[lan-

< dist, (7, Z"(A, X))[[oa] - - - [[ba [ lao [l a1 ]

||CL00'(T)(CL1, ce aan)an—HH

< dist, (T, 2"(A, X)) laoll - - - lana]-

We are now ready to present the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.2.4. Let A be a Banach algebra for which its unitization has the strong
property (B). Let n € N, and let X be a Banach A-bimodule such that H"™'(A, X) is a
Banach space. Then Z"(A, X) is hyperreflexive.

Proof. We recall from [52] that Z"(A, X) is reflexive. Hence according to Remark 5.1.2,
dist, defines a norm and it suffices to show that norms given by dist and dist, on
B"(A,X)/2"(A, X) are equivalent. Suppose otherwise, i.e., there is a sequence {7},,} C
B™(A, X) such that for all m € N,

1

= dist, Ty, Z2™(A, X)) <
o/ ist, ( (4,X) < —+

(5.2.8)
but

dist(Tpn, 2"(A, X)) = % (5.2.9)
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We can replace T, by T,,+D,, for some suitable D,, € Z"(A, X) to assume that ||T,,|| < 1.
By Lemma 5.2.3, for every ay, ..., a,+1 € A* with aga; = ... = apan41 = 0,
laoo (T)(ar, - - - an)ania|l < ymllaoll - - - [ansa|l-

Hence, by our hypothesis and Theorem 5.2.2, there exists a continuous function L :
[0, 00) — [0, 00) with L(0) = 0 such that
16 (o (L))l < L),

where 0*" : B"(A*, X) — B"*1(A*f, X) is the corresponding connecting map. On the other
hand, it is clear that
16" (Tl < (165" (o (To))I

Therefore
16" (Tl < L(Yim)-

In particular, from (5.2.8), we have

lim [[6™(T},)|| = 0. (5.2.10)

m—00

However, H" (A, X) is a Banach space which implies that Imd™ is closed. Hence, by the
open mapping theorem, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for each T' € B"(A, X),

dist(7, 2" (A, X)) < C[6"(1)||.
In particular, for all m € N,
dist(Ty, 2" (A, X)) < C|6"(T0n) |-
Hence it follows from (5.2.10) that
nli_rgloo dist(T,,, 2" (A, X)) = 0,

which is a contradiction to our assumption (5.2.9). Thus Z"(A, X) is hyperreflexive. [

As it is described below, the result of Theorem 5.2.4 does not depend on the choice of

the complete norm on the unitization of A.
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Remark 5.2.5. Let A be a closed subalgebra of a unital Banach algebra B with unit e
such that e ¢ A. Then the (closed) subalgebra in B generated by A and e is nothing but
A @ Ce. Now it is clear that the mapping

AA" 5 A®Ce a+\—a+ e,

is a bounded linear bijection. Hence, by the Inverse Mapping Theorem, it is a bounded
algebra isomorphism. Therefore A* can be embedded isomorphically into B and can be
viewed as a closed subalgebra with an equivalent norm. According to Corollary 3.2.3 A
has the strong property (B) if and only if A@® Ce C B has the strong property (B) . This
implies that having the strong property (B) is independent of the choice of adding a unit
to our Banach algebra and hence, the choice of the unitization norm in Theorem 5.2.4

was just out of convenience.

5.3 Examples of Banach algebras with hyperreflexive
bounded n-cocyles spaces

In this section, we put together our results we presented in the previous sections to give
examples of classes of Banach algebras for which certain bounded n-cocycle spaces are
hyperreflexive.

Our first result is on C*-algebras. In [58], Shulman proved that for a C*-algebra A,
Z(A, A) is hyperreflexive provided that H?*(A, A) = 0. In the following theorem, we

extend Shulman’s result to larger classes of bounded n-cocycles.

Theorem 5.3.1. Suppose that A is a C*-algebra, n € N, and X is a Banach A-bimodule
for which H" (A, X) is a Banach space. Then Z"(A, X) is hyperreflezive. In particular,
this is true in either of the following cases:

(1) A is amenable and X is a dual Banach A-bimodule;

(11) A= X and A is an injective von Neumman algebra.

Proof. By Remark 3.1.4, every C*-algebra has the strong property (B). The result now
follows from Proposition 4.2.1, Theorem 4.1.3, and Theorem 5.2.4. We also note that for
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every n € N, H"(A, X) = 0 when A is an injective von Neumman algebra and A = X or

A is amenable and X is a dual Banach A-bimodule. O]

We now turn our attention to group algebras associated to locally compact groups.
The hypereflexivity of the derivation space from groups algebras have been studied in
3], [4], and [52]. In particular, it is shown in [52, Theorem 4.3] that if G is a locally
compact amenable group with an open subgroup of polynomial growth, and X a Banach
A-bimodule, then Z'(L'(G), X*) is hyperreflexive. In [4, Theorem 4.5, the preceding
result was generalized for X = Cy(G) by removing the amenability condition. In the
following theorem, we generalized [52, Theorem 4.3] to the space of bounded n-cocyles
from L'(G) and certain ideas associated to it.

For a normal closed subgroup H of G, we let Ty : C.(G) — C.(G/H) be operator
defined by

Ty (f) (e H) = /H fahydh (f € CL(G))

where dh is the Haar measure on H. It is well-known that Ty extended to a continuous

algebra homomorphism from L'(G) onto L'(G/H). We denote I(H*) = ker Ty.

Theorem 5.3.2. Let G be a locally compact amenable group with an open subgroup of
polynomial growth, and let H be a normal closed subgroup of G. Then:

(1) I(H*) has both b.l.u. and the strong property (B);

(2) For every n € N and Banach I(H*)-bimodule X, Z"(I1(H*), X*) is hyperreflexive.

Proof. (1) By Remark 3.1.4, every group algebra has the strong property (B). Also
Proposition 4.2.2 shows that L'(G) has b.l.u. Now let H be a normal closed subgroup.
Since G is amenable, it is known that I(H') has a bounded approximate identity. Hence
it has the strong property (B) from Proposition 3.2.1. On the other hand, it is shown in
[35, Theorem 2] (see also [35, Lemma 3]) that I(H=) has a dense linear space such that
each element has a local unit. Hence it follows from Proposition 4.1.4 that I(H*) has
b.lu.

(2) Since L*(G) is an amenable Banach algebra and I(H') has a bounded approximate
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identity, I(H*) is amenable so that its n'® Hochschild cohomology with coefficient in
dual modules vanishes. Thus the result follows from part(1), Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem

5.2.4. U

Theorem 5.3.3. Let G be a locally compact group with an open subgroup of polynomial
growth. Then Z*(LY(G), (L*(G))™) is hyperreflezive for n = 0 and for each odd n € N
where (L' (G))™ stands for the n'* dual space of L*(G). In particular, Z*(LY(G), L>(G))

15 hyperreflexive.

Proof. It was shown in the proof of Theorem 5.3.2 that if G is a locally compact group
with an open subgroup of polynomial growth, then L'(G) has both the strong property
(B) and b.lLu. It is also shown in [4, Theorem 2.5] that H*(L'(G), L'(G)) is a Banach
space. Moreover [43, Theorem 3.3] shows that H2(LY(G), (LY(G))™) is a Banach space
for each locally compact group G and each odd n € N. Hence the result follows from

Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 5.2.4. O

Remark 5.3.4. This is proven in [52] that each of the following locally compact groups
has an open subgroup of polynomial growth:

(1) G is a group of polynomial growth.

(i1) G is an I N-group.

(737) G is a maximally almost periodic group.
(

iv) G is a totally disconnected group.

We finish this section by presenting the following two propositions which enable us to
construct more examples of Banach algebras with hypereflexive bounded n-cocyle spaces
from the known ones. As it is with the general approach of this thesis, we need to consider
Banach algebras which inherit both the strong property (B) and b.lL.u. It is shown in
Chapters 3 and 4 that quotients and tensor products behave well with this regards.

Proposition 5.3.5. Let A be a Banach algebra with b.l.u. which has the strong property
(B). Suppose that I is a closed ideal of A and X is a Banach A/I-module such that
H" Y (A/I, X) is a Banach space. Then Z"(A/I, X) is hyperreflexive.
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Proof. By Proposition 4.3.1, A/I has a b.l.u. Also Corollary 3.2.2 shows that A/I has
the strong property (B). Thus the result now follows from Theorems 4.1.3 and 5.2.4. [

Proposition 5.3.6. Let A and B be Banach algebras having b.l.u. and the strong property
(B). Let X be a Banach A®B-module such that H" " (A®B, X) is a Banach space. Then
Z"(A®B, X) is hyperreflezive.

Proof. By Proposition 4.3.2, A®B has a b.L.u. Also Proposition 3.2.5 shows that AQB
has the strong property (B). The result now follows from Theorems 4.1.3 and 5.2.4. [
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CHAPTER 6

A CONSTANT FOR THE STRONG PROPERTY (B)

In the present chapter, we provide an important tool which will be used in the following
chapter to obtain upper bounds for the hyperreflexivity constant of the bounded n-cocycle
spaces of Banach algebras. Our approach towards the problem of hyperreflexivity shows
that a possible way to find such a constant is to show a Banach algebra has the strong
property (B) with a “special associated function” (see Definition 6.1.1 below ).

We show that for many Banach algebras which we have shown to have the strong property
(B), we can choose a linear function to represent this associated function, so that we can
associate a constant. This includes group algebras, C*-algebras, finite CSL and nest
algebras. We also prove that for any arbitrary Banach algebra, there are related Banach

algebras which have the strong property (B) with a constant.

6.1 General definition

A Banach algebra is said to have the strong property (B) with a constant if its associated

function is a line as described below.

