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In this paper we generalize the notion of (weakly) almost
periodic compactification of a semitopological semigroup to
the corresponding notion for transformation semigroups.
The properties of these compactifications are studied and
applications are made to semidirect products.

0. Introduction. Let X be a Hausdorff topological space and
S a semitopological semigroup [2]. The pair (S, X) is a semitopological
transformation semigroup (abbr. s.t.t.s.) if there exists a separately
continuous mapping (s, ) —sx of S x X into X (called an action)
such that s(tx) = (st)x(s,tcS;zcX). If S has an identity 1 and
1z = x(x ¢ X) we say that (S, X) has an identity. If Sis a topological
semigroup and the action is jointly continuous, then (S, X) is called
a topological transformation semigroup (abbr. t.t.s.). (S, X) is com-
pact if both S and X are compact. Any semitopological semigroup
may be considered to be a s.t.t.s., where the action is left multipli-
cation.

Let (S, X) be a s.t.t.s. and denote by C(X) the Banach space of
all bounded continuous complex-valued funections on X. A function
f in C(X) is (weakly) almost periodic if O(f) = {.f:s e S} is relatively
{(weakly) compact in C(X), where ,f(x) = f(sx)(z € X). The set of all
almost periodic (resp. weakly almost periodic) functiong in C(X) is
denoted by A(X) (resp. W(X)). Both A(X) and W(X) are C*-sub-
algebras of C(X) which are invariant under the action s — .f [2].

A homomorphism of a s t.t.s. (S, X) into a s.t.t.s. (T, Y) is a pair
(0, &), where 0: S— T is a continuous homomorphism and & X—Y
a continuous map such that &(sz) = o(s)é(x)z e X, seS). The dual
of & is the map &: C(Y)— C(X) defined by E(f) = fo&. Clearly £ is
a bounded linear operator.

Recall that a weakly almost periodic (resp. almost periodic) com-
pactification of a semitopological semigroup S may be defined as a
pair (S, ), where S is a compact semitopological (resp. compact
topological) semigroup and p: S— S is a continuous homomorphism
such that o(S) is dense in S and G(C(S)) = W(S) (resp. O(C(S)) = A(S))
(see [6], [8]). Motivated by this we define a weakly almost periodic
(resp. almost periodic) compactification of a s.t.t.s. (S, X) as a com-
pact s.t.t.s. (resp. compact t.t.s.) (S, X) and a homomorphism (p, %)
of (S, X) into (S, X) such that (S, p) is a weakly almost periodic
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(resp. almost periodic) compactification of S, 7(X) is dense in X, and
FH(C(X)) = W(X) (resp. 7(C(X)) = A(X)). Clearly 7 (and ) is an iso-
metric isomorphism. We shall write f for 77(f). We shall also
occasionally use the notation (S*, X*) and (S*, X°) for weakly almost
periodic and almost periodic compactifications respectively.

In §1 we shall show that if S has a (weakly) almost periodic
compactification then (S, X) has a (weakly) almost periodic compac-
tification. Furthermore, a compactification is unique up to isomorphism
and satisfies a universal factorization property analogous to that
satisfied by a (weakly) almost periodic compactification of S. These
results are extensions of results in [11].

In §2 some specialized lemmas are proved, and in §3 we use these
to characterize almost periodic compactifications of semidirect products.
It is shown that if S is a topological group, then for a large class
of semitopological semigroups X (including abelian semigroups, compact
topological semigroups, and topological groups), the almost periodic
compactification of a semidirect product S©X of S and X is a semi-
direct product of S and X, where S is the almost periodic compac-
tification of S, and X is a certain compactification of X. These results
generalize Theorem 4 of [11]; for other results along this line see [5].
We also show that the kernel of an almost periodic compactification
of S®X may be expressed as a semidirect product of the kernels of
S and X. A similar result is obtained for the weakly almost periodic
case.

1. Existence and uniqueness of compactifications.

LemmaA 1.1. Let (S, X) be a s.t.t.s.

