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COMPLEX CONVEXITY IN
LEBESGUE-BOCHNER FUNCTION SPACES

PATRICK N. DOWLING, ZHIBAO HU, AND DOUGLAS MUPASIRI

Abstract. Complex geometric properties of continuously quasi-normed
spaces are introduced and their relationship to their analogues in real Banach
spaces is discussed. It is shown that these properties lift from a continuously
quasi-normed space X to Lp(µ,X), for 0 < p < ∞. Local versions of these
properties and results are also considered.

1. Introduction

There are many papers in the literature dealing with the problem of lifting a
property of a Banach space X to the Lebesgue-Bochner function spaces Lp(µ,X),
for 1 < p <∞. In particular, several of these articles deal with lifting a geometric
property of X to Lp(µ,X) (see the survey paper of Smith [10] and the references
therein). Specifically, it is now well-known that strict convexity, uniform convexity,
local uniform convexity, and midpoint local uniform convexity all lift from X to
Lp(µ,X) when 1 < p <∞. In the late 1960’s and early 1970’s Sundaresan [12, 13]
and Johnson [7] considered local versions of these results. One such result was that
of Johnson [7], where it was shown that if X is a separable Banach space and f is a
norm 1 element of Lp(µ,X), for 1 < p <∞, then f is an extreme point of the unit
ball of Lp(µ,X) if and only if f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is an extreme point of BX for µ-almost
all ω in the support of f . Later, Greim [4] showed that the separability condition
on X was essential. Results of a similar ilk can be found in [5, 9, 10].

In the early 1980’s, much work in the area of the geometry of Banach spaces
was directed at the complex geometry of complex Banach spaces. Davis, Garling,
and Tomczak-Jaegermann [1] introduced the notion of uniform PL-convexity as
a complex analogue of uniform convexity in real Banach spaces. Uniform PL-
convex spaces exhibit some of the nice features enjoyed by uniform convex spaces,
but it is unknown whether a Banach space which is uniformly PL-convex can be
renormed to be uniformly PL-convex, where the modulus of uniform PL-convexity
is of power type [1]. Xu [15] offered his own complex analogue of uniform convexity
called uniform H-convexity. He showed that if a Banach space is uniformly H-
convex, then it can be equivalently renormed to be uniformly H-convex where the
modulus of uniform H-convexity is of power type [15]. Both of these “complex
uniform convexity” properties are not measures of convexity but rather measures of
subharmonicity and so it was possible to define these properties not only for Banach
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spaces but for continuously quasi-normed spaces (see section 2). The complex
analogue of strict convexity is complex strict convexity. Complex strict convexity
was introduced by Thorp and Whitley [14] for complex Banach spaces, and is a
measure of convexity. However, it was shown by Dilworth [2], that it can be viewed
as a measure of subharmonicity.

There are some lifting results known for these complex geometric properties.
For example, if X is a continuously quasi-normed space which is uniformly PL-
convex (respectively, uniformly H-convex), then Lp(µ,X) is uniformly PL-convex
(respectively, uniformly H-convex), for 0 < p <∞ [1] (respectively, [14]). If X is a
Banach space which is complex strictly convex, then Lp(µ,X) is complex strictly
convex for 0 < p <∞ [2]. This last result is somewhat unsatisfactory because the
requirement that X be a Banach space is too restrictive. In particular, the result
provides no information about the complex strict convexity of Lp(µ,Lq(µ)) when
0 < p, q < 1, even though Lp(µ) and Lq(µ) are both complex strictly convex. The
result has not been improved because of the lack of a suitable definition of complex
strict convexity in continuously quasi-normed spaces. We will remedy the situation
in this paper.

In section 2, we introduce the notion of complex strict convexity of a continuously
quasi-normed space and more generally introduce the notion of a complex extreme
point of the unit ball of a continuously quasi-normed space, which is the complex
analogue of an extreme point of the unit ball of a Banach space. We also introduce
the notion of complex strongly extreme point and analytic denting point which
are complex analogues of strongly extreme point and denting point, respectively.
Analytic denting points were motivated by the characterization of denting points
in [3]. In section 3, we prove lifting results for these properties from a continuously
quasi-normed space X to Lp(µ,X) where 0 < p < ∞. The statements of these
results are similar to their real counterparts [5, 7, 9, 10 & 11] but the proofs are
quite different, and in fact, the proofs can be modified to recover their corresponding
real analogues.

