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JORDAN AND LIE DERIVATIONS OF φ-JOHNSON AMENABLE

BANACH ALGEBRAS

HOGER GHAHRAMANI AND PARVIN ZAMANI

Abstract. Let U be a φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebra in which φ is a
non-zero multiplicative linear functionals on U. Suppose that X is a Banach
U-bimodule such that a.x = φ(a)x for all a ∈ U, x ∈ X or x.a = φ(a)x for all
a ∈ U, x ∈ X. We show that every continuous Jordan derivation from U to X is
a derivation, and every continuous Lie derivation from U to X decomposed into
the sum of a continuous derivation and a continuous center-valued trace. Then
we apply our results for character amenable Banach algebras and amenable
Banach algebras. We also provide some results about φ-Johnson amenability,
especially we give some conditions equivalent to φ-Johnson amenability.

1. Introduction

The study of Jordan and Lie structures of associative algebras is one of the
favorite study paths in mathematics. Among the interesting cases in this field
of study, we can refer to the study of Jordan derivations and Lie derivations on
associative algebras. Let U be an associative algebra, X be a U-bimodule, and
ZU(X) be the centre ofX . We set a◦b = ab+ba (Jordan product) and [a, b] = ab−ba
(Lie product) for all a, b ∈ U. Recall that a linear mapping δ : U → X is called a
derivation if

δ(ab) = δ(a)b + aδ(b) (a, b ∈ U),

a Jordan derivation if

δ(a ◦ b) = δ(a) ◦ b+ a ◦ δ(b) (a, b ∈ U),

and a Lie derivation if

δ([a, b]) = [δ(a), b] + [a, δ(b)] (a, b ∈ U).

Moreover, if d : U → X is a derivation and ϕ : U → ZU(X) is a centre-valued

trace, that is, a linear mapping such that ϕ([a, b]) = 0 for all a, b ∈ U, then the
map δ = d + ϕ is a Lie derivation. We shall say that is a Lie derivation δ is in
standard form in the case δ = d+ ϕ for d and ϕ as above. Jordan derivations and
Lie derivations of associative algebras play significant roles in various mathematical
areas, in particular in matrix theory, in ring theory, in operator algebra theory and
in the theory of Banach algebras. There are two common problems in this context:

(1) whether Jordan derivations are derivations;
(2) whether Lie derivations are of the standard form.
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Many studies have been carried out in line with the two problems raised, and
here we mention some of them that are related to Banach algebras. In relation
to Problem 1, first Herstein [10] proved that every additive Jordan derivation on
a 2-torsion-free prime ring is an additive derivation. Sinclair [23] showed that ev-
ery continuous Jordan derivation on a semisimple Banach algebra is a derivation,
and later in [4], Herstein’s result was generalized for 2-torsion-free semiprime rings.
Johnson showed in [14] that any continuous Jordan derivation from a symmetrically
amenable Banach algebra U into a Banach U-bimodule is a derivation. As a conse-
quence he obtained the same result for continuous Jordan derivations on arbitrary
C∗-algebras, although not every (amenable) C∗-algebra is symmetrically amenable.
Then in [20] it was proved that every Jordan derivation from a C∗-algebra U into a
Banach U-bimodule X is a derivation. For more studies concerning Jordan deriva-
tions we refer the reader to [1, 8, 9] and the references therein. Regarding Problem
2, which is actually along Herstein’s programme [11], Martindale [17] proved that an
additive Lie derivation of certain primitive ring is always a sum of a derivation and
an additive mapping from the ring into its centroid. Miers [19] considered von Neu-
mann algebras and showed that every Lie derivation is a standard Lie derivation.
Johnson showed in [14] that any continuous Lie derivation from a symmetrically
amenable Banach algebra U into a Banach U-bimodule decomposed into the sum of
a continuous derivation and a continuous center-valued trace, and as a consequence
he obtained the same result for continuous Lie derivations on arbitrary C∗-algebras.
In [18], it was proved that every Lie derivation on a C∗-algebra into itself is in stan-
dard form. Then in [1] it was showed that all Lie derivations from a von Neumann
algebra U into any Banach U-bimodule are standard. Continuing the proof of John-
son’s results without the continuity condition, the authors showed in [2] that every
Lie derivation on a symmetrically amenable semisimple Banach algebra into itself
can be uniquely decomposed into the sum of a derivation and a centre-valued trace.
To study more about the obtained results concerning determination of the structure
of Lie derivations see [1, 3, 7, 16] and references therein.

