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SURJECTIVE ISOMETRIES ON FUNCTION SPACES WITH

DERIVATIVES

M.G. CABRERA-PADILLA, A. JIMÉNEZ-VARGAS, TAKESHI MIURA,

AND MOISÉS VILLEGAS-VALLECILLOS

Abstract. Let A be a complex Banach space with a norm ‖f‖ = ‖f‖
X

+ ‖d(f)‖
Y

for
f ∈ A, where d is a complex linear map from A onto a Banach space B, and ‖·‖

K

represents the supremum norm on a compact Hausdorff space K. In this paper, we
characterize surjective isometries on (A, ‖·‖), which may be nonlinear. This unifies former
results on surjective isometries between specific function spaces.

1. Introduction and the main results

Given a real or complex Banach space (E, ‖·‖), a mapping T : E → E is referred to as
an isometry if ‖T (a)− T (b)‖ = ‖a− b‖ for all a, b ∈ E. The earliest known research on
isometries can be traced back to the 1930s. Let CR(X) denote the real Banach space of
all real-valued continuous functions on a compact Hausdorff space X, equipped with the
supremum norm ‖·‖X . In a seminal work, Banach [1] characterized surjective, possibly
nonlinear, isometries from CR(X) onto CR(Y ). Since then, a substantial body of research
on isometries has been developed. For example, Rao and Roy [13] described surjective
complex linear isometries on the Banach space C1([0, 1]) of all continuously differentiable
functions on the closed unit interval [0, 1] with respect to the norm ‖f‖(Σ) = ‖f‖∞+‖f ′‖∞
for f ∈ C1([0, 1]), where ‖·‖∞ denotes the supremum norm on [0, 1]. Novinger and Oberlin
[12] conducted research on complex linear isometries on Banach spaces of analytic functions
on the open unit disc D. To be more precise, they clarified the structure of isometries on
Banach spaces of all analytic functions on D whose derivatives belong to the Hardy space
Hp(D) for 1 ≤ p < ∞. The case of p = ∞ was resolved by the third author of this
paper and Niwa [10] for surjective isometries. The objective of this paper is to examine
the properties of surjective, which may or may not be linear, isometries on function spaces
that involve derivatives valued in Banach spaces.

Let C(K) be the complex Banach space of all continuous complex-valued functions
defined on a compact Hausdorff space K with the supremum norm ‖·‖K . Let A be a
linear subspace of C(K) and B a closed linear subspace of (C(Y ), ‖·‖Y ) for some compact
Hausdorff space Y . For a non-empty compact subset X of K, we denote by Ch(A) the
Choquet boundary for A as a normed linear subspace of (C(X), ‖·‖X). The Choquet
boundary for A is defined as the set of all x ∈ X for which the point evaluation functional
δx : A → C, defined by δx(f) = f(x) for all f ∈ A, is an extreme point of the closed unit
ball of the dual space of A. The Choquet boundary for B is denoted by Ch(B). The
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closures of Ch(A) and Ch(B) in X and Y , respectively, are denoted by ∂A and ∂B. These
are called the Shilov boundaries for A and B, respectively. Furthermore, we assume that
A and B satisfy the following conditions:

(1) There exists a surjective, complex linear map d : A→ B.
(2) The linear space A is complete with respect to the norm ‖·‖, defined as ‖f‖ =

‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y for f ∈ A.
(3) A contains the constant function 1 ∈ C(X), which maps x to 1 for all x ∈ X.
(4) The kernel, ker(d), of the operator d satisfies ker(d) = {z1 ∈ A : z ∈ C}.
(5) There exists a dense subset D of ∂A× ∂B with the following properties:

(a) For each ε > 0, y0 ∈ ∂B with (x0, y0) ∈ D for some x0 ∈ ∂A and an open set
N0 ⊂ Y with y0 ∈ N0, there exists f0 ∈ A such that ‖f0‖X < ε, d(f0)(y0) =
1 = ‖d(f0)‖Y and |d(f0)| < ε on ∂B \N0.

(b) For each ε > 0, (x0, y0) ∈ D and an open set W0 ⊂ X with x0 ∈ W0, there
exists g0 ∈ A such that g0(x0) = 1 = ‖g0‖X , |g0| < ε on ∂A \ W0 and
|d(g0)(y0)| < ε.

(6) Let (xk, yk) ∈ ∂A× ∂B for k = 0, 1, 2.
(a) If x0 6∈ {x1, x2}, there exists h0 ∈ A such that h0(x0) = 1, h0(xj) = 0 for

j = 1, 2, and d(h0)(yk) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 2.
(b) If y0 6∈ {y1, y2}, there exists h1 ∈ A such that h1(xk) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 2,

d(h1)(y0) = 1 and d(h1)(yj) = 0 for j = 1, 2.
(c) There exist h2, h3 ∈ A such that h2(x0) = 1, d(h2)(y0) = 0, h3(x0) = 0 and

d(h3)(y0) = 1.

In this context, it is important to highlight that the linear space A has two norms: ‖·‖X
and ‖·‖. It is not necessarily the case that A is closed with respect to the topology induced
by ‖·‖X . In contrast, A is a complex Banach space equipped with ‖·‖ by definition.

The following examples satisfy the conditions in (1) through (6): the set C1([0, 1]) of all
continuously differentiable functions on [0, 1]; the set of all continuous extensions to D of
all analytic functions on D, which can be extended to continuous functions on D; and the
set of all Gelfand transforms of analytic functions on D whose derivatives are bounded on
D. In section 4, we shall discuss these examples in detail.

Let T denote the unit circle of the complex number field C. Given z ∈ C, z, Re (z)
and Im (z) stand for the complex conjugate, the real part and the imaginary part of z,
respectively.

The main results of this paper are as follows:

Theorem 1. Let A and B be Banach spaces with the properties from (1) through (6). If
T : A → A is a surjective isometry, then there exist a constant c ∈ T, homeomorphisms
φ : ∂A → ∂A and ψ : ∂B → ∂B, a continuous function u : ∂B → T and closed and open,
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possibly empty, subsets ∂A+ of ∂A and ∂B+ of ∂B such that

T (f)(x)− T (0)(x) =

{
cf(φ(x)) x ∈ ∂A+

cf(φ(x)) x ∈ ∂A \ ∂A+

,

d(T (f)− T (0))(y) =

{
u(y)d(f)(ψ(y)) y ∈ ∂B+

u(y)d(f)(ψ(y)) y ∈ ∂B \ ∂B+

for all f ∈ A, x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B.
Conversely, in the event that the operators T and d◦T are of the aforementioned forms,

then T is an isometry.

Corollary 2. Let A, B and T be as in Theorem 1. If X is a one point set {x0}, then there
exist a constant c ∈ T, a continuous function u : ∂B → T, a homeomorphism ψ : ∂B → ∂B
and a closed and open, possibly empty, subset ∂B+ of ∂B such that either

T (f)(x0)− T (0)(x0) = cf(x0)

for all f ∈ A or

T (f)(x0)− T (0)(x0) = cf(x0)

for all f ∈ A, and

d(T (f)− T (0))(y) =

{
u(y)d(f)(ψ(y)) y ∈ ∂B+

u(y)d(f)(ψ(y)) y ∈ ∂B \ ∂B+

for all f ∈ A and y ∈ ∂B.
Conversely, if the operators T and d ◦ T are of the aforementioned forms, then T is an

isometry.

The following is an outline of the proof. The initial step is to embed the Banach space
(A, ‖·‖) isometrically into (C(Z), ‖·‖∞) for some compact Hausdorff space Z, where ‖·‖∞
denotes the supremum norm on the set Z. Let Ã denote the isometric embedding image

of A in C(Z). The Choquet boundary for Ã is then investigated. When T is a surjective
isometry from A onto itself, it naturally induces a surjective real linear isometry S on

Ã by utilizing the Mazur–Ulam theorem [6, 11]. Subsequently, we introduce a kind of

adjoint operator, designated as S∗, of S on the dual space Ã∗ of Ã. In the case where S is
complex linear, then the adjoint operator of S is well-defined. However, in the context of
the real linearity, an adjustment to the definition of the adjoint operator of S is required.

We introduce a set ∆, which is closely related to the set ext(Ã∗
1) of all extreme points of

the closed unit ball Ã∗
1 of the dual space Ã∗ of (Ã, ‖·‖∞). It is shown that the operator

S∗ preserves the set ∆. We then demonstrate the form of S by employing the equation
S∗(∆) = ∆. It can be concluded that surjective isometries T on A are of the form described
in Theorem 1 and Corollary 2.

In the remainder of this paper, we proceed under the assumption that A and B satisfy
the properties outlined in this section.
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2. An embedding of A and its Choquet boundary

We shall introduce a compact Hausdorff space Z for which the Banach space A is iso-
metrically embedded into C(Z). Subsequently, we investigate the Choquet boundary for
the isometric image of A.

For each f ∈ A, x ∈ X, y ∈ Y and ν ∈ T, we define

(2.1) f̃(x, y, ν) = f(x) + d(f)(y)ν.