Definition 6.1.1. We say that a Banach algebra A has the strong property (B) with a
constant r > 0 if for each Banach space X and every bounded bilinear map ¢ : Ax A — X

with the property that
a,be A ab=0= [p(a,b)|| < allalo],
We can infer that

le(ab, ¢) = p(a, be)|| < raflal|jbllllc]  (Va,b,c € A).
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Remark 6.1.2. Definition 6.1.1 of a Banach algebra with the strong property (B) is equiv-
alent to the following definition:
A Banach algebra A has the strong property (B) with a constant r > 0 if for every

bounded bilinear map ¢ : A x A — C, we have
le(ab, ¢) — ¢(a, be)|| < rale)alll[plllcll,  (Va,b,c € A)

where

a(p) = sup{[[p(a,b)[| : a,b € A, [a,|b]]| <1, ab=0}.
We will use this alternative definition when it is more convenient.

We will see later in Chapter 7 that existence of a constant for the strong property (B)
is fundamental in finding an upper bound for the hypereflexivity constant of the bounded

n-cocycle spaces.

6.2 Fourier algebra of the unit circle

As it was mentioned above, in order to achieve our goal in finding an upper bound for
the hyperreflexivity constant of the bounded n-cocycle spaces of C*-algebras and group
algebras, we need to find a constant for the strong property (B) for such Banach algebras.
In the present section we aim to find such a constant for the Fourier algebra of the unit
circle. This result is shown to be fundamental to find a constant for the strong property
(B) of C*-algebras and group algebras. We start with the following essential lemma. Let

T denote the unit circle in C, i.e.
T={ecC: |z| =1}
Here we identify T with & = [—7,7]. In this case s = t if s = t(mod27Z). For every

f € LY(T), the Fourier transform on f, denoted by f, is defined by

1 s

:% »

f(n) (te~™dt, (n € 7).
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The Fourier algebra of the unit circle is defined as follows

A(T) = {f € LNT) : [|fllaemy = D_|f(n)| < oo}

nez
It is well-known that A(T) C C(T), the space of continuous functions on T. Also A(T)

with the pointwise addition and multiplication and || - || (), is a Banach algebra.

Lemma 6.2.1. Let X be a Banach space and F : A(T) — X a linear map with ||F|| < 1.
Suppose that 0 < o < 1 is such that for each p, € A(T) with suppp N suppp = 0, we

have

IF (o + D)l < allellll¢l.

Let f € A(T) be given by f(s) =€ — 1. Then

IF(f)Il < 12¢/7(1 + V2)Va.
Proof. Let 0 < e < 3. Define

We={z€T: |f— Rofllam < €},

where (R, f)(s) = f(s + x). Note that for s € T

(f = Raf)(s) = €*(1 —€™).
Hence if we define e;(s) = €%, then

If = Rafllam = llellll — €] = 1 — €],

So
W.={zxeT:|l—e" <e}

We show that for each 0 < 6 < €, [—(e —6),(e — )] € W.. Define g : [—m, 7] = T by
g(s) =1—¢€". Let 0 < x < 7. Applying vector-valued mean value theorem to the function

g|[o,m], we find 0 < ¢ < x with

l9(x)| = 19(x) = g(0)] < |g'(c)l|z] < |].

69



If —m <z <0, we use the same argument on the interval [z,0]. For z = 0, the inequality

trivially holds. So for each 0 < ¢ < € and for all x € [—(e — ), (e — )] we get
e — 1] = |g(@)] < |a] < e

It means that [—(e — 9), (e — §)] C W,. Define

—(e=9) (e=9)

‘/6,5:[ 3 ) 3 ]7 UE,5:[

Then Vs + Vs + Vs € Weand Ues + Ues = Ve 5. Now put
L 1 1
= *
A(Ue,5)2 Ues Ues

and

1
v = f(mlve,ﬁve,a * 1y ;). (6.2.1)

Obviously, 1y, , € L*(T). Since A(T) = L*(T) « L*(T), we have u € A(T) € C(T) C
L*(T) € L(T). It is easy to check that [|1y,_,|l2 = \/A(Ues). By definition of the Fourier

norm,
1
[ullaery < >\(U—E,5)2H1U“5 [2[lTw. 412 s
) O e 622)
B MUes) €—6
Since 1y, ; € L*(T) € L'(T) and L*(T) is L'(T)-module with respect to the convolution,
1
Jull2 < )\(U—WS)QlllUé,a 111w sl2- (6.2.3)
It is easy to check that ||1y_;|l1 = A(Ue;s). So by (6.2.3),
AU.5)? 1 6
e (6:2.4)

We show that suppu C U, 5 + U, 5. Let © € [—m, 7]. Then

1 ™
(1U6,5 * 1UE,5)<x> = % 1Ue,6 (y)er,é (ﬂj - y)dy
1

= — | lu,(x—y)dy
2 )y, v.s (@ = y)dy
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So for x to be in suppu, there should exist y € supply,_; = Ucs such that v —y €
supp ly, ; = Ues. Sox € Ues + Ugs.

We also have

1 i 1
ull1 = g/ u(z)dr = )\(U—E’a)ngUﬁa 11y sl = 1. (6.2.5)

—Tr

Next we prove some properties related to v defined in (6.2.1).
First of all, note that 1y_,4v, ;,1v,, € L*(T). So 1y_;4v,_, * 1y, ; € A(T) which implies that
v e A(T). Also

1
[vllary < ||f||A(T)||m1v€,5+m,a*1v€,5||A<1r)

1
< meHA(T)Hlve,ﬁw,a

2= V/A(Ves + Ves) and [[1v, ;2 = v/ AM(Ves)- So

AVes + Ves) 1
< b b
o]l < HfHA(T)(—/\(V;ﬁ) )2
A(e—5) (6.2.6)
g 2( s ) = 2\/5

2(e—9)
6m

|21y, ; [|2-

Obviously, |[1v, ;4v,

N

Using (6.2.6), we can write

If=vllam < Ifllam + llvllacr

(6.2.7)
< 2(1 +V2).

Similar to what we proved for u, we have
suppv C supp (Lv_s4v, 5 * lv;) € Ves + Ves + Ves C We.

We now show that for each x € V.5, f(z) = v(z). To see this, take x € V5. Then

1 iy
(T, s1vis * Ly ,)(x) = Py Ly, s4v.s (7 — w)ly, ; (w)dw
1
= % Vs 1Ve,6+Ve,5 (l‘ - w>dw
= AMVes)
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Hence f(x) = v(x). This implies that

supp (f —v) C V5. (6.2.8)

We show that [[v]|s < 2¢4/<2. Let € W.. Then

[f(@)] = 1£(0) = R.f(0)|
1f — R flloo
< f = Rafllam

IA

A

€.

Since suppv C W,, we get

1 1
Wiz = o= | IFOP I vestves * v () dt

2 We >‘(Ve)
< el 2
k

W|’1\4,5+‘4,5 * 1y, ,
€,

5, 1

< — 1
=~ € A(‘/;(S)Q” Ve, s+Ve,s

I

1
_ 2 L 2
= s Ve VOAV.)

24(5 - 5)
6m

This implies that

€e—0

[v]l2 < 2¢ (6.2.9)

We now show that || f — f x t||ar) < e. We can write f * @ as a Bochner integral
f* ! /7r ()R, fd
t=— [ wu(z)R,fdx.
2 J_,
By (6.2.5), 5= |" u(x)dz = 1. Therefore

£ = Fvillaey = ool [ 7 = Refute)dala
1

IN

1(f = B f)llaelu(x)|dz

27T Ue,6 +Ue,5
< €
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where the last inequality follows from the fact that U.s + U.s C W, and [|ull; = 1. On
the other hand, using (6.2.4) and (6.2.9), we get

loxallam < lufz]v]:

o €e—0
< 2 = 2e¢.
- 6—(56 61 ¢

So if we put a = (f — v) * 1, then

If —allamy < |f = f*allar) + v *afac
@ ® ® (6.2.10)
< €+ 2¢ = 3e.

Now we can write

IEHI = [F(f —a+a)l
< F(f = a)ll + [F(a)ll.
Since a = (f —v) * @ and by (6.2.8), supp (f —v) Nsupp @ C V5N V.5 = (), we have (by
hypothesis)
IF (@) < allf = vllamllullam-
Hence
IEHI < [1f = allary + allf = vllam llull acr).

Using (6.2.2), (6.2.7) and (6.2.10), we get

6m
e—0
Letting 6 — 0, A =3 and B = 127(1 4+ v/2), we have

IF(f)]l < 3e+ a2(1 4+ V?2) 0<e<3 0<d<e).

B
IF(f)] < inf{Ae + 2=, 0<e< 3} (6.2.11)
€

Define k : (0,3) — R by k(e) = Ae + 22, Then

aB laB
k/(G):A—G—Q:OZ>€: 7

Note that for each 0 < a <1 we have % < 3. So by (6.2.11) we can write

IF(H < K %) — 9VABa = 12y/x(1 + V2)Va.
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We are now ready to prove the main result of this section which was partly inspired

by [2, Lemma 3.1] and its proof.

Theorem 6.2.2. Let ¢ : A(T) x A(T) — C be a continuous bilinear map satisfying the

property
f.9€ A(T), supp fNsuppg =0 = |o(f,9)| < o flllg] (6.2.12)

for some a > 0. Then
6(Fg,h) — ¢(f, gh)| < 288m(1+vV2)a flllgll | 2| (6.2.13)

for all f,g,h € A(T).

