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Abstract. In this paper, we study derivations on the (projective)
tensor product of Banach algebras. Among other things, we show that
under some mild conditions when the first cohomology group of A⊗B
with coefficients in (A⊗J )∗ is zero, then B is J -weakly amenable, where
J is a closed two-sided ideal in B. Also, we provide some concrete
examples in which A⊗B is ideally amenable.
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1. Introduction

Let A be a Banach algebra and X be a Banach A-bimodule. A derivation from
a Banach algebra A into a Banach A-bimodule X is a bounded linear mapping
D : A −→ X such that D(ab) = D(a) · b + a · D(b) for every a, b ∈ A. A
derivation D : A −→ X is called inner if there exists x ∈ X such that D(a) =
a · x− x · a = δx(a) (a ∈ A). The spaces of derivations and inner derivations
from A into X are denoted by Z1(A, X) and N1(A, X), respectively. Consider
the quotient space

H1(A, X) =
Z1(A, X)
N1(A, X)
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which is called the first cohomology group of A with coefficients in X. A Banach
algebra A is called amenable if every bounded derivation D : A −→ X∗ is in-
ner for every Banach A-bimodule X; i.e., H1(A, X∗) = {0}, where H1(A, X∗)
is the first cohomology group from A with coefficients in X∗. This definition
was introduced by B. E. Johnson in [8]. Also, a Banach algebra A is weakly
amenable if H1(A,A∗) = {0}. Bade, Curtis and Dales introduced the notion
of weak amenability for Banach algebras in [1]. They considered this concept
only for commutative Banach algebras. After that Johnson defined the weak
amenability for arbitrary Banach algebras and showed that for a locally com-
pact group G, L1(G) is always weakly amenable [9]. In [4], Gordji and Yazdan-
panah introduced and studied the concept of ideal amenability for a Banach
algebra. Indeed, for a closed two-sided ideal I of a Banach algebra A, A is
I-weakly amenable if H1(A, I∗) = {0}. Also, A is called ideally amenable if
H1(A, I∗) = {0} for every closed two-sided ideal I in A. Ideal amenability of
Banach algebras on locally compact groups and module extensions of Banach
algebras are studied in [7] and [5], respectively; for more details of the heredi-
tary properties see [6]. Also, ideal Connes-amenability of dual Banach algebras
is studied by authors in [10] recently.

In [4], the authors asked the following question: if A and B are ideally amenable
Banach algebras, then A⊗B is ideally amenable? Mewomo in [11] answered this
question by the concept of multiplier algebra. Also, the mentioned question was
answered by Mewomo and Olukorede in [12] when A and B are commutative.

In this paper, we find some relationships between the ideal amenability of
Banach algebras A and B with the first cohomology group from A⊗B with
coefficients in (A⊗J )∗ and (I ⊗B)∗, where I and J are closed two-sided ideals
in A and B, respectively. In other words, we answer the inverse of Gordji and
Yazdanpanah’s question.

2. Main Results

In this section, we investigate some derivations on the (projective) tensor
product of Banach algebras. From now on, for a Banach algebra A we set
A2 = {ab : a, b ∈ A}.

Let E and F be Banach spaces. We denote the space of bounded linear operators
from E to F by L(E,F ). Also, we say E ⊗” respects subspace isomorphically if
for every subspae G of F , then E ⊗G is subspace of E ⊗F .

Definition 2.1. A Banach space F is called injective if for every Banach space
E, every subspace G ⊂ E and every T ∈ L(G,F ) there is an extension T ∈
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L(E,F ) of T .
The following result was proved in Pages 36 and 37 of [3].

Proposition 2.2. Let E and F be Banach space.

(i) E ⊗” respects subspace isomorphically if and only if E∗ is an injective
Banach space;

(ii) If G is complemented subspace of E, then G⊗F is a subspace of E ⊗F .

Summing up:

Lemma 2.3. Let I and J be closed two-sided ideals in Banach algebras A and
B, respectively.

(i) If A∗ is injective, then A⊗J is a closed two-sided ideal in A⊗B and is
an A⊗B-bimodule;

(ii) If I is complemented in A, then I ⊗B is a closed two-sided ideal in A⊗B
and is an A⊗B-bimodule.

