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ISOMETRIC JORDAN ISOMORPHISMS OF GROUP

ALGEBRAS

J. ALAMINOS, J. EXTREMERA, C. GODOY, AND A.R. VILLENA

Abstract. Let G and H be locally compact groups. We will show that
each contractive Jordan isomorphism Φ: L1(G) → L

1(H) is either an
isometric isomorphism or an isometric anti-isomorphism. We will apply
this result to study isometric two-sided zero product preservers on group
algebras and, further, to study local and approximately local isometric
automorphisms of group algebras.

1. Introduction

Jordan homomorphisms appear in a wide variety of seemingly dispa-
rate settings. Numerous linear preserver problems lead to Jordan homo-
morphisms: invertibility preservers ([5, 6]), two-sided zero product pre-
servers ([3, 4, 8]), commutativity preservers, normality preservers ([7, Chap-
ter 7]), preservers on quantum structures ([16]), to mention a few of them.
The surjective isometries between C∗-algebras are associated to Jordan ∗-
isomorphisms [14] and the surjective isometries between noncommutative
Lp spaces correspond to Jordan ∗-isomorphisms between the underlying von
Neumann algebras [19]. Local homomorphisms also lead to Jordan homo-
morphisms [2].

Let A and B be complex algebras. A linear map Φ: A → B is called a
Jordan homomorphism if

Φ(a2) = Φ(a)2 ∀a ∈ A;

equivalently,

Φ(a ◦ b) = Φ(a) ◦Φ(b) ∀a, b ∈ A,

where, from now on, ◦ stands for the so-called Jordan product. The Jordan
product is defined on any complex algebra A by

a ◦ b = 1
2(ab+ ba) ∀a, b ∈ A.

The meaning of concepts like Jordan isomorphism and Jordan automor-
phism (or Jordan ∗-isomorphism and Jordan ∗-automorphism, in the case
where A and B are equipped with an involution ∗) are supposed to be clear.
Homomorphisms and anti-homomorphisms are obvious examples of Jordan
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homomorphisms, and the basic problem is whether every Jordan homomor-
phism can be expressed through these standard examples. A breakthrough in
this problem was obtained by Herstein in [11] by showing that every Jordan
homomorphism from an arbitrary ring onto a (2, 3-torsion free) prime ring
is either a homomorphism or an anti-homomorphism. It is probably worth
mentioning that group algebras can be far from being prime. For example,
if G is a locally compact group such that dimZ(L1(G)) > 1, then L1(G) is
not prime. Indeed, by [15], Z(L1(G)) is a Tauberian, regular, semisimple,
commutative Banach algebra and hence there exist non-zero f, g ∈ Z(L1(G))
such that f ∗ g = 0, which gives f ∗ L1(G) ∗ g = {0} and so L1(G) is not
prime. Our benchmark when considering Jordan homomorphisms in the
context of group algebras has been the celebrated theorem by Kadison [14,
Theorem 10] stating that each Jordan ∗-isomorphism from a von Neumann
algebra onto a C∗-algebra is the direct sum of a ∗-isomorphism and a ∗-
anti-isomorphism. It should be pointed out that, on account of [14, Theo-
rems 5 and 7], the Jordan ∗-isomorphisms occurring in Kadison’s theorem
are exactly the isometric Jordan isomorphisms, while the ∗-isomorphisms
and ∗-anti-isomorphisms are nothing but the isometric isomorphisms and
the isometric anti-isomorphisms, respectively. We can thus rephrase Kadi-
son’s theorem as: each isometric Jordan isomorphism from a von Neumann
algebra onto a C∗-algebra is the direct sum of an isometric isomorphism and
an isometric anti-isomorphism.

In Section 2 we put the isometric Jordan isomorphisms between group
algebras in the center of our attention and discuss the problem of describing
their form. We are heavily motivated by Kadison’s representation of the
isometric Jordan isomorphisms of operator algebras and by Wendel’s repre-
sentation of the isometric isomorphisms of group algebras [21, 22]. Naturally,
our seminal aim was to obtain a representation for them similar to the one
given by Kadison in the context of operator algebras. However, we got more
than expected. We will show that, if G and H are locally compact groups,
then each contractive Jordan isomorphism Φ: L1(G) → L1(H) is either an
isometric isomorphism or an isometric anti-isomorphism. Surprisingly there
are no combinations of isomorphisms and anti-isomorphisms at all in the
context of group algebras (at an isometric level). The secret hidden behind
this fortunate phenomenon lies in two crucial facts. The first one is that
group algebras faithfully reflect the personality of the underlying groups.
The second fact now occurs at the level of group theory; on account of [18],
the only maps that “half-preserve” the product of the groups are exactly the
homomorphisms and the anti-homomorphisms. Next sections are devoted
to apply our result about isometric Jordan isomorphisms to study various
classes of transformations on group algebras.

In [3, 4, 8] the authors undertook the problem of characterizing Jordan ho-
momorphisms through zero products. Motivated by those papers, Section 3
deals with the problem of determining the form of any surjective isomet-
ric map Φ: L1(G) → L1(H) with the property of preserving two-sided zero
products, i.e., for all f, g ∈ L1(G)

f ∗ g = g ∗ f = 0 =⇒ Φf ∗ Φg = Φg ∗ Φf = 0.
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We will show that such a map is expressible as Φf = αδx ∗ Ψf for each
f ∈ L1(G), where α ∈ C with |α| = 1, x is an element in the centre of H,
and Ψ: L1(G) → L1(H) is either an isometric isomorphism or an isometric
anti-isomorphism. Further, G and H are isomorphic as topological groups.

Section 4 is devoted to the study of local and approximately local isomet-
ric automorphisms of group algebras. In [17], Molnár and Zalar show that,
with some exceptions, every local isometric automorphism of the group al-
gebra Lp(G), with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, of a metrizable compact group G is an
isometric automorphism. We focus attention on the case p = 1, and Sec-
tion 4 is motivated by the desire to study to what extent the foregoing can
be generalized to other varieties of groups. We will show that, at the cost of
requiring the surjectivity of the map, the metrizability can be dropped and
the compactness can be heavily weakened. Specifically, if G is a unimodular
locally compact group, then each surjective local isometric automorphism
of L1(G) (i.e., the map agrees with some isometric automorphism at each
function in the algebra) is an isometric automorphism. Further, if G is a
maximally almost periodic group or a discrete group, then each surjective
approximately local isometric automorphism of L1(G) (the definition should
be self-explanatory) is an isometric automorphism.

2. Isometric Jordan isomorphisms

Let G be a locally compact group. Throughout this paper, it is always
assumed that a left Haar measure λG on G has been chosen. As is customary,
we write L1(G) for the group algebra of G, i.e., the usual L1-Banach space
with respect to λG equipped with the convolution product, and we write
M(G) for the measure algebra on G, i.e., the space of complex regular Borel
measures on G equipped with the total variation norm and the convolution
product. Of course, L1(G) can be thought of as the two-sided closed ideal
of M(G) consisting of measures that are absolutely continuous with respect
to λG. The space M(G) is identified with the dual space of C0(G) with the
duality specified by setting

〈µ, φ〉 =
∫

H

φ(t) dµ(t) ∀φ ∈ C0(G), ∀µ ∈ M(G).

By [9, Theorem 3.3.15], the Banach space C0(G) is a Banach M(G)-bimodule
(we denote its module product by ·) and M(G) with respect to convolution
product is the dual of C0(G) as a Banach M(G)-bimodule. The strict topol-

ogy on M(G) is the topology defined by the family seminorms (pf )f∈L1(G)

given by

pf (µ) = ‖f ∗ µ‖1 + ‖µ ∗ f‖1 ∀µ ∈ M(G), ∀f ∈ L1(G).

Clearly, the convolution on M(G) is separately continuous in the strict topol-
ogy. Furthermore, L1(G) is dense in M(G) in the strict topology.

For an element t ∈ G we denote by δt the unit point mass measure at t.
It should be pointed out that

δs ∗ δt = δst, δs ◦ δt = 1
2 (δst + δts) ∀s, t ∈ G.

