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ABSTRACT

In this paper we introduce and study some notations of amenability such as n-ideal amenability and
n-weak amenability for Fréchet algebra and we examine how these concepts in Banach algebra can
be generalized and defined for Fréchet algebra . We will also examine some inherited properties of
n-ideal and n-weak amenable Fréchet algebra and determine the relations between m and n-weak
amenability andm and n-ideal amenability for Fréchet algebra. Also, the relation of this new concepts
of amenability of a Fréchet algebra and its unitization is investigated.
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1 Introduction

Some of the notions related to Banach algebras, have been introduced and studied for Fréchet algebra. For example,
the notion of amenability of Fréchet algebra was studied by Pirkovskii [26]. Lawson and Read introduced and studied
the notions of approximate amenability and approximate contractibility of Fréchet algebra in [24]. R. El Harti in [9],
investigated the contractibility of Fréchet algebras. Abtahi and et al in [2], introduced and studied the notion of weak
amenability of Fréchet algebra. Moreover,they introduced the notion of Segal Fréchet algebra in [3] and the semisimple
Fréchet algebra in [1], recently, they introduce the concepts of ϕ-amenability and character amenability for Fréchet
algebras in [4]. Furthermore, in [23] we introduced and studied the notion of Lipschitz algebra for Fréchet algebra.

In [8] Dales, Ghahramani and Gronbaek introduced the concept of n-weak amenability for Banach algebras. They
defined that a Banach algebra A is n-weakly amenable if H1(A,A(n)) = {0}, where A(n) is the n-th dual space of A,
and A is called permanently weakly amenable if it is n-weakly amenable for each n ∈ N.

Dales and etal. in [8], determine the relations between m and n-weak amenability for general Banach algebras and
especially for Banach algebras in various classes. They proved that for n ≥ 1, (n+ 2) weak amenability always implies
n-weak amenability. They also proved that if a Banach algebra A is an ideal in the second dual A∗∗, then the weak
amenability of A implies the (2m+ 1)-weak amenability of A for all m > 0. Furthermore, they showed that for any
locally compact group G, L1(G) is permanently weakly amenable as well as C∗-algebras are permanently weakly
amenable.

Gordji and Yazdanpanah in [16] introduced the notion of ideal amenability for Banach algebras. They defined that
Banach algebra A is ideally amenable if H1(A, I∗) = {0} for every closed (two-sided) ideal I in A. They related
this concept to weak amenability in Banach algebras, and showed that ideal amenability is different from amenability
and weak amenability. The authors in [22] introduced and studied the notion of I-weak amenability and also ideal
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amenability for Fréchet algebra. Next, Gordji and Memarbashi in [15], studied the n-ideal amenability of Banach
algebras such that A is n-ideally amenable if H1(A, I(n)) = {0}, where I(n) is the n-th dual space of I .

In this paper we study some notations of amenability such as n-ideal amenability and n-weak amenability for Fréchet
algebra and we examine how these concepts in Banach algebra can be generalized and defined for Fréchet algebra.

2 preliminaries

Before proceeding to the main results, we provide some basic definitions and frameworks related to locally convex
spaces which will be required throughout the paper. See [10], [12], [20], [25], and [27] for more information about this
subject.

A locally convex space E is a topological vector space in which each point has a neighborhood basis of convex sets.
Throughout the paper, all locally convex spaces are assumed to be Hausdorf.

A set ϑ of continuous seminorms on the locally convex space E is called fundamental system if for every continuous
seminorm q there is p ∈ ϑ and c > 0 so that q ≤ cp. By [25, Lemmas 22.4, 22.5], every locally convex space E has a
fundamental system of seminorms (pα)α∈A; equivalently a family of the seminorms satisfying the following properties:

(i) For every x ∈ E with x 6= 0, there exists an α ∈ A with pα(x) > 0;
(ii) For all α, β ∈ A, there exists γ ∈ A and c > 0 such that

max(pα(x), pβ(x)) ≤ cpγ(x) (x ∈ E).

Let E and F be locally convex spaces with the fundamental system of seminorms (pα)α∈Λ in E and (qβ)β∈Γ in F .
Then for every linear mapping T : E → F , the following assertions are equivalent;

(i) T is continuous;
(ii) T is continuous at 0;

(iii) For each β ∈ Γ there exists an α ∈ Λ and c > 0, such that qβ
(
T (x)

)
≤ cpα(x), for all x ∈ E.

