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Roger Bersford wrote:

> Sorry— | was writing as a myopic engineer! | should have said "many",
> not "most"; many Banach algebras are Hoops.

Really? Like hula hoops?

Robin Chapman, www.maths.ex.ac.uk/~rjc/rjc.html
"Elegance is an algorithm"
lain M. Banks, _The Algebraist_
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