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Norm-Multiplicative Homomorphisms of Beurling Algebras

Matthew E. Kroeker∗, Alexander Stephens∗, Ross Stokke† and Randy Yee‡

Abstract

We introduce and study “norm-multiplicative” homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) be-
tween group and measure algebras, and ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) between Beurling group and
measure algebras, where F and G are locally compact groups with continuous weights ωF and
ωG. Through a unified approach we recover, and sometimes strengthen, many of the main known
results concerning homomorphisms and isomorphisms between these (Beurling) group and mea-
sure algebras. We provide a first description of all positive homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G).
We state versions of our results that describe a variety of (possibly unbounded) homomorphisms
ϕ : CF → CG for (discrete) groups F and G.

Primary MSC codes: 43A20, 43A10, 43A15, 43A22, 16S34
Key words and phrases: weighted locally compact group, Beurling algebra, homomorphisms of
group algebras, group rings

1 Introduction

Throughout this article, (F, ωF ) and (G,ωG) are weighted locally compact groups. The Beurling
group and measure algebras over (F, ωF ) are denoted by L1(ωF ) and M(ωF ) respectively; when
ωF is the trivial weight, we obtain the usual group and measure algebras, denoted herein by L1(F )
and Mr(F ).

A natural endeavour in any area of mathematics is to describe the structure preserving maps
between like objects. The existence of an algebra isomorphism between CZ4 and C(Z2 × Z2)
shows that the algebraic structures of group and measure algebras do not alone determine the
underlying group [15]. In abstract harmonic analysis, a well-studied question thus asks for a
description of isomorphisms between various Banach algebras built over locally compact groups
that take account of the additional structure of these algebras, and whether the existence of such
isomorphisms determine the underlying locally compact groups. Work on this problem began with
the study of isometric and bipositive isomorphisms between group algebras and measure algebras
by Kawada, Wendel, Johnson and Strichartz in [16, 29, 30, 13, 27] (and elsewhere). These authors
showed that the Banach algebra and order structures of group and measure algebras determine
their underlying locally compact groups, i.e. that L1(F ) and Mr(F ) are complete invariants for
the locally compact group F . The literature concerned with determining whether other types of
Banach algebras over F are complete invariants for F is quite extensive; a small sample of relevant
papers is [7, 8, 9, 17, 28].

More generally, the “homomorphism problem” in abstract harmonic analysis asks for a descrip-
tion of all homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G), (the dual problem asks for a description of all
homomorphisms between Fourier and Fourier–Stieltjes algebras). This problem was completely
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‡This author was supported by R. Stokke’s NSERC grant in the summer of 2013.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.14690v1


solved in the abelian case by Paul Cohen in [1], but remains open in general. Contractive homo-
morphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) were first described by Greenleaf in [12], and a characterization of
such homomorphisms via a Cohen-type factorization is found in [25]; see [25] for more about the
history of this old problem. There had been no known description of the positive (order-preserving)
homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G).

Beurling group and measure algebras provide the setting for a rather active area of research,
e.g., see [2, 4, 5, 6, 14, 18, 21, 22, 23]. Zadeh [32] and Ghahramani-Zadeh [10] recently showed
that the Beurling group algebra L1(ωF ) and the Beurling measure algebra M(ωF ) are, up to an
isometric/bipositive isomorphism, complete invariants for the underlying weighted locally compact
group (F, ωF ).

Extending work of Pym [20] and Greenleaf [12] to the setting of Beurling measure algebras, in
Section 2 we describe all norm-one, and positive norm-one, idempotents in M(ωG). In Section 3 we
introduce and completely describe the norm-multiplicative subgroups — or NMωG

-subgroups (NM-
subgroups in the case of the trivial weight) — of M(ωG): these are the (convolution) subgroups Γ
of M(ωG) on which the norm ‖ · ‖ωG

: Γ → (0,∞) is a homomorphism. The collection of NMωG
-

subgroups of M(ωG) properly contains the collection of all contractive subgroups of M(ωG), so
the results in this section extend Greenleaf’s description from [12] (and [25], which contains the
topological description) of the contractive subgroups of Mr(G). (Note that we rely heavily on the
results and methods from [12, 25] in Section 3.) Every positive subgroup of M(ωG) with identity
in Mr(G) is also a NM-subgroup of Mr(G), and we thus obtain a first description of all positive
subgroups of Mr(G).

We call a bounded homomorphism ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) a NMωG
- (NM-)homomorphism if the

image of F under the canonical strict-to-weak∗ continuous extension of ϕ to M(ωF ) is a NMωG
-

subgroup of M(ωG) (NM-subgroup of Mr(G)). We introduce some “basic homomorphisms” and
characterize all NMωG

-homomorphisms (and NM-homomorphisms for which ‖ϕ(δeG)‖ωG
= 1) as

those that factor into a particular product of three basic homomorphisms. While NMωG
- and

NM-homomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) may not be contractive, we observe that the NM-
homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) are precisely the contractive homomorphisms and recover
Theorem 5.11 of [25] (though we make significant use herein of [25]). We describe all positive
homomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) such that ‖ϕ(δeG)‖ωG

= 1, and thereby describe all positive
homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G), also a new result. We conclude Section 4 by recovering
the main results concerning isometric and bipositive isomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → L1(ωG) and
ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) from [32] and [10]; moreover, we show that positive isomorphisms are always
bipositive, thereby strengthening the results from [16, 10]. This paper provides a unified approach
to obtaining many of the main known results about isomorphisms and homomorphisms between
(Beurling) group and measure algebras.

In Section 5, we state versions of some our main results describing various (not necessarily
bounded) homomorphisms ϕ : CF → CG. We believe these results are also new and are hopeful
that they will be of interest to algebraists working in group rings.

Preliminary results and notation

Throughout this article, G is a locally compact group and ω : G → (0,∞) is a continuous weight
function satisfying

ω(st) ≤ ω(s)ω(t) (s, t ∈ G) and ω(eG) = 1;

the pair (G,ω) is called a weighted locally compact group. When dealing with two weighted locally
compact groups F and G, we use ωF and ωG to specify their weights. Let λ denote a fixed left Haar
measure on G, with respect to which the group algebra L1(G) and L∞(G) = L1(G)∗ are defined in
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the usual way. The Beurling group algebra L1(G,ω), or simply L1(ω), is composed of all functions
f such that ωf belongs to L1(G), with ‖f‖1,ω := ‖ωf‖1 and convolution product. If S(G) is a
closed subspace of L∞(G), ψ ∈ S(ω−1) exactly when ψ/ω ∈ S(G); putting ‖ψ‖∞,ω−1 = ‖ψ/ω‖∞,
S(ω−1) is a Banach space and S : S(ω−1) → S(G) : ψ 7→ ψ/ω is an isometric linear isomorphism.

Following [3] and [26], S(G) is the δ-ring of compacted-Borel subsets of G, i.e., the set of
all Borel subsets of G with compact closure, and M(G) denotes the space of all complex regular
compacted-Borel measures G, i.e., all complex regular measures µ defined on S(G). A measure ν in
M(G) belongs to M(ω) if ων ∈ Mr(G), where Mr(G) is the Banach algebra of bounded measures
in M(G) with its usual norm ‖ · ‖. With the norm ‖ν‖ω := ‖ων‖, M(ω) can be identified with the
dual of C0(ω

−1) through the pairing

〈ν, ψ〉ω =

∫
ψ dν (ν ∈ M(ω), ψ ∈ C0(ω

−1)),

and ν 7→ ων : M(ω) → Mr(G) is the dual map of φ 7→ φω : C0(G) → C0(ω
−1); thus

∫
φd(ων) =

∫
φω dν for φ ∈ C0(G), ν ∈ M(ω). (1)

With respect to the convolution product, M(ω) is a dual Banach algebra, called the Beurling
measure algebra. For details see [3] and [26]. (The paper [26] corrects an earlier definition of the
Beurling measure algebra found in the literature and was written specifically to validate the work
herein, without requiring that we assume our weights are bounded away from zero.)

Remark 1.1. 1. Let M(G) denote the usual measure algebra of complex regular measures defined
on B(G), the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of G. For µ ∈ Mr(G), µe ∈ M(G) where for A ∈ B(G),
µe(A) := limµ(C), with the limit taken over the directed family of compact subsets C of A. The
map µ 7→ µe : Mr(G) → M(G) is an order-preserving weak∗-homeomorphic isometric algebra
isomorphism such that

∫
φdµ =

∫
φdµe for φ ∈ C0(G), |µe| = |µ|e, and the supports of µ and

µe are equal, i.e., s(µ) = s(µe) [26, Remarks 1.1, 1.2, 2.1] and [3, II.8.15]. As a dual Banach
algebra, Mr(G) = C0(G)

∗ can thus be used interchangeably with M(G) = C0(G)
∗. For the sake

of consistency, and because Mr(G) is more natural in this setting, we will mostly use Mr(G) in
place of M(G).

2. When H is a closed subgroup of G, we can identify Mr(H) with the closed subalgebra
Mr,H(G) = {µ ∈ Mr(G) : s(µ) ⊆ H} of Mr(G), its image under the weak∗-continuous isometric
algebra isomorphism R∗

H , where RH : C0(G) → C0(H) is the restriction operator, a quotient map
[25, Proposition 5.3]. Letting ωH = ω|H , RH also defines a quotient map of C0(ω

−1) onto C0(ω
−1
H ),

and R∗
H is a weak∗-continuous isometric algebra isomorphism of M(ωH) onto the weak∗-closed

subalgebra MH(ω) = {µ ∈ M(ω) : s(µ) ⊆ H} of M(ω); we will often identify M(ωH) with
MH(ω) ⊆ M(ω) through R∗

H . For η in Mr(H) or M(ωH), R
∗
H(η)(A) = η(A ∩H) for A ∈ S(G);

if µ is in Mr(G) or M(ω) with s(µ) ⊆ H, µ = R∗
H(µH) where µH = µ|S(H).

3. If µ ∈ M(G) and f ∈ L1(µ), then f must vanish off a σ-compact subset of G, a subtlety that
requires some care [26, Remark 1.2]. However, if f ∈ L1(µ), then f ∈ L1(µe) and

∫
f dµ =

∫
f dµe

[3, II.8.15]; as noted above, µe ∈M(G) when µ ∈ Mr(G). This will be used on several occasions.

4. Letting Mcr(G) denote the compactly supported measures in M(G), Mcr(G) is a dense subal-
gebra of both Mr(G) and M(ω) [26, Remark 2.1.3].

Let S(ω−1) be a left introverted subspace of L∞(ω−1) = L1(ω)∗ such that

C0(ω
−1) ⊆ S(ω−1) ⊆ LUC(ω−1). (2)
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Equivalently, under the assumption (2), S(ω−1) is a left introverted subspace of ℓ∞(ω−1) = ℓ1(ω)∗;
S(ω−1)∗ is a Banach algebra with respect to its left Arens product given by

〈m�n,ψ〉 = 〈m,n�ψ〉 where (n�ψ)(s) = n(ψ · s), (ψ · s)(t) = ψ(st),

for m,n ∈ S(ω−1)∗, ψ ∈ S(ω−1), s, t ∈ G [26, Proposition 2.9]. The (left and right) Arens product
and convolution agree on M(ω). Let soωl and soωr denote the left- and right-strict topologies
on M(ω) taken with respect to the ideal L1(ω), i.e., the locally convex topologies respectively
generated by the semi-norms pg(ν) = ‖g ∗ ν‖ and qg(ν) = ‖ν ∗ g‖ for g ∈ L1(ω), ν ∈ M(ω), and let
soω = soωl ∨soωr denote the strict topology onM(ω); when ω ≡ 1 is the trivial weight, we just use sol,
sor, so. As L1(ω) has a contractive approximate identity, (the unit ball of) L1(ω) is sol/sor-dense
in (the unit ball of) M(G,ω). For brevity and clarity, we will sometimes denote the weak∗-topology
on S(ω−1)∗, including M(ω), by σω and σ when ω ≡ 1. Letting Θ : M(ω) →֒ S(ω−1)∗ be the
soωl − σω (and soωl − σω) continuous homomorphic isometric embedding defined in [26], Θ maps
into the topological centre Zt(S(ω−1)∗) of S(ω−1)∗, and extends both ηS : L1(ω) →֒ S(ω−1)∗ and
ηS : ℓ1(ω) →֒ S(ω−1)∗ [26, Proposition 2.9]. Thus, σω on M(ω) is contained in soωl and soωr . When
convenient, we will identify M(ω) with its copy Θ(M(ω)) in S(ω−1)∗.