It can be demonstrated that f̃ is a continuous complex-valued function defined on a compact
Hausdorff space X×Y ×T with respect to the product topology. For the sake of simplicity
in notation, we set

Z = ∂A× ∂B × T

and ‖f̃‖∞ = sup(x,y,ν)∈Z |f̃(x, y, ν)|. We shall prove that

(2.2) ‖f̃‖∞ = ‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y
for all f ∈ A. Fix an arbitrary f ∈ A. For each (x, y, ν) ∈ Z, we derive from (2.1) that

|f̃(x, y, ν)| ≤ |f(x)|+ |d(f)(y)| ≤ ‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y ,
which shows that ‖f̃‖∞ ≤ ‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y . Conversely, there exist x1 ∈ Ch(A) and
y1 ∈ Ch(B) such that ‖f‖X = |f(x1)| and ‖d(f)‖Y = |d(f)(y1)|, since Ch(A) and Ch(B)
are boundaries for A and B, respectively (see [3, Theorem 2.3.8] and [4, Proposition 2.20]).
We can choose ν1 ∈ T so that |f(x1)|+ |d(f)(y1)| = |f(x1)+d(f)(y1)ν1|. In fact, there exist
λ1, µ1 ∈ T such that f(x1) = |f(x1)|λ1 and d(f)(y1) = |d(f)(y1)|µ1. Let us set ν1 = λ1µ1,
which yields ν1 ∈ T and d(f)(y1)ν1 = |d(f)(y1)|λ1. We conclude that

|f(x1) + d(f)(y1)ν1| =
∣∣|f(x1)|λ1 + |d(f)(y1)|λ1

∣∣ = |f(x1)|+ |d(f)(y1)|,
as claimed. Then we have

‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y = |f(x1)|+ |d(f)(y1)| = |f(x1) + d(f)(y1)ν1| = |f̃(x1, y1, ν1)| ≤ ‖f̃‖∞,
which yields the desired result of (2.2).

For each f ∈ A, we have that ‖f‖ = ‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y by definition. By combining
equation (2.2) with the previous equation, we obtain the following result:

(2.3) ‖f‖ = ‖f̃‖∞ (f ∈ A).

We define a subset Ã of C(Z) as

Ã = {f̃ ∈ C(Z) : f ∈ A}.
It can be seen that Ã is a linear subspace of C(Z) by (2.1). Let us define a mapping U

from (A, ‖·‖) to (Ã, ‖·‖∞) as

(2.4) U(f) = f̃ (f ∈ A).

Equations (2.1) and (2.3) show that U is a surjective complex linear isometry. Therefore,

we conclude that Ã is a closed linear subspace of C(Z).
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By equation (2.1) and conditions (3) and (4), we see that the function 1̃ ∈ Ã is a constant
function with a single value of 1, defined on X × Y × T.

Let ξ be a bounded linear functional on Ã with the operator norm ‖ξ‖. By the Hahn–
Banach theorem, it can be extended to a bounded linear functional, ξ1, on C(Z) with
‖ξ1‖ = ‖ξ‖. By applying the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a regular Borel

measure, denoted by σ, on Z such that ‖σ‖ = ‖ξ1‖ and ξ1(u) =

∫

Z
u dσ for all u ∈ C(Z).

Here, ‖σ‖ represents the total variation of σ. The measure σ is referred to as a representing
measure for ξ. It should be noted that there is no unique determining factor for this
measure, as it is dependent on the Hahn–Banach extension of ξ.

By the following three lemmas, we will prove that any representing measure for a point
evaluation, δp, is the Dirac measure concentrated at the point p ∈ D × T. We will begin
by demonstrating that each representing measure for δp is concentrated on the second
coordinate of the point p.

Lemma 2.1. Let p0 = (x0, y0, ν0) ∈ D × T and let σ be a representing measure for δp0 .
Then σ(∂A× {y0} × T) = σ(Z) = 1.

Proof. Note that σ is a regular Borel measure such that ‖σ‖ = ‖δp0‖ and δp0(f̃) =

∫

Z
f̃ dσ

for every f̃ ∈ Ã. Since δp0(1̃) = 1 = ‖δp0‖ by equations (2.1) and (2.2) with condition (4),
any representing measure for δp0 is a probability measure. This is proved in, for example,
[2, p. 81]. In particular, we deduce that σ(Z) = ‖σ‖ = ‖δp0‖ = 1. Let ε > 0 and let
N0 be an open set in Y with y0 ∈ N0. Let us define N c

0 = ∂B \ N0. We shall prove
that σ(∂A × N c

0 × T) = 1. We need to consider the case when N c
0 6= ∅ by the fact that

σ(∂A× ∂B × T) = σ(Z) = 1. Then, there exists f0 ∈ A such that

(2.5) ‖f0‖X < ε, d(f0)(y0) = 1 = ‖d(f0)‖Y and |d(f0)| < ε on N c
0

by condition (5a). We infer from equations (2.1) and (2.5) that

(2.6) ‖f̃0‖∞ < ε+ 1 and |f̃0| < 2ε on ∂A×N c
0 × T.

Having in mind that σ is a representing measure for δp0 , we obtain
∫

Z
f̃0 dσ = δp0(f̃0) = f̃0(x0, y0, ν0) = f0(x0) + d(f0)(y0)ν0 = f0(x0) + ν0,

which implies that

∣∣∣∣
∫

Z
f̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≥ |ν0| − |f0(x0)| > 1− ε by (2.5). We derive from (2.6) that

1− ε <

∣∣∣∣
∫

Z
f̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣
∫

∂A×N0×T

f̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂A×Nc
0
×T

f̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣∣
< (ε+ 1)σ(∂A ×N0 × T) + 2εσ(∂A ×N c

0 × T).

Since ε > 0 is chosen arbitrarily, we deduce that 1 ≤ σ(∂A×N0×T). Since σ(∂A×N0×T) ≤
σ(Z) = 1, we obtain that σ(∂A × N0 × T) = 1. In light of the fact that σ is a regular
measure, we conclude that σ(∂A× {y0} × T) = 1. �
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Next, we prove that any representing measure for δp is concentrated on the first coordi-
nate of the point p ∈ D × T.

Lemma 2.2. Let p0 = (x0, y0, ν0) ∈ D × T and let σ be a representing measure for δp0 .
Then σ({x0} × {y0} × T) = σ(Z) = 1.

Proof. Let ε > 0 and let W0 be an arbitrary open set in X with x0 ∈ W0. Define W c
0 =

∂A \W0. Then, by condition (5b), there exists g0 ∈ A that satisfies the following:

(2.7) g0(x0) = 1 = ‖g0‖X , |g0| < ε on W c
0 and |d(g0)(y0)| < ε.

We derive from (2.1) and (2.7) that

(2.8) |g̃0| < 1 + ε on ∂A× {y0} × T and |g̃0| < 2ε on W c
0 × {y0} × T.

The equation σ(∂A × {y0} × T) = σ(Z) = 1 is the conclusion of Lemma 2.1. Since σ is a
representing measure for δp0 , we obtain

∫

∂A×{y0}×T

g̃0 dσ =

∫

Z
g̃0 dσ = δp0(g̃0) = g0(x0) + d(g0)(y0)ν0 = 1 + d(g0)(y0)ν0,

where we have used (2.7). Keeping in mind that |d(g0)(y0)| < ε by (2.7), we infer from
(2.8) that

1− ε <

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

∂A×{y0}×T

g̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

W0×{y0}×T

g̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

W c
0
×{y0}×T

g̃0 dσ

∣∣∣∣∣
< (1 + ε)σ(W0 × {y0} × T) + 2εσ(W c

0 × {y0} × T).

Letting ε→ +0, we obtain the result that 1 ≤ σ(W0×{y0}×T) ≤ σ(Z) = 1. Consequently,
σ(W0 × {y0} × T) = 1 for all open neighborhoods W0 of x0. Since σ is a regular measure,
we conclude that σ({x0} × {y0} × T) = 1. �

We are now in a position to show that any representing measure for the functional δp is
the Dirac measure concentrated at the point p ∈ D × T.

Lemma 2.3. If p0 ∈ D × T, then the Dirac measure concentrated at p0 is the unique
representing measure for δp0 .

Proof. Let p0 = (x0, y0, ν0) ∈ D × T and let σ be a representing measure for δp0 . It
then follows from Lemma 2.2 that σ({x0} × {y0} × T) = σ(Z) = 1. We shall prove that
σ({x0} × {y0} × {ν0}) = 1. By virtue of condition (6c), there exists h0 ∈ A such that

h0(x0) = 0 and d(h0)(y0) = 1. Therefore, we conclude that h̃0(x0, y0, ν) = ν for all ν ∈ T

by (2.1). We deduce that

ν0 = δp0(h̃0) =

∫

Z
h̃0 dσ =

∫

{x0}×{y0}×T

h̃0 dσ =

∫

{x0}×{y0}×T

ν dσ(ν).



ISOMETRIES ON FUNCTION SPACES 7

This implies that

∫

{x0}×{y0}×T

(ν0−ν) dσ(ν) = 0, and therefore

∫

{x0}×{y0}×T

(1−ν0ν) dσ(ν) =
0. Because σ is a probability measure, we have that∫

{x0}×{y0}×T

(1− Re (ν0ν)) dσ(ν) = Re

∫

{x0}×{y0}×T

(1− ν0ν) dσ(ν) = 0.