Proof. First assume that 0 < o < 1 and ||¢]| < 1. The map ¢ gives rise to a continuous
linear operator ® on the projective tensor product A(T)®A(T)(= A(T x T)) defined
through

3(f®g)=6(f.9) (f,g€ AT)) (6.2.14)
We define N : A(T) — A(T x T) with
Nk(s,t) =k(s—1t) (ke A(T), s,t €T).
Pick f,h € A(T) with || f|, ||h|| < 1 and define N¢j, : A(T) — A(T x T) with
Nipk = NE(f @ erh)
where e; € A(T) is given by e;(s) = €. Then it is easy to check that
Nip(ler —1) = fes @ h— f @ eqh. (6.2.15)

Note that for 1, p € A(T), we have the Bochner integral equality

N(p#1) = /T Rup® Rode.
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Hence

Nin(p* ) = /T(Rxgo)f ® (Ry)e;hdz. (6.2.16)
If supp ¢ N supp < = 0, then we have
supp ((R.) f) Nsupp ((Ry)erh) = 0.
Hence using (6.2.16) we get
BoNpu(ei)l < [ IB(R)S @ (Ret)erh)da

< / 16((Rop)f, (Rutb)erh)lda (b (6.2.12))

IN

/T o6(Ruip) FI|(Ruth)er) |
< allellvl

AN

Hence by Lemma 6.2.1, we should have
(@0 Npp)(er — )] < 12¢/7(1+ V2)Va,
which by (6.2.15), it implies that

lp(fer, h) —o(f,eth)| = [®(fer @ h — f @ eih)|

(6.2.17)
< 124/7(1 + V2)y/a.
Now we show that
|6(fen, h) — &(f, enh)| < 124/ 7(1+ V2)V/a| fIl]|]] (6.2.18)

for all f,h € A(T), where e, denotes the function in A(T) defined by
en(s) =™ (se€R, n€Z).
For a € A(T), let a, € A(T) be the function defined by

a,(x) = a(nzx).
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Note that e,, = (e1),. Define 7: A(T) x A(T) — C by

7(a,b) = ¢(fan, hb,) (a,b e A(T)).

Note that if a € A(T), then a(s) = >;7°° __a(k)e™, hence a(ns) = 3°7=° __a(k)e™™ and
so a, € A(T) with

+o00
laall < > la(k)] = llall.

k=—oc0
Moreover, if a,b € A(T) are such that suppa Nsuppb = ), then it is easily seen that
supp fa, Nsupp hb, = 0. So

7(a,0)] < [|@(fan, hbn)]|
< ol fan||[2bn]]
< allafol-
From (6.2.17), we deduce that
I7(e1,1) — 7(1,e1)| < 124/ 7 (1 + V2)Var. (6.2.19)

On the other hand, we have

T(elv 1) = ¢(f€n7 h)? 7-(17 61) = ¢(f7 enh)

which, together with (6.2.19), gives (6.2.18).
Now let g € A(T). Since g = ,j;"ioog(k)ek, by applying (6.2.18) we get

6(fg.h) — o(f.gh)] = 16( Y g(k)fer,h) = o(f. Y g(k)exh)]
< > gkl fex, h) — ¢(f, exh)]
<

S a2y /=01 + VE)va

= 12y/x(1+V2)vallg].
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Therefore if f,h € A(T) are arbitrary elements, we get

[9(fg.h) = 6(f,gh)| < 12¢/7(L+V2)v/allflglllhll- (6.2.20)

Next, let m : A(T x T) — A(T) be the multiplication map which maps every elementary
tensor f@g € A(TxT) to fg € A(T). It follows from (6.2.20) that foru =)"", fi®g; €

A(T x T) we can write

|D(u) — ¢(1,m(u))| = ]CD(Z Ji ®gi — Z 1® figi)]

< 12¢/7(1+ \/5)\/52 I1fillllg: I,

In particular, for every u € I := ker m,

w)| < 124/7(1 + vV2)vaull,

implying that
1D < 124/7(1 +V2)v/a. (6.2.21)

Now consider the general case. Let ¢ : A(T) x A(T) — C be a continuous bilinear map
satisfying (6.2.12) for some a > 0. Without lost of generality, we can assume that ®|; # 0.
Let & € I* with &, = I;IIII Then ||®y|| = 1. By the Hahn-Banach Theorem, ®, can be

extended to U € A(T x T)* with ||¥| = 1. For f,g € A(T) with supp f Nsuppg = 0 we

have
V(f@g)l = |‘I’0(f®9)|
= ||¢>| |||<1>(f®g)|
< Tor
Put ag = Then ||[¥|| =1 and 0 < ap < 1 (We can assume « < ||®|;||, otherwise the

H‘1>| I
statement is trivial). By the first part and (6.2.21),

L= %] =[]

< 12¢/7(1+V2)Vag
— 12y/r(1+ ﬁ)\/m.
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This implies that
1®|/]| < 1447 (1 + V2)a.

In particular, for every u € I
|D(u)| < 1447(1 + V2)a|u.

Finally for f,g,h € A(T), it is clear that fg ® h — f ® gh € I. So we can write

9(fg,h) —o(f,gh)| = [®(fg®h— f@gh)|
< M4r(1+V2)a|fg®h— f @ gh|

< 2887 (1+vV2)a| £l llglll|A]l

6.3 Group algebras and C*-algebras

In this section, we use the result of Section 6.2 to obtain a constant for the strong property
(B) of C*-algebras and group algebras. The approach we use in this section is entirely
adopted from [2] with a slight modification using our result from the preceding section.
The idea is based on passing to the multiplier algebra of the given Banach algebra and
then considering some special elements of the multiplier algebra called the doubly power
bounded elements. We highlight that the approach in [2] does not give a constant for the
strong property (B), whereas our modification does.

We first present some definitions which are required in the discussion.

Definition 6.3.1. Let A be a Banach algebra. We say that A is left faithful if
{a € A: aA={0}} ={0}.

A is said to be right faithful if
{a € A: Aa=0}} ={0}.
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Definition 6.3.2. A multiplier on a Banach algebra A is a pair (L, R), where L, R : A —

A are linear maps such that, for all a,b € A, the following identities hold
L(ab) = L(a)b, R(ab) = aR(b) and aL(b) = R(a)b.

The set of all multipliers on A is denoted by M(A). It turns out that every multiplier
on a right and left faithful Banach algebra A consists of continuous linear operators on A
so that M(A) becomes a unital closed subalgebra of B(A) x B(A)? called the multiplier
algebra of A. Here we write B(A)° for the opposite algebra to B(A) and we take the
norm on B(A) x B(A)® to be given by

ICS, T = max{[|S]], 177}
for all S,T" € B(A). Moreover, A is canonically embedded into M(A) by
a— (Lq, Ry)

where L, (b) = ab = Ry(a) for all a,b € A and the embedding of A into M(A) is continuous
with

[(La, Ra)[| < llall, (a € A).
If, in addition A has a contractive approximate identity, then we can identify A isomet-

rically with its image via this embedding.

Definition 6.3.3. Let A be a left and right faithful Banach algebra. An invertible element
e M(A) is called doubly power bounded if

sup ||| < oo.
keZ

The following lemma shows how doubly power bounded elements fit in the definition

of the strong property (B). This is a modification of [2][Lemma 3.2]

Lemma 6.3.4. Let A be a Banach algebra, and let p : A x A — X be a continuous

bilinear map into a Banach space X satisfying the property

a,be A,ab=0= |p(a,b)] < allallb (6.3.1)
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for some o > 0. If p € M(A) is a doubly power bounded element with
M = sup |||,
keZ
then
lp(a, b) = p(a, ub)|| < 288m(1 + V2)M>alla]|b]

for all a,b € A.

(6.3.2)

(6.3.3)

Proof. Pick a,b € A and let p € M(A) satisfying in (6.3.2). We define a continuous linear

operator

400
Ty A(T) = M(A), Tu(f)= > fk)u* (f € A(T)).
k=—o00
T,, is well-defined since

1L (I < > FEIA

k=—o00

< M| fll (f € A(T)).

Moreover, T), is an algebraic homomorphism as it is shown below

+oo

T.(fg) = ST (o))

j=—00

+o00 +o00

= SCY fRati -k

j=—00 k=—00

= (> f®RHY 9k)uh)

k=—00 k=—o00

= TUNTu(9) (f,g € A(T)).

Now we define the continuous bilinear map

¥ A(T) x A(T) — X, 9(f,9) = p(aTu(f), Tu(g)b) (f,9 € A(T)).
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Suppose that f,g € A(T) are such that

supp f Nsuppg = 0.

Then
(aT(f))(Tu(g)b) = aT,(fg)b= 0.

Hence we can write

[o(f 9l < allaT, (T, (9)0ll
ad?|lall[[Bl[1£11]g-

(6.3.7)

AN

Using Theorem 6.2.2, taking into account of (6.3.6) and (6.3.7) we can deduce that

lp(am, b) — @(a, ub)|| = [|t(er, 1) — (1, e1)]|
< 2887(1 4+ V2)M%al|al|||b|

where e; € A(T) is given by e;(s) = ¢**. This completes the proof. ]

Group algebras and C*-algebras are among the Banach algebras that fit in the frame-

work of Lemma 6.3.4.