2. Preliminaries and definitions

A quasi-normed space is a pair (X, ‖ · ‖) where X is a vector space and ‖ · ‖ is a
function on X with values in R+ satisfying

(a) ‖λx‖ = |λ| ‖x‖ for all scalars λ and all x in X ;
(b) there exists C > 0 such that ‖x + y‖ ≤ C [‖x‖+ ‖y‖] for all x and y in X ;

and,
(c) ‖x‖ = 0 if and only if x = 0.

The smallest C for which (b) holds is called the quasi-norm constant of (X, ‖ · ‖).
A quasi-normed space (X, ‖·‖) is said to be a continuously quasi-normed space if

‖ · ‖ is uniformly continuous on the bounded subsets of X . We shall call a complete
continuously quasi-normed space a continuous quasi-Banach space. A continuous
quasi-Banach space (X, ‖ · ‖) is said to be locally PL-convex if log ‖ · ‖ is a pluri-
subharmonic function on X [1, Proposition 2.2].

If X is a continuous quasi-Banach space, then BX will denote the unit ball of X
and SX will denote the unit sphere of X .

Throughout this paper, D will denote the open unit disc in the complex plane,
and T will denote its boundary.
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Definition 1. Let X be a complex Banach space and let x ∈ SX . Then x is called
a complex extreme point of BX if for every non-zero y ∈ X , there exists z ∈ D so
that ‖x+ zy‖ > 1.

A Banach space is said to be complex strictly convex if every element of SX is a
complex extreme point of BX .

The following characterization of complex extreme points can be found in [8].

Theorem 2. Let X be a complex Banach space and let x ∈ SX . Then the following
conditions are equivalent :

(i) x is a complex extreme point of BX ;

(ii) there exists 0 < p <∞ such that for all non-zero y ∈ X,
∫ 2π

0 ‖x+eiθy‖p dθ2π >
1;

(iii) for each 0 < p <∞ and for each non-zero, y ∈ X,
∫ 2π

0
‖x+ eiθy‖p dθ2π > 1.

From Theorem 2, we are naturally led to the following:

Definition 3. Let X be a continuous quasi-Banach space. A point x ∈ SX is said
to be a complex extreme point of BX if for each non-zero y ∈ X ,∫ 2π

0

‖x+ eiθy‖ dθ
2π

> 1.

We say that X is complex strictly convex if every element of SX is a complex
extreme point of BX .

Remarks.
1. Clearly Definitions 1 and 3 are equivalent in Banach spaces because of The-

orem 2.
2. Let X be a locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach space. A point x ∈ SX

is a complex extreme point of BX if and only if for some 0 < p < ∞ (or for

all 0 < p < ∞) and all non-zero y ∈ X,
∫ 2π

0
‖x + eiθy‖p dθ2π > 1. This follows

from [1,Theorem 2.4].
3. Note that to obtain the result in Remark 2 one can relax the condition that

X is locally PL-convex, by only insisting that the function log ‖x + zy‖ is a
subharmonic in the complex variable z for each y ∈ X . However, in most ap-
plications one deals with locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach spaces,
so from now on we will restrict our attention to that class of spaces.

A strengthening of the notion of complex extreme point is the following:

Definition 4. Let X be a locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach space. A
point x ∈ SX is said to be a complex strongly extreme point of BX if for each ε > 0,

there is δ > 0 so that
∫ 2π

0
‖x+ eiθy‖ dθ2π ≥ 1 + δ, whenever y ∈ X and ‖y‖ ≥ ε.

Remarks.
1. A point x ∈ SX is a complex strongly extreme point of BX if and only if for

some 0 < p <∞ (or for all 0 < p <∞) the following condition holds:

for each ε > 0, there is δp > 0 so that
∫ 2π

0
‖x + eiθy‖p dθ2π ≥

1 + δp, whenever y ∈ X and ‖y‖ ≥ ε.

