Convexity and polynomial equations in Banach
spaces with the Radon-Nikodym property

Enrique A. Sanchez Pérez

Abstract

We define and characterize a new class of weakly compact subsets of
spaces of integrable functions related to a new definition of polynomials in
such spaces. We study the algebraic structure of ring of the set of all these
polynomials and relate it to geometric and topological properties of subsets
of Li(p). We use these results to study relative compactness and convexity
of subsets of Banach spaces with the Radon-Nikodym property. An extension
of the Uhl theorem about the range of a vector measure is obtained.

1 Introduction and notation.

In this paper we propose new tools for the study of the geometric and topological
properties of the range of the integral operator defined by a (countably additive)
vector measure of bounded variation. Let (2,3, u) be a finite measure space and
let S(u) be the normed space of all the simple functions of L;(€2, %, ). Consider
the (linear) space of polynomials R[z]|. The procedure that we use consists on the
definition of a ring structure with the elements of the tensor product R[z] ® S(pu).
We call (X, u)-polynomials the elements of this ring. If P is a (3, u)-polynomial, we
define a polynomial equation P = 0 and find the set of its solutions in the space
Li(2, %, ), i.e., the set of the functions that satisfy P(f) = 0 p-almost everywhere
when we substitute the variable = by the function f in P. The main idea of this paper
is to relate the properties of the ring R[z] ® S(u) to the geometric and topological
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properties of the image of the integral operator defined by the vector measure F. In
particular, we show that under certain conditions the image of the set of solutions
of every polynomial equation is relatively compact and convex. This result may
be considered as a generalization of the Uhl theorem about the compactness and
convexity of the closure of the range of a vector measure (see section IX in [2]).

In section 2 we construct the algebraic structure of the ring R[z] ® S(u) and we
establish the basic properties of the sets of solutions of the polynomial equations
P = 0. The main result of Section 3 is the above mentioned generalization of the
Uhl theorem (theorem 13). The rest of this section is devoted to the study of the
relation between the ring product and the images of the sets of solutions of the
equations as P = 0. Finally, in section 4 we apply our technique to the study
of the range of the operators from the space L;(u) into a Banach space with the
Radon-Nikodym property E. To do so we first define two new classes of relatively
weakly compact subsets of the spaces of integrable functions using sets of solutions
of polynomial equations (see proposition 20). We obtain in this way several results
about compact convex subsets of the range of an operator which are closely related
to the polynomial structure of subsets of L;(x). The main conclusion of the last
section is that compactness and convexity of subsets in the range of an operator can
be characterized in terms of (X, y)-polynomials (corollaries 21 and 22).

We use standard Banach space notation. We write "a.e” instead of ”pu-almost
everywhere” (or nothing if it is clear in the context). If B is a subset of a Banach
space, we denote by co(B) the convex hull of B. R[z] is the linear space of all the
polynomials as P(z) = 3", \iz', wheren € N and \; € K (K = R or C). We refer
the reader to the chapter III of the book of W. Hungerford [4] for basic concepts
and notation about rings and polynomials.

2 Definitions and algebraic results.

Definition 1. We call to an element P(z) = >, P;(z) ® f; € R[z] @ S(u) -where
P; #0 and f; # 0- a (3, p)-polynomial. Note that it is possible to find a broad class
of representations of a (3, p)-polynomial. In fact, each f; is an equivalence class of
functions that are equal a.e.. We define the mazimum degree (the minimum degree)
of a (X, u)-polynomial P - maz-degP and min-degP for short - as the minimum (the
mazximum,) for all the representations of P of the maximum (the minimum) of the
degrees of the polynomials Pj(x) in the definition of P.

Definition 2. Let P = 7", Pj(z)f; € R[z] ® S(iu). We define the evaluation of P
at the function f € S(u) as the function P(f) = 350, Pi(f)f;. We omit the straight-
forward proof of the fact that it does not depend on the particular representation of
the tensor P. We say that the expression P = 0 is a (3, u)-polynomial equation. A
function f € Li(p) is a solution of the equation P = 0 if and only if P(f) = 0.

