arXiv:2011.03126v3 [math.FA] 23 Dec 2023

Noncommutative C^k functions and Fréchet derivatives of operator functions

Evangelos A. Nikitopoulos^∗ Department of Mathematics, University of California San Diego 9500 Gilman Drive, La Jolla, CA 92093-0112 (USA) Email: enikitop@ucsd.edu

Abstract Fix a unital C^∗-algebra A, and write Asa for the set of self-adjoint elements of A. Also, if f : R → C is a continuous function, then write fA : Asa → A for the operator function a → f(a) defined via functional calculus. In this paper, we introduce and study a space NC^k (R) of C^k functions f : R → C such that, no matter the choice of A, the operator function fA : Asa → A is k-times continuously Fréchet differentiable. In other words, if f ∈ NC^k (R), then f “lifts” to a C^k map fA : Asa → A, for any (possibly noncommutative) unital C^∗-algebra A. For this reason, we call NC^k (R) the space of noncommutative C^k functions. Our proof that fA ∈ C^k (Asa; A), which requires only knowledge of the Fréchet derivatives of polynomials and operator norm estimates for “multiple operator integrals” (MOIs), is more elementary than the standard approach; nevertheless, NC^k (R) contains all functions for which comparable results are known. Specifically, we prove that NC^k (R) contains the homogeneous Besov space Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) and the Hölder space C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R). We highlight, however, that the results in this paper are the first of their type to be proven for arbitrary unital C^∗-algebras, and that the extension to such a general setting makes use of the author’s recent resolution of certain “separability issues” with the definition of MOIs. Finally, we prove by exhibiting specific examples that W_k(R)_{loc} ⊊ NC^k(R) ⊊ C^k (R), where W_k(R)_{loc} is the “localized” k^{th} Wiener space.

Keywords: functional calculus, C^∗-algebra, Fréchet derivative, multiple operator integral MSC (2010): 47A60, 47A56, 26E15 (primary); 46E35, 46L89 (secondary)

Contents

1 Introduction 2 1.1 Motivation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1.2 Main results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2 Preliminaries 6 2.1 Divided differences . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 2.2 Integral projective tensor products . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 3 Noncommutative C^k functions 10 3.1 Definition and basic properties . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10 3.2 Elementary examples . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 3.3 Advanced examples . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 3.4 Demonstration that W_k(R)_{loc} ⊊ NC^k(R) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19 4 Differentiating operator functions 21 4.1 Fréchet derivatives . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21 4.2 Multiple operator integrals (MOIs) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22 4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2.3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26 4.4 Demonstration that NC^k(R) ⊊ C^k(R) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 29 A Loose ends 31 A.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1.1 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31 A.2 Proof of Eq. (19) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 Acknowledgements 35 References 35

∗Supported by NSF grant DGE 2038238 and partially supported by NSF grants DMS 1253402 and DMS 1800733

1 Introduction

Notation. Let V and W be normed vector spaces over F ∈ {R, C }, A be a unital C^∗-algebra, Ω be a topological space, (Ξ, G ) be a measurable space, H be a complex Hilbert space, and P : G → B(H) be a projection-valued measure (Definition 1.1 in Chapter IX of [7]).

(a) B(V ; W ) is the space of bounded linear maps V → W with operator norm ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖_{V →W} , and B(V ) = B(V ; V ). Also, C(V ; W ) = C^0(V ; W ) is the space of continuous maps V → W . Finally, if k ∈ N, then C^k(V ; W ) is the space of k-times continuously Fréchet differentiable (Definition 4.1.2) maps V → W . When W = C , we shall suppress W from this notation.

(b) A_ν = {a ∈ A : a^∗a = aa^∗} and A_{sa} = {a ∈ A : a^∗ = a}. Also, if f ∈ C(R), then f_A : A_{sa} → A is the map defined via functional calculus by A_{sa} ∋ a → f(a) ∈ A.

(c) B_Ω is the Borel σ-algebra on Ω.

(d) If φ: Ξ → C is a function, then ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ξ)} = sup_{ξ∈Ξ} |φ(ξ)| ∈ [0, ∞]. Also, ℓ^∞(Ξ, G ) is the space of (G , B_C )-measurable functions φ: Ξ → C such that ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ξ)} < ∞.

(e) If φ ∈ ℓ^∞(Ξ, G ), then P (φ) = ∫ Ξ φ dP = ∫ Ξ φ(ξ) P (dξ) ∈ B(H) is the integral of φ with respect to P .

Also, if a ∈ B(H)_ν , then P^a : B_{σ(a)} → B(H) is the projection-valued spectral measure of a determined by a = ∫ σ(a) λ P a(dλ). (Recall the existence and uniqueness of P^a is precisely the Spectral Theorem.)

Please see [3, 7, 8, 30] for requisite material on operator theory — e.g., C^∗-algebras, von Neumann algebras, spectral theory, functional calculus, and projection-valued measure theory.

The problem of computing higher derivatives of the operator function f_{B(H)} : B(H)_{sa} → B(H) has been studied extensively and is the reason multiple operator integrals (MOIs) were invented. The current standard approach to this problem, which makes use of “higher-order perturbation formulas,” is tailored to differentiating the map b → f(a + b) − f(a), where a is an unbounded self-adjoint operator on H. Recently, however, there have been interesting applications — e.g., to free stochastic calculus [22] — for which it is only necessary to consider bounded operators. In this paper, we show that when one restricts to bounded operators, the classical approach of “approximation by polynomials” can be adapted to achieve even better, more general results than the standard approach.

1.1 Motivation

Let A be a unital C^∗-algebra and f : R → C be a function. We claim that if f is continuous, then the operator function f_A : A_{sa} → A is continuous as well. Indeed, this is easy to see if f is a polynomial. For arbitrary f ∈ C(R), let (q_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of polynomials such that q_n → f uniformly on compact sets as n → ∞. Such a sequence exists by the Weierstrass Approximation Theorem. Then (q_n)_A → f_A uniformly on bounded sets as n → ∞, from which it follows that f_A is continuous. It is therefore natural to wonder whether f ∈ C^k(R) implies f_A ∈ C^k(A_{sa}; A) whenever k ∈ N. It turns out that this is not generally true. For example, if Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R) is the homogeneous (s, p, q)-Besov space (Definition 3.3.1), then results of V. V. Peller [26] imply that if f ∈ C^1(R) is such that f_{B(ℓ}2_{(N))} : B(ℓ^2(N))_{sa} → B(ℓ^2(N)) is Fréchet differentiable, then f must belong locally to the space Ḃ^{1,1}_1 (R). (Please see Sections 1.2 and 1.5 of [1] for more information about once differentiability of operator functions.)

To elucidate the difficulties with differentiating operator functions and to motivate our results, we begin by studying matrix functions. In other words, we consider the case

A = M_n(C ) = {n × n complex matrices}, n ∈ N,

identified with B(C^n ) in the usual way. Under this identification, if A ∈ M_n(C )_ν , λ ∈ σ(A), and g : σ(A) → C is a function, then P^A_λ := P^A({λ}) is (the standard representation of) the orthogonal projection onto the λ-eigenspace of A and g(A) = ∫ σ(A) g dP^A = ∑ λ∈σ(A) g(λ) P^A_λ . (1)

Now, fix A, B ∈ M_n(C )_{sa} . If f ∈ C^1(R), then f(A) − f(B) = ∑ λ∈σ(A) f(λ) P^A_λ − ∑ μ∈σ(B) f(μ) P^B_μ = ∑ λ∈σ(A) ∑ μ∈σ(B) (f(λ) − f(μ))P^A_λ P^B_μ

= ∑ λ∈σ(A) ∑ μ∈σ(B) f(λ) − f(μ) λ − μ P^A_λ (λ − μ)P^B_μ = ∑ λ∈σ(A) ∑ μ∈σ(B) f^{[1]}(λ, μ) P^A_λ (A − B)P^B_μ ,

where f^{[1]}(λ, λ) := f^′(λ) so that f^{[1]} ∈ C(R^2 ). In the first line, we used that ∑ λ∈σ(A) P A λ = I_n = ∑ μ∈σ(B) P B μ . In the second line, we used that P^A_λ P^A_μ = δ_{λμ}P^A_μ and A = ∑ λ∈σ(A) λ P A λ (and the same properties for B).

If we set the notation ( I^{A,B}φ ) [C] := ∑ λ∈σ(A) ∑ μ∈σ(B) φ(λ, μ) P^A_λ CP^B_μ for φ: σ(A) × σ(B) → C and C ∈ M_n(C ), then we have just shown that f(A) − f(B) = ( I^{A,B} f^{[1]} ) [A − B]. (2) This equation is called a perturbation formula. Next, let us take for granted that if φ ∈ C(R^2 ) and C ∈ M_n(C ), then the map M_n(C )^2_{sa} ∋ (A, B) → (I^{A,B} φ)[C] ∈ M_n(C ) is continuous, as can be seen by approximating φ by two-variable polynomials. Since f^{[1]} ∈ C(R^2 ), it follows that

∂_B f_{Mn(C)}(A) = lim_{t→0} 1 t (f(A + tB) − f(A)) = lim_{t→0} ( I^{A+tB,A}f^{[1]} ) [B] = ( I^{A,A}f^{[1]} ) [B] = ∑ λ,μ∈σ(A) f^{[1]}(λ, μ) P^A_λ BP^A_μ .

A higher-order version of f^{[1]} appears in a similar way in the higher derivatives of f_{Mn(C)}. We state the result presently. For k ∈ N_0 and f ∈ C^k (R), we define a function f^{[k]} ∈ C(R^{k+1} ), called the k^{th} divided difference of f, recursively by f^{[0]} := f and

f^{[k]}(λ) := f^{[k−1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_k ) − f^{[k−1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k−1}, λ_{k+1}) λ_k − λ_{k+1} for k ∈ N and λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) ∈ R^{k+1} with λ_k ≠ λ_{k+1}. (Please see Section 2.1 for details.)

Theorem 1.1.1 (Derivatives of Matrix Functions). Fix natural numbers n, k ∈ N. If f ∈ C^k(R), then f_{Mn(C)} ∈ C^k(M_n(C )_{sa} ; M_n(C )) and

∂_{B1} · · · ∂_{Bk} f_{Mn(C)}(A) = ∑ π∈S_k ∑ λ∈σ(A)^{k+1} f^{[k]}(λ) P^A_{λ1} B_{π(1)} · · · P^A_{λk} B_{π(k)}P^A_{λk+1} , (3)

for all A, B_1, . . . , B_k ∈ M_n(C )_{sa} , where S_k is the symmetric group on k letters.

Remark 1.1.2. This result is due essentially to Yu. L. Daletskii and S. G. Krein [10] (in 1956), though it was proven in approximately the above form by F. Hiai as Theorem 2.3.1 in [15].

One way to prove Theorem 1.1.1 is to use induction and higher-order perturbation formulas — i.e., versions of Eq. (2) involving f^{[k]} and f^{[k+1]}. (For this kind of argument, please see the proof of Theorem 5.3.2 in [32].) This is currently the standard approach to proving such results, since it can be adapted to differentiating operator functions at unbounded operators. Please see, e.g., [2, 5, 11, 18, 19, 23, 27, 28]. The classical approach is to use a polynomial approximation argument: first establish Eq. (3) when f is a polynomial, and then approximate a general f ∈ C^k(R) by polynomials. Since the details of this argument are important motivation for our main definitions and results, we go through them in Section A.1.

Next, suppose H is a complex Hilbert space (now possibly infinite-dimensional). In view of Eqs. (1) and (3), it seems as though one should have

∂_{b1} · · · ∂_{bk} f_{B(H)} (a) = ∑ π∈S_k ∫ σ(a) · · · ∫ σ(a) k+1 times

f^{[k]}(λ) P^a(dλ_1) b_{π(1)} · · · P^a(dλ_k ) b_{π(k)} P^a(dλ_{k+1}), (4) for all a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ B(H)_{sa}. However, in standard projection-valued measure theory, one only defines integrals of scalar-valued functions against projection-valued measures. It is therefore unclear how even to interpret — let alone prove — Eq. (4). In their seminal paper [10], Daletskii and Krein did so by using a Riemann–Stieltjes-type construction to define ∫ σ(a) F (λ) P a(dλ) for certain operator-valued functions F : [s, t] → B(H) with σ(a) ⊆ [s, t]. This approach, which requires rather stringent regularity conditions on F , allowed them to interpret the right hand side of Eq. (4) as an iterated operator-valued integral — in other words, a multiple operator integral — when f ∈ C^{2k}(R). Moreover, they used the aforementioned polynomial approximation argument to prove Eq. (4) (with b_1 = · · · = b_k) when f ∈ C^{2k}(R). Hence the term “classical approach.”

In the end, it turns out that the assumption f ∈ C^{2k}(R) is far too strong and that the key to relaxing it is finding a different way to interpret the multiple operator integral (MOI) on the right hand side of Eq. (4). For our purposes, the right way to do so is to use the “separation of variables approach” developed originally for separable H in [2, 27] and extended by the present author to not-necessarily-separable H in [21]. Using this approach, if M ⊆ B(H) is a von Neumann algebra, then one is able to make sense of ∫ σ(a_{k+1}) · · · ∫ σ(a_1 )

φ(λ) P^{a1} (dλ_1) b_1 · · · P^{ak} (dλ_k ) b_k P^{ak+1} (dλ_{k+1}) ∈ M (5)

for (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_ν , (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k, and functions φ: σ(a_1) × · · · × σ(a_{k+1}) → C belonging to the ℓ^∞-integral projective tensor product ℓ^∞(σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1 )}) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )}) (Definition 2.2.2). We present a beginner-friendly review of how to do this in Section 4.2. Henceforth, any MOI we write down is to be interpreted in accordance with Section 4.2. For much more information about MOIs and their applications, please see A. Skripka and A. Tomskova’s book [32].

We now state the weakest known regularity assumption on f that guarantees k-times differentiability (in the operator norm) of f_{B(H)} . As was mentioned earlier, it is not common to differentiate only at bounded operators, so the best available result is about derivatives of operator functions at unbounded operators.

Theorem 1.1.3 (Peller [27], Nikitopoulos [23]). Fix a complex Hilbert space H (not necessarily separable), a von Neumann algebra M ⊆ B(H), and a (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operator a on H affiliated with M. If f ∈ Ḃ^{1,∞}_1 (R) ∩ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) is such that f^{(k)} is bounded, then

(i) f_a(b) := f(a + b) − f(a) ∈ M whenever b ∈ M_{sa},

(ii) f^{[k]} | |_{σ(a1 )×···×σ(ak+1)} ∈ ℓ^∞(σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1 )}) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_i ℓ^∞(σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1)}) whenever a_1, . . . , a_{k+1} are

(possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operators on H, and

(iii) f_a ∈ C^k(M_{sa}; M) with

∂_{b1} · · · ∂_{bk} f_a(0) = ∑ π∈S_k ∫ σ(a) · · · ∫ σ(a) k+1 times

f^{[k]}(λ) P^a(dλ_1) b_{π(1)} · · · P^a(dλ_k ) b_{π(k)} P^a(dλ_{k+1}),

for all b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ M_{sa}.

In particular, f_M ∈ C^k(M_{sa}; M), and Eq. (4) holds for such f.

Remark 1.1.4. In [27], Peller proved (something stronger than) item (ii) and item (iii) (with b_1 = · · · = b_k) in the case M = B(H) with H separable. In [23], the present author proved (something stronger than) the general case of item (iii). Both papers use perturbation formulas to compute the higher derivatives of f_a.

The goal of this paper may now be stated slightly more precisely as follows: to use modern MOI theory to adapt the classical approach (polynomial approximation) to differentiating operator functions in such a way that recovers the result above in the case when a is bounded. As we see shortly, we do better. Specifically, we are able to relax the regularity assumptions on f slightly (when a is bounded) and to generalize the setting from von Neumann algebras M to arbitrary unital C^∗-algebras A. To do the latter generalization, we make use of MOIs on non-separable Hilbert spaces — the subject of [21] — in an interesting way. Please see Theorems 1.2.2(i) and 1.2.3 and the discussion following Theorem 1.2.3 for details.

1.2 Main results

For the duration of this section, fix k ∈ N. For readers who skipped the previous section, we recall now that • If k ∈ N and f ∈ C^k(R), then f^{[k]} ∈ C(R^{k+1} ) denotes the k^{th} divided difference of f (Section 2.1).

• If Ω_1, . . . , Ω_{k+1} are compact subsets of R, then ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_{k+1}, B_{Ωk+1} ) is the ℓ^∞-integral projective tensor product of ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ), . . . , ℓ^∞(Ω_{k+1}, B_{Ωk+1} ) (Section 2.2).

• If H is a complex Hilbert space, M ⊆ B(H) is a von Neumann algebra, (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_ν , (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k, and φ ∈ ℓ^∞(σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1 )}) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )}), then the multiple operator integral (MOI) in Eq. (5) is to be interpreted in accordance with Section 4.2.

With these reminders out of the way, we introduce the space of functions we shall study. Definition 1.2.1 (Noncommutative C^k Functions). We say that f ∈ C^k(R) is noncommutative C^k and write f ∈ NC^k(R) if there is a sequence (q_n)_{n∈N} of polynomials such that for all r > 0 and j ∈ {0, . . . , k}, we have q^{[j]}n | |_{[−r,r]j+1} → f^{[j]} | |_{[−r,r]j+1} in ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^^⊗i^{(j+1)} as n → ∞. As we explain in Section 3.1, where we also develop some basic properties of NC^k(R), the name for the space NC^k(R) comes from parallel work by D. A. Jekel in [17]. Our first main result comes in the form of a list of examples (and a non-example) of noncommutative C^k functions that paints the picture that a function only has to be “slightly better than C^k” to be noncommutative C^k. To state our result, we note that W_k(R) is the k^{th} Wiener space (Definition 3.2.2), Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R) is the homogeneous (s, p, q)-Besov space (Definition 3.3.1), and C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) is the space of C^k functions such that f^{(k)} is locally ε-Hölder continuous (Definition 3.3.8). In addition, if S ⊆ C^k(R), then S_{loc} is defined to be the set of all f ∈ C^k(R) such that for all r > 0, there exists g ∈ S such that g|_{[−r,r]} = f|_{[−r,r]}. Theorem 1.2.2 (Examples of Noncommutative C^k Functions). If k ∈ N and ε > 0, then

(i) Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R),

(ii) C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) ⊆ NC^k(R), and

(iii) W_k(R)_{loc} ⊊ NC^k(R) ⊊ C^k(R).

Proof. Item (i) is part of Theorem 3.3.7, and item (ii) is Theorem 3.3.11. The first containment in item (iii) (but not its strictness) follows from part of Theorem 3.2.6 and Proposition 3.1.3(ii); an example demonstrating its strictness is given in Theorem 3.4.1. An example demonstrating strictness of the second containment in item (iii) is given in Theorem 4.4.1.

Our second main result (proven in Section 4.3) is a statement about higher differentiability of operator functions associated to noncommutative C^k functions, in particular functions in Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R). Theorem 1.2.3 (Derivatives of Operator Functions). Fix a unital C^∗-algebra A and a von Neumann algebra M containing A as a unital C^∗-subalgebra. If k ∈ N and f ∈ NC^k(R), then f_A ∈ C^k(A_{sa}; A) and ∂_{b1} · · · ∂_{bk} f_A(a) = ∑ π∈S_k ∫ σ(a) · · · ∫ σ(a) k+1 times

f^{[k]}(λ) P^a(dλ_1) b_{π(1)} · · · P^a(dλ_k) b_{π(k)} P^a(dλ_{k+1}), (6)

for all a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A_{sa}.