We know that every symmetric amenable Banach algebra is an amenable Ba-
nach algebra, and the converse of this is not necessarily true (see [14]). On the
way to the answer to Problems 1 and 2 and according to the mentioned results, the
question arises whether it is possible to obtain Johnson’s results for Jordan deriva-
tions and Lie derivations from amenable Banach algebras into appropriate Banach
modules? In this paper, we provide the answer to this question for a larger class
of amenable Banach algebras, called φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebras. More
precisely, if U is a φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebra in which φ is a non-zero
multiplicative linear functionals on U, and X is a Banach U-bimodule such that
a.x = φ(a)x for all a ∈ U, x ∈ X or x.a = φ(a)x for all a ∈ U, x ∈ X , then we show
that every continuous Jordan derivation from U to X is a derivation, and every
continuous Lie derivation from U to X decomposed into the sum of a continuous
derivation and a continuous center-valued trace (Theorems 4.1 and 5.1). To prove
these results, we first present some conditions equivalent to φ-Johnson amenability,
which can be interesting in themselves (Theorem 3.1). As an application, we apply
the main results for character amenable Banach algebras (Corollaries 4.2 and 5.2)
and amenable Banach algebras (Corollaries 4.3 and 5.3), and also obtain a neces-
sary condition for φ-Johnson amenability, character amenability and amenability
based on point Jordan derivations (Corollary 4.4). Further, several examples are



JORDAN AND LIE DERIVATIONS OF φ-JOHNSON AMENABLE BANACH ALGEBRAS 3

presented which illustrate limitations on extending some of the theory developed
(Examples 4.5 and 5.4). This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, defi-
nitions and required results are introduced. Section 3 is devoted to some results
about φ-Johnson amenability, especially the equivalent conditions with φ-Johnson
amenability are presented in this section. Section 4 is about Jordan derivations of
φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebras and related results. In Section 5, Lie deriva-
tions of φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebras and related results are studied.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we fix the notation, and recall some basic definitions and points
which will be used in the next sections. Assume that U is a Banach algebra and
X is a Banach U-bimodule. Note that ZU(X) represents the centre of X , which is
defined as

ZU(X) = {x ∈ X | a.x = x.a for all a ∈ U}.

The space of all continuous derivations from U into X is denoted by Z1(U, X). A
derivation δ is called inner derivation, if there is x ∈ X such that δ(a) = a ·x−x ·a
for all a ∈ U. Each inner derivation is continuous and N1(U, X) is the space of all
inner derivations from U into X . The first cohomology group of U with coefficient
in X is the quotient space H1(U, X) = Z1(U, X)/N1(U, X). We observe that X∗ is
a Banach U-bimodule with the following module operations:

〈a · f, x〉 = 〈f, x · a〉, 〈f · a, x〉 = 〈f, a · x〉 (a ∈ U, x ∈ X, f ∈ X∗).

We call X∗ the dual module of X . Recall that a Banach algebra U is said to
be amenable if for every Banach U-bimodule X , we have H1(U, X∗) = {0}. The
notion of an amenable Banach algebra was introduced by Johnson in 1972, and it
was based on the amenability of locally compact group G [12]. In [13] (see also [5,
2.9.65]), it is proved that a Banach algebra U is amenable if and only if U has a
bounded approximate diagonal ; i.e. a bounded net {tλ}λ∈Λ in the projective tensor
product U⊗̂U that satisfies the following two conditions

(1) a.tλ − tλ.a −→ 0;
(2) π(tλ)a −→ a

for all a ∈ U, where the operations on U⊗̂U are defined through

a.(b⊗ c) = ab⊗ c, (b⊗ c).a = b⊗ ca and π(b ⊗ c) = bc

for all a, b, c ∈ U. The flip map on U⊗̂U is defined by

(a⊗ b)◦ = b⊗ a (a, b ∈ U),

and an element t ∈ U⊗̂U is called symmetric if t◦ = t. Johnson in [14] is in-
troduced symmetric amenability of Banach algebras. He called a Banach algebra
U is symmetrically amenable if it has a bounded approximate diagonal consisting
of symmetric tensors. The properties and examples of symmetrically amenable
Banach algebras can be found in [14].