We have for every sequence (xα)α∈Γ that xα → x, if and only if, p(xα − x)→ 0 for all p ∈ ϑ.

A Fréchet space is a metrizable, complete and locally convex vector space. In the other words, a Fréchet algebra is
a complete algebra A generated by a sequence (pn)n∈N of separating increasing submultiplicative seminorms, i.e
pn(xy) ≤ pn(x)pn(y) for all n ∈ N and every x; y ∈ A such that pn(x) ≤ pn+1(x) for all positive integer n and
x ∈ A.

We pay attention to that if a fundamental system of seminorms ϑ is countable then we can suppose without loss of
generality that the sequence ϑ = {pj |j ∈ N} of algebra seminorms is increasing, i.e. (p1 ≤ p2 ≤ . . .). This can
be achieved by setting pk(x) = max1≤j≤k qj(x) where {qj |j ∈ N} is a given countable fundamental system of
seminorms.

In the sense that pn(x) ≤ pn+1(x) for all positive integer n and x ∈ A, we write (A, pk) for the corresponding Fréchet
algebra. If A is unital then pn can be chosen such that pn(1) = 1.

A closed subalgebra of a Fréchet algebra (A, pl) is clearly a Fréchet algebra.

A locally convex space E is called a (DF)-space if it has the following properties:

(i) E has a countable fundamental system of bounded sets.
(ii) If V ⊆ E is bornivorous and is the intersection of a sequence of absolutely convex zero neighborhoods, then

V is itself a zero neighborhood.

By [25, Proposition 25.7], for every Fréchet space E, its dual space E∗ is a complete (DF)-space. Also by [25,
Proposition 25.10], for each (DF)-space E, its dual space E∗ is a Fréchet space.

Let A be a Fréchet algebra, then a Fréchet space X is called a Fréchet A-bimodule , if X is an algebraic A-bimodule
and the actions on both sides are continuous, we call it locally convex A-bimodule, in the case where X is a locally
convex space. We know from [15] that if X is a locally convex A-bimodule, then so is X∗, the dual space of X . Note
that in this case, X∗ is always considered with the strong topology on bounded subsets of X , which means the topology
of uniform convergence on bounded subsets of X , i.e:

pB(y) = sup
x∈B
|y(x)|

2
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where B runs through the bounded subsets of X . Indeed, the net (fα)α in X∗ is convergent to f ∈ X∗ in the strong
topology of X∗, if for every bonded subset B of X

sup
x∈B
|〈fα − f, x〉| → 0.

In particular, A∗ is a locally convex A-bimodule with the following module actions:

A×A∗ → A∗, (a, f)→ a · f,

and
A∗ ×A→ A∗, (f, a)→ f · a.

given by
〈a · f, b〉 = 〈f, ba〉 and 〈f · a, b〉 = 〈f, ab〉

for all a, b ∈ A and f ∈ A∗. Thus, A∗∗ is also a locally convex A-bimodule with module actions

〈a · F, f〉 = 〈F, f · a〉 and 〈F · a, f〉 = 〈F, a · f〉

for all a ∈ A, f ∈ A∗ and F ∈ A∗∗, and the strong topology on the bounded subsets of A∗.

In particular, by [25, Corollary 25.10], if A is a Fréchet algebra, then its second dual, A∗∗, is always a Fréchet algebra.
We should explain that A∗∗ will be considered with the first Arens product, defined, for all m,n ∈ A∗∗ and f ∈ A∗, as

〈n · f, a〉 = 〈n, f · a〉 (a ∈ A)

and
〈m · n, f〉 = 〈m,n · f〉 (f ∈ A∗)

Let X be a locally convex space and consider the embedding map ι : X → X∗∗ given by x→ x̂. Note that unlike the
Banach space case, ι is not continuous, in general. By [25, p. 296], this happens for the Fréchet space. Because if A is a
Fréchet algebra, then its second dual, A∗∗, is always a Fréchet algebra then A can be continuously embedded in A∗∗
via the usual injection ι : A→ A∗∗, and ι(A) is weak∗-dense in A∗∗.

Let (A, pk) be a Fréchet algebra and X be a locally convex A-bimodule. According to [20], a continuous derivation of
A into X is a continuous linear mapping D from A into X such that D(ab) = a ·D(b) +D(a) · b for all a, b ∈ A. For
each x ∈ X , the mapping adx : A→ X , defined by adx(a) = a · x− x · a (a ∈ A), is a continuous derivation and is
called the inner derivation associated with x.

