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The Oka—Weil theorem in topological vector spaces

by Bui Dac Tac (Hanoi)

Abstract. It is shown that a sequentially complete topological vector space X with
a compact Schauder basis has WSPAP (see Definition 2) if and only if X has a pseudo-
homogeneous norm bounded on every compact subset of X.

The problem of approximation of holomorphic functions by polynomials
in Banach spaces has been investigated by P. L. Noverraz [6], R. Aron and
M. Schottenloher [1]. In 1973 C. Matyszczyk [5] generalized the results of
these authors to the Fréchet space case. He showed that a Fréchet space
with BAP has SPAP if and only if it has a continuous norm. In this note,
we study the approximation of holomorphic functions by polynomials in
topological vector spaces. In order to obtain the main results (Theorem 3
and 4) some notions for a topological vector space X should be introduced.

DEFINITION 1. We say that a sequence of operators A4, : X — Y (n =
1,2,...) converges almost uniformly on an open set () in X to an operator
A: X =Y if A,(x) — A(z) uniformly on every compact subset K of Q.

DEFINITION 2. We say that X has the bounded approximation property,
shortly BAP (resp. compact approximation property, shortly CAP) if there
exists a sequence of finite-dimensional operators pointwise (resp. almost
uniformly) convergent to the identity operator on X.

Moreover, we say that X has a compact Schauder basis if X has a
Schauder basis {e;} such that {S,(z) = 22:1 ei(z)e;} converges almost
uniformly to the identity operator on X.

Note that if X is either a complete metric vector space or a barrelled
locally convex space with BAP, then X has CAP.

DEFINITION 3. X is said to have the strong polynomial approximation
property, shortly SPAP, if for every open polynomially convex subset @) of
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X and for every holomorphic function f on @, there exists a sequence of
polynomials almost uniformly convergent to f on Q.

In the case where the above property holds for open polynomially convex
subsets @ of X of the form @ = |J,—_, Int F,,, where the F,, are closed subsets
of X contained in @, X is said to have WSPAP.

PROPOSITION 4. Let X be a topological vector space with a compact
Schauder basis. If X has WSPAP, then X has a norm bounded on every
compact subset of X.

Proof. Let {e;} be a compact Schauder basis in X.

a) We first show that there exists a sequence {)\;} € C* such that
Aj.€5. = 0 for any subsequence {\;, } of {\;}. Assume that D is an open
polynomially convex set in C consisting of infinitely many connected com-
ponents, D = [J;2, Dj, with 0 € D. Put

oo
G = U Djel + M,
j=2
where Dje; = {Xe1 : A € D;} and M = span{ej}j>2.
holomorphic function f given by B

f(z) =ej(z) forz€ Djer+ M.

On G, consider the

By hypothesis, there is a sequence of polynomials {P,,}, almost uniformly
convergent to f on G. For each j € N, consider the restriction P,|D;e; +
Ce;. Since on every compact subset of Dje; 4 Ce;, this sequence converges
uniformly to €} (z2) = 2;, where z = z1e1+zj¢;, there'exists n; such that} Py,
depends on z;. Thus there exists z{ € C such that |z{| < 1/j and P, (21, z;)

depends on z;. Therefore, there exists A; € C such that |P,, (2], ;)| > j.
We claim that {);}52, is the desired sequence. Indeed, assume that there
exists a subsequence {)\;, } of {\;} such that A;, e;, — 0. Consider the
compact set in G given by
K= {z{’“el + )\jkejk,()} .
Since there exists [ > 2 such that 0 € Dje; + M, for k sufficiently large we
have
z{kel -+ )\jkejk € Dier + M .
Hence
f(21"er + Ajej) = ef (21" e1 + Ajiej) =0
for jr > 1 and
1P, — fllk = |Pay, (21" €1 + Njeej,) — f21"er + Ajeej)| =
for ji, > 1.
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Thus [|P,;, — f[lx - 0. This contradicts the almost uniform convergence
of {P,} to f.
b) Since {e;} is a Schauder basis of X, we have

0= lim ej(x)e; = lim (5 (2)/A)Aze;

for each x € X. Put

p(x) =supej(z)/Aj|, where A\; =1.
JEN

Then p is anorm on X. Since {e;} is a compact Schauder basis, p is bounded
on every compact subset of X. The proposition is proved.

