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ON THE ORTHOGONALITY OF MEASURES OF DIFFERENT

SPECTRAL TYPE WITH RESPECT TO TWISTED EBERLEIN

CONVOLUTION

NICOLAE STRUNGARU

Abstract. In this paper we show that under suitable conditions on their

Fourier–Bohr coefficients, the twisted Eberlein convolution of a measure with

pure point diffraction spectra and a measure with continuous diffraction spec-

tra is zero. In particular, the diffraction spectrum of a linear combinations

of the two measures is simply the linear combinations of the two diffraction

spectra with absolute value square coefficients.

1. Introduction

Born from the discovery of quasicrystals [36], the field of Aperiodic Order is

focused on the study of objects which show long range order, typically in the form

of a large Bragg diffraction spectrum, but lack translational symmetry.

As introduced by Hof [20], mathematical diffraction is defined as follows. Given

an object, typically a point-set Λ denoting the positions of atoms in an idealized

solid, or more generally a translation bounded measure ω, its autocorrelation γ is

defined as the vague limit

(1.1) γ = lim
n

1

∣An∣ωn ∗ ω̃n =∶ ⁅ω,ω⁆A ,

where An is a nice (van Hove) sequence and ωn denotes the restriction of ω to

An. Here, when Λ is a pointset, we use ω = δΛ ∶= ∑x∈Λ δx in (1.1) to define its

autocorrelation. By eventually replacing An by a subsequence, the autocorrelation

can always be assumed to exist [11, 26], and is positive definite. Therefore, its

Fourier transform γ̂ exists and is a positive measure [1, 15, 32]. The measure γ̂ is

called the diffraction measure of Λ and ω, respectively. As any translation bounded

measure on the second countable locally compact Abelian group(LCAG) Ĝ, it has

a (unique) refined Lebesgue decomposition

γ̂ = (γ̂)pp + (γ̂)ac + (γ̂)sc´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
(γ̂)c

into a pure point measure (γ̂)pp, a measure (γ̂)ac which is absolutely continuous

with respect to the Haar measure θĜ and a measure (γ̂)sc which is continuous and

singular with respect to the Haar measure θĜ.
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Systems with pure point spectrum, meaning (γ̂)c = 0, are now relatively well

understood. Pure point diffraction was classified via dynamical spectra [22, 11, 17,

28], via the almost periodicity of the autocorrelation measure [21, 12, 18, 32]. More

recently, generalizing previous work in this direction [38, 37, 12, 31, 18], pure point

diffraction was shown to be equivalent to mean almost periodicity of the underlying

structure [24, 25].

The Eberlein decomposition of the autocorrelation measure plays an important

role in the study of diffraction of structures. Indeed the autocorrelation γ has an

unique decomposition γ = γs + γ0 into two Fourier transformable measures[21, 32]

such that

γ̂s = (γ̂)pp ; γ̂0 = (γ̂)c .
This decomposition allows us study the pure point and continuous diffraction spec-

trum, respectively, in the real space by studying the two components γs and γ0 of

γ. This approach proved effective in the study of the diffraction spectra of mea-

sures with Meyer set support [40, 41, 42, 43, 44] and the diffraction of compatible

random substitutions in 1 dimension [30, 13, 39]. For Meyer sets, one can further

decompose γ0 = γ0s + γ0a in such a way that the Fourier transforms of γ0s and γ0a
are (γ̂)sc and (γ̂)ac, respectively [43, 44].

For many examples of compatible random 1-dimensional Pisot substitutions, one

gets a decomposition of the generic element ω of the hull into two measures ω1 and

ω2 such that the diffraction of ω1 and ω2, respectively, are the pure point and

continuous diffraction spectrum, respectively, of ω [30, 13, 39]. A similar decom-

position hold for 1-dimensional PV substitutions [14] and for dynamical systems of

translation bounded measures [2]. It is the one of the goals of this paper to investi-

gate this type of decomposition, at the level of measures and not autocorrelations,

in more general settings.

We will approach this question from a different angle. If ω = ω1 + ω2 is such

a potential decomposition, and A is any van Hove sequence, then there exist a

subsequence A′ of A so that (see (2.4))

(1.2) γ = γ1 + γ2 + ⁅ω1, ω2⁆A′ + ̃⁅ω1, ω2⁆A′ ,

where γ, γ1, γ2 are the autocorrelations of ω,ω1, ω2,respectively, with respect to A′
and ⁅ω1, ω2⁆A′ denote the twisted Eberlein convolutions (see Def. 2.8). Therefore,

we obtain such a decomposition whenever when ω1 is pure point diffractive, ω2 has

continuous diffraction spectrum and, the following orthogonality with respect to

the twisted Eberlein decomposition holds:

(1.3) ⁅ω1, ω2⁆A′ = 0 .
Note here also that for positive measures ω1, ω2, (1.2) implies that γ = γ1 + γ2 is

equivalent to (1.3).