This follows from [1, Theorem 2.4].
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2. If X is a complex Banach space, then a point x ∈ SX is a complex strongly
extreme point of BX if and only if for each ε > 0, there is δ > 0 such that
for each y ∈ X with ‖y‖ ≥ ε, there is z ∈ D with ‖x+ zy‖ ≥ 1 + δ. See [2,
Proposition 2.2; 6, Theorem 7].

3. It is clear from Remark 2 that the notion of a complex strongly extreme point
in a complex Banach space is the analogue of a strongly extreme point of a
real Banach space.

It should be noted that complex strongly extreme points are the local analogues
of uniform PL-convexity [1]. The local analogue of uniform H-convexity (see [3]) is
the following:

Definition 5. Let X be a locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach space. A
point x ∈ SX is said to be an analytic denting point of BX if for each ε > 0, there

is δ > 0 so that
∫ 2π

0 ‖P (eiθ)‖ dθ2π > 1 + δ, where P (eiθ) =
∑n
k=0 ake

ikθ, ak ∈ X , for

0 ≤ k ≤ n and n ∈ N, with a0 = x and
∫ 2π

0 ‖P (eiθ)− x‖ dθ2π ≥ ε.
Remarks.

1. A point x ∈ SX is an analytic denting point of BX if and only if for some
0 < p <∞ (or for all 0 < p <∞) the following condition holds:

for each ε > 0, there is δp > 0 so that
∫ 2π

0 ‖P (eiθ)‖p dθ2π > 1+

δp, whenever P (eiθ) =
∑n
k=0 ake

ikθ, ak ∈ X , for 0 ≤ k ≤ n

and n ∈ N, with a0 = x and (
∫ 2π

0 ‖P (eiθ)− x‖p dθ2π )
1
p ≥ ε.

This follows by modifying a result of [16, Theorem 2.1].

2. For 0 < p <∞, Hp(T, X) = {f ∈ Lp(T, X) : f̂(n) = 0 for all n < 0} and the

norm of Hp(T, X) is the usual Lp(T, X) norm; ‖f‖p = (
∫ 2π

0
‖f(eiθ)‖p dθ2π )

1
p .

Polynomials of the form P (eiθ) =
∑n
k=0 ake

ikθ , ak ∈ X , for 0 ≤ k ≤ n
and n ∈ N, are dense in Hp(T, X). Thus we have the following equivalent
formulation of an analytic denting point:

x ∈ SX is an analytic denting point of BX if and only if for
each ε > 0, there is δ > 0 so that ‖f‖1 ≥ 1 + δ whenever

f ∈ H1(T, X) with f̂(0) = x and ‖f − f̂(0)‖1 ≥ ε.

A similar characterization of an analytic denting point can also be obtained
in terms of Hp(T, X)-functions using Remark 1.

3. It is clear from the definitions that analytic denting points are complex
strongly extreme points. The converse is not true as the following exam-
ple shows.

Example 6. The point x = (1, 1, 1, ...) is a complex strongly extreme point of
B`∞ , since it is a strongly extreme point of B`∞ .

On the other hand, if a ∈ D, let ϕa be the Möbius transformation ϕa(z) = z+a
1+āz .

Then ϕa maps D onto D and T onto T. Also,

sup
θ∈R
|ϕa(eiθ)− a| = 1 + |a| ≥ 1.

That is, supθ∈R |ϕa(eiθ)− ϕ̂a(0)| ≥ 1.
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Let {am} ∞m=1 be dense in T. Let {rn} ∞n=1 be a sequence in (0, 1) with lim
n→∞

rn = 1.

Define

fn : D̄ → `∞ by

fn(z) =

(
1

rnam
ϕrnam(z)

) ∞
m=1

.

Note that for each z ∈ T, ‖fn(z)‖`∞ = 1
rn

, f̂n(0) = (1, 1, 1, ...) and fn is analytic
on D.