(@) If (S, X) vs compact then W(X) = C(X).

() If (S, X) is a compact t.t.s. then A(X) = C(X).

(¢) If fe W(X) then the map s— .f, S—W(X) ts continuocus
wn the weak topolegy.

(@) If feAX) then the map s — .f, S— A(X) is continuous in
the norm topology.

Proof. We prove only (a) and (c), the proofs of (b) and (d)
being similar. Let (S, X) be compact and f e C(X). Since s— ,f is
pointwise continuous, O(f) is compact in the pointwise topology of
C(X). Since this topology agrees with the weak topology on norm-
bounded pointwise compact subsets of C(X)][10], O(f) is weakly com-
pact, proving (a). For (c) simply observe that if (s,) is a net in S
and s, —s, then (,,f) has a unique weak limit point in C(X).
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Lemma 1.2. Let (o, &) be a homomorphism of (S, X) into (T, Y).
Then

(1) EW(Y))c W(X) N E(C(Y))

and equality holds if &(X) ts dense in Y and o(S) is dense in T.
The analogous statement holds for the almost periodic case.

Proof. If feC(Y) and g = £(f), then
( 2 ) sg - ;E(U(s)f) (8 S S) ¢

If fe W(Y) then £(O(f)) is relatively weakly compact, and (2) shows
that g ¢ W(X), verifying (1). If &(X) and o(S) are dense in Y and
T respectively, then Z is an isometry and (2) implies that £-%(0O(g)) =
O(f) (bars denote weak closures). Hence if g ¢ W(X), then f e W(Y),
verifying equality in (1).

THEOREM 1.3. If (S, X) is a s.t.t.s. and if S has a weakly almost
periodic (resp. almost periodic) compactification, then (S, X) has a
weakly almost pertodic (resp. almost periodic) compactification. More-
over, any weakly almost periodic (resp. almost periodic) compactifica-
tion (S, X, 0, 7)) satisfies the following universal property: Given
any homomorphism (o,&) of (S, X) into a compact s.t.t.s. (resp.
compact t.t.s.) (7, Y), there exists a homomorphism (G, E) of (S, X)
wnto (T, Y) such that Gop =0 and Eon = &.

The following corollaries are immediate.

COROLLARY 1.4. Let (S,, X)) be a s.t.t.s. with weakly almost
periodic compactification (S, X,, 0., )i = 1,2). If (o, &) is a homo-
morphism of (S,, X,) into (S,, X,) then there exists a homomorphism
(3, &) of (S,, X)) into (S,, X,) such that Gop, = 0,°0 and Eop, = 7,08,
A similar statement holds for the almost periodic case.

COROLLARY 1.5. Weakly almost pertodic compactifications and
almost periodic compactifications are unique (up to isomorphism).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let (S, 0) be a weakly almost periodic
compactification of S and let X be the maximal ideal space of W(X).
Define 7: X — X by n(z)(f) = f(z)z € X, f € W(X)). Then X is compact,
7 is continuous and 7(X) is dense in X. Furthermore, if fe C(X)
denotes the Gelfand transform of f e W(X), then 7(f) = f.

Define 7m: S x X — X by #(s, 0)(f) = 6(.f)se S, 0c X, fec WX)).
Clearly, =(s, -) is continuous, and s—7(s, -) is a continuous homo-
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morphism from S into X* (Lemma 1.1(c)), where X¥ carries the product
topology. Let E denote the closure in X* of {n(s, -):seS}. E will
be a compact semitopological semigroup if we show that each ve F
is continuous. Since X is compact it suffices to show that gov is
continuous for arbitrary g < C(X). Let (s,) be a net in S such that
(84, +)— v, and let g = 7, where f e W(X). For each e X, d(, f)=
F(@(s4, 6))— g(v(8)). Also, there exists some /e W(X) and a subnet
(ss) such that , f—h weakly. Thus gov = he C(X).