The main goal of the article is to prove that, under suitable conditions, if ω1

has pure point diffraction spectrum and ω2 has continuous diffraction spectrum,

then (1.3) holds. In particular, the pure point spectrum of ω = ω1 + ω2 is the

spectrum of ω1 and the continuous spectrum of ω is the spectrum of ω2. We
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prove few results in this direction. First, in Thm. 5.5 we show that if ω1 has pure

point diffraction spectrum, ω2 has continuous diffraction spectrum, and the Fourier–

Bohr coefficients of ω2 exist uniformly then (1.3) holds. Next, in Cor. 5.8 we show

that (1.3) also holds if ω1 has pure point diffraction spectrum, ω2 has continuous

diffraction spectrum, the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of ω1 exist uniformly and the

Consistent Phase Property (CPP) (see Def. 2.4) holds for ω2. We continue by

restricting our attention to the case when ω1 is Besicovitch almost periodic, and

we show in Cor. 6.2 that, if ω1 is Besicovitch almost periodic with respect to A, ω2

has continuous diffraction spectrum with respect to A and the CPP holds for ω2

then (1.3) holds. Finally, in Thm. 7.7 we show that if (X,G,m) and (Y,G,n) are
ergodic dynamical systems of translation bounded measures, one with pure point

spectrum and the other with continuous diffraction spectra, then (1.3) holds for m-

almost all ω1 and n-almost all ω2. In particular, some type of generalized Eberlein

decomposition holds for such dynamical systems of translation bounded measures

such that (1.3) holds almost surely (Thm. 7.9).

The Fourier–Bohr coefficients are a central tool we use in many proofs, and

along the way we prove various properties for the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of the

twisted Eberlein convolution, which are interesting by themselves. First, we show

in Thm. 3.5 that whenever when the twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists,

aχ(µ) exist uniformly and aAχ (ν) exist, then we have the generalized (CPP) relation

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aχ(µ)aχ(ν) .
This implies that any measure µ with uniform Fourier–Bohr coefficients satisfies

CPP, a result which was previously proven in R
d by [20] and for dynamical systems

of translation bounded measures in [23]. This result has an intriguing consequence:

in Thm. 3.7 we show that the existence of the twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅µ, ν⁆A
combined with the uniform existence aχ(µ) exist uniformly yields the following:

● For all χ with aχ(µ) = 0 we have aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = 0.● For all χ with aχ(µ) ≠ 0, the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (ν) exists and

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aχ(µ)aAχ (ν).
It is perhaps surprising that in the second situation we get the existence of aAχ (ν) for
free, which hints that there may be an even deeper connection in general between

the Fourier–Bohr coefficients and the twisted Eberlein convolution.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly review some of the

concepts needed in this paper. In Section 3 we study the connection between the

Fourier–Bohr coefficients of ⁅µ, ν⁆A and the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of µ and ν,

and discus the consequences of these results to the diffraction is Section 4. The

orthogonality relation (1.3) is studied in Section 5 and Section 6. We complete the

paper by briefly discussion a generalized Eberlein decomposition for measures.

Before starting, let us also emphasize that all results about twisted Eberlein

convolution from this paper can automatically be translated to the Eberlein con-

volution via the relations

⁅f, g⁆A = f ⊛A g̃ ; ⁅µ, ν⁆A = µ⊛A ν̃ ,
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Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7. Since obtaining the equivalent relations for the Eberlein

convolution is a trivial exercise, we leave this as an exercise for the reader.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we briefly review the background information needed in this paper.

Throughout the paper G is a second countable locally compact Abelian group

(LCAG). We denote by Ĝ the dual group of G. For a Borel set A ⊆ G we denote

the Haar measure of A by ∣A∣.
As usual, we denote by Cu(G) the space of uniformly continuous bounded func-

tions on G and by Cc(G) the subspace of Cu(G) consisting of compactly supported

continuous functions. M∞(G) denotes the space of translation bounded measures.

Since this paper is relying on [26], instead of collecting here most of the results

of this paper, we will assume that the reader is familiar with it and refer to it in the

relevant places. We will also briefly review some of the less common definitions and

properties and refer the reader to [7, 8, 24, 26] for the basic background material.