Hence fn ∈ H1(T, `∞) and ‖fn‖1 = 1
rn

, so limn→∞ ‖fn‖1 = 1. However

‖fn − f̂n(0)‖1 =

∫ 2π

0

sup
m∈N

∣∣∣∣ 1

rnam
ϕrnam(eiθ)− 1

∣∣∣∣ dθ2π

=

∫ 2π

0

1

rn
sup
m∈N

∣∣∣ϕrnam(eiθ)− ϕ̂rnam(0)
∣∣∣ dθ
2π

≥ 1

rn
≥ 1, for all n ∈ N.

Thus x is not an analytic denting point of BX .

3. Lifting theorems

Throughout this section (Ω,Σ, µ) will denote a positive, complete measure space.
If X is a continuous quasi-Banach space and 0 < p < ∞, then Lp(µ,X) is the
Lebesgue-Bochner space of all (equivalence classes of) strongly measurable functions
f : Ω→ X for which ‖f‖Lp(µ,X) <∞, where

‖f‖Lp(µ,X) =

(∫
Ω

‖f(ω)‖pdµ(ω)

) 1
p

.

Lp(µ) denotes Lp(µ,X), when X is the scalar field.

Theorem 7. Let X be a locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach space, let 0 <
p < ∞, and let f ∈ SLp(µ,X). Then f is a complex strongly extreme (respectively,

analytic denting) point of BLp(µ,X) if and only if f(ω)
‖f(ω)‖ is a complex strongly

extreme (respectively, analytic denting) point of BX , for µ-almost all ω ∈ supp f =
{ω ∈ Ω : f(ω) 6= 0}.

Proof. We will prove the theorem for analytic denting points; the result for complex
strongly extreme points follows in a similar manner.

Suppose that for µ-almost all ω ∈ supp f , f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is an analytic
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denting point of BX . Let {Gn} ∞n=1 be a sequence in Hp(T, Lp(µ,X)) with

limn→∞ ‖Gn + f‖p = 1, and Ĝn(0) = 0. To show that f is an analytic dent-

ing point of BLp(µ,X) it suffices to show that limn→∞ ‖Gn‖p = 0. Since Ĝn(0) =

0,
(
Ĝn(0)

)
(ω) = 0 for µ-almost all ω ∈ Ω. Hence

‖Gn(·) + f‖pp =

∫ 2π

0

‖Gn(eiθ) + f‖pLp(µ,X)

dθ

2π

=

∫ 2π

0

∫
Ω

‖Gn(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖pdµ(ω)
dθ

2π

=

∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

‖Gn(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p dθ
2π
dµ(ω).

Define gn(ω) =
(∫ 2π

0
‖Gn(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p dθ2π

) 1
p

.

Note that gn(ω) ≥ ‖f(ω)‖ for µ-almost all ω ∈ Ω and

‖Gn(·) + f‖pp =

∫
Ω

gn(ω)pdµ(ω)

→ 1 =

∫
Ω

‖f(ω)‖pdµ(ω).

Hence, there is a subsequence {gnk} ∞k=1 of {gn} ∞n=1 converging pointwise µ-almost
everywhere to ‖f‖.

Note that

‖Gnk‖pp =

∫ 2π

0

‖Gnk(eiθ)‖pLp(µ,X)

dθ

2π

=

∫ 2π

0

∫
Ω

‖Gnk(eiθ)(ω)‖pdµ(ω)
dθ

2π

=

∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

‖Gnk(eiθ)(ω)‖p dθ
2π
dµ(ω)

=

∫
Ω

‖Gnk(·)(ω)‖ppdµ(ω).

Also, since ‖Gnk(·)(ω) + f(ω)‖p = gnk(ω)
k−→ ‖f(ω)‖ and Ĝnk(0)(ω) = 0 for µ-

almost all ω ∈ Ω, ‖Gnk(·)(ω)‖p −→
n

0 for µ-almost all ω ∈ Ω, because f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖
is an analytic denting point of BX for µ-almost all ω ∈ supp f .
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‖Gnk(·)(ω)‖pp =

∫ 2π

0

‖Gnk(eiθ)(ω)‖p dθ
2π

=

∫ 2π

0

‖Gnk(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)− f(ω)‖p dθ
2π

≤
∫ 2π

0

{
C
[
‖Gnk(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖+ ‖f(ω)‖

]}p dθ
2π

(where C is the quasi-norm constant of X)

≤
∫ 2π

0

(2C)p
[
‖Gnk(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p + ‖f(ω)‖p

] dθ
2π

= (2C)p[gnk(ω)p + ‖f(ω)‖p].