By [9, Proposition 3.3.41], the linear span of the set {δt : t ∈ G} is dense in
M(G) with respect to the strict topology.
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Lemma 2.1. Let G be a locally compact group. Then the strict topology

on M(G) agrees with the topology generated by the family of seminorms

(qf )f∈L1(G) given by

qf (µ) = ‖f ◦ µ‖1 ∀µ ∈ M(G), ∀f ∈ L1(G).

Proof. It is clear that, for each f ∈ L1(G),

qf ≤ 1
2pf .

We now proceed to show that for each f ∈ L1(G) there exist f1, f2, f3, f4 ∈
L1(G) such that

pf ≤
4∑

k=1

(
2qf

k2
+ 4 ‖fk‖1 qfk

)
. (2.1)

By [1, Theorem II.16], there exist g, h ∈ L1(G) such that f = g ∗ h ∗ g, and
taking

f1 =
1√
2
(g ◦ h+ g) , f2 =

i√
2
(g ◦ h− g) , f3 =

1

2

(
g2 − h

)
, and f4 =

i

2

(
g2 + h

)

we get

f =

4∑

k=1

fk2 ,

so that

pf ≤
4∑

k=1

pf
k2
. (2.2)

For each k ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} and each µ ∈ M(G), we have

µ ∗ f2
k = µ ◦ f2

k + (µ ◦ fk) ∗ fk − fk ∗ (µ ◦ fk),
f2
k ∗ µ = µ ◦ f2

k + fk ∗ (µ ◦ fk)− (µ ◦ fk) ∗ fk,
whence

pf2

k
(µ) ≤ 2qf

k2
(µ) + 4‖fk‖1qfk(µ). (2.3)

Finally, (2.2) and (2.3) give (2.1). �

Lemma 2.2. Let G and H be locally compact groups, and let Φ: L1(G) →
L1(H) be a Jordan isomorphism. Then there exists a unique Jordan iso-

morphism Φ̄ : M(G) → M(H) which extends Φ and which is continuous

with respect to the strict topology on both M(G) and M(H). Furthermore,

‖Φ̄‖ = ‖Φ‖.
Proof. We begin by observing that Φ is bounded, because every Jordan ho-
momorphism from a Banach algebra onto a semisimple Banach algebra is
bounded (see [20]).

Let (eγ)γ∈Γ be an approximate identity for L1(G) of bound 1. Let U
be an ultrafilter on Γ containing the order filter on Γ. It follows from the
Banach-Alaoglu theorem that each bounded subset of M(H) is relatively
compact with respect to the topology σ(M(H), C0(H)). Consequently, each
bounded net (µγ)γ∈Γ in M(H) has a unique limit with respect to the topology
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σ(M(H), C0(H)) along the ultrafilter U , and we write limU µγ for this limit.
It is worth noting that

∥
∥
∥lim

U
µγ

∥
∥
∥ ≤ lim

U
‖µγ‖ ≤ sup

γ∈Γ
‖µγ‖. (2.4)

Indeed, for each φ ∈ C0(H) such that ‖φ‖∞ = 1, we have

|〈µγ , φ〉| ≤ ‖µγ‖ ≤ sup
γ∈Γ

‖µγ‖ ,

and hence
∣
∣
∣

〈

lim
U

µγ , φ
〉∣
∣
∣ = lim

U
|〈µγ , φ〉| ≤ lim

U
‖µγ‖ ≤ sup

γ∈Γ
‖µγ‖,

which establishes (2.4). Since U refines the order filter on Γ, we see that
(
µγ

)

γ∈Γ
→ µ in norm =⇒ lim

U
µγ = µ. (2.5)

It should be pointed out that, for each ν ∈ M(H),

lim
U

(
µγ ◦ ν

)
=

(

lim
U

µγ

)

◦ ν. (2.6)

Indeed, for each φ ∈ C0(H),

〈µγ ◦ ν, φ〉 = 〈µγ ,
1
2(φ·ν+ν·φ)〉 →

〈

lim
U

µγ ,
1
2 (φ·ν+ν·φ)

〉

=
〈(

lim
U

µγ

)

◦ν, φ
〉

.

We now proceed to define the map Φ̄. For each µ ∈ M(G), we have

‖Φ(µ ◦ eγ)‖ ≤ ‖Φ‖ ‖µ ◦ eγ‖ ≤ ‖Φ‖‖µ‖ ∀γ ∈ Γ, (2.7)

and hence the net (Φ(µ ◦ eγ))γ∈Γ is bounded. Consequently we can define a

map Φ̄ : M(G) → M(H) by

Φ̄(µ) = lim
U

Φ(µ ◦ eγ) ∀µ ∈ M(G).

For each f ∈ L1(G), we have
(
f ◦ eγ

)

γ∈Γ
→ f in norm,

the continuity of Φ then implies
(
Φ(f ◦ eγ)

)

γ∈Γ
→ Φ(f) in norm,

and (2.5) now shows that

Φ̄(f) = lim
U

Φ(f ◦ eγ) = Φ(f).

Thus Φ̄ is an extension of Φ.
The linearity of the limit along an ultrafilter on a topological linear space

gives the linearity of Φ̄. Take µ ∈ M(G). From (2.4) and (2.7) we deduce
that ‖Φ̄(µ)‖ ≤ ‖Φ‖‖µ‖, which gives the continuity of Φ̄ and ‖Φ̄‖ ≤ ‖Φ‖.
Since Φ̄ extends Φ, the preceding inequality turns into ‖Φ̄‖ = ‖Φ‖.

Our next concern will be to prove that Φ̄ is a Jordan homomorphism.
The starting point of our process is the following identity, taken from [13,
Identity (B1), page 33],
(
µ1 ◦ (µ2 ◦ µ3)

)
◦ µ4 +

(
µ1 ◦ (µ2 ◦ µ4)

)
◦ µ3 +

(
µ1 ◦ (µ3 ◦ µ4)

)
◦ µ2

= (µ1 ◦ µ2) ◦ (µ3 ◦ µ4) + (µ1 ◦ µ3) ◦ (µ2 ◦ µ4) + (µ1 ◦ µ4) ◦ (µ2 ◦ µ3) (2.8)
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for all µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4 ∈ M(G). Let f, g ∈ L1(G) and let µ ∈ M(G). We take
µ1 = eγ (γ ∈ Γ), µ2 = f , µ3 = g, and µ4 = µ in (2.8) to obtain
(
eγ ◦ (f ◦ g)

)
◦ µ+

(
eγ ◦ (f ◦ µ)

)
◦ g +

(
eγ ◦ (g ◦ µ)

)
◦ f

= (eγ ◦ f) ◦ (g ◦ µ) + (eγ ◦ g) ◦ (f ◦ µ) + (eγ ◦ µ) ◦ (f ◦ g). (2.9)

We now apply Φ to both sides of (2.9) to get

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ g)
)
◦ µ

)

+Φ
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ µ)
)
◦ g

)

+Φ
((

eγ ◦ (g ◦ µ)
)
◦ f

)

= Φ(eγ ◦ f) ◦ Φ(g ◦ µ) + Φ(eγ ◦ g) ◦Φ(f ◦ µ) + Φ(eγ ◦ µ) ◦Φ(f ◦ g).
(2.10)

Since
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ g)
)
◦ µ

)

γ∈Γ
→ (f ◦ g) ◦ µ in norm,

((
eγ ◦ (f ◦ µ)

)
◦ g

)

γ∈Γ
→ (f ◦ µ) ◦ g in norm,

((
eγ ◦ (g ◦ µ)

)
◦ f

)

γ∈Γ
→ (g ◦ µ) ◦ f in norm,

(
eγ ◦ f

)

γ∈Γ
→ f in norm,

(
eγ ◦ g

)

γ∈Γ
→ g in norm,

the boundedness of Φ yields
(

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ g)
)
◦ µ

))

γ∈Γ
→ Φ

(
(f ◦ g) ◦ µ

)
in norm,

(

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ µ)
)
◦ g

))

γ∈Γ
→ Φ

(
(f ◦ µ) ◦ g

)
in norm,

(

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (g ◦ µ)
)
◦ f

))

γ∈Γ
→ Φ

(
(g ◦ µ) ◦ f

)
in norm,

(

Φ(eγ ◦ f)
)

γ∈Γ
→ Φ(f) in norm,

(

Φ(eγ ◦ g)
)

γ∈Γ
→ Φ(g) in norm,

and the last two limits also give
(

Φ(eγ ◦ f) ◦ Φ(g ◦ µ)
)

γ∈Γ
→ Φ(f) ◦Φ(g ◦ µ) in norm,

(

Φ(eγ ◦ g) ◦Φ(f ◦ µ)
)

γ∈Γ
→ Φ(g) ◦ Φ(f ◦ µ) in norm.