Let E be a Banach space, and let T : S(u) — E be a linear map. We also say
that z € E is a T-solution of the (3, u)-polynomial equation P = 0 if and only if
there exists a solution f of this equation such that T'(f) = z.

Note that if P is a (X, u)-polynomial, we can always find a representation of P
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as m
P = ij(x> ®XA]'7
j=1

where A; € X, j = 1,...,m, x4, is the characteristic function of A; and p(A;NAx) =
0 if 7 # k. This fact simplifies the following definition.

Definition 3. Let P,Q € R[z]®@S(u). IfP = Y"1, Pi®xa; and Q = Y4, Qr®XB,
are representations of P and Q, we define the product P.Q as

PQ=(>_P®xa) O Qr®xn5)=>_> PiQr®Xa,nn,
= =1

j=1k=1
The proof of the fact that this product is well-defined is standard.

Proposition 4. (R[z] ® S(u),+,.) is a commutative ring with identity. However,
it 1s not an integral domain.

Proof. All the properties of the second operation can be easily checked. The
identity is obviously the tensor 1 ® xqo. To see that there exist zero divisors in
R[z] ® S(p) it is enough to consider for instance the elements 1 ® x4 and 1 ® xp,
where A, B € 3, (AN B) =0, u(A) # 0 and pu(B) # 0. ]

In particular, this proposition means that R[z]®S(x) is not a unique factorization
domain. However (non unique) factorizations of (3, u)-polynomials will be relevant
in section 4. It is easy to see that the definition of the maximum and minimum
degrees of a (3, u)-polynomial does not allow us to an Euclidean ring structure for
Rlz] ® S(n). We use standard ring notation. Thus we say that P divides Q if there
exists another (X, u1)-polynomial H such that P.H = Q.

Proposition 5. Let f € S(p). The map Ty : Rlx] ® S(p) — S(p) given by
T(P)=P(f),  PeRlzeS()
is @ homomorphism of rings.
The proof is standard.
Definition 6. If S is a subset of R[z] ® S(p), we define the annihilator of S as
An(S) :={f € Li(un) : P(f) =0 a.e., VP € S}.
In particular, if P € R[z]|® S(p) and S = {P}, we write An(P) instead of An(S).

Thus An(P) is the set of all the solutions of the (X, y)-polynomial equation P(f) = 0.

If I is an ideal of R[x] ® S(u) and P+ I is an element of the quotient ring 73@]@?5(“)

we have

Y

An(P+1) = {f € Li(n) : Q(f) = 0 a.e. VQ € P+ I}.

Remark 7. A direct consequence of proposition 5 is that, if P divides Q, then
An(P) € An(Q). The converse is not in general true and we will come back to it
later on. It is also easy to see that An(P)U An(Q) C An(P.Q).
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Proposition 8. Let P = 3" P;®S(u) such that { Ay, ..., An} are pairwise disjoint
and (Aj) # 0 for every j € {1,...,m}. Then

i) An(P) # @ if and only if for each j € {1,...,m}, P; can be written as P; =
(x — X\j)Qj, where Q; € R[x] and \; € K, i.e. each P; has at least a root in K.

it) If An(P) # @, then P is not a zero divisor if and only if An(P) is bounded

(in L ().

Proof. i) is obvious. For the proof of ii), let A = Wj_; A;. First, suppose that
there is no function f € S(p) such that fya satisfies P(fxa) = 0. Then An(P) = @
and there is nothing to prove. However, if there exists such a function f it is obvious
that for each g € S(u), P(fxa + gxs) = 0, where B = Q — A. This means that
An(P) si not bounded if u(B) # 0. In this case 0 can be written as P.Q = 0, where
Q@ =1® xp # 0, and then P is a zero divisor.