Since {(2C)p[gnk(·)p + ‖f(·)‖p]} ∞k=1 converges in L1(µ) and since ‖Gnk(·)(ω)‖pp −→
k

0, for µ-almost all ω ∈ Ω, we have by a variation of the Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence Theorem that

‖Gnk‖
p
p =

∫
Ω

‖Gnk(·)(ω)‖pp dµ(ω) −→
k

0.

By repeating this argument for each subsequence of {Gnk} ∞n=1 we conclude that
‖Gn‖p −→

n
0. Therefore, f is an analytic denting point of BLp(µ,X).

Conversely, suppose that

E = {ω ∈ supp f : f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is not an analytic denting point of BX}

is not a µ-null set. Then µ∗(E) > 0, where µ∗ is the outer measure of µ. Define

En = {ω ∈ Ω : there exists {gk} ∞k=1 in Hp(T, X), with ĝk(0) = 0,

‖gk + f(ω)‖p ≤ ‖f(ω)‖+
1

k
, ‖gk‖p ≥

1

n
, for all k ∈ N, and ‖f(ω)‖ ≤ n}.

Clearly, E =
⋃∞
n=1En and so there is n0 ∈ N such that µ∗(En0) > 0. Without

loss of generality we can also assume that µ∗(En0) < ∞. Therefore, there exists
F ∈ Σ such that En0 ⊂ F, µ(F ) = µ∗(En0) and ‖f(ω)‖ ≤ n0 for all ω ∈ F . Let
ε0 = µ∗(En0)/2.

Let C be the quasi-norm constant of Lp(T, X). Choose M > 0 so that (1+x)
1
p ≤

1 +Mxmin{ 1
p ,1} for all x ∈ [0, ε0].

If δ > 0 is given, choose 0 < ε1 <
1
6 so that M(3ε1µ

∗(En0))min{ 1
p ,1} < δ. Since X

is a continuous quasi-Banach space, so is Lp(T, X) [1, Proposition 2.1], and hence
‖ · ‖p and ‖ · ‖pLp(T,X) are uniformly continuous functions on bounded subsets of X

and Lp(T, X) respectively. Therefore there is δ1 > 0 so that ‖x+ y‖p ≤ ‖x‖p + ε1



134 P. N. DOWLING, ZHIBAO HU, AND DOUGLAS MUPASIRI

whenever ‖x‖ ≤ 2n0C and ‖y‖ < δ1, and ‖h+k‖pLp(T,X) ≤ ‖h‖
p
Lp(T,X)+ε1 whenever

‖h‖Lp(T,X) ≤ n0 + 1 and ‖k‖Lp(T,X) < δ1.

Since f is measurable and µ(F ) > ε0, there exists pairwise disjoint, measur-

able subsets F1, ..., Fk of F each of positive µ-measure and
∑k
j=1 µ(Fj) > ε0 and

diamf(Fj) < δ, for each j = 1, 2, ..., k. Clearly, µ∗(Fj ∩ E) = µ(Fj) > 0 for each
j = 1, ..., k. Choose ωj ∈ Fj ∩ E for each j = 1, ..., k. Choose gj ∈ Hp(T, X) with
ĝj(0) = 0, ‖gj‖p > 1

n0
, and ‖gj + f(ωj)‖pp < ‖f(ωj)‖p + ε1. Define

G : T→ Lp(µ,X)

by

G(eiθ) =
k∑
j=1

gj(e
iθ)χFj .