From (2.5) it follows that

lim
U

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ g)
)
◦ µ

)

= Φ
(
(f ◦ g) ◦ µ

)
,

lim
U

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (f ◦ µ)
)
◦ g

)

= Φ
(
(f ◦ µ) ◦ g

)
,

lim
U

Φ
((

eγ ◦ (g ◦ µ)
)
◦ f

)

= Φ
(
(g ◦ µ) ◦ f

)
,

lim
U

Φ(eγ ◦ f) ◦Φ(g ◦ µ) = Φ(f) ◦ Φ(g ◦ µ),

lim
U

Φ(eγ ◦ g) ◦ Φ(f ◦ µ) = Φ(g) ◦ Φ(f ◦ µ).
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On the other hand, by definition, limU Φ(eγ ◦ µ) = Φ̄(µ) and hence (2.6)
gives

lim
U

Φ(eγ ◦ µ) ◦ Φ(f ◦ g) = Φ̄(µ) ◦Φ(f ◦ g).
Taking the limit in (2.10) along the ultrafilter U , and using the preceding
observations, we obtain

Φ
(
(f ◦ g) ◦ µ

)
+Φ

(
(f ◦ µ) ◦ g

)
+Φ

(
(g ◦ µ) ◦ f

)

= Φ(f) ◦Φ(g ◦ µ) + Φ(g) ◦ Φ(f ◦ µ) + Φ̄(µ) ◦Φ(f ◦ g),
whence

Φ
(
(f ◦ g) ◦ µ

)
= Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ(f ◦ g). (2.11)

We now take g = eγ (γ ∈ Γ) in (2.11) to obtain

Φ
(
(f ◦ eγ) ◦ µ

)
= Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ(f ◦ eγ), (2.12)

and, taking limits in (2.12) and using the continuity of Φ and that
(
f ◦ eγ

)

γ∈Γ
→ f in norm,

(
(f ◦ eγ) ◦ µ

)

γ∈Γ
→ f ◦ µ in norm,

we see that
Φ(f ◦ µ) = Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ(f). (2.13)

We are now in a position to show that Φ̄ is a Jordan homomorphism. For
this purpose we set µ ∈ M(G) and g ∈ L1(G). From (2.13) we see that, for
each γ ∈ Γ,

Φ
(
µ ◦ (µ ◦ eγ)

)
= Φ̄(µ) ◦Φ(µ ◦ eγ)

and hence that

Φ
((

µ◦(µ◦eγ)
)
◦g

)

= Φ
(
µ◦(µ◦eγ)

)
◦Φ(g) =

(
Φ̄(µ)◦Φ(µ◦eγ)

)
◦Φ(g). (2.14)

Since ((
µ ◦ (µ ◦ eγ)

)
◦ g

)

γ∈Γ
→ (µ ◦ µ) ◦ g in norm,

and Φ is continuous, we have
(

Φ
((

µ ◦ (µ ◦ eγ)
)
◦ g

))

→ Φ(µ2 ◦ g) in norm.

On the other hand, limU Φ(µ ◦ eγ) = Φ̄(µ) and (2.6) now leads to

lim
U

(
Φ̄(µ) ◦Φ(µ ◦ eγ)

)
◦ Φ(g) =

(
Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ̄(µ)

)
◦ Φ(g).

We thus get Φ(µ2 ◦ g) =
(
Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ̄(µ)

)
◦ Φ(g) and, by (2.13),

(
Φ̄(µ2)− Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ̄(µ)

)
◦Φ(g) = 0.

The surjectivity of Φ now implies
(
Φ̄(µ2)− Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ̄(µ)

)
◦ h = 0 ∀h ∈ L1(H).

We abbreviate Φ̄(µ2)− Φ̄(µ) ◦ Φ̄(µ) to ν. What is left is to show that ν = 0.
To this end we observe that, for each h ∈ L1(H),

0 =
(
ν ∗ eγ + eγ ∗ ν
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

) ∗ h = ν ∗ (eγ ∗ h) + eγ ∗ (ν ∗ h) → 2ν ∗ h in norm,

and consequently ν∗h = 0. Since this holds for arbitrary h ∈ L1(H), from [9,
Corollary 3.3.24] it may be concluded that ν = 0, as required.
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Our next goal is the strict continuity of Φ̄. For each h ∈ L1(H) and each
µ ∈ M(G), we have

qh
(
Φ̄(µ)

)
=

∥
∥h ◦ Φ̄(µ)

∥
∥
1
=

∥
∥Φ(Φ−1(h)) ◦ Φ̄(µ)

∥
∥
1
=

∥
∥Φ(Φ−1(h) ◦ µ)

∥
∥
1

≤ ‖Φ‖
∥
∥Φ−1(h) ◦ µ

∥
∥
1
= ‖Φ‖ qΦ−1(h)(µ),

which shows that Φ̄ is continuous with respect to the strict topology on both
M(G) and M(H).

We proceed to prove that Φ̄ is a bijection from M(G) onto M(H). Write
Ψ = Φ−1 and consider the map Ψ̄. Since

ΨΦ = IL1(G), ΦΨ = IL1(H),

L1(G) and L1(H) are dense in M(G) and M(H), respectively, in the strict
topology, and both Φ̄ and Ψ̄ are continuous with respect to the strict topol-
ogy, it may be concluded that

Ψ̄Φ̄ = IM(G), Φ̄Ψ̄ = IM(H).

Hence Φ̄ is a Jordan isomorphism.
Finally, since L1(G) is dense in M(G) in the strict topology, it follows

that each map Ψ: M(G) → M(H) which is continuous with respect to the
strict topology is uniquely specified by its values on L1(G). This gives the
uniqueness assertion of the lemma. �

Throughout, T stands for the circle group.

Theorem 2.3. Let G and H be locally compact groups, and let Φ: L1(G) →
L1(H) be a contractive Jordan isomorphism. Then one of the following holds:

(i) Φ is an isometric isomorphism, and is actually expressible as

Φf(t) = cχ(t)f(ϕ(t))

for each f ∈ L1(G) and almost all t ∈ H, where

• ϕ : H → G is a homeomorphic group isomorphism,

• χ : H → T is a continuous group homomorphism, and

• c is the constant value of the ratio λG(ϕ(E))/λH (E) for each

measurable set E ⊆ H with finite non-zero measure.

(ii) Φ is an isometric anti-isomorphism, and is actually expressible as

Φf(t) = cχ(t)f(ϕ(t))∆H (t−1)

for each f ∈ L1(G) and almost all t ∈ H, where

• ϕ : H → G is a homeomorphic group anti-isomorphism,

• χ : H → T is a continuous group homomorphism,

• c is the constant value of the ratio λG(ϕ(E
−1))/λH(E) for each

measurable set E ⊆ H with finite non-zero measure, and

• ∆H is the modular function of H.

In particular, G and H are isomorphic as topological groups.