Now, if (B) = 0 we can define the function fo = 37, v; ® x4;, where the v;
are defined as the roots of P; which satisfy |v;| = max{|\;| : A\; is a root of P;}. On
the one hand, it is easy to see that fj is a bound of the set An(P) (with respect to
the Ly norm and the Lo, norm). On the other hand, P.QQ = 0 implies Q = 0. Thus,
if u(B) =0, P is not a zero divisor and An(PP) is bounded. n

Definition 9. Let n € N and fi,..., fn € S(n). We say that f € S(u) is a (3, p)-
combination of fi,..., fn if there exist Ay, ..., A, € X pairwise disjoint a.e. sets such
that

U, A, =Q a.e. and f= ZfiXAi a.e..
i=1
We also define the set of all the (X, p)-combinations of these functions as

Compw iy fo) ={F € S(p) : [ is a (3, p)-combination of fi,..., fu}.

Proposition 10. Let P = Y7, P; ® S(u) € Rlz] ® S(u) such that {A,..., A}
are pairwise disjoint, j(A;) # 0 and UTL,A; = Q a.e. . Suppose that for each
J€{L,...,m} Pj can be written as P; = (x— A1j)™ ( — Ag;) ¥ ...(x — An,5) "7 Qj(),
where Q); can not be factored in K, A\i; # Apj iff K # 1, gy > 1 and n; > 1.
Then there exist fi,..., fn € An(P) such that Cis (f1, ..., fa) = An(P), where n =
max{n;:j=1,...,m}.

Proof. First, it is obvious that the annihilator of P coincides with the annihilator
of the (X, p)-polynomial Q that satisfies the same factorization with ay; = 1 for every
k,7. Then we suppose ay; = 1 Vk, j. Let us define the functions

fizz)‘inAja ’izl,...,n,
j=1

where A;; = A,; for each j if i > n;. Then

P(f;) =

(2

Pi(fi)xa, = 2 (fi = Mj) (fi = Agg) oo (fi = Any ) Q5 (fi)xa; = 0,

m m
-1 j=1

and f; € An(P) for every i.
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Now, suppose that f € C(s ). There exist pairwise disjoint subsets B; € ¥ that
satisfy all the conditions of the definition 9, and f = >"", fixs,- Then

P(f) = Z Pj(f)XAj = Z PJ(Z fiXBi>XAj = Z Z Pj(fi>XBiﬁAj =0.
j=1 j=1 =1 j=1i=1
Conversely, suppose that f € An(IP). Then Pj(fx4,) = 0 for each j. Thus,

j

fXAj = Z )‘inBija
i=1

where B;; are a.e. pairwise disjoint subsets for A;, and U2, B;; = A; a.e.. Let us
define B; = UL, B;; for i = 1,...,n, where B;; = & if i > n;. Therefore,

f = ZZ)‘inBij = ZZfZXB” = ZZ fiXBij = ZfiXBi7
j=1i=1 j=1i=1 i=1j=1 i=1
and we have also the inclusion An(P) C Cs ) (f1s -, fn)- n

In section 3 we will use the factorable reduced (X, x)-polynomial Q associated
to P defined as in the begining of the former proof, but also satisfying that each @;
has degree 0. It is obvious that even in this case An(P) = An(Q).

Proposition 11. Let P,Q € R[z|® S(u). Consider the principal ideal Ip generated
by P and the quotient ideal M%(“Z. Then

An(Q + Ip) = An(Q) N An(P).

Proof. Let f € An(Q+ Ip). Since 0 € Ip, we get Q(f) = (Q+0)(f) = 0. Then if
we take 1 ® xq € R[z] ® S(u) we have (Q+1® xo.P)(f) = Q(f) + P(f) = 0. Thus
P(f) = 0. Now suppose that f € An(Q) N An(P) and consider Q + HP € %}S(“).
Then

(Q+HP)(f) = Q(f) + H(S)P(f) = 0.