Since 1− Re (ν0ν) > 0 for all ν ∈ T \ {ν0}, the last equations imply that σ({x0} × {y0} ×
(T \ {ν0})) = 0, which yields σ({x0} × {y0} × {ν0}) = σ({x0} × {y0} × T) = 1. We thus
conclude that σ is the Dirac measure concentrated at the point p0 = (x0, y0, ν0). �

We shall now prove a property of the Choquet boundary Ch(Ã) of the Banach space Ã.

This property is deeply connected with the set ext(Ã∗
1).

Lemma 2.4. The set D × T is a subset of Ch(Ã). In particular, Ch(Ã) is a dense subset
of Z.

Proof. Let us fix p ∈ D × T arbitrarily and prove that δp ∈ ext(Ã∗
1). Let ξ1, ξ2 ∈ Ã∗

1 be

such that δp = (ξ1 + ξ2)/2. By equation (2.1) and condition (4), we have ξ1(1̃) + ξ2(1̃) =

2δp(1̃) = 2. As ξj ∈ Ã∗
1, we obtain |ξj(1̃)| ≤ 1. Consequently, ξj(1̃) = 1 = ‖ξj‖ for j = 1, 2.

Let σj be a representing measure for ξj. That is, ξj(f̃) =

∫

Z
f̃ dσj for f̃ ∈ Ã. Therefore,

we conclude that σj is a probability measure (see [2, p. 81]). Since (σ1 + σ2)/2 is also
a representing measure for δp, we derive from Lemma 2.3 that (σ1 + σ2)/2 is the Dirac
measure, τp, concentrated at p. Since σj is a positive measure, it follows that σj(G) = 0 for
each Borel set G that does not contain the point p. Therefore, we conclude that σj = τp
for j = 1, 2. Consequently, we have ξ1 = δp = ξ2. It follows that δp is an extreme point

of Ã∗
1, and thus D × T ⊂ Ch(Ã) as asserted. Having in mind that D is a dense subset of

∂A× ∂B with D × T ⊂ Ch(Ã) ⊂ Z, we conclude that Ch(Ã) is dense in Z. �

We define a topological subspace ∆ of Ã∗
1 with the weak*-topology as

∆ = {λδp : λ ∈ T, p ∈ Z}.
The Arens–Kelley theorem states that

(2.9) ext(Ã∗
1) = {λδp : λ ∈ T, p ∈ Ch(Ã)}

(see [3, Corollary 2.3.6] and [4, Corollary 2.18]). By applying Lemma 2.4 to the last
equation, we obtain the following result:

{λδp : λ ∈ T, p ∈ D × T} ⊂ ext(Ã∗
1) ⊂ ∆.

Define a mapping η : T×Z → ∆ as

(2.10) η(λ, p) = λδp ((λ, p) ∈ T×Z).

The following separation property for Z is a direct consequence of condition (6) and
equation (2.1), which will be utilized in proving the next lemma.

Proposition 2.5. Let pk = (xk, yk, νk) ∈ Z for k = 0, 1, 2.
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(1) If x0 6∈ {x1, x2}, then there exists f0 ∈ A such that f̃0(p0) = 1 and f̃0(p1) = 0 =

f̃0(p2).

(2) If y0 6∈ {y1, y2}, then there exists f1 ∈ A such that f̃1(p0) = ν0 and f̃1(p1) = 0 =

f̃1(p2).

In particular, if p0 6= p1, then there exists f2 ∈ A such that f̃2(p0) 6= f̃2(p1).

Proof. If x0 6∈ {x1, x2}, then by virtue of condition (6a), there exists f0 ∈ A such that
f0(x0) = 1, f0(xj) = 0 for j = 1, 2, and d(f0)(yk) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 2. By combining these

equations with (2.1), we conclude that f̃0(p0) = 1 and f̃0(p1) = 0 = f̃0(p2).
Now, we consider the case in which y0 6∈ {y1, y2}. It follows from (6b) that there exists

f1 ∈ A such that f1(xk) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 2, d(f1)(y0) = 1 and d(f1)(yj) = 0 for j = 1, 2. It

follows that f̃1(p0) = ν0 and f̃1(p1) = 0 = f̃1(p2) by (2.1) with the preceding equations.

Finally, we shall assume that p0 6= p1. We shall prove that f̃2(p0) 6= f̃2(p1) for some
f2 ∈ A. It is necessary to consider the case in which x0 = x1, y0 = y1 and ν0 6= ν1 by
the fact proven above. By condition (6c), there exists f2 ∈ A such that f2(x0) = 0 and

d(f2)(y0) = 1. We infer from equation (2.1) that f̃2(p0) = ν0 6= ν1 = f̃2(p1), since x0 = x1
and y0 = y1. �

We will prove that the map η defined as in equation (2.10) is a homeomorphism from
T×Z onto ∆. This property is of significant importance in the characterization of surjective

isometries on Ã.

Lemma 2.6. The map η : T×Z → ∆ is a homeomorphism that satisfies η(T×Ch(Ã)) =

ext(Ã∗
1). In particular, the set ∆ is a compact subset of the set Ã∗

1.

Proof. Clearly, η is surjective. We shall show that η is injective. Let us assume that
η(λ0, p0) = η(λ1, p1) for λ0, λ1 ∈ T and p0, p1 ∈ Z. Then we have that λ0δp0 = λ1δp1 .

Note that λ0 = λ0δp0(1̃) = λ1δp1(1̃) = λ1 by using (2.1). This implies that δp0 = δp1 . It

follows that p0 = p1, since Ã separates the points of Z by Proposition 2.5. Consequently,
(λ0, p0) = (λ1, p1), as required.

We can verify that η is a continuous map from T × Z with the product topology to
∆ with the relative weak*-topology. Therefore, η is a bijective continuous map from the
compact space T× Z onto the Hausdorff space ∆. Consequently, η is a homeomorphism,

as claimed. We obtain η(T× Ch(Ã)) = ext(Ã∗
1) by equation (2.9). �

3. An induced isometry on Ã

Let T be a surjective, possibly nonlinear, isometry from (A, ‖·‖) onto itself. In this

section, we shall introduce a surjective isometry from (Ã, ‖·‖∞) onto itself by using T . We
define a mapping T0 on (A, ‖·‖) as follows:
(3.1) T0 = T − T (0).

By invoking the Mazur–Ulam theorem [6, 11], we conclude that T0 is a surjective, real
linear isometry from (A, ‖·‖) onto itself.
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Let S be the mapping defined by UT0U
−1 (see (2.4)). Since U is a surjective complex

linear isometry, the mapping S from (Ã, ‖·‖∞) onto itself is a well-defined surjective real
linear isometry.

A
T0−−−−→ A

U

y
yU

Ã −−−−→
S

Ã

Hence SU = UT0, and this can be expressed as

(3.2) S(f̃) = T̃0(f) (f ∈ A).

We define a mapping S∗ : Ã
∗ → Ã∗ by

(3.3) S∗(ξ)(f̃) = Re [ξ(S(f̃ ))]− iRe [ξ(S(if̃))]

for ξ ∈ Ã∗ and f̃ ∈ Ã. The mapping S∗ is a surjective real linear isometry with respect to

the operator norm on Ã∗. For a detailed proof, see [14, Proposition 5.17]. This shows that

S∗(ext(Ã
∗
1)) = ext(Ã∗

1).
The following lemma will demonstrate that the mapping S∗ preserves the set ∆. This

property is significant in characterizing the surjective real linear isometry S from (Ã, ‖·‖∞)
onto itself.

Lemma 3.1. S∗(∆) = ∆.

Proof. Let η : T×Z → ∆ be the map defined as in equation (2.10). As shown in Lemma 2.6,
η is a homeomorphism that satisfies the following equation:

η(T × Ch(Ã)) = ext(Ã∗
1) = S∗(ext(Ã

∗
1)).

By Lemma 2.4, we have D × T ⊂ Ch(Ã) ⊂ Z. Therefore, the last equations imply that

S∗(η(T×D×T)) ⊂ S∗(η(T×Ch(Ã))) = S∗(ext(Ã
∗
1)) = ext(Ã∗

1) = η(T×Ch(Ã)) ⊂ η(T×Z).

By the definition of the map η, we obtain η(T × Z) = {λδp : λ ∈ T, p ∈ Z} = ∆.
Consequently, we conclude that

S∗(η(T ×D × T)) ⊂ η(T ×Z) = ∆.

Let clM (L) denote the closure of a subset L in a topological space M . By definition, D is
dense in ∂A×∂B, and thus clZ(D×T) = ∂A×∂B×T = Z. Since the map η : T×Z → ∆
is a homeomorphism, we obtain η(clT×Z(L)) = cl∆(η(L)) for any L ⊂ T × Z. It follows
that

∆ = η(T ×Z) = η(T× clZ(D × T)) = η(clT×Z(T ×D × T)) = cl∆(η(T ×D × T)).