Proof. Let Φ̄ : M(G) → M(H) be the map given in Lemma 2.2. Our first
purpose is to prove that there exist maps θ : G → H and ζ : G → T uniquely
specified by the condition

Φ̄(δt) = ζ(t)δθ(t) ∀t ∈ G. (2.15)
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To this end, we will use the property that

µ ∗ ν ∗ µ = 2µ ◦ (µ ◦ ν)− (µ ◦ µ) ◦ ν ∀µ, ν ∈ M(G),

which implies

Φ̄(µ ∗ ν ∗ µ) = Φ̄(µ) ∗ Φ̄(ν) ∗ Φ̄(µ) ∀µ, ν ∈ M(G), (2.16)

because Φ̄ is a Jordan homomorphism.
Set t ∈ G. For each g ∈ L1(H) we have

δt−1 ∗ δt ∗ Φ−1(g) ∗ δt ∗ δt−1 = Φ−1(g),

and applying Φ̄ to both sides of the above identity, and taking into ac-
count (2.16), we see that

Φ̄(δt−1) ∗ Φ̄(δt) ∗ g ∗ Φ̄(δt) ∗ Φ̄(δt−1) = g.

Since ‖Φ̄‖ = ‖Φ‖ ≤ 1, it follows that
∥
∥Φ̄(δt) ∗ g

∥
∥
1
≤ ‖g‖1 =

∥
∥Φ̄(δt−1) ∗ Φ̄(δt) ∗ g ∗ Φ̄(δt) ∗ Φ̄(δt−1)

∥
∥
1

≤
∥
∥Φ̄(δt−1)

∥
∥
∥
∥Φ̄(δt) ∗ g

∥
∥
1

∥
∥Φ̄(δt) ∗ Φ̄(δt−1)

∥
∥

≤
∥
∥Φ̄(δt) ∗ g

∥
∥
1
,

which leads to
∥
∥Φ̄(δt) ∗ g

∥
∥
1
= ‖g‖1 . (2.17)

Since the equation (2.17) holds true for each g ∈ L1(H), [22, Theorem 3]
now yields ζ(t) ∈ T and θ(t) ∈ H such that

Φ̄(δt) = ζ(t)δθ(t),

and (2.15) is proved.
Our next objective is to prove that θ is a half-homomorphism in the sense

of [18], i.e.,
θ(st) ∈

{
θ(s)θ(t), θ(t)θ(s)

}
∀s, t ∈ G,

and that ζ is a group homomorphism. Set s, t ∈ G. We first observe that

2Φ̄(δs ◦ δt) = Φ̄(δst + δts) = Φ̄(δst) + Φ̄(δts) = ζ(st)δθ(st) + ζ(ts)δθ(ts)

and, being Φ̄ a Jordan homomorphism, we also have

2Φ̄(δs ◦ δt) = 2Φ̄(δs) ◦ Φ̄(δt) = 2ζ(s)δθ(s) ◦ ζ(t)δθ(t)
= ζ(s)ζ(t)

(
δθ(s)θ(t) + δθ(t)θ(s)

)
.

We thus get

ζ(s)ζ(t)
(
δθ(s)θ(t) + δθ(t)θ(s)

)
= ζ(st)δθ(st) + ζ(ts)δθ(ts). (2.18)

We evaluate both sides of (2.18) at the set E = {θ(st)}, and we will divide
the discussion of the outcome into two cases.

(a) Suppose that θ(st) 6= θ(ts). Then (2.18) gives

ζ(s)ζ(t)
(
δθ(s)θ(t)(E)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ε

+ δθ(t)θ(s)(E)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ε′

)
= ζ(st).

Since ζ(s)ζ(t), ζ(st) ∈ T and ε, ε′ ∈ {0, 1}, it may be concluded that one of
the following assertions hold:

• ε = 1 and ε′ = 0, which implies θ(st) = θ(s)θ(t) and ζ(st) = ζ(s)ζ(t);
• ε = 0 and ε′ = 1, which gives θ(st) = θ(t)θ(s) and ζ(st) = ζ(s)ζ(t).
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(b) Suppose that θ(st) = θ(ts). Then (2.18) gives

ζ(s)ζ(t)
(
δθ(s)θ(t)(E)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ε

+ δθ(t)θ(s)(E)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ε′

)
= ζ(st) + ζ(ts).

• Assume towards a contradiction that ε = 0. Then θ(st) 6= θ(s)θ(t).
We evaluate (2.18) at the set E = {θ(s)θ(t)} to obtain

ζ(s)ζ(t)
(
1 + δθ(t)θ(s)(E)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈{0,1}

)
= ζ(st)0 + ζ(ts)0 = 0,

whence ζ(s)ζ(t) = 0, a contradiction.
• Assume that ε′ = 0. This gives θ(st) 6= θ(t)θ(s), and we now evalu-

ate (2.18) at the set E = {θ(t)θ(s)} to get

ζ(s)ζ(t)
(
δθ(s)θ(t)(E)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈{0,1}

+1
)
= ζ(st)0 + ζ(ts)0 = 0.

Thus ζ(s)ζ(t) = 0, which is a contradiction.
• Having ruled out in the previous points the possibility that ε = 0 or
ε′ = 0, there is only the possibility that ε = ε′ = 1. The condition
ε = 1 implies that θ(st) = θ(s)θ(t), and the condition ε′ = 1 yields
θ(st) = θ(t)θ(s). Further, we have

2ζ(s)ζ(t) = ζ(st) + ζ(ts).

Since ζ(s)ζ(t), ζ(st), ζ(ts) ∈ T, the preceding condition implies that

ζ(st) = ζ(ts) = ζ(s)ζ(t).

We have thus proved that ζ(st) = ζ(s)ζ(t) for all s, t ∈ G and that θ satisfies
the property θ(st) ∈

{
θ(s)θ(t), θ(t)θ(s)

}
for all s, t ∈ G, which, on account

of [18, Theorem 2], implies that θ is either a homomorphism or an anti-
homomorphism. We are now in a position to prove assertions (i) and (ii)
according to the feature of the map θ.

(i) Suppose that θ is a homomorphism. Then, for all s, t ∈ G, we have

Φ̄(δs ∗ δt) = Φ̄(δst) = ζ(st)δθ(st) = ζ(s)ζ(t)δθ(s)θ(t)

= ζ(s)δθ(s) ∗ ζ(t)δθ(t) = Φ̄(δs) ∗ Φ̄(δt).
This implies that

Φ̄(µ ∗ ν) = Φ̄(µ) ∗ Φ̄(ν) ∀µ, ν ∈ lin{δt : t ∈ G},
where lin{δt : t ∈ G} stands for the linear span of the set {δt : t ∈ G}. Since
the convolution on both M(G) and M(H) is separately continuous with
respect to the strict topology, the space lin{δt : t ∈ G} is dense in M(G) with
respect to the strict topology, and the map Φ̄ is continuous with respect to
the strict topology on both M(G) and M(H), it may be concluded that

Φ̄(µ ∗ ν) = Φ̄(µ) ∗ Φ̄(ν) ∀µ, ν ∈ M(G).

Hence Φ̄ is a homomorphism and therefore so is Φ. We already know that
Φ is a contractive isomorphism and then [22, Theorem 5] gives assertion (i)
of the theorem. It seems appropriate to mention in passing that

ϕ = θ−1, χ = ζ ◦ θ−1. (2.19)
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Indeed, for each t ∈ G and each f ∈ L1(G), we have

Φ(δt ∗ f) = Φ̄(δt) ∗ Φ(f) = ζ(t)δθ(t) ∗ Φ(f), (2.20)

and, on the other hand, we see that

Φ(δt ∗ f)(x) = cχ(x)(δt ∗ f)(ϕ(x)) = cχ(x)f(t−1ϕ(x))

= χ(ϕ−1(t))
[
cχ(ϕ−1(t)−1x)(f ◦ ϕ)(ϕ−1(t)−1x)

]

= χ(ϕ−1(t))Φ(f)(ϕ−1(t)−1x) = χ(ϕ−1(t))
(
δϕ−1(t) ∗ Φ(f)

)
(x)

for almost each x ∈ H, so that

Φ(δt ∗ f) = χ(ϕ−1(t))δϕ−1(t) ∗Φ(f). (2.21)

From (2.20) and (2.21) we deduce that ζ(t)δθ(t) = χ(ϕ−1(t))δϕ−1(t) for each
t ∈ G, and (2.19) is proved.

