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Twisted convolution algebras with coefficients on a differential

subalgebra

Felipe I. Flores ∗

Dedicated to the memory of Marius Laurenţiu Măntoiu (1961-2023).

Abstract

Let (G, α, ω,B) be a measurable twisted action of the locally compact group G on a
Banach ∗-algebra B and A a differential Banach ∗-subalgebra of B, which is stable under
said action. We observe that L1

α,ω
(G,A) is a differential subalgebra of L1

α,ω
(G,B). We use

this fact to provide new examples of groups with symmetric Banach ∗-algebras. In particular,
we prove that discrete rigidly symmetric extensions of compact groups are symmetric or that
semidirect products K⋊ H, with H symmetric and K compact, are symmetric.

1 Introduction

The object of study for this paper is that of symmetric Banach ∗-algebras (also called hermitian
Banach ∗-algebras by other authors), in particular for algebras associated to groups and their
actions. Here are the precise definitions that will interest us.

Definition 1.1. A Banach ∗-algebraB is called symmetric if the spectrum of b∗b is non-negative
for every b ∈ B.

In fact, the celebrated Shilari-Ford theorem says that a Banach ∗-algebra B is symmetric if
and only if the spectrum of any self-adjoint element is real [17, Theorem 11.4.1]. It will also be
convenient to use the following standard terminology.

Definition 1.2. A locally compact group G is called symmetric if the convolution algebra L1(G)
is symmetric.

The study of symmetric Banach ∗-algebras has a long history, most of which can be found in
[17, Chapters 10, 11, 12]. Besides being important in the general theory of Banach ∗-algebras and
spectral theory, the property of symmetry has implications on the K-theory and representation
theory of the algebras that have it, making it an standing assumption in many works. It also
links very strongly the algebra to its C∗-envelope, providing connections with the more robust
study of C∗-algebra theory. As examples of this, we mention that it helps with the study of
(algebraically) irreducible representations [4, Lemma 3.13], makes the holomorphic functional
calculus of the algebra the same as the one present in the universal C∗-completion [7, Corollary
4] and therefore the K-theories are equal [19, Proposition 2.1]. Other applications happen in
the study of time-frequency analysis [7, 8] and the study of automatic continuity.

The problem that concerns us here is that of determining which groups are symmetric. A
characterization of the groups with this property is still missing, despite many advances. Some
big classes of groups are known to have symmetric algebras: groups where all conjugacy classes
are relatively compact [11, Theorem 16], compact extensions of nilpotent groups, connected
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groups of polynomial growth [15] and compactly generated groups of polynomial growth [14,
Corollary 1]. This last result could only be achieved by deeply describing the internal structure
of compactly generated groups with polynomial growth, in a way that resembles Gromov’s
theorem [14, Theorem 1].

As for permanence properties, we know that open subgroups and quotients of symmetric
groups are symmetric. The class of symmetric groups also includes semidirect products K⋉ H,
where K is compact and H is symmetric and central extensions where the central subgroup is
open and the quotient is ‘rigidly symmetric’ [13]. Our work will provide a permanence property
which is somewhat analogous to last two, although our methods are quite different. It should be
noted that the class of symmetric groups is very sensitive, so general (or even very nice) group
extensions hardly stay inside the class. For example, Hulanicki constructed a non-symmetric
group which is locally finite and 2-solvable [9].

Our ideas originate from the fact that many authors have studied the property of symmetry
in the context of ‘generalized L1-algebras’ or even further generalizations (see for example [4,
12, 13, 16, 18]) and our main goal in this small article is to show new examples of symmetric
groups by taking advantage of their investigations and the decomposition

L1(G) ∼= L1
α,ω(H, L

1(K)),

that ocurrs when G is an extension of K by H, (using the kernel-by-quotient convention) devel-
oped in [3]. We record our main result into the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that G is an extension of K by H, with K compact and such that the
quotient map π : G → H = G/K admits a Borel measurable section. Let (H, α, ω, L1(K)) be the
twisted action associated to this extension. Then L1

α,ω(H, C
∗(K)) is symmetric if and only if G

is symmetric. If, in addition, we have ω ≡ 1, then L1
α(H, C

∗(K)) and L1(G) are symmetric as
soon as H is symmetric.