6.3.1 Group algebras.

For a locally compact group G, we write M (G) for the linear space of all complex, regular
Borel measures on G. It is well-known that M (G) is a Banach algebra with respect to the
convolution product and the total variation as the norm. Also, L*(G) can be seen as the
two-sided closed ideal of M(G) consisting of all measures in M (G) which are absolutely
continuous with respect to A, a fixed Haar measure on G. In fact, by Wendels theorem
([15, Theorem 3.3.40]), M(G) is nothing but the multiplier algebra of L'(G). By [15,
Theorem 3.3.15], the Banach space Cy(G) is a Banach M(G)-bimodule and M (G) with
respect to the convolution product is the dual of Cy(G) as a Banach M (G)-bimodule. For

every t € G we denote by d; the unit point mass measure at ¢t. It is important to notice

81



that the convolution product in L'(G) can be expressed in the following way:

frg= /G (6, * 9)dA®)

(6.3.8)
_ /G(f*ét)g(t)d)\(t) (f.9 € L'(Q))

where the expressions on the right are considered as (Bochner) integrals of measurable
L'(G)-valued functions of t: see [39, Table 1 on page 144 and Appendix 1.9.16]. The

following Theorem and its proof is a modification of [2, Theorem 3.4].
Theorem 6.3.5. Let G be a locally compact group and let
o: LYG) x L'G) = X
be a continuous bilinear map on a Banach space X satisfying the property
frge A, fxg=0=llo(f 9l <alfl:lgll (6.3.9)
for some o > 0. Then
lo(f % g,h) = (f, g h)|| < 2887(1+ v2)a| fll1 gl l|All
for all f,g,h € L(G).
Proof. For every t € (G, the unit point mass measure J; at t clearly satisfies in
I6F] = lldwe ]l = 1

for each k € Z. Therefore (6.3.3) in Lemma 6.3.4 implies that

l(f % 6, k) — @(f, 6% B)|| < 2887(1 + v2)al| f]11 1]l (6.3.10)

for all f,h € L'(G), t € G. We now pick f,g,h € L*(G) and multiply (6.3.10) by |g(t)],
with ¢ € G, and get

lo(f * g(8)de, h) — (f. g(1)3 * h)|| < 288m(1 + V2)a| fl1a[l]11]g(2)]. (6.3.11)
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If we integrate (6.3.11), we arrive at

/G Lo * ()30 ) — (- g(6)ds W[ dA(E) < 2887(L + V)] £l 1]l /G l9(£)|dA(H)

_ 2887 (1 + V2)all fll1 [Pl lg(8)]]x-

(6.3.12)
Note that
/ o * 9(D)00 AN = o / £ g(0)5dA(0), )
G G (6.3.13)
= o(f*g,h),
and
/ o(F. g6+ WANE) = o, / 9(1)5, + hdA (1))
G G (6.3.14)
= o(f,g*h).
Since
|| / (o(f % 9@ k) — o(f,g(t)d = W)AAD)]
G
< / lo(f * 95 ) — (g ()6, % 1) [dA(E),
G
combining (6.3.12), (6.3.13) and (6.3.14) imply that
lo(f * 9.h) — o(fg % )| < 2887(1 + V)| f[1llgl 1Al
as desired. ]

6.3.2 C*-algebras.

Let A be a C*-algebra. It is well-known that the multiplier algebra of A, M(A) becomes
a unital C*-algebra (see [15, Proposition 3.2.39]).

Theorem 6.3.6. Let A be a C*-algebra, and let ¢ : A x A — X be a continuous bilinear
map on a Banach space X satisfying the property

a,be A,ab=0= |p(a,b)] < allallb (6.3.15)
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for some a > 0. Then
l(ab, ¢) — ¢(a, be)|| < 2887 (1 + v/2)al|all[[b]c]
for all a,b,c € A.

Proof. Recall that the unitary elements of M(A) are those u € M(A) such that

which clearly entails that ||u*|| = 1 for each k € Z. Hence unitary elements are doubly

power bounded and consequently Lemma 6.3.4 gives that
lp(au, ) — p(a, ue)|| < 2887(1 + v2)alall]]. (6.3.16)

for each a,c € A, and a unitary u € M(A). It is clear that (6.3.16) still holds true in
the case when u lies in the convex hull of the set of the unitary elements of M(A). Since
M(A) is a C*-algebra, by the Russo-Dye Theorem [15, Theorem 3.2.18] this convex hull
is norm-dense in the closed unit ball of M(A). Consequently (6.3.16) also holds for each

w in the closed unit ball of M(A). In particular, we get
lp(ab, €) — p(a, be)|| < 2887 (1 + v2)allal|b]|c]

for all a,b,c € A. This completes the proof. n

6.4 Banach algebras’ matrix spaces

It was pointed out in Remark 3.3.4 that there is a Banach algebra without the strong
property (B). Indeed, for majority of Banach algebras, it is not known whether or not
they have the strong property (B). So we could ask if there is a way that an arbitrary
Banach algebra relates to the strong property (B). In this section, we show that there is
such a way. In fact, we prove that if A is an arbitrary Banach algebra such that M,,(A) is
a Banach algebra for some n > 2 satisfying an identity (inequalities (6.4.1)), then M, (.A)

has the strong property (B) and contains A as a closed subalgebra in a natural way. This
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result, in particular, shows that subalgebras might not inherit the strong property (B). In
this section, we show that matrix spaces related to an arbitrary Banach algebra have the
strong propert (B). The following Lemma is fundamental to prove such a fact. It shows

that idempotents fit nicely in the strong property (B).

Lemma 6.4.1. Let A be a unital Banach algebra. For n € N, suppose that (M,(A), |||
is a Banach algebra with the property that for each [a;;] € M,(A)

lall < Masg]ll < D Nagll = Il[ass] s (6.4.1)
i

Let X be a Banach space and ¢ : M, (A) x M, (A) — X a bounded bilinear map with the
property that
A, B € My(A), AB=0= llo(A B)| <l AlllB],

for some o > 0. Then for all A, B € M,,(A) and every idempotent P € M, (A)
(AP, B) — (A, PB)|| < 2[|P||(n + || P|))a||All|| B].

Proof. Let I be the identity matrix in M, (.A). We have AP(I — P)B = 0. So by the

assumption

lp(AP, (I = P)B)]|

IN

al | ATIBIHLICT+ 121D

< al[Pl[(n+IPDIANIBI-

So
(AP, B) — (AP, PB)|| < a||P||(n+ ||P|)|A|l||B]|.

Hence we can write

(AP, B) = o(A, PB)|| = |l(AP + A(I = P), PB) — o(AP, B)||

IN

lp(AP, PB) = (AP, B)|| + [[¢(A(I — P), PB)|
< 2af[Pl[(n+[[PDIAIIBI-
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From now on, we always assume that (M, (A), | - ||) is a Banach algebra satisfying in

(6.4.1) given in Lemma 6.4.1.

We show that if A is unital, then there is a fixed number N such that each element

of M, (A) is generated by at most N idempotents.

Lemma 6.4.2. Let A be a unital Banach algebra with unit e. Fora € A and1 <1,j < n,
define the following matrices in M, (A):

a ks=1ij
(Aija)ks = 1<k, s<n.
0 otherwise

Then every matriz A = [a;;] € M,(A) can be written in the following form:
A = A1276A21,a11

+ > AG-1eAG-1iay

7j=2
T Z Aijai;-
i#]
Proof. 1t is easy to check that the following hold for each a € A,
Ang = A1242 4 , (6.4.2)
and
Ajja = Aj-1).eAG-1ja 257 <1 (6.4.3)
Now using (6.4.2) and (6.4.3), we have
A = Z Aijaig
4,J
- A12,eA21,a11
+ > AjGe1eAG-1iay
j=2
+ > Ajja,-

i
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Taking into account Lemma 6.4.2, we prove Lemma 6.4.3 and Lemma 6.4.4 below to

proceed to prove the main result of this section which is Theorem 6.4.5.

Lemma 6.4.3. Let By,..., By € M,(A) with |B;|| < M for each 1 < i < n. Suppose
that for each A,C € M,(A),

lp(AB;, C) = (A, BiO)|| < Lie A[[[|CT],

for some L; > 0. Then
(i) llp(ABy - -+ By, O) = (A, By - ByC)|| < M*H(Ly + - - - + Ly)al|All|| B|.
(i) lp(A(By 4+ -+ By),C0) — 9(A, (By 4 - - + Bg)O)|| < (Ly + - - + L) Al B|.

Proof. (ii) is trivial. We prove (i) for k = 2. The general case is obtained by applying

induction. We have

lp(AB1 By, C) — p(ABy, BoC)|| < Loa| ABL|[[|C| < M Lo AJf|CT[. (6.4.4)
and

lp(ABy, BoC) = (A, BiB,C)|| < La[[A[l[| B.C| < M Lyee|| AJ[[|C. (6.4.5)
Hence using (6.4.4) and (6.4.5) we get

l(AB1 By, C) — (A, BiBC)|| < ||p(ABy, BoC) — p(ABy, BoO)|
+ ||90(AB17BQC) - SO(Av BlBZC)”
< M(Ly + Lo)o||A|l|C]]-

Lemma 6.4.4. Let a € A with ||a|]| < 1. Then for each i # j, and A, B € M,(A),
lp(AAija, B) — (A, Aija B)[| < 2(3n + 5)al|All[| B
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Proof. For a,b € Aand 1 <1i,j,k,1 <n, we define the following matrix in M,(.A),

a ms=1j
(Bkl’b)ms =9 b ms=kl 1<m,s<n.

ij,a —

0 otherwise

For ¢ and 7 with ¢ # j, it is easy to check that

_ pide
Aija = B, — Ajje,

It is straightforward to see that both matrices in the right hand side of the preceding
equality are idempotents. Since (M, (A), || -||) satisfies in (6.4.1), for each 1 < 4,5 < n
with ¢ # j, we have

[Ajiell < llell = 1 and | BFZI < [lal| + [le]] < 2.

ij,a
Using this fact and Lemma 6.4.3(ii), and Lemma 6.4.1, we have
(A0 B) = $(A, Ao B < 22 +4) + (n+ D]l A B]
= 2(3n+5)al|All[|B|.
L]

We can now show that the matrix spaces of a unital Banach algebra have the strong

property (B) with a constant.

Theorem 6.4.5. Let A be a unital Banach algebra such that M,(A) is a Banach algebra
satisfying in (6.4.1) for some n > 2. Then M,(A) has the strong property (B) with a
constant given by

C, = (6n® + 16n* + 10n).