Proposition 12. Let P € R[x]® S(p) and let f € An(P). IfP is not a zero divisor,

then there exists a (X, u)-polynomial Py with maz-deg=1 such that Py divides P and
An(Py) = {f}-

Proof. Let P € R[z] ® S(u) and let 372, P; ® x4, be a representation of P
such that {Ay, ..., A} are pairwise disjoint, p(A;) # 0 for each j and UJL; A; =
a.e.. Consider the factorization of P given in proposition 10. Since f € An(P),
an application of proposition 10 allows us to write f as f = >, fixp,, where
W, B; =Q. The f; (i =1,...,n) can be written as f; = 2201 AijXa,, following the
notation of proposition 10. Then we get f = >3IL; (3572, Aijxa,)xs;- Now let us
define the (X, u)-polynomial P as

Pr=>_> (r— Nj)xa,ns..
i=1 j=1
It is easy to see that An(Py) = {f}. Moreover, if we define a (X, u)-polynomial

H as H = 37, 270, Hijxa,nB, - where Hyj(x — \ij) = Pj for each j = 1,...,m in the
decomposition given in 10 - a straightforward calculation shows that PyH=P. =
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3 Convexity and (X, u)-polynomials.

If F'is a Banach space, let F' : 3 — E be a countably additive vector measure defined
on a o field 3, and let p a (countably additive) measure such that F' << p (p is
a control measure for F'). In this case the integration map Tr : Lo (1) — FE given
by Tr(f) := [ fdF is a well-defined weak™* to weak continuous linear operator (see
Corollary 1.2.7 in [2]). Let us consider the restriction of this map to S(i). The aim
of this section is to study how the structure of the annihilators of (X, 1)-polynomials
concerns to the range of this map. The main result of this section is the following
theorem, which can be considered as a generalization of the Uhl theorem. In the
rest of this section we will assume that p is a (nonatomic) finite measure.

Theorem 13. Let E be a Banach space with the Radon-Nikodym property. Let P be
a (X, p)-polynomial such that it is not a zero divisor. Let F : 3 — E be a countably
additive vector measure which is of bounded variation and nonatomic and F << p.
Let T : S(1n) — E be the integration map Tr(f) := [ fdF. Then the norm closure
of Tr(An(P)) is convex and norm compact.

Proof. First, suppose that max-deglP < 2. If either An(P) = @ or An(P) = {fo}
there is nothing to prove (these are the cases if max-degP < 1). Suppose that max-
degP = 2. Then it is easy to see that an application of proposition 10 allows us to
write An(P) as

An(P) ={fixa+ foxp : A, Be X, AUB =Qua.e.,and AN B = J a.e.},

where f; and f, are solutions of P. Put f5 = fo— f1 € S(u). We can also write each
f € An(P) as

f=fixco-B) + foxz = fi+ (f2 = fi)xs = fi + f3xB,

and then
AW,(P) = {fl + fBXB : B < 2}

Now, if we denote x; to the element [ fidF we can write each x € Tr(An(P)) as

v =Te(f) = /fldFJr/ngBdF — X, +/f3XBdF

where B € 3. An appeal to the argument given in the proof of theorem 10 in the
section IX.1 of [2] shows that the norm closure of the set

{/f3XBdF:B e}

is compact and convex, and then the same is true for the set Tr(An(P)).

Now suppose that max-degP > 2. If An(P) = & there is nothing to prove.
Suppose that An(P) # @. Since P is not a zero divisor an application of proposition
1.8 gives that An(PP) is bounded. Is is easy to see that the map Tr : Loo(pt) — E is
a compact operator (see for example the proof of theorem 10 in section IX.1 in [2])
and then Tp(An(P)) is relatively compact in £. To prove that the norm closure of
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this set is convex, let z; and x5 be in the closure of Tp(An(P)). Let 0 < o <1 and
e > 0, and choose fi, fo € An(PP) such that

€

lzi = Tr(fi)ll < 5

for 1=1,2.

Let us define Py, and Py, as in proposition 12. Consider the reduced (X, p)-
polynomial QQ associated to Py, .Ps, obtained as in the begining of the proof of the
proposition 10. The annihilator of Q satisfies An(Py, .Py,) = An(Q). It is easy
to see that Q divides P. Moreover, its degree is < 2, and then we know that
Tr(An(Py,.Py,)) is compact and convex. On one hand,

lozy + (1 = a)zg — (T (f1) + (1 = )Tr(f2))]| <

< aflzr = Tr(f)ll + (1 = a)llze = Te(f)] <e
On the other hand, an appeal to remark 7 shows that

Tr(An(Py, .Py,)) C Tr(An(P)).