In order to prove this result, we relied heavily in the norm estimates that differential subal-
gebras provide -particularly L2(K) inside C∗(K), for a compact group K- and hence Section 2 is
dedicated to a brief discussion on them, focusing on their properties related to spectral theory.
We point out that their spectral invariance passes to convolution algebras (Proposition 2.8),
something that does not occur in general (Example 2.9). Section 3 then is entirely devoted to
prove the general part (that is, the part involving the twist) of the main theorem and shows
how to use the properties of differential subalgebras in a somewhat indirect way. We finish the
article by analyzing the particular case of splitting extensions in Section 4. This final section
contains the last part of the theorem and its proof.

2 Differential subalgebras

Let (A, ‖·‖A), (B, ‖·‖B) be Banach ∗-algebras, such that A is a Banach ∗-subalgebra of B, we
assume that if A is unital, then B is also unital and they share the same unit. We say that A
is a differential subalgebra of B if there is a constant C > 0 such that

‖ab‖A ≤ C(‖a‖A‖b‖B + ‖a‖B‖b‖A), for all a, b ∈ A. (2.1)

The concept of differential subalgebras appeared first in the articles [10, 2]. One of the main
uses of this property was found in [6, 5], where it served to provide norm-estimates for the
applications of the holomorphic functional calculus. Nature is abundant with examples of
algebras with this property. The most interesting examples to us will be discussed now.

Example 2.1. Given a Hilbert space H and p ∈ [1,∞), the class of Schatten p-operators Sp(H)
is a dense ∗-ideal of the C∗-algebra of compact operators K(H), moreover, one has

‖ST‖Sp(H) ≤ ‖S‖K(H)‖T‖Sp(H), for all S, T ∈ Sp(H).
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Example 2.2. A proper H∗-algebra A is a Banach ∗-algebra which is also a Hilbert space under
the same norm and where a∗ is the unique element in A satisfying

〈ab, c〉 = 〈b, a∗c〉 and 〈ba, c〉 = 〈b, ca∗〉, for all b, c ∈ A.

Then the left regular representation A ∋ a 7→ La ∈ B(A) is a contractive ∗-monomorphism. We
then have

‖ab‖A ≤ ‖La‖B(A)‖b‖A, for all a, b ∈ A.

So that A is a differential subalgebra of B = L(A)
‖·‖B(A) ∼= C∗(A). In particular, when K

is a compact group, equipped with the normalized Haar measure, L2(K) becomes a proper
H∗-algebra, with the operations inherited from L1(K).

Remark 2.3. More examples include C1([a, b]) on C([a, b]) [20, page 470], some weighted subal-
gebras of L1(G) [18, Lemma 1], any full left Hilbert algebra on its C∗-completion [17, Theorem
11.7.10], or the algebras considered in Proposition 2.8.

Let us now discuss one of the more important properties of differential subalgebras and the
main reason why they interest us here. Naturally, SpecA(a) will denote the spectrum of an
element a ∈ A, while ρA(a) = sup{|λ| | λ ∈ SpecA(a)} is reserved to denote its spectral radius.

Definition 2.4. Let A ⊂ B be a continuous inclusion of Banach ∗-algebras. We say that:

(i) A is inverse-closed in B if SpecA(a) = SpecB(a), for all a ∈ A.

(ii) A is spectral radius preserving in B if ρA(a) = ρB(a), for all a ∈ A.

It is clear that inverse-closedness can be rephrased (at least in the unital case) as ‘if a ∈ A

is invertible inside of B, then a−1 ∈ A’, which justifies the name. The next lemma is partially
inspired by [5, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.5. If A is a differential subalgebra of B, then A is spectral radius preserving in B.
If A is also dense in B, then it is spectrally invariant.

Proof. Observe that the inequality 2.1 implies that for all a ∈ A, one has

‖a2n‖A ≤ 2C‖an‖A‖a
n‖B.

Since A and B are Banach algebras, Gelfand’s formula for the spectral radius holds, so

ρA(a) = lim
n→∞

‖a2n‖
1/2n
A

≤ lim
n→∞

(2C)1/2n‖an‖
1/2n
A

‖an‖
1/2n
B

= ρA(a)
1/2ρB(a)

1/2,

hence ρA(a) = ρB(a). For the second part, we follow the argument given in [1, Proposition 2]:
Suppose a ∈ A has an inverse a−1 ∈ B. By density, there is a sequence {an}n∈N ⊂ A converging
to a−1 in B. So limn‖1− aan‖B = 0. In particular, for big enough n one has

ρA(1− aan) = ρB(1− aan) ≤ ‖1− aan‖B < 1.

Therefore, aan is invertible in A and letting cn = (aan)
−1 ∈ A we see that aancn = 1 and hence

a−1 = ancn ∈ A.