2.1. Fourier Bohr coefficients. In this section we review the basic properties of

Fourier–Bohr coefficients. For more details we refer the reader to [24].

We start with the definition.

Definition 2.1. Let f ∈ Cu(G) and µ ∈ M∞(G), let χ ∈ Ĝ and let A be van Hove

sequence. We say that the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (f) exists if the following
limit exists:

aAχ (f) ∶= lim
n

1

∣An∣ ∫An

χ(t)f(t)dt .
We further say that the Fourier–Bohr coefficient exists uniformly if the limit

lim
n

1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)f(t)dt ,
exists uniformly in x.

Same way we say that the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (µ) exists if the fol-

lowing limit exists:

aAχ (µ) ∶= lim
n

1

∣An∣ ∫An

χ(t)dµ(t) .
We further say that the Fourier–Bohr coefficient exists uniformly if the limit

lim
n

1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)dµ(t) ,
exists uniformly in x.

The next result plays a central role in the rest of the paper (compare [16, 32]).

Lemma 2.2. [24, Cor. 1.12] Let f ∈ Cu(G) and χ ∈ G. If aAχ (f) exists uniformly,

then aBχ(f) exists uniformly for all van Hove sequences B and

aBχ(f) = aAχ (f) .
�

The same result holds for measures:
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Lemma 2.3. [24, Cor. 1.12] Let µ ∈ M∞(G) and χ ∈ Ĝ. If the Fourier–Bohr

coefficient aAχ (µ) of µ ∈ M∞(G) exists uniformly with respect to the van Hove

sequence A = {An}, and B = {Bn} is another van Hove sequence, then the Fourier–

Bohr coefficient of µ exists uniformly with respect to B and

aBχ(µ) = aAχ (µ) .
�

Due to Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3, whenever when the Fourier–Bohr coefficient

f ∈ Cu(G) or µ ∈M∞(G), respectively, exists uniformly, we can simply write aχ(f)
and aχ(µ), respectively. We will do this in the remaining of the paper. Moreover,

whenever when we write aχ(f) and aχ(µ), respectively, it is understood that the

Fourier–Bohr coefficients exist uniformly.

Since we will often need to refer to the non-zero Fourier–Bohr coefficients, we

introduce the following definitions.

Definition 2.4. We say that

(a) f ∈ Cu(G) (or µ ∈ M∞(G)) has a well defined Fourier–Bohr spec-

trum with respect to A if for all χ ∈ Ĝ the Fourier–Bohr coefficient

aAχ (f) (or aAχ (µ)) exists. In this case, the Fourier–Bohr spectrum of

f (or µ) with respect to A is

FBA(f) = {χ ∈ Ĝ ∶ aAχ (f) ≠ 0} ,
FBA(µ) = {χ ∈ Ĝ ∶ aAχ (µ) ≠ 0} .

If furthermore the Fourier–Bohr coefficients exist uniformly, we say

that f or µ, respectively, has uniform Fourier–Bohr spectrum.

(b) We say that f or µ, respectively, has a null Fourier–Bohr spectrum

with respect to A if the Fourier–Bohr spectrum exists with respect to

A and is empty. If the Fourier–Bohr spectrum exists uniformly and is

empty we say that f or µ, respectively, uniformly-null Fourier–Bohr

spectrum.

(c) Let µ ∈M∞(G) and A be a van Hove sequence so that the autocorrelation

γ of µ exists with respect to A. We say that µ satisfies the Consistent

Phase Frequency (CPP) with respect to A if the Fourier–Bohr spec-

trum is well defined with respect to A and

(2.1) γ̂({χ}) = ∣aAχ (µ)∣2 ∀χ ∈ Ĝ (CPP) .

As pointed above, if f or µ have uniform Fourier–Bohr spectrum, then the

Fourier–Bohr spectrum exists for all van Hove sequences, and is independent of

the choice of the van Hove sequence. In this case we simply write FB(f) and

FB(µ), respectively, for the Fourier–Bohr spectrum.

Remark 2.5. (a) Let µ ∈ M∞(G) be a measure whose autocorrelation γ

exists with respect to A and µ satisfies the CPP. Then µ has null Fourier–

Bohr spectrum if and only if γ̂ is a continuous measure.
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(b) We will show later in Thm. 4.1 that the uniform Fourier–Bohr spec-

trum implies that CPP holds for each van Hove sequence for which the

autocorrelation exist.

Next, we study how the Fourier–Bohr coefficients behave with respect to the

basic operations on functions.