Thus for each € > 0 there is an element z, := oTp(f1)(1—a)Tr(f2) € Tr(An(P))
such that ||(ax; + (1 — a)x2) — z|| < e. This completes the proof. ]

Theorem 13 and remark 7 give us information about the structure of the set of
Tp-solutions of the (3, u)-polynomial equation P = 0 related to the set of divisors of
P. If Q divides IP then the closure of the set of Tr-solutions of Q = 0 is a convex and
compact subset of the closure of the set of Tr-solutions of P = 0. This fact is obvious
for the set of Ty-solutions of the (X, u)-polynomial equation (x — 1)x ® xq = 0,
which is exactly the range of the vector measure F. In the following we obtain
several results about the structure of the sets of Tr-solutions using the quotient ring
M%(“Z and proposition 12. Throughout this section let P be a (non zero divisor)
(33, u)-polynomial, let E be a Banach space with the Radon-Nikodym property and
let F': ¥ — E be a countably additive vector measure satisfying F' << p which is
of bounded variation and nonatomic.

Definition 14. We define the class Gp r of compact subsets of G := Tp(An(P)) C E
as

We denote these sets by Gp p(Q) := Tr(An(Q + Ip)). We also define the binary
operation x : Gpp X Gpp — Gpr as

G]P’,F(@) * GP,F(H) = GP’F(@H)

Proposition 11 and the definition of the product in the quotient give that x* is
well-defined. Note that all the elements of Gp p are convex sets too, since we can
always find a (3, u)-polynomial that is not a zero divisor belonging to each class

Q + Ip.
Proposition 15. The map J : M%(“Z — Gpp biven by

J(Q+ Ip) := Gpr(Q)
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is an epimorphism between the (multiplicative) structure (M%(“Z,.) and the
abelian monoid (Gp g, ). Moreover, (Gp r,*) satisfies:

a)VAe Gpp, Ax P =A, Ax A=A and AxG =G.

b)VA,B € Gpr, colAUB) C A% B.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that the elements Gp (Q) and the operation * are actually
defined using the fact that the map J is an epimorphism. Moreover, the image of
the identity 1 ® xq + Ip is &, since an application of proposition 11 gives

An(l1®@ xa+ Ip) =@ N An(P) =@

and then A x @ = A for every A € Gp . Since for each Q, Q.IP € Ip, we also have
AxG = G for every A € Gpr. Since An(P) = An(P?) the equality A A = A is
obvious. b) is just a consequence of the theorem 13 and the remark 7. [

The following results are -from the algebraic point of view- just straightforward
consequences of the structure of the zero divisors of the quotient ring %}S(“).

Corollary 16. If P and Q are factorable reduced (%, pv)-polynomials such that Q
divides P, min-degqQ=n and max-degP=m, then there exists a (3, pu)-polynomial H
such that maz-degHl < (m —n) and Q.H = P, and then Gp r(Q) * Gp r(H) = G.

Corollary 17. Let P be a factorable reduced (3, p)-polynomial such that max-
degP=n. If f € An(P) then there exist (X, p)-polynomials P;, i = 1,...,n, such
that

1) An(Py) = {f}.

2) maz-degP; =1, i =1,...,n.

3) G = G]}D,F(]P)l) L 3 G]}D’F(]P)n)

Proof. It is enough to consider the polynomial IP; given in proposition 12 and to
apply n times the former corollary. [ ]

4 Applications. The polynomial structure of the range of an op-
erator on L.

In this section we get some topological properties of the subsets of L; (i) of the type
An(P). It is easy to see -and it has been said in section 2 - that for each P, An(P) is a
subset of S(u), although it has been defined as a subset of L; (). Our aim is to apply
the results of sections 2 and 3 in order to study how the ”polynomial structure” of
Lq(p) concerns to the range of an operator T' : Li(p) — E, where E is a Banach
space with the Radon-Nikodym property. Since the function F' : ¥ — E given by
F(A) := T(xa) is a countably additive p-continuous vector measure of bounded
variation, (see theorem 5 in the chapter II1.1 of [2]) all the results of section 3 about
vector measures can be applied to T'(An(P)).

