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BANACH LATTICE AM-ALGEBRAS

DAVID MUÑOZ-LAHOZ AND PEDRO TRADACETE

Abstract. An analogue of Kakutani’s representation theorem for Banach lattice al-
gebras is provided. We characterize Banach lattice algebras that embed as a closed
sublattice-algebra of C(K) precisely as those with a positive approximate identity (eγ)
such that x∗(eγ) → ‖x∗‖ for every positive functional x∗. We also show that every Ba-
nach lattice algebra with identity other than C(K) admits different product operations
which are compatible with the order and the algebraic identity. This complements the
classical result, due to Martignon, that on C(K) spaces pointwise multiplication is the
unique compatible product.

1. Introduction

The space C(K) of continuous functions on a compact Hausdorff space K, with its
usual uniform norm ‖ · ‖∞, pointwise order and pointwise operations can be seen both
as a Banach lattice and as a Banach algebra. In fact, its lattice and algebra structures
are very nicely interwoven: for instance, the notions of closed lattice ideals and closed
algebraic ideals coincide (and are in correspondence with the closed subsets of K as zero
sets); also, it is well known that closed subalgebras of C(K) are sublattices, and closed
sublattices containing the constant functions are necessarily subalgebras of C(K) (the latter
fact playing a role in some proofs of the classical Stone–Weierstrass theorem). Finally,
one can easily observe that the product of positive functions in C(K) is again positive.
This seemingly näıve property relating the order and algebra structures lies behind the
definition of a Banach lattice algebra: a Banach lattice algebra is a Banach lattice that is
also a Banach algebra in which the product of positive elements is positive. In the last
few years, there has been an increasing interest in understanding the structure of Banach
lattice algebras ([2, 3, 6, 9, 15, 26, 27, 28]), thus reviving earlier developments initiated in
the 1980s and 90s ([10, 12, 13, 21, 23, 24]).

From the point of view of Banach lattices, C(K) spaces are very well understood. Recall
that a Banach lattice X is said to be an AM-space if ‖x∨ y‖ = ‖x‖∨‖y‖ for all x, y ∈ X+.
If there exists a strong unit e ∈ X+ such that ‖x‖ = inf{λ > 0 : |x| ≤ λe } for all x ∈ X,
then X is called an AM-space with unit e. S. Kakutani proved that AM-spaces are just
the closed sublattices of C(K):

Theorem 1.1 ([16]).
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(i) Every AM-space with unit is lattice isometric to C(K) for some compact Hausdorff
space K, with the unit corresponding to the constant one function 1K .

(ii) Every AM-space is lattice isometric to a closed sublattice of C(K) for some com-
pact Hausdorff space K. More precisely, there exists a family of pairs of points
{(ti, si)}i∈I ⊆ K ×K and scalars {λi}i∈I ⊆ [0, 1) such that the AM-space is lattice
isometric to the closed sublattice of C(K):

{ f ∈ C(K) : f(ti) = λif(si) for all i ∈ I }.

The non-trivial implication in Kakutani’s theorem is particularly relevant in Banach
lattice theory, as it allows us to view elements in abstract Banach lattices as true functions
on some compact Hausdorff space (see for instance [17, Section 1.b]).

From a Banach lattice algebra point of view, it is natural to wonder whether an ana-
logue intrinsic characterization might exist for closed sublattices of C(K) that are also
subalgebras. The aim of Section 2 is to answer this question. More precisely, we define an
AM-algebra with unit to be a Banach lattice algebra which is an AM-space with unit e,
where e is also an algebraic identity. We also define an AM-algebra with approximate unit
to be a Banach lattice algebra with an approximate identity (eγ) such that x∗(eγ) → ‖x∗‖
for every positive functional x∗. After a discussion of these notions, we prove the following
analogue of Kakutani’s representation theorem for Banach lattice algebras.

Theorem 1.2.

(i) Every AM-algebra with unit is lattice and algebra isometric to C(K) for some com-
pact Hausdorff space K, with the unit corresponding to the constant one function
1K .

(ii) Every AM-algebra with approximate unit is lattice and algebra isometric to a closed
sublattice-algebra of C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K. More precisely,
there exists a closed set F ⊆ K such that the AM-algebra is lattice and algebra
isometric to the closed sublattice-algebra of C(K):

{ f ∈ C(K) : f(t) = 0 for all t ∈ F }.

In particular, it embeds as an order and algebraic ideal in C(K).