Lemma 2.6. Let f ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A a van Hove sequence. If aAχ (f) exists
(uniformly) then aAχ (f), a−Aχ (f̃), a−Aχ (f†) exist (uniformly) and

aAχ̄ (f) = aAχ (f)(2.2)

a−Aχ (f̃) = aAχ (f)
a−Aχ̄ (f†) = aAχ (f) .(2.3)

Proof. The computations are straightforward: for each x ∈ G and n we have

1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)f(t)dt = 1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)f(t)dt .
Taking the limit we get (2.2).

Next,

1

∣An∣ ∫x−An

χ(t)f †(t)dt = 1

∣An∣ ∫x−An

χ(−t)f(−t)dt = 1

∣An∣ ∫−x+An

χ(s)f(s)ds
Taking the limit we get (2.3).

Finally,

a−Aχ (f̃) = a−Aχ (f †) = a−Aχ̄ (f †) = aAχ (f) ,
with all limits existing (uniformly) by the above.

�

Since, µ̃ ∗ϕ = µ̃ ∗ ϕ̃, we can use [24, Cor. 1.11] to transfer these relations to

measures.

Corollary 2.7. Let µ ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A a van Hove sequence. If aAχ (µ) exists
(uniformly) then aAχ (µ), a−Aχ (µ̃), a−Aχ (µ†) exist (uniformly) and

aAχ̄ (µ) = aAχ (µ)
a−Aχ (µ̃) = aAχ (µ)
a−Aχ̄ (µ†) = aAχ (µ) .

�

Let us note here in passing that, when aχ(µ) exists uniformly, we have

aχ̄(µ) = aχ(µ) ; aχ(µ̃) = aχ(µ) ; aχ̄(µ†) = aχ(µ) .
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2.2. Twisted Eberlein convolution of measures. Here we briefly review the

basic properties of Eberlein convolution of measures from [26].

Definition 2.8. We say that f, g ∶ G → C have a well defined twisted Eberlein

convolution with respect to A if for all t ∈ G the function s → f(s)g(s − t) is

locally integrable and the following limit exists

⁅f, g⁆A(t) ∶= limn
1

∣An∣ ∫An

f(s)g(s − t)ds .
We say that µ, ν ∈ M∞(G) have a well defined Eberlein convolution with

respect to A if the following vague limit exists

⁅µ, ν⁆A = limn
1

∣An∣µ∣An
∗ ν̃∣An

.

Note here that, given µ ∈ M∞(G) and a van Hove sequence A, the autocorrela-

tion γ of µ exists with respect to A if and only if ⁅µ,µ⁆A exists. In this situation

we have γ = ⁅µ,µ⁆A.

Remark 2.9. One of the primary goals of the paper is to look at the autocorrelation

of a measure µ of the form ω = aµ + bν for some µ, ν ∈M∞(G) and a, b ∈ C.
By [26, Thm. 4.14], there exists some subsequence A′ of A such that all the

convolutions below are well defined and

γω = ⁅ (aµ + bν) , (aµ + bν) ⁆A
= ∣a∣2⁅µ,µ⁆A′ + ∣b∣2⁅µ, ν⁆A′ + ab̄⁅µ, ν⁆A′ + bā⁅ν,µ⁆A′
= ∣a∣2γµ + ∣b∣2γν + ab̄⁅µ, ν⁆A′ + bā ̃⁅µ, ν⁆A′ ,(2.4)

where γµ, γν are the autocorrelations of µ and ν, respectively, with respect to A′.
Moreover, (2.4) holds for all van Hove subsequences A′ of A for which all Eberlein

convolutions are well defined.

We will show that under certain conditions we have ⁅µ, ν⁆A′ = 0, leading to

γω = ∣a∣2γµ + ∣b∣2γν .
Let us emphasize here that computations of this type are essential to the study of

substitution tilings via renormalisation equations (see for example [5, 29, 10, 4, 6,

9, 14, 3] just to name a few), as well as in the study of random substitutions (see

for example [30, 13, 35, 39]).

The following result allows us switch back and forth between the Eberlein con-

volution of measures and functions.

Lemma 2.10. Let µ, ν ∈ M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence. Then, the following

are equivalent:

(i) The twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists.

(ii) For all ϕ,ψ ∈ Cc(G) the following limit exists

MA((µ ∗ ϕ) (ν ∗ ψ)) ∶= lim
n

1

∣An∣ ∫An

(µ ∗ϕ(t)) (ν ∗ ψ(t))dt .
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(iii) For all ϕ,ψ ∈ Cc(G) the twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅(ϕ∗µ), (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A
exists.