(ii) Suppose that θ is an anti-homomorphism. Then, for all s, t ∈ G, we
have

Φ̄(δs ∗ δt) = Φ̄(δst) = ζ(st)δθ(st) = ζ(s)ζ(t)δθ(t)θ(s)

= ζ(t)δθ(t) ∗ ζ(s)δθ(s) = Φ̄(δt) ∗ Φ̄(δs),

and, using the same arguments as in (i), we arrive at

Φ̄(µ ∗ ν) = Φ̄(ν) ∗ Φ̄(µ) ∀µ, ν ∈ M(G).

Thus Φ̄ is an anti-homomorphism and so is Φ. We now consider the isometric
anti-automorphism Ψ of L1(H) defined by

(
Ψg

)
(t) = g(t−1)∆H(t−1) ∀g ∈ L1(H), ∀t ∈ H.

The composition ΨΦ is a contractive isomorphism, and [22, Theorem 5]
shows that it is an isometry (and hence so is Φ) and it is actually expressible
as

(ΨΦ)f = cχ′(f ◦ ϕ′) (2.22)

for each f ∈ L1(G), where ϕ′ : H → G is a homeomorphic group isomor-
phism, χ′ : H → T is a continuous group homomorphism, and c is the con-
stant value of the ratio λG(ϕ

′(E))/λH (E) for each measurable set E ⊆ H
with finite non-zero measure. From (2.22) we deduce that

Φf(t) = cχ′(t−1)f
(
ϕ′(t−1)

)
∆H(t−1)

for each f ∈ L1(G) and almost all t ∈ H, which establishes assertion (ii) of
the theorem with ϕ : H → G and χ : H → T defined by

χ(t) = χ′(t−1), ϕ(t) = ϕ′(t−1) ∀t ∈ H.

Perhaps it is appropriate at this point to note that

ϕ = θ−1, χ = ζ ◦ θ−1. (2.23)

In order to get these equations, we observe that for each t ∈ G and each
f ∈ L1(G),

Φ(δt ∗ f) = Φ(f) ∗ Φ̄(δt) = ζ(t)Φ(f) ∗ δθ(t) (2.24)
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and that

Φ(δt ∗ f)(x) = cχ(x)(δt ∗ f)(ϕ(x))∆H(x−1) = cχ(x)f(t−1ϕ(x))∆H(x−1)

= χ(ϕ−1(t))
[
cχ(f ◦ ϕ)

]
(xϕ−1(t)−1)∆H

(
(xϕ−1(t)−1)−1

)
∆H(ϕ−1(t)−1)

= χ(ϕ−1(t))Φ(f)(xϕ−1(t)−1)∆H(ϕ−1(t)−1)

= χ(ϕ−1(t))
(
Φ(f) ∗ δϕ−1(t)

)
(x)

for almost each x ∈ H, so that

Φ(δt ∗ f) = χ(ϕ−1(t))Φ(f) ∗ δϕ−1(t). (2.25)

From (2.24) and (2.25) we obtain ζ(t)δθ(t) = χ(ϕ−1(t))δϕ−1(t) for each t ∈ G,
which establishes (2.23). �

3. Isometric two-sided zero product preservers

Let A and B be Banach algebras. We will say that a linear map Φ: A → B
is a two-sided zero product preserver if for all a, b ∈ A

ab = ba = 0 =⇒ Φ(a)Φ(b) = Φ(b)Φ(a) = 0.

The question of describing the surjective two-sided zero product preservers
is addressed in [3, 4, 8] if either A and B are C∗-algebras or if A and B are
group algebras. Here we will remain in the context of group algebras, but
we now turn our attention to the case where the preservers are isometric.

Theorem 3.1. Let G and H be locally compact groups, and let Φ: L1(G) →
L1(H) be a surjective isometric two-sided zero product preserver. Then Φ is

expressible as

Φf = αδx ∗Ψf

for each f ∈ L1(G), where

• α ∈ T,

• x is an element in the centre of H,

• Ψ: L1(G) → L1(H) is either an isometric isomorphism or an iso-

metric anti-isomorphism.

In particular, G and H are isomorphic as topological groups.

Proof. The proof starts by applying [8, Corollary 2.7], which (regardless of
the isometric character of Φ) shows that there exist a surjective continu-
ous Jordan homomorphism Ψ: L1(G) → L1(H) and an invertible central
measure µ ∈ M(H) such that

Φf = µ ∗Ψf ∀f ∈ L1(G).

Since Φ is injective, it follows that Ψ is injective, and hence Ψ is a Jordan
isomorphism.

Our next goal is to show that Ψ is contractive. For each f ∈ L1(G) and
each g ∈ L1(H), we have (using that µ is central)

Φ(f ◦Φ−1g) = µ ∗Ψ(f ◦Φ−1g) = µ ∗ (Ψf ◦ (ΨΦ−1g))

= µ ∗ (Ψf ◦ (µ−1 ∗ g)) = Ψf ◦ g,
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and hence

‖Ψf ◦ g‖1 =
∥
∥Φ(f ◦ Φ−1g)

∥
∥
1
=

∥
∥f ◦Φ−1g

∥
∥
1

≤ ‖f‖1
∥
∥Φ−1g

∥
∥
1
= ‖f‖1 ‖g‖1 .

(3.1)

Let (eγ)γ∈Γ be an approximate identity for L1(H) of bound 1. For each
f ∈ L1(G), from (3.1) we see that

‖Ψf ◦ eγ‖1 ≤ ‖f‖1 ∀γ ∈ Γ,

and taking the limit in γ ∈ Γ we arrive at

‖Ψf‖1 = lim ‖Ψf ◦ eγ‖1 ≤ ‖f‖1 .
This proves that Ψ is contractive.

We now apply Theorem 2.3 to conclude that Ψ is either an isometric
isomorphism or an isometric anti-isomorphism.

Finally, to deal with the measure µ, we note that

µ ∗ g = ΦΨ−1g ∀g ∈ L1(H),

which gives

‖µ ∗ g‖1 =
∥
∥ΦΨ−1g

∥
∥
1
= ‖g‖1 ∀g ∈ L1(H),

and we conclude from [22, Theorem 3] that µ = αδx for some α ∈ C with
|α| = 1 and some x ∈ H. Since µ lies in the centre of M(H), we conclude
that x belongs to the centre of H. �

4. Local isometric automorphisms

Let A be a Banach algebra. A linear map Φ: A → A is called

• a local isometric automorphism if for each a ∈ A there exists an
isometric automorphism Φa of A such that Φ(a) = Φa(a),

• an approximately local isometric automorphism if for each a ∈ A
there exists a sequence (Φa,n) of isometric automorphisms of A such
that Φ(a) = limΦa,n(a).

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a unimodular locally compact group, and let Φ: L1(G) →
L1(G) be a surjective Jordan homomorphism. Suppose that Φ is an approxi-

mately local isometric automorphism. Then Φ is an isometric automorphism.

Proof. We begin by proving that Φ is an isometry. Let f ∈ L1(G) and take
a sequence (Φf,n) of isometric automorphisms of L1(G) such that Φ(f) =
limΦf,n(f). Then

‖Φ(f)‖1 = lim ‖Φf,n(f)‖1 = ‖f‖1 .
Since, by hypothesis, Φ is surjective, we conclude that Φ is an isometric
Jordan automorphism.

Theorem 2.3 shows that Φ is either an isometric automorphism, as claimed,
or an isometric anti-automorphism. In this latter case, we will show that G is
abelian, which clearly implies that Φ is also an automorphism. From now on
we assume that Φ is an anti-automorphism, so that it is actually expressible
as

Φ(f) = cχ(f ◦ ϕ) ∀f ∈ L1(G),

where
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• ϕ : G → G is a homeomorphic group anti-automorphism,
• χ : G → T is a continuous group homomorphism,
• c is the constant value of the ratio λG(ϕ(E

−1))/λG(E) for each mea-
surable set E ⊆ G with finite non-zero measure.