By Theorem 2.2 of [8] there exists a continuous homomorphism
u—7(u, -) of S onto E such that 7(o(s), -) = 7(s, -)(s € S). Define
an action of S on X by uf# = Z(u, 6)(wec S, #c X). With this action
S, X, 0, 7)) is a weakly almost periodic compactification of (S, X).

Now let (S, X, p, ) be any weakly almost periodic compactification
of (S, X), and let (o, &) be a homomorphism into the compact s.t.t.s.
(T, Y). Let a:8 — T be a continuous homomorphism such that Gop =
o. Define & 9(X)—Y by E((zx)) = &=). If &) # &(x,) choose ge
C(Y) such that g(§(z,)) # 9(&(x.)). Then f = £(g) € W(X) (Lemmas 1.1,
1.2) and 70i(z)) = F() # f(z) = F0@)), s0 7(@) # (). Thus
is well defined. Now for any geC(Y), if f =&(g) then f|ipX) =
go&, hence gof is uniformly continuous. Since Y is compact, its
uniform structure is defined by C(Y), hence £ is uniformly continuous.

We may now extend & continuously to X. Since E(o(s)n(x)) =
E(n(sa)) = &(sw) = o(s)i(x) = G(0(s))E(n(2))(s € S, w € X), (G, §) is a homo-
morphism.

The almost periodic case is proved similarly except that the set
E must be shown to be a topological semigroup. This follows readily
from the equicontinuity of {n(s, :):s¢eS}.

REMARK 1.6. In the almost periodic case of Corollary 1.4 it may
be shown that if X, is compact and if the action of S, on X, is
equicontinuous, then 7,: X,— X, is a homeomorphism and therefore
X, may be replaced by X, in the conclusion of the corollary. This
means that S, acts on X, such that o,(s)x = sx(s € S,, € X,), and that
§ o, = £.

The following theorem exhibits the connection between our approach
to almost periodic compactifications and that of Landstad [11].

THEOREM 1.7. Let (S, X, p, 1) be an almost periodic compactifi-
cation of the s.t.t.s. (S, X) and let Z denote the coarsest uniform
structure on X relative to which each f ¢ A(X) is uniformly con-
tinuous. Then (X, 7) is a Hausdorff completion of (X, Z). Further-
more, Z 1is the finest uniform structure 7" on X satisfying the
following properties:

(a) 7 defines a topology .7 (77) on X coarser than the given
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one,
(b) 7 is totally bounded, and
(¢} the family of mappings x— sz (xe X, seS)is 7 uniformly
equicontinuous (equivalently, 7° has a base comsisting of those Ve
7" such that (x, y) € V implies that (sz, sy)e V for all seS).

Proof. Clearly 7 satisfies (a). % satisfies (b) because p(X) is
totally bounded and % is the coarsest uniform structure on X making
7 uniformly continuous. These facts also imply that (X, 7) is a
Hausdorff completion of (X, ). (See for example [3].) That Z
satisfies (c) follows from the total boundedness of O(f) in C(X) for
each f e A(X).

Now let 77 be a uniform structure on X satisfying (a), (b), and
(c), and let (Y, &) be the Hausdorff completion of (X, 7). By (b), Y
is compact. For each se S, x— &(sx) is 7 -uniformly continuous, hence
there exists a uniformly continuous function o(s): Y —Y such that
a(s)(&(x)) = &(sx) (xe X). From (a) and (¢) it follows that ¢: S—YY
is a continuous homomorphism and that F = {o(s): s € S} is uniformly
equicontinuous. Let T be the closure of F in the product space Y”.
Then T is a compact topological semigroup and vy = v(y)(ve T, yc Y)
defines a jointly continuous action of T on Y. Furthermore, (o, &)
is a homomorphism of (S, X) into (7, Y), so there exists a uni-
formly continuous map &: X—Y such that £07 = & (Theorem 1.3).
Thus & is Z ~uniformly continuous, and it follows that 7~ is coarser
than Z.