Moreover, in this case, for all ϕ,ψ ∈ Cc(G) we have

MA(µ ∗ ϕ ⋅ ν ∗ψ) = (⁅µ, ν⁆A ∗ϕ ∗ ψ̃)(0) = ⁅(ϕ ∗ µ) (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A(0) and

⁅µ, ν⁆A ∗ ϕ ∗ ψ̃ = ⁅(ϕ ∗ µ), (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A .
Proof. (i) ⇔ (ii) and the equality

M(µ ∗ϕ ⋅ ν ∗ψ) = (⁅µ, ν⁆A ∗ ϕ ∗ ψ̃)(0) ,
follow from [24, Prop. 1.4] .

(i) ⇒ (ii) is a standard van Hove computation.

(iii) ⇒ (i) and the equality

MA(µ ∗ϕ ⋅ ν ∗ ψ) = ⁅(ϕ ∗ µ), (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A(0)
follow immediately from the observation that for all ϕ,ψ ∈ Cc(G) and t ∈ G we have

1

∣An∣ ∫An

(ϕ ∗ µ)(s)(̃ψ ∗ ν)(t − s)ds = 1

∣An∣ ∫An

(ϕ ∗ µ)(s)(ψ ∗ ν)(s − t)ds
= 1

∣An∣ ∫An

(ϕ ∗ µ)(s)τt (ψ ∗ ν)(s)ds = 1

∣An∣ ∫An

(ϕ ∗ µ)(s)(τtψ) ∗ ν(s)ds .
Finally,

⁅(ϕ ∗ µ), (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A(t) = ⁅τ−t(ϕ ∗ µ), (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A(0)
= ⁅(ϕ ∗ (τ−tµ)), (ψ ∗ ν) ⁆A(0) = ⁅τ−tµ, ν⁆A ∗ϕ ∗ ψ̃(0)
= (τ−t⁅µ, ν⁆A) ∗ϕ ∗ ψ̃(0) = ⁅µ, ν⁆A ∗ ϕ ∗ ψ̃(t) .

�

3. Fourier–Bohr coefficients of Eberlein convolution

We start by covering the following result which relates the Fourier–Bohr coeffi-

cient of ⁅f, g⁆A to the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of f, g. Particular versions of this

result can be found in [16, 21, 32, 27, 24], and Prop. 3.1 below generalizes all these

results.

Before starting let us emphasize that, for f, g ∈ Cu(G) for which ⁅f, g⁆A exist, the

uniform existence of aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) follows from [26, Cor. 5.4] and [32, Prop. 4.5.9].

In Prop 3.1 below, under the extra assumptions (b,c), we can show directly via

a simple standard computation the uniform existence of aχ(⁅f, g⁆A). Since this

proof is more elementary, and since [32, Prop. 4.5.9] relies on very technical results,

spanning much of [32], in Prop. 3.1 we will show directly the uniform existence of

the Fourier–Bohr coefficients, without relying on [32].

Proposition 3.1. Let f, g ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such that

(a) The twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅f, g⁆A exists.

(b) The Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (f) exists.
(c) The Fourier–Bohr coefficient aχ(g) exists uniformly.
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Then, the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (⁅f, g⁆A) exists uniformly and satisfies

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = aAχ (f)aχ(g) .
Proof. Let ǫ > 0. Then, by (b) and (c) there exists an Nǫ so that, for all n,m > Nǫ

and all x ∈ G we have

∣ 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(t)f(t)− aAχ (f)∣ < ε

4∥g∥∞ + 1
∣ 1

∣An∣ ∫x−An

χ(t)g(t) − aχ(g)∣ < ε

4∥f∥∞ + 1 .
In particular, for all m,n > Nǫ we have for all x ∈ G
∣ 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)χ(s)f(s)duds − aAχ (f)aχ(g)∣
≤ ∣ 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)χ(s)f(s)duds − 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)aAχ (g)ds∣
+ ∣ 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)aχ(g)ds − aAχ (f)aχ(g)∣
≤ ∣ 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

( 1

∣An∣ ∫s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)du − aχ(g))χ(s)f(s)ds∣
+ ∣aχ(g)∣ ∣ 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)ds − aAχ (f)∣
≤ 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∣f(s)∣ ∣ 1

∣An∣∫s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)du − aχ(g)∣ds
+ ∣aχ(g)∣ ∣ 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)ds − aAχ (f)∣
≤ ε

4∥f∥∞ (
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∣f(u)∣du) + ε

4∥g∥∞ ∣aχ(g)∣
≤ ε

4∥f∥∞ + 1∥f∥∞ +
ε

4∥g∥∞ + 1∥g∥∞ <
ε

2
.