From the preceding equations, we infer that

S∗(∆) = S∗(cl∆(η(T ×D × T))).
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We see that S∗ : Ã
∗ → Ã∗ is bijective, since it is a surjective isometry. By virtue of the

definition of S∗, we can show that this map is continuous with respect to the weak*-

topology on Ã∗. Similarly, we can prove that the map S−1
∗ is continuous with respect to

the weak*-topology on Ã∗. Therefore, we conclude that S∗ : Ã
∗ → Ã∗ is a homeomorphism

with respect to the weak*-topology. Since S∗(η(T ×D × T)) ⊂ ∆, we obtain

S∗(∆) = S∗(cl∆(η(T ×D × T))) = cl
Ã∗

(S∗(η(T ×D × T))) ⊂ cl
Ã∗

(∆) = ∆,

where we have used the fact that ∆ is compact by Lemma 2.6. This consequently leads to
the conclusion that S∗(∆) ⊂ ∆. The same arguments, when applied to S−1

∗ in place of S∗,
yields the result that S−1

∗ (∆) ⊂ ∆, which in turn implies that S∗(∆) = ∆. �

Definition 3.1. Let η : T × Z → ∆ be the homeomorphism as defined in (2.10) (see
Lemma 2.6). Let π1 : T × Z → T and π2 : T × Z → Z be the natural projections from
T × Z to the first and second coordinate, respectively. Two maps, α : T × Z → T and
Φ: T×Z → Z, are defined as follows: α = π1 ◦ η−1 ◦S∗ ◦ η and Φ = π2 ◦ η−1 ◦S∗ ◦ η. Since
S∗(∆) = ∆ as proven in Lemma 3.1, it follows that the maps α and Φ are well-defined.

T×Z −−−−→ T×Z
η

y
yη

∆ −−−−→
S∗

∆

By the definitions of maps α and Φ, we have that (η−1 ◦S∗ ◦η)(λ, p) = (α(λ, p),Φ(λ, p)) for
all (λ, p) ∈ T×Z. Therefore, we conclude that (S∗ ◦η)(λ, p) = η(α(λ, p),Φ(λ, p)), which in
turn implies that S∗(λδp) = α(λ, p)δΦ(λ,p). For the sake of simplicity in notation, we shall
henceforth write α(λ, p) = αλ(p). Subsequently, we have

(3.4) S∗(λδp) = αλ(p)δΦ(λ,p)

for all (λ, p) ∈ T × Z. It can be observed that both α and Φ are surjective continuous
maps, since η and S∗ are homeomorphisms.

The remainder of this section will be dedicated to an examination of the maps α and Φ.
The following lemma will demonstrate the connection between two maps, namely α1 and
αi.

Lemma 3.2. For each p ∈ Z, we obtain αi(p) = iα1(p) or αi(p) = −iα1(p).

Proof. Let us fix an arbitrary p ∈ Z. We then set λ0 = (1 + i)/
√
2 ∈ T. By the real

linearity of S∗, we obtain the following:
√
2αλ0

(p)δΦ(λ0,p) = S∗(
√
2λ0δp) = S∗(δp) + S∗(iδp) = α1(p)δΦ(1,p) + αi(p)δΦ(i,p).

The last equations, evaluated at 1̃ ∈ Ã, yield the result that
√
2αλ0

(p) = α1(p) + αi(p).

Since |αλ(p)| = 1 for all λ ∈ T, we have that
√
2 = |α1(p)+αi(p)| = |1+αi(p)α1(p)|. It can

be seen that αi(p)α1(p) is equal to i or −i, since |αi(p)α1(p)| = 1. Therefore, we conclude
that αi(p) = iα1(p) or αi(p) = −iα1(p). �
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In the following lemma, we will examine the connection between two functionals S∗(iδp)
and S∗(δp) for each p ∈ Z.

Lemma 3.3. There is a continuous map ǫ0 : Z → {±1} such that S∗(iδp) = iǫ0(p)α1(p)δΦ(i,p)

for every p ∈ Z. Moreover, for each x0 ∈ ∂A and y0 ∈ ∂B, the map ǫ0(x0, y0, ·) : T → {±1},
which maps ν ∈ T to ǫ0(x0, y0, ν) ∈ {±1}, is a constant function.

Proof. We define the sets Z+ = {p ∈ Z : αi(p) = iα1(p)} and Z− = {p ∈ Z : αi(p) =
−iα1(p)}. We see that Z = Z+ ∪ Z− and Z+ ∩ Z− = ∅, since αi(p) = iα1(p) or αi(p) =
−iα1(p) for each p ∈ Z as shown in Lemma 3.2. By virtue of the continuity of the function
α : T×Z → T, the function αλ : Z → T, which maps each point p ∈ Z to α(λ, p) for a fixed
λ ∈ T, is continuous on Z. It can be observed that both Z+ and Z− are closed subsets of
Z. The function ǫ0 : Z → {±1}, defined as

ǫ0(p) =

{
1 p ∈ Z+

−1 p ∈ Z−

,

is therefore continuous on Z. Since Z = Z+ ∪ Z−, we obtain αi(p) = iǫ0(p)α1(p) for
every p ∈ Z. By combining the last equation with equation (3.4), we conclude that
S∗(iδp) = αi(p)δΦ(i,p) = iǫ0(p)α1(p)δΦ(i,p) for all p ∈ Z.

Finally, fix x0 ∈ ∂A and y0 ∈ ∂B arbitrarily. It is evident that the range of T,
ǫ0(x0, y0,T), under the map ǫ0(x0, y0, ·) is a connected subset of {±1}, since ǫ0 is con-
tinuous on Z. Therefore, ǫ0(x0, y0, ·) is a constant function on T. �

The following lemma establishes the connection between three points, namely, Φ(λ, p),
Φ(1, p), and Φ(i, p) in Z for each point p ∈ Z. This is a crucial aspect examining the
mapping Φ.

Lemma 3.4. Let ǫ0 : Z → {±1} be the continuous function defined as in Lemma 3.3, and
let λ = a+ ib ∈ T with a, b ∈ R and p ∈ Z. Then we have that

(3.5) λǫ0(p)f̃(Φ(λ, p)) = af̃(Φ(1, p)) + ibǫ0(p)f̃(Φ(i, p))

for all f̃ ∈ Ã.

Proof. It should be recalled that, according to Lemma 3.3, S∗(iδp) = iǫ0(p)α1(p)δΦ(i,p).
Since S∗ is real linear, we deduce from (3.4) that

αλ(p)δΦ(λ,p) = S∗(λδp) = aS∗(δp) + bS∗(iδp) = aα1(p)δΦ(1,p) + ibǫ0(p)α1(p)δΦ(i,p),

and thus

(3.6) αλ(p)δΦ(λ,p) = α1(p)(aδΦ(1,p) + ibǫ0(p)δΦ(i,p)).

The evaluation at 1̃ ∈ Ã shows that αλ(p) = α1(p)(a + ibǫ0(p)) = α1(p)λ
ǫ0(p). This is

due to the fact that λ = a + ib ∈ T and ǫ0(p) ∈ {±1}. Entering the previous equation

into (3.6), we obtain λǫ0(p)δΦ(λ,p) = aδΦ(1,p) + ibǫ0(p)δΦ(i,p), and thus λǫ0(p)f̃(Φ(λ, p)) =

af̃(Φ(1, p)) + ibǫ0(p)f̃(Φ(i, p)) for all f̃ ∈ Ã. �
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Definition 3.2. Let q1 : Z → ∂A, q2 : Z → ∂B and q3 : Z → T be the natural projections
from Z = ∂A× ∂B × T onto the m-th coordinate of Z for m = 1, 2, 3. In accordance with
Definition 3.1, the map Φ: T×Z → Z is defined in terms of three maps φ : T×Z → ∂A,
ψ : T×Z → ∂B and ϕ : T×Z → T given by φ = q1 ◦Φ, ψ = q2 ◦Φ and ϕ = q3 ◦ Φ.

In agreement with the definition of the three maps, φ, ψ and ϕ, we have that

(3.7) Φ(λ, p) = (φ(λ, p), ψ(λ, p), ϕ(λ, p))

for every (λ, p) ∈ T × Z. It should be noted that the maps φ, ψ and ϕ are surjective and
continuous, as is the map Φ (see Definition 3.1).

The structure of the map Φ will be elucidated by an examination of three maps: φ, ψ
and ϕ. Firstly, it will be shown that the map φ is independent of the variable λ ∈ T.

Lemma 3.5. The mapping φ(1, ·), which maps p ∈ Z to φ(1, p) ∈ ∂A, is a surjective
continuous map that satisfies the equation φ(1, p) = φ(λ, p) for all p ∈ Z and λ ∈ T.

For the sake of brevity, we shall henceforth write φ(1, p) = φ(p) for all p ∈ Z.

Proof. Let us fix an arbitrary p ∈ Z. We first prove that φ(λ, p) ∈ {φ(1, p), φ(i, p)} for all
λ ∈ T. We may then suppose, on contrarily, that there exists λ0 ∈ T \ {1, i} such that
φ(λ0, p) 6∈ {φ(1, p), φ(i, p)}. By virtue of Proposition 2.5, there exists f0 ∈ A such that

f̃0(Φ(λ0, p)) = 1 and f̃0(Φ(1, p)) = 0 = f̃0(Φ(i, p)). By substituting these three equations

into (3.5), we obtain λ
ǫ0(p)
0 = 0. This is in contradiction with the assumption that λ0 ∈ T.