Theorem 2.4. Let A,B be Banach algebras such that A∗ is injective Banach
space and A2 = {0}. Also, J is a closed two-sided ideal in B and A is commu-
tative. If H1(A⊗B, (A⊗J )∗) = {0}, then B is J -weakly amenable.

Proof. We firstly note that A⊗J is a A⊗B-bimodule by Lemma 2.3. Let a∗

be a non-zero element of A∗. We may assume that there are t, h ∈ A such
that a∗, th = 1. Let d : B −→ J ∗ be a bounded derivation. Define the map
D : A⊗B −→ (A⊗J )∗ via

D(a⊗ b), c⊗ j := d(b), jaa∗, c (a, c ∈ A, b ∈ B, j ∈ J ).

It is easily verified that D is a bounded linear map. Also, for each a1, a2 ∈ A
and b1, b2 ∈ B we have

D((a1 ⊗ b1) · (a2 ⊗ b2)), c⊗ j = D(a1a2 ⊗ b1b2), c⊗ j
= d(b1b2), ja1a2 · a∗, c
= d(b1), b2ja1 · a∗, a2c
+ d(b2), jb1a2 · a∗, ca1.

The above relations show thatD is a derivation. Due to theA⊗J -weak amenabil-
ity of A⊗B, there is ϕ ∈ (A⊗J )∗ such that D = adϕ. Define I∗ on J by
I∗(j) = ϕ(th⊗j) for all j ∈ J . The map I∗ is a bounded linear functional. Now,
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for each b ∈ B and j ∈ J , we get

d(b), j = d(b), ja∗, th = d(b), jha∗, t
= D(h⊗ b), t⊗ j = (h⊗ b · ϕ− ϕ · h⊗ b), t⊗ j
= ϕ, bj ⊗ th − ϕ, jb⊗ ht = adI∗(b), j

This means that d is an inner derivation. 

The proof of the next result is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.4, so is omitted.

Theorem 2.5. Let A,B be Banach algebras so that A is commutative and
B2 = {0}. If I is a closed two-sided ideal in A and one of the following
conditions holds, then H1(A⊗B, (I ⊗B)∗) = {0} implies that A is I-weakly
amenable.

(i) B is commutative and B∗ is injective;

(ii) I is complemented in A.

A special case of the condition (ii) of Theoem 2.5 is that I = A. In this case,
the weak amenability of A⊗B necessities that A is weakly amenable. Here and
subsequently, we denote the character space of a Banach algebra A by ΦA.

Theorem 2.6. Let A,B be Banach algebras such that A∗ be injective Ba-
nach space, and J be a closed two-sided ideal in B. If ΦA is non-empty and
H1(A⊗B, (A⊗J )∗) = {0}, then B is J -weakly amenable.

Proof. Let φ ∈ ΦA. Choose a0 ∈ A with φ(a0) = 1. Assume that d : B −→ J ∗
is a derivation. Consider the bounded linear mapD : A⊗B −→ (A⊗J )∗ defined
through

D(a⊗ b), c⊗ j := d(b), jφ, ca (c ∈ A, j ∈ J ).

We wish to show that D is a derivation. For each a1, a2 ∈ A and b1, b2 ∈ B,
we have

(a1 ⊗ b1)·D(a2 ⊗ b2), c⊗ j+ D(a1 ⊗ b1) · (a2 ⊗ b2), c⊗ j
= D(a2 ⊗ b2), ca1 ⊗ jb1+ D(a1 ⊗ b1), a2c⊗ b2j
= d(b2), jb1φ, ca1a2+ d(b1), b2jφ, a2ca1
= D((a1 ⊗ b1) · (a2 ⊗ b2)), c⊗ j.

So, D is a derivation. Since A⊗B is A⊗J -weakly amenable, there is ψ ∈
(A⊗J )∗ such that D = adψ. Define I∗ ∈ J ∗ by I∗(j) = ϕ(a20 ⊗ j) for all
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j ∈ J . For each b ∈ B and j ∈ J , we obtain

d(b), j = d(b), jφ, a20
= D(a0 ⊗ b), a0 ⊗ j = (a0 ⊗ b · ψ − ψ · a0 ⊗ b), a0 ⊗ j
= ψ, a20 ⊗ jb− bj = adI∗(b), j

Therefore d is an inner derivation. 

The proof of the upcoming result is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.6. We
include it without proof.