Thus, for all m,n > Nǫ and x ∈ G we have

(3.1) ∣ 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)χ(s)f(s)duds − aAχ (f)aχ(g)∣ < ǫ2 .
Next, let n > Nǫ and x ∈ G be fixed but arbitrary.

Recall that for all t ∈ G we have

⁅f, g⁆A(t) = limm
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

f(s)g(s − t)ds .
Define

hm(t) ∶= ( 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

f(s)g(s − t)ds)χ(t)1x+An
(t) .
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Then, hm(t) converges pointwise to (⁅f, g⁆A(t))χ(t)1x+An
(t) and is bounded by

∥f∥∞∥g∥∞1x+An
∈ L1(G). Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem [33,

34] we have

lim
m

1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

hm(t)dt = 1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)⁅f, g⁆A(t)dt .
Therefore, there exists some M(n,x, ǫ) such that, for all m >M(n,x, ǫ) we have

(3.2) ∣ 1

∣An∣ ∫G hm(t)dt −
1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)⁅f, g⁆A(t)dt∣ < ǫ2 .
Note here that for all m we have

1

∣An∣ ∫G hm(t)dt =
1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t) 1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

f(s)g(s − t)dsdt
= 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫x+An

∫
Am

χ(s)f(s)χ(s − t)g(s − t)dsdt
Fubini======= 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∫
x+An

χ(s)f(s)χ(s − t)g(s − t)dtds
= 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)(∫
x+An

χ(s − t)g(s − t)dt)ds
u=s−t===== 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)(∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)du)ds .
Therefore,for all m >M(n,x, ǫ) we have by (3.2)

(3.3)

∣ 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)(∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)du)ds − 1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)⁅f, g⁆A(t)dt∣ < ǫ2 .
Now, pick one m >max{M(n,x, ǫ),Nǫ}. By Combining (3.1) and (3.3) we get that

for this n,m,x we have

∣ 1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)⁅f, g⁆A(t)dt − aAχ (f)aχ(g)∣
≤ ∣ 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)χ(s)f(s)duds − aAχ (f)aχ(g)∣
+ ∣ 1

∣An∣
1

∣Am∣ ∫Am

χ(s)f(s)(∫
s−x−An

χ(u)g(u)du)ds − 1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)⁅f, g⁆A(t)dt∣
≤ ǫ
2
+ ǫ
2
= ǫ .

Therefore, for all n >Nǫ and all x ∈ G we have

∣ 1

∣An∣ ∫x+An

χ(t)⁅f, g⁆A(t)dt − aAχ (f)aχ(g)∣ < ǫ ,
which proves the claim. �

Using the ∼-symmetry relation ⁅g, f ⁆A = ⁅̃f, g⁆A, and Lemma 2.6 one immediately

gets the symmetric result:
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Corollary 3.2. Let f, g ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such that

⁅f, g⁆A exists, aχ(f) exists uniformly and aAχ (g) exists. Then

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = aχ(f)aAχ (g) .
As an interesting, and somewhat surprising consequence we get that, if aχ(g)

exist uniformly and is non-zero, the existence of ⁅f, g⁆A implies the existence of the

Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (f).
Theorem 3.3. Let f, g ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such that the

twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅f, g⁆A exists and the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aχ(g)
exists uniformly. Then, aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) exist uniformly and

(a) If aχ(g) = 0 then

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = 0 .
(b) If aχ(g) ≠ 0 then the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (f) exists and

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = aAχ (f)aχ(g) .
Proof. The uniform existence of aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) follows from [26, Cor. 5.4] and [32,

Prop. 4.5.9].

(a) Consider the sequence

an = 1

∣An∣ ∫An

χ(t)f(t)dt .
Since f ∈ Cu(G), an is bounded in C, and hence has a convergent subsequence akn

.

Let Bn ∶= Akn
and set B = {Bn}n.

Since B is a subsequence of A, and the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aBχ(f) exists, by
Proposition 3.1 we get

aχ(aχ(⁅f, g⁆A)) = aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = aBχ(f)aχ(g) = 0 .
(b) Consider again the sequence

an = 1

∣An∣ ∫An

χ(t)f(t)dt .
We want to show that an converges to a ∶= aχ(⁅f,g⁆A)

aχ(g)
.

Since f ∈ Cu(G), an is bounded in C, and therefore it is a subset of a compact

metric set. Therefore, to prove that an converges to a it suffices to show that any

convergent subsequence of an converges to a.