Let us now turn to the class of differential subalgebras we plan to study. First it becomes
necessary to introduce twisted actions on Banach ∗-algebras. If B is a Banach ∗-algebra with
isometric involution, we denote by Aut1(B) the group of its ∗-automorphisms L satisfying
‖L‖ = ‖L−1‖ = 1, by M(B) its multiplier algebra and by UM(B), the group of norm 1 unitary
multipliers. The following definition is taken from [3].
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Definition 2.6. A (measurable) twisted action is a 4-tuple (G, α, ω,A), where G is a locally
compact group, A a Banach ∗-algebra and α : G → Aut1(A), ω : G × G → UM(A) are maps
such that ω and x 7→ αx(a) are strongly Borel and satisfy

(i) αx(ω(y, z))ω(x, yz) = ω(x, y)ω(xy, z),

(ii) αx

(

αy(a)
)

ω(x, y) = ω(x, y)αxy(a),

(iii) ω(x, e) = ω(e, y) = 1, αe = idA,

for all x, y, z ∈ G and a ∈ A. e denotes the identity in G. When A is a C∗-algebra, (G, α, ω,A) is
also called a twisted C∗-dynamical system or just a C∗-dynamical system if the twist ω is trivial.

Given such a tuple, one usually forms the twisted convolution algebra L1
α,ω(G,A), consisting

of all Bochner integrable functions Φ : G → A, endowed with the twisted convolution product

Φ ∗Ψ(x) =

∫

G

Φ(y)αy[Ψ(y−1x)]ω(y, y−1x)dy (2.2)

and the involution
Φ∗(x) = ∆(x−1)ω(x, x−1)∗αx[Φ(x

−1)∗]. (2.3)

Making L1
α,ω(G,A) a Banach ∗-algebra under the norm ‖Φ‖L1

α,ω
(G,A) =

∫

G
‖Φ(x)‖Adx. When

the twisted action is trivial (namely α ≡ idA and ω ≡ 1), one recovers the projective tensor
product: L1(G,A) := L1

idA,1
(G,A) ∼= L1(G)⊗̂A.

Definition 2.7. We say that a Banach ∗-subalgebra A ⊂ B is stable under the twisted action
(G, α, ω,B) if αx(A) ⊂ A and ω(x, y)

(

A
)

⊂ A for all x, y ∈ G and (G, α, ω,A) is a twisted action.

Proposition 2.8. If A is a dense differential subalgebra of B and stable under the twisted action
(G, α, ω,B), then L1

α,ω(G,A) is a dense differential subalgebra of L1
α,ω(G,B). In particular,

L1
α,ω(G,A) is inverse-closed in L1

α,ω(G,B).

Proof. It is clear that L1
α,ω(G,A) →֒ L1

α,ω(G,B) in a natural way. This inclusion is dense, as
B-valued step functions can be approximated by A-valued step functions. Finally, we have

‖Φ ∗Ψ‖L1
α,ω

(G,A) ≤

∫

G

∫

G

‖Φ(y)αy

[

Ψ(y−1x)
]

‖Adydx

≤ C

∫

G

∫

G

‖Φ(y)‖A‖Ψ(y−1x)‖B + ‖Φ(y)‖B‖Ψ(y−1x)‖Adydx

≤ C(‖Φ‖L1
α,ω

(G,A)‖Ψ‖L1
α,ω

(G,B) + ‖Φ‖L1
α,ω

(G,B)‖Ψ‖L1
α,ω

(G,A)).

Applying Lemma 2.5 concludes the proof.

Remark 2.9. Proposition 2.8 does not hold under the weaker assumption that A is a (dense)
inverse-closed ∗-subalgebra of B. For instance, [13, Theorem 4] guarantees the symmetry of
A = L1

lt(G, C0(G)) but [13, Theorem 5] provides examples of non-symmetric algebras of the form
L1
α(H,A). This shows that, in general, L1

lt(G, C0(G)) is an inverse-closed subalgebra but not a
differential subalgebra of K(L2(G)).

In contrast with the previous remark, let us apply our results to some honest differential
subalgebras of K(H).

Corollary 2.10. Let G be a symmetric locally compact group. Then L1(G, Sp(H)) ∼= L1(G)⊗̂Sp(H)
is a symmetric Banach ∗-algebra.
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Proof. Sp(H) is a dense differential subalgebra of K(H), so Proposition 2.8 and Lemma 2.5
apply and we get

SpecL1(G,Sp(H))(Φ) = SpecL1(G,K(H))(Φ), for all Φ ∈ L1(G, Sp(H)).