Throughout this paper, ∆(U) denotes the character space of U, that is, all non-
zero multiplicative linear functionals on U. Let φ ∈ ∆(U)∪{0}. We denote by MU

φr

(MU

φl
) the class of all Banach U-bimodules X with the right (left) module action

x · a = φ(a)x (a · x = φ(a)x) for every a ∈ U and x ∈ X , and SMU

φ = MU

φr
∩MU

φl
.

The Banach algebra U is called right φ-amenable (left φ-amenable) if there exists
a bounded linear functional m on U

∗ satisfying m(φ) = 1 and m(f.a) = φ(a)m(f)
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(m(a.f) = φ(a)m(f)). This definition was first introduced in [15] for right φ-
amenable Banach algebras. It has been shown that U is right φ-amenable if and
only if H1(U, X∗) = {0} for every X ∈ MU

φl
([15, Theorem 1.1]) if and only if

there exists a bounded net {eλ}λ∈Λ in U such that aeλ −φ(a)eλ −→ 0 for all a ∈ U

and φ(eλ) = 1 for each λ ∈ Λ ([15, Theorem 1.4]). A similar result can also be
obtained for the left φ-amenability. Indeed, U is left φ-amenable if and only if
H1(U, X∗) = {0} for every X ∈ MU

φr
if and only if there exists a bounded net

{eλ}λ∈Λ in U such that eλa − φ(a)eλ −→ 0 for all a ∈ U and φ(eλ) = 1 for each
λ ∈ Λ. Sangani Monfared has defined the character amenability in [22] such that
U is character amenable whenever H1(U, X∗) = {0} for all φ ∈ ∆(U) ∪ {0} and all
X ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
. Along these studies, in [21], φ-Johnson amenability is defined.

The Banach algebra U is called φ-Johnson amenable, if there exists an element
m ∈ (U⊗̂U)∗∗ such that a.m = m.a and φ̃ ◦ π∗∗(m) = 1, for every a ∈ U, where

φ̃ is the unique extension of φ ∈ ∆(U) on U∗∗ defined by φ̃(F ) = F (φ) for any
F ∈ U∗∗. The relationship between this concept and other types of amenability will
be explained in the next section (Theorem 3.1).

Suppose that ℓ∞(Λ) is the Banach space of all bounded nets {zλ}λ∈Λ of complex
numbers, and c(Λ) is the closed subspace of ℓ∞(Λ) consisting of all convergent nets.
The mapping

{zλ}λ∈Λ 7→ lim
λ∈Λ

zλ

is a continuous linear functional with norm one on c(Λ). By the Hahn–Banach
theorem there exists a norm-preserving extension of limλ∈Λ to ℓ∞(Λ), which is
called a generalized limit on Λ, and we will denote by Limλ∈Λ.

3. Some useful technical results

In this section, we present some results about φ-Johnson amenable Banach alge-
bras, which are used to prove our main results, and these results can be interesting
in themselves. First, in the following theorem, we provide some conditions equiva-
lent to φ-Johnson amenability.

Theorem 3.1. Let U be a Banach algebra and φ ∈ ∆(U). The following are

equivalent.

(i) U is φ-Johnson amenable;

(ii) there is a bounded net {tλ}λ∈Λ in U⊗̂U such that

a.tλ − tλ.a −→ 0 and φ ◦ π(tλ) −→ 1

for each a ∈ U;

(iii) U is right and left φ-amenable;

(iv) there is a bounded net {eλ}λ∈Λ in U such that

aeλ − φ(a)eλ −→ 0 and eλa− φ(a)eλ −→ 0

for each a ∈ U and φ(eλ) = 1 for each λ ∈ Λ;
(v) there is a symmetric bounded net {tλ}λ∈Λ in U⊗̂U such that

a.tλ − tλ.a −→ 0 and φ ◦ π(tλ) −→ 1

for each a ∈ U;
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(vi) there is a continuous linear functional m on U∗ such that

m(φ) = 1 and m(f.a) = m(a.f) = φ(a)m(f)

for each a ∈ U and f ∈ U∗.