For x ∈ G, δx ∈ M(ω) is the Dirac measure at x and ∆G = {δx : x ∈ G}. We will often identify
CG with the linear span of ∆G in M(ω) or S(ω−1)∗. For f ∈ L1(ω), f 7→ δx ∗ f, f ∗ δx : G→ L1(ω)
are continuous (e.g., see [31, Lemma 3.1.5]) and C00(G) ⊆ S(ω−1), so it is easy to see that x 7→ δx
is a topological group isomorphism of G onto ∆G when ∆G has either its relative soωl /so

ω
r -topology

from M(ω) or its σω-topology from S(ω−1)∗; thus, these topologies agree on ∆G.
Since the ‖·‖1-unit ball of CG is dense in the unit ball of ℓ1(G) and S : ℓ1(G) → ℓ1(ω) : f 7→ fω−1

is a linear isometric isomorphism mapping CG onto itself, the ‖ · ‖ω-unit ball of CG is also dense in
the unit ball of ℓ1(ω). As ηS(ℓ

1(ω))‖·‖ω≤1 is σω-dense in (S(ω−1)∗)‖·‖≤1, the ‖ · ‖ω-unit ball of CG
is σω-dense in the unit ball of S(ω−1)∗. Also, the ‖ · ‖ω-unit ball of CG is soωl -dense in the unit ball
of M(ω) by [31, Lemma 3.1.9], (the proof of which holds verbatim using M(ω) as defined here and
in [26], and either soωr — used in [31] — or soωl ). These observations and the proof of [26, Lemma
1.1] yield the following statement.

Lemma 1.2. Let S(ωF
−1) and S(ωG

−1) be left introverted spaces with

C0(ωF
−1) ⊆ S(ωF−1) ⊆ LUC(ωF

−1) and C0(ωG
−1) ⊆ S(ωG−1) ⊆ LUC(ωG

−1).

Then a σωF − σωG continuous (resp. soωl /so
ω
r − σωG continuous) linear map ϕ : S(ωF−1)∗ →

S(ωG−1)∗ (resp. ϕ : M(ωF ) → S(ωG−1)∗) is uniquely determined by its values on ∆F and if ϕ(∆F )
is contained in Zt(S(ωG−1)∗), the topological centre of S(ωG−1)∗, then ϕ is a homomorphism if and
only if for each s, t ∈ F , ϕ(δs ∗ δt) = ϕ(δs)�ϕ(δt).

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, and in Section 5, mappings between normed spaces are always
assumed to be bounded and linear. Any undefined notation is found in [26].

2 Norm-one idempotents in M(ω)

Throughout this section, (G,ω) is a weighted locally compact group. In the case that ω is the
trivial weight, the following lemma is [20, Theorem 4.1]. Our proof follows Pym’s approach — see
section 3 and the proof of Theorem 4.1 of [20] — with some adjustments to take account of the
weight. When K is a compact subgroup of G, mK denotes the normalized Haar measure on K,
usually viewed as a measure in Mcr(G), as described in Remark 1.1.2.
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Lemma 2.1. Let ν ∈ M(ω) be a positive norm-one idempotent. Then K = s(ν) is a compact
subgroup of G such that ων = mK .

Proof. Let µ = ων, so µ ∈ Mr(G) and ‖µ‖ = ‖ν‖ω = 1. Let K = s(µ) = s(ν). Take φ ∈ C0(G)
+.

Then µ · φ ∈ C0(G)
+, where

µ · φ(s) = 〈µ, φ · s〉 =
∫
φ · s dµ (s ∈ G),

(e.g., by the non-weighted case of [26, Corollary 2.6]). Taking a = aφ ∈ G such that

µ · φ(a) = max
x∈G

µ · φ(x),

we claim that µ · φ(ax) = µ · φ(a) for each x ∈ K:
Employing (1), Remark 1.1, [26, Corollary 2.6 ] and [26, Identity (14)], we have

µ · φ(a) =

∫
φ · a d(ων) = 〈ν, (φ · a)ω〉ω = 〈ν ∗ ν, (φ · a)ω〉ω =

∫ ∫
(φ · a)(st)ω(st) dν(s) dν(t)

≤
∫ ∫

(φ · a)(st)ω(s)ω(t) dν(s) dν(t) =
∫ ∫

t · (φ · a)(s) d(ων)(s)ω(t)dν(t)

=

∫
(φ · a) · µ(t) d(ων)(t) = 〈µ, (φ · a) · µ〉 = 〈µ, µ · (φ · a)〉

=

∫
µ · φ(as) dµ(s) =

∫
µ · φ(as) dµe(s)

≤
∫
µ · φ(a) dµe(s) = µ · φ(a)‖µ‖ = µ · φ(a).

The function s 7→ h(s) = µ · φ(a) − µ · φ(as) is continuous, non-negative on G and the above

calculation shows that

∫
hdµe = 0, so h vanishes on s(µe) = s(µ) = K, giving the claim.

Taking φ ∈ C00(G)
+ such that 〈µ, φ〉 = δ > 0 and a = aφ as above,

µ · φ(as) = µ · φ(a) ≥ µ · φ(eG) = δ > 0 for all s ∈ K.

Since µ · φ ∈ C0(G), it takes values less than δ off a compact set, from which it follows that K is
compact. By [3, Proposition III.10.5], K = s(ν) = s(ν ∗ ν) = s(ν)s(ν) = K2. Thus, K is a compact
cancellative semigroup, and is therefore a compact group by [19, Theorem 1].

Observe that ν ∈ Mr(G) ∩M(ω), since it has compact support. Letting νK = ν|S(K), µK =
µ|S(K), and ωK = ω|K , one can readily check that ωKνK = (ων)K = µK , so by Remark 1.1.2,
‖νK‖ωK

= ‖µK‖ = 1 and νK ∗ νK = νK . The above claim applied to νK and µK shows that for
any φ ∈ C(K)+, µK ·φ(a) = µK ·φ(as) for each s ∈ K, where µK ·φ takes its maximum value at a;
hence, µK · φ is constant on K. Thus, µK is a translation-invariant positive norm-one measure on
K, i.e., µK is the normalized Haar measure on K (and µ = R∗

K(µK) is normalized Haar measure
on K, viewed as a measure on G).

Theorem 2.2. Let ν ∈ M(ω) be a positive norm-one idempotent. Then there is a compact subgroup
K of G such that ν = mK and ω ≡ 1 on K.

Proof. By Lemma 2.1, K = s(ν) is a compact subgroup of G and ων = mK or, equivalently, ν =
(1/ω)mK . We can assume that G = K; otherwise, as shown in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we can work
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with νK = ν|S(K) and ωK = ω|K . As mK is also an idempotent in Mr(K) = Mcr(K) = M(ω),
for any φ ∈ C(K)+,

〈mK , φ/ω〉 =

∫
φ
1

ω
dmK =

∫
φd

(
1

ω
mK

)
= 〈ν, φ〉ω = 〈ν ∗ ν, φ〉ω

=

∫∫
φ(st) dν(s) dν(t) =

∫∫
φ(st)

1

ω(s)
dmK(s)

1

ω(t)
dmK(t)

≥
∫∫

φ

ω
(st) dmK(s) dmK(t) = 〈mK ∗mK , φ/ω〉 = 〈mK , φ/ω〉.

Taking φ = ω (on K), we obtain

∫∫
ω(st)

ω(s)ω(t)
dmK(s) dmK(t) =

∫
1 dmK(s) dmK(t).

Letting g(s, t) = 1− ω(st)

ω(s)ω(t)
, g is continuous and non-negative on K ×K, and

∫

K×K
g(s, t) d(mK ×mK)(s, t) = 0.

Hence, g vanishes on K×K, meaning that ω(st) = ω(s)ω(t) for s, t ∈ K. Thus, ω(K) is a compact
subgroup of (0,∞), and therefore ω ≡ 1 on K.

Remark 2.3. If ω ≡ 1 on a subgroup K of G, then ω is constant on the cosets of K. Indeed, for
s ∈ G and k ∈ K, ω(sk) ≤ ω(s)ω(k) = ω(s) ≤ ω(sk)ω(k−1) = ω(sk), so ω(sk) = ω(s). In this case,
ωG/K(sK) := ω(s) is hence a well-defined continuous function on G; moreover, ωG/K is a weight
function on G/K when K ⊳G.

In the case of the trivial weight, the following result contains, and gives independent proofs of,
Theorems 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 of [12]. In the proof, we use the fact that η ≤ σ if and only if ωη ≤ ωσ
for η, σ ∈ M(G)+, which is readily checked. Also, it is clear from the definition of µe (see Remark
1.1.1) that η ≤ σ if and only if ηe ≤ σe.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that µ, ν ∈ M(ω) and ‖µ ∗ ν‖ω = ‖µ‖ω‖ν‖ω. Then |µ ∗ ν| = |µ| ∗ |ν|
and s(µ ∗ ν) = s(µ)s(ν).

Proof. By [3, III.10.3], |µ∗ν| ≤ |µ| ∗ |ν|. To establish the reverse inequality, we show that ω|µ∗ν| ≤
ω|µ| ∗ |ν|. To this end, suppose towards a contradiction that ω|µ| ∗ |ν|(A) > ω|µ ∗ ν|(A) for some
A ∈ S(G). Then

‖µ ∗ ν‖ω = ‖(ω|µ ∗ ν|)e‖ = (ω|µ ∗ ν|)e(G) = (ω|µ ∗ ν|)e(A) + (ω|µ ∗ ν|)e(G\A)
≤ ω|µ ∗ ν|(A) + (ω|µ| ∗ |ν|)e(G\A)
< ω|µ| ∗ |ν|(A) + (ω|µ| ∗ |ν|)e(G\A) = (ω|µ| ∗ |ν|)e(G) = ‖|µ| ∗ |ν|‖ω
≤ ‖µ‖ω‖ν‖ω = ‖µ ∗ ν‖ω.

By [3, Proposition III.10.5], we now obtain

s(µ ∗ ν) = s(|µ ∗ ν|) = s(|µ| ∗ |ν|) = s(|µ|)s(|ν|) = s(µ)s(ν).

Corollary 2.5. (i) Let µ, ν ∈ Mr(G). Then ‖µ ∗ ν‖ = ‖µ‖‖ν‖ if and only if |µ ∗ ν| = |µ| ∗ |ν|.
(ii) If µ, ν ∈ Mr(G) ∩M(ω) and ‖µ ∗ ν‖ω = ‖µ‖ω‖ν‖ω, then ‖µ ∗ ν‖ = ‖µ‖‖ν‖.
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Proof. The forward implication of statement (i) is a special case of Proposition 2.4 (and is also
[12, Theorem 2.1.2]). Since Mr(G) → C : µ 7→

∫
1 dµe is a homomorphism and ‖µ‖ = |µe|(G) =∫

1 d|µe|, we have the converse of statement (i). Statement (ii) follows immediately from Proposition
2.4 and part (i).

Corollary 2.6. Let ν ∈ M(ω) be a norm-one idempotent. Then there is a compact subgroup K of
G and ρ ∈ K̂1, i.e., a continuous homomorphism ρ : K → T, such that ν = ρmK ; moreover ω ≡ 1
on K.

Proof. Since ‖ν ∗ ν‖ω = ‖ν‖ω = 1 = ‖ν‖ω‖ν‖ω, |ν| ∗ |ν| = |ν ∗ ν| = |ν| by Proposition 2.4.
By Theorem 2.2, K = s(|ν|) = s(ν) is a compact subgroup of G and ω ≡ 1 on K. Hence,
ν ∈ Mcr(G) ⊆ Mr(G) and ‖ν‖ = ‖ων‖ = ‖ν‖ω = 1. Thus, ν is a norm-one idempotent in Mr(G),
so by [12, Theorem 2.1.4], νe = ρmK — and therefore ν = ρmK — for some ρ ∈ K̂1.