It should be pointed out that the modular function has been omitted in the
above representation because G is unimodular. Our goal is to show that G
is abelian.

Assume towards a contradiction that there exist s, t ∈ G such that st 6= ts.
Then the elements s, t, st, ts are mutually distinct and hence there exists a
compact neighbourhood V of the identity e of G such that the sets

sV, tV, (st)V, (ts)V are mutually disjoint. (4.1)

Further, we take a compact neighbourhood U of e such tat

U ⊆ V and (sU)(tU) ⊆ (st)V.

Consequently, the sets

sU, tU, stV, tsV are mutually disjoint.

We can define g ∈ L1(G) by

g = 1sU + 21tU + 31stV ,

where 1E denotes the characteristic function of E for each E ⊆ G.
It follows from the hypothesis that there exists a sequence (Φn) of isometric

automorphisms of L1(G) such that

Φ(g) = lim
n→∞

Φn(g).

Of course, for each n ∈ N, Φn is expressible as

Φn(f) = cnχn(f ◦ ϕn) ∀f ∈ L1(G),

where

• ϕn : G → G is a homeomorphic group automorphism,
• χn : G → T is a continuous group homomorphism,
• cn is the constant value of the ratio λG(ϕn(E))/λG(E) for each mea-

surable set E ⊆ G with finite non-zero measure.

We thus get

lim
n→∞

‖cχ(g ◦ ϕ)− cnχn(g ◦ ϕn)‖1 = 0,

and, since
∥
∥|cχ(g ◦ ϕ)| − |cnχn(g ◦ ϕn)|

∥
∥
1
≤ ‖cχ(g ◦ ϕ)− cnχn(g ◦ ϕn)‖1 ∀n ∈ N,

we deduce that

lim
n→∞

‖cg ◦ ϕ− cng ◦ ϕn‖1 = 0. (4.2)

By passing to a subsequence, we may suppose that

lim
n→∞

(
cg ◦ ϕ− cng ◦ ϕn

)
= 0 almost everywhere on G. (4.3)

We proceed to show that

lim
n→∞

cn = c. (4.4)
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Note that

g ◦ ϕ = 1ϕ−1(sU) + 21ϕ−1(tU) + 31ϕ−1(stV ),

g ◦ ϕn = 1ϕ−1
n (sU) + 21ϕ−1

n (tU) + 31ϕ−1
n (stV )

(4.5)

and, since λG

(
ϕ−1(sU)

)
, λG

(
ϕ−1(tU)

)
6= 0, on account of (4.3) we can take

x ∈ ϕ−1(sU) and y ∈ ϕ−1(tU) such that

lim
n→∞

cn
(
1
ϕ−1
n (sU)(x) + 21

ϕ−1
n (tU)(x) + 31

ϕ−1
n (stV )(x)

)

= c
(
1ϕ−1(sU)(x) + 21ϕ−1(tU)(x) + 31ϕ−1(stV )(x)

)
(4.6)

and

lim
n→∞

cn
(
1
ϕ−1
n (sU)(y) + 21

ϕ−1
n (tU)(y) + 31

ϕ−1
n (stV )(y)

)

= c
(
1ϕ−1(sU)(y) + 21ϕ−1(tU)(y) + 31ϕ−1(stV )(y)

)
. (4.7)

By (4.1),

pn := 1
ϕ−1
n (sU)(x) + 21

ϕ−1
n (tU)(x) + 31

ϕ−1
n (stV )(x) ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3},

qn := 1ϕ−1
n (sU)(y) + 21ϕ−1

n (tU)(y) + 31ϕ−1
n (stV )(y) ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3},

1ϕ−1(sU)(x) + 21ϕ−1(tU)(x) + 31ϕ−1(stV )(x) = 1,

and

1ϕ−1(sU)(y) + 21ϕ−1(tU)(y) + 31ϕ−1(stV )(y) = 2,

and, by (4.6), (4.7), we have

lim
n→∞

cnpn = c, lim
n→∞

cnqn = 2c. (4.8)

This clearly forces that pn, qn 6= 0 for sufficiently large n ∈ N and

lim
n→∞

pn
qn

=
1

2
,

which, in turns, implies that pn
qn

= 1
2 for sufficiently large n ∈ N, and hence

that pn = 1 and qn = 2 for sufficiently large n ∈ N. Now (4.8) yields (4.4).
From (4.2) and (4.4) we see that

lim
n→∞

‖g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn‖1 = 0. (4.9)

Let W be a neighbourhood of e such that W ⊆ U . We claim that

lim
n→∞

λG

(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

)
= c−1λG(W ), (4.10)

lim
n→∞

λG

(
ϕ−1
n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(tU)

)
= c−1λG(W ), (4.11)

and

lim inf
n→∞

λG

(
En ∩ ϕ−1

n (stV )
)
≥ c−1λG(W ), (4.12)

where

En =
(
ϕ−1
n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(tU)

)(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

)
∀n ∈ N.
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In order to prove (4.10), write

An = ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU),

Bn = ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(tU),

Cn = ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(stV ),

Dn = ϕ−1
n (sW )∩

[
G \

(
ϕ−1(sU) ∪ ϕ−1(tU) ∪ ϕ−1(stV )

)]

for each n ∈ N, and note that

ϕ−1
n (sW ) = An ∪Bn ∪ Cn ∪Dn.

From (4.5) we deduce that

1
ϕ−1
n (sW )(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn) = 1An + 21Bn + 31Cn − 1

ϕ−1
n (sW )

= 1An + 21Bn + 31Cn −
(
1An + 1Bn + 1Cn + 1Dn

)

= 1Bn + 21Cn − 1Dn ,

whence
∥
∥1ϕ−1

n (sW )(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn)
∥
∥
1
= λG(Bn) + 2λG(Cn) + λG(Dn).

Since
∥
∥1

ϕ−1
n (sW )(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn)

∥
∥
1
≤

∥
∥g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn

∥
∥
1
,

(4.9) then gives

lim
n→∞

(
λG(Bn) + 2λG(Cn) + λG(Dn)

)
= 0,

so that

lim
n→∞

λG(Bn) = lim
n→∞

λG(Cn) = lim
n→∞

λG(Dn) = 0.

We now see that

λG(ϕ
−1
n (sW )) = λG(An) + λG(Bn) + λG(Cn) + λG(Dn)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

→0

and

λG(ϕ
−1
n (sW )) = c−1

n λG(sW ) = c−1
n λG(W ) → c−1λG(W ),

and we thus obtain (4.10). We can apply the same arguments as before, with
ϕ−1
n (sW ) replaced by ϕ−1

n (tW ), to obtain (4.11). We take

An = ϕ−1
n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU),

Bn = ϕ−1
n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(tU),

Cn = ϕ−1
n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(stV ),

Dn = ϕ−1
n (tW )∩

[
G \

(
ϕ−1(sU) ∪ ϕ−1(tU) ∪ ϕ−1(stV )

)]

for each n ∈ N, and note that

ϕ−1
n (tW ) = An ∪Bn ∪ Cn ∪Dn.

From (4.5) we see that

1ϕ−1
n (tW )(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn) = 1An + 21Bn + 31Cn − 21ϕ−1

n (sW )

= 1An + 21Bn + 31Cn − 2
(
1An + 1Bn + 1Cn + 1Dn

)

= −1An + 1Cn − 21Dn ,
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and therefore
∥
∥1ϕ−1

n (tW )(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn)
∥
∥
1
= λG(An) + λG(Cn) + 2λG(Dn).

By using that
∥
∥1ϕ−1

n (sW )(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn)
∥
∥
1
≤

∥
∥g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn

∥
∥
1

and (4.9) we obtain

lim
n→∞

(
λG(An) + λG(Cn) + 2λG(Dn)

)
= 0,

so that
lim
n→∞

λG(An) = lim
n→∞

λG(Cn) = lim
n→∞

λG(Dn) = 0.