Proof. Let X be a Banach space and ¢ : M,(A) x M,(A) — X a bilinear map (not
necessarily bounded!) with the property that

AB =0 = (A, B)|| < ol AlllB]-

88



Let A, B,C € M,(A) with ||A| = |[[a;;]]] < 1 and ||B]],||C|| < 1. Since (M,(A),]| - )
satisfies in (6.4.1), we have that |la;;|| < 1 for each 1 < 7,5 < n. Consequently (again
using (6.4.1)), for all 1 <4, 7, k,s < n, we should have || Ak,

< 1. Now using Lemma

6.4.2, we can write
lp(BA,C) — (B, AC)|| < HSO(BAmeAzl a11» C) — 0(B, Ar2,eA21 4, O]

+ Z”Sﬁ BA J(i—1) A(J 1Jajj>c) _90<BvAj(jfl)veA(jfl)jfaij)H

+ Z ”90 7«7 Az ) 90(87141]:(17,]0)”
i#j

If we apply Lemma 6.4.3.(i) and Lemma 6.4.4 we get
lp(BA,C) — (B, AC)|| < 4(3n+5)a
+ (n—1)[4(3n+5)q]
+ (n* —n)[2(3n + 5)al.
A simple calculation now shows that the constant in the right hand side is equal to
2(3n® + 8n* + 5n).
This completes the proof. n

We can improve the result of Theorem 6.4.5 by eliminating the assumption on the Ba-
nach algebra to be unital. As one may expect, we do this with considering the unitization

of the given Banach algebra.

Theorem 6.4.6. Let A be a Banach algebra. Let A* denote the unitization of A. Suppose
that for n > 2, (M, (A*), |- ||) is a Banach algebra satisfying (6.4.1). Then (M,(A),| -
has the strong property (B) with a constant bounded by

n*(6n® + 16n* + 10n).

Proof. According to Theorem 6.4.5, M, (A*) has the strong property (B) with a constant
given by
C,, = (6n°® 4+ 161> + 10n).
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Since M, (A) is an ideal of M, (A*), Proposition 3.2.1 implies that it has the strong

property (B) with a constant given by
11 @ 113, (4 (6n° + 16n° 4+ 10n) < n*(6n” + 16n° 4 10n).
O

In the following examples, we present various classes of norms on M, (A) for which

Theorem 6.4.5 and Theorem 6.4.6 hold. Thus demonstrating the generality of our results.

Ezample 6.4.7. Let A be a Banach algebra. For n > 2, M,,(A) becomes a Banach algebra

with the following norm
el Z [l

It is clear that (M, (A*), | -||s) satisfies in (6.4.1) Hence, by Theorem 6.4.6, (M,,(A), ||-]s)

has the strong property (B) with a constant given by
C,, = n*(6n® + 161> + 10n).
If A is unital, then Theorem 6.4.5 shows that this constant can be reduced to
C,, = (6n® 4+ 161> + 10n).

In some cases, the constants given in Theorem 6.4.5 and Theorem 6.4.6 can be reduced.

Example 6.4.8. Let A be a unital Banach algebra. For n > 2, consider the operator norm
on M, and equip M, (A) = M, ® A with the projective tensor norm. Then ||idys, el =
lidas, |||lid4]| = 1. Hence, in this case, proof of Lemma 6.4.1 can be modified to show that

for each idempotent P € M, (A),
le(AP, B) — (A, PB)|| < 2||P[|(1+ [|P[)el[A[[[| B

Consequently, proof of Theorem 6.4.5 can be modified to show that M,,(.A) has the strong
property (B) with a constant given by

C, = 16(n* +n).
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If A is an arbitrary Banach algebra, then a similar argument as that of Theorem 6.4.6
can be applied to shows that M, (A) has the strong property (B) with a constant given
by

C, =16(n* +n).

Proposition 6.4.9. Fvery Banach algebra is isometrically embedded into a Banach alge-

bra which has the strong property (B).

Proof. Let A be an arbitrary Banach algebra . According to Example 6.4.7, (My(A), ||-|s)
has the strong property (B). It is easy to check that the mapping 0 : A — My(A) given
by

is an isometric algebraic homomorphism. O]
Corollary 6.4.10. Subalgebras might not inherit the strong property (B).

Proof. According to Corollary 3.3.4, A(D) does not have the strong property (B). How-
ever, it is a closed subalgebra of My(A(ID)) which has the strong property (B) according
to Proposition 6.4.9. O

6.5 Finite nest algebras on arbitrary Hilbert spaces

CSL algebras and more specially, nest algebras are important classes of non-self adjoint
operator algebras. In particular, when dealing with the problems of the reflexivity and
hyperreflexivity of operator algebras, they where amongst the first to be studied. In [5],
Arveson showed that every CSL algebra is a reflexive operator algebra. He proved latter
in [6] that some special CSL algebras called the nest algebra are hyperreflexive. Actually,
his result highlighted nest algebras to be very rare hyperreflexive operator algebras for

which the hyperreflexivity constant is 1, i.e., for every nest algebra N C B(H),

dist(T,N) = dist,(T,N), T € B(H).
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In the present and the following sections, we prove that finite nest algebras on any Hilbert
space and finite CSL algebras on separable Hilbert spaces have the strong property (B)
with a constant. To do so, we first show that such operator algebras can always be
represented as n x n-matrices for n > 2.

Clearly the largest possible nest algebra that can be defined on a Hilbert space H is
B(H) which is generated by the trivial nest {0, H}. A nice property of B(H) is that its

elements are linear combinations of at most 10 idempotents.

Theorem 6.5.1. Let H be a Hilbert space and T € B(H). Then

10
T=> AP,
n=1
where for 1 <n <10, P, € B(H) is a projection and X\, € C with |\,| < 2[|T|.
Proof. For the proof and more details see [37]. O

The next lemma shows that elements of a finite nest algebra can be represented as
matrices. This was pointed out in [13] without proof. But for sake of completion, we
present a proof for it. This lemma together with Theorem 6.5.1 will be used later to show

that a finite nest algebras is generated by its idempotents.

Lemma 6.5.2. Let H be a Hilbert space and 0 = ey < e; < --- < e, =1 a finite nest on

H. If H; is the range of e; — ej_1, then
H=H & - -®H,.

Moreover, if N is the corresponding nest algebra, then elements of N are exactly those

represented as upper triangular matrices with respect to above decomposition.

Proof. It is easy to check that for each 1 < j < n, e; — e;_; is a projection. Moreover it

is clear that,
Z € —€i—1 = 1. (651)
i=1
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Note that if i < 7, then
(ej —ej-1)(e; — ;1) = 0.
Consequently, we find that
Hj N Hz = I'&Il((fj — ej,1> N ran(ei — 61'71) = {O} (652)

(6.5.1) and (6.5.2) imply that
H=H & - -®H,.

Note that each @ € B(H) is represented as a matrix [a,;] with respect to this decomposition

where a;; : H; — H; maps h € H; to the orthogonal projection of ah on H;. Hence
ai; = (e; — €i—1)ale; — €j-1).
If a € N, then for each 1 < j < n we have ae; = ejae;. Hence
a;; = (e; —e;_1)(ejae; — ej_jaej_q).

This implies that
7> j = Qi = 0.
Hence a is represented as an upper triangular matrix.

Conversely, suppose that a has an upper triangular representation. Then for i > j, we

have
a; = (e; —e;_1)ale; —ej—1) = 0. (6.5.3)
To show a € N, we need to show that
(1—ej)ae; =0, 1<j<n.

We prove it for j = 1; other cases are proven similarly. According to (6.5.3) we can write

(ea —eq)ae; = 0

(e3 —ex)ae; = 0
(6.5.4)

(en, —€n_1)ae; = 0
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If we add all equations in (6.5.4) we get,
(1 —e1)ae; =0,
as desired. ]

As it is shown in the next Theorem, representing finite nest algebras as matrices is

fundamental in proving that these type of operator algebras have the strong property (B).

Theorem 6.5.3. Let H be a Hilbert space and 0 = eg < ey < --- <e, =1 a finite nest
on H. If N is the corresponding nest algebra, then N has the strong property (B) with a

constant given by r, = 33n + Tn?.
Proof. For 1 < j <n, if H; is the range of e; — e;_1, then according to Lemma 6.5.2
H=H & ---®&H,

and for " € B(H), we have T' € N if and only if its matrix form with respect to above
decomposition is upper triangular. Now assume that ¢ : N x N — C is a bilinear map

with the property that
a,b € N ab=0=|¢(a,b)|| < allallf|b].

Using the same argument as we used to prove Lemma 6.4.1, we can check that for any

idempotent P € N and any a,b € N, we have
le(aP,b) = ¢(a, PO)|| < 2[|PI[([1 = Pl)allalllb]- (6.5.5)
Note that for T' € B(H), if the matrix form is given by T = [T},], then
1Tl < IT0 < D151 (6.5.6)
1]
Now pick ¢ = [¢;;] € N with ||¢|| < 1. Then

€= E :ACij,iﬁ

i<y
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where A, ;; € B(H) is a matrix all entries of which are 0 except the i entry which is

cij- If 1 < j, then we can write

Acijuij - Bcij:ij - Ejj’

where
1 mn=jj
(Beijij)Jmn = cij mn=1j
0  otherwise
and

1 mn=jyj
(Ejj)mn - .
0 otherwise

Note that B, ;; and Ej; are both idempotents and by (6.5.6) we have || B, ;|| < 2 and

|E;;|| < 1. Consequently by applying (6.5.5) we obtain that
[9(aAe,5,b) — 9(a, Auy i5b)]| < 14ajal]b]. (6.5.7)

On the other hand, for 1 <i < n, we have ¢; € B(H;). So by Theorem 6.5.1 we have

10

Ciz = Z )\ZPZ;,

k=1

where P} € B(H;) C N is a projection and
Akl < 2lleall < 2ef| < 2.