The purpose of M is to allow us to make sense of the right hand side of Eq. (6), since a priori MOIs are only defined in von Neumann algebras. (However, please see Lemma 4.3.2, which morally says that MOIs like the ones in Eq. (6) make sense in unital C^∗-algebras.) Of course, if A happens to be a von Neumann algebra, then we may take M = A. For an arbitrary (abstract) unital C^∗-algebra A, a reasonable choice of M is the double dual A^{∗∗} of A, which has a von Neumann algebra structure with respect to which the natural embedding A → A^{∗∗} is a unital ∗-homomorphism (Theorem 1.17.2 in [30]). Therefore, if a ∈ A_{sa}, then one may always interpret the projection-valued spectral measure P^a in Eq. (6) as taking values in A^{∗∗}, even when it does not make sense in A. However, we highlight that the double dual A^{∗∗} of a C^∗-algebra A is frequently quite large; specifically, it is frequently not representable on a separable Hilbert space. This is why we must understand MOIs on non-separable Hilbert spaces (the subject of [21]).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Divided differences

In this section, we define divided differences and collect their relevant properties. Definition 2.1.1 (Divided Differences). Let f : R → C be a function. Define f^{[0]} := f and, for k ∈ N and distinct λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} ∈ R, recursively define

f^{[k]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) := f^{[k−1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_k) − f^{[k−1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k−1}, λ_{k+1}) λ_k − λ_{k+1} . We call f^{[k]} the k^{th} divided difference of f. Notation 2.1.2. If m ∈ N, then we define

Σ_m := { ⃗s = (s_1, . . . , s_m) ∈ R^m : |⃗s | = m∑ j=1 |s_j | ≤ 1 and s_1, . . . , s_m ≥ 0 } and

Δ_m := { t = (t_1, . . . , t_{m+1}) ∈ R^{m+1} : m+1∑ j=1 t_j = 1 and t_1, . . . , t_{m+1} ≥ 0 } .

Also, we denote by ρ_m the pushforward of the m-dimensional Lebesgue measure on Σ_m by the homeomorphism Σ_m ∋ ⃗s → (⃗s, 1 − |⃗s |) ∈ Δ_m. Explicitly, ρ_m is the finite Borel measure on Δ_m such that ∫ Δ_m φ(t) ρ_m(dt) = ∫ Σ_m φ(⃗s, 1 − |⃗s |) d⃗s, for all φ ∈ ℓ^∞(Δ_m, B_{Δm} ). In particular, ρ_m(Δ_m) =^1_{m!} as the reader may verify.

The content of the following proposition is contained in Section 4.7 of [12]. The first and third items are straightforward induction arguments. We supply the proof of the second (and most important) item for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 2.1.3 (Properties of f^{[k]}). Fix k ∈ N, functions f, g : R → C , and distinct λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} ∈ R. Also, write λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}).

(i) We have f^{[k]}(λ) = k+1∑ j=1 f(λ_j ) ∏ ℓ≠j (λ_j − λ_ℓ)^{−1}.

In particular, f^{[k]} is symmetric. (ii) If f ∈ C^k(R), then

f^{[k]}(λ) = ∫ Δ_k

f^{(k)}(t · λ) ρ_k(dt) = ∫ Σ_k

f^{(k)} (_k ∑ j=1 s_j λ_j + ( 1 − k∑ j=1 s_j ) λ_{k+1} ) ds_1 · · · ds_k,

where · is the Euclidean dot product. In particular, f^{[k]} extends uniquely to a symmetric continuous function on all of R^{k+1} . We shall use the same notation for this extension.

(iii) The product rule (fg)^{[k]}(λ) = k∑ j=0 f^{[j]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{j+1}) g^{[k−j]}(λ_{j+1}, . . . , λ_{k+1})

holds. If in addition f, g ∈ C^k(R), then this formula holds for all λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} ∈ R.

Proof of (ii). If f ∈ C^1(R) and λ_1, λ_2 ∈ R are distinct, then

f^{[1]}(λ_1, λ_2) = f(λ_1) − f(λ_2) λ_1 − λ_2 = ∫_1 0 f^′(s_1λ_1 + (1 − s_1)λ_2) ds_1

by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus. Now, assume the formula holds on C^k(R) with k ≥ 1. If f ∈ C^{k+1}(R) and λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+2} ∈ R are distinct, then, writing ⃗λ := (λ_1, . . . , λ_k) ∈ R^k , we have

f^{[k+1]} (⃗ λ, λ_{k+1}, λ_{k+2} ) = ∫ Σ_k

f^{(k)} (⃗ λ · ⃗s + (1 − |⃗s |)λ_{k+1} ) − f^{(k)} (⃗ λ · ⃗s + (1 − |⃗s |)λ_{k+2} ) λ_{k+1} − λ_{k+2} d⃗s (7) = ∫ Σ_k (1 − |⃗s |) ( f^{(k)}

)_{[1]}(⃗ λ · ⃗s + (1 − |⃗s |)λ_{k+1}, ⃗λ · ⃗s + (1 − |⃗s |)λ_{k+2} ) d⃗s = ∫ Σ_k (1 − |⃗s |) ∫_1 0 f^{(k+1)} (⃗ λ · ⃗s + (1 − |⃗s |)(tλ_{k+1} + (1 − t)λ_{k+2}) ) dt d⃗s (8) = ∫ Σ_k ∫_{1−|⃗s |} 0 f^{(k+1)} (⃗ λ · ⃗s + s_{k+1}λ_{k+1} + (1 − |⃗s | − s_{k+1})λ_{k+2} ) ds_{k+1} d⃗s (9)

= ∫ Σ_{k+1}

f^{(k+1)}

(_{k+1} ∑ j=1 s_j λ_j + ( 1 − k+1∑ j=1 s_j ) λ_{k+2} ) ds_1 · · · ds_{k+1},

where Eq. (7) holds by definition of f^{[k+1]} and the inductive hypothesis, Eq. (8) holds by the k = 1 case, and Eq. (9) holds by the change of variable s_{k+1} := (1 − |⃗s |)t.

Corollary 2.1.4. Fix k ∈ N. If f ∈ C^k(R) and λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) ∈ R^{k+1} , then | |f^{[k]}(λ) | | ≤ 1 k! sup |s|≤|λ|_∞ | |f^{(k)}(s) | | and ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r]k+1)} = 1 k! ‖ ‖f^{(k)} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r])}, for all r > 0, where |λ|_∞ = max{|λ_j | : 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1}.

Proof. The inequality follows from Proposition 2.1.3(ii), the observation that t ∈ Δ_k ⇒ |t · λ| ≤ |λ|_∞, and the fact that ρ_k(Δ_k ) =^1_{k!} . The identity follows from the inequality and the fact that if λ ∈ R, then f^{[k]}(λ, . . . , λ) = f^{(k)}(λ) ρ_k (Δ_k) =^1_{k!} f^{(k)}(λ) also by the formula in Proposition 2.1.3(ii).

We end this section with an important example calculation of a divided difference.

Example 2.1.5 (Polynomials). Let n ∈ N_0 and p_n(λ) := λ^n ∈ C [λ] ⊆ C^∞(R). If k ∈ N, then we claim that

p^{[k]}_n (λ) = ∑ |γ|=n−k λ^γ = ∑ γ∈N^{k+1}_0 :|γ|=n−k λ^{γ1}_1 · · · λ^{γk+1}_{k+1} , (10)

for all λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) ∈ R^{k+1} , where |γ| = ∑_{k+1} j=1 γ_j for γ = (γ_1, . . . , γ_{k+1}) ∈ N^{k+1}_0 . (Above and throughout, empty sums are defined to be zero.) By continuity (Proposition 2.1.3(ii)), it suffices to prove that Eq. (10) holds for λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) such that λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1} are distinct. To do so, we proceed by induction on k. Of course, the identity p^{[1]}_n (λ_1, λ_2) =^{λn1 −λn2}_{λ1 −λ2} = ∑_{n−1} j=0 λ^j_1λ^{n−1−j}_2 = ∑ γ_1 +γ_2=n−1 λ γ_1

1 λ^{γ2}_2 is well-known. Now, suppose Eq. (10) holds. If λ_{k+2} is distinct from λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}, then

p^{[k+1]}_n (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+2}) = p^{[k]}_n (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) − p^{[k]}_n (λ_1, . . . , λ_k, λ_{k+2}) λ_{k+1} − λ_{k+2} = ∑ γ∈N^{k+1}_0 :|γ|=n−k λ^{γ1}_1 · · · λ^{γk}_k λ^{γk+1}_{k+1} − λ^{γk+1}_{k+2} λ_{k+1} − λ_{k+2} = ∑ γ∈N^{k+1}_0 :|γ|=n−k ( ∑ δ_1 +δ_2=γ_{k+1}−1

λ^{γ1}_1 · · · λ^{γk}_k λ^{δ1}_{k+1}λ^{δ2}_{k+2} ) = ∑ γ̃∈N^{k+2}_0 :|γ̃|=n−k−1 λ^{γ̃1}_1 · · · λ^{γ̃k+2}_{k+2} ,

by the inductive hypothesis and the k = 1 case. This completes the proof of the claim. In particular, if p ∈ C [λ], then p^{[k]} ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k+1}], for all k ∈ N.

2.2 Integral projective tensor products

For the duration of this section, fix m ∈ N and Polish spaces (i.e., complete separable metric spaces) Ω_1, . . . , Ω_m. Also, write Ω := Ω_1 × · · · × Ω_m. We first review the notion of the integral projective tensor product ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ), the idea for which is due to Peller [27].

Lemma 2.2.1 (Measurability). Let Ξ be a Polish space and (Σ, H , ρ) be a σ-finite measure space. If φ: Ξ × Σ → C is product measurable, then the function Σ ∋ σ → ‖φ(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ξ)} ∈ [0, ∞] is ( H^ρ, B_{[0,∞]} ) -measurable, where H^ρ is the ρ-completion of H .

Proof. Since every σ-finite measure is equivalent to (i.e., has the same null sets as) a finite measure, we may assume ρ is finite. Let C : Σ → 2^Ξ be such that {(σ, ξ) : σ ∈ Σ, ξ ∈ C(σ)} ∈ H ⊗ B_Ξ. Then Corollary 2.13 in [9] (which relies on the Measurable Projection Theorem, Theorem III.23 in [4]) implies that Σ ∋ σ → sup_{ξ∈C(σ)} |φ(ξ, σ)| ∈ [0, ∞] is ( H^ρ, B_{[0,∞]} ) -measurable. Applying this to the constant function C ≡ Ξ gives the desired result.

This measurability lemma ensures that the integral in Eq. (11) below makes sense as a Lebesgue integral with respect to the completion of ρ.

Definition 2.2.2 (IPTPs). A ℓ^∞-integral projective decomposition (IPD) of a function φ: Ω → C is a choice (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) of a σ-finite measure space (Σ, H , ρ) and, for each j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, a product measurable function φ_j : Ω_j × Σ → C such that φ_j (·, σ) ∈ ℓ^∞(Ω_j , B_{Ωj} ) whenever σ ∈ Σ, ∫ Σ ‖φ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1)} · · · ‖φ_m(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm)} ρ(dσ) < ∞, (11) and φ(ω) = ∫ Σ φ_1(ω_1, σ) · · · φ_m(ω_m, σ) ρ(dσ), for all ω = (ω_1, . . . , ω_m) ∈ Ω.

Also, for any function φ: Ω → C , define ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} := inf { ∫ Σ m∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ(dσ) : (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ } ,

where inf ∅ := ∞. Finally, we define

ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ) := { φ ∈ ℓ^∞(Ω, B_Ω) : ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} < ∞ } to be the integral projective tensor product of ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ), . . . , ℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ).

In the next statement, a ∗-algebra is a unital C -algebra with a ∗-operation (a unital, conjugatelinear, anti-multiplicative involution), and a Banach ∗-algebra is a complex unital Banach algebra with an isometric ∗-operation.

Proposition 2.2.3 (Properties of IPTPs). The following hold.

(i) If φ: Ω → C is a function, then ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗i ℓ}∞_{(Ωm ,BΩm )}.

(ii) ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ) ⊆ ℓ^∞(Ω, B_Ω) is a unital ∗-subalgebra, and ( ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ), ‖ · ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} ) is a Banach ∗-algebra under pointwise operations.

(iii) Suppose 1 ≤ j, k ≤ m. If φ: Ω_1 × · · · × Ω_j → C and ψ : Ω_k × · · · × Ω_m → C are functions and we define χ(ω_1, . . . , ω_m) := φ(ω_1, . . . , ω_j ) ψ(ω_k, . . . , ω_m), then ‖χ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ}∞_{(Ωm,BΩm )} ≤ ‖φ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗i ℓ}∞_{(Ωj ,BΩj )}‖ψ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωk ,BΩk ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗i ℓ}∞_{(Ωm ,BΩm )}, where as usual 0 · ∞ := 0.

Proof. For ease of notation, write B := ℓ^∞(Ω_1, B_{Ω1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(Ω_m, B_{Ωm} ) and ‖ · ‖_B := ‖ · ‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 ,BΩ1 ) ^⊗i··· ^⊗i ℓ}∞_{(Ωm ,BΩm )}. We take each item in turn.

(i) Let (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) be a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ. If ω = (ω_1, . . . , ω_m) ∈ Ω, then |φ(ω)| ≤ ∫ Σ |φ_1(ω_1, σ) · · · φ_m(ω_m, σ)| ρ(dσ) ≤ ∫ Σ ‖φ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1)} · · · ‖φ_m(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm)} ρ(dσ). Taking the supremum over ω ∈ Ω and then the infimum over ℓ^∞-IPDs (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) gives the desired inequality. Note that this inequality implies that ‖φ‖_B = 0 ⇔ φ ≡ 0 on Ω.

(ii) We leave it to the reader to prove ‖c φ‖_B = |c| ‖φ‖_B = |c| ‖φ‖_B whenever c ∈ C and φ ∈ B. Next, suppose (φ_n)_{n∈N} is a sequence in B such that ∑_∞ n=1 ‖φ_n‖_B < ∞. By the previous item, we have ∑_∞ n=1 ‖φ_n‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω)} ≤ ∑_∞ n=1 ‖φ_n‖_B < ∞, so the series φ := ∑_∞ n=1 φ_n converges in ℓ^∞(Ω, B_Ω). We claim that ‖φ‖_B ≤ ∞∑ n=1 ‖φ_n‖_B. To see this, fix ε > 0 and n ∈ N. Then, by definition of ‖ · ‖_B, there exists a ℓ^∞-IPD (Σ_n, ρ_n, φ_{n,1}, . . . , φ_{n,m}) of φ_n such that ∫ Σ_n ‖φ_{n,1}(·, σ_n)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 )} · · · ‖φ_{n,m}(·, σ_n)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm )} ρ_n(dσ_n) < ‖φ_n‖_B + ε 2^n . Define (Σ, H , ρ) to be the disjoint union of the measure spaces {(Σ_n, H_n, ρ_n) : n ∈ N}. Also, for 1 ≤ j ≤ m, define χ_j : Ω_j × Σ → C to be the unique measurable function satisfying χ_j |_{Ωj ×Σn} = φ_{n,j} , for all n ∈ N. Then it is easy to see that (Σ, ρ, χ_1, . . . , χ_m) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ, so that ‖φ‖_B ≤ ∫ Σ ‖χ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 )} · · · ‖χ_m(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm )} ρ(dσ) = ∞∑ n=1 ∫ Σ_n ‖φ_{n,1}(·, σ_n)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ω1 )} · · · ‖φ_{n,m}(·, σ_n)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωm )} ρ_n(dσ_n)

≤ ∞∑ n=1 ( ‖φ_n‖_B + ε 2^n ) = ∞∑ n=1 ‖φ_n‖_B + ε. Taking ε ↘ 0 results in the desired estimate. Taking φ_n ≡ 0 for n ≥ 3, we conclude that B is closed under addition and that ‖ · ‖_B satisfies the triangle inequality. Applying the inequality we just proved to the sequence (φ_{n+N} )_{n∈N} for fixed N ∈ N yields ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ φ − N∑ n=1 φ_n ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_B ≤ ∞∑ n=N+1 ‖φ_n‖_B → 0 as N → ∞. Combining this with the observation from the end of the proof of the previous item, we conclude that B is a Banach space.

Finally, we prove that if φ, ψ ∈ B, then ‖φ ψ‖_B ≤ ‖φ‖_B‖ψ‖_B. To do so, fix ℓ^∞-IPDs (Σ_1, ρ_1, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) and (Σ_2, ρ_2, ψ_1, . . . , ψ_m) of φ and ψ, respectively. Next, redefine (Σ, H , ρ) := (Σ_1 × Σ_2, H_1 ⊗ H_2, ρ_1 ⊗ ρ_2) and χ_j (ω_j , σ) := φ_j (ω_j , σ_1) ψ_j (ω_j , σ_2) whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ m, ω_j ∈ Ω_j , and σ = (σ_1, σ_2) ∈ Σ. We claim that (Σ, ρ, χ_1, . . . , χ_m) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ ψ. Indeed, by Tonelli’s Theorem, ∫ Σ m∏ j=1 ‖χ_j (·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ(dσ) ≤ ∫ Σ_1 m∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, σ_1)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ_1(dσ_1) ∫ Σ_2 m∏ j=1 ‖ψ_j (·, σ_2)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ_2(dσ_2) < ∞.

Now, by Fubini’s Theorem, ∫ Σ m∏ j=1 χ_j (ω_j , σ) ρ(dσ) = ∫ Σ_1 m∏ j=1 φ_j (ω_j , σ_1) ρ_1(dσ_1) ∫ Σ_2 m∏ j=1 ψ_j (ω_j , σ_2) ρ_2(dσ_2) = φ(ω) ψ(ω),

for all ω = (ω_1, . . . , ω_m) ∈ Ω. It follows that ‖φ ψ‖_B ≤ ∫ Σ_1 m∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, σ_1)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ_1(dσ_1) ∫ Σ_2 m∏ j=1 ‖ψ_j (·, σ_2)‖_ℓ∞_{(Ωj )} ρ_2(dσ_2).

Taking the infimum over ℓ^∞-IPDs of φ and ψ gives the desired result.

(iii) By the previous item, it suffices to consider the cases φ ≡ 1 and ψ ≡ 1. We leave these cases to the reader, as they are easy consequences of the definitions.

We shall work mainly with the case Ω_1 = · · · = Ω_m = [−r, r], for which we use the following notation.

Notation 2.2.4. If φ: R^m → C is a function, then we write ‖φ‖_{r,m} := ‖ ‖φ|_{[−r,r]m} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r],B[−r,r]) ^⊗im} ∈ [0, ∞] for all r > 0.

Example 2.2.5 (Multivariate Polynomials). Fix m ∈ N, and suppose

P (λ) = ∑ |α|≤d c_αλ^α = ∑ α∈N^m_0 :|α|≤d c_α λ^{α1}_1 · · · λ^{αm}_m ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_m].

For r > 0 and λ_1, . . . , λ_m ∈ [−r, r], let Σ := {α ∈ N^m_0 : |α| ≤ d}, ρ be the counting measure on Σ, φ_1(λ_1, α) := c_α λ^{α1}_1 , and φ_j (λ_j , α) := λ^{αj}_j for j ∈ {2, . . . , m} and α ∈ Σ. Then (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_m) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of P |_{[−r,r]}m that gives ‖P ‖_{r,m} ≤ ∫ Σ m∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, α)‖_ℓ∞_{([−r,r])} ρ(dα) = ∑ |α|≤d |c_α| sup_{|λ1 |≤r} | |λ^α1_1 | | · · · sup |λ_m|≤r | |λ^αm_m | | = ∑ |α|≤d |c_α| r^{|α|} < ∞.

Thus P |_{[−r,r]}m ∈ ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗im}. In particular (by Example 2.1.5), if p ∈ C [λ], then p^{[k]} | |_{[−r,r]k+1} ∈ ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗i(k+1)}, for all k ∈ N.

3 Noncommutative C^k functions

3.1 Definition and basic properties

In this section, we define our space of noncommutative C^k functions and develop some of its basic properties. First, however, we recall that if k ∈ N_0 ∪ {∞}, then the space C^k(R) is a Fréchet space with respect to the topology of locally uniform convergence of all derivatives of order at most k. (Please see Proposition 4.1.4.) This topology is called the C^k topology, and it is induced by the family { f → ‖ ‖f^{(j)} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r])} : 0 ≤ j < k + 1, r > 0} of seminorms. By Corollary 2.1.4, the C^k topology is also induced by the family { f → ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r]j+1)} : 0 ≤ j < k + 1, r > 0} of seminorms. For our space(s) of functions, we shall measure f^{[j]} with a different family of seminorms.