Since
λG(ϕ

−1
n (tW )) = λG(Bn) + λG(An) + λG(Cn) + λG(Dn)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

→0

,

we conclude that

λG(ϕ
−1
n (tW )) = c−1

n λG(tW ) = c−1
n λG(W ) → c−1λG(W ),

and we thus obtain (4.11). Our next concern will be (4.12). To this end, set

An = En ∩ ϕ−1
n (sW ),

Bn = En ∩ ϕ−1
n (tW ),

Cn = En ∩ ϕ−1
n (stV ),

Dn = En∩
[
G \

(
ϕ−1
n (sU) ∪ ϕ−1

n (tU) ∪ ϕ−1
n (stV )

)]

for each n ∈ N, and note that

En = An ∪Bn ∪ Cn ∪Dn

and that

En ⊆ ϕ−1(tU)ϕ−1(sU) = ϕ−1(sUtU) ⊆ ϕ−1(stV ).

From (4.5) we conclude that

1En(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn) = 31En −
(
1An + 21Bn + 31Cn

)

= 3
(
1An + 1Bn + 1Cn + 1Dn

)
−

(
1An + 21Bn + 31Cn

)

= 21An + 1Bn + 31Dn ,

hence that
∥
∥1En(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn)

∥
∥
1
= 2λG(An) + λG(Bn) + 3λG(Dn),

and finally that

lim
n→∞

(
2λG(An) + λG(Bn) + 3λG(Dn)

)
= 0,

because ∥
∥1En(g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn)

∥
∥
1
≤

∥
∥g ◦ ϕ− g ◦ ϕn

∥
∥
1
→ 0.

We thus obtain

lim
n→∞

λG(An) = lim
n→∞

λG(Bn) = lim
n→∞

λG(Dn) = 0.

On the other hand, we have

λG(En) = λG(Cn) + λG(An) + λG(Bn) + λG(Dn)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

→0

,
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which implies
lim inf
n→∞

λG(En) = lim inf
n→∞

λG(Cn). (4.13)

On account of (4.10) and (4.11), the sets ϕ−1
n (sW )∩ϕ−1(sU) and ϕ−1

n (tW )∩
ϕ−1(tU) are non-empty for sufficiently large n ∈ N, so that by choosing
xn ∈ ϕ−1

n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(tU) we get xn
(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

)
⊂ En and hence

λG

(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

)
= λG

(
xn

(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

))
≤ λG(En).

Using (4.10), this leads to

c−1λG(W ) = lim
n→∞

λG

(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

)
≤ lim inf

n→∞
λG(En),

which (combined with (4.13)) gives

c−1λG(W ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

λG(Cn),

and this is precisely the assertion (4.12). The crucial information given
by (4.12) about the set

[(
ϕ−1
n (tW ) ∩ ϕ−1(tU)

)(
ϕ−1
n (sW ) ∩ ϕ−1(sU)

)]

∩ ϕ−1
n (stV )

is that it is non-empty for sufficiently large n ∈ N. Fix such a n ∈ N and
then take xW , yW ∈ W such that

ϕ−1
n (sxW ) ∈ ϕ−1(sU),

ϕ−1
n (tyW ) ∈ ϕ−1(tU),

ϕ−1
n (tyW )ϕ−1

n (sxW ) ∈ ϕ−1
n (stV ).

Now the last equation gives

tyW sxW ∈ stV. (4.14)

We are now in a position to proceed with the final step of the proof. Let
W be the family of neighbourhoods W of e such that W ⊆ U . Then W is
a directed set with the order defined by W1 ≤ W2 if W2 ⊆ W1. For each
W ∈ W we choose xW , yW ∈ W satisfying condition (4.14). We now observe
that

(xW )W∈W → e, (yW )W∈W → e,

so that
(tyW sxW )W∈W → ts.

Since the set stV is compact, from (4.14) it may be concluded that ts ∈ stV,
which contradicts (4.1). �

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a unimodular locally compact group, and let Φ: L1(G) →
L1(G) be a surjective local isometric automorphism. Then Φ is an isometric

automorphism.

Proof. On account of Lemma 4.1, we only need to prove that Φ is a Jordan
homomorphism.

Let C00(G) be the subalgebra of L1(G) consisting of continuous functions
on G with compact support. Since C00(G) is dense in L1(G) and Φ is con-
tinuous (actually Φ is an isometry), it suffices to prove that Φ is a Jordan
homomorphism on C00(G). Our next arguments for this task are inspired
by ideas from [2].
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Let us consider the evaluation functional E : C00(G) → C defined by

E(f) = f(e) ∀f ∈ C00(G).

We observe that E has the tracial property

E(f ∗ g) = E(g ∗ f) ∀f, g ∈ C00(G). (4.15)

Indeed, using the unimodularity of G, we see that

E(f ∗ g) =
∫

G

f(t)g(t−1e) dλG(t) =

∫

G

f(t)g(t−1) dλG(t)

=

∫

G

f(t−1)g(t) dλG(t) =

∫

G

g(t)f(t−1e) dλG(t) = E(g ∗ f)

for all f, g ∈ C00(G).
We now proceed to show that Φ maps C00(G) onto itself and that there

exists a constant c 6= 0 such that

E
(
Φf

)
= cE(f) ∀f ∈ C00(G). (4.16)

Let f ∈ C00(G), and take an isometric automorphism Φf of L1(G) such that
Φf = Φff . We know that Φf is expressible as

Φfg(t) = cfχf (t)g(ϕf (t))

for each g ∈ L1(G) and almost all t ∈ H, where

• ϕf : G → G is a homeomorphic group isomorphism,
• χf : G → T is a continuous group homomorphism, and
• cf is the constant value of the ratio λG(ϕf (E))/λG(E) for each mea-

surable set E ⊆ G with finite non-zero measure.

We will continue to use the above notation throughout this proof. Conse-
quently, we have

Φf = cfχf (f ◦ ϕf ) ∈ C00(G)

and

E
(
Φf

)
= cf χf (e)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=1

f(ϕf (e)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
=e

) = cfE(f). (4.17)

On account of (4.17), the linear functional f 7→ E(Φf) on C00(G) has the
property

f ∈ C00(G), E(Φf) = 0 ⇐⇒ E(f) = 0

and this implies that there exists a constant c 6= 0 such that (4.16) holds. It
should be pointed out that

f ∈ C00(G), E(f) 6= 0 =⇒ cf = c. (4.18)

We now check that Φ(C00(G)) = C00(G). Set h ∈ C00(G), and let f = Φ−1h.
Then h = cfχf (f ◦ ϕf ), and hence

f = c−1
f

1

χf ◦ ϕ−1
f

h ◦ ϕ−1
f ∈ C00(G).

We next claim that

E(Φf ∗Φf) = cE(f ∗ f), (4.19)

E(Φf ∗Φf ∗Φf) = cE(f ∗ f ∗ f) (4.20)
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for each f ∈ C00(G). Given f ∈ C00(G), we have

Φf ∗Φf = Φff ∗ Φff = Φf (f ∗ f),
Φf ∗Φf ∗Φf = Φff ∗ Φff ∗ Φff = Φf (f ∗ f ∗ f),

and therefore

E
(
Φf ∗Φf

)
= E

(
Φf (f ∗ f)

)
= cfE(f ∗ f),

E
(
Φf ∗ Φf ∗Φf

)
= E

(
Φf (f ∗ f ∗ f)

)
= cfE(f ∗ f ∗ f).

If f ∈ C00(G) is such that E(f) 6= 0, then, using (4.18), we obtain both (4.19)
and (4.20). If f ∈ C00(G) is such that E(f) = 0, then we fix g ∈ C00(G) with
E(g) 6= 0, using what has already been proved with f replaced by f + αg
(α ∈ C), and letting α → 0 we also arrive at (4.19) and (4.20). Now, for
all f, g ∈ C00(G) and α ∈ C, we replace f by f + αg in (4.19) and (4.20)
and then we identify the coefficients of α in both sides of the corresponding
equations to obtain

E(Φf ∗ Φg +Φg ∗ Φf) = cE(f ∗ g + g ∗ f)

and

E (Φf ∗ Φf ∗ Φg +Φf ∗ Φg ∗ Φf +Φg ∗ Φf ∗ Φf)
= cE (f ∗ f ∗ g + f ∗ g ∗ f + g ∗ f ∗ f) .