DEFINITION 5. A function p : X — R is said to be a pseudo-homogeneous
seminorm of degree p > 0 if it satisfies the following conditions:

1) p(z) >0, Vx € X,

2) p(Ax) = |A\|Pp(z), Vx € X and VA € C,

3) plx +y) < plx) +py), Yo,y € X.
In the case where p(z) = 0 if and only if = 0, this pseudo-homogeneous
seminorm is said to be a pseudo-homogeneous norm.

PROPOSITION 6. Let X be a sequentially complete topological vector space
with CAP. If X has a pseudo-homogeneous norm bounded on every compact

subset of X, then X has WSPAP.

Proof. Let {A;} be a sequence of finite-dimensional operators almost
uniformly converging to the identity operator on X and let ) be an open
polynomially convex set in X such that

[o¢] oo
Q=|JmtF, =] F,,
n=1 n=1

where the F), are closed sets in X and F,, C Fj, 1, Vn > 1. Put
Qj={zeQ:[z] <j} and K;=F;nNQ;NA;X),

where || -|| is a pseudo-homogeneous norm bounded on every compact subset
of X. Then

Since the topology of A;(X) is defined by || - |[|4;(X), K; is compact in
Q N A;(X). Thus by polynomial convexity of @ N A;(X), according to the
Oka—~Weil theorem there exists a polynomial P; on A;(X) such that

1Py = fllx, <1/j.

We shall prove that {P;} converges almost uniformly to f on Q. Let K be
a compact subset of (). Take ng such that K C Int F,,,. Then there exists
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a neighbourhood V of zero in X such that

(1) K+VCK+V CIntF,,.

Since A;(x) — x uniformly on K, we get

(2) Aj(K)CK+V  forj>jo.

From (1) and (2) we have

3) A4(K) C Foy CFy, i 2 j1 = max{jo,no}
On the other hand, since ;s

is bounded on every relatively compact subset of X, it follows that
Uijl A;(K) C Qj, for some jp > ji. Hence

(4) Aj(K)CQj, VYj=j2.
From (3) and (4) we get
Aj(K)CQNF;NA;(X)CKj, Yj>ja.

A;(K) is relatively compact and || - ||

Hence
1PjA; — fllx <\PjA; — fAjllk +[[fA; = fllx
=P = flla;x) + 1fA; = fllx <P — fllx, + 1 fA; — fllx
<1/j+If4; = fllx forj=ja.
Thus by the continuity of f and since {A;} converges almost uniformly to

the identity operator we infer that ||P;A; — f|lx — 0 as j — oo. The
proposition is proved.

From Propositions 4 and 5 we get the following

THEOREM 7. Let X be a sequentially compete vector space with a com-
pact Schauder basis. Then X has WSPAP if and only if X has a pseudo-
homogeneous norm bounded on every compact subset of X.

We now consider SPAP for the class of pseudo-homogeneous topological
vector spaces.

DEFINITION 8. A topological vector space X is said to be pseudo-
homogeneous if its topology can be defined by a family of pseudo-homoge-
neous seminorms.

In the case where the family of pseudo-homogeneous seminorms can be
chosen countable and X is complete, X is said to be a pseudo-homogeneous
Fréchet space.

Denote by P(X) the family of all pseudo-homogeneous continuous semi-
norms on X. For each p € P(X), put

Uy ={zxe X :px)<1}.
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It is easy to see that
p(z) =inf{\*» >0:2/X € U},

where p,, is the homogeneous degree of p.
We note that if U, C Uy, then Kerp C Kerg, and if p(z,) — 0, then

q(z4) — 0. Thus we can define a continuous linear map w(p, q) : Xﬁerp —
X/ Kergq. Obviously X = lim {X/Kerp:p e P(X)}.