2. More lemmas. We shall assume throughout this section that
(S, X) is a s.t.t.s. with identity 1, that X is a semitopological semi-~
group with identity 1, and that there exists a continuous homomorphism
¢: X — S such that ¢(1) = 1 and ¢(x)y = zy(x, yc X). If feC(X)and
yec X, f, shall denote the function z— f(xy). A subspace L of C(X)
is said to be right translation invartant if f e L implies that f,¢
L for all ye X.

We shall denote by K(@) the minimal ideal of the compact semi-
topological semigroup Q (see [6]). If B is a Banach space, L(B) and
B* are respectively the space of continuous linear operators and the
space of continuous linear functionals on B.

LEMMA 2.1. Let (S, X, p, 1) be an almost periodic (resp. weakly
almost periodic) compactification of (S, X). Then in order for X to
be a topological (resp. semitopological) semigroup and 7 a homo-
morphism it is necessary and sufficient that A(X) (resp. W(X)) be
right translation invariant.
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Proof. The necessity is clear. For the sufficiency we consider
only the weakly almost periodic case. By Corollary 1.5 and the proof
of Theorem 1.3 we may suppose that X is the maximal ideal space
of W(X) and that 7 is the map defined by 7(x)(f) = f(x)zxe X, fe
W(X)). Define u(s) e L(W(X))s eS) by u{s)(f) = .f, and let T denote
the closure of {u(s): s € ¢(X)} in the weak operator topology of L( W(X)).
Then T with this topology is a compact semitopological semigroup
(under the operation composition) [6; Theorem 3.1]. Given v € T define
¥(v) e W(X)* by T()(f) = (wf)A)f € W(X)). Clearly, ¥ is continuous
in the weak* topology of W(X)*, and ¥(w(¢(2))) = n(x)(xe X). It
follows that ¥(T) = X. If v, we T and ¥(v) = ¥(w), then (vf)(x) =
T)f.) = Tw)(f.) = wfzXzxe X, f e W(X)), so v =w. Therefore
¥ is a homeomorphism of T onto X and hence induces a multiplication
on X making the latter a semitopological semigroup and ¥ an anti-

isomorphism. Finally, 7(wy) = ¥ (u(¢(xy))) = ¥ (u((¥))u(4(x))) = n(x)7(y),
completing proof.

The proofs of the following two lemmas are straightforward and
therefore omitted.

LEMMA 2.2. Let (S, X, p, 1) be a weakly almost periodic compacti-
Jication of (S, X) and let W(X) be right translation tnvariant. If
X has a unique minimal left ideal and if K(S) is a group with
identity e, then ef = 6 for all 6 ¢ K(X).

Lemma 2.3. Let (S% X° 0,7) and (S*, X, 0',7") denote respectively
almost periodic and weakly almost periodic compactifications of (S, X).
Suppose K(S*) is a group with identity e, W(X) and A(X) are right
translation invariant, X has a unique minimal left ideal, and for
some idempotent d e K(X), w(6d) = (ud)d(@ € X*, we S¥). Then K(X%)
and K(X™) are canonically isomorphic as semitopological semigroups.

3. Applications to semidirect products. Let S and X be
semitopological semigroups with identities, and let 7: S x X— X satisfy
(s, xy) = (s, x)z(s, ¥), 7(st, x) = (s, 7(t, z)), and (1, ) = 2, (¢, y € X;
s,teS8). Thus s—7(s, -) is a homomorphism from S into Hom (X),
the semigroup of all homomorphisms from X to X. We shall assume
that (s, -) is continuous for each se S and that (s, ) — 27(s, ¥) is
continuous for each y € X. The semidirect product S©X of S and
X is the topological space S x X with multiplication defined by (s,
)¢, y) = (st, xz(s, ¥))s, teS;x, yc X). The above assumptions on 7
imply that S@©X is a semitopological semigroup with identity (1, 1).