From (4.15) we conclude that

E (Φf ∗ Φg) = cE (f ∗ g) ,
E (Φf ∗ Φf ∗ Φg) = cE (f ∗ f ∗ g) . (4.21)

We can now address the question of proving that Φ is a Jordan homomor-
phism on C00(G). Set f ∈ C00(G), and let F = Φ(f ∗ f) − Φf ∗ Φf . For
each g ∈ L1(G), we use (4.21) to see that

E
(
Φ(f ∗ f) ∗ Φg

)
= cE ((f ∗ f) ∗ g) = E

(
Φf ∗Φf ∗Φg

)
,

so that E
(
F ∗Φg

)
= 0. Since Φ(C00(G)) = C00(G), it follows that E

(
F ∗h

)
=

0 for each h ∈ C00(G). By defining h ∈ C00(G) by

h(t) = F (t−1) ∀t ∈ G

we arrive at

0 = E (F ∗ h) =
∫

G

F (t)h(t−1e) dλG(t)

=

∫

G

F (t)F (t) dλG(t) =

∫

G

|F (t)|2 dλG(t),

which gives F = 0, and hence Φ(f ∗ f) = Φf ∗ Φf , as required. �

If G is a discrete group, then the Haar measure is the counting measure,
and the corresponding group algebra will be written as ℓ1(G).

Theorem 4.3. Let G be a discrete group, and let Φ: ℓ1(G) → ℓ1(G) be a sur-

jective approximately local isometric automorphism. Then Φ is an isometric

automorphism.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.1, it suffices to show that Φ is a Jordan homomorphism.
For this purpose we will use a method similar to that used in Theorem 4.2.

Let us define a linear functional E : ℓ1(G) → C by

E(f) = f(e) ∀f ∈ ℓ1(G).

We observe that

|E(f)| ≤ ‖f‖1 ∀f ∈ ℓ1(G),

so that it is continuous. Further, E has the tracial property

E (f ∗ g) = E (g ∗ f) ∀f, g ∈ ℓ1(G). (4.22)

Indeed,

E (f ∗ g) =
∑

s∈G

f(s)g(s−1e) =
∑

s∈G

f(s)g(s−1)

=
∑

s∈G

f(s−1)g(s) =
∑

s∈G

g(s)f(s−1e) = E (g ∗ f) .

Our next concern is to prove that

E(Φf) = E(f), (4.23)

E(Φf ∗ Φf) = E(f ∗ f), (4.24)

E(Φf ∗ Φf ∗ Φf) = E(f ∗ f ∗ f) (4.25)

for each f ∈ ℓ1(G). Set f ∈ ℓ1(G). By hypothesis, there exists a sequence
(Φn) of isometric automorphisms of ℓ1(G) such that

Φf = lim
n→∞

Φnf,

and hence

Φf ∗Φf = lim
n→∞

Φn(f ∗ f),
Φf ∗ Φf ∗Φf = lim

n→∞
Φn(f ∗ f ∗ f).

For each n ∈ N, Φn is expressible as

Φng = χn(g ◦ ϕn) ∀g ∈ ℓ1(G),

where

• ϕn : G → G is a group automorphism,
• χn : G → T is a group homomorphism.

It should be pointed out that the “Jacobian” constant cn has been omitted
in the above representation because the Haar measure on G is the count-
ing measure, so that cn = λG(ϕn({e}))/λG({e}) = λG({e})/λG({e}) = 1.
Therefore

E(Φng) = χn(e)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=1

g(ϕn(e)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
=e

) = E(g) ∀g ∈ ℓ1(G).

We thus get

E(Φf) = lim
n→∞

E(Φnf) = E(f),

E(Φf ∗Φf) = lim
n→∞

E
(
Φn(f ∗ f)

)
= E(f ∗ f),

E(Φf ∗ Φf ∗Φf) = lim
n→∞

E
(
Φn(f ∗ f ∗ f)

)
= E(f ∗ f ∗ f).
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as claimed. For all f, g ∈ ℓ1(G) and α ∈ C, we replace f by f +αg in (4.24)
and (4.25) and then we identify the coefficients of α in both sides of the
corresponding equations to get

E (Φf ∗Φg +Φg ∗ Φf) = E (f ∗ g + g ∗ f)

and

E (Φf ∗ Φf ∗ Φg +Φf ∗ Φg ∗ Φf +Φg ∗ Φf ∗ Φf)
= E (f ∗ f ∗ g + f ∗ g ∗ f + g ∗ f ∗ f) .

Using (4.22) we arrive at

E(Φf ∗ Φg) = E(f ∗ g),
E(Φf ∗ Φf ∗ Φg) = E(f ∗ f ∗ g). (4.26)

We proceed to show that Φ is a Jordan homomorphism. Set f ∈ ℓ1(G),
and let F = Φ(f ∗ f)− Φf ∗ Φf . Our goal is to show that F = 0. For each
g ∈ ℓ1(G), we use (4.26) to obtain

E
(
Φ(f ∗ f) ∗ Φg

)
= E((f ∗ f) ∗ g) = E

(
Φf ∗Φf ∗ Φg

)
,

so that
E
(
F ∗ Φg

)
= 0.

Since Φ is surjective, it follows that E
(
F ∗ h

)
= 0 for each h ∈ ℓ1(G). By

defining h ∈ ℓ1(G) by

h(t) = F (t−1) ∀t ∈ G

we arrive at

0 = E(F ∗ h) =
∑

t∈G

F (t)h(t−1e) =
∑

t∈G

F (t)F (t) =
∑

t∈G

|F (t)|2 ,

which gives F = 0, as required. �

Theorem 4.4. Let G a locally compact group with G ∈ [MAP], and let

Φ: L1(G) → L1(G) be a surjective approximately local isometric automor-

phism. Then Φ is an isometric automorphism.

Proof. On account of Theorem 4.3, we are reduced to consider the case where
G is non-discrete.

According to Lemma 4.1, we only need to show that Φ is a Jordan ho-
momorphism. To this end, let A be the unital closed subalgebra of M(G)
defined by

A =
{
αδe + f : α ∈ C, f ∈ L1(G)

}
,

and let us define a unital surjective map Ψ: A → A by

Ψ(αδe + f) = αδe +Φ(f) ∀α ∈ C, ∀f ∈ L1(G).

We now check that Ψ preserves invertibility. Let αδe+f ∈ A be an invertible
element, and take a sequence (Φf,n) of isometric automorphisms of L1(G)
such that Φ(f) = limΦf,n(f). For each n ∈ N, we define Ψf,n : A → A by

Ψf,n(βδe + g) = βδe +Φf,n(g) ∀β ∈ C, ∀g ∈ L1(G).

It is easily checked that Ψf,n is an automorphism and that

Ψ(αδe + f) = lim
n→∞

Ψf,n(αδe + f).
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Further, we now show that Ψf,n is an isometry. By using [12, Theorem 19.20(iii)],
we see that

‖Ψf,n(βδe + g)‖ = ‖βδe +Φf,n(g)‖ = ‖βδe‖+ ‖Φf,n(g)‖1
= ‖βδe‖+ ‖g‖1 = ‖βδe + g‖1

for all β ∈ C and g ∈ L1(G). Since Ψf,n is an automorphism, it follows that
Ψf,n(αδe + f) is invertible and further

∥
∥Ψf,n(αδe + f)−1

∥
∥ =

∥
∥Ψf,n((αδe + f)−1)

∥
∥ =

∥
∥(αδe + f)−1

∥
∥ ∀n ∈ N.

From [9, Theorem 2.3.21(i)] we deduce that Ψ(αδe + f) is invertible. Since
the collection of finite-dimensional irreducible representations of A is a sep-
arating family for A (see [10, Theorem 3.2]), [5, Théorème 2] shows that Ψ
is a Jordan homomorphism and therefore so is Φ. �
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