Notation 3.1.1 (The Space C^{[k]}(R)). For k ∈ N, f ∈ C^k (R), and r > 0, define ‖f‖_C[k]_{,r} := k∑ j=0 ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{r,j+1} ∈ [0, ∞] and

C^{[k]}(R) := { f ∈ C^k(R) : ‖f‖_C[k]_{,r} < ∞, for all r > 0 } = { f ∈ C^k(R) : f^{[j]} | |_{[−r,r]j+1} ∈ ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗i(j+1)} whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ k and r > 0}. Also, let C^{[∞]}(R) := ⋂ k∈N C^{[k]}(R). Example 3.1.2 (Polynomials). By Example 2.2.5, C [λ] ⊆ C^{[∞]}(R).

Fix k ∈ N. By Proposition 2.2.3, C^{[k]}(R) ⊆ C^k(R) is a linear subspace and {‖ · ‖_C[k]_{,r} : r > 0} is a collection of seminorms on C^{[k]}(R). Since these seminorms clearly separate points, they make C^{[k]}(R) into a Hausdorff locally convex topological vector space (LCTVS). Similarly, C^{[∞]}(R) is a Hausdorff LCTVS with topology induced by the family {‖ · ‖_C[k]_{,r} : k ∈ N, r > 0} of seminorms. Here now are the basic properties of the spaces C^{[k]}(R), k ∈ N ∪ {∞}. In the result below, → indicates continuity of the relevant inclusion map, and a Fréchet ∗-algebra is a complex Fréchet space with a ∗-algebra structure such that the ∗-operation and product are continuous.

Proposition 3.1.3 (Properties of C^{[k]}(R)). Fix k ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

(i) C^{[k]}(R) → C^k(R).

(ii) For S ⊆ C^k(R), write

S_{loc} := { f ∈ C^k(R) : for all r > 0, there exists g ∈ S such that g|_{[−r,r]} = f|_{[−r,r]} } . Then S ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) =⇒ S_{loc} ⊆ S ⊆ C^{[k]}(R).

(iii) If k < ∞ and f, g ∈ C^k(R), then ‖ ‖(fg)^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{r,k+1} ≤^k ∑ j=0 ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{r,j+1}‖g^{[k−j]} ‖ ‖_{r,k−j+1} and ‖fg‖_{C[k],r} ≤ ‖f‖_{C[k],r}‖g‖_{C[k],r}, for all r > 0.

(iv) C^{[k]}(R) is a Fréchet ∗-algebra under pointwise operations.

Proof. We take each item in turn.

(i) Fix f ∈ C^k(R). If 0 ≤ j < k + 1 and r > 0, then ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r]j+1)} ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{r,j+1} by Proposition 2.2.3(i). Therefore, by the description of the C^k topology given at the beginning of this section, the inclusion of C^{[k]}(R) into C^k(R) is continuous.

(ii) Fix S ⊆ C^{[k]}(R). If f ∈ S_{loc} and n ∈ N, then — by definition — we can choose g_n ∈ S ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) such that g_n|_{[−n,n]} = f|_{[−n,n]}. If r > 0, n > r, and 0 ≤ j < k + 1, then ‖g_n − f‖_C[j]_{,r} = 0. Thus f ∈ C^{[k]}(R) and g_n → f in C^{[k]}(R) as n → ∞. In other words, S_{loc} ⊆ S ⊆ C^{[k]}(R).

(iii) The claimed bound on ‖ ‖(fg)^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{r,k+1} follows immediately from Propositions 2.1.3(iii) and 2.2.3(iii).

Consequently, we get ‖fg‖_C[k]_{,r} ≤ ‖f‖_C[k]_{,r}‖g‖_C[k]_{,r}. Indeed, ‖fg‖_C[k]_{,r} = k∑ j=0 ‖ (fg)^{[j]} ‖ r,j+1 ≤ k∑ j=0 j∑ ℓ=0 ‖ f^{[ℓ]} ‖ r,ℓ+1 ‖ g^{[j−ℓ]} ‖ r,j−ℓ+1

= k∑ ℓ=0 ‖ ‖f^{[ℓ]} ‖ ‖_{r,ℓ+1}^k ∑ j=ℓ ‖ ‖g^{[j−ℓ]} ‖ ‖_{r,j−ℓ+1} ≤ ‖f‖_{C[k],r}‖g‖_{C[k],r}, as desired.

(iv) For ease of notation, we assume k < ∞ and leave the case k = ∞ as an exercise. First, note that the topology of C^{[k]}(R) is generated by the countable family {‖ · ‖_C[k]_{,N} : N ∈ N} of seminorms. Thus C^{[k]}(R) is metrizable. Next, we prove that C^{[k]}(R) is complete. To this end, let (f_n)_{n∈N} be a Cauchy sequence in C^{[k]}(R). By the first item, the sequence (f_n)_{n∈N} is also Cauchy in C^k(R). By completeness of the latter space, there exists f ∈ C^k(R) such that f_n → f in the C^k topology as n → ∞. In particular, if 1 ≤ j ≤ k, then f^{[j]}_n → f^{[j]} uniformly on compact sets as n → ∞. Now, fix j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and r > 0. Then ( f^{[j]}_n | [−r,r]^{j+1} ) n∈N is Cauchy and therefore, by Proposition 2.2.3(ii), convergent in ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗i(j+1)}. Since we already know that f^{[j]}n → f^{[j]} pointwise as n → ∞, we conclude that f^{[j]}|_{[−r,r]}j+1 ∈ ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗i(j+1)} and f^{[j]}_n |_{[−r,r]}j+1 → f^{[j]}|_{[−r,r]}j+1 in ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]})^{^⊗i(j+1)} as n → ∞ as well. Thus f ∈ C^{[k]}(R) and f_n → f in C^{[k]}(R) as n → ∞, so that C^{[k]}(R) is a Fréchet space.

Finally, the previous item implies that C^{[k]}(R) is an algebra under pointwise multiplication and that pointwise multiplication is (jointly) continuous; and Proposition 2.2.3(ii) implies that ‖f‖_C[k]_{,r} = ‖f‖_C[k]_{,r} whenever f ∈ C^k(R) and r > 0, so that complex conjugation is a continuous ∗-operation on C^{[k]}(R).

This and Example 3.1.2 bring us to our space of interest. Inspired by the proof of Theorem 1.1.1 (specifically, Lemma A.1.5), we make the following definition of noncommutative C^k functions. Definition 3.1.4 (Noncommutative C^k Functions). For k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, define NC^k(R) := C [λ] ⊆ C^{[k]}(R), where the closure takes place in C^{[k]}(R). We call members of NC^k(R) noncommutative C^k functions and noncommutative smooth functions when k = ∞.

Proposition 3.1.5. If k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, then NC^k(R) is a Fréchet ∗-algebra under pointwise operations. Proof. Since C [λ] ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) is a ∗-subalgebra, NC^k(R) is a closed ∗-subalgebra of the Fréchet ∗-algebra C^{[k]}(R). Thus NC^k(R) is a Fréchet ∗-algebra in its own right.

The idea for the name of NC^k(R) comes from parallel work by Jekel, who brought to the author’s attention that he worked in Section 18 of [17] with an abstract analog of NC^k(R) defined via completion and using classical projective tensor powers of C([−r, r]) in place of the integral projective tensor powers of ℓ^∞([−r, r], B_{[−r,r]}). Jekel notates his space of noncommutative C^k functions as C^k_{nc}(R).

3.2 Elementary examples

So far it is only clear that C [λ] ⊆ NC^k(R). In this section, we use elementary harmonic analysis to exhibit more examples of noncommutative C^k functions. We begin with the Wiener spaces. Notation 3.2.1. Fix m, k ∈ N.

(a) M(R, B_R) is the space of Borel complex measures on R. For μ ∈ M(R, B_R), |μ| is the total variation measure of μ, μ_{(0)} := |μ|(R) is the total variation norm of μ, and μ_{(k)} := ∫ R |ξ|^k |μ|(dξ) ∈ [0, ∞] is the “k^{th} moment” of |μ|.

(b) BC(R^m ) = BC^0(R^m ) := {bounded continuous functions R^m → C } and

BC^k (R^m ) := {f ∈ C^k(R^m ) : ∂^γ f ∈ BC(R^m ) whenever γ ∈ N^m_0 and |γ| ≤ k}

with norm ‖f‖_{BC}k := ∑ |γ|≤k ‖∂ γ f‖_ℓ∞_{(R}m_).

(c) S (R^m ) is the Fréchet space of Schwartz functions R^m → C , and S^′(R^m ) := S (R^m )^∗ is the space of tempered distributions on R^m . Also, the conventions we use for the Fourier transform and its inverse are, respectively, ^f(ξ) = (Ff)(ξ) = ∫ R^m e^{−ix·ξ}f(x) dx and f

⋀

(x) = 1 (2π)^m ∫ R^m e^{ix·ξ}f(ξ) dξ for f ∈ L^1(R^m ) = L^1(R^m , Lebesgue), with corresponding extensions to S^′(R^m ).

Definition 3.2.2 (Wiener Space). Fix k ∈ N_0 . The k^{th} Wiener space W_k(R) is the set of functions f : R → C such that there exists (necessarily unique) μ ∈ M(R, B_R) with μ_{(k)} < ∞ and f(λ) = ∫ R e^{iλξ} μ(dξ), for all λ ∈ R.

Suppose that μ ∈ M(R, B_R) and μ_{(k)} < ∞ for some k ∈ N_0 . If 0 ≤ j ≤ k, then

μ_{(j)} = ∫ R |ξ|^j |μ|(dξ) ≤ |μ|([−1, 1]) + ∫ R (1_{(−∞,1)}(ξ) + 1_{(1,∞)}(ξ))|ξ|^j |μ|(dξ) ≤ |μ|([−1, 1]) + ∫ R (1_{(−∞,1)}(ξ) + 1_{(1,∞)}(ξ))|ξ|^k |μ|(dξ) ≤ |μ|([−1, 1]) + μ_{(k)} < ∞. In particular, W_k(R) ⊆ W_j (R). Also, W_k(R) ⊆ BC^k (R) because if f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k(R), then f^{(j)}(λ) = ∫ R (iξ)^j e^{iλξ} μ(dξ), (12) for all λ ∈ R; thus ‖f‖_{BC}k ≤ ∑_k j=0 μ_{(j)}. Here now is some important additional information about W_k(R).

Lemma 3.2.3. Fix k ∈ N.

(i) If f ∈ BC(R) and ^f ∈ L^1(R), then ∫ R |ξ|^k | | ^f(ξ) | | dξ < ∞ ⇐⇒ f ∈ W_k(R) ⇐⇒ f ∈ C^k (R) and ^f (k) ∈ L^1(R).

(ii) If f ∈ C^1(R) ∩ L^2(R) and f^′ ∈ L^2(R), then ^f ∈ L^1(R).

(iii) C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ W_k (R)_{loc} .

Proof. We take each item in turn.

(i) Suppose f ∈ BC(R) ⊆ S^′(R) and ^f ∈ L^1(R). By the Fourier Inversion Theorem for tempered distributions, the fact that ^f ∈ L^1(R), and the continuity of f, we have

f(λ) = F^{−1} ( ^ f ) (λ) = 1 2π ∫ R e^{iλξ} ^f(ξ) dξ, for all λ ∈ R. Since μ(dξ) :=^1_{2π} ^f(ξ) dξ is a complex measure with |μ|(dξ) =^1_{2π} | | ^f(ξ) | | dξ, we have

μ_{(k)} = ∫ R |ξ|^k |μ|(dξ) = 1 2π ∫ R |ξ|^k | | ^f(ξ) | | dξ.

The first equivalence immediately follows from this observation. If f ∈ C^k(R), then | | ^f (k)(ξ) | | = |ξ|^k | | ^f(ξ) | |, from which the second equivalence follows.

(ii) If f ∈ C^1(R) ∩ L^2(R) and f^′ ∈ L^2(R), then ‖ ‖ ^f ‖ ‖_{L1} = ∫ R 1 1 + |ξ| (1 + |ξ|) | | ^f(ξ) | | dξ = ∫ R 1 1 + |ξ| (| ^ f(ξ) | | + | | ^f ′(ξ) | |) dξ ≤ ‖ (1 + | · |)^{−1} ‖ L^2 (‖ ^ f ‖ L^2 + ‖ ^ f^′ ‖ L^2 ) = 2 √ π ( ‖f‖_L2 + ‖ f^′ ‖ L^2 ) < ∞ by the Cauchy–Schwarz Inequality and Plancherel’s Theorem.

(iii) Fix f ∈ C^{k+1}(R) and r > 0. Let ψ_r ∈ C^∞_c (R) be such that ψ_r ≡ 1 on [−r, r]. We claim that g := ψ_rf ∈ W_k(R). Indeed, since g ∈ C^{k+1}(R) and g has compact support, we have g, g^{(k)} ∈ C^1(R) ∩ L^2(R) and g^′, g^{(k+1)} ∈ L^2(R). Thus F(g), F(g^{(k)}) ∈ L^1(R) by the previous item. Since g ∈ BC(R) as well, the claim then follows from the first item. But g|_{[−r,r]} = f|_{[−r,r]} and r > 0 was arbitrary, so f ∈ W_k(R)_{loc} .

We now get to work on our first classes of examples of noncommutative C^k functions.

Lemma 3.2.4. If k ∈ N, 0 ≤ j ≤ k, and f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k (R), then ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i(j+1)} ≤ μ^{(j)} j! < ∞. (13) In particular, W_k(R) ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) and C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ W_k(R) ⊆ C^{[k]}(R).

Proof. Fix f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k (R) and j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. By Proposition 2.1.3(ii) and Eq. (12),

f^{[j]}(λ) = ∫ Δ_j

f^{(j)}(t · λ) ρ_j (dt) = ∫ Δ_j ∫ R e^{it1 λ1ξ} · · · e^{itj+1 λj+1 ξ}(iξ)^j μ(dξ) ρ_j (dt), (14) for all λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{j+1}) ∈ R^{j+1} . This expression, together with the Radon–Nikodym Theorem and Fubini’s Theorem, says that if (Σ, H , ρ) := (Δ_j × R, B_{Δj ×R}, ρ_j ⊗ |μ|), φ_ℓ(λ_ℓ, σ) := e^{itℓλℓξ} for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ j, and

φ_{j+1}(λ_{j+1}, σ) := e^{itj+1 λj+1 ξ} (iξ)^j dμ d|μ| (ξ) for σ = (t_1, . . . , t_{j+1}, ξ) ∈ Δ_j × R, then (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_{j+1}) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of f^{[j]} that gives ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i (j+1)} ≤ ∫ Δ_j ×R |ξ|^j ρ(dσ) = ρ_j (Δ_j ) μ_{(j)} = μ_{(j)} j! , as claimed. This proves the containment W_k(R) ⊆ C^{[k]}(R). The containment C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ W_k(R) ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) then follows from Lemma 3.2.3(iii) and Proposition 3.1.3(ii).

Remark 3.2.5. We can extract from the proofs above that if f ∈ C^{k+1}(R) has compact support, then ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i(j+1)} ≤ 1 2πj! ∫ R |ξ|^j | | ^f(ξ) | | dξ ≤ 1 j! √ π (‖ f^{(j)} ‖ ‖_{L2} + ‖ ‖f^{(j+1)} ‖ ‖_{L2} ) whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Theorem 3.2.6. If k ∈ N, then W_k(R) = C^{k+1}(R) = NC^k(R). (To be clear, the closures in the previous sentence take place in C^{[k]}(R).)

Proof. We know from Lemma 3.2.4 that C [λ] ⊆ C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ W_k(R). Thus NC^k(R) ⊆ C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ W_k(R). It therefore suffices to prove W_k(R) ⊆ C [λ] = NC^k(R). To this end, fix a function f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k(R). We first reduce to the case when supp |μ| is compact. For n ∈ N, define μ_n(dξ) := 1_{[−n,n]}(ξ) μ(dξ) and

f_n(λ) := ∫ R e^{iλξ} μ_n(dξ) = ∫ R e^{iλξ} 1_{[−n,n]}(ξ) μ(dξ). Then f_n ∈ W_k(R) and supp |μ_n| ⊆ [−n, n]. Also, if 0 ≤ j ≤ k, then applying Eq. (13) to f − f_n yields

sup_{r>0} ‖ ‖(f − f_n)^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{r,j+1} ≤ ‖ ‖(f − f_n)^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i(j+1)} ≤ 1 j! ∫ R |ξ|^j (1 − 1_{[−n,n]}(ξ)) |μ|(dξ) → 0 as n → ∞ by the Dominated Convergence Theorem. In particular, f_n → f in C^{[k]}(R) as n → ∞. It now suffices to assume supp |μ| is compact.

Suppose R > 0 and supp |μ| ⊆ [−R, R]. Then ∫ R |f| d|μ| ≤ μ_{(0)} ‖f‖_ℓ∞_{([−R,R])}, for all Borel measurable functions f : R → C . In particular, μ_{(m)} ≤ R^mμ_{(0)} < ∞, for all m ∈ N. Therefore, we may define

q_n(λ) := ∫ R n∑ m=0 (iλξ)^m m! μ(dξ) = n∑ m=0 (iλ)^m m! ∫ R ξ^m μ(dξ) ∈ C [λ], for all n ∈ N. We claim that q_n → f in C^{[k]}(R) as n → ∞. Indeed, note f(λ) − q_n(λ) = ∫ R ∞∑ m=n+1 (iλξ)^m m! μ(dξ), so that if r > 0, then ‖f − q_n‖_ℓ∞_{([−r,r])} ≤ ∫ R ∞∑ m=n+1 (r|ξ|)^m m! |μ|(dξ) ≤ μ_{(0)} ∞∑ m=n+1 (rR)^m m! → 0 as n → ∞. Also, if j ∈ N and λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_{j+1}) ∈ R^{j+1} , then we know from Example 2.1.5 that

q^{[j]}_n (λ) = n∑ m=0 i^m m! ∫ R ξ^m μ(dξ) ∑ |γ|=m−j λ^γ .

Similarly, after noting that f(λ) = ∑_∞ m=0 (iλ)^m m! ∫ R ξ^m μ(dξ), we have

f^{[j]}(λ) = ∞∑ m=0 i^m m! ∫ R ξ^m μ(dξ) ∑ |γ|=m−j λ^γ as well. Therefore, using the fact that {γ ∈ N^{j+1}_0 : |γ| = m − j} has (_m m−j ) ≤ 2^m elements, we get ‖ (f − q_n)^{[j]} ‖ r,j+1 ≤ ∞∑ m=n+1 ( m m − j ) r^{m−j} m! μ_{(m)} ≤ μ_{(0)} r^j ∞∑ m=n+1 (2rR)^m m! → 0 as n → ∞, for all r > 0. In particular, q_n → f in C^{[k]}(R) as n → ∞. This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.2.7. NC^∞(R) = C^{[∞]}(R) = C^∞(R).

3.3 Advanced examples

As we just saw, only elementary methods are required to prove C^{k+1}(R) ⊆ NC^k(R). However, NC^k(R) is much closer to C^k(R) than that. In this section, we use more advanced harmonic analysis done by Peller [27] to exhibit two classes of examples of noncommutative C^k functions that illustrate this point more precisely. We begin by defining Besov spaces and stating their relevant properties. For (much) more information on Besov spaces, please see [20, 25, 31, 33, 34].

Definition 3.3.1 (Besov Spaces). Fix m ∈ N and η ∈ C^∞_c (R^m ) such that 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 everywhere, supp η ⊆ {ξ ∈ R^m : |ξ|_2 ≤ 2}, and η ≡ 1 on {ξ ∈ R^m : |ξ|_2 ≤ 1}. (Here and throughout, | · |_2 is the Euclidean norm.) For j ∈ Z, define η_j (ξ) := η(2^{−j} ξ) − η(2^{−j+1}ξ), ξ ∈ R^m .