Following Landstad [11] we define an action of S®X on X by
(s, )y = 27(s, Y)x, ye X;s€S8). Let A(X) (resp. W(X)) denote the
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almost periodic (resp. weakly almost periodic) functions on X relative
to this action, and let ((S©X)*, X* 0, 77) be an almost periodic com-
pactification of (S@©X, X) and (S% 0) an almost periodic compactification
of S. Both of these compactification exist because S©X and S have
identities. The map ¢: X — S@X, ¢(x) = (1, x), is a homomorphism
satisfying #(x)y = xy, hence the results of §2 apply. Thus, assuming
A(X) is right translation invariant, X* is a topological semigroup
and % a continuous homomorphism.

Define 7: S x X*— X° by 7(s, 0) = 04(s, 1). Then s —z(s, -) is
a continuous homomorphism of S into Hom (X*). Furthermore, {z(s,
-): s € S} is equicontinuous hence its closure E in the product space
X**" is a compact topological semigroup contained in Hom (X*). Thus
there exists a continuous homomorphism « — 7(u, -) of S® into E such
that 7(0(s), -) = n(s, -)(s€S). Note that

(1) 7(0(s), 7(x)) = 7(z(s, x)) (sef, veX).

We may now form the semidirect product S*® X", where multiplication
is defined by

(2) (u, O)v, ¥) = (uv, 0t(u, v)) (u, veS%0, yeX).

It follows from (1) that the map g: S©X — S*@X* defined by B(s, x) =
(o(s), 7(x)) is a homomorphism.

THEOREM 3.1. If S s a topological group and A(X) is right
translation invariant, then (S*@®X° L) is an almost periodic com-
pactification of S©X, and

(3) K(S'‘©X*) = S“@®K(X") .

Proof. For the first part it suffices to show that given any
continuous homomorphism a from S@®X into a compact topological
semigroup 7T, there exists a continuous homomorphism @: S*@X*— T
such that @-8 = @. Following Landstad we define an action of S©X
on T by

(s, )t = a(s, x)ta(s™, 1) (seS,zeX, teT).

Define at;: S— T by a,(s) = a(s, 1) and a,: X— T by a,(x) = a(1, ). Then
a, is a continuous homomorphism, hence there exists a continuous
homomorphism @;:S*— T such that @,c0 = «,. Also, (¢, @) is a
homomorphism of (S@X, X) into (S©X, T), where ¢: SOX — S©OX
is the identity map. Since the action on T is equicontinuous, Remark
1.6 implies the existence of a continuous map &,: X*— T such that
&,oN = . The required map @ is defined by a(u, 0) = a,(0)a,(u),
(we Se, 0eX®).
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To verify (3) note first that 7(u, K(X*) < K(X*)(u € S*) so that
S*@K(X*) is defined and is an ideal, and K(S“®X")cC S*“@®K(X").
Now let (u, ) € S* x K(X*) and choose e € K(X®) such that ¢* = ¢ and
e = 6 [6; Theorem 2.3]. Since (o(1), e)(u, 0) = (u, 0), it suffices to
show that (o(1), e) € K(S*@®X*). Now, S® X eX® is a right ideal in
S*@X" and hence contains an idempotent d e K(S*@®X*) [6; Lemma
2.2, Theorem 2.3]. It is easily seen that d = (0(1), e,), where ¢! =
e, € K(X*). Then S° X e, X* = d(S*®X*) = S* x eX* and by the mini-
mality of eX? e, X* = eX®. Therefore (0(1), ¢) € d(S*@®X") < K(S*“®X").

The next result shows that the conclusions of Theorem 3.1 are
valid for a large class of semitopological semigroups X. Theorems
3.1 and 3.2 generalize Theorem 4 of [11].

THEOREM 3.2. If S is a topological group then A(X) is right
translation tnvariant if any one of the following conditions holds:

(i) X is abelian.

(ii) X s a compact topological semigroup.

(iii) X s a topological group.

Proof. Clearly (i) implies that A(X) is right translation invariant.
Suppose (ii) holds and let f e A(X), z€ X and (s, 2,) a net in S x X.
There exists g € A(X), y € X and a subnet (s; ;) such that z; = z(s;",
2) — y and f(xs7(ss ®)) — g(x) uniformly in x € X. Then g(xz;) — g(xy)
uniformly in x € X, hence by the triangle inequality f,(x;7(ss ) =
S (zs7(8s, 225)) — g(xy) uniformly in € X. Therefore f,e A(X).