As a result, we have

10
(@A, ,b) = @@, Acyab) | < Y 2llp(adpe 1i,b) — pla, Ap ib)|
k=1 (6.5.8)

IN

40all[[o]

We have

n

c= Z Acii,ii + Z Acmij'

i=1 i<j
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Hence, by applying (6.5.7) and (6.5.8) we can write
||<P(ac7 b) - @(a7 Cb)” < Z ||¢<aACii7ii’ b) - §0<a’ Acumb)H
i=1

+ ||90(aACij,i"b) - @(Q’Acij,i'b)”
; ’ ’ (6.5.9)

1
< (40n + 147 = 1)

Jar||allf|o]
= (33n + Tn?)alall|[b].-

Finally applying (6.5.9), for arbitrary ¢ € N we obtain that
lp(ac, b) — p(a, eb)|| < (33n + 7n*)alla]|[[b]l||c],
as claimed. 0

Remark 6.5.4. The idea that is used to prove Theorem 6.2.11, can be applied to construct
more examples of operator algebras with the strong property (B). Let H be a Hilbert
space. Assume that H = H,®---® H,, is any decomposition of H. Let A be a subalgebra
of B(H) having the following properties:

(i) If a = [a;;] € A, then A, ;; € A for each 1 < i, j <n, where

(A ) = a;; mn=1j
17 )mn

0 otherwise '

(17) For each 1 <1i <n, E; € A.

(i7) For 1 < ¢ < n, if there is A € A such that A, ;; ¢ CE;, then we require that
B(H;) C A.

Then A has the strong property (B).

Example 6.5.5. Let H be Hilbert space.

(1) If H= H,&---@®H, is any decomposition of H, then subalgebra of B(H) containing all
operators with upper triangular representation as well as subalgebra of B(H) containing
all operators with lower triangular representation with respect to this decomposition have

the strong property (B).
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(17) Let H = H, ® Hy® H3 be a decomposition of H. It is easy to check that the following
is a subalgebra of B(H) satisfying the assumptions of Remark 6.5.4,

biy 0 bis
A={ ba1 baa  bos Dby € B(Hja H)}.
0 0 b3

So A has the strong property (B).
(737) Consider the following subalgebra of A defined in (7).

biiy 0 b3
B={]| by by bas 0 by € Cly,, b € B(HjaHi)}-
0 0 bss

According to Remark 6.5.4, B has the strong property (B).

6.6 Finite CSL algebras on Separable Hilbert spaces

As it was presented in the previous section, the main tool to prove a finite nest algebra has
the strong property (B) is to represent elements of the nest algebra as upper triangular
matrices. In the following, we present a similar representation for finite CSL algebras on

separable Hilbert spaces. The main reference for this section is [34].

Definition 6.6.1. Let n € N, and let < be a partial order on {1,2,...,n}. A subset F

of {1,2,...,n} is <-hereditary (or simply hereditary if no confusion arises) if
1 RjeF =1 F.
The class of all hereditary subsets is denoted by D, (=).

Remark 6.6.2. It is easy to check that D, (=) is closed under intersection and union.

Moreover, for 1 < j < n, each subset of the form
{i: 1<i<nandi=j} (6.6.1)
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is in D, (=X). It can be shown that in general, not all hereditary subsets of {1,2,... n}
are of the form (6.6.1). However, it is not difficult to check that any hereditary subset

has to be a union of subsets of the form (6.6.1).

Theorem 6.6.3. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. Assume that L is a finite CSL
consisting of n non-zero projections. Then there is a partial order < on the set {1,...,n}

consistent with the natural order,i.e.,
i2j=1<g, 1<4,5<n.
and a decomposition H = ®]_, H; for the Hilbert space such that
algl = {[Ty) € BH): Ty € BUHLH), Ty=0ifi £j}.  (662)

So algLl consists of all upper triangular matrices with possibly some fized zeros up the

diagonal.

Proof. For a proof to this theorem see [34]. O

Remark 6.6.4. According to Theorem 6.6.3, the “building blocks” of finite CSL’s are:
(7) an orthogonal decomposition H = H; @ --- & H,,.
(77) a partial order < consistent with the natural order.
Note that in order to construct finite CSL algebras we do not require the partial order to
be consistent with the natural order. Actually, if H = H; & --- ® H,,, and < is a partial
order on {1,...,n} (not necessarily consistent with the natural order), then according to
Remark 6.6.2,

L={®icrH;: FeD,(X)}

is a subspace lattice. Also corresponding CSL algebra is given by (6.6.2). To see this,
let T = [T};] € B(H) with T;; = 0 if ¢ £ j. We show that 7' € algL. According to
Remark 6.6.2, it suffices to show that subspaces of the form M = ®,<;,H;, for some fixed
1 < jo < n, are invariant under 7". We notice that each operator T;; acts on H; and maps
H; into H;. Hence T;; acts non-trivially on M only if j < jo and ¢ < j. In this case, we

have



Hence T leaves M invariant. Consequently, T' € algL.
Conversely, let T' = [T};] be an operator on H. Suppose that for some 1 < g, jo < n with

io A Jjo, we have Tj;, # 0. We define

0Jo
M = @ijjoHi c /:

Then Hj;, € M and T,,;,(H;,) € H;y € M. Hence T ¢ algL.

Note that a straightforward algorithm can be used to show that this CSL algebra, algL,

is isomorphic to another CSL algebra generated by another partial order consistent with

the natural order.

Ezample 6.6.5. Let H = Hy @ Hy @ Hj. Define the following partial order on {1,2,3},

2<1=<3andn=<n (n=1,2,3).

If we let
L={®icrH;: F € D3(=x)},
then
bin 0 Dbi3
algl = {| by by by |: by € B(H; H;)}.
0 0 Ds3

which is exactly algebra constructed in Example 6.5.5 (7).

Similar to nest algebras, representing separable CSL algebras as matrices paves the

way to prove that these operator algebras have the strong property (B).

Proposition 6.6.6. Let L be a finite CSL consisting of n non-zero projection on a sep-
arable Hilbert space H. Then algl has the strong property (B) with a constant given
by

T = 33n + Tn°.

Proof. We use the same argument as was used to prove Theorem 6.5.3. Note that ac-
cording to Theorem 6.6.3, every finite CSL algebra has a representation satisfying in the

assumptions of Remark 6.5.4. Note that the constant r, for the strong property (B) of
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nest algebras was obtained based on the fact that each matrix in NV has at most n non-zero
entries on and # non-zero entries off the diagonal. Theorem 6.6.3 shows that the same

thing holds true for CSL algebras. Hence we can end up with obtaining the constant
rn = 33n + Tn?

for the strong property (B) of CSL algebras. ]

Remark 6.6.7. The constant r, given in Proposition 6.6.6 is a universal constant for all
finite CSL algebras on separable Hilbert spaces whose lattices have n non-zero elements.
This constant can possibly be reduced if we pick certain finite CSL algebras.

For example, let H be a separable Hilbert space with the following decomposition,
H=H ®--- @ H,.
Define the partial order < on {1,--- ,n} by
1=n and 1 <17, 1<i<n.

By Theorem 6.6.3, these decomposition and partial order give us a finite CSL algebra the

x-diagram of which is given by

So there are n non-zero entries on and n — 1 non-zero entries off the diagonal. Using
this fact, one can apply the argument that was used in the proof of Theorem 6.5.3 to

obtain s, = 54n — 14 as a constant for the strong property (B) of this finite CSL algebra.
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CHAPTER 7
AN UPPER BOUND FOR THE HYPERREFLEXIVITY
CONSTANT OF THE BOUNDED 7-COCYCLE SPACES

OF BANACH ALGEBRAS

In the present chapter, we aim to take the final step towards the hyperreflexivity of
the bounded n-cocycle spaces by finding the hyperreflezivity constant. Let S C B(X,Y)
be a closed subspace. So far, the question was that whether there exist a constant C' > 0

such that
dist(T,S) < Cdist,.(T,S), (T € B(H)). (7.0.1)

Now we ask, if such a constant exists, then what is the smallest value it can attain? We call
this the hyperreflexivity constant of §. Usually it is not easy to find the hyperreflexivity
constant. Hence, we are satisfied if we can find an upper bound for this constant.

The problem of finding the hyperreflexivity constant was introduced at the same time
when the problem of hyperreflexivity was set for the operator algebras. Possibly, nest
algebras have the most elegant hyperreflexivity constant. It is proven in [5] that the
hyperreflexivity constant for any nest algebra is 1. Some results on the upper bounds for
the hyperreflexivity constant of some classes of von Neumann algebras are provided in
[11, 12]. Similar results for certain spaces of matrices can be found in [8]. Although we
are usually more interested in the upper bounds for the hyperreflexivity constant, some
information in the other way around is provided in [16] where a lower bound for the
hyperreflexivity constant of certain matrix spaces and the CSL algebras related to the

finite tensor product of some non-trivial nests is found.
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We use our approach in the preceding chapter where we found constants for the strong
property (B) of various Banach algebras to obtain upper bounds for the hyperreflexivity

constant of the bounded n-cocycle spaces related to these Banach algebras.