Now, for (s, p, q) ∈ R × [1, ∞]^2 and f ∈ S^′(R^m ), define ‖f‖_Ḃs,p_q := ‖ ‖(2^{js}‖η

⋀

j ∗ f‖_Lp ) j∈Z ‖ ‖_{ℓq (Z)} ∈ [0, ∞] and ‖f‖_B^{s,p}_q := ‖η

⋀

∗ f‖_Lp + ‖ ‖(2^{js}‖η

⋀

j ∗ f‖_Lp ) j∈N ‖ ‖_{ℓq (N)} ∈ [0, ∞]. We call Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R^m ) := {f ∈ S^′(R^m ) : ‖f‖_{Ḃs,pq} < ∞} the homogeneous (s, p, q)-Besov space and B^{s,p}_q (R^m ) := { f ∈ S^′(R^m ) : ‖f‖_B^{s,p}_q < ∞ } the inhomogeneous (s, p, q)-Besov space. Remark 3.3.2. Note that η

⋀

∗ f, η

⋀

j ∗ f have compactly supported Fourier transforms and so, by the Paley– Wiener Theorem, are smooth; it therefore makes sense to apply the L^p-norm to them. Also, beware that the positions of p and q in the notation for B^{s,p}_q (R^m ) and Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R^m ) vary in the literature.

Here are the properties of Besov spaces that we shall use. Below, the symbol → indicates (as usual) continuous inclusion, and ∼ indicates equivalence of (possibly infinite) norms. Theorem 3.3.3 (Properties of Besov Spaces). Fix s, s_1, s_2 ∈ R and p, q, q_1, q_2 ∈ [1, ∞].

(i) (B^{s,p}_q (R^m ), ‖ · ‖_B^{s,p}_q ) is a Banach space that is independent of the choice of η. (ii) s_1 > s_2 ⇒ B^{s1 ,p}_{q1} (R^m ) → B^{s2 ,p}_{q2} (R^m ) and q_1 < q_2 ⇒ B^{s,p}_{q1} (R^m ) → B^{s,p}_{q2} (R^m ).

(iii) If s ≥ 0, then B^{s,∞}_1 (R^m ) → BC^{⌊s⌋}(R^m ).

(iv) For f ∈ S^′(R^m ), define ‖f‖_{h,B}^{s,p}_q := ‖f‖_Lp + ‖f‖_Ḃs,p_q ∈ [0, ∞]. (Of course, we declare ‖f‖_Lp := ∞ if f is not induced by a locally integrable function.) If s > 0, then ‖ · ‖_B^{s,p}_q ∼ ‖ · ‖_{h,B}^{s,p}_q on S^′(R^m ). In particular, B^{s,p}_q (R^m ) = L^p(R^m ) ∩ Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R^m ) when s > 0.

(v) For vector spaces V and W , a function g : V → W , and vectors x, h ∈ V , recursively define Δ^1_hg(x) = Δ_hg(x) := g(x + h) − g(x) and Δ^k_hg(x) := Δ_h(Δ^{k−1}_h g)(x) for k ≥ 2.

Now, suppose s > 0. For f ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^m ), define ‖f‖_{cl,B}^{s,p}_q := { ‖f‖_Lp + ( ∫ R^m |h| −sq−m 2 ‖Δ^{⌊s⌋+1}_h f‖^q_Lp dh ) 1_q , if q < ∞ ‖f‖_Lp + sup_{h∈R}m_{\{0}} |h|^{−s}_2 ‖Δ^{⌊s⌋+1}_h f‖_Lp , if q = ∞. Then B^{s,p}_q (R^m ) = {f ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^m ) : ‖f‖_{cl,B}^{s,p}_q < ∞} and ‖ · ‖_B^{s,p}_q ∼ ‖ · ‖_{cl,B}^{s,p}_q on S^′(R^m ) ∩ L^1_{loc}(R^m ).

Proof. Items (i) and (ii) are proven in Sections 2.3.2 and 2.3.3 of [33], item (iii) is proven in Section 2.1.2.4 of [31], item (iv) is proven in Section 2.3.3 of [34], and item (v) is proven in Section 2.5.12 of [33].

Remark 3.3.4. It is also the case that B^{s,p}_{min{p,2}}(R^m ) → W^{s,p}(R^m ) → B^{s,p}_{max{p,2}}(R^m ) for s ∈ R and 1 < p < ∞, where W^{s,p}(R^m ) = L^p_s(R^m ) = H^s_p (R^m ) is the fractional Sobolev (Bessel potential) space. Please see Sections 2.2.2, 2.3.2, and 2.5.6 of [33]. Also, in Chapter 17 of [20], B^{s,p}_q (R^m ) (with s > 0) is defined and studied using ‖ · ‖_{cl,B}^{s,p}_q . The equivalence ‖ · ‖_{cl,B}^{s,p}_q ∼ ‖ · ‖_{h,B}^{s,p}_q is proven in Section 17.7 thereof.

As might be clear from the introduction, the most important indices for us are (s, p, q) = (k ∈ N, ∞, 1). It turns out in this case that Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ C^k(R). (Please see Section A.2 of [23].) With this in mind, we now state an important result of Peller that we shall use to prove Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R). Theorem 3.3.5 (Peller [27]). If k ∈ N, then there is a constant a_k < ∞ such that for all f ∈ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) with f^{(k)} ∈ BC(R), we have ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i(k+1)} ≤ a_k( ‖ ‖f^{(k)} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R)} + ‖f‖_{Ḃk,∞1} ) < ∞. In particular, by Theorem 3.3.3(iii)–(iv), there exists a constant c_k < ∞ such that ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i (k+1)} ≤ c_k‖f‖_{Bk,∞1} , for all f ∈ B^{k,∞}_1 (R).

A slightly stronger form of this result is Theorem 5.5 in [27] (or Theorem 2.2.1 in [28], or Theorem 4.3.13 in [23]). Appendix A of [23] contains a detailed and self-contained proof. With this result in hand, we now begin the proof that Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R).

Lemma 3.3.6 (Inhomogeneous Littlewood–Paley Decomposition). Fix (s, p, q) ∈ R × [1, ∞] × [1, ∞). If f ∈ Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R^m ) and

(f_n)_{n∈N} := ( η

⋀

∗ f + n∑ j=1 η

⋀

j ∗ f ) n∈N is the inhomogeneous Littlewood–Paley sequence of f, then f − f_n ∈ B^{s,p}_q (R^m ), for all n ∈ N, and ‖f − f_n‖_B^{s,p}_q → 0 as n → ∞.

Proof. If n ∈ N, then η + ∑_n j=1 η_j = η(2^{−n}·) by definition, so that

f_n = ( η

⋀

+ n∑ j=1 η

⋀ j ) ∗ f = η(2^{−n}·)

⋀

∗ f. Since η(2^{−n}·) ≡ 1 on {ξ ∈ R^m : |ξ|_2 ≤ 2^n}, we have that if 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1, then η

⋀

j ∗ f_n = η

⋀

j ∗ f and η

⋀

∗ f_n = η

⋀

∗ f, as can be seen by taking Fourier transforms of both sides and using the fact that η_j is supported in the annulus {ξ ∈ R^m : 2^{j−1} ≤ |ξ|_2 ≤ 2^{j+1}}. Next, note that η(2^{−n}·)

⋀

= (2^n)^mη

⋀

(2^n·) =⇒ ‖ ‖η(2^{−n}·)

⋀

‖ ‖_{L1} = ‖η

⋀

‖_L1 . Therefore, by Young’s Convolution Inequality, ‖χ ∗ f_n‖_Lp ≤ ‖η

⋀

‖_L1 ‖χ ∗ f‖_Lp for all χ ∈ S (R^m ). Applying this to χ = η

⋀

j and using the definition of ‖ · ‖_B^{s,p}_q , we have ‖f − f_n‖_B^{s,p}_q = (_∞ ∑ j=n 2^{jsq} ‖η

⋀

j ∗ (f − f_n)‖^q_Lp ) 1_q ≤ (1 + ‖η

⋀

‖_L1 ) (_∞ ∑ j=n 2^{jsq} ‖η

⋀

j ∗ f‖^q_Lp ) 1_q → 0 as n → ∞ because f ∈ Ḃ^{s,p}_q (R^m ).

Theorem 3.3.7. If k ∈ N, then Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R). Moreover, if f ∈ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) and (f_n)_{n∈N} is the inhomogeneous Littlewood–Paley sequence of f, then f_n → f in NC^k(R) as n → ∞. Proof. First, by Theorem 3.3.5, B^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ C^{[k]}(R) and if 0 ≤ j ≤ k, then

sup_{r>0} ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{r,j+1} ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[j]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R,BR) ^⊗i (j+1)} ≤ c_j ‖f‖_{Bj,∞1} ≤ c_j ‖f‖_{Bk,∞1} < ∞, (15) for all f ∈ B^{k,∞}_1 (R). (The case j = 0 actually comes from Theorem 3.3.3(iii).) Next, fix f ∈ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R), and let (f_n)_{n∈N} be the inhomogeneous Littlewood–Paley sequence of f. Note that if n ∈ N, then f_n has a compactly supported Fourier transform. Therefore, by the Paley–Wiener Theorem, f_n ∈ C^∞(R). In particular, f_n ∈ NC^k(R) by Theorem 3.2.6. Now, by Lemma 3.3.6 and Eq. (15), sup_{r>0} ‖f − f_n‖_C[k]_{,r} ≲_k ‖f − f_n‖_Bk,∞_1 → 0 as n → ∞. Thus f = f_n + (f − f_n) ∈ C^{[k]}(R) and f_n → f in C^{[k]}(R) as n → ∞. Since we already noted f_n ∈ NC^k(R), for all n ∈ N, this completes the proof.

We observe somewhat parenthetically that the containment Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R) generalizes the containment W_k(R) ⊆ NC^k(R). (It should be noted, however, that our proof of the former used the latter in a crucial way.) This is because W_k(R) ⊆ B^{k,∞}_1 (R). Indeed, if k ∈ N, f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k (R), and χ ∈ S (R), then (χ ∗ f)(λ) = ∫ R ∫ R e^{i(λ−y)ξ} χ(y) μ(dξ) dy = ∫ R e^{iλξ} ∫ R e^{−iyξ}χ(y) dy μ(dξ) = ∫ R e^{iλξ} ^χ(ξ) μ(dξ), for all λ ∈ R, by definition of convolution and Fubini’s Theorem. In particular, (η

⋀

∗ f)(λ) = ∫ R e^{iλξ} η(ξ) μ(dξ) and (η

⋀

j ∗ f)(λ) = ∫ R e^{iλξ} η_j (ξ) μ(dξ), for all j ∈ N. It follows that ‖f‖_Bk,∞_1 = ‖η

⋀

∗ f‖_L∞ + ∞∑ j=1 2^{jk}‖η

⋀

j ∗ f‖_L∞ ≤ ∫ R |η(ξ)| |μ|(dξ) + ∞∑ j=1 2^{jk} ∫ R |η_j (ξ)| |μ|(dξ)

= ∫ {ξ∈R:|ξ|≤2} |η(ξ)| |μ|(dξ) + ∞∑ j=1 ∫ {ξ∈R:2^{j−1}≤|ξ|≤2^{j+1} } 2^{jk}|η_j (ξ)| |μ|(dξ)

≤ |μ|([−2, 2]) + 2^k ∫ R ∞∑ j=1 1_{{ξ∈R:2}j−1_{≤|ξ|≤2}j+1_}|ξ|^k |μ|(dξ) ≤ μ_{(0)} + 3 · 2^kμ_{(k)} < ∞, as claimed.

We end this section by defining the Hölder spaces, describing their relationship to the Besov spaces, and proving that C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) ⊆ NC^k(R). For more information about Hölder spaces, please see [13].

Definition 3.3.8 (Hölder Spaces). Let (X, d_X ) and (Y, d_Y ) be metric spaces and g : X → Y be a function. For ε > 0, define

[g]_C0,ε_{(X;Y )} := sup { d_Y (g(x), g(y)) d_X (x, y)^ε : x, y ∈ X, x ≠ y } . If [g]_C0,ε_{(X;Y )} < ∞, then we say g is ε-Hölder continuous and write g ∈ C^{0,ε}(X; Y ). As usual, we shall leave Y out of the notation when Y = C . Next, if k ∈ N_0 and g ∈ C^k(R^m ), then we define [g]_Ck,ε := √ ∑ |α|=k [ ∂^αg ]_2

C^{0,ε}(R^m)

and C^{k,ε}(R^m ) := {g ∈ C^k(R^m ) : [g]_Ck,ε < ∞}. Also, we write ‖g‖_{BC}k,ε := ‖g‖_{BC}k + [g]_Ck,ε for g ∈ C^k(R^m ) and define BC^{k,ε}(R^m ) := {g ∈ BC^k(R^m ) : [g]_Ck,ε < ∞}. Finally, we define C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R^m ) to be the set of g ∈ C^k(R^m ) such that ∂^γ g|_{[−r,r]}m ∈ C^{0,ε}([−r, r]^m), for all r > 0 and γ ∈ N^m_0 with |γ| = k.

If ε > 1 and g ∈ C^{0,ε}_{loc} (R^m ), then g is constant. In particular, if ε > 1, k ∈ N, and g ∈ C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R^m ), then g ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_m]. Also, the use of the ℓ^2-norm (as opposed to the ℓ^1-norm) in the definition of [·]_Ck,ε is atypical. We made this choice so that the proof of the following proposition is more pleasant — specifically, so that Eq. (16) below holds.

Proposition 3.3.9. If k ∈ N_0 and 0 < ε ≤ 1, then BC^{k,ε}(R^m ) → B^{k+ε,∞}_∞ (R^m ).

Proof. Fix k ∈ N_0 and 0 < ε ≤ 1. For g = (g_1, . . . , g_n) ∈ C^k(R^m ; C^n ), define [g]_Ck,ε := ( ∑_n j=1[g_j ]^2_{Ck,ε} ) 1_2 . We claim that if g ∈ C^k (R^m ; C^n ), then sup x∈R^m | |Δ^{k+1}_h g(x) | |_2 ≤ [g]_{Ck,ε} |h|^{k+ε}_2 , (16)

for all h ∈ R^m \{0}. First, observe that if g ∈ C^k (R^m ; C^n ) and ∇g = (∂_ℓg_j )_{1≤j≤n,1≤ℓ≤m} ∈ C^{k−1}(R^m ; C^{n×m} ), then [∇g]_Ck−1,ε = [g]_Ck,ε . Now, we prove Eq. (16) by induction. If k = 0, then it is immediate from the definition. Now, assume the desired result holds when k_0 ≥ 0, and let k := k_0 + 1. If g ∈ C^k(R^m ; C^n ), x, h ∈ R^m , and h ≠ 0, then by Taylor’s Theorem (or the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus),

Δ^{k+1}_h g(x) = Δ^k_hg(x + h) − Δ^k_hg(x) =

∫_1 0 ∇(Δ^k_hg)(x + th)h dt = ∫_1 0 Δ^k_h(∇g)(x + th)h dt, where the juxtapositions ∇(Δ^k_hg)(x+th)h, Δ^k_h(∇g)(x+th)h above are matrix multiplications. It then follows from the inductive hypothesis, the Cauchy–Schwarz Inequality, and our initial observation that | |Δ^{k+1}_h g(x) | |_2 ≤

∫_1 0 | |Δ^k_h(∇g)(x + th) | |_2 |h|_2 dt ≤ [∇g]_{Ck−1,ε} |h|^{k−1+ε}_2 |h|_2 = [g]_{Ck,ε} |h|^{k+ε}_2 , as desired.

Next, suppose 0 < ε < 1. Then ⌊k + ε⌋ = k, so Eq. (16) gives ‖f‖_{cl,B}k+ε,∞_∞ = ‖f‖_L∞ + sup_{h∈Rm\{0}} |h|^{−k−ε}_2 ‖Δ^{k+1}_h f‖_L∞ ≤ ‖f‖_L∞ + [f]_Ck,ε < ∞, for all f ∈ BC^{k,ε}(R^m ). Now, if ε = 1, then ⌊k + ε⌋ = k + 1. Combining Eq. (16) with the obvious fact that ‖Δ^{k+2}_h f‖_L∞ ≤ 2‖Δ^{k+1}_h f‖_L∞ then gives ‖f‖_{cl,B}k+1,∞_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_L∞ + 2 sup_{h∈Rm\{0}} |h|^{−k−1}_2 ‖Δ^{k+1}_h f‖_L∞ ≤ ‖f‖_L∞ + 2[f]_Ck,1 < ∞, for all f ∈ BC^{k,1}(R^m ). An appeal to Theorem 3.3.3(v) completes the proof.

Remark 3.3.10. In fact, BC^{k,ε}(R^m ) = B^{k+ε,∞}_∞ (R^m ) when 0 < ε < 1 and k ∈ N_0 . In general, the space B^{s,∞}_∞ (R^m ) is the Hölder–Zygmund space C^s(R^m ) when s > 0. For more information, please see Sections 2.2.2, 2.3.5, 2.5.7, and 2.5.12 of [33]; Sections 1.2.2, 1.5.1, and 2.6.5 of [34]; or Section 2.2.2 of [31].

As a consequence, we obtain the inclusion C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) ⊆ NC^k(R). Theorem 3.3.11. If k ∈ N and ε > 0, then C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R) ⊆ NC^k(R).

Proof. Fix ε, r > 0, k ∈ N, and f ∈ C^{k,ε}_{loc} (R). If ε > 1, then f ∈ C [λ] ⊆ NC^k(R), so we assume 0 < ε ≤ 1. Now, let ψ_r ∈ C^∞_c (R) be such that ψ_r ≡ 1 on [−r, r]. Then ψ_rf ∈ BC^{k,ε}(R) ⊆ B^{k+ε,∞}_∞ (R) ⊆ B^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) by Proposition 3.3.9 and Theorem 3.3.3(ii),(iv). Since (ψ_rf)|_{[−r,r]} = f|_{[−r,r]} and r > 0 was arbitrary, we get f ∈ B^{k,∞}_1 (R)_{loc} ⊆ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R)_{loc} ⊆ Ḃ^{k,∞}_1 (R) ⊆ NC^k(R) by Theorem 3.3.7 and Proposition 3.1.3(ii).

3.4 Demonstration that W_k(R)_{loc} ⊊ NC^k(R)

The formula (14) for the divided difference(s) of a function in W_k(R) is quite easy to work with, so it is reasonable to ask whether all examples of interest can be dealt with by “localizing” W_k(R). We already saw (Theorem 3.2.6) that W_k(R) is dense in NC^k(R), but what we are really asking is whether the stronger statement W_k(R)_{loc} = NC^k(R) holds as well. The goal of this section is to prove that this is not the case. Theorem 3.4.1. If k ∈ N, then W_k(R)_{loc} ⊊ NC^k(R). Specifically, we have the following counterexample. Fix ψ ∈ C^∞_c (R) such that ψ ≡ 1 on [−1, 1] and supp ψ ⊆ [−2, 2], and define κ(x) := 1_{(0,∞)}(x) ψ(x) √ x e^{− ix} , x ∈ R. If f ∈ C^k(R) and f^{(k)} = κ, then f ∈ C^{k, 14} (R) \ W_k (R)_{loc} ⊆ NC^k(R) \ W_k(R)_{loc} .

We break the proof into a few lemmas. Fix k ∈ N.

Lemma 3.4.2. W_k(R)_{loc} = {f ∈ C^k(R) : ηf ∈ W_k (R), for all η ∈ C^∞_c (R)}. Proof. We first observe that if f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k(R) and η ∈ C^∞_c (R), then ηf ∈ W_k(R). Indeed, note F(ηf)(ξ) = ∫ R e^{−ixξ}η(x)f(x) dx = ∫ R ∫ R e^{−ix(ξ−y)}η(x) μ(dy) dx = ∫ R ^η(ξ − y) μ(dy), for all ξ ∈ R, by Fubini’s Theorem. Thus F(ηf) ∈ L^1(R) with ‖F(ηf)‖_L1 ≤ μ_{(0)}‖^η‖_L1 . In addition, ∫ R |ξ|^k|F(ηf)(ξ)| dξ ≤ ∫ R ∫ R |ξ|^k|^η(ξ − y)| |μ|(dy) dξ = ∫ R ∫ R |ξ|^k|^η(ξ − y)| dξ |μ|(dy) = ∫ R ∫ R |ζ + y|^k|^η(ζ)| dζ |μ|(dy) ≤ 2^k ∫ R ∫ R (|ζ|^k + |y|^k) |^η(ζ)| dζ |μ|(dy) = 2^k ( μ_{(0)} ‖ ‖F(η^{(k)}) ‖ ‖_{L1} + μ_{(k)} ‖^η‖_{L1} ) < ∞ by Tonelli’s Theorem. It follows from Lemma 3.2.3(i) that ηf ∈ W_k(R).