Let us explain further the analogy between Theorems 1.1 and 2.2. By Kakutani’s the-
orem, every AM-space with unit is lattice isometric to a C(K) space. When we also have
a Banach lattice algebra structure, it seems that the most natural compatibility condition
between the order unit and the algebraic structure is to ask for the order unit to be also
an algebraic identity. According to previous theorem, this condition characterizes C(K)
spaces up to lattice and algebra isometry, just like Kakutani’s theorem characterizes C(K)
spaces up to lattice isometry as those being an AM-space with unit.

Similarly, by Kakutani’s theorem, every AM-space is lattice isometric to a closed sub-
lattice of C(K). Being an AM-space is equivalent to having a positive net (eγ) such that
x∗(eγ) → ‖x∗‖ for every positive functional x∗ (see Lemma 2.5). Such a net is what we call
an approximate order unit, establishing an analogy with the fact that the norm of every
positive functional is attained at an order unit (see Lemma 2.3). When we also have a
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Banach lattice algebra structure, it seems that the most natural compatibility condition
between the AM-space structure and the algebraic structure is to ask for such an approxi-
mate order unit to be an approximate algebraic identity. This property characterizes the
closed sublattice-algebras of C(K) up to isometry, just like Kakutani’s theorem character-
izes closed sublattices of C(K), up to isometry, as those having an approximate order unit
(i.e., as those being AM-spaces).

In our proof of Theorem 1.2, the following result, due to L. Martignon, plays a key role.

Proposition 1.3 ([18, Proposition 1.4]). Let K be a compact Hausdorff space and let
⋆ : C(K)×C(K) → C(K) be a binary operation such that C(K) with pointwise order and
product ⋆ is a vector lattice algebra. If in addition 1K is the identity of ⋆, then ⋆ is the
pointwise multiplication.

In other words, if we fix the lattice structure to be given pointwise and the algebraic
identity to be given by the constant one function 1K , there exists a unique vector lattice
algebra structure on C(K). Since this fact is fundamental in our approach, one could
wonder whether there might be other Banach lattice algebras with the same property. In
Section 3, it will be shown that this is not the case. More precisely, we have the following.

Theorem 1.4. Let A be a Banach lattice algebra with identity e and order ≤. Suppose
that there is a unique product on A that makes it into a vector lattice algebra with identity
e and order ≤. Then A is lattice and algebra isometric to C(K), with e corresponding to
1K .

2. Sublattice-algebras of C(K)

A Banach lattice algebra is a Banach lattice that at the same time is a Banach algebra in
which the product of positive elements is positive. A subset which is both a sublattice and
a subalgebra of a Banach lattice algebra will be called a sublattice-algebra. We say that a
Banach lattice algebra has an identity if it has an algebraic identity of norm one (which
is in fact positive, see [5, 26]). The space of continuous functions C(K) on a compact
Hausdorff space K, with pointwise order and product, is an example of a Banach lattice
algebra with identity. Further classical examples are those of the form ℓ1(G), for a group G,
with the convolution product and usual norm and lattice operations, or Lr(E), the space
of regular operators on a Dedekind complete Banach lattice E. Some examples of Banach
lattice algebras that need not have an identity are certain closed sublattice-algebras of
C(K). Our goal is to characterize those Banach lattice algebras that are isometric to a
closed sublattice-algebra of C(K).

First note is that if f∧g = 0 in C(K), and h ∈ C(K)+, then (hf)∧g = 0 = (fh)∧g. Any
sublattice-algebra of C(K) must also satisfy this condition; that is, any closed sublattice-
algebra of C(K) must be a Banach f-algebra. This shows that not every Banach lattice
algebra which is also an AM-space must be a sublattice-algebra of some C(K): the Banach
lattice ℓ2∞, with product (x1, y1)(x2, y2) = (0, x1x2), is an AM -space, that is also a Banach
lattice algebra, but cannot be a sublattice-algebra of C(K), since

(1, 0)2 ∧ (0, 1) = (0, 1) while (1, 0) ∧ (0, 1) = (0, 0),
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(i.e., it is not an f-algebra). Therefore, some relation between the AM-space and algebraic
structures has to be required. In the unital case, this relation is straightforward.

Definition 2.1. Let A be a Banach lattice algebra with identity e. If A is also an AM-space
with (order) unit e, we say that A is an AM-algebra with unit e.

The following theorem asserts that AM-algebras with unit are nothing but algebras of
continuous functions, thus proving the first part of Theorem 1.2. As observed in [18], this
is a direct consequence of Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.3.