3 Norm-multiplicative subgroups

To avoid trivial cases, we assume all (convolution) subgroups Γ of M(ω) are not {0} (and therefore
do not contain 0). Unless stated otherwise, Γ is always endowed with its relative σω-topology inher-
ited from M(ω) and ιΓ denotes the identity of Γ. It is convenient to introduce some terminology.

Definition 3.1. We call a subgroup Γ of M(ω) norm-multiplicative, or say that Γ is a NMω-
subgroup of M(ω), if

‖µ ∗ ν‖ω = ‖µ‖ω‖ν‖ω for µ, ν ∈ Γ,

i.e., if ‖ · ‖ω : Γ → (0,∞) is a homomorphism; NMω-subgroups taken with respect to the trivial
weight ω ≡ 1 will be called NM-subgroups of Mr(G).

The following observation is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.5.

Proposition 3.2. Let Γ be a subgroup of Mr(G). Then Γ is a a NM-subgroup if and only if
|µ ∗ ν| = |µ| ∗ |ν| for every µ, ν ∈ Γ.

In parts (iii) and (iv) of the next proposition, we are not assuming that Γ is contained inMr(G);
in each case, this is a consequence of our hypothesis.

Proposition 3.3. Let Γ be a subgroup of M(ω).

(i) If Γ is a contractive subgroup of M(ω), i.e., if Γ ⊆ M(ω)‖·‖ω≤1, then Γ ⊆ M(ω)‖·‖ω=1, and
Γ is therefore a NMω-subgroup of M(ω).

(ii) Γ is a NMω-subgroup of M(ω) if and only if Γ1 = {µ/‖µ‖ω : µ ∈ Γ} is a contractive subgroup
of M(ω).

(iii) If Γ is a NMω-subgroup of M(ω), then ‖ιΓ‖ω = 1, Γ ⊆ Mcr(G) and Γ is a NM-subgroup of
Mr(G).

(iv) If Γ ⊆ M(ω)+ and ιΓ ∈ Mr(G) — e.g., if ‖ιΓ‖ω = 1 — then Γ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G)
and ιΓ = mK for some compact subgroup K of G.

Proof. (i) As a nonzero idempotent in M(ω), ‖ιΓ‖ω ≥ 1, so ‖ιΓ‖ω = 1. For µ ∈ Γ, it follows that
1 = ‖ιΓ‖ω = ‖µ ∗ µ−1‖ω ≤ ‖µ‖ω‖µ−1‖ω ≤ 1; hence ‖µ‖ω = 1.

(ii) Since Γ1 is contained in the unit sphere of M(ω), this is easy to verify.
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(iii) Clearly ‖ιΓ‖ω = 1, so by Corollary 2.6, s(ιΓ) = K is a compact subgroup of G. Let µ ∈ Γ and
take y ∈ s(µ−1). By Proposition 2.4, K = s(ιΓ) = s(µ)s(µ−1), so xy ∈ K for x ∈ s(µ) and therefore
x ∈ Ky−1. Hence, µ ∈ Mcr(G) ⊆ Mr(G). Statement (i) now follows from Corollary 2.5.

(iv) Since ιΓ ∈ Mr(G)
+ ∼= M(G)+, ‖ιΓ‖ = 〈1G, ιΓ〉 = 〈1G, ιΓ ∗ ιΓ〉 = 〈1G, ιΓ〉2 = ‖ιΓ‖. Hence, ιΓ is

a positive norm-one idempotent in Mr(G), so K = s(ιΓ) is a compact subgroup of G and ιΓ = mK

by the unweighted case of Theorem 2.2 (or by [20, Theorem 4.1]). By [3, Proposition III.10.5],
s(µ ∗ ν) = s(µ)s(ν) for µ, ν ∈ Γ so the argument given in (iii) above shows that Γ ⊆ Mcr(G). By
Proposition 3.2, Γ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G).

Remark 3.4. Observe that Γ = {δx : x ∈ G} is a positive subgroup of M(ω) with ‖ιΓ‖ω = 1,
and is therefore a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). However, it is easy to see that Γ is a NMω-subgroup
of M(ω) if and only if ω is multiplicative on G; more generally, see Theorem 3.7 below. We do
not know if a positive idempotent in M(ω) must always lie in Mr(G), though when ω is bounded
away from zero, M(ω) is automatically contained in Mr(G).

We now observe that Proposition 3.3 and the description of the contractive subgroups ofM(G) ∼=
Mr(G) from [12] and [25] can be used to describe the NM-subgroups of Mr(G). Our notation
follows [25, Section 4], which is slightly different from Greenleaf’s.

Let Γ be a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). Since ‖ιΓ‖ = 1, there is a compact subgroup K of G and
ρ ∈ K̂1 such that ιΓ = ρmK and ρmK is self-adjoint [25, Lemma 4.1]. By Proposition 3.3,

Γ1 = {µ1 := µ/‖µ‖ : µ ∈ Γ}

is a contractive subgroup of Mr(G). From Greenleaf’s description of such groups [12, Section 3]:

• H0 =
⋃

µ∈Γ

s(µ) =
⋃

µ∈Γ

s(µ1) is a subgroup of G and, letting H = s(Γ) := H0, K and ker ρ are

normal subgroups of H such that K/ ker ρ is contained in Z(H/ ker ρ), the centre of H/ ker ρ.
As noted in [25, Lemma 5.2], ιΓ ∈ Z(Mr(H)), the centre of Mr(H) (and Mr(H) is a closed
subalgebra of Mr(G), via Remark 1.1.2).

• Letting

ΩΓ1 = {(α, t) ∈ T×H : αδt ∗ ρmK ∈ Γ1} and Ωρ = {(ρ(k), k) : k ∈ K},

ΩΓ1 is a subgroup of T × H, and ΓT×H = {αδt ∗ ρmK : (α, t) ∈ T × H} is a contractive
subgroup of Mr(H) ⊆ Mr(G) containing Γ1.

• The map φ10 : (α, t) 7→ αδt ∗ ρmK defines a continuous homomorphism of ΩΓ1 onto Γ1, and of
T×H onto ΓT×H , with kerφ10 = Ωρ;

φ1 : (α, t)Ωρ 7→ αδt ∗ ρmK

is thus a continuous group isomorphism of ΩΓ1/Ωρ onto Γ1, and of T × H/Ωρ onto ΓT×H .
Moreover, φ1 is a topological group isomorphism [25, Theorem 4.2], [24, Theorem 3.1].

Remark 3.5. 1. (a) For s, t ∈ H and α, β ∈ C, (αδs ∗ ρmK) ∗ (βδt ∗ ρmK) = αβ δst ∗ ρmK because
ιΓ = ρmK ∈ Z(Mr(H)).
(b) For µ = αδs ∗ρmK with α ∈ C and s ∈ G, ‖µ‖ = |α|‖δs ∗ρmK‖ = |α|; for any µ = δs−1 ∗δs ∗µ ∈
Mr(G), ‖δs ∗ µ‖ = ‖µ‖ by submultiplicativity of ‖ · ‖.
(c) From (b), if αδs ∗ ρmK = ρmK , then α ∈ T and therefore (α, s) ∈ kerφ10 = Ωρ.
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2. Let µ = αδs ∗ ρmK for α ∈ C and s ∈ G, where we further assume that ω ≡ 1 on K. Then
µ ∈ Mcr(G) ⊆ M(ω) and for φ ∈ C0(G),

〈ωµ, φ〉 =
∫

K
αω(sk)φ(sk)ρ(k) dmK (k) = ω(s)

∫

K
αφ(sk)ρ(k) dmK (k) = 〈ω(s)µ, φ〉,

using Remark 2.3. Hence, in this case we have

ωµ = ω(s)µ and ‖µ‖ω = ‖ωµ‖ = ω(s)‖µ‖ = ω(s)|α|. (3)

Let C× denote the group C\{0} under multiplication.

Lemma 3.6. Let Γ be a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). Then:

(i) there is a compact subgroup K of G and ρ ∈ K̂1 such that ιΓ = ρmK , K and ker ρ are normal
subgroups of H such that K/ ker ρ ≤ Z(H/ ker ρ) and ρmK is a self-adjoint central idempotent
in Mr(H) ⊆ Mr(G);

(ii) ΩΓ = {(α, t) ∈ C
× ×H : αδt ∗ ρmK ∈ Γ} is a subgroup of C× ×H and

φ0 : (α, t) 7→ αδt ∗ ρmK (4)

defines a continuous homomorphism of ΩΓ onto Γ with ker φ0 = Ωρ and µ−1 = µ∗/‖µ‖2 for
µ ∈ Γ;

(iii) ΓC××H = {αδt ∗ ρmK : (α, t) ∈ C
× ×H} is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G) and (4) also defines a

continuous homomorphism of C× ×H onto ΓC××H with kerφ0 = Ωρ.

Proof. Statement (i) was already observed, and the algebraic parts of statement (iii) follow from
Remark 3.5.1 (a), (b) and (c). Since s 7→ δs is a topological group isomorphism of H onto (∆H , σ)
and multiplication in Mr(H) is separately σ-continuous, φ0 is continuous on C

××H. That ΩΓ is a
subgroup of C××H and φ0 is a continuous homomorphism of ΩΓ into Γ, with kernel Ωρ, now follows
from Remark 3.5.1 (a), (c) and statement (iii). If µ ∈ Γ, µ1 = µ/‖µ‖ ∈ Γ1, so µ1 = αδs ∗ ρmK for
some (α, s) ∈ ΩΓ1 ; therefore, (‖µ‖α, s) ∈ ΩΓ and φ0(‖µ‖α, s) = µ.

Theorem 3.7. Let Γ be a subset of Mr(G). The following three statements are equivalent:

(i) Γ is a NMω-subgroup of M(ω).

(ii) H = s(Γ) is a closed subgroup of G on which ω : H → (0,∞) is a continuous homomorphism;
there is a compact normal subgroup K of H and ρ ∈ K̂1 such that ker ρ⊳H and K/ ker ρ ≤
Z(K/ ker ρ); and ΩΓ = {(α, s) ∈ C

××H : αδs ∗ ρmK ∈ Γ} is a subgroup of C××H such that
Γ = {αδs ∗ ρmK : (α, s) ∈ ΩΓ}.

(iii) Γ is a NM -subgroup of Mr(G) and ω is a continuous homomorphism on H = s(Γ).

Hence, ΓC××H = {αδs ∗ ρmK : (α, s) ∈ C
× × H} is a NMω-subgroup of M(ω) whenever Γ is a

NMω-subgroup of M(ω) with H = s(Γ).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): By Proposition 3.3 (iii), Γ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G) and ‖ιΓ‖ω = 1, so by
Lemma 3.6 we only need to show that ω is multiplicative on the dense subgroup H0 = ∪µ∈Γ s(µ) of
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H. Let s, t ∈ H0 and, again using Lemma 3.6, observe that there must exist some α, β ∈ C
× such

that µ = αδs ∗ ρmK , ν = βδt ∗ ρmK ∈ Γ. By Corollary 2.6, ω ≡ 1 on K, so (3) yields

ω(st)‖µ‖‖ν‖ = ω(st)‖µ ∗ ν‖ = ω(st)‖αβδst ∗ ρmK‖ = ‖ω(µ ∗ ν)‖
= ‖µ ∗ ν‖ω = ‖µ‖ω‖ν‖ω = ω(s)‖µ‖ω(t)‖ν‖.

We conclude that ω(st) = ω(s)ω(t).

(ii) ⇒ (iii): Observe that Γ ⊆ Mcr(H) and ρmK is a central idempotent in Mr(H) by [25, Lemma
5.2]. Hence, Remark 3.5.1 (a) holds for all (α, s), (β, t) ∈ Ω, and it follows that Γ is a subgroup of
Mr(G) with identity ιΓ = ρmK . Moreover, by Remark 3.5.1 (b), Γ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G).

(iii) ⇒ (i): Let µ, ν ∈ Γ, say µ = αδs ∗ ρmK and ν = βδt ∗ ρmK , where we are using Lemma 3.6.
Since ω is a continuous homomorphism on H, ω ≡ 1 on the compact subgroup K, and (3) yields

‖µ ∗ ν‖ω = ‖ω(αβδst ∗ ρmK)‖ = ω(st)‖αβδst ∗ ρmK‖
= ω(st)‖µ ∗ ν‖ = ω(s)ω(t)‖µ‖‖ν‖ = ‖µ‖ω‖ν‖ω.