Proof. (i)⇔(ii): It is obtained from [21, Lemma 2.1].
(ii)⇔(iii): It is obtained from [21, Proposition 2.2].
(iii)⇒(iv): From [15, Theorem 1.4] there are bounded nets {eα}α∈I and {eβ}β∈J

such that φ(eα) = φ(eβ) = 1 for each α ∈ I, β ∈ J and

‖aeα − φ(a)eα‖ −→ 0 and ‖eβa− φ(a)eβ‖ −→ 0

for each a ∈ U. Suppose that Λ = I × J and for each λ = (α, β) ∈ Λ define
eλ = eαeβ . The net {eλ}λ∈Λ is bounded and φ(eλ) = φ(eα)φ(eβ) = 1 for all λ ∈ Λ.
Also, we have

‖aeλ − φ(a)eλ‖ = ‖(aeα − φ(a)eα)eβ‖ ≤ ‖aeα − φ(a)eα‖‖eβ‖ −→ 0

and
‖eλa− φ(a)eλ‖ = ‖eα(eβ − φ(a)eβ)‖ ≤ ‖eα‖‖eβa− φ(a)eβ‖ −→ 0

for each a ∈ U.
(iv)⇒(v): For each λ ∈ Λ define tλ = eλ ⊗ eλ ∈ U⊗̂U. In this case {tλ}λ ∈ Λ is a
bounded net in U⊗̂U such that

φ ◦ π(tλ) = φ(eλ)φ(eλ) = 1 (λ ∈ Λ)

and for each λ ∈ Λ we have t◦λ = tλ. Also

‖a.tλ − tλ.a‖ = ‖aeλ ⊗ eλ − eλ ⊗ eλa‖

≤ ‖aeλ ⊗ eλ − φ(a)eλ ⊗ eλ‖+ ‖φ(a)eλ ⊗ eλ − eλ ⊗ eλa‖

≤ ‖aeλ − φ(a)eλ‖‖eλ‖+ ‖eλa− φ(a)eλ‖‖eλ‖ −→ 0

for each a ∈ U.
(v)⇒(ii): is clear.
(iv)⇒(vi): Choose a subnet {eλγ

}γ∈Ω of {eλ}λ∈Λ that is converges to m ∈ U∗∗ in
the w∗-topology of U∗∗. So

m(φ) = lim
γ

eλγ
(φ) = lim

γ
φ(eλγ

) = 1.

We have
a.m− φ(a)m = w∗ − lim

γ
(aeλγ

− φ(a)eλγ
) = 0

and
m.a− φ(a)m = w∗ − lim

γ
(eλγ

a− φ(a)eλγ
) = 0

for each a ∈ U. Hence

m(f.a) = φ(a)m(f) and m(a.f) = φ(a)m(f)

for each a ∈ U and f ∈ U∗.
(vi)⇒(iii): It is clear according to the definition of right and left φ-amenability. �

In view of this theorem it is clear that if U is character ameneble, then U is
φ-Johnson amenable for every φ ∈ ∆(U).

If we want to define symmetric φ-Johnson amenability based on the definition
of symmetric amenability, according to the previous theorem, we see that this
definition is equivalent to φ-Johnson amenability.
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Let X be a bimodule over the algebra U. The derivation δ : U → X is called a
central derivation whenever δ(U) ⊆ ZU(X). It is proved in [6, Proposition 1] that

if U is right or left φ-amenable and X ∈ SMU

φ , then H1(U, X) = {0}. In the next
lemma, we determine the central derivations on right or left φ-amenable Banach
algebras.

Lemma 3.2. Let U be a Banach algebra, φ ∈ ∆(U), and U be right or left φ-
amenable. If X ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
and δ : U → X is a continuous central derivation,

then δ = 0.