Theorem 2.7. Let A,B be Banach algebras, and I be a complemented closed
two-sided ideal in A. If ΦB is non-empty and H1(A⊗B, (I ⊗B)∗) = {0}, then
A is I-weakly amenable.
Let A be a non-unital Banach algebra. Then A# = A⊕C, the unitization of A,
is a unital Banach algebra with unit element eA which contains A as a closed
ideal.
We bring the following theorem from [4, Theorem 1.13] which plays a funda-
mental role to arrive our purpose in this paper.

Theorem 2.8. Let A be a Banach algebra and let J be a closed two-sided ideal
in A with a bounded approximate identity. Then, for every closed two-sided
ideal I in J , J is I-weakly amenable if and only if A is I-weakly amenable.
Let A and B be commutative Banach algebras. If A⊗B is ideally amenable,
then it is always weakly amenable. Hence, A and B are weakly amenable by [13,
Theorem 2.3]. Since A and B are commutative, they are ideally amenable by [4,
Theorem 1.3]. Now, suppose that A and B are commutative ideally amenable
Banach algebras. Then, they are weakly amenable, and thus A⊗B is weakly
amenable by [2, Propostion 2.8.71]. Since A⊗B is commutative and weakly
amenable, it is ideally amenable by [4, Theorem 1.3]. In other words, this fact
is taken from the proof of [12, Theorem 4.3]. However, the direct affects of
ideals of A and B are not seen in that proof. We bring a different proof in
details as follows.

Theorem 2.9. Let A,B be commutative Banach algebras such that (A#)∗ is in-
jective Banach space. Let J be closed two-sided ideal in B and B has bounded ap-
proximate identity in J . If A# is weakly amenable and B is J -weakly amenable,
then H1(A#⊗B#, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}.

Proof. Let A# and B# be unitizations of A and B respectively. Assume that
D : A#⊗ B# −→ (A#⊗ J )∗ be a bounded derivation. Then A#⊗J is a
Banach B#-bimodule with respect to the map

B# ×A#⊗J −→ A#⊗J : (b, x) → (eA⊗b) · x (b ∈ B#, x ∈ A#⊗J ).
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Clearly,D|eA ⊗B# belongs to Z1(B, (A#⊗ J )∗). Now, by Theorem 2.8 Z1(B,J ∗)={0}
and Z1(J ,J ∗)={0}. We claim that

Z1(B, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}.

Suppose contrary to our claim, that there is a non-zero derivationD in Z1(B#, (A#⊗J )∗).
Since the closure of J 2 is J , there exists a0 in J such that D(a20) = 0. We
choose λ in (A#⊗ J )∗∗ such that λ, a0·D(a0) = 1. Define Rλ : (A#⊗ J )∗ −→
J ∗ via Rλ(f), j := λ, j · f for f ∈ (A#⊗ J )∗ and j ∈ J . It is obvi-
ous that Rλ is a bounded linear B#-bimodule homomorphisem. Thus, Rλ ◦
D|eA ⊗B# is a bounded linear derivation. Set d := D|eA ⊗B# . Then, Rλ ◦ d ∈
Z1(B#,J ∗). On the other hand Rλ ◦D(a0), a0 = 1. This leads to a contradic-
tion with Z1(B#,J ∗)={0}. One can show that in a similar way Z1(A#, (A#⊗ J )∗) =
{0}. Hence, Z1(A#⊗ B#, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}. 

We note that in the above theorem we can remove injectivity of (A#)∗ and
replace the condition that J is a complemented closed two-sided ideal in B.
A (continuous) function ω from a locally compact group G to (0,∞) is called
a weight function if ω(st)  ω(s)ω(t) for all s, t ∈ G. Let us consider the space

L1(G,ω) =

f : G −→ G : fω ∈ L1(G)


.

Proposition 2.10. Let G1 and G2 be two locally compact Abelian groups and
let w1 and w2 be weights on them, respectively. Then the (projective) tensor
product algebra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is weakly amenable if and only if both
L1(G1, w1) and L1(G2, w2) are weakly amenable.

Remark 2.11. The last result was proved in [14, Corollary 3.10]. So, if G1
and G2 are as in the above proposition, by the paragraph preceeding Theorem
2.9 and Proposition 2.10, we conclude that the (projective) tensor product alge-
bra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is ideally amenable if and only if L1(G1, w1) and
L1(G2, w2) are ideally amenable.
We finish the paper by some examples.