As noted in Section 1, the soωl -, so
ω
r -, so

ω- and weak∗-topologies agree on ∆G ⊆ M(ω). State-
ment (v) of Proposition 3.8, show that this is a property of NM-subgroups in general.

Proposition 3.8. Let Γ be a NM-subgroup of Mr(G), with

H = s(Γ), ιΓ = ρmK and ΩΓ = {(α, s) ∈ C
× ×H : αδs ∗ ρmK ∈ Γ}

as described in Lemma 3.6. Let ω be any weight on G. Then:

(i) Γ, ΓC××H ⊆ Mcr(G) ⊆ M(ω)∩Mr(G) are subgroups of M(ω) and φ0 : (α, s) 7→ αδs ∗ ρmK

is a continuous homomorphism mapping ΩΓ onto (Γ, σω) and C
××H onto (ΓC××H , σ

ω), with
kernel Ωρ = {(ρ(k), k) : k ∈ K}.

(ii) φ : (α, s)Ωρ 7→ αδs ∗ ρmK defines a topological group isomorphism of ΩΓ/Ωρ onto (Γ, σω) and
C
× ×H/Ωρ onto (ΓC××H , σ

ω).

(iii) The relative σ and σω-topologies all agree on Γ and ΓC××H ; so, we can unambiguously refer
to the weak∗-topology on a NM-subgroup of Mr(G), (or NMω-subgroup of M(ω)).

(iv) Γ is a topological group and ΓC××H is a locally compact group.

(v) The soωl -, so
ω
r -, so

ω- and weak∗-topologies all agree on Γ.

Proof. (i) This mostly follows from Lemma 3.6, with σω-continuity of φ0 following from the σω-
continuity of s 7→ δs and separate σω-continuity of multiplication in the dual Banach algebra M(ω).

(ii) From (i), φ is a continuous group isomorphism. Moreover, the proof of [25, Theorem 4.2],
verbatim, shows that φ−1 : (Γ, σω) → ΩΓ/Ωρ is continuous, because the “v” from that proof
belongs to C00(H) (and this v can be extended to v0 ∈ C00(G) ⊆ C0(ω

−1) if one prefers to work
on (G,ω) rather than (H,ω|H)).
(iii) and (iv) are an immediate consequence of (ii).

(v) We will show that the soωl - and σ
ω-topologies agree on Γ. By [26, Proposition 2.9], the identity

M(ω) → M(ω) is soωl -σ
ω continuous — take S(ω−1) = C0(ω

−1) there — so it suffices to establish
continuity of id : (Γ, σω) → (Γ, soωl ). Since (Γ, σω) is a topological group and multiplication in
M(ω) is separately soωl -continuous, it suffices to establish continuity at ιΓ = ρmK . To this end,
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let (µi) be a net in Γ such that µi → ρmK σω, say µi = αiδsi ∗ ρmK with (αi, si) ∈ ΩΓ ⊆ C
× ×H.

Then µi → ρmK in ΓC××H as well, so (αi, si)Ωρ = φ−1(µi) → φ−1(ρmK) = Ωρ in C
××H/Ωρ. Take

a relatively compact neighbourhood W of Ωρ in C
× ×H such that (αi, si) is eventually in W ; e.g.,

letting W0 be any relatively compact neighbourhood of Ωρ in C
××H, take W =W0Ωρ ⊆ C

××H.
Let ((αij , sij ))j be a subnet and (α, s) ∈ W such that (αij , sij ) → (α, s) in C

× × H. Then
(αij , sij )Ωρ → (α, s)Ωρ and (αij , sij)Ωρ → Ωρ, so (α, s) = (ρ(k0), k0) for some k0 ∈ K. As noted in
the introduction, this means that δsij → δk0 so

ω
l and therefore, again using separate soωl -continuity

of multiplication in M(ω), µij = αijδsij ∗ ρmK → ρ(k0)δk0 ∗ ρmK = ρmK soωl in M(ω).

Remark 3.9. 1. Spronk [24, Theorem 3.1(ii)] establishes continuity of φ−1 : ΓT×H → T ×H/Ωρ
using a different argument from the one in [25]. This argument seems to require prior knowledge
that the scalars “zi” from that proof are bounded and does not seem to adapt to our situation.
2. If we had assumed that ‖ · ‖ : Γ → (0,∞) is continuous in our definition of NM-groups, we could
establish that φ−1 in Proposition 3.8(ii) is continuous by borrowing directly from the statement of
[25, Theorem 4.2] alone. In fact, continuity of ‖ · ‖ω is automatic on any NMω-subgroup of M(ω).

Corollary 3.10. Let Γ be a NMω-subgroup of M(ω). Then ‖ · ‖ω : Γ → (0,∞) is a continuous
homomorphism.

Proof. First, we claim that ‖ · ‖ : Γ → (0,∞) is continuous. To this end, suppose that µi → µ in
Γ and therefore µi → µ in ΓC××H , a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). Observe that for ν = αδs ∗ ρmK ,
ν ∗ ν∗ = |α|2ρmK = ‖ν‖2ρmK . Since µ∗i , µ

∗ also belong to ΓC××H , a topological group with
continuous involution,

‖µi‖2ρmK = µi ∗ µ∗i → µ ∗ µ∗ = ‖µ‖2ρmK

in ΓC××H , and therefore weak∗ in Mr(G). Taking v ∈ C00(G) such that v|K = ρ, we obtain

‖µi‖2 = 〈‖µi‖2ρmK , v〉 → 〈‖µ‖2ρmK , v〉 = ‖µ‖2,

establishing the claim. Now observe that ωH/K : H/K → (0,∞) is a well-defined continuous
homomorphism, as is p : C× ×H/Ωρ → H/K : (α, s)Ωρ 7→ sK, and ‖µ‖ω = ωH/K(p(ϕ−1(µ)))‖µ‖
holds for µ ∈ Γ by Remark 3.5.2.

Let R+ = (0,∞), the multiplicative group of positive real numbers. The next corollary contains
[10, Proposition 1.3(i)]. (We remark that [10, Proposition 1.3(i)] also quickly follows from the
version of [3, Proposition III.10.5] for positive measures.)

Corollary 3.11. (i) Let Γ be a subgroup of M(ω)+, the set of positive measures in M(ω), with
ιΓ ∈ Mr(G). Then there is a compact normal subgroup K of H = s(Γ) such that ΩΓ = {(α, s) ∈
R
+×H : αδs∗mK ∈ Γ} is a subgroup of R+×H such that φ : (α, s)(1×K) 7→ αδs∗mK is topological

group isomorphism of ΩΓ/(1×K) onto Γ. Moreover, ΓR+×H = {αδs ∗mK : (α, s) ∈ R
+ ×H} is a

subgroup of M(ω)+ that is isomorphic as a topological group with R
+ × (H/K).

(ii) If Γ is any subgroup of invertible elements in M(ω)+, then ΩΓ = {(α, s) ∈ R
+ ×H : αδs ∈ Γ}

is a subgroup of R+ ×G such that φ : (α, s) 7→ αδs is topological group isomorphism of ΩΓ onto Γ.
In particular, if PInv(G,ω) is the group of all positive invertible elements in M(ω) with positive
inverses, then PInv(G,ω) = {αδs : (α, s) ∈ R

+ ×G} ∼= R
+ ×G.

Proof. Let Γ be a subgroup of M(ω)+ with ιΓ ∈ Mr(G). By Proposition 3.3 (iv), Γ is a NM-
subgroup of Mr(G) with ιΓ = mK , so, Ωρ = 1×K and ΩΓ ≤ R

+×H, so the first part of statement
(i) follows from Proposition 3.8. Since ΓR+×H ≤ ΓC××H

∼= (C× ×H)/(1 ×K) ∼= C
× ×H/K, we

obtain the second part of statement (i). Part (ii) is an immediate consequence of part (i) because
K = {eG} in this case, and {αδs : (α, s) ∈ R

+ ×G} is contained in PInv(G,ω).
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4 Norm-multiplicative homomorphisms

Throughout this section, (F, ωF ) and (G,ωG) are weighted locally compact groups.

Remark 4.1. By [26, Corollary 2.12], every bounded homomorphism ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) has a
unique soωF

l −σωG continuous — equivalently soωF
r −σωG continuous [26, Corollary 2.13] — extension

to M(ωF ), also denoted herein by ϕ, with the same norm. Thus, the bounded homomorphisms
ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) and so

ωF
l −σωG continuous homomorphisms ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) are in one-

to-one correspondence, and our theorems describing certain homomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG)
equivalently describe soωF

l −σωG continuous homomorphisms ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG). If µ ∈ M(ωF )
and (fi) is a bounded approximate identity for L1(ωF ), (fi ∗ µ) is a net in L1(ωF ) such that

soωF
l − lim fi ∗ µ = µ, so ϕ(µ) = σωG − limϕ(fi ∗ µ). (5)

Taking (fi) to be a positive contractive approximate identity for L1(ωF ) [26, Proposition 1.6], it
follows that ϕ is positive or contractive on M(ωF ) when the same is true for ϕ on L1(ωF ).

Definition 4.2. A bounded soωF
l − σωG continuous homomorphism ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG), or a

bounded homomorphism ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) with unique soωF
l − σωG continuous homomorphic

extension ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG), will be called a NMωG
-homomorphism if Γϕ := ϕ(∆F ) is a

NMωG
-subgroup of M(ωG); ϕ is a NM-homomorphism if Γϕ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G).

Remark 4.3. 1. We will mostly focus on NM-homomorphisms and stress that our definition of a
NM-homomorphism does not assume ϕ maps L1(ωF ) into Mr(G); we assume that ϕ : L1(ωF ) →
M(ωG), but that Γϕ ⊆ Mr(G) (trivially satisfied when ωG is bounded away from zero).

2. By Proposition 3.3, a homomorphism ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) is a NM-homomorphism in any of
the following cases:

(i) ϕ is a NMωG
-homomorphism (in which case ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG

= 1);

(ii) ωF ≡ 1 and ϕ is a contraction (a special case of (i));

(iii) Γϕ ⊆ M(ωG)
+ and ϕ(δeF ) ∈ Mr(G) (e.g, if ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωF

= 1).

Thus, our characterization below of NM-homomorphisms includes all contractive homomorphisms
ϕ : L1(F ) → M(ωG) — described in the ωG ≡ 1 case in [12] and [25] (papers on which the present
work depends) — and all bounded positive homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G), a new result.

We do not know if compositions of NM-homomorphisms are always NM-homomorphisms, but
do have the following proposition (where (Q,ωQ) is another weighted locally compact group). Note
that a NM-subgroup of Mr(F ) is automatically contained in Mcr(F ) ⊆ M(ωF ) by Lemma 3.6.

Proposition 4.4. Let ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) and κ : M(ωG) → M(ωQ) be NM-homomorphisms.

(i) If Γ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(F ) and ϕ(ιΓ) ∈ Mr(G)‖·‖≤1 — e.g., if ‖ϕ(ιΓ)‖ωG
≤ 1 — then

ϕ(Γ) is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G).

(ii) If κ is weak∗-continuous and κ ◦ ϕ(δeF ) ∈ Mr(Q)‖·‖≤1, then κ ◦ ϕ is a NM-homomorphism.

Proof. Let Λ = ϕ(Γ), a subgroup ofM(ωG), with identity ιΛ = ϕ(ιΓ). Since ιΛ is an idempotent and
‖ιΛ‖ = 1 by assumption, ιΛ ∈ Mcr(G). Let ν1, ν2 belong to the NM-subgroup Γ. By Proposition
3.8, for i = 1, 2 we have νi = αiδsi ∗ ιΓ for some (αi, si) ∈ C

× × s(Γ); also ϕ(δsi) = βiδti ∗ ιΦ
for some (βi, ti) ∈ C

× × s(Φ), since Φ = ϕ(∆F ) is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). Observe that
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ιΦ ∗ ιΛ = ϕ(δeF ) ∗ ϕ(ιΓ) = ϕ(δeF ∗ ιΓ) = ιΛ, so ϕ(νi) = αiϕ(δsi) ∗ ϕ(ιΓ) = αiβiδti ∗ ιΛ. Hence, Λ
is contained in Mcr(G) ⊆ Mr(G) and, using properties of multiplication in the NM-subgroups Γ
and Φ,

ϕ(ν1) ∗ ϕ(ν2) = ϕ(ν1 ∗ ν2) = ϕ(α1α2 δs1 ∗ δs2 ∗ ιΓ) = α1α2 ϕ(δs1) ∗ ϕ(δs2) ∗ ϕ(ιΓ)
= α1α2(β1δt1 ∗ ιΦ ∗ β2δt2 ∗ ιΦ) ∗ ιΛ = α1α2β1β2 δt1t2 ∗ ιΦ ∗ ιΛ
= α1β1α2β2 δt1t2 ∗ ιΛ.