The Fréchet algebra A is amenable if H1(A,X∗) = {0}, for every locally convex A-bimodule X .

A subset M of a linear space E is called absorbant, if ∪t>0tM = E. A topological vector space E is called barrelled if
every closed, absolutely convex, absorbant set is a neighborhood of zero. Every Fréchet space is barreled [25].

A topological vector space X is called a Montel space if X is a locally convex Hausdorff and barreled and if every
closed bounded subset of X is compact. According to [28, p. 376], a Montel space is reflexive.

3 n-ideal and n-weak amenability of Fréchet algebra

Let (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra, n ∈ N and I be a closed (two-sided) ideal in A. Similar to the Banach algebra case,
we say that A is n− I−weakly amenable if every continuous derivation D : A→ I(n) is inner. Moreover we introduce
the concepts of n-ideal and n-weak amenability for Fréchet algebra as the following:

Definition 3.1. Let (A, pk) be a Fréchet algebra, and n ∈ N. Then A is n-weakly amenable if H1(A,A(n)) = {0},
where A(n) is the n-th dual space of A, and A is called permanently weakly amenable if it is n-weakly amenable for
each n ∈ N. (1-weak amenability is called weak amenability).

Definition 3.2. A Fréchet algebra (A, pl) is called n-ideally amenable (n ∈ N) if it is n-I-weakly amenable, for every
closed (two-sided) ideal I in A and (A, pl) is called permanently ideally amenable if it is n-ideally amenable for each
n ∈ N.

Let n ∈ N, then according to the previous definitions the following assertions hold:

a) Every n-ideally amenable Fréchet algebra is n-weakly amenable.

b) An amenable Fréchet algebra is n-ideally amenable.

3
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Now we are going to generalize and prove some some features of n-ideal amenability and n-weakly amenability for
Fréchet algebra.

The following result is a generalization of [8, Proposition 1.2], for Fréchet algebras.
Proposition 3.3. Let (A, pl) be a Montel Fréchet algebra, and let n ∈ N. Suppose that A is (n+ 2)-weakly amenable ,
then A is n-weakly amenable.

Proof. Let D : A→ A(n) be a continuous derivation and J : A(n) → A(n+2) be the canonical map. By [28, Corollary
in p. 376], J is continuous and so JoD : A→ A(n+2) is a continuous derivation. Since A is (n+ 2)-weakly amenable,
then JoD is inner. Thus there exists ϕ ∈ A(n+2) such that JoD(a) = a · ϕ− ϕ · a, (a ∈ A).

Let i : A(n−1) → A(n+1) be the embeding map and i∗ : A(n+2) → A(n) be its adjoint map such that i∗(ϕ) =
ϕ|i(A(n−1)). Set Λ = i∗(ϕ) ∈ A(n). Then for each a ∈ A, we have

D(a) = (i∗ojoD)(a) = i∗(a · ϕ− ϕ · a) = a · i∗(ϕ)− i∗(ϕ) · a = a · Λ− Λ · a.

Therefore, D = adΛ and so D is inner.

Gordji and et al in [15, Theorem 1.6], showed that for Banach algebra, and n ∈ N, if A is (n+ 2)-ideally amenable
then A is n-ideally amenable. The next result is a generalization of this Theorem for Fréchet algebras.
Theorem 3.4. Let (A, pl) be a Montel Fréchet algebra, and let n ∈ N. Suppose that A is (n+ 2)-ideally amenable,
then A is n-ideally amenable.

Proof. Let I be an arbitrary closed ideal of A and let D : A→ I(n) be a continuous derivation and J : I(n) → I(n+2)

be the canonical map. By [28, Corollary in p. 376], J is continuous and so JoD : A→ I(n+2) is a continuous derivation.
Since A is (n+ 2)- ideally amenable is inner, thus there exists ϕ ∈ I(n+2) such that JoD(a) = a · ϕ− ϕ · a, (a ∈ A).

Let i : I(n−1) → I(n+1) be the embeding map and i∗ : I(n+2) → I(n) be its adjoint map such that i∗(ϕ) = ϕ|i(I(n−1)).
Set Λ = i∗(ϕ) ∈ I(n). Then for each a ∈ A, we have

D(a) = (i∗ojoD)(a) = i∗(a · ϕ− ϕ · a) = a · i∗(ϕ)− i∗(ϕ) · a = a · Λ− Λ · a.