Theorem 2.2. Every AM-algebra with unit is algebra and lattice isometric to C(K), for
a certain compact Hausdorff space K.

In order to prove the second part of Theorem 1.2, we need to define the notions of AM-
spaces and AM-algebras with approximate unit. The following is a well-known property
that motivates our definition.

Lemma 2.3. A Banach lattice X is an AM-space with unit e ∈ X+ if and only if x∗(e) =
‖x∗‖ for all x∗ ∈ (X∗)+.

Proof. If BX denotes the unit ball of X and e ∈ X+ is an order unit, then BX = [−e, e].
For every x∗ ∈ (X∗)+:

‖x∗‖ = sup
x∈(BX)+

x∗(x) = sup
x∈[0,e]

x∗(x) = x∗(e).

Conversely, if x∗ ∈ (X∗)+ and x ∈ (BX)+, by assumption

0 ≤ x∗(x) ≤ ‖x∗‖ = x∗(e).

Since this holds for every x∗ ∈ (X∗)+, it follows that 0 ≤ x ≤ e. Since x ∈ (BX)+ was
arbitrary, (BX)+ ⊆ [0, e]. Also

‖e‖ = sup
x∗∈(BX∗ )+

x∗(e) = sup
x∗∈(BX∗)+

‖x∗‖ = 1,

so [0, e] ⊆ (BX)+. It follows that BX = [−e, e], and so X is an AM-space with unit e. �

Definition 2.4. Let X be a Banach lattice, and let (eγ) ⊆ X+ be a net. We say that X is
an AM-space with approximate unit (eγ) if x

∗(eγ) → ‖x∗‖ for every x∗ ∈ (X∗)+. We also
say that (eγ) is an approximate order unit of X.

For this definition to make sense, we need to check that spaces with an approximate order
unit are indeed AM-spaces. In fact, this definition is equivalent to that of an AM-space.

Lemma 2.5. A Banach lattice X has an approximate order unit if and only if X is an
AM-space.

Proof. Let (eγ) ⊆ X+ be an approximate order unit. For x∗, y∗ ∈ (X∗)+:

‖x∗ + y∗‖ = lim(x∗ + y∗)(eγ)

= lim x∗(eγ) + lim y∗(eγ)

= ‖x∗‖+ ‖y∗‖.
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This proves that X∗ is an AL-space. Hence X is an AM-space.
Conversely, suppose that X is an AM-space. The positive unit ball (BX)+ is an increas-

ing net; denote it by (eγ). For x
∗ ∈ (X∗)+, x

∗(eγ) is an increasing and bounded net of real
numbers. As such, its limit coincides with its supremum:

lim
γ

x∗(eγ) = sup
γ

x∗(eγ) = sup
x∈(BX)+

x∗(x) = ‖x∗‖.

This shows that (BX)+ is an approximate order unit. �

Remark. A priori, we do not assume that approximate order units are bounded, see next
example. However, if the approximate order unit is countable, then it must be bounded
by the Uniform Boundedness Principle.

Previous lemma also shows that, if a Banach lattice has an approximate order unit, then
it has a bounded approximate order unit (namely, the positive unit ball). In the separable
case, one can even find a countable bounded approximate order unit.

Example 2.6. The following is an example of an approximate order unit in C[0, 1] with
no bounded tails. Denote by M [0, 1] the dual of C[0, 1], and by

U(µ1, . . . , µn; ε) = { f ∈ C[0, 1] : |µi(f)| < ε for i = 1, . . . , n },

where µ1, . . . , µn ∈ M [0, 1] and ε > 0. These form a basis of neighborhoods at 0 for the
weak topology. Define

U = {U(µ1, . . . , µn; ε) : µ1, . . . , µn ∈ M [0, 1], ε > 0 }.

For every (U, n) ∈ U × N, we are going to construct a continuous function f(U,n) ∈ U
with ‖f(U,n)‖∞ = n. Suppose U = U(µ1, . . . , µk; ε), and define µ = |µ1| + · · · + |µk|.
Decompose µ = µc + µd, where µc and µd are the continuous and discrete parts of µ,
respectively. The support of µd is at most countable, say supp(µd) = {pi}

∞
i=1. Choose

N ∈ N such that µd({pi}
∞
i=N ) < ε/(2n). Since µc is continuous, there exists a non-empty

open set V ⊆ [0, 1] \ {pi}
N
i=1 such that µc(V ) < ε/(2n). Fix an arbitrary point x0 ∈ V . By