Now, we repeat the argument in (a). Let akn
be a subsequence of an which

converges to some a′. Let Bn ∶= Akn
and set B = {Bn}n. Then, the Fourier–Bohr

coefficient aBχ(f) exists and aBχ(f) = a′. Again by Proposition 3.1 we get

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = aBχ(f)aχ(g) = a′ ⋅ aχ(g) .
Since aχ(g) ≠ 0, we get a′ = a, which proves the claim. �

By using again the ∼-symmetry of the twisted Eberlein convolution, we get the

following twin result:
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Corollary 3.4. Let f, g ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such

that ⁅f, g⁆A exists and the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aχ(f) exists uniformly. Then,

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) exist uniformly and

(a) If aχ(f) = 0 then

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = 0 .
(b) If aχ(f) ≠ 0 then the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (g) exists and

aχ(⁅f, g⁆A) = aχ(f)aAχ (g) .
�

Via the standard trick of convolutions with functions ϕ,ψ ∈ Cc(G), the above

results extend trivially to measures. We start by translating Prop. 3.1 to measures:

Theorem 3.5. Let µ, ν ∈M∞(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such that

(a) The twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists.

(b) The Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (µ) exists.
(c) The Fourier–Bohr coefficient aχ(ν) exists uniformly.

Then, the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (⁅µ, ν⁆A) exists uniformly and satisfies

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aAχ (µ)aχ(ν) .
Proof. Pick some ϕ ∈ Cc(G) such that ϕ̂(χ) ≠ 0, which exists by [15, 32].

By Lemma 2.10, ⁅(ϕ ∗ µ), (ϕ ∗ ν) ⁆A exists and

⁅(ϕ ∗ µ), (ϕ ∗ ν) ⁆A = ⁅µ, ν⁆A ∗ ϕ ∗ ϕ̃ .
The claim follows now from [24, Cor. 1.1] and Prop 3.1.

�

Once again, via ∼-symmetry we get:

Corollary 3.6. Let µ, ν ∈ Cu(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such that

⁅µ, ν⁆A exists, aχ(µ) exists uniformly and aAχ (ν) exists. Then

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aχ(µ)aAχ (ν) .
Next, we extend Thm. 3.3.

Theorem 3.7. Let µ, ν ∈ M∞(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such

that ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists and the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aχ(ν) exists uniformly. Then,

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) exist uniformly and

(a) If aχ(ν) = 0 then

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = 0 .
(b) If aχ(ν) ≠ 0 then the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (µ) exists and

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aAχ (µ)aχ(ν) .
�
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Corollary 3.8. Let µ, ν ∈ M∞(G), χ ∈ Ĝ and A be a van Hove sequence such

that ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists and the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aχ(µ) exists uniformly. Then,

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) exist uniformly and

(a) If aχ(µ) = 0 then

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = 0 .
(b) If aχ(µ) ≠ 0 then the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (ν) exists and

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aAχ (µ)aχ(ν) .
�

4. The diffraction measure

Here we list some consequences of the Fourier–Bohr results to the diffraction. We

start by showing that the uniform existence of the Fourier–Bohr coefficient implies

that the intensity of the Bragg peak at that point is the square of the absolute

value of the Fourier–Bohr coefficient. For G = Rd this result is well known, see [19].

For uniquely ergodic dynamical systems the result also follows from [23, Thm. 5].

Theorem 4.1. Let µ ∈M∞(G) let A be a van Hove sequence, and let γ be the au-

tocorrelation of µ with respect to A. If for some χ ∈ Ĝ the Fourier–Bohr coefficient

aχ(µ) exists uniformly, then we get

γ̂({χ}) = ∣aχ(µ)∣2 .
In particular, if µ has uniform Fourier–Bohr spectrum, then µ satisfies CPP

(2.1). �

It follows from Thm. 4.1 that, for measures with uniform Fourier–Bohr spectrum,

null Fourier–Bohr spectrum is equivalent to continuous diffraction spectrum.

Corollary 4.2. Let µ ∈ M∞(G) be a measure with uniform Fourier–Bohr spec-

trum. Then, the following are equivalent.

(i) The measure µ has null Fourier–Bohr spectrum with respect one van

Hove sequence A.
(ii) The measure µ has null Fourier–Bohr spectrum with respect all van Hove

sequences.

(iii) There exists an autocorrelation γ of µ such that γ̂pp = 0.
(iv) For every autocorrelation γ of µ we have γ̂pp = 0.