7.1 General theory

So far we have introduced many Banach algebras with the strong property (B). More so,
we could come with a constant for the strong property (B) of all such Banach algebras.
In this section, we show how existence of such a constant can help us to find an upper
bound for the hyperreflexivity constant of the bounded n-cocycle spaces. We achieve our
goal by modifying our approach in Section 5.2 and its main result. We start with the

following proposition which is a modification of Proposition 5.2.1

Proposition 7.1.1. Let A be a unital Banach algebra having the strong property (B) with
a constant r.
(i) For every right Banach A-module X and a bounded operator D: A — X and each
a > 0 satisfying

ab =0 = [[D(a)b]| < afb]|[|a

we have

[D(ab)e — D(a)be|| < raflallliblllicl]l  (Va,b,c € A).

(i) For every right Banach A-module X and a bounded operator D: A — X and each
B > 0 satisfying
ab=bc = 0= [[aD(b)c| < Bllallf|o]][|]

we have
ld[D(acb) — aD(cb) — D(ac)b+ aD(c)ble|| < r*Bllalll[blllcllIdllle]l (Ya,b,c,d,e € A).
Proof. (i) We define ¢ : A x A — X with ¢(a,b) = D(a)b. If ab = 0, then

[lp(a, 0[] = [|D(a)b]| < afall[o]]
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Therefore by the assumption we get
le(ab, ¢) = p(a, be)|| < raflal[[bllllc]],

or equivalently,

[D(ab)e = D(a)be|| < refjall[[ofl]e],

as desired.

(ii) Fix ag, by € A with asby = 0 and |[Jag|| = ||b2]] = 1. Define ¢ : A x A — X with

©(a,b) = aD(bay)bs.
If ab = 0, then a(bay) = (baz)bs = 0. Hence

le(a, bl = llaD(baz)bs | < Bllalll|baz]|][b2]l < Allall]b]]-
By the assumption, we have
le(ab, c) — @(a, be)|| < rpllall[[bll]lcl,
or equivalently,
labD(caz)by — aD(beaz)bs|| < rf]lall|[bflf|c]- (7.1.1)
Now fix a,c,d € A with ||a|| = ||¢|]| = ||d|]| = 1. Define ¢ : A x A — X with
W(f,b) =daD(cf)b— dD(acf)b.

Obviously if fb =0, then by (7.1.1),

(£, o)l < rBILFINB]-

Hence, again by our assumption we deduce that for every f,b,e € A,

[0(fb,e) = (f, o)l < rrBl fIlIBll el
= r*BlISIllIolell,
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or equivalently,
ldaD(cfb)e — dD(acfb)e — daD(cf)be + dD(acf)bell < r*B| f]|[[b]l[le]l-
By putting f =1, we get
ld[D(acb) — aD(cb) — D(ac)b + aD(c)ble|| < r*Blallllbllcllidlllell  (Va,b,c.d,e € A).
O

Proposition 7.1.1 (i¢) can be improved to the higher dimensions using the induction
as it is demonstrated in the following Theorem. We note that this is a modification of

Theorem 5.2.2.

Theorem 7.1.2. Let A be a unital Banach algebra with unit 1 having the strong property
(B) with a constant r. Suppose that X is a unital Banach A-bimodule, n € N, T €
B"(A, X) and let v > 0 satisfying

gy = a1z =+ = apapi1 = 0 = [|agT(aq, ..., an)ani1] < Yllaoll - - [|anst]|-
Also T(ay,...,a,) =0 if for some 1 <i<mn,a; =1. Then
[6™(T)|| < 2"y,

Proof. We prove the statement by induction on n. For n = 1, the result follows from
Proposition 7.1.1(ii) together with the fact that X is unital and 7°(1) = 0.

Now suppose that the result is true for n € N. We prove it for n + 1. Consider
T € B (A, X) and v > 0 satisfying

A1 = @10y = * -+ = Upy10pt2 = 0 = [|agT (a1, . . ., Gng1) o] < Yllaoll - - - ||an2ll-

Also T(ay,...,an41) =0 if for some 1 <i<n+1,a; =1. Takea; € A,i=0,...,n+1

with aga; = a1ag = -+ = apa,1 = 0. We first show that

a0 * An(T) (a1, -, @n) % angal| < 7y o]l ansall (7.1.2)
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First suppose that ||ag|| = -+ = ||ans1|| = 1, and let
S=ay* A (T)(a1,...,a,) * apy-
For every b,c € A with bc = 0, we have

Sb)e = [ag*Ap(T)(ay, ... ,an) * apni1](b)c

= apMp(T) (a1, ..., an)(ani1b)c — agAp(T)(aq, . .., an)(ani1)be

= aoT(ay,...,an,ani1b)c.
But apa; = - - = an(an+10) = (an410)c = 0. Thus, by our hypothesis
laogT (ax, - -, an, angab)ell < yllaoll - -~ lan bl flell < vIbllllc]

implying that [|S(b)c|| < 7]||b||||c||. Hence, by Proposition 7.1.1(i), we get
15(bc) = S@)cll < rfollllcll - (Vb,c € A). (7.1.3)
On the other hand,

S(1) = (agrxA(T)(ay,...,a,) *ani1)(1)
= ao\p(T)(a1,...,an)(ans11) — agAn(T)(ay, ..., an)(ans1)l

= 0.
Putting b = 1 in (7.1.3), we can write
1Sl < ryllell (e € A)
or equivalently,
S| = |lao * An(T) (a1, ..., an) * aniq| < 7. (7.1.4)
Now consider the general case. If for some 0 <7 <n+ 1, a; = 0, then we clearly have

o 5 An(T)(ar, -, n) % ansall < 7ylaol] - - ansall
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Now suppose that for all 0 <i <n+1, a; # 0. Then

ag a1 an4+1  Gp42
_ e = —— O,
laoll l|ay lanall lants|
and so, by (7.1.4),
ag aq an an+1
[l * An(T)( ) * | <ry
laoll =™ ladll” lanll” T lanll ’

implying that (7.1.2) holds.
Now let B4(A, X) denote the space of all left multipliers from A into X and suppose

that ¢ : B(A, X) — %
B(A, X) |

BA(A7 X)
Thus, by (7.1.2),

is the natural quotient mapping. It is straightforward to

verify that is a unital Banach A-bimodule and ¢ is an A-bimodule morphism.

lao + ¢(An(T) (a1, - - an)) x angall = [lglao x An(T)(a1, - ., an) % anga) |

< llallllao x An(T)(ax, - - - an) * ana

< rlaoll-.. lansall
Moreover, if for some 7,1 <17 < n, a; = 1, then for every a € A,
A (T)(ar, ... an)(a) =T (ay, ..., an,a) =0.

This shows that ¢ o A, (T)(ay,...,a,) = 0 if for some 1 <1i <mn, a; = 1. Now using the

assumption of the induction, we have

1A7 (@0 An(T) (a1, - - ansa) | < "™ D)) llanl - Nansa
(7.1.5)
< 2" 2y flar |- llanall
B(A, X B(A, X
where A7 : B"(A, %) — B"t(A, %) is the corresponding connecting

map in Definition 2.3.4. On the other hand, since ¢ is a Banach A-bimodule morphism,

it is easy to check that for all ag,...,a,11 € A,

AglgoA(T))(ar, - s antr) = q(A"(An(T))(ar, - .-, any1))
= A1 (0T (a1, .-, ).
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Hence, by (7.1.5)
lg(Anr (™D (an, - anga)) | < 277" flan] -+ [l
implying that for S = A, (6" (T)) (a1, ..., ans1),
Idist (S, Ba(A, X)) < 2" " Zyllan]| -+ lansa]l-

So for every a € A, we have
IS(a) = SM)all < 202" " 2yflar]| - [lanslllal]
< 2" lar || - - lans | [lafl-
On the other hand,

S() = A (0" T)(an, - - ansa) (1)
= "NT)(ay,. .., ap1,1)

=

(7.1.6)

= aiT(ag,...,an41,1)+ Y (=1)T(ay,...,a;a5:1,- - ans1, 1)+ (=1D)"T(ay, ... an1)

o

j=

+ (—1)n+ljxa1,',‘,an+1 1

= 0.

Therefore by putting a = a,2 in (7.1.6), we have

[T ar, s awn) | = [Aa (BT ) (022)

= [1S(anta)l
= [I5(ant2) = S(1)an 2|

2nrn+2

IN

el MNantall-

This completes the proof.

Now we are ready to give the main result of this chapter.
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Theorem 7.1.3. Let A be a Banach algebra having b.l.u. and the strong property (B)
with a constant r. Let M be a bound for the local units of A. Let n € N, suppose that
X is a Banach A-bimodule such that H" (A, X) is a Banach space. Then for each
T € B*"(A, X), we have

dist(T, 2"(A, X)) < C2" Y (M?r + (M + 1)*)"*dist, (T, Z"(A, X))
where C'is a constant satisfying
dist(T, Z"(A, X)) < C||[6"(T)||, (T € B"(Z,X)). (7.1.7)

Proof. Let T € B"(A, X). By Lemma 5.2.3, for every a; € A* i = 0,...,n + 1 with

apa1 = -+ = Apanr1 = 0, we have
laoo (T)(as, - - ., an)ansi|| < dist (T, 2"(A, X))||ar] - [|anta ]l
where o(T) : A* — X is defined by
o(T)(by+ A1,...,bp+Ay) =T(b1,...,b,) (b€ A, X\ €C).
On the other hand, if for some 1 <¢ <n, a; =1, then
o(T)(ay,...,a,) =0.

If we apply Theorem 4.1.3, we find that A* has the strong property (B) with a constant
given by,
M?r + (M + 1)

Hence we can use Theorem 7.1.2 to write
[6°(a(T))|| < 2" H(M*r 4 (M +1)*)"dist, (T, Z"(A, X)). (7.1.8)

Now since H" (A, X) is a Banach space, Imd" is closed. Hence, by the open mapping

theorem, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for each T' € B"(A, X),

dist(T, 2"(A, X)) < C[|6™(T)]]. (7.1.9)
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It is straightforward to check that
1 (T)]| < [|§*" (e ()l (7.1.10)
Hence putting (7.1.8), (7.1.9) and (7.1.10) together we get,
dist(T, Z2™(A, X)) < C2" 1 (M?r + (M + 1)*)""dist, (T, Z"(A, X)), (7.1.11)

as desired.