Urysohn’s Lemma, there exists a continuous function f : [0, 1] → [0, 1] such that 0 ≤ f ≤ 1,
supp(f) ⊆ V and f(x0) = 1. Then f(U,n) = nf is such that ‖f(U,n)‖∞ = n and

|µi(f(U,n))| ≤ nµ(f) ≤ nµ(V ) < ε for i = 1, . . . , k

so f(U,n) ∈ U .
If we order U × N by setting (U, n) ≤ (V,m) if and only if V ⊆ U and n ≤ m, then the

net {f(U,n)}(U,n)∈U×N weakly converges to zero and is unbounded. Indeed, if W is a weak
neighbourhood of 0, there exists U0 ∈ U such that U0 ⊆ W , and then f(U,n) ∈ W for every
(U, n) ≥ (U0, 1). Yet f(U,n) is unbounded as we increase n; in particular, it has no bounded
tail. It follows that {1 + f(U,n)}(U,n)∈U×N is an approximate order unit with no bounded
tail.

Of course, AM-spaces with unit are the same as AM-spaces with an approximate order
unit that is constant. The following is another characterization of approximate order units
that will be useful later.
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Lemma 2.7. Let X be a Banach lattice. A net (eγ) ⊆ X+ is an approximate order unit
if and only if X∗∗ is lattice isometric to C(K), for a certain compact Hausdorff space K,

and eγ
w∗

−−→ 1K .

Proof. If (eγ) is an approximate order unit, X is an AM-space by Lemma 2.5, and therefore
its bidual, being an AM-space with unit, is lattice isometric to C(K) for a certain compact
Hausdorff space K. Moreover, the element 1K is such that 1K(x∗) = ‖x∗‖ for all x∗ ∈
(X∗)+, because BX∗∗ = [−1K ,1K ]. Then x∗(eγ) → ‖x∗‖ = 1K(x∗) for all x∗ ∈ (X∗)+; in
other words, eγ → 1K in the weak∗ topology. The converse follows easily from this last
observation. �

The algebraic counterpart of approximate order units are approximate algebraic iden-
tities. A net (eγ) in a Banach algebra A is said to be a left (resp. right) approximate
(algebraic) identity if eγx → x (resp. xeγ → x) for all x ∈ A. Of course, this is a stan-
dard definition in Banach algebras (see [19, Chapter 5]). When we omit the left or right
specification, it means that it is both a left and a right approximate identity.

Putting together the notions of approximate order unit and approximate algebraic iden-
tity, we get the approximate analogue of AM-algebras with unit.

Definition 2.8. Let A be a Banach lattice algebra and let (eγ) ⊆ A+. We say that A is
an AM-algebra with approximate unit (eγ) if (eγ) is both an approximate order unit and
an approximate algebraic identity.

Example 2.9. (i) An AM-algebra with unit e is also an AM-algebra with approximate
unit, in which the approximate unit is the constantly e sequence.

(ii) The Banach lattice c0 with supremum norm and coordinatewise order and product
is an AM-algebra with approximate unit

(∑n
i=1 ei

)
n
, where ei(i) = 1 and ei(j) = 0

for i 6= j.
(iii) Any Banach lattice algebra with identity that is not an AM-space shows that we

can have approximate algebraic identities without having approximate order units.
This is the case for the Banach lattice algebra ℓ1(Z), where the product is given by
convolution.

(iv) If X is an AM-space, we can always endow it with the identically zero product,
and it will become a Banach lattice algebra with an approximate order unit that
has no approximate algebraic identity (unless X = {0}).

(v) Even if a Banach lattice algebra has an approximate order unit and an approxi-
mate algebraic identity, it may not be an AM-algebra with approximate unit, see
Example 2.14.

AM-algebras with approximate unit are nothing but the closed sublattices of C(K) that
are, at the same time, subalgebras.

Theorem 2.10. A Banach lattice algebra A is an AM-algebra with approximate unit if
and only if it is lattice and algebra isometric to a closed sublattice-algebra of C(K), for a
certain compact Hausdorff K.
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For the proof of this theorem we need to introduce some properties of the Arens products.
Given Banach spaces A, B and C, and a bounded bilinear map P : A×B → C, its Arens
adjoint is the bounded bilinear map P ∗ : C∗×A → B∗ defined by P ∗(φ, a)(b) = φ(P (a, b))
for every a ∈ A, b ∈ B and φ ∈ C∗; when A = B = C, its transpose is the bounded bilinear
map P t : A × A → A defined by P t(b, a) = P (a, b) for all a, b ∈ A. The bilinear map P is
called Arens regular if P t∗∗∗t = P ∗∗∗.