Proof. Suppose that U is left φ-amenable. For each a ∈ U and x ∈ ZU(X) we have

a.x = x.a = φ(a)x. So ZU(X) is a Banach U-bimodule such that ZU(X) ∈ SMU

φ .
By [6, Proposition 1] the derivation δ : U → ZU(X) is inner, and hence δ = 0.

If U is right φ-amenable the proof is similar. �

The proof of the following lemma is derived from [2, Lemma 3].

Lemma 3.3. Let U be a right or left φ-amenable Banach algebra where φ ∈ ∆(U).
Suppose that Y ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
and X is a closed U-subbimodule of Y . If δ : U → Y

is a continuous derivation and τ : U → ZU(Y ) is a linear map such that (δ+τ)(U) ⊆
X, then δ(U) ⊆ X and τ(U) ⊆ ZU(X).

Proof. Let π : Y →
Y

X
be the quotient map where W =

Y

X
is the quotient Banach

U-bimodule. By our assumption X,W ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
and

0 = π ◦ (δ + τ) = π ◦ δ + π ◦ τ.

Therefore

π ◦ δ = −π ◦ τ.

Since π maps ZU(Y ) into ZU(W ) and τ(U) ⊆ ZU(Y ), it follows that π ◦ δ(U) =
−π ◦ τ(U) ⊆ ZU(W ). So by the fact that π is a continuous module homomorphism,
π ◦ δ is a continuous central derivation from U into W . According to Lemma 3.2
π ◦ δ = 0, and hence δ(U) ⊆ X . Now from assumption and the obtained result, we
have τ(U) ⊆ X ∩ ZU(Y ) = ZU(X). �

According to Theorem 3.1, especially in the case where the Banach algebra U is
φ-Johnson amenable, Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 are established.

4. Jordan derivations

In this section, we study the continuous Jordan derivations of φ-Johnson amenable
Banach algebras into special Banach modules. The following theorem is the main
result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let U be a φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebra and X ∈ MU

φr
∪

MU

φl
. Then every continuous Jordan derivation from U to X is a derivation.

Proof. Suppose that X ∈ MU

φr
and δ : U → X is a continuous Jordan derivation.

So X∗ ∈ MU

φl
, X∗∗ ∈ MU

φr
. Viewing X as a closed U-subbimodule of X∗∗, and

hence δ is a continuous Jordan derivation from U to X∗∗.
According to Theorem 3.1 there is a bounded net {eλ}λ∈Λ in U such that

(4.1) ‖aeλ − φ(a)eλ‖ −→ 0 and ‖eλa− φ(a)eλ‖ −→ 0
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for each a ∈ U and φ(eλ) = 1 for each λ ∈ Λ. Define Ω ∈ X∗∗ as follows:

〈Ω, f〉 = Limλ〈δ(eλ), f〉,

where f ∈ X∗ and Limλ is a generalized limit on Λ. From proof of Theorem 3.1,
{eλ ⊗ eλ}λ∈Λ is a symmetric bounded net in U⊗̂U such that

(4.2) aeλ ⊗ eλ − eλ ⊗ eλa −→ 0 and φ(π(eλ ⊗ eλ)) = 1

for each a ∈ U. Since the flip map on U⊗̂U is continuous, it follows that

(4.3) eλ ⊗ aeλ − eλa⊗ eλ −→ 0

for each a ∈ U. Define the continuous bilinear map from U × U to X by (a, b) 7→
φ(a)δ(b), and therefore there is a continuous linear map Ψ : U⊗̂U → X such that
Ψ(a⊗ b) = φ(a)δ(b) for each a, b ∈ U. According to (4.2) and (4.3) for each a ∈ U

and f ∈ X∗ we have

Limλ〈Ψ(aeλ ⊗ eλ), f〉 = Limλ〈Ψ(eλ ⊗ eλa), f〉

and

Limλ〈Ψ(eλ ⊗ aeλ), f〉 = Limλ〈Ψ(eλa⊗ eλ), f〉.