Next, fix f ∈ W_k (R)_{loc} and η ∈ C^∞_c (R). Suppose supp η ⊆ [−r, r] with r > 0. By definition of W_k(R)_{loc} , there exists g ∈ W_k(R) such that g|_{[−r,r]} = f|_{[−r,r]}. But then ηf = ηg ∈ W_k(R) by the previous paragraph. This proves W_k (R)_{loc} ⊆ {f ∈ C^k(R) : ηf ∈ W_k(R), for all η ∈ C^∞_c (R)}.

Finally, suppose that f ∈ C^k(R) is such that ηf ∈ W_k (R), for all η ∈ C^∞_c (R). If r > 0, then let η ∈ C^∞_c (R) be such that η ≡ 1 on [−r, r]. Taking g := ηf ∈ W_k (R), we have g|_{[−r,r]} = (ηf)|_{[−r,r]} = f|_{[−r,r]}. We conclude that f ∈ W_k(R)_{loc} , which completes the proof. Lemma 3.4.3. Fix g ∈ C_c(R) and h ∈ C^k(R) such that h^{(k)} = g. Then h ∈ W_k(R)_{loc} ⇐⇒ ^g ∈ L^1(R).

Proof. Let η ∈ C^∞_c (R) be arbitrary. Then f_η := ηh ∈ C^k_c (R). In particular, by Lemma 3.2.3(ii), ^f_η ∈ L^1(R). Now, by the product rule,

f^{(k)}_η = k∑ j=0 ( k j ) η^{(j)}h^{(k−j)} = η h^{(k)} + k∑ j=1 ( k j ) η^{(j)}h^{(k−j)} :=χ = η g + χ.

Because no more than k − 1 derivatives fall on h in the definition of χ, we have χ ∈ C^1(R). Since χ has compact support, Lemma 3.2.3(ii) gives ^χ ∈ L^1(R). It then follows from Lemma 3.2.3(i) that f_η = ηh ∈ W_k(R) ⇐⇒ F ( f^{(k)}_η ) ∈ L^1(R) ⇐⇒ F(ηg) ∈ L^1(R). We combine this observation with the characterization of W_k (R)_{loc} in Lemma 3.4.2 to finish the proof. Suppose h ∈ W_k(R)_{loc} , and choose η ∈ C^∞_c (R) such that η ≡ 1 on supp g. Then ^g = F(ηg) ∈ L^1(R). Now, suppose ^g ∈ L^1(R), and let η ∈ C^∞_c (R) be arbitrary. Then F(ηg) =^1_{2π} ^η ∗ ^g ∈ L^1(R) because ^η ∈ L^1(R) and ^g ∈ L^1(R). Thus ηh ∈ W_k(R). Since η ∈ C^∞_c (R) was arbitrary, we conclude that h ∈ W_k(R)_{loc} .

Lemma 3.4.4. If κ ∈ C_c(R) is as in Theorem 3.4.1, then ^κ ∉ L^1(R).

Proof. Let ξ > 0. Then ^κ(ξ) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−i(xξ+x−1)}ψ(x) √ x dx = ξ^{− 34} ∫_∞ 0 e^{−i√ξ(y+y−1)}ψ ( ξ^{− 12} y )√ y dy (17) by the change of variable y := √ ξ x. We use the method of stationary phase to analyze the oscillatory integral on the right hand side. First, we notice that the phase ϕ(y) := y + y^{−1} (y > 0) has a unique critical (“stationary”) point at y = 1, and this critical point is non-degenerate because ϕ^{′′}(1) = 2 ≠ 0. Next, let χ ∈ C^∞_c (R) be such that χ ≡ 1 on

[_3 4 ,^3_2 ] and supp χ ⊆

[_1 2 , 2 ] . Then

I_1(ζ) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−iζϕ(y)}χ(y) ψ ( ζ^{−1}y )√ y dy = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−iζϕ(y)}χ(y) √ y dy whenever ζ ≥ 2 because ψ ≡ 1 on [0, 1]. Therefore, by Theorem 7.7.5 (and Equation (3.4.6)) in [16],

I_1(ζ) = χ(1) √ 1 e^{−iζϕ(1)−i sgn(ϕ′′ (1)) π4} √ 2π ζ|ϕ^{′′}(1)| + O(ζ^{−1}) = √ π e^{−i(2ζ+ π4 )}ζ^{− 12} + O(ζ^{−1}) as ζ → ∞. (18)

Second, note that ϕ^′(y) ≠ 0 for 0 < y ∈ supp(1 − χ). One can therefore apply the “method of nonstationary phase” (integration by parts) to prove that

I_2(ζ) := ∫_∞ 0 e^{−iζϕ(y)}(1 − χ(y)) ψ ( ζ^{−1}y )√ y dy = O ( ζ^{−1} ) as ζ → ∞. (19)

Due to the singularities of ϕ and the square root function at zero, standard theorems do not apply directly, so we need to prove this by hand. The calculations necessary to do so are elementary but rather tedious, so we relegate them to Section A.2. In the end, combining Eqs. (17)–(19) gives ^κ(ξ) = ξ^{− 34} ( I_1 ( ξ^{12} ) + I_2 ( ξ^{12} )) = √ π e^{−i(2√ξ+ π4 )}ξ^{−1} + O ( ξ^{− 54} ) as ξ → ∞. It follows that ^κ ∉ L^1(R), as claimed.

Proof of Theorem 3.4.1. It is an elementary exercise to show that κ ∈ C^{0, 14} (R). (For instance, one can adapt the argument from Example 1.1.8 in [13].) In particular, if f ∈ C^k(R) and f^{(k)} = κ, then f ∈ C^{k, 14} (R). Thus f ∈ NC^k(R) by Theorem 3.3.11. But f ∉ W_k(R)_{loc} by Lemmas 3.4.3 and 3.4.4.

The above development provides a recipe for constructing functions in N_k := NC^k(R)\W_k (R)_{loc} . Indeed, any compactly supported g ∈ C^{0,ε}(R) with ^g ∉ L^1(R) can be used to produce a function in N_k via Lemma 3.4.3; J. Sterbenz suggested g = κ as an example. (In general, for such a g to exist, one must have ε ≤^1_2 . This can be proven using Remark 3.3.4 and an argument like the one in the proof of Lemma 3.2.3(ii).)

4 Differentiating operator functions

4.1 Fréchet derivatives

Here, we briefly review some definitions and facts about Fréchet derivatives. For the duration of this section, fix k ∈ N and normed vector spaces V_1, . . . , V_k, V, W over F ∈ {R, C }.

Notation 4.1.1 (Bounded Multilinear Maps). If T : V_1 × · · · × V_k → W is a k-linear map, then we write ‖T ‖_{Bk(V1 ×···×Vk ;W )} := sup{‖T (v_1, . . . , v_k)‖_W : v_j ∈ V_j , ‖v_j ‖_{Vj} ≤ 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ k} ∈ [0, ∞] for the operator norm of T and B_k(V_1 × · · · × V_k; W ) for the space of k-linear maps V_1 × · · · × V_k → W with finite operator norm. As usual, (B(V_1; W ), ‖ · ‖_{V1 →W} ) := (B_1(V_1; W ), ‖ · ‖_{B1 (V1;W )}) and B(W ) := B(W ; W ).

Note that B_k(V_1 × · · · × V_k; W ) ∼= B(V_1; B_{k−1}(V_2 × · · · × V_k ; W )) isometrically via the map T → (v_1 → ((v_2, . . . , v_k) → T (v_1, . . . , v_k))). (In particular, by induction, if W is a Banach space, then so is B_k(V_1 × · · · × V_k; W ).) We shall use this identification in the definition below.

Definition 4.1.2 (Fréchet Derivatives). Fix an open set U ⊆ V and a map F : U → W . For p ∈ U, we say that F is Fréchet differentiable at p if there exists (necessarily unique) DF (p) ∈ B(V ; W ) such that ‖F (p + h) − F (p) − DF (p)h‖_W ‖h‖_V → 0 as h → 0 in V . If F is Fréchet differentiable at all p ∈ U, then we say F is Fréchet differentiable in U and write D^1F = DF : U → B(V ; W ) for its Fréchet derivative map U ∋ p → DF (p) ∈ B(V ; W ). For k ≥ 2, we say that F is k-times Fréchet differentiable at p if it is (k − 1)-times Fréchet differentiable in a neighborhood — for simplicity, say U — of p and D^{k−1}F : U → B_{k−1}(V^{k−1}; W ) is Fréchet differentiable at p. In this case, we write

D^kF (p) := D(D^{k−1}F )(p) ∈ B(V ; B_{k−1}(V^{k−1}; W )) ∼= B_k(V^k; W ).

If F is k-times Fréchet differentiable at all p ∈ U, then we say F is k-times Fréchet differentiable in U and write D^kF : U → B_k(V^k; W ) for its k^{th} Fréchet derivative map U ∋ p → D^kF (p) ∈ B_k(V^k; W ). Finally, if in addition D^kF is continuous, then we say F is k-times continuously differentiable in U and write F ∈ C^k(U; W ). As usual, we also write C^∞(U; W ) := ⋂ k∈N C^k(U; W ). Concretely, if F : U → W is k-times Fréchet differentiable, then it is easy to show by induction that

D^kF (p)[h_1, . . . , h_k] = ∂_{h1} · · · ∂_{hk} F (p) = d ds_1 | | |_{s1 =0} · · · d ds_k | | |_{sk =0}F (p + s1h1 + · · · + skhk). The only nontrivial fact about Fréchet derivatives that we shall need is a certain completeness property, which we formulate and prove presently.

Definition 4.1.3. We define BC_{loc}(V ; W ) = BC^0_{loc}(V ; W ) to be the space of continuous maps V → W that are bounded on bounded subsets of V . For k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, we define

BC^k_{loc}(V ; W ) := {F ∈ C^k(V ; W ) : D^j F ∈ BC_{loc}(V ; B_j (V^j ; W )), 0 ≤ j < k + 1}.

Finally, if k ∈ N_0 ∪ {∞}, then we define the BC^k_{loc} topology on BC^k_{loc}(V ; W ) to be the locally convex topology induced by the family { F → sup_{‖p‖V ≤r} ‖D^j F (p)‖_{Bj (V} j_{;W )} : 0 ≤ j < k + 1, r > 0 }

of seminorms, where B_0(V^0; W ) := W and D^0F := F .

Proposition 4.1.4 (Completeness of BC^k_{loc}(V ; W )). If W is a Banach space and k ∈ N_0 ∪ {∞}, then BC^k_{loc}(V ; W ) is a Fréchet space under the BC^k_{loc} topology.

Proof. First, note that the BC^k_{loc} topology is generated by the countable family { F → sup ‖p‖_V ≤N ‖D^j F (p)‖_{Bj (V} j_{;W )} : 0 ≤ j < k + 1, N ∈ N }

of seminorms. Since this family clearly separates points, we know that BC^k_{loc}(V ; W ) is a metrizable LCTVS. It remains to prove that BC^k_{loc}(V ; W ) is complete.

We begin by proving that BC_{loc}(V ; W ) is complete. To this end, let (F_n)_{n∈N} be a Cauchy sequence in BC_{loc}(V ; W ). Note that if p ∈ V , then the linear map BC_{loc}(V ; W ) ∋ F → F (p) ∈ W is continuous. Therefore, (F_n(p))_{n∈N} is Cauchy in W . Since W is complete, (F_n(p))_{n∈N} converges to some F (p) ∈ W . We claim that F ∈ BC_{loc}(V ; W ) and that F_n → F in the BC^0_{loc} topology as n → ∞. In fact, the former follows from the latter because the latter is precisely the statement that for all r > 0, the sequence (F_n|_{{q∈V :‖q‖V ≤r}})_{n∈N} of bounded continuous functions converges uniformly to F |_{{q∈V :‖q‖V ≤r}}; and uniform limits of sequences of bounded continuous functions are themselves bounded and continuous. To see that F_n → F in the BC^0_{loc} topology as n → ∞, let r > 0 and p ∈ V be such that ‖p‖_V ≤ r. Then ‖F_n(p) − F (p)‖_W = lim_{m→∞} ‖F_n(p) − F_m(p)‖_W ≤ sup_{m≥n} sup_{‖q‖V ≤r} ‖F_n(q) − F_m(q)‖_W . Thus lim sup n→∞ sup ‖p‖_V ≤r ‖F_n(p) − F (p)‖_W ≤ lim_{n,m→∞} sup_{‖p‖V ≤r} ‖F_n(p) − F_m(p)‖_W = 0 because (F_n)_{n∈N} is Cauchy in BC_{loc}(V ; W ). This completes the proof that BC_{loc}(V ; W ) is a Fréchet space.

Next, suppose that k ∈ N ∪ {∞} and (F_n)_{n∈N} is a Cauchy sequence in BC^k_{loc}(V ; W ). If 0 ≤ j < k + 1, then the sequence (D^j F_n)_{n∈N} is Cauchy in BC_{loc}(V ; B_j (V^j ; W )). By the previous paragraph, there exists G_j ∈ BC_{loc}(V ; B_j (V^j ; W )) such that D^j F_n → G_j in BC_{loc}(V ; B_j (V^j ; W )) as n → ∞. By Theorem 85 in Section 1.3 of [14], it follows that G_0 ∈ C^k(V ; W ) and D^j G_0 = G_j whenever 0 ≤ j < k + 1. Unraveling the definitions, we conclude that F_n → G_0 in the BC^k_{loc} topology as n → ∞. This completes the proof.

4.2 Multiple operator integrals (MOIs)

For the duration of this section, fix a complex Hilbert space H, a von Neumann algebra M ⊆ B(H), and a natural number k ∈ N. (Readers less familiar with von Neumann algebras may take M = B(H) throughout.) We now describe the “separation of variables” approach, from [2, 21, 27, 28], to defining the multiple operator integral (MOI) ( I^aφ ) [b] = ∫ σ(a_{k+1}) · · · ∫ σ(a_1 )

φ(λ) P^{a1} (dλ_1) b_1 · · · P^{ak} (dλ_k ) b_k P^{ak+1} (dλ_{k+1}) ∈ M

for a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_ν , b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k, and φ ∈ ℓ^∞ ( σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1)} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞ ( σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )} ) . Heuristically, if (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_{k+1}) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ, then we should have ( I^aφ ) [b] = ∫ σ(a_{k+1} ) · · · ∫ σ(a_1 ) ∫ Σ φ_1(λ_1, σ) · · · φ_{k+1}(λ_{k+1}, σ) ρ(dσ) P^{a1} (dλ_1) b_1 · · · P^{ak} (dλ_k ) b_k P^{ak+1} (dλ_{k+1}) = ∫ Σ ∫ σ(a_{k+1}) · · · ∫ σ(a_1 )

φ_1(λ_1, σ) · · · φ_{k+1}(λ_{k+1}, σ) P^{a1} (dλ_1) b_1 · · · P^{ak} (dλ_k ) b_k P^{ak+1} (dλ_{k+1}) ρ(dσ)

= ∫ Σ ( ∫ σ(a_1 ) φ_1(·, σ) dP^{a1} ) b_1 · · · ( ∫ σ(a_k ) φ_k (·, σ) dP^{ak} ) b_k ( ∫ σ(a_{k+1}) φ_{k+1}(·, σ) dP^{ak+1} ) ρ(dσ) = ∫ Σ φ_1(a_1, σ) b_1 · · · φ_k (a_k, σ) b_k φ_{k+1}(a_{k+1}, σ) ρ(dσ). (20)

Accordingly, we shall use Eq. (20) as a definition. To do so, we must address exactly what kind of integral ∫ Σ · dρ is being used above and whether this integral depends on the chosen ℓ^∞-IPD of φ.

We begin with the former. Let (Σ, H , ρ) be a measure space. A map F : Σ → B(H) is called pointwise weakly measurable if ⟨F (·)h_1, h_2⟩: Σ → C is (H , B_C )-measurable, for all h_1, h_2 ∈ H. Also, for S ⊆ B(H), write W^∗(S) ⊆ B(H) for the smallest von Neumann algebra containing S.

Lemma 4.2.1 (Pointwise Pettis Integrability). Let (Σ, H , ρ) be a measure space. If F : Σ → B(H) is pointwise weakly measurable and ∫ Σ |⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩| ρ(dσ) < ∞, for all h_1, h_2 ∈ H, then there exists unique T ∈ B(H) such that

⟨T h_1, h_2⟩ = ∫ Σ ⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩ ρ(dσ), for all h_1, h_2 ∈ H.

Moreover, T ∈ W^∗(F (σ) : σ ∈ Σ). In this case, we say that F is pointwise Pettis (ρ-)integrable, we call the operator T the pointwise Pettis (ρ-)integral of F , and we write ∫ Σ F dρ = ∫ Σ F (σ) ρ(dσ) := T .

Proof. Write K for the complex conjugate space of H, i.e., the Hilbert space with the same underlying set and addition but with the scalar multiplication c · h := c h and the inner product ⟨h_1, h_2⟩_K := ⟨h_2, h_1⟩. By a standard Riesz Representation Theorem argument, the correspondence

B(H) ∋ T → ((h_1, h_2) → ⟨T h_1, h_2⟩) ∈ B_2(H × K; C )

is an isometric isomorphism. The proof of the first claim will therefore be complete if we can show that the bilinear map H × K ∋ (h_1, h_2) → ∫ Σ⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩ ρ(dσ) ∈ C is bounded.

To this end, define a bilinear map I : H × K → L^1(Σ, ρ) by (h_1, h_2) → ⟨F (·)h_1, h_2⟩. By a standard Principle of Uniform Boundedness argument, if we can show that for every fixed (h_1, h_2) ∈ H × K, we have I[h_1, ·] ∈ B(K; L^1(Σ, ρ)) and I[·, h_2] ∈ B(H; L^1(Σ, ρ)), then we get I ∈ B_2(H × K; L^1(Σ, ρ)). Accordingly, fix h_1 ∈ H, and suppose that (k_n)_{n∈N} is a sequence in K converging to k ∈ K. Now, if σ ∈ Σ, then ⟨F (σ)h_1, k_n⟩ → ⟨F (σ)h_1, k⟩ as n → ∞. In other words, I[h_1, k_n] → I[h_1, k] pointwise as n → ∞. In particular, if we assume that the sequence (I[h_1, k_n])_{n∈N} converges in L^1(Σ, ρ), then it must converge to I[h_1, k]. We have just proven that I[h_1, ·] is closed. By the Closed Graph Theorem, I[h_1, ·] ∈ B(K; L^1(Σ, ρ)). The proof that I[·, h_2] ∈ B(H; L^1(Σ, ρ)), for all h_2 ∈ K, is identical. Finally, note that the integral map L^1(Σ, ρ) ∋ f → ∫ Σ f dρ ∈ C is bounded. Composing this integral map with the bounded bilinear map I and unraveling the definitions yield the desired conclusion.

For the second claim, write N := W^∗(F (σ) : σ ∈ Σ) ⊆ B(H). To see that ∫ Σ F dρ ∈ N , fix a ∈ N^′, where N^′ is the commutant of N . Then a ∫ Σ F dρ = ∫ Σ a F (σ) ρ(dσ) = ∫ Σ F (σ) a ρ(dσ) = ( ∫ Σ F dρ ) a, as the reader may readily verify. Thus ∫ Σ F dρ ∈ N^{′′} = N by von Neumann’s Bicommutant Theorem.

Remark 4.2.2. For an explanation of the terms pointwise weakly measurable and pointwise Pettis integrable, please see Section 3.3 of [21].