In the particular case that A is a Banach algebra with product P : A×A → A, both P ∗∗∗

and P t∗∗∗t define products on A∗∗, called the first and second Arens product, respectively.
When A is a Banach lattice algebra, the first and second Arens product make A∗∗ into a
Banach lattice algebra with the usual lattice structure (see [14]). These products extend
P , in the sense that the canonical isometry A → A∗∗ is an algebra homomorphism. When
P is Arens regular, the first and second Arens product coincide, and the algebra A is said
to be Arens regular.

It turns out that identities for the Arens products are closely related to approximate
identities in the original algebra.

Proposition 2.11 ([19, Proposition 5.1.9]). Let A be a Banach algebra, with canonical
embedding j : A → A∗∗, and let (eγ) be a left (resp. right) approximate identity. If j(eγ)
weak∗ converges to some e ∈ A∗∗, then e is a left (resp. right) identity for the second (resp.
first) Arens product.

Arens regularity of bilinear operators and algebras has been extensively studied in the
literature. In this line, G. Buskes and R. Page provided in [7] several equivalent conditions
for all bilinear and positive operators defined on a Banach lattice to be Arens regular. Here
we will only need the following one.

Theorem 2.12 ([7]). Let E be a Banach lattice. Every positive bilinear map P : E×E → E
is Arens regular if and only if ℓ1 does not lattice embed in E.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. Let A be an AM-algebra with approximate unit (eγ) ⊆ A+. Since
A is an AM-space, its bidual A∗∗ is lattice isometric to C(K) for a certain compact Haus-
dorffK. From Theorem 2.12 it follows that A is Arens regular, because, being an AM-space,
ℓ1 does not embed, as a lattice, in A. Endow A∗∗ with the Arens product. Then A∗∗ is
a Banach lattice algebra, and the canonical isometric embedding j : A → A∗∗ is both a
lattice and algebra homomorphism.

By Lemma 2.7, j(eγ)
w∗

−−→ 1K in C(K). At the same time, by Proposition 2.11, we have
that 1K is the identity of A∗∗, because both Arens products coincide, and 1K is the w∗-
limit of the two-sided approximate identity (eγ). Recapitulating, we have that A

∗∗ is lattice
isometric to C(K), and we have endowed this space with a product, the Arens product,
that makes it into a Banach lattice algebra with identity 1K . According to Proposition 1.3,
this product can only be the pointwise product, so A∗∗ is both lattice and algebra isometric
to C(K).
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Conversely, if A is a closed sublattice-algebra of C(K), then the positive unit ball (BA)+
is an increasing net that is an approximate order unit by Lemma 2.5. It is also an approx-
imate algebraic identity, by the standard argument of C*-algebra theory (see [8, Theorem
I.4.8] and note that, even though the natural scalar field for C*-algebras is C, the same
argument works for closed subalgebras of a real C(K)). Hence A is an AM-algebra with
approximate unit. �

At this point, the proof of Theorem 1.2 is almost done. The remaining details are
completed after the restatement of the theorem.

Theorem 1.2.

(i) Every AM-algebra with unit is lattice and algebra isometric to C(K) for some com-
pact Hausdorff space K, with the unit corresponding to the constant one function
1K .

(ii) Every AM-algebra with approximate unit is lattice and algebra isometric to a closed
sublattice-algebra of C(K) for some compact Hausdorff space K. More precisely,
there exists a closed set F ⊆ K such that the AM-algebra is lattice and algebra
isometric to the closed sublattice-algebra of C(K):

{ f ∈ C(K) : f(t) = 0 for all t ∈ F }.

In particular, it embeds as an order and algebraic ideal in C(K).

Proof. (i) is contained in Theorem 2.2. To prove (ii), let A be an AM-algebra with ap-
proximate unit. According to Theorem 2.10, we can see A as a closed sublattice-algebra of
C(L), for a certain compact Hausdorff L. Since A is a closed sublattice of C(L), in virtue
of another result by S. Kakutani (see [16, Theorem 3]), there exists a family of pairs of
points {(ti, si)}i∈I ⊆ L× L and scalars {λi}i∈I ⊆ [0, 1] such that

A = { f ∈ C(L) : f(ti) = λif(si) for all i ∈ I }.