So by the fact that φ(eλ) = 1, we see that

(4.4) Limλ〈φ(a)δ(eλ), f〉 = Limλ〈δ(eλa).f〉

and

(4.5) Limλ〈δ(aeλ), f〉 = Limλ〈φ(a)δ(eλ), f〉

for each a ∈ U and f ∈ X∗. Now according to (4.4) and (4.5) for each a ∈ U and
f ∈ X∗ we have

〈φ(a)Ω, f〉 = 〈Ω.a, f〉

= 〈Ω, a.f〉

= Limλ〈δ(eλ).a, f〉

= Limλ〈φ(a)δ(eλ), f〉

= Limλ〈δ(aeλ), f〉

= Limλ〈a.δ(eλ) + δ(a).eλ + δ(eλ).a+ eλ.δ(a)− δ(eλa), f〉

= Limλ〈a.δ(eλ) + φ(eλ)δ(a) + φ(a)δ(eλ) + eλ.δ(a)− δ(eλa), f〉

= Limλ〈a.Ω + δ(a) + ∆(a), f〉,

where ∆ : U → X∗∗ is a continuous linear map defined by

〈∆(a), f〉 = Limλ〈eλ.δ(a), f〉 (a ∈ U, f ∈ X∗).

So

(4.6) ∆(a) = Ω.a− a.Ω− δ(a)

for each a ∈ U, and hence ∆ is a Jordan derivation. By (4.1) we get

〈a.∆(b), f〉 = Limλ〈aeλ.δ(b), f〉

= Limλ〈φ(a)eλ.δ(b), f〉

= 〈φ(a)∆(b), f〉

= 〈∆(b).a, f〉
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for each a, b ∈ U and f ∈ X∗. Thus

(4.7) a.∆(b) = ∆(b).a = φ(a)∆(b)

for each a, b ∈ U. Now we do the same process for ∆ as we did earlier for δ and
therefore

(4.8) ∆(a) = Ω1.a− a.Ω1 −∆1(a) (a ∈ U),

where Ω1 ∈ X and ∆1 is a continuous linear map from U to X∗∗ defined by

〈∆1(a), f〉 = Limλ〈eλ.∆(a), f〉 (a ∈ U, f ∈ X∗).

From (4.7) it follows that

〈∆1(a), f〉 = Limλ〈φ(eλ)∆(a), f〉

= Limλ〈∆(a), f〉

= 〈∆(a), f〉

for each a ∈ U and f ∈ X∗. So ∆1 = ∆, and from (4.8) we arrive at

∆(a) = (
1

2
Ω1).a− a.(

1

2
Ω1) (a ∈ U).

According to this identity and (4.6) we have

δ(a) = (Ω−
1

2
Ω1).a− a.(Ω−

1

2
Ω1) (a ∈ U),

and hence δ is a derivation.
If X ∈ MU

φl
, it is proved similarly. �

From Theorem 3.1 and the definition of character amenability, it is clear that if
U is a character ameneble Banach algebra, then U is φ-Johnson amenable for every
φ ∈ ∆(U). Considering this point and Theorem 4.1, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that U is a character amenable Banach algebra. Then for

each φ ∈ ∆(U) and X ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
, every continuous Jordan derivation from U

to X is a derivation.

Examples of character amenable Banach algebras are presented in [22]. We also
know that every amenable Banach algebra is character amenable. Therefore, we
have the following result.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that the Banach algebra U is amenable. Then for each

φ ∈ ∆(U) and X ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
, every continuous Jordan derivation from U to X

is a derivation.

Suppose that φ ∈ ∆(U) and C ∈ SMU

φ . In this case, a derivation δ : U → C

is called point derivation at φ and a Jordan derivation δ : U → C is called point

Jordan derivation at φ. Indeed, if δ is a point derivation at φ, then

δ(ab) = φ(a)δ(b) + φ(b)δ(a) (a, b ∈ U),

and if δ is a point Jordan derivation at φ then

δ(a2) = 2φ(a)δ(a) (a ∈ U).