THEOREM 9. Let X be a pseudo-homogeneous Fréchet space and let T be
a pseudo-homogeneous continuous topology on X such that every T-compact
set is compact in X. Then the following properties are equivalent:

(i) every subspace of X with BAP has SPAP,
(ii) there exists a pseudo-homogeneous continuous norm on X,
(iii) X does not contain a subspace isomorphic to C>,
(iv) (X, 7) does not contain a subspace isomorphic to C*,
v) every subspace of (X, T) with BAP has WSPAP,
(vi) (X, 7) has a pseudo-homogeneous norm bounded on every compact
subset of X.

To prove the theorem, we first prove the following

ProPOSITION 10. Let X be a pseudo-homogeneous Fréchet space. Then
the following properties are equivalent:

(i) every subspace of X with BAP has SPAP,
(ii) there exists a pseudo-homogeneous continuous norm on X,
(iii) X does not contain a subspace isomorphic to C*.

Proof. (i)=(iii) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 4.

(iii)=(ii). Let {p,} be an increasing sequence of pseudo-homogeneous
seminorms defining the topology of X. If X does not have a pseudo-
homogeneous continuous norm, then dimKerp, = oo ¥n > 1. Since
Kerpn,+1 € Kerp,, Vn > 1, we can choose e; € Kerp; with pa(e;) # 0.
Since dim Kerp, = oo and Kerps C Kerpy, we find es € Ker py such that
{e1,e2} are linearly independent and ps(e2) # 0. Continuing this process,
we get a linearly independent sequence {e,, } such that e, € Kerp,, Vn > 1
and py, (e,,) = 0 for m > n. Put Xy = span{e, }. Then dim X,/ Ker p,, < oo,
Vn > 1. Thus Xy = lim X¢/ Kerp,, = C>. This contradicts (iii).

(ii)=(i) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 6.

Proof of Theorem 9. We shall prove that (i)=-(vi)=(v)=(iv)
=(iii)=(ii)=(i).

(i)=(vi). By Proposition 10, we have (i)=-(ii), and (ii)=(vi) is trivial.
Hence (i)=(vi).
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(vi)=-(v) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 6, and (v)=-(iv)
follows from Proposition 4. We now prove that (iv)=-(iii). Let X contain
a subspace X isomorphic to C*°. Since dim X,/ Kerp < oo for every p €
P(X,7) it follows that (Xo,7) is a locally convex space. By a result of
Martineau [4], we have (X, 7) = Xy = C*.

Finally, the implications (iii)=-(ii)=-(i) follow from Proposition 10.

COROLLARY 11 (Theorem 2.12 of [5]). If X is a Fréchet space with BAP,
then the following properties are equivalent:

(i) X has SPAP,
(ii) there is a continuous norm on X,
(iii) X contains no subspace isomorphic to C*.

ExaMpPLES 12. 1. The following example shows that there is a locally
convex space with WSPAP which does not have a continuous norm.

Denote by (C[0,1],7) the space of all continuous functions on [0,1]
equipped with the topology T defined by uniform convergence on all conver-
gent sequences of [0,1] and all seminorms defined by {e}}, where {e;} is the
Schauder basis in C[0,1]. Then (C10, 1], 7) has the following properties:

a) (C[0,1],7) is sequentially complete with a compact Schauder basis
{e;}. This property follows from the fact that every convergent sequence in
(C10,1],7) is convergent in C0, 1].

b) Every T-compact subset is compact in C|0, 1].

c) (C10,1],7) does not have a continuous norm. Indeed, let p be a con-
tinuous norm on (C0,1],7). Then there exists a sequence {t;} convergent
in [0,1] and n € N such that for some constant C' > 0 we have

P(f) < Cmax{sup (1)l max [e5(£)]}

for every f € C|0,1]. Obviously this is impossible.

d) (C[0,1],7) does not contain a subspace isomorphic to C*. Indeed,
suppose F is such a subspace. Consider the identity map (E, || - |||E) —
(E,T|E), where ||f|| = sup{|f(¢)| : t € [0,1]}. Since E is closed in C[0,1]
and (E,| - |||E) is a Banach space, by the open mapping theorem we get
(E,| - I|1E) = (E,7|E) = C>. This is impossible.