Therefore, D = adΛ and so D is inner.

If A is a Fréchet algebra, then its second dual, A∗∗ is always a Fréchet algebra thus A can be continuously embedded
in A∗∗ via the usual injection ι : A → A∗∗. Also note that if E is A Fréchet space and F ⊂ E a closed subspace
then F is Fréchet spaces therefore the following result is proved in exactly the same manner as in Proposition 2.3 and
Theorem 2.4.
Corollary 3.5. Let (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra, and let n ∈ N. Then

(i) If A is (2n+ 2)-weakly amenable, then A is 2n-weakly amenable.

(ii) If A is (2n+ 2)-ideally amenable, then A is 2n-ideally amenable.
Remark 3.6. Suppose that the Fréchet algebra (A, pl) does not have a unit. Similar to Banach algebras, there is a
canonical way of adjoining an identity to A. We define the to be A# = A⊕ Ce. A# is an algebra under the following
product:

(a, λ)(b, µ) = (ab+ µa+ λb, λµ) (a, b ∈ A, λ, µ ∈ C).

We endow A# with the topology generated by the multiplicative seminorms (ql)l, defined by ql(a, λ) = pl(a) + |λ|.

Then (A#, ql) becomes a Fréchet algebra with the identity e = (0, 1). Moreover, if we identify every element a ∈ A
as (a, 0) ∈ A#, then one can consider A as a closed ideal of A#. Define e∗ ∈ (A#)∗ by requiring 〈e, e∗〉 = 1 and
〈a, e∗〉 = 0 for all a ∈ A. Then we have the following identification:

A#(2n) = A(2n) ⊕ Ce
A#(2n+1) = A(2n+1) ⊕ Ce∗ (n ∈ N)

The following result is in fact a generalization of [15, Proposition 4.1] for the Fréchet algebra case, with some slight
modifications.
Theorem 3.7. Let (A, pl) be a non-unital Montel Fréchet a lgebra and n ∈ N. Then

4
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(i) If A# is 2n-weakly amenable, then A is 2n-weakly amenable.

(ii) If A is (2n− 1)-weakly amenable, then A# is (2n− 1)-weakly amenable.

Proof. (i) Assume that D : A→ A(2n) be a continuous derivation. Consider A#-module actions on A(2n) define as
follows:

(a, α) · a(2n) = a · a(2n) + αa(2n)

and
a(2n) · (a, α) = a(2n) · a+ αa(2n)

for all a ∈ A, a(2n) ∈ A(2n) and α ∈ C.

Define the map D̂ : A# → A#(2n) by D̂(a+ α) = D(a), (a ∈ A,α ∈ C).

For a, a′ ∈ A and α, β ∈ C we have

D̃
(
(a, α)(b, β)

)
= D̂(ab+ βa+ αb, αβ)

= D(ab+ βa+ αb)

= D(ab) + βD(a) + αD(b)

= a ·D(b) +D(a) · b+ βD(a) + αD(b)

= (a, α)D(b) +D(a) · (b, β)

= (a, α)D̂(b, β) + D̂(a, α) · (b, β)

Thus D̂ is a continuous derivation on A#. Since A# is 2n-weakly amenable, so D̂ is inner, and thus D is inner.
(ii) Since A# is unital, without loss of generality, we may assume that

D :A# → A#(2n−1)

a→ 〈a, a∗〉e∗ + D̂(a)

is a continuous derivation in which a∗ ∈ A∗ and D̂ : A→ A(2n−1) is a continuous map. It is easy to see that D̂ is a
continuous derivation. Thus there exists λ ∈ A(2n−1) such that D̂(a) = a · λ− λ · a, for all a ∈ A. Given a, b ∈ A we
have

〈ab, a∗〉 = 〈a, D̂(b)〉+ 〈b, D̂(a)〉
= 〈a, b · λ− λ · b〉+ 〈b, a · λ− λ · a〉
= 〈a · b− b · a, λ〉+ 〈b · a− a · b, λ〉
= 0

Therefore a∗|A2 = 0. By Proposition 2.1, A is weakly amenable. Now, Proposition 2.2 shows that A2 is dense in A.
Hence a∗ = 0 and thus D is a inner derivation.

Proposition 3.8. Let (A, pl) be a non-unital Frécheta lgebra and n ∈ N. Then

(i) If A# is n-ideally amenable, then A is n-ideally amenable.