Considering that SMU

φ = MU

φr
∩MU

φl
, and in view of Lemma 3.2 and the previous

results, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.4. Let U be a Banach algebra.
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(i) If U is φ-Johnson amenable, then every continuous point Jordan derivation

at φ on U is equal to zero.

(ii) If U is character amenable, then for each φ ∈ ∆(U) every continuous point

Jordan derivation at φ on U is equal to zero.

(iii) If U is amenable, then for each φ ∈ ∆(U) every continuous point Jordan

derivation at φ on U is equal to zero.

This result actually gives us a necessary condition for φ-Johnson amenability,
character amenability and amenability based on point Jordan derivations.

The following example shows that the φ-Johnson amenability condition cannot
be dropped from Theorem 4.1.

Example 4.5. We consider the Banach algebra U and the character φ ∈ ∆(U) as
follows

U =

{[
0 a
0 b

]
| a, b ∈ C

}
and φ(

[
0 a
0 b

]
) = b.

The element E =

[
0 0
0 1

]
∈ U is a right identity of U and for every A =

[
0 a
0 b

]
∈ U

we have

EA = φ(A)E and φ(E) = 1

Therefore U is left φ-amenable. According to [21, Example 2.5], U is not φ-Johnson
amenable. Now we turn X := C into a Banach U-bimodule by the module actions

A.λ = φ(A)λ and λ.A = 0 (A ∈ U, λ ∈ C).

In this case X ∈ MU

φl
. Define the linear map δ : U → X by

δ(

[
0 a
0 b

]
) = a (

[
0 a
0 b

]
∈ U).

A routine calculation shows that δ is a Jordan derivation, which is not a derivation.
In the continuation of the example, we consider the Banach algebra G and φ ∈

∆(G) as follows

G =

{[
a b
0 0

]
| a, b ∈ C

}
and φ(

[
a b
0 0

]
) = a.

Then G is a right φ-amenable Banach algebra. By the same reasoning as [21,
Example 2.5 ], G is not φ-Johnson amenable. Y := C is a Banach G-bimodule by
the module actions

A.λ = 0 and λ.A = φ(A)λ (A ∈ G, λ ∈ C),

and hence Y ∈ MG

φr
. The linear map δ : G → X defined by

δ(

[
a b
0 0

]
) = b (

[
a b
0 0

]
∈ G)

is a Jordan derivation, which is not derivation.

This example not only shows that φ-Johnson amenability condition cannot be
dropped, but also shows that the condition cannot be replaced by the weaker con-
dition left or right φ-amenabiliy.
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5. Lie derivations

In this section, we study continuous Lie derivations on φ-Johnson amenable
Banach algebras. The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1. Let U be a φ-Johnson amenable Banach algebra where φ ∈ ∆(U),
and let X ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
. Suppose that δ : U → X is a continuous Lie derivation.

Then there exist a continuous derivation d : U → X and a continuous center-valued

trace ϕ : U → ZU(X) such that δ = d+ ϕ.

Proof. Assume that X ∈ MU

φr
and δ : U → X is a continuous Lie derivation. We

consider δ as a continuous Lie derivation from U toX∗∗. As in the proof of Theorem
4.1, relations (4.1) to (4.5) are also valid here, and we also consider Ω ∈ X∗∗ as in
the proof of Theorem 4.1. According to (4.4) and (4.5), for each a ∈ U, f ∈ X∗ we
have

〈φ(a)Ω, f〉 = 〈Ω.a, f〉 = 〈Ω, a.f〉

= 〈Ω, a.f〉

= Limλ〈δ(eλ).a, f〉

= Limλ〈δ(aeλ), f〉

= Limλ〈a.δ(eλ) + δ(a)eλ − eλ.δ(a)− δ(eλ).a+ δ(eλa), f〉

= Limλ〈a.δ(eλ) + δ(a)− eλ.δ(a)− φ(a)δ(eλ) + δ(eλa), f〉

= Limλ〈a.Ω+ δ(a)− ϕ(a), f〉,

where ϕ : U → X∗∗ is a linear map defined by

〈ϕ(a), f〉 = Limλ〈eλ.δ(a), f〉 (a ∈ U, f ∈ X∗).