Clearly, G ∈ Hp(T, Lp(µ,X)), Ĝ(0) = 0, and

‖G‖p =

(∫ 2π

0

‖G(eiθ)‖pLp(µ,X)

dθ

2π

) 1
p

=

[∫ 2π

0

∫
Ω

‖G(eiθ)(ω)‖pdµ(ω)
dθ

2π

] 1
p

=

[∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

‖G(eiθ)(ω)‖p dθ
2π
dµ(ω)

] 1
p

=

∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

 k∑
j=1

‖gj(eiθ)‖pχFj (ω)

 dθ

2π
dµ(ω)

 1
p

=

∫
Ω

 k∑
j=1

‖gj‖ppχFj (ω)

 dµ(ω)

 1
p

≥ 1

n0
µ

 k⋃
j=1

Fj

 1
p

≥ 1

n0
ε

1
p

0 =
ε

1
p

0

n0
.

On the other hand, for all ω ∈ Ω

‖G(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p =

{
‖f(ω)‖p; if ω ∈ Ω\

⋃k
j=1 Fj ,

‖gj(eiθ) + f(ω)‖p; if ω ∈ Fj .
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Hence, if ω ∈ Ω\
⋃k
j=1 Fj ,∫ 2π

0

‖G(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p dθ
2π

= ‖f(ω)‖p,

and if ω ∈ Fj , then∫ 2π

0

‖G(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p dθ
2π

=

∫ 2π

0

‖gj(eiθ) + f(ω)‖p dθ
2π

= ‖gj + f(ω)‖pLp(T,X)

= ‖gj + f(ωj) + (f(ω)− f(ωj))‖pLp(T,X)

≤ ‖gj + f(ωj)‖pLp(T,X) + ε1

≤ ‖f(ωj)‖p + 2ε1

= ‖f(ω) + f(ωj)− f(ω)‖p + 2ε1

≤ ‖f(ω)‖p + 3ε1,

where the first inequality follows from the fact that ‖gj+f(ωj)‖Lp(T,X) ≤ n0+1 and
‖f(ω)−f(ωj)‖Lp(T,X) < δ1, and the last inequality follows because ‖f(ω)‖ ≤ 2n0C
and ‖f(ω)− f(ωj)‖ < δ1.

Therefore,∫ 2π

0

‖G(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p dθ
2π
≤ ‖f(ω)‖p + 3ε1χ∪kj=1Fj

(ω).

Consequently,

‖G(·) + f‖p =

[∫ 2π

0

∫
Ω

‖G(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖pdµ(ω)
dθ

2π

] 1
p

=

[∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

‖G(eiθ)(ω) + f(ω)‖p dθ
2π
dµ(ω)

] 1
p

≤


∫

Ω

‖f(ω)‖p + 3ε1χ k⋃
j=1

Fj

(ω)

 dµ(ω)


1
p

=

‖f‖p + 3ε1µ

 k⋃
j=1

Fj

 1
p
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≤ ‖f‖+M(3ε1µ

 k⋃
j=1

Fj)

min{ 1
p ,1}

≤ ‖f‖+M(3ε1µ(F ))min{ 1
p ,1}

≤ ‖f‖+ δ.

It follows that for each n ∈ N, there exists Gn ∈ Hp(T, Lp(µ,X)) such that

‖Gn‖p ≥ ε
1
p
0

n0
, Ĝn(0) = 0 and ‖Gn(·) + f‖p < ‖f‖+ 1

n .
Hence f is not an analytic denting point of BLp(µ,X).

Theorem 8. Let X be a locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach space, let
0 < p <∞ and let f ∈ SLp(µ,X).

(a) If f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is a complex extreme point of BX for µ-almost all ω ∈ supp f ,
then f is a complex extreme point of BLp(µ,X).

(b) If X is separable and f is a complex extreme point of BLp(µ,X), then
f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is a complex extreme point of BX for µ-almost all ω ∈ supp f .

Proof. (a) Suppose that g ∈ Lp(µ,X) satisfies (
∫ 2π

0 ‖f + eiθg‖pLp(µ,X)
dθ
2π )

1
p =

‖f‖Lp(µ,X). Then

(

∫
Ω

‖f(ω)‖pdµ(ω))
1
p = (

∫ 2π

0

∫
Ω

‖f(ω) + eiθg(ω)‖pdµ(ω)
dθ

2π
)

1
p

= (

∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθg(ω)‖p dθ
2π
dµ(ω))

1
p .