But L1(G,K(H)) is symmetric when L1(G) is symmetric [11, Theorem 1].

Remark 2.11. IfD is a symmetric Banach ∗-algebra, then the projective tensor productD ⊗̂Mn(C)
gives a symmetric Banach ∗-algebra [17, Theorem 11.4.2]. We see Corollary 2.10 (together with
the symmetry of L1(G)⊗̂K(H)) as an infinite-dimensional version of this fact.

Remark 2.12. Its easy to replicate the technique used in Corollary 2.10 in the cases mentioned
in Remark 2.3, under different assumptions. We will leave that to any reader interested in such
applications.

3 On the extension of a compact group

Let G be a (Hausdorff) locally compact group, K a normal, compact subgroup and set H = G/K.
We consider these groups to be fixed and the goal of this section is to use the methods found
in the previous section to establish conditions on H that guarantee the symmetry of L1(G).
Following [3], we will describe how to decompose

L1(G) ∼= L1
α,ω(H, L

1(K)),

for an appropriate twisted action (H, α, ω, L1(K)). Indeed, we will suppose the existence of η, a
Borel measurable right inverse of π : G → H = G/K, with η(K) = e and use it to define

τ(x, y) = η(x)η(y)η(xy)−1 ∈ K,

for x, y ∈ H. Then for f ∈ L1(K) the relevant formulas that define the twisted action are

αx(f)(t) = f
(

η(x)−1tη(x)
)

, (3.1)

[ω(x, y)f ](t) = f(τ(x, y)−1t) and [fω(x, y)](t) = f(tτ(x, y)−1), (3.2)

for t ∈ K and x, y ∈ H.
It is fairly elementary to show that this twisted action extends to C∗(K) and also restricts

to L2(K) and more generally to Lp(K). Let us now prove the main theorem of the section.

Theorem 3.1. Let (H, α, ω, L1(K)) defined as above. If L1
α,ω(H, C

∗(K)) is a symmetric Banach
∗-algebra, then L1(G) ∼= L1

α,ω(H, L
1(K)) is also symmmetric.

Proof. We first consider the (smaller) algebra L1
α,ω(H, L

2(K)). A = L2(K) is a proper H∗-
algebra, and hence a dense differential subalgebra of C∗(K). But A is also a dense differential
subalgebra of L1(K) and it then follows from Proposition 2.8 that L1

α,ω(H, L
2(K)) is inverse-

closed in both L1
α,ω(H, C

∗(K)) and L1
α,ω(H, L

1(K)), so we have

SpecL1
α,ω

(H,L1(K))(Φ) = SpecL1
α,ω

(H,C∗(K))(Φ) = SpecL1
α,ω

(H,L2(K))(Φ),

for all Φ ∈ L1
α,ω(H, L

2(K)). In particular, we get that L1
α,ω(H, L

2(K)) is a symmetric dense
∗-ideal of L1

α,ω(H, L
1(K)) and hence the latter has to be a symmetric Banach ∗-algebra, due to

[21, page 86], or [12, Satz 1].

The usefulness of Theorem 3.1 lies on the fact that the study of the symmetry of L1-algebras
is far more developed -and easier to handle- in the case where the algebra of coefficients is a
C∗-algebra. Let us mention some cases of interest.
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Example 3.2. The case of continuous twisted actions -that is, when α and ω are continuous
maps- has received the most attention, so we can cite relevant results (for instance, this is
always the case if H is discrete). In this case, the condition of symmetry in Theorem 3.1 is
always fulfilled when H is hypersymmetric, see [4]. In particular, it applies when H is nilpotent.

Another important case covered here could be the one of semidirect products G = K ⋊ H.
However, in this example more can be said and we will say it during the next section. As a
spoiler: in Theorem 4.1 it is proved that is enough to only require H to be symmetric. It is
known that there are symmetric but not hypersymmetric groups.

As a corollary to the previous theorem, we explore different types of decay on the coefficient
algebra. For p ∈ [1,∞], the Banach space Lp(K), of p-integrable functions, is a Banach ∗-algebra
when equipped with the operations (2.2), (2.3) and stable under the twisted action determined
by (3.1) and (3.2).

Corollary 3.3. Let p ∈ [1,∞]. The algebra L1
α,ω(H, L

p(K)) is symmetric if and only if
L1
α,ω(H, C

∗(K)) is symmetric.