By Remark 3.5.1(b), ‖ϕ(ν1) ∗ϕ(ν2)‖ = ‖ϕ(ν1)‖‖ϕ(ν2)‖. This establishes statement (i), from which
statement (ii) immediately follows.

4.1 The basic NM-homomorphisms j∗γ,θ, j
∗
θ , M

∗
γ and S∗

K

Let γ : F → C
× and θ : F → G be continuous homomorphisms and put

Jγ,θ(ψ) = γ(ψ ◦ θ) for ψ ∈ LUC(ωG
−1).

Proposition 4.5. The linear map Jγ,θ : LUC(ωG
−1) → LUC(ωF

−1) is well-defined and bounded
if and only if

Lγ,θ := sup
x∈F

|γ(x)| ωG(θ(x))
ωF (x)

<∞.

In this case, ‖Jγ,θ‖ = Lγ,θ and J∗
γ,θ : LUC(ωF

−1)∗ → LUC(ωG
−1)∗ is the unique weak∗-continuous

homomorphism mapping δx to γ(x)δθ(x) (x ∈ F ).

Proof. Observe that ωG ∈ LUC(ωG
−1), and Jγ,θ(ωG) ∈ ℓ∞(ωF

−1) if and only if Lγ,θ <∞. Suppose
that Lγ,θ <∞. Then

∣∣∣∣
Jγ,θψ(x)

ωF (x)

∣∣∣∣ = |γ(x)| ωG(θ(x))
ωF (x)

∣∣∣∣
ψ(θ(x))

ωG(θ(x))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Lγ,θ‖ψ‖∞,ωG
−1

for ψ ∈ LUC(ωG
−1), x ∈ F ; hence Jγ,θ : LUC(ωG

−1) → ℓ∞(ωF
−1) and ‖Jγ,θ‖ = Lγ,θ. For s ∈ F

and ψ ∈ LUC(ωG
−1), (Jγ,θψ) · s = γ(s)Jγ,θ(ψ · θ(s)) and ‖ψ · θ(s)‖∞,ωG

−1 ≤ ‖ψ‖∞,ωG
−1ωG(θ(s)),

from which one can check that Jγ,θ(ψ) ∈ LUC(ωF
−1) using [26, Lemma 2.3(b)]. It is easy to check

that J∗
γ,θ(δx) = γ(x)δθ(x), so J

∗
γ,θ is a homomorphism by Lemma 1.2.

Let jγ,θ = Jγ,θ|C0(ωG
−1) = Jγ,θ◦ιC0 , where ιC0 : C0(ωG

−1) →֒ LUC(ωG
−1). Then jγ,θ is bounded

if and only if Lγ,θ <∞ and in this case, by taking dual maps, we obtain the commuting diagram:

LUC(ω−1
F )∗

J∗
γ,θ //

j∗γ,θ

))❙❙❙
❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

❙

LUC(ω−1
G )∗

RC0
=ι∗C0

��
M(ωF )

?�

ΘLUC

OO

j∗γ,θ|M(ωF )
// M(ωG)

Observe that j∗γ,θ : LUC(ω−1
F )∗ → M(ωG) is a weak∗-continuous algebra homomorphism. Abusing

notation slightly, we let j∗γ,θ also denote j∗γ,θ|M(ωF ) = j∗γ,θ ◦ ΘLUC . Obviously ‖j∗γ,θ‖ ≤ Lγ,θ and
supx∈F ‖j∗γ,θ(δx/ωF (x))‖ωG

= Lγ,∞, so ‖j∗γ,θ‖ = Lγ,θ. When θ : F → G is proper, jγ,θ maps C00(G)

into C00(F ) and therefore jγ,θ maps C0(ω
−1
G ) into C0(ω

−1
F ) when Lγ,θ <∞.
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Corollary 4.6. Suppose that Lγ,θ < ∞. Then j∗γ,θ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) is a NM-homomorphism
with ‖j∗γ,θ‖ = Lγ,θ, and j∗γ,θ is the unique soωF

l -σωG continuous linear map M(ωF ) → M(ωG)
mapping δx to γ(x)δθ(x). When θ is proper, j∗γ,θ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) is weak

∗-continuous and when
γ maps into (0,∞), j∗γ,θ is positive.

Remark 4.7. Let 1F : F → C
×, idF : F → F and let Mγ := Jγ,idF Jθ := J1F ,θ, jθ := j1F ,θ;

this agrees with the notation used in the non-weighted case in [25]. From the general case, Mγ :
LUC(ω−1

F ) → LUC(ω−1
F ) is well-defined and bounded if and only if Lγ,idF = supx∈F |γ(x)| < ∞,

and therefore if and only if γ : F → T. In this case,Mγ is an isometric isomorphism of C0(ω
−1
F ) onto

C0(ω
−1
F ) with inverse Mγ , and M

∗
γ : M(ωF ) → M(ωF ) is the unique weak∗-continuous isometric

algebra isomorphism mapping δx to γ(x)δx and, for a compact subgroup K of F , mK to γ|KmK .
Also from the general case, Jθ, jθ are well-defined and bounded if and only if Lθ := L1F ,θ =

supx∈F ωG(θ(x))/ωF (x) < ∞; in this case ‖Jθ‖ = ‖jθ‖ = Lθ, J
∗
θ : LUC(ω−1

F )∗ → LUC(ω−1
G )∗ and

j∗θ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) are respectively the unique weak∗-continuous and soωF
l − σωG continuous

algebra homomorphisms mapping δx to δθ(x).
When both Mγ and Jθ/jθ are bounded, Jγ,θ = Mγ ◦ Jθ/jγ,θ = Mγ ◦ jθ. However, it is possible

to have neither Mγ nor Jθ/jθ bounded and yet Jγ,θ/jγ,θ is bounded; see Remark 4.9 below.

Let H be a closed subgroup of G and define a continuous weight ω× = ωC××H on C
× ×H by

putting ω×(α, s) = |α|ωG(s). Let

γ× = γC× : C× ×H → C
× and θH : C× ×H → H ≤ G

be the projection homomorphisms. In the last statement of the following lemma, we further assume
that K is a compact subgroup of H with ωG ≡ 1 on K, ρ ∈ K̂1 and Ωρ = {(ρ(k), k) : k ∈ K}.

Lemma 4.8. The map j∗γ×,θH : M(ω×) → M(ωG) is a well-defined, weak∗-continuous contractive
NM-homomorphism such that j∗γ×,θH δ(α,s) = αδs. Moreover, j∗γ×,θH (mΩρ) = ρmK .

Proof. For (α, s) ∈ C
× × H, |γ×(α, s)|ωG(θH(α, s))/ω×(α, s) = 1, so ‖jγ×,θH‖ = Lγ×,θH = 1. Let

ψ ∈ C0(ωG
−1), ε > 0. If B is a compact subset of G such that |ψ(s)/ωG(s)| < ε for s ∈ G\B,

then |jγ×,θHψ(α, s)/ω×(α, s)| = |ψ(s)/ωG(s)| < ε for (α, s) ∈ C
× ×G\{1} ×B; hence jγ×,θH maps

C0(ωG) into C0(ω×). (Note though that θH is not proper.) By Corollary 4.6, only the last statement
still requires justification. For this, note that mΩρ ∈ Mcr(C

× × H) ⊆ Mr(C
× × H) ∩ M(ω×),

and since ωG ≡ 1 on K, ω× ≡ 1 on Ωρ, and therefore M(K,ωG) = Mr(K) = M(K) and
M(Ωρ, ω×) = Mr(Ωρ) = M(Ωρ); the final statement hence follows from the argument used to
establish [25, Proposition 5.9].

Remark 4.9. Although ‖jγ×,θH‖∞,ω×
−1 = 1, neither Mγ× nor jθH is ever bounded because γ×

does not map into T and ωG(θH(α, s))/ω×(α, s) = |α|−1, so LθH = ∞.

For the remainder of this subsection, (H,ω) is a weighted locally compact group such that ω ≡ 1
on K, a compact normal subgroup of H, and ωH/K(xK) := ω(x) is the continuous weight function
on H/K discussed in Remark 2.3. Define SK : LUC(ω−1) → ℓ∞(ωH/K

−1) by putting

SKψ(xK) =

∫

K
ψ(xk) dmK(k) for ψ ∈ LUC(ω−1);

when we wish to emphasize that we are working specifically with ω or the trivial weight, we will
use the notation SωK or S1

K , respectively.
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Proposition 4.10. 1. The linear map SK is a well-defined quotient map of LUC(ω−1) onto
LUC(ωH/K

−1) and of C0(ω
−1) onto C0(ωH/K

−1).

2. The dual map S∗
K is the unique weak∗-continuous isometric algebra isomorphic embedding of

LUC(ωH/K
−1)∗ into LUC(ω−1)∗ and of M(ωH/K) into M(ω), mapping δxK to δx∗mK . Moreover,

S∗
K : M(ωH/K) →֒ M(ω) is a positive NM-homomorphism.

Proof. 1. Let ψ ∈ LUC(ω−1). By [25, Proposition 5.3 and its proof], S1
K is a quotient mapping

of LUC(H) onto LUC(H/K) (and of C0(H) onto C0(H/K)), so S1
K(ψ/ω) ∈ LUC(H/K). Since

S1
K(ψ/ω)(xK) = (1/ωH/K(xK))SωK(ψ)(xK), SωKψ ∈ LUC(ωH/K

−1) and

‖SωKψ‖∞,ωH/K
−1 =

∥∥S1
K (ψ/ω)

∥∥
∞

≤ ‖ψ/ω‖∞ = ‖ψ‖∞,ω−1 .

Taking φ in the unit ball of LUC(ωH/K
−1), we can find ψ0 ∈ LUC(H) with ‖ψ0‖∞ ≤ 1 such that

S1
Kψ0 = φ/ωH/K ; hence ψ = ωψ0 ∈ LUC(H) with ‖ψ‖∞,ω−1 ≤ 1 and SωKψ = ωH/KS

1
Kψ0 = φ.

Thus, SωK is a quotient map of LUC(ω−1) onto LUC(ω−1
H/K). Observe that s(SωKψ) ⊆ qK(s(ψ)K

−1)

where qK : H → H/K, so SωK maps C00(H) into C00(H/K), and therefore maps C0(ω
−1) into

C0(ω
−1
H/K). The above argument now shows that SωK is a quotient map of C0(ω

−1) onto C0(ω
−1
H/K).

2. We will establish the statement for S∗
K : M(ωH/K) →֒ M(ω); the same argument works for

S∗
K : LUC(ω−1

H/K)
∗ →֒ LUC(ω−1)∗ (though we will not use this going forward). From part 1, S∗

K

is a weak∗-continuous linear isometric embedding. For x ∈ H and ψ ∈ C0(ω
−1),

〈S∗
K(δxK), ψ〉ω =

∫

K
ψ(xk) dmK(k) =

∫∫
ψ(st) dδx(s) dmK(t) = 〈δx ∗mK , ψ〉ω.

By [25, Lemma 5.2], mK is a central idempotent in Mcr(H) ⊆ M(ω), so S∗
K is a homomorphism

by Lemma 1.2. Since S∗
K(∆H/K) ⊆ Mcr(H) is a contractive subgroup of Mr(H), S∗

K is a NM-

homomorphism, and S∗
K is positive because SK maps C0(ω

−1)+ into C0(ω
−1
H/K)+.

Following the identification described in Remark 1.1.2, when H is a closed subgroup of (G,ωG),
but K is not necessarily normal in G, we will sometimes abuse notation slightly and write S∗

K :
M(ωH/K) →֒ Mr(ωG) in place of the homomorphism R∗

H ◦ S∗
K .