Lemma 4.2.3. Suppose (Σ, H ) and (Ω, F ) are measurable spaces, P : F → B(H) is a projection-valued measure, and φ: Ω × Σ → C is product measurable. If φ(·, σ) ∈ ℓ^∞(Ω, F ), for all σ ∈ Σ, and F : Σ → B(H) is pointwise weakly measurable, then F (·) ∫ Ω φ(ω, ·) P (dω): Σ → B(H) and ∫ Ω φ(ω, ·) P (dω) F (·): Σ → B(H) are pointwise weakly measurable.

Proof. For σ ∈ Σ and h_1, h_2 ∈ H, define ν_σ := ⟨F (σ)P (·)h_1, h_2⟩ = ⟨P (·)h_1, F (σ)^∗h_2⟩ = P_{h1 ,F (σ)}∗_{h2} . Then ν_σ is a complex measure, and Σ ∋ σ → ν_σ (G) ∈ C is measurable, for all G ∈ F , because F is pointwise weakly measurable. Also, by definition of integration with respect to P , ⟨ F (σ) ∫ Ω φ(ω, σ) P (dω)h_1, h_2 ⟩ = ⟨ ∫ Ω φ(ω, σ) P (dω)h_1, F (σ)^∗h_2 ⟩

= ∫ Ω φ(ω, σ) P_{h1 ,F (σ)}∗_{h2} (dω) = ∫ Ω φ(ω, σ) ν_σ (dω). By Lemma 4.2.2 in [21], the function Σ ∋ σ → ∫ Ω φ(ω, σ) ν_σ (dω) ∈ C is measurable. This proves that F (·) ∫ Ω φ(ω, ·) P (dω) is pointwise weakly measurable. The argument for ∫ Ω φ(ω, ·) P (dω) F (·) is identical.

Theorem 4.2.4 (Definition of MOIs). Fix a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_ν , φ ∈ ℓ^∞ ( σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1)} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞ ( σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )} ) , and b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k.

(i) If (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_{k+1}) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ, then the map

Σ ∋ σ → F (σ) := φ_1(a_1, σ) b_1 · · · φ_k(a_k, σ) b_k φ_{k+1}(a_{k+1}, σ) ∈ M

is pointwise Pettis integrable.

(ii) If F is as in the previous item, then the pointwise Pettis integral ( I^aφ ) [b] = ∫ σ(a_{k+1} ) · · · ∫ σ(a_1 )

φ(λ) P^{a1} (dλ_1) b_1 · · · P^{ak} (dλ_k ) b_k P^{ak+1} (dλ_{k+1}) := ∫ Σ F dρ ∈ M is independent of the chosen ℓ^∞-IPD of φ.

(iii) The assignment M^k ∋ b → (I^aφ)[b] ∈ M is k-linear and bounded. Moreover, the assignment ℓ^∞ ( σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1 )} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞ ( σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1)} ) ∋ φ → I^aφ ∈ B_k(M^k; M) is linear and has operator norm at most one.

Sketch of proof. We take each item in turn. We write ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖_{H→H} throughout.

(i) By Lemma 4.2.3 and induction, F : Σ → B(H) is pointwise weakly measurable. To prove integrability, fix h_1, h_2 ∈ H and σ ∈ Σ. Then |⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩| ≤ ‖h_1‖ ‖h_2‖ (_k ∏ ℓ=1 ‖b_ℓ‖ )_{k+1} ∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (a_j , σ)‖ ≤ ‖h_1‖ ‖h_2‖ (_k ∏ ℓ=1 ‖b_ℓ‖ )_{k+1} ∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(aj ))}. Therefore, ∫ Σ |⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩| ρ(dσ) ≤ ‖h_1‖ ‖h_2‖ (_k ∏ ℓ=1 ‖b_ℓ‖ ) ∫ Σ k+1∏ j=1 ‖φ_j (·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(aj ))} ρ(dσ) < ∞. (21) Thus F is pointwise Pettis integrable. Also, ∫ Σ F dρ ∈ W^∗(F (σ) : σ ∈ Σ) ⊆ M by Lemma 4.2.1.

(ii) For this item, it suffices to assume M = B(H). First, suppose h_1, h̃_1, . . . , h_k, h̃_k ∈ H and b_j = ⟨·, h_j ⟩h̃_j whenever 1 ≤ j ≤ k. Also, for h_0, h̃_{k+1} ∈ H, define ν := P^{a1}_{h̃1,h0} ⊗ · · · ⊗ P^{ak+1}_{h̃k+1 ,hk} . (This is a product of complex measures.) Then one can show without much difficulty that ⟨( ∫ Σ F dρ ) h̃_{k+1}, h_0 ⟩ = ∫ σ(a_1 )×···×σ(a_{k+1}) φ dν. (22) For this calculation or similar ones, please see the proof of Theorem 4.2.12 in [21], the proof of Lemma 4.3 in [2], or the proof of Theorem 2.1.1 in [28]. From Eq. (22) and k-linearity, we conclude that ∫ Σ F dρ is independent of the chosen ℓ^∞-IPD of φ when b_1, . . . , b_k are finite-rank operators. Now, if H is separable and c ∈ B(H), then c is the strong operator limit of a sequence of finite-rank operators. This allows one to use an operator-valued Dominated Convergence Theorem (e.g., from Section 2.1 of [23]) to extend the claimed independence to arbitrary b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ B(H). This is what is done in [2, 28]. The case when H is not separable, which is treated in [21], requires much more care. The claim is again extended from finite-rank to arbitrary bounded operators by density but in a different topology: the ultraweak topology. Indeed, one proves that, for fixed b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ B(H) and j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the assignment B(H) ∋ c → ∫ Σ φ_1(a_1, σ) (_{j−1} ∏ ℓ=1 b_ℓ φ_{ℓ+1}(a_{ℓ+1}, σ) ) c (_k ∏ ℓ=j+1 φ_ℓ(a_ℓ, σ) b_ℓ ) φ_{k+1}(a_{k+1}, σ) ρ(dσ) ∈ B(H) is ultraweakly continuous. (Above, empty products are declared to be 1.) Proving this is quite technical. We refer the interested reader to Section 4.2, specifically Corollary 4.2.11 and its leadup, in [21] for the details.

In the present setting, which is less general than that of [21], we can employ a different argument to deduce the non-separable case from the separable case treated in [2, 28]. First, suppose that A ⊆ B(H) is a unital subalgebra. We claim that if A is SOT-separable and h_1, . . . , h_n ∈ H, then there is a closed, separable linear subspace K ⊆ H such that h_1, . . . , h_n ∈ K and AK ⊆ K, i.e., K is A-invariant. Indeed, define

K := span ( Ah_1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ah_n ) ⊆ H. Certainly, K is a closed linear subspace of H containing h_1, . . . , h_n. Also, K is separable because if A_0 ⊆ A is a countable SOT-dense subset, then the Q[i]-span of A_0h_1 ∪ · · · ∪ A_0h_n is dense in K. Finally, K is Ainvariant because A is a subalgebra and closed linear spans of A-invariant subsets are A-invariant. Next, fix h_1, h_2 ∈ H, and apply the previous result to A := W^∗(a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k) ⊆ B(H) to obtain a closed, separable, A-invariant linear subspace K ⊆ H that contains h_1 and h_2. (Note that A is SOT-separable because the Q[i]-span of noncommutative monomials in a_1, a^∗_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, a^∗_{k+1}, b_1, b^∗_1, . . . , b_k, b^∗_k is SOT-dense in A.) If we write π_K : H → K for the orthogonal projection onto K, ι_K : K → H for the inclusion of K into H, ã_j := π_K a_j ι_K ∈ B(K)_ν for j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, and b̃_ℓ := π_K b_ℓι_K ∈ B(K) for ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then

F (σ)h = φ_1 ( ã_1, σ )~ b_1 · · · φ_k ( ã_k, σ )~ b_k φ_{k+1} ( ã_{k+1}, σ ) h, for all σ ∈ Σ and h ∈ K,

as we encourage the reader to verify using the A-invariance of K. Therefore, ⟨( ∫ Σ F dρ ) h_1, h_2 ⟩ H = ∫ Σ ⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩_H ρ(dσ) = ∫ Σ ⟨ φ_1 ( ã_1, σ )~ b_1 · · · φ_k ( ã_k, σ )~ b_k φ_{k+1} ( ã_{k+1}, σ ) h_1, h_2 ⟩ K ρ(dσ) = ⟨( ∫ Σ φ_1 ( ã_1, σ )~ b_1 · · · φ_k ( ã_k, σ )~ b_k φ_{k+1} ( ã_{k+1}, σ ) ρ(dσ) ) h_1, h_2 ⟩ K . By the separable case, the last quantity is independent of the chosen ℓ^∞-IPD. Since h_1, h_2 ∈ H were arbitrary, this completes the proof of this item.

(iii) First, k-linearity of b → (I^aφ)[b] is clear by linearity of pointwise Pettis integrals. Second, we note that Eq. (21) gives ‖( I^aφ ) [b] ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ Σ F dρ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = sup {| | | | ⟨( ∫ Σ F dρ ) h_1, h_2 ⟩| | | | : ‖h_1‖, ‖h_2‖ ≤ 1 }

≤ sup { ∫ Σ |⟨F (σ)h_1, h_2⟩| ρ(dσ) : ‖h_1‖, ‖h_2‖ ≤ 1 }

≤ ‖b_1‖ · · · ‖b_k‖ ∫ Σ ‖φ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(a1 ))} · · · ‖φ_{k+1}(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(ak+1 ))} ρ(dσ) whenever (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_{k+1}) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ. Taking the infimum over ℓ^∞-IPDs of φ therefore gives ‖ ‖I^aφ ‖ ‖_{Bk (Mk ;M)} ≤ ‖φ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a1),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i ··· ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1 ))}. It remains to prove that φ → I^aφ is linear. It is easy to see that I^a(c φ) = c I^aφ. Additivity follows from two facts. First, for j ∈ {1, 2}, suppose that (Σ_j , H_j , ρ_j ) is a measure space and F_j : Σ_j → B(H) is pointwise Pettis integrable. If (Σ, H , ρ) is the disjoint union of (Σ_1, H_1, ρ_1) and (Σ_2, H_2, ρ_2), and F_0 : Σ → B(H) is defined by F_0|_{Σj} = F_j for j ∈ {1, 2}, then F is pointwise Pettis integrable and ∫ Σ F_0 dρ = ∫ Σ_1

F_1 dρ_1 + ∫ Σ_2

F_2 dρ_2.

Second, suppose that (Σ_1, ρ_1, φ_1, . . . , φ_{k+1}) and (Σ_2, ρ_2, ψ_1, . . . , ψ_{k+1}) are ℓ^∞-IPDs of φ and ψ, respectively. If (Σ, H , ρ) is again the disjoint union of (Σ_1, H_1, ρ_1) and (Σ_2, H_2, ρ_2), and, for j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, we define χ_j : σ(a_j ) × Σ → C by χ_j |_{σ(aj )×Σ1} = φ_j and χ_j |_{σ(aj )×Σ2} = ψ_j , then (Σ, ρ, χ_1, . . . , χ_{k+1}) is a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ + ψ. (Examine the proof of Proposition 2.2.3(ii).) We leave it to the reader to combine these two facts to conclude that I^a(φ + ψ) = I^aφ + I^aψ. This completes the proof.

Example 4.2.5 (Matrix MOIs). If S and T are sets, then we shall write T^S for the set of all functions S → T . We claim that if S_1, . . . , S_m are finite discrete spaces, then ℓ^∞(S_1, B_{S1} ) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(S_m, B_{Sm} ) is all of C^{S1 ×···×Sm} . Indeed, if φ: S_1 × · · · × S_m → C is any function, then φ(s_1, . . . , s_m) = ∑ (t_1,...,t_m)∈S_1×···×S_m φ(t_1, . . . , t_m) 1_{{t1}}(s_1) · · · 1_{{tm}}(s_m),

for all (s_1, . . . , s_m) ∈ S_1 × · · · × S_m, which is easily seen to give a ℓ^∞-IPD of φ. This particular ℓ^∞-IPD also helps us to compute matrix MOIs. Specifically, if n ∈ N, A = (A_1, . . . , A_{k+1}) ∈ M_n(C )^{k+1}_ν , and φ: σ(A_1) × · · · × σ(A_{k+1}) → C is any function, then (as we encourage the reader to verify) ( I^Aφ ) [B] = ∑ λ∈σ(A_1 )×···×σ(A_{k+1}) φ(λ) P^{A1}_{λ1} B_1 · · · P^{Ak}_{λk} B_kP^{Ak+1}_{λk+1} ,

for all B = (B_1, . . . , B_k) ∈ M_n(C )^k . This agrees with Notation A.1.1 in the appendix.

Example 4.2.6 (Polynomials). Fix P (λ) = ∑ |γ|≤d cγ λ γ ∈ C [λ_1 , . . . , λ_{k+1}]. By Example 2.2.5 and the definition of MOIs, if a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_ν and b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k, then ( I^aP ) [b] = ∑ |γ|≤d c_γ a^{γ1}_1 b_1 · · · a^{γk}_k b_k a^{γk+1}_{k+1} .

In particular, by Example 2.1.5, if n ∈ N_0 and p_n(λ) := λ^n, then ( I^ap^{[k]}_n ) [b] = ∑ |γ|=n−k a^{γ1}_1 b_1 · · · a^{γk}_k b_k a^{γk+1}_{k+1} .

This formula will be important for our application to differentiating operator functions.

Example 4.2.7. Fix f = ∫ R e^{i·ξ} μ(dξ) ∈ W_k(R). By the proof of Lemma 3.2.4 and the definition of MOIs, ( I^af^{[k]} ) [b] = ∫ R×Δ_k e^{it1 ξa1} b_1 · · · e^{itk ξak} b_k e^{itk+1ξak+1} (iξ)^k (μ ⊗ ρ_j )(dξ, dt), for all a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_{sa} and b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k.

Remark 4.2.8 (Another Useful Approach). While MOIs defined by separation of variables suffice for our present purposes, it is worth mentioning that there is another approach to defining MOIs — due originally to B. S. Pavlov [24] — that has also been used frequently in the literature, e.g., to differentiate operator functions in the Schatten p-norms [5, 18, 19]. (We refer the reader again to [32] for more applications.) When both approaches apply, MOIs constructed using Pavlov’s approach agree with MOIs constructed using the separation of variables approach; please see [6, 21] for proofs and additional discussion.

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.2.3

We are now finally ready to differentiate operator functions. In doing so, we shall take the formulas for the derivatives of the m^{th} power map in a Banach algebra as a starting point. Though these formulas are well-known, we supply a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proposition 4.3.1 (Derivatives of the Power Map). If A is a Banach algebra over F ∈ {R, C }, m ∈ N, and F_m(a) := a^m for a ∈ A, then F_m ∈ BC^∞_{loc}(A; A) and

D^kF_m(a)[b_1, . . . , b_k] = ∂_{b1} · · · ∂_{bk} a^m = ∑ π∈S_k ∑ |γ|=m−k a^{γ1} b_{π(1)} · · · a^{γk} b_{π(k)}a^{γk+1} , (23)

for all k ∈ N and a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A.

Proof. Fix m ∈ N and a ∈ A, and write ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖_A. We prove Eq. (23) by induction on k. To this end,

we note that if c ∈ A, then

F_m(a + c) − F_m(a) = (a + c)^m − a^m = m−1∑ j=0 ( (a + c)^{j+1}a^{m−(j+1)} − (a + c)^j a^{m−j} )

= m−1∑ j=0 (a + c)^j (a + c − a)a^{m−1−j} = ∑ γ_1+γ_2=m−1

(a + c)^{γ1} c a^{γ2} (24)

by telescoping the sum. Thus 1 ‖c‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ F_m(a + c) − F_m(a) − ∑ γ_1+γ_2=m−1 a^{γ1} c a^{γ2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ = 1 ‖c‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ γ_1+γ_2=m−1 ( (a + c)^{γ1} − a^{γ1} ) c a^{γ2} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∑ γ_1+γ_2 =m−1 ‖ ‖(a + c)^γ1 − a^γ1 ‖ ‖ ‖a‖^γ2 → 0 as c → 0. This proves Eq. (23) when k = 1.

Now, assume Eq. (23) holds for k ∈ N (and all m ∈ N and a, b_1, . . . , b_k ∈ A). In order to prove Eq.

(23) with k replaced by k + 1, we set some notation and make a few preliminary observations. For j ∈ N,

γ ∈ N^{j+1}_0 , b = (b_1, . . . , b_j ) ∈ A^j , π ∈ S_j , a = (a_1, . . . , a_{j+1}) ∈ A^{j+1}, a set S, and s ∈ S, we define

b^π := (b_{π(1)}, . . . , b_{π(j)}), Π^γ (a, b) := a^{γ1}_1 b_1 · · · a^{γj}_j b_j a^{γj+1}_{j+1} , and s_{(j)} := (s, . . . , s) ∈ S^j .

Using this notation with j = k, the inductive hypothesis may be rewritten as

D^kF_m(a)[b] = ∑ π∈S_k ∑ |γ|=m−k Π^γ ( a_{(k+1)}, b^π ) , (25)

for all b ∈ A^k . Now, if c ∈ A, then

Π^γ ( (a + c)_{(k+1)}, b ) − Π^γ ( a_{(k+1)}, b ) = k+1∑ j=1 ( Π^γ (( (a + c)_{(j)}, a_{(k+1−j)} ) , b ) − Π^γ (( (a + c)_{(j−1)}, a_{(k+2−j)} ) , b ))

= k+1∑ j=1 (_{j−1} ∏ ℓ=1 (a + c)^{γℓ} b_ℓ ) ( (a + c)^{γj} − a^{γj} )^k∏ ℓ=j b_ℓ a^{γℓ+1}

= k+1∑ j=1 ∑ δ_{1,j} +δ_{2,j} =γ_j −1 (_{j−1} ∏ ℓ=1 (a + c)^{γℓ} b_ℓ ) (a + c)^{δ1,j} c a^{δ2,j} k∏ ℓ=j b_ℓ a^{γℓ+1} (26)

by telescoping another sum and applying Eq. (24). (Empty products are defined to be multiplication by

1 ∈ F.) Next, observe that if 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1, ε = (ε_1, . . . , ε_j ) ∈ N^j_0 , and c_1, . . . , c_j ∈ A, then j∏ ℓ=1 (a + c)^{εℓ} c_ℓ − j∏ ℓ=1 a^{εℓ} c_ℓ = j∑ q=1 ((_q ∏ ℓ_1=1

(a + c)^{εℓ1} c_{ℓ1} )_j ∏ ℓ_2=q+1 a^{εℓ2} c_{ℓ2} − (_{q−1} ∏ ℓ_1=1

(a + c)^{εℓ1} c_{ℓ1} )_j ∏ ℓ_2=q a^{εℓ2} c_{ℓ2} )

= j∑ q=1 (_{q−1} ∏ ℓ=1 (a + c)^{εℓ} c_ℓ ) ( (a + c)^{εq} − a^{εq} ) c_q j∏ ℓ=q+1 a^{εℓ} c_ℓ (27)

by telescoping yet another sum. It is then easy to see, by combining Eqs. (26) and (27) (with the multi-index

ε = (γ_1, . . . , γ_{j−1}, δ_{1,j} ) and the elements (c_1, . . . , c_j ) = (b_1, . . . , b_{j−1}, c)), that 1 ‖c‖ sup ‖b_1 ‖,...,‖b_k ‖≤1 ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ Π^γ ( (a + c)_{(k+1)}, b ) − Π^γ ( a_{(k+1)}, b )

− k+1∑ j=1 ∑ δ_{1,j} +δ_{2,j} =γ_j −1 (_{j−1} ∏ ℓ=1 a^{γℓ} b_ℓ ) a^{δ1,j} c a^{δ2,j} k∏ ℓ=j b_ℓ a^{γℓ+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ → 0 (28) as c → 0. After noting that ∑ π̃∈S_{k+1} ∑ γ̃∈N^{k+2}_0 :|γ̃|=m−k−1 Π^{γ̃} ( a_{(k+2)}, (c, b)^{π̃} )

= ∑ π∈S_k ∑ |γ|=m−k (_{k+1} ∑ j=1 ∑ δ_{1,j} +δ_{2,j} =γ_j −1 (_{j−1} ∏ ℓ=1 a^{γℓ} b_{π(ℓ)} ) a^{δ1,j} c a^{δ2,j} k∏ ℓ=j b_{π(ℓ)} a^{γℓ+1} ) , it follows from Eqs. (25) and (28) that 1 ‖c‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ D^kF_m(a + c) − D^kF_m(a) − ∑ π̃∈S_{k+1} ∑ γ̃∈N^{k+2}_0 :|γ̃|=m−k−1 Π^{γ̃} ( a_{(k+2)}, (c, ·)^{π̃} ) ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Bk (Ak ;A)} → 0

as c → 0. By definition of the Fréchet derivative, we have shown that if b̃ := (b_0, . . . , b_k) ∈ A^{k+1}, then

D^{k+1}F_m(a) [~ b ] = ∑ π̃∈S_{k+1} ∑ γ̃∈N^{k+2}_0 :|γ̃|=m−k−1 Π^{γ̃} ( a_{(k+2)}, b̃^{π̃} ) . This is the claimed formula, so this completes the proof of Eq. (23). Since it is clear from Eq. (23) that the derivatives of F_m are bounded on bounded sets, we are done.