Definition 18. Let K C Li(p). We say that K is approzimable by polynomials if
for each € > 0 there exists P € R[x] ® S(u) that is not a zero divisor such that

Vfe K thereexists fo € An(P): ||f — fol <e. (1)
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We also say that K 1is strictly approzimable by polynomials if Ve > 0 there is a
(33, ) -polynomial P that is not a zero divisor satisfying (1) and

Vo€ An(P) thereezists fe K: ||f— fol <e (2)

Lemma 19. Let f € S(u). Then there exists a (X, p)-polynomial Py such that
An(Py) = {f}.

Proof. It f = 3", Xixa,, (where {A4;}!, defines a partition of ) it is enough
to define Py as Py := Y7 (2 — i) @ x4, ]

Proposition 20. a) If K C Li(p) is compact, then it is approzimable by polynomi-
als.

b) If K C Li(p) is approximable by polynomials, then it is relatively weakly
compact.

Proof. a) Let € > 0. Take the open covering of K given by the sets of open balls
{Bs(f) : f € K}. Then there is a finite set f1, ..., fo € K such that K C UL, B<(fi).
Since the set S(u) is dense in Ly(u), there are n step functions fi g, ..., fn.o such that
|fi = fioll < 5 for every i. We known that for each i = 1,...,n there exists a
polynomial P; such that fio € An(P;) (lemma 19). Moreover, if P = II? ,[P; then
fio € An(P) for each index i. Now, for every f € K there is an index i € {1,...,n}
such that f € Be(fi), and then the inequalities

1f = fioll S Wf = fill + i = fioll <€

give the result.

b) We know by Dunford Theorem (see theorem I112.15 of [2] or theorem 8.9 of [3])
that it is enough to prove that K is bounded and uniformly integrable. Let ¢ > 0 and
let P satisfying the conditions of the definition 18. As a consequence of proposition
8.ii), we get that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for every fo € An(P), || fol| < ¢,
and then || f|| < ¢+ € for every f € K. Thus K is bounded.

Now we prove that K is uniformly integrable. Let € > 0. Consider a (non zero
divisor) (X, pt)-polynomial P that satisfies the conditions of the definition 18 for .
It is easy to see that An(PP) is also bounded in Lo (). Then there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that

Vfo € An(P), | fo| < exq ae..

Consider a sequence of measurable subsets { £, } such that p(E,) — 0. Then, if
f € K and pu(E,) < 5, the following inequalities give the result.

/En | fldp < /En |f0|d:“+/En |f = foldu < cp(Ey) +[En f — foldu <

€
<§+/|f—fo|dﬂ<€-
Q
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Corollary 21. Let K C Li(u) be approzimable by polynomials and T : Li(p) —
E be an operator. Then T(K) is relatively compact. Moreover, if K is strictly
approximable by polynomials, T(K) is convex too.

Proof. The first statement is a consequence of the properties of representable
operators from L;i(u) (see [2]) and proposition 20. For the second one, take € > 0
and a (X, p)-polynomial P satisfying the conditions of the definition for AR If
0 <a<1and fi,fo € K, then there are functions fig, foo € An(P) such that
Ifi = fooll < 3777, @ = 1,2. Since T(An(P)) is convex (see theorem 13) there is a
function fy € An(P) such that

€
laT(f10) + (1 = )T (f20) = T(fo)ll < 3.
and a function f, € K such that |[fo — fol < g5z Thus

[T (f) + (1= a)T(f2) = T(fa)]l <

<|[[aT(f1) =T (fio)| + |(1 = )T (f2) = (1 = )T (f20) = T(fo)| + 1 T(fo) = T(fa) |+
+aT'(fi0) + (1 — )T (f20) = T(fo)|| <