Example 2.12. Let A be a Banach algebra such that A# is injective Banach
space and 0 = φ in Ball(A∗). Then, A with the product a.b = φ(a)b for all a, b
in A, becomes a Banach algebra. This algebra is denoted by Aφ. It is easily to
verified that Φ(Aφ) = {φ}. If B is a Banach algebra such that Aφ⊗B is ideally
amenable then so is B by Theorem 2.6.
To present next examples we need the following result which is proved in [14,
Corollary 3.6].

Proposition 2.13. Let G be a locally compact Abelian group and ω be a weight
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tion with Z1(B#,J ∗)={0}. One can show that in a similar way Z1(A#, (A#⊗ J )∗) =
{0}. Hence, Z1(A#⊗ B#, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}. 

We note that in the above theorem we can remove injectivity of (A#)∗ and
replace the condition that J is a complemented closed two-sided ideal in B.
A (continuous) function ω from a locally compact group G to (0,∞) is called
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product algebra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is weakly amenable if and only if both
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L1(G2, w2) are ideally amenable.
We finish the paper by some examples.

Example 2.12. Let A be a Banach algebra such that A# is injective Banach
space and 0 = φ in Ball(A∗). Then, A with the product a.b = φ(a)b for all a, b
in A, becomes a Banach algebra. This algebra is denoted by Aφ. It is easily to
verified that Φ(Aφ) = {φ}. If B is a Banach algebra such that Aφ⊗B is ideally
amenable then so is B by Theorem 2.6.
To present next examples we need the following result which is proved in [14,
Corollary 3.6].
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122 A. MINAPOOR, A. BODAGHI AND D. EBRAHIMI BAGHA

Clearly,D|eA ⊗B# belongs to Z1(B, (A#⊗ J )∗). Now, by Theorem 2.8 Z1(B,J ∗)={0}
and Z1(J ,J ∗)={0}. We claim that

Z1(B, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}.

Suppose contrary to our claim, that there is a non-zero derivationD in Z1(B#, (A#⊗J )∗).
Since the closure of J 2 is J , there exists a0 in J such that D(a20) = 0. We
choose λ in (A#⊗ J )∗∗ such that λ, a0·D(a0) = 1. Define Rλ : (A#⊗ J )∗ −→
J ∗ via Rλ(f), j := λ, j · f for f ∈ (A#⊗ J )∗ and j ∈ J . It is obvi-
ous that Rλ is a bounded linear B#-bimodule homomorphisem. Thus, Rλ ◦
D|eA ⊗B# is a bounded linear derivation. Set d := D|eA ⊗B# . Then, Rλ ◦ d ∈
Z1(B#,J ∗). On the other hand Rλ ◦D(a0), a0 = 1. This leads to a contradic-
tion with Z1(B#,J ∗)={0}. One can show that in a similar way Z1(A#, (A#⊗ J )∗) =
{0}. Hence, Z1(A#⊗ B#, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}. 

We note that in the above theorem we can remove injectivity of (A#)∗ and
replace the condition that J is a complemented closed two-sided ideal in B.
A (continuous) function ω from a locally compact group G to (0,∞) is called
a weight function if ω(st)  ω(s)ω(t) for all s, t ∈ G. Let us consider the space

L1(G,ω) =

f : G −→ G : fω ∈ L1(G)


.

Proposition 2.10. Let G1 and G2 be two locally compact Abelian groups and
let w1 and w2 be weights on them, respectively. Then the (projective) tensor
product algebra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is weakly amenable if and only if both
L1(G1, w1) and L1(G2, w2) are weakly amenable.

Remark 2.11. The last result was proved in [14, Corollary 3.10]. So, if G1
and G2 are as in the above proposition, by the paragraph preceeding Theorem
2.9 and Proposition 2.10, we conclude that the (projective) tensor product alge-
bra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is ideally amenable if and only if L1(G1, w1) and
L1(G2, w2) are ideally amenable.
We finish the paper by some examples.

Example 2.12. Let A be a Banach algebra such that A# is injective Banach
space and 0 = φ in Ball(A∗). Then, A with the product a.b = φ(a)b for all a, b
in A, becomes a Banach algebra. This algebra is denoted by Aφ. It is easily to
verified that Φ(Aφ) = {φ}. If B is a Banach algebra such that Aφ⊗B is ideally
amenable then so is B by Theorem 2.6.
To present next examples we need the following result which is proved in [14,
Corollary 3.6].