Now suppose (iii) holds. Let % denote the coarsest uniform
structure on X making each f ¢ A(X) uniformly continuous. We shall
show that for each x2,€ X, x — xx, is Z*~uniformly continuous. Let
# denote the base for 2 consisting of all symmetric Ue % such
that (z, y) e U implies that ((s, 2)z, (s, 2)y) € U for all (s, z) e S©X (see
Theorem 1.7). If Ue <z and X = Ui, Ulx,], define

[U]1=1U;w, -, 2] = {(x, ): (w2, y2) e U(L = 0 = m)} .

Let & be the set of all [U] (Ue «#). Claim that & is a base for
a uniform structure 7~ on X. For it is clear that (z, ) e [U](x € X)
and [U] = [U], and the remaining axioms are easily verified with
the help of the inclusion [U;z, ---, z,)?’C[U% 2, ---, x,] and the
following fact (whose simple proof we omit):

(4) U, VeZ and V*c U implies [Vi v, -+, yn.lC[U; 2y ---, ,] .

We shall show that 7 is coarser than % by verifying that (a),
(b), and (c) of Theorem 1.7 hold. Let .7~ denote the given topology
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of Xand .7 (Z')and .7 (7”) the topologies induced by the uniform struec-
tures % and 7" respectively. If Uec 2% then for any z¢ X, [U; =, ---,
z,0[2] = N 2 U2, Jei is a F-neighborhood of « since 77 (%) is
coarser than .7 and .7 is a group topology. Thus .7 (77) is coarser
than .77, verifying (a). Call a neighborhood N of 1 in (X, 97) left
relatively demse with respect to y,, ---, ¥, ¢ X if X =UL y,N. Let
U] =[U;x, «--,x,]e &. Foreachj=1, ---, n Ulx;e;" = ;U[1]a;*
is left relatively dense with respect to 2z,27'(1 < ¢ =< n), and since
(z; UL]e7") 7 (x; U] 27") = ;UL U] C o; U1 a7 = Ul it
foliows from Proposition 3 of [1] that (-, U?[x;]x;" is left relatively
dense with respect to say v, ---, ¥,. Thus X = Ui, [U]lv.], verifying
(b). To verify (c) let [Ule & and choose [V]=[V;x, ---, 2,]e &
such that V*c U. Let (z,y)e[V],2eX and se€S. Foreachl <1<
n there exists j such that (wj;, 7(s7™, «,)) e V. Then (xx;, xt(s™, z,)),
(yx;, yo(s, x;)) € V hence (wt(s7Y, z,), yr(s7, x;)) € V* and so (z7(s, v)z,,
27(s, ¥)x) € V. By (4) then, ((s, 2)x, (s, 2)y)e[U]. Therefore 7" is
coarser than Zr.

Now let #,e X and Ue =z, If X = Uz, Ulx,], then [U] = [U; =,
x, «, X, €%, and (x, y) €[ U] implies that (xx,, yx,) € U?.. Therefore
% — xx, is Z/-uniformly continuous and it follows from Theorem 1.7
that there exists a uniformly continuous functionA F: X*— X° such
that F(??(Aoc)) = p(xx,)(x € X). Thus if f e A(X) then fo F'e C(X"), hence
o = W(feF)e AKX).

Now let (S©X)*, X*, o, 7') and (S”, 0') be weakly almost periodic
compactifications of (S@X, X) and S respectively, and assume that
W(X) is right translation invariant. As in the almost periodic case,
we may form the semidirect product S*@X", and the analogs of (1)
and (2) are valid. However, S“@X" need not be a weakly almost
periodic compactification of S@X, even in the case of a direct product
[7]. We can, however, express K((S©X)"”) under certain conditions
as a semidirect product.