(ii) If A is (2n− 1)-ideally amenable, then A# is (2n− 1)-ideally amenable .

Proof. Let A# be n-ideally amenable, I be a closed two-sided ideal of A and D : A→ I(n) be a derivation. It is easy
to see that I is a closed two-sided ideal of A#, and D̃ : A# → I(n) such that D̃(a+ α) = D(a), (a ∈ A,α ∈ C) is
a continuous derivation. Since A# is ideally amenable, so D̃ is inner, thus there exists ϕ ∈ I(n) such that D̃ = adϕ
when D̃|A = D. Hence D is inner.
Conversely, let A be (2n− 1)-ideally amenable and I be a closed two-sided ideal in A#. Since A is (2n− 1)-ideally
amenable, thereforeA is (2n−1)-weakly amenable, thus by Theorem 2.6. A# is (2n−1)-weakly amenable. Therefore,
we can assume that 1 /∈ I (if 1 ∈ A then I = A#) and I is an ideal of A.

Let D : A# → I(n) be a derivation. Then

D(0, 1)[(a, 0)] = D[(0, 1)(a, 0)] = D(0, 0) = 0.

So D(1) = D(0, 1) = 0 and we can consider D as a derivation from A into I(n). Therefore D is inner.

5
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Now, in order to prove more theorem, we introduce the concept self-induced for Fréchet algebra:
Definition 3.9. A Fréchet algebra (A, pk) is called self-induced if

(i) A is essential; i.e. A2 = A.

and

(ii) Every balanced bilinear map ϕ : A×A→ C is of the form ϕ(a, b) = f(ab), for some f ∈ A∗.

The concept of self-induced Banach algebras was introduced in [8] as a generalization of unital Banach algebras. It
has been shown that every unital Fréchet algebra is self-induced, and in fact every Fréchet algebra with a bounded
approximate identity is self-induced.
Lemma 3.10. Let (A, pl) be a Fréchet lgebra with a bounded approximate identity. Then A is self-induced.

Proof. Let (eα)α∈Λ be a bounded approximate identity for (A, pl). Since A has a bounded approximate identity, so A
is essential. Suppose that ϕ : A×A→ C be a balanced bilinear map. Now for each α ∈ Λ we define linear functional

fα : A→ C given by fα(a) = ϕ(eα, a). If fα
ω∗

→ f . Then for each a, b ∈ A we have,

f(a, b) = lim
α
ϕ(eα, ab)

= lim
α
ϕ(eαa, b) = ϕ(a, b)

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that (A, pl) is self-induced Fréchet lgebra. Let D : A→ A∗ be a continuous derivation. Let
B be a Fréchet algebra which contains A as a closed 2-sided ideal. Then D may be extended to a continuous derivation
D̃ : B → A∗.

Proof. Let D : A → A∗ be a continuous derivation and T ∈ B. For each a, b ∈ A, consider the bilinear map
ϕT : A×A→ C given by ϕT (a, b) = 〈a,D(bT )〉 − 〈Ta,D(b)〉. Then ϕT is balanced, i.e.

ϕT (ac, b) = 〈ac,D(bT )〉 − 〈Tac,D(b)〉
= 〈a, c ·D(bT )〉 − 〈Ta, c ·D(b)〉
= 〈a, c ·D(bT )〉+ 〈a,D(c) · bT 〉 − 〈Ta,D(c) · b〉 − 〈Ta, c ·D(b)〉
= 〈a,D(cbT )〉 − 〈Ta,D(cb)〉
= ϕT (a, cb)

So for each a, b ∈ A we may define 〈ab, D̃(T )〉 = ϕ(a, b). Then D̃ : B → A∗ is a continuous derivation. We show
that D̃|A = D. Let a, b, c ∈ A, we have

〈ab, D̃(c)〉 = φc(a, b)

= 〈a,D(bc)〉 − 〈ca,D(b)〉
= 〈a,D(b) · c〉+ 〈a, b ·D(c)〉 − 〈a,D(b) · c〉
= 〈a, b ·D(c)〉
= 〈ab,D(c)〉

This show that for each c ∈ A, D̃(c) = D(c), and so D̃|A = D.

We will examine some heritable properties of n-ideal amenability and n-weak amenability for Fréchet algebra, by
replacing the concept self-induced with bounded approximate identity.
Theorem 3.12. Let (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra, I be a closed two sided and self-induced ideal of A. Then (A, pl) is
ideally amenable if and only if I is weakly amenable.