< alTllfi = foll + (1 = ITIIf2 = fooll + ITUSo = full + 5 < e

It is well-known that if A is a relatively weakly compact set, then co(A) is weakly
compact (see e.g. corollary 8 in section I1.C of [7]). In particular, if A is a relatively
weakly compact subset of Li(y), T(co(A)) is a relatively compact convex set (see
e.g. the (Dunford-Pettis) lemma 11 in chapter 19 of [2]). Our results give more
information about these sets. Corollary 21 means that the norm closure of T'(co(A))
-where K is a strictly approximable by polynomials set- is the compact convex set
T(K).

Corollary 22. Let B C T(L1(u)) be a relatively compact set and let ¢ > 0. Then
there is a (X, p)-polynomial P such that Yx € co(B) there ezists a function fu €
An(P,) satisfying || T(fo) — z|| < e.

Proof. Since co(B) is compact we can find a finite subcover Be(z1), ..., Bs(2n),

Z1,...; Ty, € co(B). Let f; € Ly(p) such that for each i = 1,....n, T(f;) = x;. We
can take n functions fio, ..., fno € S() such that || f; — fio|| < 5. Then it is enough
to define P as the product P = Py, ...[P; ., where Py, are the (X, u)-polynomials
associated to f;o given in lemma 19. [ |

All the structure results given in section 2 and 3 can be applied to T'(An(P))
and directly extended to the class of the approximable by polynomials sets. After
corollary 22 we know that we have a polynomial structure ”close to” each convex
compact subset of a Banach space with the Radon-Nikodym property. Next corollary
relates this structure to the set of extreme points of T'(K), as an application of the
Krein-Milman theorem (see e.g. theorem 3.21 of [6] or theorem 3.3 in chapter VII

of [2]).
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Corollary 23. Let € > 0. Then the (3, u)-polynomial P. obtained in corollary 22
can be written as a product P, = P1.P,...P,_, n. € N, where each P;, 1 = 1,...,nc
satisfies

1) An(B;) = {£}.

2) T'(fi) is an extreme point of co(B).

The technique and the results of this paper would be extended in several ways.
In particular, we have the following open problems. On the one hand, the -rather
strong- restrictions that we have imposed to the vector measures may be weakened
using for instance the theory obtained by C. Muscalu in [5]. In this paper he
generalizes several classical results about compactness and convexity of the range of
a vector measure (Liapounoff theorem, Uhl theorem) in the case when the control
measure j is o-finite. On the other hand, we may consider Radon-Nikodym sets
in general Banach spaces instead of spaces with the Radon-Nikodym property (see
1)),

Another open problem which is closely related to the technique that we have
shown is the following. Is it possible to find a (locally convex) topology for the
tensor product R[x] ® S(u) such that the class of the annihilators of its elements
coincides with the class of the relatively weakly compact sets?.

References

[1] Bourgin, R.D. Geometric aspects of convex sets with the Radon-Nikodym prop-
erty. Lecture Notes in Math. 993. Springer. Berlin 1983.

[2] Diestel, J.; Uhl, J.J. Vector measures. Math. Sur. M. 15. of the Amer. Math.
Soc. 1977.

[3] Floret, K. Weakly compact sets. Lecture Notes in Math. 801. Springer. Berlin
1980.

[4] Hungerford, T.W. Algebra. Graduate Texts in Math. 73. Springer. New York
1974.

[5] Muscalu, C. The range of a vector measure and the Radon-Nikodym property.
Rev. Roumaine Math. Pur. Appl., 38(1993),5, 427-442.

(6] Rudin, W. Functional analysis. Mc Graw-Hill. New York. 1973.

[7] Wojtaszczyk, P.: Banach spaces for analysts. Cambridge University Press.
Cambridge. 1991.

E.T.S.I. Caminos, Canales y Puertos
Departamento de Matematica Aplicada
Camino de Vera. 46071 Valencia. Spain.
e-mail: easancpe@mat.upv.es