From a), b) and from Theorem 9 it follows that (C[0, 1], 7) has WSPAP.
On the other hand, by ¢), (C]0, 1], 7) does not have a continuous norm.

2. Now we consider a class of spaces in which every closed ball is poly-
nomially convex.

a) Let X be a topological vector space with the Grothendieck approxima-
tion property and let p be a continuous translation invariant metric on X.
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If p(x,0) is plurisubharmonic on X, then for every x € X and r > 0, the
closed ball

S(x,r)={y € X : p(z,y) <7}
s polynomially convex.
Indeed, let z € S(x,r). Then there is k such that Ag(z) € S(x,r), where
{A;} is the sequence of Grothendieck’s approximation. Since S(z,7)NA(X)
is polynomially convex, there exists a polynomial P on Ay (X) such that

[P(Ax(2))| > 1 and  |[Plls@mna.x) <1
Put P = PAy,. Then P is a polynomial on X such that
[P(2)] >1 and ||Plls@m <1
b) Consider the space LP = LP(X, pn), 0 < p < 1, with the metric

p(z,y) = [ |o(t) —y@®)|"dp  forz,y € L7,
X

Then p(z,0) is plurisubharmonic on LP.
Indeed, for every complex line in L?

L&) =xz+¢&y, &e€C, where (z,y) € LP x LP\ {0}
put

p(&) = [ |z +&ylPdp.
X

We first prove that if x, y are simple functions, then ¢(§) is subharmonic on
C. Let x = )" , aixa, and y = Z;n:l bjxB, where x4, and xp, are the
characteristic functions of A; and B; respectively. Then we have

p©) = [ ‘ D aixa +€) bixa
X i=1 j=1

= Z f laixa, +&bixa, P du = Z |la; + b, |Pp(A; N B;)

p
dp

] AiﬂBj 1,7
= lai +&bilPai; = > [(a; + €b;) (@i + €b;)]P 2
,] ,J

where a;; = p1(A; N Bj). Hence
0/0¢ = (p/2)oij[(ai + £bj) (@i + €b,)"/> " b; (@ + &b;) -
i,
0%/ 060 = (p/2)(p/2 — Vevij (s + £b;) (@ + Eb;)17/**bsb;(a; + £by)
1,3

X (@i + &b;) + (p/2)cuibibs[(ai + €by) (@ + Eb,)P/ >
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= (p/4) " aijlb;[(a; + €b;) (@ + &0,)1P> 71 > 0
0]
for £ € C\ U, ;{€ : @i +&b; = 0}. From this and from the continuity of ¢
on C it follows that ¢ is subharmonic on C.
Let now (x,y) € L? x L?\ {0}. Then there exists two sequences of simple
functions {x,} and {y,} such that [, |z —2z,[P dp — 0 and [ |y, — y|? dp
— 0. Put

o) = [lz—ylPdu, en@= [ |on—Eynldp.
X X
Then

(&) = en(©) < [ o=zl dp+ €[ [ |y = ynl? du— 0
X X

uniformly on every compact subset of C. Thus ¢(§) is subharmonic on C.

From the first example it follows that if LP(X, 1) has the Grothendieck
approximation, then every closed ball in LP(X, u) is polynomially convex.

In the case where LP(X, u) does not have the Grothendieck approxima-
tion, no closed ball in S(z,r) can be polynomially convex. For example,
consider the space LP[0,1], 0 < p < 1. It is known that (L?[0,1])’ = {0}.
This implies that every polynomial on LP[0, 1] is constant. Thus no closed
ball in LP[0,1] is polynomially convex.
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