We now prove the result that motivates our definition of NC^k(R): Theorem 1.2.3, the infinite-dimensional analog — proof and all — of Theorem 1.1.1.

Lemma 4.3.2. Fix a von Neumann algebra M, a natural number k ∈ N, and a function f ∈ NC^k(R). If a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ M^{k+1}_{sa} and b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ M^k, then ( I^af^{[k]} ) [b] ∈ C^∗(1, a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k) ⊆ M, where, for S ⊆ M, C^∗(S) ⊆ M denotes the smallest C^∗-subalgebra of M containing S.

Proof. Fix a sequence (q_n)_{n∈N} of polynomials such that q_n → f in NC^k(R) as n → ∞. First, it is clear from Example 4.2.6 that ( I^aq^{[k]}_n ) [b] ∈ C^∗(1, a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}, b_1, . . . , b_k), for all n ∈ N. Now, if we define r := max{‖a_j ‖ : 1 ≤ j ≤ k + 1}, then ‖ ‖(I^af^{[k]})[b] − (I^aq^{[k]}_n )[b] ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖(I^a(f^{[k]} − q^{[k]}_n ))[b] ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} − q^{[k]}_n ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a1 ),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i··· ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1))}‖b_1‖ · · · ‖b_k‖ ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} − q^{[k]}_n ‖ ‖_{r,k+1}‖b_1‖ · · · ‖b_k‖ ≤ ‖f − q_n‖_{C[k],r}‖b_1‖ · · · ‖b_k‖ → 0 as n → ∞ by Theorem 4.2.4(iii) and the fact that q_n → f in NC^k(R) as n → ∞. The result follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.2.3. We first set some notation. If V and W are normed vector spaces over F ∈ {R, C } and T ∈ B_k(V^k; W ), then we define Sym(T )[v_1, . . . , v_k] := ∑ π∈S_k T (vπ(1), . . . , vπ(k)), for all v_1, . . . , v_k ∈ V . Using this notation, we may rewrite Eq. (6) as

D^kf_A(a) = Sym (( I^{a,...,a}f^{[k]} ) |_Ak_{sa} ) , (29)

for all a ∈ A_{sa}.

Now, for n ∈ N, define p_n(λ) := λ^n as usual. Then (p_n)_A = F_n|_{Asa} in the notation of Proposition 4.3.1. By Proposition 4.3.1 and Example 4.2.6, Eq. (29) holds when f = p_n. Also, it is obvious that Eq. (29) holds when f = p_0 ≡ 1. Therefore, by linearity, Eq. (29) holds for all f ∈ C [λ].

Finally, fix f ∈ NC^k(R) and a sequence (q_n)_{n∈N} of polynomials converging to f in NC^k(R). By Lemma 4.3.2, if a ∈ A^{k+1}_{sa} and b ∈ A^k , then (I^af^{[k]})[b] ∈ A. We shall take this for granted in our notation. Now, for any r > 0, define A_{sa,r} := {a ∈ A_{sa} : ‖a‖ ≤ r}. If a ∈ A_{sa,r}, then the spectral radius r(a) of a is equal to ‖a‖, which is at most r. Therefore, sup a∈A_{sa,r} ‖f(a) − q_n(a)‖ = ‖f − q_n‖_ℓ∞_{([−r,r])} → 0 as n → ∞. Also, writing ‖ · ‖_j := ‖ · ‖_{Bj (A}j_{sa ;A)} for j ∈ N, Theorem 4.2.4(iii) and the previous paragraph give that if a ∈ A_{sa,r} and j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then ‖ ‖ Sym ( I^{a,...,a}f^{[j]} ) − D^j (q_n)_A (a) ‖ ‖_j = ‖ ‖ Sym ( I^{a,...,a} ( f^{[j]} − q^{[j]}_n ))‖ ‖_j ≤ j! ‖ ‖I^{a,...,a} ( f^{[j]} − q^{[j]}_n )‖ ‖_j ≤ j! ‖ ‖f^{[j]} − q^{[j]}_n ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a),Bσ(a) ) ^⊗i (j+1)} ≤ j! ‖ ‖f^{[j]} − q^{[j]}_n ‖ ‖_{r,j+1}. In particular, max 1≤j≤k sup a∈A_{sa,r} ‖ ‖ ‖ Sym ( I^{a,...,a}f^{[j]} ) − D^j (q_n)_A (a) ‖ ‖ ‖_j ≤ k!‖f − qn‖_C[k]_{,r} → 0 as n → ∞. Since r > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude from Proposition 4.1.4 that f_A ∈ BC^k_{loc}(A_{sa}; A) and that Eq. (29) holds for all a ∈ A_{sa}.

4.4 Demonstration that NC^k(R) ⊊ C^k(R)

In Section 3.3, we saw that NC^k(R) is “close” to C^k(R) in the sense that a function only has to be “slightly better than C^k” to belong to NC^k(R). The goal of this section is to show that nevertheless NC^k(R) ⊊ C^k(R), for all k ∈ N. Specifically, we combine Schatten estimates for Taylor remainders of operator functions (Proposition 4.4.5) with a construction of D. Potapov et al. from [29] (Theorem 4.4.3) to prove the following.

Theorem 4.4.1. If k ∈ N, then NC^k(R) ⊊ C^k(R). Specifically, we have the following counterexample. Fix η ∈ C^∞_c (R) such that η ≡ 1 on [ −^1_2 −^1_e ,^1_e +^1_2 ] and supp η ⊆ [ −^3_5 −^1_e ,^1_e +^3_5 ] , and define

h(x) := 1_{(0,1)}(|x|) η(x) |x| √ log | log |x| − 1| , x ∈ R. If f_k(x) := x^{k−1}h(x), for all x ∈ R, then f_k ∈ C^k(R) \ NC^k(R).

To begin, we set some notation for Taylor remainders.

Definition 4.4.2 (Taylor Remainder). Let V and W be normed vector spaces and k ∈ N. If F : V → W is (k − 1)-times Fréchet differentiable and p, h ∈ V , then we define R_{k,F,p}(h) := F (p + h) − F (p) − k−1∑ j=1 1 j! ∂^j_hF (p) = F (p + h) − F (p) − k−1∑ j=1 1 j! D^j F (p)[h, . . . , h j times ] ∈ W.

We call R_{k,F,p} : V → W the k^{th} Taylor Remainder of F at p.

Recall that if f ∈ C^k (R), then f ∈ NC^{k−1}(R) (if we take NC^0(R) := C(R)) by Theorem 3.2.6. Therefore, if A is a unital C^∗-algebra, then f_A ∈ C^{k−1}(A_{sa}; A) by Theorem 1.2.3. In particular, R_{k,fA ,a}(b) ∈ A makes sense whenever f ∈ C^k(R) and a, b ∈ A_{sa}. Now, we state one of the key ingredients of the proof of Theorem 4.4.1. If H is a Hilbert space and 1 ≤ p < ∞, then we use the notation (S_p(H), ‖ · ‖_{Sp} ) for the ideal of Schatten p-class operators (Definition 2.2.1 in [21]) on H and (S_∞(H), ‖ · ‖_{S∞} ) for (B(H), ‖ · ‖_{H→H} ).

Theorem 4.4.3 (Potapov–Skripka–Sukochev–Tomskova [29]). Let k ∈ N and f_k : R → C be as in Theorem 4.4.1. There exists a separable complex Hilbert space H and bounded linear operators a, b ∈ B(H)_{sa} such that b ∈ S_k(H) and R_{k,(fk )B(H) ,a}(b) ∉ S_1(H).

This is Theorem 5.1 in [29]. Next, we work toward the Taylor remainder estimates that will help to disqualify f_k from belonging to NC^k(R). For more information about applications of MOI theory to Taylor remainders of operator functions, please see Section 5.4 of [32].

Lemma 4.4.4 (Schatten Estimates for MOIs). Suppose p, p_1, . . . , p_k ∈ [1, ∞] satisfy^1_p =^1_{p1} + · · · +^1_{pk} . If H is a complex Hilbert space, a = (a_1, . . . , a_{k+1}) ∈ B(H)^{k+1}_ν , and

φ ∈ ℓ^∞(σ(a_1), B_{σ(a1)}) ^⊗_i · · · ^⊗_iℓ^∞(σ(a_{k+1}), B_{σ(ak+1 )}),

then ‖ ‖(I^aφ)[b] ‖ ‖_{Sp} ≤ ‖φ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a1 ),Bσ(a1 )) ^⊗i ··· ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(ak+1 ),Bσ(ak+1 ))}‖b_1‖_{Sp1} · · · ‖b_k‖_{Spk} , for all b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ B(H)^k. (As usual, 0 · ∞ := 0.)

Proof. Fix b = (b_1, . . . , b_k) ∈ B(H)^k and a ℓ^∞-IPD (Σ, ρ, φ_1, . . . , φ_{k+1}) of φ. Also, if σ ∈ Σ, then we define F (σ) := φ_1(a_1, σ) b_1 · · · φ_k(a_k, σ) b_k φ_{k+1}(a_{k+1}, σ). If p_1, . . . , p_k, p ∈ [1, ∞] satisfy^1_{p1} + · · · +^1_{pk} =^1_p , then ‖F (σ)‖_{Sp} ≤ ‖φ_1(a_1, σ)‖_{S∞} ‖b_1‖_{Sp1} · · · ‖φ_k(a_k, σ)‖_{S∞} ‖b_k‖_{Spk} ‖φ_{k+1}(a_{k+1}, σ)‖_{S∞} ≤ ‖φ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(a1 ))} ‖b_1‖_{Sp1} · · · ‖φ_k(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(ak ))} ‖b_k‖_{Spk} ‖φ_{k+1}(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(ak+1 ))} by Hölder’s Inequality for the Schatten norms. Therefore, by the Schatten p-norm Minkowski Integral Inequality (Theorem 3.4.3 in [21]), we have ‖ ‖(I^aφ)[b] ‖ ‖_{Sp} = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ Σ F dρ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{Sp} ≤ ‖b_1‖_{Sp1} · · · ‖b_k‖_{Spk} ∫ Σ ‖φ_1(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(a1 ))} · · · ‖φ_{k+1}(·, σ)‖_ℓ∞_{(σ(ak+1 ))} ρ(dσ). Taking the infimum over ℓ^∞-IPDs of φ then gives the desired estimate.

Proposition 4.4.5 (Taylor Remainder Estimates). Fix a complex Hilbert space H, a natural number k ∈ N, and a function f ∈ NC^k(R). If a, b ∈ B(H)_{sa} and we define r := max{‖a + tb‖ : 0 ≤ t ≤ 1}, then ‖ ‖R_{k,fB(H) ,a}(b) ‖ ‖_{Sp} ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{r,k+1}‖b‖^k_{Skp} , (30) for all p ∈ [1, ∞). In particular, if in addition b ∈ S_{kp}(H), then R_{k,fB(H) ,a}(b) ∈ S_p(H).

Proof. We begin by recalling one form of Taylor’s Theorem (e.g., Theorem 107 of Section 1.4 in [14]): if V is a normed vector space, W is a Banach space, and F ∈ C^k(V ; W ), then R_{k,F,p}(h) = 1 (k − 1)!

∫_1 0 (1 − t)^{k−1}∂^k_h F (p + th) dt, for all p, h ∈ V , where the integral above is a vector-valued Riemann integral. In particular, if f ∈ NC^k(R), then, by Theorem 1.2.3 (with A = M = B(H)), we have R_{k,fB(H) ,a}(b) = k ∫_1 0 (1 − t)^{k−1} ( I^{a+tb,...,a+tb}f^{[k]} ) [b, . . . , b] dt. (31) In this case, the integral above is also a pointwise Pettis integral, as we urge the reader to check. Now, if t ∈ [0, 1], then σ(a + tb) ⊆ [−r, r]. Therefore, if p ∈ [1, ∞), then Lemma 4.4.4 gives ‖( I^{a+tb,...,a+tb}f^{[k]} ) [b, . . . , b] ‖ S_p ≤ ‖ f^{[k]} ‖ ℓ^∞(σ(a+tb),B_{σ(a+tb)})^{^⊗}i^{(k+1)} ‖b‖ k S_{kp} ≤ ‖ f^{[k]} ‖ r,k+1‖b‖ k S_{kp} . Thus ‖ ‖R_{k,fB(H) ,a}(b) ‖ ‖_{Sp} ≤ k ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{r,k+1}‖b‖^k_{Skp} ∫_1 0 (1 − t)^{k−1} dt = ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{r,k+1}‖b‖^k_{Skp} by Eq. (31) and the Schatten p-norm Minkowski Integral Inequality (Theorem 3.4.3 in [21]).

We are now ready.

Proof of Theorem 4.4.1. Fix k ∈ N. It is shown in Appendix A of [29] that f_k ∈ C^k(R). Now, let H be a complex Hilbert space and a, b ∈ B(H)_{sa}. If f ∈ NC^k(R) and b ∈ S_k(H), then R_{k,fB(H) ,a}(b) ∈ S_1(H) by Proposition 4.4.5. Therefore, f_k ∉ NC^k(R) by Theorem 4.4.3.

In view of Theorem 1.2.3, there is another possible approach to proving f_k ∉ NC^k(R).

Conjecture 4.4.6. If k ∈ N and f_k is as in Theorem 4.4.1, then (f_k)_{B(ℓ}2_{(N))} : B(ℓ^2(N))_{sa} → B(ℓ^2(N)) is not k-times Fréchet differentiable.

If this conjecture is correct, then we would immediately conclude f_k ∉ NC^k(R) from Theorem 1.2.3. From private correspondence with E. McDonald and F. A. Sukochev, it seems possible that ideas from [29] could be adapted to prove Conjecture 4.4.6, but — to the author’s knowledge — this has never been carried out. Interestingly, for k ≥ 2, it even seems to be the case that the literature lacks explicit examples of functions f ∈ C^k(R) such that f_{B(ℓ}2_{(N))} : B(ℓ^2(N))_{sa} → B(ℓ^2(N)) has been confirmed not to be k-times Fréchet differentiable, though it is widely accepted that such functions should exist. (As we mentioned in the introduction, when k = 1, any f ∈ C^1(R) \ Ḃ^{1,1}_1 (R)_{loc} would do, by results of Peller [26].)

We end this section by briefly sketching a slight upgrade to Theorem 4.4.1 for the interested reader: that actually f_k ∈ C^k(R) \ C^{[k]}(R). To prove this, we shall use perturbation formulas from [23] (Equations (12) and (13) therein), which — in keeping with the rest of our development — we have avoided thus far.

Proposition 4.4.7 (Taylor Remainder Formula). Let A be a unital C^∗-algebra, M be a von Neumann algebra containing A as a unital C^∗-subalgebra (e.g., M = A^{∗∗}), and k ∈ N. If f ∈ C^{[k]}(R), then R_{k,fA ,a}(b) = ∫ σ(a) · · · ∫ σ(a) k times

∫ σ(a+b) f^{[k]}(λ) P^{a+b}(dλ_1) b P^a(dλ_2) · · · b P^a(dλ_{k+1}), (32)

for all a, b ∈ A_{sa}, where the right hand side of Eq. (32) is a MOI in M.

Sketch of proof. First, by a smooth cutoff argument, it suffices to assume f ∈ C^{[k]}(R) is compactly supported, in which case f^{[j]} ∈ ℓ^∞(R, B_R)^{^⊗i(j+1)} whenever 0 ≤ j ≤ k. (This will ensure that we can apply the perturbation formulas from [23].) Under this assumption, we prove Eq. (32) by induction on k.

To begin, we have R_{1,fA ,a}(b) = f(a + b) − f(a) = ∫ σ(a) ∫ σ(a+b) f^{[1]}(λ_1, λ_2) P^{a+b}(dλ_1) b P^a(dλ_2)

by Equation (12) in [23]. Now, if k ∈ N, and we assume that Eq. (32) holds, then R_{k+1,fA ,a}(b) = R_{k,fA ,a}(b) − 1 k! ∂^k_b f_A(a) = ( I^{a+b,a,...,a}f^{[k]} ) [b, . . . , b] − ( I^{a,...,a}f^{[k]} ) [b, . . . , b] = ∫ σ(a) · · · ∫ σ(a) ∫ σ(a+b) f^{[k+1]}(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+2}) P^{a+b}(dλ_1) b P^a(dλ_2) · · · b P^a(dλ_{k+2})

by the inductive hypothesis, Theorem 1.2.3, and Equation (13) in [23]. This completes the proof.

Corollary 4.4.8 (Upgraded Taylor Remainder Estimates). Fix a complex Hilbert space H, a natural number k ∈ N, and a function f ∈ C^{[k]}(R). If a, b ∈ B(H)_{sa}, then ‖ ‖R_{k,fB(H) ,a}(b) ‖ ‖_{Sp} ≤ ‖ ‖f^{[k]} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(a+b),Bσ(a+b)) ^⊗iℓ∞(σ(a),Bσ(a)) ^⊗ik} ‖b‖^k_{Skp} , for all p ∈ [1, ∞).

Proof. Combine Proposition 4.4.7 (with A = M = B(H)) and Lemma 4.4.4.

By repeating the argument from the proof of Theorem 4.4.1, we see that Theorem 4.4.3 and Corollary 4.4.8 together imply that f_k ∉ C^{[k]}(R).

A Loose ends

A.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1.1

In this section, we present a version of Hiai’s approach from [15] to differentiating matrix functions. Both the derivative formula and its proof will serve as motivation for the “infinite-dimensional case” proven in Section 4.3. We shall freely use information and notation from Sections 2.1 and 4.1. In addition, we shall use the formula for the derivatives of the power map in a Banach algebra (Proposition 4.3.1).

To begin, we introduce notation for finite-dimensional multiple operator integrals (MOIs). For the rest of this section, fix n, k ∈ N and A = (A_1, . . . , A_{k+1}) ∈ M_n(C )^{k+1}_ν .

Notation A.1.1. If φ: σ(A_1) × · · · × σ(A_{k+1}) → C is any function, then we write ( I^Aφ ) [B] := ∑ λ∈σ(A_1 )×···×σ(A_{k+1}) φ(λ) P^{A1}_{λ1} B_1 · · · P^{Ak}_{λk} B_kP^{Ak+1}_{λk+1} ∈ M_n(C ),

for all B = (B_1, . . . , B_k) ∈ M_n(C )^k .

Example A.1.2. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}, fix a function φ_j : σ(A_j ) → C , and define

φ(λ) := φ_1(λ_1) · · · φ_{k+1}(λ_{k+1})

for λ := (λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1}) ∈ σ(A_1) × · · · × σ(A_{k+1}). If B = (B_1, . . . , B_k) ∈ M_n(C )^k , then ( I^Aφ ) [B] = ∑ λ∈σ(A_1 )×···×σ(A_{k+1} ) φ_1(λ_1) · · · φ_{k+1}(λ_{k+1}) P^{A1}_{λ1} B_1 · · · P^{Ak}_{λk} B_kP^{Ak+1}_{λk+1}

= ( ∑ λ_1 ∈σ(A_1)

φ_1(λ_1) P^{A1}_{λ1} ) B_1 · · · ( ∑ λ_k ∈σ(A_k ) φ_k(λ_k ) P^{Ak}_{λk} ) B_k ∑ λ_{k+1} ∈σ(A_{k+1})

φ_{k+1}(λ_{k+1}) P^{Ak+1}_{λk+1}

= φ_1(A_1)B_1 · · · φ_k(A_k)B_kφ_{k+1}(A_{k+1})

by Eq. (1). In particular, if m ∈ N_0 and p_m(λ) := λ^m, then ( I^Ap^{[k]}_m ) [B] = ∑ |γ|=m−k A^{γ1}_1 B_1 · · · A^{γk}_k B_kA^{γk+1}_{k+1} (33)

by Example 2.1.5.