However, since ‖f(ω)‖p ≤
∫ 2π

0
‖f(ω) + eiθg(ω)‖p dθ2π , we have

‖f(ω)‖ = (

∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθg(ω)‖p dθ
2π

)
1
p , for µ-almost all ω ∈ Ω.

Clearly, if ω ∈ Ω\ supp f then g(ω) = 0, and since f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is a complex
extreme point of BX for µ-almost all ω ∈ supp f, g(ω) = 0 in Lp(µ,X) and so f
is a complex extreme point of BLp(µ,X).

(b) Suppose that E = {ω ∈ supp f : f(ω)/‖f(ω)‖ is not a complex extreme
point of BX} is not a µ-null set. Then µ∗(E) > 0, where µ∗ is the outer measure
of µ. Define

En = {ω ∈ Ω : ‖f(ω)‖ < n and there is y ∈ X with
1

n
< ‖y‖ < n, and∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθy‖p dθ
2π

= ‖f(ω)‖p}.

Then E =
⋃∞
n=1En. Hence there is n0 ∈ N such that µ∗(En0) > 0. Without

loss of generality we may assume that µ∗(En0) <∞. Therefore, there exists F ∈ Σ
such that En0 ⊂ F, µ(F ) = µ∗(En0) and ‖f(ω)‖ < n0 for all ω ∈ F .
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By the definition of En0 , there exists a function g : En0 → X such that 1
n0

<

‖g(ω)‖ < n0 and
∫ 2π

0 ‖f(ω)+eiθg(ω)‖pdµ(ω) = ‖f(ω)‖p, for all ω ∈ En0 . Since ‖·‖p
is uniformly continuous on bounded subsets of X , there is a sequence of positive
real numbers (δn)n with δn → 0 and satisfying ‖x‖p−2−n ≤ ‖x+y‖p ≤ ‖x‖p+2−n,
for all ‖x‖ ≤ 2n0C and ‖y‖ ≤ δn. Let ∆ =

⋃∞
n=1Nn and let ∆n = Nn. If

α = (i1, ..., im) and β ∈ (j1, ..., jn) are elements of ∆, then we write α ≤ β if
m ≤ n and i1 = j1, ..., im = jm. Since f is measurable and X is separable, we can
inductively construct a sequence {Πn}∞n=1 of countable partitions of F with the
following properties:

Πn = {Fα}α∈∆n , Fα ⊃ Fβ if α, β ∈ ∆ with α ≤ β, and there is
Aα ⊂ Fα∩En0 such that µ∗(Aα) = µ(Fα) , Aα ⊃ Aβ if α ≤ β, and
with both diam f(Fα) < δn and diam g(Aα) < δn, for all α ∈ ∆n.

If α ∈ ∆n, and Aα 6= ∅, choose ωα ∈ Aα. Define

gn =
∑
α∈∆n

g(ωα)χFα .

Clearly gn ∈ Lp(µ,X) and for all ω ∈ F, 1
n0

< ‖gn(ω)‖ < n0. Also ‖gn(ω)‖ = 0

for all ω ∈ Ω\F . Note that for all m ∈ N, ‖gn+m(ω) − gn(ω)‖ ≤ δn for all ω ∈ Ω,
and since δn → 0 , {gn}∞n=1 converges pointwise, to a measurable function, h. It is
easily seen that h ∈ Lp(µ,X) , h(ω) = 0 for all ω ∈ Ω\F , ‖gn(ω) − h(ω)‖ ≤ δn
for all ω ∈ F , and 1

n0
≤ ‖h(ω)‖ ≤ n0 for all ω ∈ F .