4.2 The main theorem and some corollaries

Theorem 4.11. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a mapping. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) ϕ is a NM-homomorphism and ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG
= 1;

(ii) ϕ is a NM-homomorphism and ωG ≡ 1 on s(ϕ(δeF );

(iii) there is a closed subgroup H of G, a compact normal subgroup Ω0 of C
× × H such that

ω× ≡ 1 on Ω0, and a continuous homomorphism θ : F → C
× × H/Ω0 such that Lθ =

sup
x∈F

ω×/Ω0
(θ(x))/ωF (x) <∞ and ϕ = j∗γ×,θH ◦ S∗

Ω0
◦ j∗θ i.e., ϕ factors as

L1(ωF )
j∗θ // M(ω×/Ω0

) �
� S∗

Ω0 // M(ω×)
j∗
γ×,θH // M(ωG). (6)

In statement (iii), ‖ϕ‖ = ‖j∗θ‖ = Lθ and we can take H = s(Γϕ), ϕ(δeF ) = ρmK and Ω0 = Ωρ
associated to Γϕ as in Lemma 3.6.

15



Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii) This is an immediate consequence of Corollary 2.6.

(ii) ⇒ (iii) Since Γ = Γϕ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G), employing Proposition 3.8 and the notation
therein,

θ : F → C
× ×H/Ωρ : x 7→ φ−1(ϕ(δx))

is a continuous homomorphism, where

φ : C× ×H/Ωρ → ΓC××H ⊇ Γ : (α, s)Ωρ 7→ αδs ∗ ρmK .

Note that ω× ≡ 1 on Ωρ since ωG ≡ 1 on K = s(ιΓ), and therefore ω×/Ωρ
is a well-defined weight

on C
× × H/Ωρ. Let x ∈ F and suppose that ϕ(δx) = αδs ∗ ρmK . Then θ(x) = (α, s)Ωρ and

‖ϕ(δx)‖ωG
= ωG(s)|α| by Remark 3.5.2, so

ω×/Ωρ
(θ(x))

ωF (x)
=
ω×(α, s)

ωF (x)
=

|α|ωG(s)
ωF (x)

=

∥∥∥∥ϕ
(

δx
ωF (x)

)∥∥∥∥
ωG

≤ ‖ϕ‖
∥∥∥∥

δx
ωF (x)

∥∥∥∥
ωF

= ‖ϕ‖.

Hence, Lθ = supx∈F ω×/Ωρ
(θ(x))/ωF (x) ≤ ‖ϕ‖, so j∗θ is a bounded (with ‖j∗θ‖ ≤ ‖ϕ‖) soωF

l −σω×/Ωρ

continuous homomorphism, and by Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.10, j∗γ×,θH ◦S∗
Ωρ

◦ j∗θ is soωF
l −σωG

continuous. Supposing again that ϕ(δx) = αδs ∗ ρmK ,

j∗γ×,θH ◦ S∗
Ωρ

◦ j∗θ (δx) = j∗γ×,θH ◦ S∗
Ωρ

(δ(α,s)Ωρ
) = j∗γ×,θH (δ(α,s) ∗mΩρ)

= j∗γ×,θH (δ(α,s)) ∗ j
∗
γ×,θH

(mΩρ) = αδs ∗ ρmK = ϕ(δx),
(7)

where we have used Lemma 4.8 once more. By soωF
l -density of CF in M(ωF ), ϕ = j∗γ×,θH ◦S∗

Ωρ
◦j∗θ ;

since j∗γ×,θH and S∗
Ωρ

are contractions, ‖ϕ‖ = ‖j∗θ‖ = Lθ.

(iii)⇒ (i) By Corollary 4.6, Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.10, ϕ = j∗γ×,θH◦S
∗
Ω0
◦j∗θ is a so

ωF
l −σωG con-

tinuous composition of NM-homomorphisms. By Proposition 4.4, S∗
Ω0

◦ j∗θ is a NM-homomorphism
because S∗

Ω0
◦ j∗θ (δeF ) = mΩ0 ∈ Mr(C

× × H) and ‖mΩ0‖ = 1. Since ω× ≡ 1 on Ω0, ‖mΩ0‖ω×
=

‖mΩ0‖ = 1, and therefore ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG
= ‖j∗γ×,θH (mΩ0)‖ωG

≤ 1 because j∗γ×,θH is a contraction.
By Corollary 2.6, ϕ(δeF ) = j∗γ×,θH ◦ (S∗

Ω0
◦ j∗θ )(δeF ) ∈ Mr(G) with ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ = 1, so, by a second

application of Proposition 4.4, ϕ is a NM-homomorphism.

Example 4.12. There are NM-homomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) for which ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG
6= 1.

To see this, take K to be any example of compact subgroup of G on which ωG is not identically
1. Then ι = mK ∈ Mr(G) ∩M(ωG) is an idempotent with ‖ι‖ = 1, but ‖ι‖ωG

6= 1 by Corollary
2.6. Let F be a finite group and define a homomorphism ϕ : L1(F ) = CF → M(ωG) by putting
ϕ(f) =

∑
s∈F f(s) ι. Then Γϕ = ϕ(∆F ) = {ι}, so ϕ is a NM-homomorphism, but ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG

6= 1
and (therefore) ϕ is not a NMωG

-homomorphism.

Corollary 4.13. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a mapping. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) ϕ is a NMωG
-homomorphism;

(ii) there is a closed subgroup H of G on which ωG is multiplicative, a compact normal subgroup
Ω0 of C

× × H, and a continuous homomorphism θ : F → C
× × H/Ω0 such that Lθ =

sup
x∈F

ω×/Ω0
(θ(x))/ωF (x) <∞ and ϕ = j∗γ×,θH ◦ S∗

Ω0
◦ j∗θ i.e., ϕ has the factorization from (6).

In statement (ii), ‖ϕ‖ = ‖j∗θ‖ = Lθ and we can take H = s(Γϕ), ϕ(δeF ) = ρmK and Ω0 = Ωρ
associated to Γϕ as in Lemma 3.6.
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Proof. Assume statement (i) holds. As noted in Remark 4.3.2(i), ϕ is a NM-homomorphism with
‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG

= 1, so statement (iii) of Theorem 4.11 holds, with H = s(Γϕ). By Theorem 3.7,
ωG is multiplicative on H. Conversely, assume statement (ii) holds. Then ω× is multiplicative on
C
× × H, so ω× ≡ 1 on the compact subgroup Ω0 of C× × H. By Theorem 4.11, Γϕ = ϕ(∆F )

is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). Observe that the weak∗-continuous homomorphism j∗γ×,θH maps

C(C× ×H) into the weak∗-closed subalgebra MH(ωG) = {µ ∈ M(ωG) : s(µ) ⊆ H} — see Lemma
4.8 and Remark 1.1.2 — and therefore maps M(ω×) into MH(ωG). Hence, ωG is multiplicative on
s(Γϕ) ⊆ H and by Theorem 3.7 we conclude that ϕ is a NMωG

-homomorphism.

Remark 4.14. When ωF ≡ 1 and ϕ : L1(F ) → M(ωG) is a contractive homomorphism, ϕ is a
NMωG

-homomorphism, so Corollary 4.13 extends [25, Theorem 5.11], which describes all contractive
homomorphisms ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) — the case when ωG is also trivial. Explicitly, see below.
(Note, however, that: we have made significant use herein of several arguments from [25]; and for
non-trivial weights, even NM-isomorphisms can fail to be contractive — see [10, Example 3.9].)

Corollary 4.15. Let ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) be a map. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) ϕ is a contractive homomorphism;

(ii) ϕ is a NM-homomorphism;

(iii) ϕ has the factorization described in [25, Theorem 5.11].

Proof. Only (ii) implies (iii) requires justification, for which we employ Corollary 4.13: Since
ω×(α, s) = |α| is a continuous homomorphism containing Ωρ in its kernel, ω×/Ωρ

is a continuous
homomorphism in this case. As Lθ < ∞, ω×/Ωρ

◦ θ is a bounded, and therefore trivial, homomor-
phism into (0,∞); it follows that θ maps into T × H/Ωρ, on which ω×/Ωρ

≡ 1. Thus, Corollary
4.13 yields the desired factorization (with trivial weights, γ× : T×H → T, and j∗γ×,θH = j∗θH ◦M∗

γ×
by Remark 4.7).

The following terminology is inspired by the notion of standard isomorphism in [10].

Definition 4.16. A pair (γ, θ) will be called a standard homomorphism of (F, ωF ) into (G,ωG) if

γ : F → C
× and θ : F → G

are continuous homomorphisms such that Lγ,θ < ∞; when γ maps into the positive reals, (0,∞),
we will call (γ, θ) a positive standard homomorphism.

The following result and its proof are weighted analogues of [25, Corollary 5.8] and its proof.

Corollary 4.17. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a NM-homomorphism such that ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG
= 1,

written as ϕ(δeF ) = ρmK with ωG ≡ 1 on K as in Corollary 2.6. If ρ extends to ρH ∈ Ĥ1 — e.g.,
when H is abelian — where H = s(Γϕ), then there is a standard homomorphism (γ, θK) of (F, ωF )
into (H/K,ωH/K) such that ϕ =M∗

ρH
◦ S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θK . That is, ϕ factors as

L1(ωF ) ⊆ M(ωF )
j∗γ,θK // M(ωH/K) �

� S∗
K // M(ωH)

� �
M∗

ρH // M(ωG).

Proof. By Corollary 2.6, ωK ≡ 1 on K, so ωH/K is well-defined and by Theorem 4.11 ϕ has the
factorization (6), where θ : F → C

× ×H/Ωρ. One can check that

pC× : C× ×H/Ωρ → C
× : (α, s)Ωρ 7→ αρH(s) and pK : C× ×H/Ωρ → H/K : (α, s)Ωρ 7→ sK
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are well-defined continuous homomorphisms, so γ := pC× ◦ θ and θK := pK ◦ θ are continuous
homomorphisms. If θ(x) = (α, s)Ωρ, then

|γ(x)|ωH/K(θK(x)) = |α||ρH(s)|ωH/K(sK) = |α|ω(s) = ω×/Ωρ
(θ(x))

so

‖jγ,θK‖ = Lγ,θK = sup
x∈F

|γ(x)|
ωH/K(θK(x))

ωF (x)
= sup

x∈F

ω×/Ωρ
(θ(x))

ωF (x)
= Lθ = ‖ϕ‖.

When θ(x) = (α, s)Ωρ, the calculation (7) shows that ϕ(δx) = j∗γ×,θH ◦ S∗
Ωρ

◦ j∗θ (δx) = αδs ∗ ρmK

and

M∗
ρH ◦ S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θK (δx) = =M∗
ρH ◦ S∗

K(αρH(s)δsK) = αρH(s)M
∗
ρH (δs ∗mK)

= αρH(s)ρH(s)δs ∗ (ρH |K)mK = αδs ∗ ρmK = ϕ(δx);

by soωF
l − σωG continuity of the maps involved, the proof is complete.

Corollary 4.18. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a mapping. Then:

(a) ϕ is a NM-homomorphism such that ϕ(δeF ) ≥ 0 and ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG
= 1 if and only if there is a

standard homomorphism (γ, θK) of (F, ωF ) into (H/K,ωH/K) such that ϕ = S∗
K ◦j∗γ,θK , where

H is a closed subgroup of G containing the compact normal subgroup K on which ωG ≡ 1;
moreover we can take H = s(Γϕ).

(b) ϕ is a NM-homomorphism such that ϕ(δeF ) = δeG if and only if there is a standard homo-
morphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) into (G,ωG) such that ϕ = j∗γ,θ.

Proof. For the forward implication in (a), ϕ(δeF ) = mK for some compact subgroup K of G by
Theorem 2.2, so we can take ρH ≡ 1 in Corollary 4.17. The converse direction in (a) follows from
Proposition 4.4 because S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θK (δeF ) = mK , a positive norm-one idempotent in both Mr(G)
and M(ωG) since ωG ≡ 1 on K. Part (b) follows from (a) because K = {eG} in this case.

Corollary 4.19. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a mapping. Then:

(a) ϕ is a positive homomorphism such that ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ωG
= 1 if and only if there is a positive

standard homomorphism (γ, θK) of (F, ωF ) into (H/K,ωH/K) such that ϕ = S∗
K ◦ j∗γ,θK ,

where H is a closed subgroup of G containing the compact normal subgroup K on which
ωG ≡ 1; moreover we can take H = s(Γϕ).