Given i ∈ I, if f ∈ A, then f2(ti) = f(ti)
2 = λ2

i f
2(si), but since also f2 ∈ A, f2(ti) =

λif
2(si), and we must have λ2

i f(si)
2 = λif(si)

2. This only leaves three possibilities: either
f(si) = 0 for every f ∈ A, in which case f(ti) = 0 = f(si), or λi = 0, in which case
f(ti) = 0, or λi = 1, in which case f(ti) = f(si).

Collecting these cases, one gets a family of pairs of points {(uj , vj)}j∈J ⊆ L× L and a
family of points {wp}p∈P ⊆ L such that

A = { f ∈ C(L) : f(uj) = f(vj) and f(wp) = 0 for all j ∈ J, p ∈ P }.

To obtain the desired result, it only remains to “glue together” uj and vj for every j ∈
J . Even though this is a standard procedure, we work out the details for the sake of
completeness.

Consider the relation defined by {(uj , vj)}j∈J in L. Equivalently, t ∼ s in L if and only
if f(t) = f(s) for all f ∈ A. This is certainly an equivalence relation. Consider the set
K = L/ ∼ with the quotient topology, and let Q : L → K be the quotient map. Note that

for each f ∈ A, the map f̃ : K → R defined by f̃(Qs) = f(s) is well-defined and continuous.

Whenever Qs 6= Qt, there exists f ∈ A such that f(s) 6= f(t). Hence, f̃(Qs) 6= f̃(Qt),
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which in particular implies that K is Hausdorff. Since K = Q(L), and Q is continuous, it
also follows that K is compact.

There is an isometric embedding

T : A −→ C(K)

f 7−→ f̃
.

Indeed, T is certainly linear and

sup
Q(s)∈K

|f̃(Q(s))| = sup
s∈L

|f(s)|.

Also,

|f̃ |(Qs) = |f̃(Qs)| = |f(s)| = |f |(s) and f̃ g(Qs) = (fg)(s) = f(s)g(s) = f̃(Qs)g̃(Qs),

for all f, g ∈ A and s ∈ L, so T is a lattice and algebra homomorphism. Let now F be the
closure of {Qwp : p ∈ P} ⊂ K. It is straightforward to check that

T (A) = { g ∈ C(K) : g(t) = 0 for all t ∈ F }. �

Remark. Previous result could also be compared to other works which study embeddings
of an (ordered) Banach algebra as an (ordered) subalgebra of C(K) such as [20]. In [20,
Corollary 3.5], H. Render shows that a Banach algebra with a bounded approximate identity
and a closed multiplicative cone containing all squares is order and algebra isomorphic to
a subalgebra of C(K). Note that this result is quite different from the one presented here,
since H. Render is not assuming that the algebra is a lattice, and the conclusion is not of
an isometric nature.

Moreover, the condition that squares are positive is closely related to being an almost
f-algebra (i.e., a ∧ b = 0 implies ab = 0). This connects with the result by E. Scheffold
[22, Satz 2.4] that an almost f-algebra is semi-simple (i.e., its Jacobson radical is zero)
if and only if it is isomorphic to a separating sublattice-algebra of C0(X), where X is a
locally compact Hausdorff space. Note that this result characterizes separating sublattice-
algebras of C0(X), but only in an isomorphic manner. The theorem given here, however,
characterizes sublattice-algebras of C(K) isometrically. Both Render and Scheffold’s results
use adaptations of the Gelfand transform, while the technique presented here relies heavily
on Banach lattice results and Proposition 1.3.

To finish this section, we extract a couple of consequences of the theorem. The first one
is straightforward.

Corollary 2.13. Every AM-algebra with approximate unit is an f-algebra.

With this corollary we can come back to the example left hanging in Example 2.9.

Example 2.14. Even if a Banach lattice algebra has an approximate order unit and
an approximate algebraic identity, it need not be an AM-algebra with approximate unit.
Consider the Banach lattice c0 ⊕ R with supremum norm and coordinatewise order. For
(x, λ), (y, µ) ∈ c0 ⊕ R, define the product:

(x, λ)(y, µ) = (xy + λy + µx, λµ).
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Then c0 ⊕ R is a Banach lattice algebra with identity (0, 1). It is also an AM-space, so
it has an approximate order unit. However, it is not an AM-algebra with approximate
unit, because it is not an f-algebra (if x ∈ c0 is nonzero, then (x, 0) ∧ (0, 1) = (0, 0), but
(x, 0)(0, 1) = (x, 0) 6= (0, 0)).