Proof. Let A be an ideally amenable Fréchet algebra, I be a closed two-sided and self-induced ideal of A. Let
D : I → I∗ is a continuous derivation. By Theorem 3.11, D can be extend to a continuous derivation D̃ : A → I∗.
Since A is ideally amenable, thus D̃ is inner hence there exists ϕ ∈ I∗ such that hence D̃ = adϕ. Also D̃|A = D
hence D is inner, therefore I is weakly amenable. The converse is the same as proposition 8.2.2.

6
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Theorem 3.13. Let (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra, I be a closed two sided and self-induced ideal of A. If A is n-ideally
amenable (or permanently ideally amenable) then I is n-ideally amenable (or permanently ideally amenable).

Proof. Let A be an ideally amenable Fréchet algebra, I be a closed two-sided and self-induced ideal of A. Let also
J be a closed two-sided ideal in I , and D : I → J (n) be a continuous derivation, then by Theorem 3.11, D can be
extended to a continuous derivation D̃ : A→ J (n) and since A is n-ideally amenable, so D̃ is inner Thus there exists
m ∈ J (n) such that D̃ = adm. Hence D(i) = D̃(i) = adm(i) for each i ∈ I , and so D is inner. Thus I is n-ideally
amenable.

Proposition 3.14. Let (A, pl) be a non-unital, self-induced Fréchet algebra and n ∈ N. Then A# is (2n+ 1)-weakly
amenable if and only if every continuous derivation D : A→ A(2n+1) with the condition that there is a T ∈ A∗ such
that for each a, b ∈ A:

〈ab, T 〉 = 〈a,D(b)〉+ 〈b,D(a)〉 (1)
is inner. If this is the case, then T = 0.

Proof. For necessity, assume A# is (2n + 1)-weakly amenable. Suppose that D : A → A(2n+1) is a continuous
derivation satisfying (∗). Then for each a ∈ A and α ∈ C defined the map D̄ : A# → A#(2n+1) by

D̄(a+ αe) = D(a) + 〈a, T 〉e∗

Then D̄ is a continuous derivation, In fact each a, b ∈ A and α, β ∈ C we have

D̄
(
(a+ αe)(b+ βe)

)
= D̄(ab+ βa+ αb+ αβe)

= D(ab+ αb+ βa) + 〈ab+ αb+ βa, T 〉e∗

= a ·D(b) +D(a) · b+ αD(b) + βD(a) + (〈a,D(b)〉+ 〈b,D(a)〉+ α〈b, T 〉+ β〈a, T 〉)e∗

= a ·D(b) + αD(b) + (〈a,D(b) + α〈b, T 〉)e∗ +D(a) · b+ βD(a) + (〈b,D(a)〉+ β〈a, T 〉)e∗

= (D(a) + 〈a, T 〉e∗) · (b+ βe) + (a+ αe) · (D(b) + 〈b, T 〉e∗)
= D̄(a+ αe) · (b+ βe) + (a+ αe) · D̄(b+ βe)

So D̄ is a derivation. We show that D̄ is continuous. Let a ∈ A, α ∈ C and a + αe ∈ A#. (an + αne)n∈N be a
sequence in A# such that an + αne→ a+ αe. Since D is continuous, so D(an)→ D(a). On the other T ∈ A∗ is
continuous So, 〈an, T 〉 → 〈a, T 〉. Therefore

D(an) + 〈an, T 〉e→ D(a) + 〈a, T 〉e

Hence D̄(a+αne)→ D̄(a+αe). Thus D̄ is continuous. Since A# is (2n+ 1)-weakly amenable, so D̄ is inner .Thus
there exists ϕ ∈ A#(2n+1) such that D̄ = adϕ. Therefore

D̄(a+ αe) = (a+ αe) · ϕ− ϕ · (a+ αe)

= a · ϕ− ϕ · a
Hence D = adϕ, and so D is inner.

For the sufficiency, let ∆ : A# → A#(2n+1) be a continuous derivation. Since ∆(e) = 0. We can assume that

∆(a+ αe) = D(a) + 〈a, T 〉e∗ (a ∈ A,α ∈ C)

where D : A→ A(2n+1) a continuous operator and T ∈ A∗.