THEOREM 3.3. Let S be a topological group, A(X) and W(X)
right translation invariant, and assume that K(S©X)") and K(X*)
are groups. Then K({(S@X)*) and K(S*)DK(X") are canownically
isomorphic.

Proof. Note first that since S is a topological group, W(S) has
an invariant mean [12], hence K(S¥) is a group [6]. Let v:S*— §S°
be a continuous homomorphism such that Yoo = p, and let (g, &)
be a homomorphism of ((S©X)*, X¥) onto ((S©X)* X*) such that
gop,=p, and &on' =1n. If d denotes the identity of K(X), then
by the analog of (1), w(6d) = (uf)d(u e (S X)*, 6 € X*), hence by
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Lemma 2.3, § = §|K(X") is an isomorphism of K(X*) onto K(X*).
By the same lemma 7, = 7Y|K(S*) and o, = ¢|K((S©X)*) are iso-
morphisms onto K(S*) = §* and K((S©®X)*) respectively. Define o:
K(S*)DK(X")— S“@K(X*) by o(u, 8) = (7((u), &(0)). Then ¢ is an
isomorphism, and since K((S@®X)*) = S*@®K(X*) (Theorem 3.1), ¢ =
0700 is the required isomorphism of K(S*)@K(X"*) onto K((S®X)").

REMARK 3.4. Let W(S®X), denote the closed subspace of W(S®X)
spanned by the coefficients of the finite dimensional unitary represen-
tations of S@®X (see [6, p. 85]). Under the conditions of the previous
theorem, W(S@®X), is the completed e-tensor product of A(S) and the
space of all f e W(X) such that f(d9) = f() for all € X”, where d
is the identity of K(X™). This follows from Theorem 3.3 together
with Theorem 5.7 and Lemma 5.10 of [6] and the identity (e, 0'(s),
an'(x)) = epy(s, x)(s € S, x € X), where e is the identity of K((S@®X)¥),
¢, the identity of K(S*), and ¢ the isomorphism obtained in the proof
of Theorem 3.3.

REFERENCES

1. E. M. Alfsen and P. Holm, A mote on compact representations and almost pe-
riodicity in topological groups, Math. Scand., 10 (1962), 127-136.

2. J. Berglund and K. Hofmann, Compact semitopological semigroups and weakly
almost periodic functions, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 42, Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
1967.

3. N. Bourbaki, Elements of Mathematics, General Topology, Part 1, Addison-Wesley,
Reading, Mass., and Hermann, Paris, 1966.

4. R. Burckel, Weakly Almost Periodic Functions on Semigroups, Gordon and Breach,
New York, 1970.

5. F. Dangello and R. Lindahl, Almost periodic functions on a semidirect product of
two semigroups, preprint.

6. K. deLeeuw and I. Glicksberg, Applications of almost periodic compactifications,
Acta. Math., 105 (1961), 63-97.

7. , Almost periodic functions on semigroups, Acta. Math., 105 (1961), 99-140.
8. J. de Vries, Equivalence of almost periodic compactifications, Compositio Mathe-
matica, 22 (1970), 453-456.

9. R. Ellis, Locally compact transformation groups, Duke Math. J., 24 (1957), 119-126.
10. A. Grothendieck, Criteres de compacite’ dans les espaces fonctionnels gémérauzx,
Amer. J. Math., 74 (1952), 168-186.

11. M. Landstad, On the Bohr compactification of a tramsformation group, Math. Z.,
127 (1972), 167-178.

12. C. Ryll-Nardzewski, On fized points of semigroups of endomorphisms of linear
spaces, Proceedings of the Fifth Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and
Probability (1965) vol. II Part I, Theory of Probability, Univ. of Cal. Press, Berkeley.

Received July 23, 1974 and in revised form November 4, 1974.

THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY



PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

EDITORS
RICHARD ARENS (Managing Editor) J. DUGUNDJI
University of California Department of Mathematics
Los Angeles, California 90024 University of Southern California
Los Angeles, California 90007
R. A. BEAUMONT D. GILBARG AND J. MILGRAM
University of Washington Stanford University
Seattle, Washington 98105 Stanford, California 94305

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

E. F. BECKENBACH B. H. NEUMANN F. WoLF K. YosHIDA

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO

MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF UTAH

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON

QREGON STATE UNIVERSITY * * *

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON AMERICAN MATHEMATICAL SOCIETY
OSAKA UNIVERSITY NAVAL WEAPONS CENTER

Printed in Japan by Intarnational Academic Printing Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan



Pacific Journal of Mathematics

Vol. 57, No. 1 January, 1975

Keith Roy Allen, Dendritic compactification ...............c.coouiueiiiiiieeannn. 1
Daniel D. Anderson, The Krull intersection theorem ..................ccccuuue... 11
George Phillip Barker and David Hilding Carlson, Cones of diagonally dominant

27 7 TR 15
David Wilmot Barnette, Generalized combinatorial cells and facet splitting . . ... ... 33
Stefan Bergman, Bounds for distortion in pseudoconformal mappings ............. 47
Nguyén Phuong Cac, On bounded solutions of a strongly nonlinear elliptic

T 277 e P 53
Philip Throop Church and James Timourian, Maps with 0-dimensional critical

SOL o e e e e 59
G. Coquet and J. C. Dupin, Sur les convexes ubiquitaires ......................... 67
Kandiah Dayanithy, On perturbation of differential operators..................... 85
Thomas P. Dence, A Lebesgue decomposition for vector valued additive set

JURCHIONS . o oot e e e e e e 91
John Riley Durbin, On locally compact wreath products.......................... 99
Allan L. Edelson, The converse to a theorem of Conner and Floyd ................ 109
William Alan Feldman and James Franklin Porter, Compact convergence and the

order bidual for C(X) . ..ot e e 113
Ralph S. Freese, Ideal lattices of lattices . ..............ccciiiiiiiiiiiiiiniinn.. 125
R. Gow, Groups whose irreducible character degrees are ordered by divisibility .... 135
David G. Green, The lattice of congruences on an inverse SEmigroup . ............. 141

John William Green, Completion and semicompletion of Moore
David James Hallenbeck, Convex hulls and extreme points of fa

close-to-convex mappings . .............c.oveeiiiiiio.,
Israel (Yitzchak) Nathan Herstein, On a theorem of Brauer-Car
Virgil Dwight House, Jr., Countable products of generalized co

SPUACES « o v et e e e e e e e e e
John Sollion Hsia, Spinor norms of local integral rotations. I . .
Hugo Junghenn, Almost periodic compactifications of transfor

SEMUGIOUDS . .« vttt ettt
Shin’ichi Kinoshita, On elementary ideals of projective planes i

oriented ®-curves in the 3-sphere ......................
Ronald Fred Levy, Showering spaces........................
Geoffrey Mason, Two theorems on groups of characteristic 2-ty,
Cyril Nasim, An inversion formula for Hankel transform . . . ...
W. P. Novinger, Real parts of uniform algebras on the circle . . .
T. Parthasarathy and T. E. S. Raghavan, Equilibria of continuou

John Pfaltzgraff and Ted Joe Suffridge, Close-to-starlike holom

several variables ........... ... ... . .. i i,
Esther Portnoy, Developable surfaces in hyperbolic space . . . ..
Maxwell Alexander Rosenlicht, Differential extension fields of
Keith William Schrader and James Lewis Thornburg, Sufficient

existence of convergent subsequences ...................
Joseph M. Weinstein, Reconstructing colored graphs ... .......


http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.11
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.15
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.15
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.33
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.47
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.53
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.53
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.59
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.59
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.85
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.91
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.91
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.99
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.109
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.113
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.113
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.125
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.135
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.141
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.153
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.177
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.183
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.183
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.199
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.217
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.217
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.223
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.233
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.255
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.259
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.265
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.265
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.271
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.271
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.281
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.289
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.301
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.301
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1975.57.307

	
	
	