Proposition 2.13. Let G be a locally compact Abelian group and ω be a weight

122 A. MINAPOOR, A. BODAGHI AND D. EBRAHIMI BAGHA

Clearly,D|eA ⊗B# belongs to Z1(B, (A#⊗ J )∗). Now, by Theorem 2.8 Z1(B,J ∗)={0}
and Z1(J ,J ∗)={0}. We claim that

Z1(B, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}.

Suppose contrary to our claim, that there is a non-zero derivationD in Z1(B#, (A#⊗J )∗).
Since the closure of J 2 is J , there exists a0 in J such that D(a20) = 0. We
choose λ in (A#⊗ J )∗∗ such that λ, a0·D(a0) = 1. Define Rλ : (A#⊗ J )∗ −→
J ∗ via Rλ(f), j := λ, j · f for f ∈ (A#⊗ J )∗ and j ∈ J . It is obvi-
ous that Rλ is a bounded linear B#-bimodule homomorphisem. Thus, Rλ ◦
D|eA ⊗B# is a bounded linear derivation. Set d := D|eA ⊗B# . Then, Rλ ◦ d ∈
Z1(B#,J ∗). On the other hand Rλ ◦D(a0), a0 = 1. This leads to a contradic-
tion with Z1(B#,J ∗)={0}. One can show that in a similar way Z1(A#, (A#⊗ J )∗) =
{0}. Hence, Z1(A#⊗ B#, (A#⊗J )∗) = {0}. 

We note that in the above theorem we can remove injectivity of (A#)∗ and
replace the condition that J is a complemented closed two-sided ideal in B.
A (continuous) function ω from a locally compact group G to (0,∞) is called
a weight function if ω(st)  ω(s)ω(t) for all s, t ∈ G. Let us consider the space

L1(G,ω) =

f : G −→ G : fω ∈ L1(G)


.

Proposition 2.10. Let G1 and G2 be two locally compact Abelian groups and
let w1 and w2 be weights on them, respectively. Then the (projective) tensor
product algebra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is weakly amenable if and only if both
L1(G1, w1) and L1(G2, w2) are weakly amenable.

Remark 2.11. The last result was proved in [14, Corollary 3.10]. So, if G1
and G2 are as in the above proposition, by the paragraph preceeding Theorem
2.9 and Proposition 2.10, we conclude that the (projective) tensor product alge-
bra L1(G1, w1)⊗L1(G2, w2) is ideally amenable if and only if L1(G1, w1) and
L1(G2, w2) are ideally amenable.
We finish the paper by some examples.

Example 2.12. Let A be a Banach algebra such that A# is injective Banach
space and 0 = φ in Ball(A∗). Then, A with the product a.b = φ(a)b for all a, b
in A, becomes a Banach algebra. This algebra is denoted by Aφ. It is easily to
verified that Φ(Aφ) = {φ}. If B is a Banach algebra such that Aφ⊗B is ideally
amenable then so is B by Theorem 2.6.
To present next examples we need the following result which is proved in [14,
Corollary 3.6].

Proposition 2.13. Let G be a locally compact Abelian group and ω be a weight



DERIVATIONS ON THE TENSOR PRODUCT OF ... 123

on G. If for each t ∈ G

lim infn→∞
ω(tn)ω(t−n)

n
= 0,

then L1(G,ω) is weakly amenable.

Remark 2.14. Let G be a locally compact Abelian group and ω be a weight
on G. By the hypothesis of Proposition 2.13 and [4, Theorem 1.3] we canclude
that L1(G,ω) is ideally amenable.

Example 2.15. Fix k ∈ N and consider the group (Zk,+) such that Zk is
the cartesian product of the set of integers k times. Then, (Zk,+) is a locally
compact Abelian group. Define ωα(t) = (1+ t)α for t ∈ Zk in which 0 < α <
1
2
, where t is the Euclidean norm. Obviously, tn = nt for all n ∈ N. We

get

lim infn→∞
ω(tn)ω(t−n)

n
= lim infn→∞

(1 + nt)α(1 + n − t)α
n

= lim infn→∞
(1 + nt)2α

n
= 0

Thus, by Remark 2.14 we conclude that l1(Zk, ωα) for α <
1
2
is ideally amenable.