7.2 Group algebras and C*-algebras

We showed in Section 6.3 that every C*-algebra and group algebra has the strong property
(B) with a constant. On account of Theorem 7.1.3, this enables us to obtain an upper
bound for the hyperreflexivity constant of the bounded n-cocycle spaces of C*-algebras

and group algebras. First we need to introduce the notion of amenability constant.

Definition 7.2.1. Let A be a Banach algebra. The amenability constant of A, which we
denote by AM(A), is

inf{sup ||ttall : (a)a is a bounded approximate diagonal for A}

where we define the infimum of the empty set to be +0o. Hence A is amenable if and

only if AM(A) < oo (see Definition 2.3.2 and Theorem 2.3.3).

Remark 7.2.2. (i) Let G be a locally compact amenable group. Then AM(L'(G)) = 1
(see [59, Corollary 1. 10]).
(77) Let A be an amenable C*-algebra. Then AM(A) = 1.

Remark 7.2.3. Let A be an amenable Banach algebra and suppose that X is a dual Banach
A-bimodule. Then C' < AM(A) where C' is the constant given in (7.1.7) (see [3]).

Theorem 7.2.4. Suppose that A is a C*-algebra or the group algebra of a group with an
open subgroup of polynomial growth. Let n € N, and let X be a Banach A-bimodule such
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that H" (A, X) is a Banach space. Then Z"(A, X) is hyperreflezive with a constant
bounded by
C2" 12887 M2 (1 + V/2) + (M + 1)%)"*

where M is a bound for the local units of A and C' is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7). In
particular, we have

(1) If A is a C*-algebra or the group algebra of a discrete group, then M = 1.

(17) In the case where A is amenable and X is the dual of a Banach A-bimodule, we can

assume that C' = 1.

Proof. The main statement follows if we combine Corollary 6.3.6 (resp. Corollary 6.3.5)
and Theorem 7.1.3. To prove (i), note that the group algebra of a discrete group is
unital. Moreover, Proposition 4.2.1 shows that local units of a C*-algebra are bounded

by 1. Finally, (i) follows if we apply Remark 7.2.2 and Remark 7.2.3. ]

7.3 Banach algebras’ matrix spaces

In Section 6.4 we showed that Banach algebras’ matrix spaces when equipped with an
appropriate Banach algebra norm have the strong property (B). Hence according to
Theorem 4.1.3 and Theorem 5.2.4 | if such a Banach algebra has b.l.u., then we will be
able to give some results on the hyperreflexivity of bounded n-cocycles related to it. In
the current section we assume that M,, and M,,(A) = M,, ® A are respectively equipped
with the operator norm and the projective tensor norm. Then according to Example

6.4.8, it has the strong property (B) with a constant given by 16(m? + m).

Theorem 7.3.1. Let n € N and m > 2. Suppose that A is a Banach algebra with b.l.u.
whose local units have bound N, and let X be a Banach M,,(A)-bimodule with the property
that H" ™ (M,,(A), X) is a Banach space. Then Z"(M,,(A), X) is hyperreflezive with a
constant bounded by

C2" Y (A6N?*(m® + m) + (N +1)%)"*,

where C' is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7).
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Proof. According to Example 6.4.8, M,,(A) has the strong property (B) with a constant
given byl16(m? + m). Since M,, and A both have b.Lu., Proposition 4.3.2 shows that
M, (A) has b.l.u. with bound N. The result now follows from Theorem 7.1.3. O

Since amenable Banach algebras are the most well-known Banach algebras whose
Hochschild cohomology groups are Banach space, Theorem 7.3.1 specially gives some

results on such Banach algebras.

Corollary 7.3.2. Let A be an amenable Banach algebra with b.l.u. Suppose that n € N
andm > 2. Then for every Banach M,,(A)-bimodule X, Z™(M,,(A), X*) is hyperreflexive

with a constant bounded by
2" L (16N?(m* +m) + (N + 1)%)"
where N is a bound for local units of A and C' is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7).

Proof. Tt is known that M,, is an amenable Banach algebra. Hence M,,(A) = M,, ® A
is amenable as well. This implies that for each Banach M,,(.A)-bimodule X and for each
n €N, H""(M,,(A), X*) = 0. The result now follows from Theorem 7.3.1. O

Ezample 7.3.3. Let X be a Banach space. Suppose that m > 2 and equip M,,(B(X)) =
B(X(™) with the operator norm. Note that B(X (™) is a unital Banach algebra. More-

over, it is proven in [30] that for each n € N, we have
H'(B(X™), B(X™)) = {0}.

Hence, Theorem 7.3.1 implies that Z"(B(X ™), B(X™)) is hyperreflexive with a con-
stant bounded by

C2" 1 (16(m? +m) + 4)"*
where C'is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7).

FExample 7.3.4. Let G be a locally compact amenable group with an open subgroup of
polynomial growth. Corollary 4.2.2 shows that L'(G) has b.l.u. Suppose that n € N and
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m > 2. Then according to Corollary 7.3.2, for every Banach M,,(L'(G))-bimodule X,
Z™(M,,(L*(G@)), X*) is hyperreflexive with a constant bounded by

C2" Y (16N?*(m? +m) + (N + 1)%)" 1

where N is a bound for local units of A and C' is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7). If G is
discrete, then N = 1.

7.4 Finite nest and CSL algebras

We finish this chapter by providing results on the hyperreflexivity constant of bounded
n-cocycle spaces related to finite nest and finite CSL algebras. Since there have already
been some information on the Hochschield cohomology groups of CSL and nest algebras
([13, 42]), on account of Theorem 7.1.3, we can come with results on the hyperreflexivity

of the relevant bounded n-cocycle spaces.

Theorem 7.4.1. Let A be a finite nest (resp. finite CSL) algebra on a (resp. Separable)
Hilbert space generated by m nonzero projctions. Let n € N, and let X be a Banach
A-bimodule such that H""™ (A, X) is a Banach space. Then Z™(A, X) is hyperreflezive

with a constant bounded by
C2"Y(33m + Tm? + 4)"
where C is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7).

Proof. According to Theorem 6.5.3 (resp. Theorem 6.6.6) a constant for the strong prop-
erty (B) of a finite nest (resp. finite CSL) algebra generated by m nonzero projections is
given by

33m + Tm”.

Now the result follows from Theorem 7.1.3. ]

Using the fact that finite nest algebras are unital Banach algebras with the strong

property (B), we can present the following result.
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Corollary 7.4.2. Let N C B(H) be a finite nest algebra generated by m elements. Then:
(1) For alln > 1, Z"(N, B(H)) is hyperreflexive.
(17) For allm > 1, Z™(N, N) is hyperreflezive.

Moreover, an upper bound for the hyperreflexivity constant of these spaces is given by,
C2"Y(33m + Tm? + 4)",
where C'is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7).
Proof. According to Theorem 2.4.3,
H"(N,B(H)) =0 and H"(N,N) = 0.
The result now follows if we apply Theorem 7.4.1. O]

In the preceding corollary, in order to show that Z"(N,N) (resp. Z™(N,B(H))),
for a nest algebra N, is hyperreflexive, we used the fact that H"(N,N) = 0 (resp.
H"(N,B(H)) = 0 ). In general, the same result might not be true for a (finite) CSL
algebra. But according to Theorem 2.4.4, there are some alternatives for certain CSL al-
gebras. This enables us to give the following result on the hyperreflexivity of the bounded

n-cocycle spaces of CSL algebras.

Remark 7.4.3. Let A be a norm closed unital subalgebra of B(H) for some Hilbert space
H. Let £(A) be the following subalgebra of B(C & H),

E(A) ={ Zu €EB(C@®H): z€C, ue H*, a € A}.
0 a

It is proven in [42] that if £ is a CSL and A = algL, then £(A) is a CSL algebra and
Lat€(A) ={es®L: Le L} U{0}

where e; is the projection of C & H onto C. In particular, if £ is finite, then LatE(A) is
a finite CSL as well.
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Proposition 7.4.4. Let H be a separable Hilbert space, let L C H be a finite CSL
generated by m projections, and let A = algL. Then for eachn € N, Z"(E(A), B(C® H))
and Z"(E(A),E(A)) are hyperreflexive. Moreover, an upper bound for the hyperreflexivity

constant of these spaces is given by
C2"(33(m + 1) + 7(m + 1)% + 4)" ™,
where C'is a constant satisfying in (7.1.7).

Proof. By Remark 7.4.3, £(A) is a finite CSL algebra on a separable Hilbert space. By
Theorem 2.4.4,
H"(E(A), B(Co H)) =0,

and

H"(E(A), E(A)) = 0.

Moreover Proposition 6.6.6 shows that £(.A) is a unital Banach algebra with the strong
property (B). On the other hand, £(.A) is a CSL algebra generated by (m + 1) non-zero
projections. According to Theorem 6.5.3, a constant for the strong property (B) of £(.A)
is given by

33(m+ 1)+ 7(m + 1)

The result now follows from Theorem 7.1.3.

]

Proposition 7.4.5. Let A be a finite dimensional CSL algebra. Let X be a finite dimen-
sional Banach A-bimodule. Then for each n € N, Z™( A, X) is hyperreflexive.

Proof. By Theorem 6.6.6, A is a unital Banach algebra with the strong property (B).
Since A and X are both finite dimensional, H"(A, X) is a finite dimensional normed

algebra and hence it is a Banach space. The result now follows from Theorem 7.1.3. [
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