The A∗-bimodule actions on A#(2n+1) are given for a ∈ A, F ∈ A(2m+1), and α, β ∈ C by the formulas

(a+ αe) · (F + βe∗) = (aF + αF ) + (〈a, F 〉+ αβ)e∗

(F + βe∗) · (a+ αe) = (Fa+ αF ) + (〈a, F 〉+ αβ)e∗

We have from these formulas

D(ab) + 〈ab, T 〉e∗ = ∆(ab)

= a ·∆(b) + ∆(a) · b
= (a+ 0α) ·

(
D(b) + 0e∗

)
+
(
D(a) + 0e∗

)
·(b+ 0e)

= a ·D(b) + 〈a,D(b)〉e∗ +D(a) · b+ 〈b,D(a)〉e∗

= a ·D(b) +D(a) · b+
(
〈a,D(b)〉+ 〈b,D(a)〉

)
e∗

7



n-ideal and n-weak amenability of Fréchet algebras 8

Hence for each a, b ∈ A, we have
D(ab) = a ·D(b) +D(a) · b

and
〈ab, T 〉 = 〈a,D(b)〉+ 〈b,D(a)〉

This show that D : A→ A(2n+1) is a continuous derivation satisfying (∗), and therefore D is inner. Thus there exists
λ ∈ A(2n+1) such that D̄ = adλ. So for each a, b ∈ A we have

〈ab, T 〉 = 〈a,D(b)〉+ 〈b,D(a)〉
= 〈a, b · λ− λ · b〉+ 〈b, a · λ− λ · a〉
= 〈ab− ba, λ〉 − 〈ab− ba, λ〉
= 0

Since A2 = A so T = 0. Hence ∆ = D is inner. So A# is (2n+ 1)-weakly amenable.

Corollary 3.15. Suppose that (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra with a bounded approximate identity. Then for each n ∈ N,
the Fréchet algebra A# is (2n+ 1)-weakly amenable if and only if A is (2n+ 1)-weakly amenable.

Proof. Let (eα)α∈Λ be an approximate identity of A, and m ∈ A(2n+2) be a weak∗-cluster cluster point of (eα)α∈Λ.
For any continuous derivation D : A → A(2n+1) define T ∈ A∗ by 〈a, T 〉 = 〈D(a),m〉, (a ∈ A), then for each
a, b ∈ A we have

〈ab, T 〉 = lim
α

(
〈eαa,D(b)〉+ 〈beα, D(a)〉

)
= 〈a,D(b)〉+ 〈b,D(a)〉

Therefore Equation (∗) holds for any continuous derivation D : A→ A(2n+1). So by Proposition 3.14. The case is
established.

It was shown in Theorem 3.7, if (A, pl) is a non-unital Fréchet lgebra and A# is 2n-weakly amenable, then A is
2n-weakly amenable. For the converse we have the following fact:
Theorem 3.16. Let (A, pl) be a self-induced Fréchet algebra and let n ∈ N. If A is 2n-weakly amenable, then A# is
2n-weakly amenable.

Proof. Let ∆ : A# → A#(2n) be a continuous derivation. Then there is f ∈ A∗ and a continuous operator
D : A→ A(2n) such that for each a, b ∈ A

∆(a+ αe) = D(a) + 〈a, f〉e

Therefore for each a, b ∈ A, we have

D(ab) = ∆(ab)− 〈ab, f〉e
= a ·∆(b) + ∆(a) · b− 〈ab, f〉e
= a ·

(
D(b) + 〈b, f〉e

)
+
(
D(a) + 〈a, f〉e

)
·b− 〈ab, f〉e

= a ·D(b) + 〈b, f〉a+D(a) · b+ 〈a, f〉b− 〈ab, f〉e

Hence for each a, b ∈ A we have 〈ab, f〉 = 0 and

D(ab) = a ·D(b) +D(a) · b+ 〈b, f〉a+ 〈a, f〉b

Since A2 = A and f |A2 = 0 so f = 0, and therefore D is a continuous derivation. Since A is (2n)-weakly amenable,
so D is inner .Thus there exists ϕ ∈ A(2n) such that D = adϕ. Therefore for each a ∈ A, α ∈ C we have

∆(a+ αe) = D(a)

= a · ϕ− ϕ · a
= (a+ αe) · ϕ− ϕ · 〈a+ αe〉

Thus ∆ is inner and so A# is (2n)-weakly amenable.

Corollary 3.17. Suppose that (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra with a bounded approximate identity. Then for each n ∈ N,
the Fréchet algebra A# is (2n)-weakly amenable if and only if A is (2n)-weakly amenable.