For any n,m ∈ N and 0 < α, β <
1
2
, by Remark 2.11 we see that l1(Zn, ωα)⊗l1(Zm, ωβ)

is ideally amenable.

Example 2.16. Consider the locally compact Abelian group (R,+). Define
the weight ω : R −→ R+ via ω(t) = e−t

2
. Then, ω(0) = 1 and ω(x + y) =

e−(x+y)
2  e−x2e−y2 = ω(x)ω(y). So ω is a weight on R. For all t ∈ R, we find

lim infn→∞
ω(nt)ω(−nt)

n
= lim infn→∞

e−n
2t2e−n

2t2

n
= 0.

Hence, L1(R, ω) is ideally amenable. Therefore, L1(R,ω)⊗L1(R,ω) is ideally
amenable.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank the reviewer for careful reading of the pa-
per, giving some useful comments and suggesting some related references. The
authors also would like to thank Professor Massoud Amini, for his valuable
discussions and useful comments.

DERIVATIONS ON THE TENSOR PRODUCT OF ... 123

on G. If for each t ∈ G

lim infn→∞
ω(tn)ω(t−n)

n
= 0,

then L1(G,ω) is weakly amenable.

Remark 2.14. Let G be a locally compact Abelian group and ω be a weight
on G. By the hypothesis of Proposition 2.13 and [4, Theorem 1.3] we canclude
that L1(G,ω) is ideally amenable.

Example 2.15. Fix k ∈ N and consider the group (Zk,+) such that Zk is
the cartesian product of the set of integers k times. Then, (Zk,+) is a locally
compact Abelian group. Define ωα(t) = (1+ t)α for t ∈ Zk in which 0 < α <
1
2
, where t is the Euclidean norm. Obviously, tn = nt for all n ∈ N. We

get

lim infn→∞
ω(tn)ω(t−n)

n
= lim infn→∞

(1 + nt)α(1 + n − t)α
n

= lim infn→∞
(1 + nt)2α

n
= 0

Thus, by Remark 2.14 we conclude that l1(Zk, ωα) for α <
1
2
is ideally amenable.

For any n,m ∈ N and 0 < α, β <
1
2
, by Remark 2.11 we see that l1(Zn, ωα)⊗l1(Zm, ωβ)

is ideally amenable.

Example 2.16. Consider the locally compact Abelian group (R,+). Define
the weight ω : R −→ R+ via ω(t) = e−t

2
. Then, ω(0) = 1 and ω(x + y) =

e−(x+y)
2  e−x2e−y2 = ω(x)ω(y). So ω is a weight on R. For all t ∈ R, we find

lim infn→∞
ω(nt)ω(−nt)

n
= lim infn→∞

e−n
2t2e−n

2t2

n
= 0.

Hence, L1(R, ω) is ideally amenable. Therefore, L1(R,ω)⊗L1(R,ω) is ideally
amenable.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank the reviewer for careful reading of the pa-
per, giving some useful comments and suggesting some related references. The
authors also would like to thank Professor Massoud Amini, for his valuable
discussions and useful comments.

DERIVATIONS ON THE TENSOR PRODUCT OF ... 123

on G. If for each t ∈ G

lim infn→∞
ω(tn)ω(t−n)

n
= 0,

then L1(G,ω) is weakly amenable.

Remark 2.14. Let G be a locally compact Abelian group and ω be a weight
on G. By the hypothesis of Proposition 2.13 and [4, Theorem 1.3] we canclude
that L1(G,ω) is ideally amenable.

Example 2.15. Fix k ∈ N and consider the group (Zk,+) such that Zk is
the cartesian product of the set of integers k times. Then, (Zk,+) is a locally
compact Abelian group. Define ωα(t) = (1+ t)α for t ∈ Zk in which 0 < α <
1
2
, where t is the Euclidean norm. Obviously, tn = nt for all n ∈ N. We

get

lim infn→∞
ω(tn)ω(t−n)

n
= lim infn→∞

(1 + nt)α(1 + n − t)α
n

= lim infn→∞
(1 + nt)2α

n
= 0

Thus, by Remark 2.14 we conclude that l1(Zk, ωα) for α <
1
2
is ideally amenable.