Proof. Note that if p ≥ q, then Lp(K) is a differential subalgebra of Lq(K), so by Proposition
2.8, one has

SpecL1
α,ω

(H,Lp(K))(Φ) = SpecL1
α,ω

(H,Lq(K))(Φ), for all Φ ∈ L1
α,ω(H, L

p(K)). (3.3)

If L1
α,ω(H, C

∗(K)) is symmetric, then L1
α,ω(H, L

1(K)) is symmetric because of Theorem 3.1,
hence L1

α,ω(H, L
p(K)) is symmetric for all p.

On the other hand, if L1
α,ω(H, L

p(K)) is symmetric and p ≥ 2, then by the reasoning
above L1

α,ω(H, L
p(K)) is a symmetric dense ∗-ideal of L1

α,ω(H, L
2(K)), which makes the lat-

ter symmetric. But the latter algebra is also a symmetric dense ∗-ideal of L1
α,ω(H, C

∗(K)),
hence L1

α,ω(H, C
∗(K)) is symmetric. If p < 2, then it follows immediately from (3.3) that

L1
α,ω(H, L

2(K)) is symmetric and we can repeat the last argument.

4 Splitting extensions

We will finish the paper by exploring symmetry in the particular case of splitting group ex-
tensions. The idea is to show that the symmetry of H provides a sufficient condition for the
application of Theorem 3.1 and thus, as this condition is also necessary, we obtain a complete
understanding of when the extension is symmetric. It should be noted that this is a significant
improvement with respect to the results we have for the general case (cf. Example 3.2). Ob-
viously, we keep the notations and assumptions from the previous section. In particular, we
assume the existence of η, a Borel measurable right inverse of π : G → H = G/K, with η(K) = e.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the section η : H → G can be chosen to be a group homomorphism.
Then L1(G) is symmetric whenever L1(H) is symmetric.

Proof. It is clear that in this case, τ ≡ e and consequently ω ≡ 1 (3.2). Let λ : C∗(K) →
B(L2(K)) be the embedding obtained from the left regular representation. Then we define the
unitary representation U : H → U(L2(K)) given by

Ux(f)(t) = f(η(x)−1tη(x)), for all f ∈ L2(K).

6



Now observe that, for f, g ∈ L2(K), one has

(

Uxλ(f)U
∗
xg

)

(t) =
(

λ(f)U∗
xg

)

(η(x)−1tη(x))

=

∫

K

f(s)U∗
xg(s

−1η(x)−1tη(x))ds

=

∫

K

f(s)g(η(x)s−1η(x)−1t)ds

=

∫

K

αx(f)(s)g(s
−1t)ds

= λ(αx(f))g(t)

Hence Uxλ(f)U
∗
x = λ(αx(f)) and so the pair (U, λ) is a covariant representation of (H, α, C∗(K)).

We now define an isometric ∗-monomorphism

ϕ : L1
α(H, C

∗(K)) → L1(H,K(L2(K))) by ϕ(Φ)(x) = λ(Φ(x))Ux.

Note that λ(Φ(x)) ∈ C∗(K) ⊂ K(L2(K)) and that makes ϕ(Φ) a Bochner measurable function.
It is clear that ϕ preserves the L1-norm and it is therefore well-defined. We now verify its
algebraic properties as a ∗-homomorphism. In fact, we see that

ϕ(Φ) ∗ ϕ(Ψ)(x) =

∫

H

λ(Φ(y))Uyλ(Φ(y
−1x))Uy−1xdy

=

∫

H

λ(Φ(y))λ(αx(Φ(y
−1x)))Uxdy

= λ
(

∫

H

Φ(y)αx(Φ(y
−1x))dy

)

Ux

= ϕ(Φ ∗Ψ)(x)

and that
ϕ(Φ∗)(x) = ∆(x−1)Uxλ(Φ(x

−1))∗ = ∆(x−1)ϕ(Φ)(x−1)∗ = ϕ(Φ)∗(x).

Therefore we can identify L1
α(H, C

∗(K)) with a closed ∗-subalgebra of L1(H,K(L2(K))). The
latter is symmetric by [11, Theorem 1], so the former has to be symmetric. Then Theorem 3.1
implies that L1(G) is symmetric.

Corollary 4.2. In the setting of the previous theorem, we have that G is symmetric if and only
if H is symmetric.

Example 4.3. Let K be a compact group and H be a discrete group acting on a set Ω. We
denote by K

Ω the direct product of K with itself, indexed by Ω. We then can form the group
G = K

Ω
⋊H, where H acts by shifting coordinates and Theorem 4.1 then implies that this group

is symmetric exactly when H is symmetric.
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