Therefore, we conclude that φ(λ, p) ∈ {φ(1, p), φ(i, p)} for all λ ∈ T.
We next prove that φ(1, p) = φ(i, p). For the sake of argument, let us suppose that

φ(1, p) 6= φ(i, p). Let λ1 ∈ T be defined as λ1 = (1 + i)/
√
2. We obtain φ(λ1, p) ∈

{φ(1, p), φ(i, p)} as was previously demonstrated. We now consider the case where φ(λ1, p) =
φ(1, p). In this context, it follows that φ(i, p) 6∈ {φ(1, p)} = {φ(1, p), φ(λ1, p)}, since

φ(1, p) 6= φ(i, p). By applying Proposition 2.5, there exists f1 ∈ A that satisfies f̃1(Φ(i, p)) =

1 and f̃1(Φ(1, p)) = 0 = f̃1(Φ(λ1, p)). It follows from (3.5) that 0 = iǫ0(p), which is in
contradiction with the assumption that ǫ0(p) ∈ {±1}. A similar argument will yield a
contradiction even if we assume that φ(λ1, p) = φ(i, p). We conclude that φ(1, p) = φ(i, p)
as was previously asserted. Therefore, we conclude that the equation φ(1, p) = φ(λ, p)
holds true for all p ∈ Z and λ ∈ T. This is due to the fact that φ(λ, p) ∈ {φ(1, p), φ(i, p)}.

Finally, we prove that the map φ(1, ·) is surjective. Let us take an arbitrary element
x ∈ ∂A. Since the map φ is surjective, there exists (µ, q) ∈ T × Z such that x = φ(µ, q).
In light of the preceding argument, it follows that φ(1, q) = φ(µ, q) = x, which establishes
that φ(1, ·) is surjective. �

A similar argument to that used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 shows that ψ(1, p) = ψ(λ, p)
for all p ∈ Z and λ ∈ T. We will therefore omit its proof.

Lemma 3.6. The mapping ψ(1, ·), which maps p ∈ Z to ψ(1, p) ∈ ∂B, is a surjective
continuous map that satisfies the equation ψ(1, p) = ψ(λ, p) for all p ∈ Z and λ ∈ T.

We shall henceforth write ψ(1, p) = ψ(p) for all p ∈ Z.
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The following lemma establishes a connection between the two values of ϕ(i, p) and
ϕ(1, p) for each p ∈ Z.

Lemma 3.7. There exists a continuous function ǫ1 : Z → {±1} such that ϕ(i, p) =
ǫ0(p)ǫ1(p)ϕ(1, p) for all p ∈ Z. Moreover, for each pair of elements, x0 ∈ ∂A and y0 ∈ ∂B,
the map ǫ1(x0, y0, ·) : T → {±1}, which maps ν ∈ T to ǫ1(x0, y0, ν) ∈ {±1}, is a constant
function.

Proof. Let us fix an arbitrary p ∈ Z. We can choose f0 ∈ A in such a way that f0(φ(p)) = 0
and d(f0)(ψ(p)) = 1 by virtue of (6c). By setting λ0 = (1 + i)/

√
2 ∈ T, we obtain the

result that f̃0(Φ(µ, p)) = ϕ(µ, p) for µ = λ0, 1, i, where we have used the equations (2.1)
and (3.7) with φ(µ, p) = φ(p) and ψ(µ, p) = ψ(p). The last equation is then applied to
equation (3.5) to yield the following result:

λ
ǫ0(p)
0 ϕ(λ0, p) = λ

ǫ0(p)
0 f̃0(Φ(λ0, p)) =

1√
2
ϕ(1, p) +

iǫ0(p)√
2

ϕ(i, p).

We derive from the preceding equation that
√
2 = |ϕ(1, p) + iǫ0(p)ϕ(i, p)| = |1 + iǫ0(p)ϕ(i, p)ϕ(1, p)|.

This is due to the fact that ϕ(λ, p) ∈ T for each λ ∈ T. It follows that iǫ0(p)ϕ(i, p)ϕ(1, p)

is i or −i, since iǫ0(p)ϕ(i, p)ϕ(1, p) ∈ T. Therefore, we conclude that either ϕ(i, p) =
ǫ0(p)ϕ(1, p) or ϕ(i, p) = −ǫ0(p)ϕ(1, p). By virtue of the continuity of the functions ǫ0,
ϕ(1, ·) and ϕ(i, ·), there exists a continuous function ǫ1 : Z → {±1} such that ϕ(i, p) =
ǫ0(p)ǫ1(p)ϕ(1, p) for all p ∈ Z.

It can be observed that the map ǫ1(x0, y0, ·) is a constant function on the connected set
T for each x0 ∈ ∂A and y0 ∈ ∂B, since the function ǫ1 is continuous on the set Z. �

Notation. For the sake of brevity, we shall henceforth write ϕ(1, p) = ϕ(p) for each p ∈ Z.
By virtue of Lemma 3.7, the following equation is true: ϕ(i, p) = ǫ0(p)ǫ1(p)ϕ(p) for p ∈ Z.

We denote a + ibǫ by 〈a+ ib〉ǫ for a, b ∈ R and ǫ ∈ {±1}. It thus follows that 〈λµ〉ǫ =
〈λ〉ǫ 〈µ〉ǫ for all λ, µ ∈ C and ǫ ∈ {±1}: Furthermore, if λ ∈ T, then we have that 〈λ〉ǫ = λǫ

for ǫ ∈ {±1}. For simplicity, we shall also write α1(p) = α(p) for p ∈ Z. By equation (3.4)
and Lemma 3.3, we obtain the following result:

(3.8) S∗(δp) = α(p)δΦ(1,p) and S∗(iδp) = iǫ0(p)α(p)δΦ(i,p) (p ∈ Z).

We are now in a position to describe the form of the surjective real linear isometry S

from (Ã, ‖·‖∞) onto itself.

Lemma 3.8. For each f ∈ A and p = (x, y, ν) ∈ Z, the following equation holds:

(3.9) T0(f)(x) + d(T0(f))(y)ν = 〈α(p)f(φ(p))〉ǫ0(p) + 〈α(p)ϕ(p)d(f)(ψ(p))〉ǫ1(p) .

Proof. Let us fix arbitrary f ∈ A and p ∈ Z. In accordance with the definition of S∗ (see

(3.3)), it follows that Re [S∗(ξ)(f̃)] = Re [ξ(S(f̃))] for every ξ ∈ Ã∗. By substituting ξ = δp
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and ξ = iδp into the previous equation, we obtain the following two equations:

Re [S∗(δp)(f̃)] = Re [S(f̃)(p)],

Re [S∗(iδp)(f̃)] = −Im [S(f̃)(p)].

It follows that

S(f̃)(p) = Re [S∗(δp)(f̃)]− iRe [S∗(iδp)(f̃)].

On the one hand, by substituting (3.8) into the last equation, we obtain that

(3.10) S(f̃)(p) = Re [α(p)f̃ (Φ(1, p))] + i Im [ǫ0(p)α(p)f̃ (Φ(i, p))].

Lemmas from 3.5 to 3.7 imply that

Φ(1, p) = (φ(p), ψ(p), ϕ(p)),

Φ(i, p) = (φ(p), ψ(p), ϕ(i, p)),

where ϕ(1, p) = ϕ(p) and ϕ(i, p) = ǫ0(p)ǫ1(p)ϕ(p). On the other hand, we deduce from
(2.1) that

f̃(Φ(1, p)) = f(φ(p)) + d(f)(ψ(p))ϕ(p),

f̃(Φ(i, p)) = f(φ(p)) + d(f)(ψ(p))ǫ0(p)ǫ1(p)ϕ(p).

The preceding two equations yield the following equations:

Re [α(p)f̃(Φ(1, p))] = Re [α(p)f(φ(p))] + Re [α(p)ϕ(p)d(f)(ψ(p))],

Im [ǫ0(p)α(p)f̃ (Φ(i, p))] = Im [ǫ0(p)α(p)f(φ(p))] + Im [ǫ1(p)α(p)ϕ(p)d(f)(ψ(p))].

By substituting the two preceding equations into (3.10), we deduce that

(3.11) S(f̃)(p) = 〈α(p)f(φ(p))〉ǫ0(p) + 〈α(p)ϕ(p)d(f)(ψ(p))〉ǫ1(p) .

By equation (3.2), we have that S(f̃) = T̃0(f). By applying equation (2.1), we can rewrite
equation (3.11) as equation (3.9). �

4. Proof of the main results and examples

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1. The following lemma is relatively straightforward, yet it serves
as a crucial foundation for the subsequent argument.

Lemma 4.1. If c0, c1 ∈ C and |c0+νc1| = 1 for all ν ∈ T, then |c0|+ |c1| = 1 and c0c1 = 0.