For any n,m ∈ N and 0 < α, β <
1
2
, by Remark 2.11 we see that l1(Zn, ωα)⊗l1(Zm, ωβ)

is ideally amenable.

Example 2.16. Consider the locally compact Abelian group (R,+). Define
the weight ω : R −→ R+ via ω(t) = e−t

2
. Then, ω(0) = 1 and ω(x + y) =

e−(x+y)
2  e−x2e−y2 = ω(x)ω(y). So ω is a weight on R. For all t ∈ R, we find

lim infn→∞
ω(nt)ω(−nt)

n
= lim infn→∞

e−n
2t2e−n

2t2

n
= 0.

Hence, L1(R, ω) is ideally amenable. Therefore, L1(R,ω)⊗L1(R,ω) is ideally
amenable.

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank the reviewer for careful reading of the pa-
per, giving some useful comments and suggesting some related references. The
authors also would like to thank Professor Massoud Amini, for his valuable
discussions and useful comments.



124 A. MINAPOOR, A. BODAGHI AND D. EBRAHIMI BAGHA

References

[1] W. G. Bade, P. G. Curtis, and H. G. Dales, Amenability and weak
amenability for Beurling and Lipschits algebras, Proc. London Math. Soc.,
55 (1987), 359-377.

[2] H. G. Dales, Banach algebras and automatic continuity, London Math-
ematical Society Monographs, New Series, Volume 24, (The Clarendon
Press, Oxford, 2000).

[3] A. Defant and K. Floret, Tensor norms and operator ideals , North-
Holland Mathematics studies 176 (1993). ISBN 10: 0444890912/ ISBN
13:9780444890917.

[4] M. E. Gordji and T. Yazdanpanah, Derivations into duals of Banach al-
gebras, Proc. Indian Asad. Sci., 114 (4) (2004), 399-408.

[5] M. Eshaghi Gordji, F. Habibian, and B. Hayati, Ideal amenability of mod-
ule extensions of Banach algebras, Arch. Math., 43 (2007), 177-184.

[6] M. Eshaghi Gordji, B. Hayati, and S. A. R. Hosseiniun, Ideal amenability
of Banach algebras and some Hereditary properties, J. Sci, I. R. Iran, 21
(4) (2010), 333-341.

[7] M. Eshaghi Gordji and S. A. R. Hosseiniun, Ideal amenability of Banach
algebras on locally compact groups, Proc. Ind. Acad. Sci., 115 (3) (2005),
319-325.

[8] B. E. Johnson, Cohomology in Banach algebras, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc.,
127 (1972).

[9] B. E. Johnson, Weak amenability of group algebras, Bull. Londan Math.
Soc., 23 (1991), 281-284.

[10] A. Minapoor, A. Bodaghi, and D. Ebrahimi Bagha, Ideal Connes-
amenability of dual Banach algebras, Mediterr. J. Math., 14 (2017), 174.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00009-017-0970-2.

[11] O. T. Mewomo, On ideal amenability in Banach algebras, Ann. Alex. Ioan
Cuza Uni.- Mathematics, Tomul LVI, (2010), 273-278.

[12] O. T. Mewomo and G. O. Olukorede, On ideal amenability of triangular
Banach algebras, J. Nig. Math. Soc., 35 (2) (2016), 390-399.

[13] T. Yazdanpanah, Weak amenability of tensor product of Banach algebras,
Proc. Romanian Acad., Series A., 13 (4) (2012), 310-313.



DERIVATIONS ON THE TENSOR PRODUCT OF ... 125

[14] Y. Zhang, Weak amenability of commutative Beurling algebras, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc., 142 (5) (2014), 1649-1661.

Ahmad Minapoor
Ph.D. Student of Mathematics
Department of Mathematics
Central Tehran Branch, Islamic Azad University
Tehran, Iran
E-mail: shp np@yahoo.com

Abasalt Bodaghi
Associate Professor of Mathematics
Young Researchers and Elite Club
Islamshahr Branch, Islamic Azad University
Islamshahr, Iran
E-mail: abasalt.bodaghi@gmail.com

Davood Ebrahimi Bagha
Associate Professor of Mathematics
Department of Mathematics
Central Tehran Branch, Islamic Azad University
Tehran, Iran
E-mail: e bagha@yahoo.com