A precise formulation of the second consequence requires working over the complex field,
and therefore requires the introduction of complex Banach lattice algebras. Let A be a
Banach lattice algebra. Applying the procedure for the complexification of Banach lattices
(see [1, Section 3.2]) one obtains the complex Banach lattice AC with norm ‖z‖C = ‖|z|‖.
Together with the usual product

(x1 + ix2)(y1 + iy2) = (x1y1 − x2y2) + i(x1y2 + x2y1) where x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ A,

the space AC becomes a complex algebra, which has an identity precisely when A has
one. This product is compatible with the complex lattice structure in the sense that
|z1z2| ≤ |z1||z2|, for all z1, z2 ∈ AC. This fact is not trivial, and a proof may be found in [11].
The submultiplicativity of the norm on A immediately implies that ‖z1z2‖C ≤ ‖z1‖C‖z2‖C

for z1, z2 ∈ AC. Hence AC is also a complex Banach algebra with norm ‖·‖C. The space
AC with its structures of complex Banach lattice and complex Banach algebra is called a
complex Banach lattice algebra. When A has an identity, we emphasize it by saying that
AC is a complex Banach lattice algebra with identity.

For example, if K is a compact Hausdorff space, the complexification of C(K) may be
identified with C(K,C), the space of continuous complex-valued functions on K. Similarly,
the complexification AC of any closed sublattice-algebra A of C(K) (i.e., of any AM-algebra
with approximate unit) will be a subalgebra of C(K,C). It is clear that AC, being the
complexification of A, is closed under involution. It follows that it is a C∗-algebra, in
which the cone of self-adjoint elements with positive spectrum (i.e., the positive elements
in the sense of C∗-algebras) is precisely A+. Conversely, by a result of S. Sherman [25],
any C∗-algebra AC in which the cone of positive elements (in the C∗-algebra sense) forms a
lattice, must be commutative, hence a closed subalgebra of C(K,C). Moreover, AC will be
the complexification of A ∩ C(K), which is a closed sublattice-algebra of C(K), hence an
AM-algebra with approximate unit. This discussion is summarized in the final corollary.

Corollary 2.15. Let A be a Banach lattice algebra. Its complexification AC can be endowed
with a C∗-algebra structure in such a way that A+ is the cone of self-adjoint elements with
positive spectrum if and only if A is an AM-algebra with approximate unit.

3. Banach lattice algebras with unique multiplication

Recall that a vector lattice algebra is a vector lattice together with a real algebra structure
in which the product of positive elements is positive. A vector lattice algebra with identity
is a vector lattice algebra together with a positive algebraic identity. Recall also from
Proposition 1.3 in the introduction that, fixed the pointwise lattice structure and the
algebraic identity to be the constant one function, there is a single product in C(K) that
makes it a vector lattice algebra (namely, the pointwise product). The goal of this section
is to prove the converse of this result.
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Theorem 1.4. Let A be a Banach lattice algebra with identity e and order ≤. Suppose
that there is a unique product on A that makes it into a vector lattice algebra with identity
e and order ≤. Then A is lattice and algebra isometric to C(K), with e corresponding to
1K .

Remark. In contrast, given an Archimedean f-algebra with positive identity, there is a
unique f-algebra product having the same identity (see [4, Theorem 2.58]). Thus, if we
only consider f-algebra products, then every single Archimedean f-algebra with positive
identity has uniqueness of the product.

Before we can proceed to the proof, we need the following properties of Banach lattice
algebras with identity.

Theorem 3.1. Let A be a Banach lattice algebra with identity e, and let

Ae = { a ∈ A : |a| ≤ λe for some λ > 0 }

be the (order) ideal generated by the identity element.

(i) The space Ae is a Banach lattice algebra, lattice and algebra isometric to C(K),
for a certain compact Hausdorff space K.

(ii) The ideal Ae is a principal projection band in A.

Sketch of proof. It is not difficult to check that (Ae, ‖·‖e), where ‖x‖e = inf{λ > 0 : |x| ≤
λe } for x ∈ Ae, is an AM-algebra with unit e. By Theorem 1.2 there exists a compact
Hausdorff space K such that (Ae, ‖·‖e) is lattice and algebra isometric to C(K). One can
check that Ae is such that if x ∈ Ae is invertible in A, then x−1 ∈ Ae; in particular,
the spectral radius r(x) is the same computed with respect to Ae or the whole A. From
the identification of Ae with C(K) it is then clear that ‖x‖e = r(x) ≤ ‖x‖. And since
‖x‖ ≤ ‖x‖e‖e‖ = ‖x‖e it follows ‖x‖ = ‖x‖e for every x ∈ Ae.