To prove Theorem 1.1.1, we need just two ingredients: an operator norm estimate on I^Aφ and density of polynomials in the space C^k(R) with the C^k topology (first paragraph of Section 3.1).

Lemma A.1.3. Remain in the setting of Notation A.1.1. Then ‖ ‖I^Aφ ‖ ‖_{Bk (Mn(C)k ;Mn(C))} ≤ n^k max{|φ(λ)| : λ ∈ σ(A_1) × · · · × σ(A_{k+1})}, (34) where M_n(C ) is given the operator norm ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖_Cn_{→C}n .

Proof. If B = (B_1, . . . , B_k) ∈ M_n(C )^k , then Eq. (1) gives ‖ ‖I^Aφ(B) ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑ λ_2 ∈σ(A_2),...,λ_{k+1} ∈σ(A_{k+1}) φ(A_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{k+1}) B_1P^{A2}_{λ2} · · · B_kP^{Ak+1}_{λk+1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ∑ λ_2 ∈σ(A_2 ),...,λ_{k+1} ∈σ(A_{k+1}) ‖φ(A_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{k+1})‖ ‖B_1‖ ‖ ‖P^A2_{λ2} ‖ ‖ · · · ‖B_k‖ ‖ ‖P^{Ak+1}_{λk+1} ‖ ‖

= ∑ λ_2 ∈σ(A_2 ),...,λ_{k+1} ∈σ(A_{k+1}) max λ_1 ∈σ(A_1) |φ(λ_1, . . . , λ_{k+1})| ‖B_1‖ · · · ‖B_k‖ ≤ n^k max{|φ(λ)| : λ ∈ σ(A_1) × · · · × σ(A_{k+1})} ‖B_1‖ · · · ‖B_k‖ because A_j has at most n distinct eigenvalues, for all j ∈ {1, . . . , k + 1}.

Remark A.1.4. It turns out (Proposition 4.1.3 in [32]) that ‖ ‖I^Aφ ‖ ‖_{Bk ((Mn(C),‖·‖HS )k ;(Mn(C),‖·‖HS ))} = max{|φ(λ)| : λ ∈ σ(A_1) × · · · × σ(A_{k+1})}, where ‖ · ‖_{HS} is the Hilbert–Schmidt norm. Due to the inequality ‖ · ‖ ≤ ‖ · ‖_{HS} ≤ √ n‖ · ‖, we may therefore replace the n^k in Eq. (34) with n^{k2} . Note that even this sharper estimate depends on the dimension n in an unbounded way, which suggests difficulties with the infinite-dimensional case.

Lemma A.1.5. If k ∈ N, then C [λ] is dense in C^k(R) with the C^k topology.

Proof. We first prove that if r > 0 and f ∈ C^k(R), then there exists a sequence (q_n)_{n∈N} of polynomials such that, for all j ∈ {0, . . . , k}, q^{(j)}_n → f^{(j)} uniformly on [−r, r] as n → ∞. To this end, use the classical Weierstrass Approximation Theorem to find a sequence (q_{0,n})_{n∈N} of polynomials such that q_{0,n} → f^{(k)} uniformly on [−r, r] as n → ∞. Now, for ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k} and n ∈ N, recursively define

q_{ℓ,n}(λ) := f^{(k−ℓ)}(0) + ∫_λ 0 q_{ℓ−1,n}(t) dt, λ ∈ R. Note that q_{ℓ,n} ∈ C [λ]. By an induction argument using the Dominated Convergence Theorem and the Fundamental of Calculus, the sequence (q_n)_{n∈N} := (q_{k,n})_{n∈N} accomplishes the stated goal.

Next, fix f ∈ C^k(R). By the previous paragraph, if N ∈ N, then there exists q_N ∈ C [λ] such that max 0≤j≤k ‖ ‖(f − q_N )^{(j)} ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−N,N])} < 1 N . Then the sequence (q_N )_{N∈N} of polynomials converges to f in the C^k topology. This completes the proof.

We are now ready.

Proof of Theorem 1.1.1. First, if V and W are normed vector spaces over F ∈ {R, C } and T ∈ B_k(V^k; W ), then we define Sym(T )[v_1, . . . , v_k] := ∑ π∈S_k T (vπ(1), . . . , vπ(k)), for all v1, . . . , vk ∈ V . Using this notation,

we may rewrite Eq. (3) as D^kf_{Mn(C)}(A) = Sym (( I^{A,...,A}f^{[k]} ) |_{Mn(C)}k_{sa} ) , (35)

for all A ∈ M_n(C )_{sa} .

Now, for m ∈ N, define p_m(λ) := λ^m. Then (p_m)_{Mn(C)} = F_m|_{Mn(C)sa} in the notation of Proposition 4.3.1. By Proposition 4.3.1 and Example A.1.2, Eq. (35) holds when f = p_m. Also, it is obvious that Eq. (35) holds when f = p_0 ≡ 1. Therefore, by linearity, Eq. (35) holds for all f ∈ C [λ].

Finally, fix f ∈ C^k(R) and a sequence (q_N )_{N∈N} of polynomials converging to f in C^k(R). Such a sequence exists by Lemma A.1.5. Now, for any r > 0, define

M_n(C )_{sa,r} := {A ∈ M_n(C )_{sa} : ‖A‖ ≤ r}.

If A ∈ M_n(C )_{sa,r}, then the spectral radius r(A) of A is equal to ‖A‖, which is at most r. Therefore, sup A∈M_n(C)_{sa ,r} ‖f(A) − q_N (A)‖ = ‖f − q_N ‖_ℓ∞_{([−r,r])} → 0 as N → ∞. Also, writing ‖ · ‖_j := ‖ · ‖_{Bj (Mn(C)}j_{sa ;Mn(C))} for j ∈ N, Lemma A.1.3 and the previous paragraph give that if A ∈ M_n(C )_{sa,r} and j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, then ‖ ‖ Sym (I_{A,...,A}f_{[j]}) − D_j (q_N )_{Mn(C)}(A) ‖ ‖ j = ‖ ‖ Sym (I_{A,...,A}(f_{[j]} − q[j]_N )) ‖ ‖ j ≤ j! ‖ ‖I_{A,...,A}(f_{[j]} − q[j]_N ) ‖ ‖ j ≤ j! n^j ‖ ‖f^{[j]} − q^{[j]}_N ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(σ(A)j+1 )} ≤ j! n^j ‖ ‖f^{[j]} − q^{[j]}_N ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r]j+1)}. In particular, by Corollary 2.1.4, max 1≤j≤k sup A∈M_n(C)_{sa ,r} ‖ ‖ Sym (I_{A,...,A}f_{[j]}) − D_j (q_N )_{Mn(C)}(A) ‖ ‖ j ≤ n^k max_{1≤j≤k} ‖ ‖f^{(j)} − q^{(j)}_N ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞([−r,r])} → 0

as N → ∞. Since r > 0 was arbitrary, we conclude from Proposition 4.1.4 that f_{Mn(C)} ∈ C^k(M_n(C )_{sa} ; M_n(C )) and that Eq. (35) holds for all A ∈ M_n(C )_{sa} . This completes the proof.

The reason this proof works is that the finite-dimensional MOI I^Af^{[k]} satisfies a (dimension-dependent) operator norm estimate involving the uniform norm of f^{[k]}. In the infinite-dimensional case, the uniform norm is too weak for this operator norm estimate. However, there is a stronger norm, the ℓ^∞-integral projective tensor norm (Section 2.2), that works. This motivates our definition of NC^k(R) in Section 3.1, since it gives us an infinite-dimensional analog (Theorem 1.2.3) of Theorem 1.1.1 and its proof.

A.2 Proof of Eq. (19)

Fix ψ, χ ∈ C^∞_c (R) such that ψ ≡ 1 on [−1, 1], supp ψ ⊆ [−2, 2], χ ≡ 1 on

[_3 4 ,^3_2 ] , and supp χ ⊆

[_1 2 , 2 ] . Define

ϕ(y) := y + y^{−1} and g_ζ (y) := (1 − χ(y)) ψ ( ζ^{−1}y ) for y, ζ > 0. We aim to show that I_2(ζ) := ∫_∞ 0 y^{12} g_ζ (y) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy = O ( ζ^{−1} ) as ζ → ∞.

To do so, we shall need to integrate by parts three times. We record a few derivatives for this purpose. First, ϕ^′(y) = 1 − y^{−2} =^{y2−1}_{y2} and ϕ^{′′}(y) = 2y^{−3}. Second, d dy ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) = 1 2 y^{− 12} g_ζ (y) + y^{12} g^′_ζ (y),

d^2 dy^2 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) = − 1 4 y^{− 32} g_ζ (y) + y^{− 12} g^′_ζ (y) + y^{12} g^{′′}_ζ (y), and

d^3 dy^3 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) = 3 8 y^{− 52} g_ζ (y) − 3 4 y^{− 32} g^′_ζ (y) + 3 2 y^{− 12} g^{′′}_ζ (y) + y^{12} g^{′′′}_ζ (y).

Recall now that ϕ^′(y) ≠ 0 for y ∈ supp g_ζ (since g_ζ ≡ 0 near 1), and note that sup_{ζ≥1} ‖ ‖g^{(k)}_ζ ‖ ‖_{ℓ∞(R)} < ∞, for all k ∈ N_0 . Therefore, as ζ → ∞, we have

I_2(ζ) = ∫_∞ 0 y^{12} g_ζ (y) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy = 1 iζ ∫_∞ 0 d dy ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ϕ^′(y) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy

= 1 iζ ∫_∞ 0 ( −ϕ^{′′}(y) ϕ^′(y)^2 y^{12} g_ζ (y) + 1 ϕ^′(y) d dy ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy

= − 2 iζ ∫_∞ 0 g_ζ (y) y^{32} (y^2 − 1)^2 e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy + 1 iζ ∫_∞ 0 1 ϕ^′(y) d dy ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy = O(ζ^{−1}) − 1 ζ^2 ∫_∞ 0 d dy ( 1 ϕ^′(y)^2 d dy ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy

= O(ζ^{−1}) − 1 ζ^2 ∫_∞ 0 ( −2ϕ^{′′}(y) ϕ^′(y)^3 d dy ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) + 1 ϕ^′(y)^2 d^2 dy^2 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy

= O(ζ^{−1}) + 2 ζ^2 ∫_∞ 0 y^{52} g_ζ (y) + 2y^{72} g^′_ζ (y) (y^2 − 1)^3 e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy − 1 ζ^2 ∫_∞ 0 1 ϕ^′(y)^2 d^2 dy^2 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy = O(ζ^{−1}) + O(ζ^{−2}) − 1 iζ^3 ∫_∞ 0 d dy ( 1 ϕ^′(y)^3 d^2 dy^2 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy

= O(ζ^{−1}) − 1 iζ^3 ∫_∞ 0 ( −3ϕ^{′′}(y) ϕ^′(y)^4 d^2 dy^2 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) + 1 ϕ^′(y)^3 d^3 dy^3 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy

= O(ζ^{−1}) − 1 iζ^3 ∫_∞ 0 (_3

2 y^{72} g_ζ (y) − 6y^{92} g^′_ζ (y) − 6y^{112} g^{′′}_ζ (y) (y^2 − 1)^4 + 1 ϕ^′(y)^3 d^3 dy^3 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy = O(ζ^{−1}) + O(ζ^{−3}) − 1 iζ^3 ∫_∞ 0 1 ϕ^′(y)^3 d^3 dy^3 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy. (We leave it to the reader to confirm that there are no boundary terms at zero.) But 1 ϕ^′(y)^3 d^3 dy^3 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) = y^6 (y^2 − 1)^3 ( 3 8 y^{− 52} g_ζ (y) − 3 4 y^{− 32} g^′_ζ (y) + 3 2 y^{− 12} g^{′′}_ζ (y) + y^{12} g^{′′′}_ζ (y) )

and g_ζ (y) = 0 if y ≥ 2ζ. It follows — because of the dominant y^{12} term — that ∫_∞ 0 1 ϕ^′(y)^3 d^3 dy^3 ( y^{12} g_ζ (y) ) e^{−iζϕ(y)} dy = O(ζ^{32} ) as ζ → ∞. Thus I_2(ζ) = O(ζ^{−1}) + ζ^{−3}O(ζ^{32} ) = O(ζ^{−1}) as ζ → ∞, as desired.

Acknowledgements. I acknowledge support from NSF grant DGE 2038238 and partial support from NSF grants DMS 1253402 and DMS 1800733. I also have many people to thank for help with this paper. First, I am grateful to Bruce Driver, Adrian Ioana, and Todd Kemp for many helpful conversations and/or guidance about writing. Second, I would like to thank David Jekel for bringing to my attention his parallel work on C^k_{nc}(R) in Section 18 of his dissertation [17]. Third, I would like to thank Jacob Sterbenz for suggesting κ (from Section 3.4) as a compactly supported Hölder continuous function with nonintegrable Fourier transform. Finally, special thanks go to Edward McDonald. The first version of this paper worked only with A = B(H) but included a full development of the “separation of variables” approach to defining MOIs in B(H) with H not necessarily separable. Edward informed me that the latter development was of independent interest and encouraged me to publish it on its own. This led me to write the paper [21] and allowed me to make room for the general C^∗-algebra version of the results in this paper.

References

[1] A. B. Aleksandrov and V. V. Peller. “Operator Lipschitz functions” (Russian). Uspekhi Matematicheskikh Nauk 71 (2016), 3–106. English translation: Russian Mathematical Surveys 71 (2016), 605–702.

[2] N. A. Azamov, A. L. Carey, P. G. Dodds, and F. A. Sukochev. “Operator Integrals, Spectral Shift, and Spectral Flow.” Canadian Journal of Mathematics 61 (2009), 241–263.

[3] M. S. Birman and M. Z. Solomyak. Spectral Theory of Self-Adjoint Operators in Hilbert Space (Russian). Izdat.

Leningrad. Univ., Leningrad, 1980. English translation: Mathematics and its Applications (Soviet Series), vol. 5. D. Reidel Publishing Company, Dordrecht, 1987.

[4] C. Castaing and M. Valadier. Convex Analysis and Measurable Multifunctions. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 580. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1977.

[5] C. Coine, C. Le Merdy, A. Skripka, and F. Sukochev. “Higher order S2-differentiability and application to Koplienko trace formula.” Journal of Functional Analysis 276 (2019), 3170–3204.

[6] C. Coine, C. Le Merdy and F. Sukochev. “When do triple operator integrals take value in the trace class?” Annales de l’Institut Fourier 71 (2021), 1393–1448.

[7] J. B. Conway. A Course in Functional Analysis, 2nd ed. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 96. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 1990.

[8] J. B. Conway. A Course in Operator Theory. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 21. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2000.

[9] H. Crauel. Random Probability Measures on Polish Spaces. Taylor & Francis, London, 2002. [10] Yu. L. Daletskii and S. G. Krein. “Integration and differentiation of functions of Hermitian operators and applications to the theory of perturbations” (Russian). Voronezh. Gos. Univ. Trudy Sem. Funktsional. Anal. 1 (1956), 81–105. English translation: Thirteen Papers on Functional Analysis and Partial Differential Equations, pp. 1–30. American Mathematical Society Translations: Series 2, vol. 47. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1965.

[11] B. de Pagter and F. A. Sukochev. “Differentiation of operator functions in non-commutative Lp-spaces.” Journal of Functional Analysis 212 (2004), 28–75.

[12] R. A. DeVore and G. G. Lorentz. Constructive Approximation. Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 303. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1993.

[13] R. Fiorenza. Hölder and locally Hölder Continuous Functions, and Open Sets of Class C^k, C^{k,λ}. Frontiers in Mathematics. Birkhäuser, Cham, 2016.

[14] P. Hájek and M. Johanis. Smooth Analysis in Banach Spaces. De Gruyter Series in Nonlinear Analysis and Applications, vol. 19. De Gruyter, Berlin, 2014.

[15] F. Hiai. “Matrix Analysis: Matrix Monotone Functions, Matrix Means, and Majorization.” Interdisciplinary Information Sciences 16 (2010), 139–248.

[16] L. Hörmander. The Analysis of Linear Partial Differential Operators I: Distribution Theory and Fourier Analysis.

Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 256. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 1983. [17] D. A. Jekel. Evolution equations in non-commutative probability. UCLA Electronic Theses and Dissertations (2020). ProQuest ID: Jekel ucla 0031D 18879. Merritt ID: ark:/13030/m5cp2c1f. Retrieved from

https://escholarship.org/uc/item/8n39f7mt.

[18] C. Le Merdy and E. McDonald. “Necessary and sufficient conditions for n-times Fréchet differentiability on S^p, 1 < p < ∞.” Proceedings of the American Mathematical Society 149 (2021), 3881–3887.

[19] C. Le Merdy and A. Skripka. “Higher order differentiability of operator functions in Schatten norms.” Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu 19 (2020), 1993–2016.

[20] G. Leoni. A First Course in Sobolev Spaces, 2nd ed. Graduate Studies in Mathematics, vol. 181. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2017.

[21] E. A. Nikitopoulos. “Multiple operator integrals in non-separable von Neumann algebras.” Journal of Operator Theory 89 (2023), 361–427.

[22] E. A. Nikitopoulos. “Itô’s formula for noncommutative C^2 functions of free Itô processes.” Documenta Mathematica 27 (2022), 1447–1507. Erratum: Documenta Mathematica 28 (2023), 1275–1277.

[23] E. A. Nikitopoulos. “Higher derivatives of operator functions in ideals of von Neumann algebras.” Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 519 (2023), Article 126705.

[24] B. S. Pavlov. “Multidimensional Operator Integrals” (Russian). Problems of Mathematical Analysis, No. 2:

Linear Operators and Operator Equations (V. I. Smirnov, ed.), pp. 99–122. Izdat. Leningrad. Univ., Leningrad, 1969. English translation: Linear Operators and Operator Equations (V. I. Smirnov, ed.), pp. 81–97. Problems in Mathematical Analysis, vol. 2. Consultants Bureau, New York, NY, 1971.

[25] J. Peetre. New Thoughts on Besov Spaces. Duke University Mathematics Series, vol. 1. Duke University Press, Durham, NC, 1976.

[26] V. V. Peller. “Hankel operators in the perturbation theory of unitary and self-adjoint operators” (Russian).

Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 19 (1985), 37–51. English translation: Functional Analysis and Its Applications 19 (1985), 111–123.

[27] V. V. Peller. “Multiple operator integrals and higher operator derivatives.” Journal of Functional Analysis 233 (2006), 515–544.

[28] V. V. Peller. “Multiple operator integrals in perturbation theory.” Bulletin of Mathematical Sciences 6 (2016), 15–88.

[29] D. Potapov, A. Skripka, F. Sukochev, and A. Tomskova. “Multilinear Schur multipliers and Schatten properties of operator Taylor remainders.” Advances in Mathematics 320 (2017), 1063–1098.

[30] S. Sakai. C^∗-Algebras and W^∗-Algebras. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, vol. 60. Springer- Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1971.

[31] Y. Sawano. Theory of Besov Spaces. Developments in Mathematics, vol. 56. Springer, Singapore, 2018. [32] A. Skripka and A. Tomskova. Multilinear Operator Integrals: Theory and Applications. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol. 2250. Springer, Cham, 2019.

[33] H. Triebel. Theory of Function Spaces. Monographs in Mathematics, vol. 78. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1983. [34] H. Triebel. Theory of Function Spaces II. Monographs in Mathematics, vol. 84. Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 1992.