(b) ϕ is a positive homomorphism such that ϕ(δeF ) = δeG if and only if there is a positive standard
homomorphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) into (G,ωG) such that ϕ = j∗γ,θ.

Proof. Only the forward implication of part (a) requires explanation. As noted in Remark 4.1, ϕ is
a positive homomorphism on M(ωF ). By Proposition 3.3(iv), Corollary 4.18 provides everything
except that γ maps into the positive reals. However, if θK(x) = sK, positivity of ϕ(δx) = S∗

K ◦
jγ,θK (δx) = γ(x)δs ∗mK implies that γ(x) > 0.

The following important special case, which characterizes all positive homomorphisms ϕ :
L1(F ) → Mr(G), is new and worth explicitly recording. Bipositive isomorphisms between group
algebras were first described by Kawada in 1948 [16].
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Corollary 4.20. (a) A map ϕ : L1(ωF ) → Mr(G) is a positive homomorphism if and only if there
is a compact normal subgroup K of a closed subgroup H of G and continuous homomorphisms
γ : F → (0,∞) and θK : F → H/K such that supx∈F γ(x)/ωF (x) <∞ and ϕ = S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θK .
(b) A map ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) is a positive homomorphism if and only if there is a compact
normal subgroup K of a closed subgroup H of G and a continuous homomorphism θK : F → H/K
such that ϕ = S∗

K ◦j∗θK . Thus, bounded positive homomorphisms L1(F ) → Mr(G) are automatically
contractive.

Proof. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → Mr(G) be a positive homomorphism. By Prop. 3.3 (iv) and (iii),
Γϕ is a NM-subgroup of Mr(G) and ‖ϕ(δeF )‖ = 1. Hence, Corollary 4.19 applies with Lγ,θK =
sup
x∈F

γ(x)/ωF (x) <∞ and ϕ = S∗
K ◦j∗γ,θK . When ωF is trivial, sup

x∈F
γ(x) <∞ implies that γ ≡ 1.

4.3 Recovery of the isomorphism theorems

We now recover the main isomorphism theorems from [10, 16, 32], and improve the results from
[10] and [16] by showing that positive isomorphisms are automatically bipositive. Our proofs are
almost entirely independent of [10] and [32], however we will use the following lemma, in which
part (a) is Zadeh’s important observation [32, Lemma 2.2] and part (b) is [26, Remark 2.14], which
employed [10, Lemma 3.3]; the proofs of these lemmas can be read independently of the rest of [32]
and [10]. In the statements that follow, isomorphisms are always assumed to be surjective.

Lemma 4.21. (i) The set of extreme points of the unit ball of M(ωG) is
{

α
ωG(x) δx : α ∈ T, x ∈ G

}
.

(ii) If ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) is a Banach algebra isomorphism, then it is soωF
l − σωG continuous;

it is thus the unique soωF
l − σωG-continuous extension of ϕ|L1(F ) to M(ωF ).

For clarity, in the next lemma we use ϕ to denote the soωF
l − σωG continuous extension to

M(ωF ) of a homomorphism ϕ on L1(ωF ).

Lemma 4.22. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → L1(ωG) be a Banach algebra isomorphism. Then ϕ : M(ωF ) →
M(ωG) is a soωF

l − soωG
l continuous Banach algebra isomorphism and ϕ−1 = ϕ−1. Moreover, ϕ is

an isometry when ϕ is an isometry.

Proof. Suppose that µi → µ soωF
l and take g ∈ L1(ωG). Taking f ∈ L1(ωF ) such that ϕ(f) = g,

‖g ∗ (ϕ(µi)−ϕ(µ)‖ωG
≤ ‖ϕ‖‖f ∗ µi− f ∗µ‖ωF

→ 0, giving soωF
l − soωG

l continuity of ϕ. (Note that

only surjectivity of ϕ was required here.) Thus, ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ is soωF
l − σωF continuous on M(ωF ), and

agrees with idM(ωF ) on L1(ωF ), which is also soωF
l −σωF continuous, (e.g., by [26, Proposition 2.9]

with S(ωF−1) = C0(ωF
−1)); hence ϕ−1 ◦ ϕ = idM(ωF ), and ϕ ◦ ϕ−1 = idM(ωG). If ϕ (and ϕ−1) is

an isometry, then ϕ and ϕ−1 = ϕ−1 are both contractions by Remark 4.1, so ϕ is an isometry.

Definition 4.23. A pair (γ, θ) is called a standard isomorphism of (F, ωF ) onto (G,ωG) if γ : F →
C
× is a continuous homomorphism and θ : F → G is a topological group isomorphism such that

0 < inf
s∈F

|γ(s)|ωG(θ(s))
ωF (s)

=: lγ,θ and Lγ,θ = sup
s∈F

|γ(s)|ωG(θ(s))
ωF (s)

<∞;

when γ : F → (0,∞), we call (γ, θ) a positive standard isomorphism; when |γ| = ωF/ωG ◦ θ — in
which case lγ,θ = Lγ,θ = 1 — we call (γ, θ) a linked standard isomorphism.

Remark 4.24. What we have called a positive standard isomorphism is called a standard iso-
morphism in [10]; in the terminology of [32], θ is an isomorphism of the weighted locally compact
groups (F, ωF ) and (G,ωG) when (γ, θ) is a linked isomorphism.
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Proposition 4.25. Suppose that (γ, θ) is a standard isomorphism of (F, ωF ) onto (G,ωG), and let
β(t) := 1/γ(θ−1(t)) for t ∈ G. Then j∗γ,θ is a σωF − σωG continuous Banach algebra isomorphism

with ϕ−1 = j∗β,θ−1. Moreover, j∗γ,θ is a bipositive isomorphism when (γ, θ) is a positive standard

isomorphism and j∗γ,θ is an isometric isomorphism when (γ, θ) is a linked standard isomorphism.

Proof. Observe that Lβ,θ−1 ≤ 1/lγ,θ < ∞, so by Corollary 4.6, ϕ = j∗γ,θ and j∗β,θ−1 are NM-

homomorphisms that are weak∗-continuous because θ and θ−1 are proper maps. For s ∈ F and
t ∈ G, j∗β,θ−1 ◦ j∗γ,θ(δs) = δs and j∗γ,θ ◦ j∗β,θ−1 = δt, so ϕ

−1 = j∗β,θ−1 by Lemma 1.2. When γ maps

into (0,∞), so does β, and therefore both ϕ and ϕ−1 are positive. When (γ, θ) is a linked standard
isomorphism, Lγ,θ = lγ,θ = 1, so both ϕ and ϕ−1 are contractions, and therefore ϕ is isometric.

By Lemma 4.21 (ii), when ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) is a Banach algebra isomorphism the
soωF
l − σωG continuity requirement for ϕ to be a NM-homomorphism (Definition 4.2) is auto-

matically satisfied; this condition can thus be dropped from the definition of a “NM-isomorphism”
ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG).

Theorem 4.26. Suppose that ϕ : L1(ωF ) → L1(ωG) or ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) is a NM-
isomorphism such that ϕ−1 is also a NM-isomorphism. Then ϕ = j∗γ,θ for some standard iso-
morphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) onto (G,ωG).

Proof. By Lemma 4.22, it suffices to establish the theorem when ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG). In this case,
by Lemma 4.21 (ii) and Corollary 4.18 (b), there are standard homomorphisms (γ, θ) and (β, ψ)
of (F, ωF ) into (G,ωG) and (G,ωG) into (F, ωF ), respectively, such that ϕ = j∗γ,θ and ϕ−1 = j∗β,ψ.
Hence, for s ∈ F and t ∈ G,

δs = ϕ−1(ϕ(δs)) = γ(s)β(θ(s))δψ(θ(s)) and δt = ϕ(ϕ−1(δt)) = β(t)γ(ψ(t))δθ(ψ(t)) .

Thus, θ : F → G is a topological isomorphism with ψ = θ−1, γ(s) = 1/β(θ(s)) and β(t) =
1/γ(θ−1(t)); from this it is easy to check that lγ,θ ≥ 1/Lβ,θ−1 > 0.

We now establish Ghahramani and Zadeh’s Theorems 3.5 and 4.3 of [10], the main results on
Beurling group and measure algebras therein, with the weaker hypothesis of positivity replacing
bipositivity. (If one assumes below that ϕ is bipositive, the result follows immediately from Theorem
4.26 and Remark 4.3.2 (iii).)

Theorem 4.27. Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → L1(ωG) or ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a positive isomorphism.
Then ϕ is bipositive and ϕ = j∗γ,θ for some positive standard isomorphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) onto
(G,ωG).

Proof. By Remark 4.1, ϕ is positive on M(ωF ) when it is positive on L1(ωF ), so by Lemma 4.22
it suffices to establish the theorem when ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) is a positive isomorphism. By
Corollary 4.19 (b), there is a positive standard homomorphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) into (G,ωG) such
that ϕ = j∗γ,θ. For s ∈ F , ϕ(δs) = γ(s)δθ(s), so H = s(Γϕ) = θ(F ) and therefore ϕ maps CF
into MH(ωG), a σ

ωG-closed subalgebra of M(ωG) — see Remark 1.1.2. Since CF is soωF
l -dense in

M(ωF ) and ϕ is soωF
l −σωG continuous by Lemma 4.21 (ii), ϕ maps M(ωF ) into MH(ωG); hence,

G = H = θ(F ).
Let t ∈ G and take a net (si) in F such that θ(si) → t. Then δθ(si) → δt so

ωG
l , so by Lemma

4.21(ii), ϕ−1(δθ(si)) → ϕ−1(δt) σ
ωF . But for each i, ϕ−1(δθ(si)) = ϕ−1(1/γ(si)ϕ(δsi)) = 1/γ(si)δsi ≥

0, so ϕ−1(δt) ≥ 0 as well. Hence, Γϕ−1 = ϕ−1(∆G) ⊆ M(ωF )
+ and ϕ−1(δeG) = δeF , so by Remark

4.3.2 (iii), ϕ−1 is a NM-isomorphism. By Theorem 4.26, (γ, θ) is a standard isomorphism of (F, ωF )
onto (G,ωG), that we already know is positive. By Proposition 4.25, ϕ is bipositive.
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The following result was proved by S. Zadeh as Theorems 2.4, 2.5 and 3.4 of [32]. It should be
noted that her use of the notation j∗γ,θ is slightly different from ours. We use her Lemma 4.21 (i)
and her observation that linear isometric isomorphisms preserve extreme points of the unit ball.

Theorem 4.28. (Zadeh) Let ϕ : L1(ωF ) → L1(ωG) or ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) be an isometric
isomorphism. Then ϕ = j∗γ,θ for some linked standard isomorphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) onto (G,ωG).

Proof. By Lemma 4.22, we only need to establish the corollary when ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG)
is an isometric isomorphism. As a linear isometry, ϕ maps extreme points of the unit ball of
M(ωF ) to extreme points of the unit ball of M(ωG). Thus, by Lemma 4.21 (i), for each s ∈ F ,
ϕ(δs) = ωF (s)ϕ(1/ωF (s) δs) ∈ {αδt : α ∈ C

×, t ∈ G}, a NM-subgroup of Mr(G). Thus, the
isometric isomorphisms ϕ and ϕ−1 are NM-isomorphisms, so by Theorem 4.26, ϕ = j∗γ,θ for some
standard isomorphism (γ, θ) of (F, ωF ) into (G,ωG). Applying Lemma 4.21 (i) as before, for s ∈ F ,
there is an α ∈ T such that

1

ωF (s)
γ(s)δθ(s) = ϕ

(
1

ωF (s)
δs

)
=

α

ωG(θ(s))
δθ(s); hence |γ(s)| =

∣∣∣∣
αωF (s)

ωG(θ(s))

∣∣∣∣ =
ωF (s)

ωG(θ(s))
,

as needed.

The proofs of the above theorems for isomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → L1(ωG) were independent
of Lemma 4.21 (ii), since soωF

l − σωG continuity of the extension of ϕ from L1(ωF ) to M(ωF ) is
automatic. We now show that the converse directions of our isomorphism theorems all hold. For
bipositive isomorphisms, these are described in [10] as the“easy” directions. We first establish the
weighted analogue of [3, Corollary III.11.20].