Proof. By hypothesis, it follows that |c0| + |c1| 6= 0. Without loss of generality, we may
and do assume that c0 6= 0. We will demonstrate that c1 = 0, which will then allow us
to conclude that |c0| = 1. Let us suppose, for the purpose of contradiction, that c1 6= 0.
By taking ν1 = c0c

−1
1 |c1| |c0|−1 ∈ T, we obtain |c0 + ν1c1| = 1 = |c0 − ν1c1|. This is in

accordance with our initial assumption. The preceding equations yield the following result:
∣∣∣∣c0 +

c0|c1|
|c0|

∣∣∣∣ = 1 =

∣∣∣∣c0 −
c0|c1|
|c0|

∣∣∣∣ ,
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which implies that |c0|+ |c1| = ||c0|− |c1||. The last equation shows that if |c0| ≥ |c1|, then
|c1| = 0. Conversely, if |c0| < |c1|, then |c0| = 0. In any case, this leads to a contradiction,
and thus we may conclude that c1 = 0. Therefore, by hypothesis, we have that |c0| = 1.
Therefore, we conclude that |c0|+ |c1| = 1 and c0c1 = 0. �

Let (A, ‖·‖) be a Banach space with the properties from (1) through (6), and let T : A→
A be a surjective isometry. We have divided the proof of Theorem 1 into a series of claims.

Claim 1. There exists c ∈ T such that T0(1)(x) = c for all x ∈ ∂A and α(p)ǫ0(p) = c for
all p ∈ Z.

We shall first prove that there exists x0 ∈ ∂A such that T0(1)(x0) 6= 0. Suppose, on the
contrary, that T0(1)(x) = 0 for all x ∈ ∂A. Hence T0(1) = 0 since Ch(A) is a boundary
for A. It follows that d(T0(1)) = 0 since d is a linear map, and thus d(T0(1))(y) = 0 for all

y ∈ ∂B. Substituting the two equations into equation (3.9) yields that 0 = α(p)ǫ0(p) for all
p ∈ Z, where we have used the fact that d(1) = 0 by condition (4). This contradicts that
α(p) ∈ T. Therefore, we conclude that T0(1)(x0) 6= 0 for some x0 ∈ ∂A.

Fixing an arbitrary y ∈ ∂B, we infer from equation (3.9) that for all ν ∈ T, we have that

|T0(1)(x0) + d(T0(1))(y)ν| = |α(p0)ǫ0(p0)| = 1,

where p0 = (x0, y, ν) ∈ Z. In light of the fact that T0(1)(x0) 6= 0, Lemma 4.1 shows that
d(T0(1))(y) = 0 and that |T0(1)(x0)| = 1. Since y ∈ ∂B was chosen arbitrarily, we deduce
that d(T0(1)) = 0 on Y . Therefore, T0(1) is a constant function on X in accordance with
(4). By setting c = T0(1), we have that c ∈ T. By applying equation (3.9), we conclude

that c = T0(1)(x) = α(p)ǫ0(p) for all p = (x, y, ν) ∈ Z. �

Claim 2. Given x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B, we have φ(x, y, ν1) = φ(x, y, ν2) for all ν1, ν2 ∈ T.

For each ν ∈ T, we set pν = (x, y, ν). Let ν1, ν2 ∈ T with ν1 6= ν2. Firstly, we claim
φ(pν) ∈ {φ(pν1), φ(pν2)} for all ν ∈ T. Let us assume, for the sake of contradiction, that
there exists a point ν0 ∈ T such that φ(pν0) 6∈ {φ(pν1), φ(pν2)}. By virtue of condition
(6a), there exists f0 ∈ A such that f0(φ(pν0)) = 1, f0(φ(pνj )) = 0 for j = 1, 2 and
d(f0)(ψ(pνk)) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 2. By substituting the previous equations into (3.9), we
obtain the following two equations:

T0(f0)(x) + d(T0(f0))(y)ν0 = α(pν0)
ǫ0(pν0 ),

T0(f0)(x) + d(T0(f0))(y)νj = 0 (j = 1, 2).

Since ν1 6= ν2, we deduce that d(T0(f0))(y) = 0 = T0(f0)(x). This yields that 0 =
α(pν0)

ǫ0(pν0 ). This is in contradiction with the assumption that α(pν0) ∈ T, and this proves
our claim.

In view of the fact that φ is continuous on Z by Lemma 3.5, we conclude that the set
{φ(pν) : ν ∈ T} is connected. It follows that φ(pν1) = φ(pν2) by our claim. �

Claim 3. Given x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B, we have ψ(x, y, ν1) = ψ(x, y, ν2) for all ν1, ν2 ∈ T.

It is proved with a similar argument to that used to prove Claim 2. �
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Notation. Let p = (x, y, ν) ∈ Z. We may write φ(p) = φ(x, y) and ψ(p) = ψ(x, y) by
Claims 2 and 3. In accordance with Lemmas 3.3 and 3.7, we may express ǫ0(p) = ǫ0(x, y)

and ǫ1(p) = ǫ1(x, y). By setting ǫ2 = ǫ0ǫ1, we obtain α(p)ǫ1(p) = cǫ2(x,y) since α(p)ǫ0(p) = c
by Claim 1.

Claim 4. For each f ∈ A, x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B, we have the following equations:

(4.1) T0(f)(x) + d(T0(f))(y)ν = c 〈f(φ(x, y))〉ǫ0(x,y) + cǫ2(x,y) 〈ϕ(p)d(f)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y)

and

T0(f)(x) = c 〈f(φ(x, y))〉ǫ0(x,y) ,
d(T0(f))(y) = cǫ2(x,y) 〈ϕ1(x, y)d(f)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y) ,

(4.2)

where we set ϕ1(x, y) = ϕ(x, y, 1).

Let x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B. In terms of the notation above, we can restate equation (3.9) as
equation (4.1). For each ν ∈ T, we set pν = (x, y, ν). By condition (6c), there exists f0 ∈ A
such that f0(φ(x, y)) = 0 and d(f0)(ψ(x, y)) = 1. By substituting these two equations into
(4.1), we obtain

(4.3) T0(f0)(x) + d(T0(f0))(y)ν = cǫ2(x,y)ϕ(pν)
ǫ1(x,y)

for all ν ∈ T. Upon taking the modulus of both sides of the last equation, we obtain that

|T0(f0)(x) + d(T0(f0))(y)ν| = 1

for all ν ∈ T. In view of Lemma 4.1, we infer that

|T0(f0)(x)| + |d(T0(f0))(y)| = 1,

T0(f0)(x) · d(T0(f0))(y) = 0.
(4.4)

Our next objective is to demonstrate that d(T0(f0))(y) 6= 0. Assume otherwise that

d(T0(f0))(y) = 0. We derive from (4.3) that T0(f0)(x) = cǫ2(x,y)ϕ(pν)
ǫ1(x,y). By combining

the last equation with (4.1), we obtain that

T0(f)(x) + d(T0(f))(y)ν = c 〈f(φ(x, y))〉ǫ0(x,y) + T0(f0)(x) 〈d(f)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y)

for all f ∈ A and ν ∈ T. By applying (6c), there exists f1 ∈ A such that d(T0(f1))(y) = 1.
This is a consequence of the fact that T0 is surjective. Upon substituting f = f1 into the
aforementioned equation, we have that

T0(f1)(x) + ν = c 〈f1(φ(x, y))〉ǫ0(x,y) + T0(f0)(x) 〈d(f1)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y)

for all ν ∈ T. This is impossible since the right-hand side of the last equation is independent
of ν ∈ T. Therefore, we conclude that d(T0(f0))(y) 6= 0.

Consequently, this implies that T0(f0)(x) = 0 and that |d(T0(f0))(y)| = 1 in accordance
with equation (4.4). By combining the preceding equation with equation (4.3), we obtain
the following:

(4.5) d(T0(f0))(y)ν = cǫ2(x,y)ϕ(pν)
ǫ1(x,y).
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Substituting the last equation into (4.1) yields that

T0(f)(x) + d(T0(f))(y)ν = c 〈f(φ(x, y))〉ǫ0(x,y) + d(T0(f0))(y)ν 〈d(f)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y)

for all f ∈ A and ν ∈ T. A comparison of the constant and linear terms of the last equation
with respect to ν reveals that

T0(f)(x) = c 〈f(φ(x, y))〉ǫ0(x,y) ,
d(T0(f))(y) = d(T0(f0))(y) 〈d(f)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y)(4.6)

for all f ∈ A. For the sake of simplicity, we shall rewrite ϕ(x, y, 1) = ϕ1(x, y). The equation
(4.5) is rewritten as

d(T0(f0))(y) = cǫ2(x,y)ϕ1(x, y)
ǫ1(x,y).

Subsequently, we can reformulate equation (4.6) as

d(T0(f))(y) = cǫ2(x,y) 〈ϕ1(x, y)d(f)(ψ(x, y))〉ǫ1(x,y)

for all f ∈ A. �

Claim 5. For each x0 ∈ ∂A, the maps φ(x0, ·) : ∂B → ∂A and ǫ0(x0, ·) : ∂B → {±1} which
map y ∈ ∂B to φ(x0, y) and ǫ0(x0, y), respectively, are both constant.