So
δ(a) = Ω.a− a.Ω+ ϕ(a) (a ∈ U).

The linear map d : U → X∗∗ defined by d(a) = Ω.a−a.Ω is a continuous derivation,
and therefore δ = d + ϕ. Also, ϕ(a) ∈ ZU(X

∗∗) for every a ∈ U (the proof is the
same as the proof of centrality of ∆ in the proof of Theorem 4.1). Now ϕ = δ − d
is a continuous Lie derivation, and from the fact that ϕ(U) ⊆ ZU(X

∗∗), it follows
that ϕ([a, b]) = 0 for every a, b ∈ U. The conditions of Lemma 3.3 hold for d and
ϕ, hence d maps U to X and ϕ maps U to ZU(X). �

We have the following results from the above theorem.

Corollary 5.2. Let U be a character amenable Banach algebra. Then for each

φ ∈ ∆(U) and X ∈ MU

φr
∪MU

φl
, for every continuous Lie derivation δ : U → X,

there exist a continuous derivation d : U → X and a continuous center-valued trace

ϕ : U → ZU(X) such that δ = d+ ϕ for each a, b ∈ U.

Corollary 5.3. Let U be a amenable Banach algebra. Then for each φ ∈ ∆(U)
and X ∈ MU

φr
∪ MU

φl
, for every continuous Lie derivation δ : U → X, there

exist a continuous derivation d : U → X and a continuous center-valued trace

ϕ : U → ZU(X) such that δ = d+ ϕ for each a, b ∈ U.

Let C ∈ SMU

φ . In this case, like the point Jordan derivation, we can also define
the point Lie derivation δ : U → C at φ. So the linear map δ : U → C is a point
Lie derivation at φ if and only if δ([a, b]) = 0 for every a, b ∈ U. Therefore, if

we put V = span{[a, b] | a, b ∈ U}, then the set of all continuous point derivations
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at φ on U is equal to V ⊥. Unlike point Jordan derivations, the existence of a
non-zero continuous point Lie derivation at φ on U, does not result φ-Johnson non-
amenability of U. For example if U 6= 0 is right (or left) φ-amenable commutative
Banach algebra, according to Theorem 3.1, it is clear that U is φ-Johnson amenable,
and also the closed linear subspace V of U as defined above is V = 0. So V ⊥ = U

∗

and therefore U has non-zero continuous point Lie derivations at φ. An example of
φ-Johnson amenable commutative Banach algebra is as follows. Suppose that D is
the open unit disk, and A+(D) is the set of all functions f =

∑∞

n=0 cnZ
n in the disc

algebra A(D) which have an absolutely convergent Taylor expansion on D. With
respect to pointwise operations and the norm ‖

∑∞

n=0 cnZ
n‖ =

∑∞

n=0 |cn|, A
+(D)

is a commutative Banach algebra. The map z → ϕz where ϕz is a point evaluation
at z, is a character on A+(D). If |z| = 1, then A+(D) is (right) ϕz-amenable, and
hence A+(D) is ϕz-Johnson amenable (see [15, Example 2.5]).

The following example shows that the condition φ-Johnson amenability from
Theorem 5.1 cannot be removed or replaced by a weaker condition right or left
φ-amenability.

Example 5.4. Consider the Banach algebras U and G defined in Example 4.5 and
the character φ defined on them.

(i) We turn X := C into a Banach U-bimodule by the module actions

A.λ = 0 and λ.A = φ(A)λ (A ∈ U, λ ∈ C).

In this case X ∈ MU

φr
and ZU(X) = 0. The linear map δ : U → X defined

by δ(

[
0 a
0 b

]
) = a is a Lie derivation which is not derivation. So, δ is not

as mentioned in Theorem 5.1.
(ii) We turn Y := C into a Banach G-bimodule by the module actions

λ.A = 0 and A.λ = φ(A).λ (A ∈ U, λ ∈ C).

In this case Y ∈ MU

φl
and ZU(Y ) = 0. The linear map δ : G → Y defined

by δ(

[
a b
0 0

]
) = b is a Lie derivation which is not derivation. Hence, δ is

not as mentioned in Theorem 5.1.
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