If ω ∈ Ω\F , then ‖f(ω) + eiθh(ω)‖p = ‖f(ω)‖p for all θ ∈ R. If ω ∈ F and
n ∈ N, then there is a unique α ∈ ∆n so that ω ∈ Fα. Thus∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθh(ω)‖p dθ
2π

=

∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθgn(ω) + eiθ [h(ω)− gn(ω)] ‖p dθ
2π

≤
∫ 2π

0

[
‖f(ω) + eiθgn(ω)‖p + 2−n

] dθ
2π

=

∫ 2π

0

‖f(ωα) + eiθgn(ω) + (f(ω)− f(ωα)‖p dθ
2π

+ 2−n

≤
∫ 2π

0

[
‖f(ωα) + eiθgn(ω)‖p + 2−n

] dθ
2π

+ 2−n

=

∫ 2π

0

‖f(ωα) + eiθgn(ωα)‖p dθ
2π

+ 2−n+1

= ‖f(ωα)‖p + 2−n+1

= ‖f(ω) + (f(ωα)− f(ω))‖p + 2−n+1

≤ ‖f(ω)‖p + 2−n + 2−n+1

= ‖f(ω)‖p + 3 · 2−n,

and since X is locally PL-convex we also have∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθh(ω)‖p dθ
2π
≥ ‖f(ω)‖p.
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Since n ∈ N was arbitrary, we therefore have∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθh(ω)‖p dθ
2π

= ‖f(ω)‖p

for all ω ∈ Ω. Hence∫ 2π

0

‖f + eiθh‖pp
dθ

2π
=

∫ 2π

0

∫
Ω

‖f(ω) + eiθh(ω)‖pdµ(ω)
dθ

2π

=

∫
Ω

∫ 2π

0

‖f(ω) + eiθh(ω)‖p dθ
2π
dµ(ω)

=

∫
Ω

‖f(ω)‖pdµ(ω)

= ‖f‖pp.

Thus since h 6= 0 in Lp(µ,X), f is not a complex extreme point of BLp(µ,X).

Remark. Theorem 8 (b) does not hold if the restriction of X being separable is re-
moved [8]. Theorem 8 immediately gives the following improvement of [2, Theorem
2.5]:

Corollary 9. Let X be a locally PL-convex continuous quasi-Banach space and let
0 < p < ∞. Then X is complex strictly convex if and only if Lp(µ,X) is complex
strictly convex.

References

1. W.J. Davis, D.J.H. Garling and N. Tomczak-Jaegermann, The complex convexity of quasi-
normed spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 55 (1984), 110-150. MR 86b:46032

2. S.J. Dilworth, Complex convexity and the geometry of Banach spaces, Math. Proc. Camb.
Phil. Soc. 99 (1986), 495-506. MR 87k:46032

3. P.N. Dowling, Z. Hu and M.A. Smith, Geometry of spaces of vector-valued harmonic functions,
Can. J. Math. 46(2) (1994), 274-283. MR 95b:46054

4. P. Greim, An extremal vector-valued Lp-function taking no extremal vectors as values, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 84 (1982), 65-68. MR 83c:46034

5. P. Greim, A note on strong extreme and strongly exposed points in Bochner Lp-spaces, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 93 (1985), 65-66. MR 86g:46050

6. Z. Hu and D.Mupasiri, Complex strongly extreme points in quasi-normed spaces, preprint
(1994).

7. J.A. Johnson, Extreme measurable selections, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 44 (1974), 107-112.
MR 49:5818

8. D. Mupasiri, Some results on complex convexity and the geometry of complex vector spaces,
Dissertation, Northern Illinois University (1992).

9. M.A. Smith, Strongly extreme points in Lp(µ,X), Rocky Mountain J. Math. 16 (1986), 1-5.
MR 87d:46043

10. M.A. Smith, Rotundity and extremity in `p(Xi) and Lp(µ,X), Contemporary Math. 52
(1986), 143-162. MR 87h:46053

11. M.A. Smith and B. Turett, Rotundity in Lebesgue-Bochner function spaces, Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 257 (1980), 105-118. MR 80m:46031

12. K. Sundaresan, Extreme points of the unit cell in Lebesgue-Bochner function spaces. I, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 23 (1969), 179-184. MR 40:719



COMPLEX CONVEXITY IN LEBESGUE-BOCHNER FUNCTION SPACES 139

13. K. Sundaresan, Extreme points of the unit cell in Lebesgue-Bochner function spaces, Colloq.
Math. 22 (1970), 111-119. MR 43:2493

14. E. Thorp and R. Whitley, The strong maximum modulus theorem for analytic functions into
a Banach space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 18 (1967), 640-646. MR 35:5643
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