For the sake of brevity, we shall henceforth write φ(x, y) = φ(x) and ǫ0(x, y) = ǫ0(x) for
x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B. This yields the following equation:

(4.7) T0(f)(x) = c 〈f(φ(x))〉ǫ0(x)

for all f ∈ A and x ∈ ∂A. Moreover, the maps φ and ǫ0, defined on ∂A, are continuous
on ∂A.

Let us fix an arbitrary x0 ∈ ∂A. We shall show that φ(x0, y1) = φ(x0, y2) for all y1, y2 ∈
∂B. We may, however, suppose that there exist y1, y2 ∈ ∂B such that φ(x0, y1) 6= φ(x0, y2).
By condition (6a), there exists f0 ∈ A such that f0(φ(x0, y1)) = 1 and f0(φ(x0, y2)) = 0.
We infer from (4.2) that

c = c 〈f0(φ(x0, y1))〉ǫ0(x0,y1) = T0(f0)(x0) = c 〈f0(φ(x0, y2))〉ǫ0(x0,y2) = 0,

which is in contradiction with the fact that c ∈ T. Therefore, we conclude that φ(x0, y1) =
φ(x0, y2) for all y1, y2 ∈ ∂B. Consequently, we may and do write φ(x0, y) = φ(x0) for

y ∈ ∂B. It follows from (4.2) that T0(f)(x0) = c 〈f(φ(x0))〉ǫ0(x0,y) for all f ∈ A and
y ∈ ∂B. By virtue of (6c), there exists f1 ∈ A such that f1(φ(x0)) = i. Substituting
f = f1 into the preceding equation yields the following:

T0(f1)(x0) = c 〈f1(φ(x0))〉ǫ0(x0,y) = cǫ0(x0, y)i

for all y ∈ ∂B. This implies that the function ǫ0(x0, y) is constant with respect to y ∈ ∂B.
We shall henceforth write ǫ0(x0, y) = ǫ0(x0). Since x0 ∈ ∂A was chosen arbitrarily, we

conclude that T0(f)(x) = c 〈f(φ(x))〉ǫ0(x) for all f ∈ A and x ∈ ∂A. The maps φ and ǫ0,
defined on ∂A, are both continuous on ∂A by definition. �
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Claim 6. The sets ∂A+ = {x ∈ ∂A : ǫ0(x) = 1} and ∂A− = {x ∈ ∂A : ǫ0(x) = −1} are
both closed and open subsets of ∂A such that ∂A+ ∪ ∂A− = ∂A and ∂A+ ∩ ∂A− = ∅.

It suffices to note that the function ǫ0, defined on the set ∂A, is continuous by Lemma 3.3
and Claim 5. �

Claim 7. For each y0 ∈ ∂B, the map ψ(·, y0) : ∂A→ ∂B, which maps x ∈ ∂A to ψ(x, y0),
is a constant map. For the sake of brevity, we shall henceforth write ψ(x, y) = ψ(y) for
x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B. This yields the following equation for all f ∈ A, x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B:

(4.8) d(T0(f))(y) = cǫ2(x,y)〈ϕ1(x, y)d(f)(ψ(y))〉ǫ1(x,y).
In addition, the map ψ : ∂B → ∂B is continuous on ∂B.

Let us fix y0 ∈ ∂B arbitrarily. We shall prove that ψ(x1, y0) = ψ(x2, y0) for all x1, x2 ∈
∂A. Let us assume, for the sake of contradiction, that there exist two points x1, x2 ∈ ∂A
such that ψ(x1, y0) 6= ψ(x2, y0). By virtue of condition (6b), there exists h1 ∈ A such that
d(h1)(ψ(x1, y0)) = 1 and d(h1)(ψ(x2, y0)) = 0. By combining these two equations with
(4.2), we obtain the conclusion that

cǫ2(x1,y0)〈ϕ1(x1, y0)〉ǫ1(x1,y0) = cǫ2(x1,y0)〈ϕ1(x1, y0)d(h1)(ψ(x1, y0))〉ǫ1(x1,y0)

= d(T0(h1))(y0) = cǫ2(x2,y0)〈ϕ1(x2, y0)d(h1)(ψ(x2, y0))〉ǫ1(x2,y0) = 0.

This is in contradiction with the fact that |cǫ2(x1,y0)| = 1 = |〈ϕ1(x1, y0)〉ǫ1(x1,y0)|. Therefore,
we conclude that ψ(x1, y0) = ψ(x2, y0) for all x1, x2 ∈ ∂A. We shall express ψ(x, y0) as
ψ(y0) for all x ∈ ∂A. We deduce from (4.2) that

d(T0(f))(y0) = cǫ2(x,y0)〈ϕ1(x, y0)d(f)(ψ(y0))〉ǫ1(x,y0)

for all f ∈ A and x ∈ ∂A. By definition, it can be verified that the map ψ, defined on ∂B,
is continuous on ∂B. �

Claim 8. For each y0 ∈ ∂B, the maps cǫ2(·,y0)〈ϕ1(·, y0)〉ǫ1(·,y0) : ∂A→ T and ǫ1(·, y0) : ∂A→
{±1}, which map x ∈ ∂A to cǫ2(x,y0)〈ϕ1(x, y0)〉ǫ1(x,y0) and ǫ1(x, y0), respectively, are con-

stant maps. For simplicity in notation, we shall henceforth write cǫ2(x,y)〈ϕ1(x, y)〉ǫ1(x,y) =
u(y) and ǫ1(x, y) = ǫ1(y) for x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B. This yields the following equation for
all f ∈ A and y ∈ ∂B:

(4.9) d(T0(f))(y) = u(y)〈d(f)(ψ(y))〉ǫ1(y).
Moreover, the maps u : ∂B → T and ǫ1 : ∂B → {±1} are continuous on ∂B.

Let us fix an arbitrary y0 ∈ ∂B. By applying (6b), there exists h2 ∈ A such that
d(h2)(ψ(y0)) = 1. Upon substituting f = h2 into equation (4.8) results in the conclusion

that d(T0(h2))(y0) = cǫ2(x,y0)〈ϕ1(x, y0)〉ǫ1(x,y0) for all x ∈ ∂A. This shows that the value

cǫ2(x,y0)〈ϕ1(x, y0)〉ǫ1(x,y0) is independent of the variable x ∈ ∂A. By defining u(y0) =

cǫ2(x,y0)〈ϕ1(x, y0)〉ǫ1(x,y0), we derive from equation (4.8) that the following result holds for
all f ∈ A and x ∈ ∂A:

d(T0(f))(y0) = u(y0)〈d(f)(ψ(y0))〉ǫ1(x,y0).
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It is possible to select h3 ∈ A such that d(h3)(ψ(y0)) = i. The result is a direct consequence
of condition (6b) and the complex linearity of the mapping d. Subsequent to the afore-
mentioned equation, it can be deduced that d(T0(h3))(y0) = u(y0)ǫ1(x, y0)i for all x ∈ ∂A.
This shows that ǫ1(x, y0) is independent of the variable x ∈ ∂A. We shall henceforth write
ǫ1(x, y0) = ǫ1(y0) for all x ∈ ∂A. Since y0 ∈ ∂B was chosen arbitrarily, we may regard u
and ǫ1 as mappings from ∂B to T and ∂B to {±1}, respectively. Therefore, we conclude

that d(T0(f))(y) = u(y)〈d(f)(ψ(y))〉ǫ1(y) for all f ∈ A and y ∈ ∂B. It can be seen that u
and ǫ1 are continuous maps by definition. �

Claim 9. In light of Lemma 3.5 and Claims 2 and 5, the map φ, defined on the set ∂A,
is a homeomorphism onto ∂A.

In accordance with Definition 3.2, the map φ is surjective and continuous. We shall
prove that φ, defined on ∂A, is injective. For x1, x2 ∈ ∂A with x1 6= x2, we can choose
f0 ∈ A so that f0(x1) = 1 and f0(x2) = 0 by (6a). Since T0 is surjective, there exists f1 ∈ A
such that T0(f1) = f0. Consequently, T0(f1)(x1) = 1 and T0(f1)(x2) = 0. By applying
(4.7), we obtain the following two equations:

1 = T0(f1)(x1) = c 〈f1(φ(x1))〉ǫ0(x1) ,

0 = T0(f1)(x2) = c 〈f1(φ(x2))〉ǫ0(x2) .

Therefore, f1(φ(x1)) 6= 0 = f1(φ(x2)). This implies that φ(x1) 6= φ(x2), and thus φ is
injective. It follows that φ is a bijective and continuous map from the compact space ∂A
onto the Hausdorff space ∂A. Consequently, it must be a homeomorphism. �

Claim 10. The sets ∂B+ = {y ∈ ∂B : ǫ1(y) = 1} and ∂B− = {y ∈ ∂B : ǫ1(y) = −1} are
both closed and open subsets of ∂B such that ∂B+ ∪ ∂B− = ∂B and ∂B+ ∩ ∂B− = ∅.

This is a direct consequence of the fact that the function ǫ1, defined on the set ∂B, is
continuous by Lemma 3.7 and Claim 8. �

Claim 11. The map ψ, defined on the set ∂B, is a homeomorphism onto ∂B.