For the second part, see [12, Theorems 1 and 2]. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. If A = Ae, then the result follows from Theorem 3.1. Suppose that
A 6= Ae. We are going to exhibit another product that makes A a vector lattice algebra
with identity e.

Let P : A → A be the band projection onto Ae, and let P d be its disjoint complement.
Let α, β ∈ A∗

e be multiplicative functionals with α(e) = β(e) = 1 (if we identify Ae with
C(K), α and β are just evaluations at points of K). For x, y ∈ A, define their product ⋆ as

x ⋆ y = PxPy + α(Px)P dy + P dxβ(Py).

First we have to check that ⋆ is actually a product. It is clear from the definition that ⋆
is bilinear. For convenice of the reader we include the details for checking associativity:
Given x, y, z ∈ A, note that P (x⋆y) = PxPy whereas P d(x⋆y) = α(Px)P dy+P dxβ(Py).
Then

(x ⋆ y) ⋆ z = P (x ⋆ y)Pz + α(P (x ⋆ y))P dz + P d(x ⋆ y)β(Pz)

= PxPyPz + α(PxPy)P dz + α(Px)β(Pz)P dy + β(Py)β(Pz)P dx,
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and

x ⋆ (y ⋆ z) = PxP (y ⋆ z) + α(Px)P d(y ⋆ z) + P dxβ(P (y ⋆ z))

= PxPyPz + α(Px)α(Py)P dz + α(Px)β(Pz)P dy + β(PyPz)P dx.

Since α and β are multiplicative, it follows that (x ⋆ y) ⋆ z = x ⋆ (y ⋆ z).
Now, it is clear that if x, y ∈ A+ then x ⋆ y ∈ A+. Also,

x ⋆ e = PxPe+ P dxβ(Pe) = x and e ⋆ x = PePx+ α(Pe)P dx = x,

so e is still the identity for ⋆. We have thus shown that A, equipped with this product, is
a vector lattice algebra with identity e.

If Ae 6= R (i.e., if the compact K has more than one point), different functionals α and β
will give different products. Also, if there exist x, y ∈ Ad

e such that xy 6= 0, then x ⋆ y = 0,
and the product ⋆ is different from the one we started with. Thus, in these cases we have
at least two different products.

It remains to check what happens when Ae = R and xy = 0 for all x, y ∈ Ad
e . In this

case, any x, y ∈ A can be written as x = λe+ x′ and y = µe+ y′ with λ, µ ∈ R, x′, y′ ∈ Ad
e ,

and then
xy = λµe+ λy′ + µx′.

Let φ ∈ (Ad
e)

∗
+ be a non-zero functional, let x0 ∈ (Ad

e)+ be a non-zero element, and define
the product

x ∗ y = λµe+ λy′ + µx′ + φ(x′)φ(y′)x0.

This is clearly bilinear. Let z = νe+ z′, with ν ∈ R and z′ ∈ Ad
e , then

(x ∗ y) ∗ z = λµνe+ λµz′ + ν(λy′ + µx′ + φ(x′)φ(y′)x0)

+ φ(λy′ + µx′ + φ(x′)φ(y′)x0)φ(z
′)x0

= λµνe+ λνz′ + νλy′ + νµx′

+
[
νφ(x′)φ(y′) + λφ(y′)φ(z′) + µφ(x′)φ(z′) + φ(x′)φ(y′)φ(z′)φ(x0)

]
x0

= x ∗ (y ∗ z),

and this shows that it is associative. If x ∈ A+, then λ ≥ 0 and x′ ∈ A+, so the product
of positive elements is positive. It is straightforward that e is the identity for this product;
hence A with ∗ is a vector lattice algebra with identity e. We have chosen φ to be a
non-zero functional; pick x ∈ Ad

e such that φ(x) 6= 0. Then x ∗ x = φ(x)2x0 6= 0, whereas
x2 = 0 in the original product of A. We have again exhibited two different products with
the desired properties, and this finishes the proof. �

Remark. In our definition of Banach lattice algebras with identity we assumed that the
identity had norm 1, following [26]. However, it is also common to only ask for the identity
to be positive. This condition is weaker (see [5]). If we only assume positivity of the
identity element in Theorem 3.1, then Ae is lattice and algebra isomorphic to C(K) (but
not isometric in general), and similarly in Theorem 1.4 we can only conclude that the
Banach lattice algebra is isomorphic to C(K). The results of Section 2 are not affected by
this change.
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