Proposition 4.29. Let µ ∈ M(ω). Then µ ∈ L1(ω) if and only if x 7→ µ ∗ δx : G→ (M(ω), ‖ · ‖ω)
is continuous.

Proof. Suppose that x 7→ µ ∗ δx is continuous. Let (fi) be a net of positive functions in C00(G) ⊆
L1(ω) such that s(fi) → eG and

∫
fi dt = 1. Let ε > 0 and take i0 such that ‖µ ∗ δt − µ‖ω < ε for

t ∈ s(fi) and i � i0. Then, for i � i0 and ψ ∈ C00(G) with ‖ψ‖∞,ω−1 ≤ 1,

|〈µ ∗ fi − µ,ψ〉ω | =

∣∣∣∣
∫∫

fi(s
−1t) dµ(s)ψ(t) dt −

∫
ψ(s) dµ(s)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫∫

fi(t)ψ(st) dt dµ(s) −
∫∫

fi(t)ψ(s) dµ(s) dt

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫
fi(t)

(∫
ψ(st) dµ(s)−

∫
ψ(s) dµ(s)

)
dt

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫
fi(t)〈µ ∗ δt − µ,ψ〉ω dt

∣∣∣∣

≤
∫

s(fi)
fi(t)‖µ ∗ δt − µ‖ω‖ψ‖∞,ω−1 dt ≤ ε,

where we have used formula (10) in [26] and the Fubini Theorem. Hence, ‖µ ∗ fi − µ‖ω → 0; since
L1(ω) is a closed ideal in M(ω), µ ∈ L1(ω). The converse direction is [31, Lemma 3.1.5].

In both the weighted and non-weighted cases, the following proposition seems to be new.

Proposition 4.30. Let ϕ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) be a Banach algebra isomorphism. The following
statements are equivalent:
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(i) ϕ maps L1(ωF ) isomorphically onto L1(ωG);

(ii) ϕ and ϕ−1 are sol − sol continuous;

(iii) x 7→ ϕ(δx) : F → (M(ωG), so
ωG
l ) and y 7→ ϕ−1(δy) : G→ (M(ωF ), so

ωF
l ) are continuous.

Proof. By Lemmas 4.21(ii) and 4.22, (i) implies (ii) and it is clear that (iii) follows from (ii). For
(iii) implies (i), we will use Proposition 4.29 to observe that continuity of y 7→ ϕ−1(δy) : G →
(M(ωF ), so

ωF
l ) implies that ϕ(L1(ωF )) ⊆ L1(ωG): Let f ∈ L1(ωF ) and suppose that yi → y in G.

Then ‖f ∗ (ϕ−1(δyi)− ϕ−1(δy))‖ωF
→ 0, so ‖ϕ(f) ∗ (δyi − δy)‖ωG

→ 0; hence ϕ(f) ∈ L1(ωG).

Corollary 4.31. The converse directions of Theorems 4.26, 4.27 and 4.28 all hold.

Proof. Let (γ, θ) be a standard isomorphism of (F, ωF ) onto (G,ωG). The converse statements are
satisfied by the NM-isomorphism ϕ = j∗γ,θ : M(ωF ) → M(ωG) and its inverse ϕ−1 = jβ,θ−1 in the
various cases by Proposition 4.25 (with β as defined therein). If si → s in F , then θ(si) → θ(s)
in G, so δθ(si) → δθ(s) so

ωG
l ; also, γ(si) → γ(s) in C

×, so ϕ(δsi) = γ(si)δθ(si) → γ(s)δθ(s) = ϕ(δs)
soωG
l . Hence, ϕ and, similarly, ϕ−1 satisfy condition (iii) of Proposition 4.30, so ϕ maps L1(ωF )

isomorphically onto L1(ωG); when ϕ is positive or isometric, so is its restriction to L1(ωF ).

That j∗γ,θ maps L1(ωF ) onto L1(ωG) when (γ, θ) is a positive standard isomorphism is [10,
Theorem 2.2(ii)], which proved in a different way.

Remark 4.32. By Corollaries 4.15 and 4.20 (b), if ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) is a NM-homomorphism,
e.g., if ϕ is a positive homomorphism, then ϕ is automatically contractive. Thus, when ϕ : L1(F ) →
L1(G) or ϕ : Mr(F ) → Mr(G) is a NM-isomorphism such that ϕ−1 is also an NM-isomorphism,
or if ϕ is a positive (and therefore bipositive by Theorem 4.27) isomorphism, then ϕ is an isometric
isomorphism. By [10, Example 3.9], bipositive isomorphisms are not necessarily isomorphic when
using non-trivial weights.

Corollaries 4.15 and 4.18(b) also imply that if ϕ : L1(F ) → Mr(G) is a NM-homomorphism
with ϕ(δeF ) = δeG , then ϕ = j∗γ,θ where γ maps F into T. For non-trivial weights, the example
of j∗γ×,θH shows that γ does not have to map into T for such homomorphisms. For an example

of a positive isometric isomorphism j∗γ,θ : M(ωF ) → M(ωF ) such that γ does not map into T,

take F = (R,+), ωF (s) = 2s, θ : F → F : s 7→ 2s, γ(s) = ωF (s)/ωF (θ(s)) = 2−s. Then γ
maps onto (0,∞), but (γ, θ) is a positive linked standard isomorphism of (F, ωF ) onto itself, so
j∗γ,θ : M(ωF ) → M(ωF ) is a positive isometric isomorphism.

5 NM-homomorphisms CF → CG

In what follows, F and G are discrete groups. The purpose of this section is to observe that versions
of all the previous results hold for the algebraists’ group algebras CF and CG. We believe these
results are also new. To distinguish it from the pointwise-defined product, we continue to use
the convolution notation f ∗ g for the product of f and g in CG and, when relevant, we use the
‖ · ‖1-norm on these algebras. However, unless explicitly stated otherwise, we no longer assume
that linear maps on CF are bounded/continuous with respect to any norm or topology. We employ
the obvious analogues of all definitions previously discussed, dropping all boundedness/continuity
conditions (unless explicitly stated otherwise). In particular:

• a subgroup Γ of (CG, ∗) is a NM-subgroup if |f∗g| = |f |∗|g| (equivalently, ‖f∗g‖1 = ‖f‖1‖g‖1)
for every f, g ∈ Γ;
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• a homomorphism — not necessarily bounded — ϕ : CF → CG is a NM-homomorphism if
Γϕ = ϕ(F ) is a NM-subgroup of CG.

Remark 5.1. Suppose that ωF and ωG are weights on F and G. With respect to the norm ‖f‖ωG
=

‖fωG‖1, CG is a normed algebra, denoted C(G,ωG), with completion ℓ1(G,ωG) = L1(ωG) =
M(ωG) in this, the discrete case. Although we have studied NMωG

-subgroups of M(ωG) and
NMωG

-homomorphisms ϕ : L1(ωF ) → M(ωG), our primary focus has been on NM-subgroups and
NM-homomorphisms. As sets, and algebraically, CG = C(G,ωG), so ϕ : C(F, ωF ) → C(G,ωG) is a
NM-homomorphism if and only if ϕ : CF → CG is a NM-homomorphism (because we are no longer
requiring continuity of ϕ, which would change things) if and only if Γϕ is a NM-subgroup of CG.
Thus, in this section in which we are no longer interested in, or required to consider, continuity,
there is little purpose in considering non-trivial weights.

Let K be a finite subgroup of G, ρ : K → T a homomorphism. Then

mK =
1

|K|
∑

k∈K

k and ρmK =
1

|K|
∑

k∈K

ρ(k)k

are (norm-one) idempotents in CG; whenH is a subgroup of G andK⊳H,mK ∈ Z(CH), and when
it is also true that ker ρ⊳H and K/ ker ρ ≤ Z(H/ ker ρ), then ρmK ∈ Z(CH) (and conversely).

Proposition 5.2. Let Γ be a NM-subgroup of CG with identity ιΓ. Then:

(i) H = s(Γ) =
⋃
f∈Γ s(f) ≤ G, ιΓ = ρmK for some finite normal subgroup K of H and a

homomorphism ρ : K → T such that ker ρ⊳H and K/ ker ρ ≤ Z(H/ ker ρ);

(ii) ΩΓ = {(α, t) ∈ C
× ×H : αt ∗ ρmK ∈ Γ} is a subgroup of C× ×H and ΓC××H = {αt ∗ ρmK :

(α, t) ∈ C
× ×H} is a NM-subgroup of CG containing Γ;

(iii) φ0 : (α, t) 7→ αt ∗ ρmK defines a group homomorphism of ΩΓ onto Γ and of C× × H onto
ΓC××H with kernel Ωρ = {(ρ(k), k) : k ∈ K}.

If Γ is a subgroup contained in the unit ball of CG, then Γ is a NM-subgroup of CG, and C
x can

be replaced by T in the above conditions; if Γ is a positive subgroup of CG, i.e., if each f ∈ Γ is
positive, then Γ is a NM-subgroup of CG, C× can be replaced by (0,∞) in the above conditions,
and ιΓ = mK .

Though Proposition 5.2 follows from the results in Section 3, it can be proved directly without
considering the topological and measure-theoretic complications inherent in the general case.

Let γ : F → C
×, θ : F → G be homomorphisms, K a finite normal subgroup of H. The basic

homomorphisms act on group elements by

M∗
γ : CF → CG : s 7→ γ(s)s, j∗θ : CF → CG : s 7→ θ(s),

j∗γ,θ = j∗θ ◦M∗
γ : CF → CG : s 7→ γ(s)θ(s), S∗

K : C(H/K) →֒ CH : sK 7→ s ∗mK .

If we assume that a NM-homomorphism ϕ : CF → CG is continuous, then it has a unique
extension to a NM-homomorphism ϕ : ℓ1(F ) = Mr(F ) → ℓ1(G) = Mr(G). Since the basic
homomorphisms map CF into CG (etc.), the results in Section 4 immediately yield corresponding
results for bounded NM-homomorphisms ϕ : CF → CG. However, versions of all statements from
Section 4 hold without assuming ϕ : CF → CG is bounded. The proofs from Section 4 can be used
as a guide to establishing these results, however the proofs for homomorphisms ϕ : CF → CG are
usually much simpler. We conclude with a sample of some of these statements.
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Theorem 5.3. Let ϕ : CF → CG be a mapping. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) ϕ is a NM-homomorphism;

(ii) there is a subgroup H of G, a finite normal subgroup Ω0 of C× × H and a homomorphism
θ : F → C

× ×H/Ω0 such that ϕ = j∗γ×,θH ◦ S∗
Ω0

◦ j∗θ . That is, ϕ factors as

CF
j∗θ // C(C× ×H/Ω0)

� �
S∗
Ω0 // C(C× ×H)

j∗
γ×,θH // CG. (8)

In statement (ii), we can take H = s(Γϕ), ϕ(eF ) = ρmK and Ω0 = Ωρ associated to Γϕ as in
Proposition 5.2. When ‖ϕ(s)‖1 ≤ 1 for all s ∈ F — in which case ϕ is contractive and automatically
a NM-homomorphism — C

× can be replaced by T in (8).

Corollary 5.4. 1. Let ϕ : CF → CG be a NM-homomorphism with H = s(Γϕ) and ιΓϕ = ρmK , (as
in Proposition 5.2). If ρ extends to a homomorphism ρH : H → T, then there are homomorphisms
γ : F → C

× and θ : F → H/K such that ϕ =M∗
ρH ◦ S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θ, i.e., ϕ factors as

CF
j∗γ,θ // C(H/K) �

� S∗
K // CH

M∗
ρH // CH ⊆ CG. (9)

2. A mapping ϕ : CF → CG is a NM-homomorphism with ϕ(eF ) ≥ 0 if and only if there is
a subgroup H of G, a finite normal subgroup K of H, and homomorphisms γ : F → C

× and
θ : F → H/K such that ϕ = S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θ.
3. A mapping ϕ : CF → CG is a positive homomorphism if and only if there is a subgroup H of
G, a finite normal subgroup K of H, and homomorphisms γ : F → (0,∞) and θ : F → H/K such
that ϕ = S∗

K ◦ j∗γ,θ.

Algebraic versions of the isomorphism theorems from Section 4.3 can be deduced from Corollary
5.4, however these are easy to establish without any additional machinery.
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