8



n-ideal and n-weak amenability of Fréchet algebras 9

Proof. SinceA has a bounded approximate identity. Then by Lemma. 3.10,A is self-induced. Thus ifA be (2n)-weakly
amenable, then by Theorem 3.16. A# is (2n)-weakly amenable.

For the sufficiency, if A# is (2n)-weakly amenable. Then A is (2n)-weakly amenable by Theorem 3.7.

Corollary 3.18. Suppose that (A, pl) be a weakly amenable Fréchet algebra. Then for each n ∈ N, the Fréchet algebra
A# is (2n)-weakly amenable if and only if A is (2n)-weakly amenable.

Proof. If A# is (2n)-weakly amenable. Then A is (2n)-weakly amenable by Theorem 3.7. Let A be (2n)-weakly
amenable. Since A is weakly amenable, A2 = A by [1, Theorem 2.3]. So by using Theorem 3.16, A# is (2n)-weakly
amenable.

Corollary 3.19. Suppose that (A, pl) be a weakly amenable Fréchet algebra. Then for each n ∈ N, the Fréchet algebra
A# is (2n+ 1)-weakly amenable if and only if A is (2n+ 1)-weakly amenable.

Proof. If A is (2n + 1)-weakly amenable. Then A# is (2n + 1)-weakly amenable by Theorem 3.7. Let A# be
(2n + 1)-weakly amenable. Suppose that D : A → A(2n+1) is a continuous derivation. Let P : A(2n+1) → A#

be the projection with the kernel A⊥. Then PoD : A → A# is an inner derivation. On the other hand, the
continuous derivation (I − P )oD : A→ A⊥ satisfies the equation (1) with T = O. In fact for each a ∈ A, we have
〈a, (I − P )oD〉 ∈ kerP = A⊥.

From Proposition 3.9, (I−P )oD is inner. This shows thatD = (I−P )oD−PoD is inner. HenceA is (2n+1)-weakly
amenable.

We combine corolaries 3.18, 3.17, 3.19 and 3.15 to obtain the follow result.

Theorem 3.20. Suppose that (A, pl) be a Fréchet algebra which is either weakly amenable or has a bounded approximate
identity. Then for each n ∈ N, A# is n-weakly amenable if and only if A is n-weakly amertable.

Let A and B be Fréchet algebras and ϕ : A→ B be a bounded homomorphism. If I is a closed two-sided ideal of B,
then I(n) is a locally convex A-bimodule by the following module actions

a · F = ϕ(a) · F and F · a = F · ϕ(a) (for a ∈ A;F ∈ I(n))

It is easy to check that for each n ≥ 1, ϕ(2n) : A(2n) → B(2n), the 2n-th dual operator of ϕ and ϕ(2n−1) : B(2n−1) →
A(2n−1), the (2n− 1)-dual operator of ϕ are A-bimodule morphisms.

The following result is in fact a generalization of [15, Theorem 2.2] for the Fréchet algebra case, with some slight
modifications.

Theorem 3.21. Let (A, pl) be a commutative Fréchet algebra and let n ∈ N. Suppose that A is 2n-weakly amenable.
Then A is 2n-ideally amenable.

Proof. Let A be 2n-weakly amenable and I be a closed two sided ideal of A and ι : I → A be the natural inclusion
map, and ι(2n) : I(2n) → A(2n) be the 2n-th adjoint of ι. Suppose D : A→ I(2n) be a continuous derivation. Then
by [25, Proposition 23.3], ι(2n)oD : A → A(2n) is a continuous derivation. Since A(2n) is commutative complete
barrelled locally convex A-bimodule, then ι(2n)oD = 0. Therefore, D = 0.

Here is an example of a Fréchet algebra that is n-weakly amenable but not n-ideally amenable.

Example 3.22. Let (A, pl) be a non-unital Fréchet algebra and let n ∈ N. Suppose that A is not n-weakly amenable.
But A#, unitization of A, is n-weakly amenable. Therefore, we can suppose that there exists a continuous derivation
D : A → A(n) such that D is not inner. Then D̃ : A# → A(n) such that D̃(a + α) = D(a), (a ∈ A,α ∈ C) is a
continuous derivation. Since D is not inner, so D̃ is not inner. Also A is a closed ideal of A#, therefore A# is not
n-ideally amenable.
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