It is evident that the map ψ : ∂B → ∂B is a surjective continuous map, as asserted in
Definition 3.2 (cf. also Lemma 3.6, Claims 3 and 7). The following proof will demonstrate
that ψ is injective. For each y1, y2 ∈ ∂B with y1 6= y2, there exists f0 ∈ A such that
d(f0)(y1) = 1 and d(f0)(y2) = 0 by (6b). It is then possible to select f1 ∈ A such that
T0(f1) = f0, since T0 is surjective. It follows that d(T0(f1))(y1) = 1 and d(T0(f1))(y2) = 0.
Subsequently, we deduce from (4.9) that

1 = d(T0(f1))(y1) = u(y1)〈d(f1)(ψ(y1))〉ǫ1(y1),
0 = d(T0(f1))(y2) = u(y2)〈d(f1)(ψ(y2))〉ǫ1(y2).

This yields the result that d(f1)(ψ(y1)) 6= 0 = d(f1)(ψ(y2)) since |u| = 1 on ∂B by
Claim 8. This shows that ψ(y1) 6= ψ(y2), thereby demonstrating the assertion that ψ is
injective. Consequently, ψ is a bijective continuous map from the compact space ∂B onto
the Hausdorff space ∂B. Therefore, it must be a homeomorphism. �



20 M.G. CABRERA-PADILLA, A. JIMÉNEZ-VARGAS, T. MIURA, AND M. VILLEGAS-VALLECILLOS

Claim 12. For any f ∈ A, x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B, we have

T (f)(x)− T (0)(x) =

{
cf(φ(x)) x ∈ ∂A+

cf(φ(x)) x ∈ ∂A \ ∂A+

,

d(T (f)− T (0))(y) =

{
u(y)d(f)(ψ(y)) y ∈ ∂B+

u(y)d(f)(ψ(y)) y ∈ ∂B \ ∂B+

.

These equations follow immediately from (3.1), (4.7) and (4.9). �

Claim 13. Suppose that there exist a constant c ∈ T, homeomorphisms φ : ∂A → ∂A,
ψ : ∂B → ∂B and continuous functions ǫ0 : ∂A → {±1}, ǫ1 : ∂B → {±1} and u : ∂B → T

such that T0 satisfies the following equations for all f ∈ A, x ∈ ∂A and y ∈ ∂B:

T0(f)(x) = c〈f(φ(x))〉ǫ0(x) and d(T0(f))(y) = u(y)〈d(f)(ψ(y))〉ǫ1(y).
Then T must be an isometry.

We derive from the above equations that the following results hold for all f, g ∈ A:

‖T0(f)− T0(g)‖ = ‖T0(f)− T0(g)‖X + ‖d(T0(f)− T0(g))‖Y
= sup

x∈∂A
|T0(f)(x)− T0(g)(x)| + sup

y∈∂B
|d(T0(f))(y)− d(T0(g))(y)|

= sup
x∈∂A

|c〈f(φ(x)) − g(φ(x))〉ǫ0(x)|+ sup
y∈∂B

|u(y)〈d(f)(ψ(y)) − d(g)(ψ(y))〉ǫ1(y)|

= sup
x∈∂A

|f(φ(x))− g(φ(x))| + sup
y∈∂B

|d(f)(ψ(y)) − d(g)(ψ(y))|

= ‖f − g‖X + ‖d(f − g)‖Y = ‖f − g‖ ,
where we have used the fact that φ and ψ are both surjective maps defined on the boundaries
∂A and ∂B of A and B, respectively. Consequently, we conclude that T0 is an isometry,
and therefore, T = T0 + T (0) is an isometry. This completes the proof of Theorem 1. �

4.2. Proof of Corollary 2. Let X be a one point set, written as {x0}. We obtain the
following by (4.7) and (4.9):

T0(f)(x0) = c 〈f(φ(x0))〉ǫ0(x0) ,

d(T0(f))(y) = u(y) 〈d(f)(ψ(y))〉ǫ1(y)

for all f ∈ A and y ∈ ∂B. We may conclude that ∂A = {x0} since ∅ 6= Ch(A) ⊂ ∂A ⊂
X = {x0}. Consequently, we obtain φ(x0) = x0. It follows that T0(f)(x0) = cf(x0) for all

f ∈ A if ǫ0(x0) = 1, and T0(f)(x0) = cf(x0) for all f ∈ A if ǫ0(x0) = −1. �

4.3. Examples.

(1) Let C1([0, 1]) be the complex linear space of all continuously differentiable complex-
valued functions defined on the closed unit interval [0, 1]. We set the following:

K = Y = [0, 1], A = C1([0, 1]), B = C([0, 1]).
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The mapping d : A → B is defined as d(f) = f ′ for f ∈ A. As shown in [5,
Lemma 1.6], the conditions (5a) and (5b) are satisfied. Since A contains poly-
nomials, it follows that (6) holds. Two norms, ‖·‖(Σ) and ‖·‖(σ), are defined as

follows: ‖f‖(Σ) = ‖f‖∞ + ‖f ′‖∞ and ‖f‖(σ) = |f(0)| + ‖f ′‖∞ for f ∈ C1([0, 1]),

where ‖·‖∞ denotes the supremum norm on [0, 1]. The characterization of surjec-
tive isometries on the Banach spaces (C1([0, 1]), ‖·‖(Σ)) and (C1([0, 1]), ‖·‖(σ)) was
provided in [5, 7]. These characterizations of surjective isometries are special cases
of Theorem 1 and Corollary 2:
(a) Let X = [0, 1]. Then ‖f‖ = ‖f‖X + ‖d(f)‖Y = ‖f‖(Σ) for f ∈ C1([0, 1]).

(b) Let X = {0}. Then ‖f‖ = |f(0)|+ ‖f ′‖∞ = ‖f‖(σ) for f ∈ C1([0, 1]).

(2) Let A be the complex linear space of all analytic functions on the open unit disc
D, which can be extended to continuous functions on the closed unit disc D. For
each f ∈ A, we denote by f̂ the unique continuous extension of f to D. We define
SA = {f ∈ A : f ′ ∈ A}. We set

K = Y = D, A = {f̂ ∈ C(D) : f ∈ SA}, B = {ĝ ∈ C(D) : g ∈ A}.
Let d : A→ B be a map defined as follows: d(f̂) = f̂ ′ for f̂ ∈ A.
(a) If X = D, then [9, Proposition 2.1, Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3] show/s ↔that A satisfies

the conditions (5a), (5b) and (6). Then ‖f̂‖ = ‖f̂‖D + ‖f̂ ′‖D for f̂ ∈ A,

where ‖·‖D represents the supremum norm on D. The characterization of
surjective isometries from (A, ‖·‖) onto itself is provided by Theorem 1. While
[9] described surjective isometries from (SA, ‖·‖(Σ)) onto itself, where ‖f‖(Σ) =

‖f‖D + ‖f ′‖D for f ∈ A.

(b) If X = {x0}, then ‖f̂‖ = |f(x0)| + ‖f̂ ′‖D for f̂ ∈ A. The form of surjective
isometries from (A, ‖·‖) onto itself is obtained by Corollary 2. The characteri-
zation of surjective isometries between (SA, ‖·‖(σ)) was presented in [8], where

‖f‖(σ) = |f(0)|+ ‖f ′‖D for f ∈ SA.

(3) Let H∞ be the commutative Banach algebra of all bounded analytic functions on
the open unit disc. We define S∞ = {f ∈ A : f ′ ∈ H∞}, where A is defined as
in the previous example. The maximal ideal space of H∞ is denoted by M. The

Gelfand transform of H∞, denoted by Ĥ∞, is a closed subalgebra of C(M). We
set

K = Y = M, A = {f̂ ∈ C(T) : f ∈ S∞}, B = Ĥ∞,

where f̂ denotes the Gelfand transform of f . Let us define a map d : A → B as

d(f̂) = f̂ ′ for f̂ ∈ A. It can be seen that the conditions (5a), (5b) and (6) are
satisfied by A, as demonstrated in [10, Lemmas 2.7, 2.10 and Propositions 3.4, 3.5].

(a) If X = T, then ‖f̂‖ = ‖f̂‖T + ‖f̂ ′‖M for f̂ ∈ A. The form of surjective
isometries on (A, ‖·‖) is given by Theorem 1. The description of surjective
isometries on (S∞, ‖·‖(Σ)) can be found in [10], where ‖f‖(Σ) = ‖f‖D + ‖f ′‖D
for f ∈ S∞.
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(b) If X = {x0} for some x0 ∈ M, then ‖f̂‖ = |f(x0)| + ‖f̂ ′‖M for f̂ ∈ A.
Corollary 2 provides a characterization of surjective isometries on (A, ‖·‖),
while [10] presented the form of surjective isometries on (S∞, ‖·‖(σ)), where
‖f‖(σ) = |f(0)|+ ‖f ′‖D for f ∈ S∞.
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Email address: ajimenez@ual.es

Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, Niigata University, Niigata 950-2181,

Japan

Email address: miura@math.sc.niigata-u.ac.jp
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