�

Let us also note in passing that if the Fourier–Bohr spectrum exists uniformly,

then the Bragg diffraction spectrum is independent of the choice of the van Hove

sequence.

Corollary 4.3. Let µ ∈ M∞(G) be a measure with uniform Fourier–Bohr spec-

trum. Let γ1, γ2 be autocorrelations of µ with respect to the van Hove sequences A
and B, respectively. Then

(γ̂1)pp = (γ̂2)pp .
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Moreover, if γ is the autocorrelation of µ with respect to some van Hove sequence

A, the Bragg diffraction spectrum BA(µ) does not depend on A and satisfies

FB(µ) = BA(µ) ∶= {χ ∈ Ĝ ∶ γ̂({χ}) ≠ 0} .
�

The following example shows that in this situation, the continuous diffraction

spectrum can depend on the van Hove sequence, even if the Fourier–Bohr spectrum

exists uniformly.

Example 4.4. Consider the Thue-Morse measure ω [7, Sect.4.6]. Define

µ = δZ + ω∣[0,∞) ,
that is µ = ∑n∈Z c(n)δn where

c(n) = { 1 if n ∈ Z and n < 0
1 + ω({n}) if n ∈ Z and n ≥ 0

Now, the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of ω exist uniformly. Moreover, since ω has

(singular) continuous diffraction spectrum [7, Thm. 10.1], all the Fourier–Bohr

coefficients of ω are zero.

It follows immediately that the Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(µ) exist uniformly

and

aχ(µ) = { 1 if χ ∈ Z
0 otherwise .

In particular, if the autocorrelation γA of µ exists with respect to some van Hove

sequence A then

(γA⋀)pp = δZ .
Now, consider the van Hove sequences Bn = [−n,n2] and Cn = [−n2, n]. Then, an

easy computation shows that the autocorrelations γB and γC of µ exist with respect

to these sequences and

γB = δZ + γTM

γC = δZ ,
where γTM is the measure from [7, Thm. 10.1].

In particular, we have

(γB
⋀)c = γ̂TM ≠ 0
(γC
⋀)c = 0 .

5. Orthogonality with respect to twisted Eberlein convolution

In this section we establish the first orthogonality with respect to the twisted

Eberlein convolution. The key for this result will be Prop. 5.1 and Prop. 5.3 below.

Proposition 5.1. Let µ, ν ∈ M∞ and A a van Hove sequence so that

● ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists.
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● The Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(µ) exist uniformly for all χ ∈ Ĝ and

satisfy

aχ(µ) = 0 ∀χ ∈ Ĝ .
Then, ⁅µ, ν⁆A
⋀

is a continuous measure.

Proof. By Thm. 3.7, aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) exist and

aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = 0 ∀χ ∈ Ĝ .
Then, ⁅µ, ν⁆A is Fourier transformable by [26, Cor. 5.2]. Therefore, by [32, Thm. 4.10.14]

we have

⁅µ, ν⁆A
⋀

({χ}) = aχ(⁅µ, ν⁆A) = 0 ∀χ ∈ Ĝ .
�

As an immediate consequence we get the following result.

Corollary 5.2. Let µ ∈M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence so that

● The autocorrelation γ of µ exists and γ̂ is continuous.

● The Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(µ) exist uniformly for all χ ∈ Ĝ.
Let ν ∈M∞(G) be any measure and A′ be any subsequence of A such that ⁅µ, ν⁆A′

exists. Then ⁅µ, ν⁆A′
⋀

is a continuous measure.

Proof. By Cor. 4.2 µ has null Fourier–Bohr spectrum. The claim follows from

Prop. 5.1. �

Using the ∼-symmetry and Cor. 2.7 we also get the following twin result.

Proposition 5.3. Let µ, ν ∈M∞ and A a van Hove sequence so that

● ⁅µ, ν⁆A exists.

● The Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(ν) exist uniformly for all χ ∈ Ĝ and

satisfy

aχ(ν) = 0 ∀χ ∈ Ĝ .
Then, ⁅µ, ν⁆A
⋀

is a continuous measure. �

The equivalent results for functions are true and can be proven exactly the same

way. We list them here.

Lemma 5.4. Let f, g ∈ Cu(G) and A be so that ⁅f, g⁆A exists.

(a) If f has uniform null Fourier–Bohr spectrum, then ⁅f, g⁆A has uniform

null Fourier–Bohr spectrum.

(b) If f has uniform null Fourier–Bohr spectrum, then ⁅f, g⁆A has uniform

null Fourier–Bohr spectrum.

�

We can now prove the following result, which is one of the main results in the

paper.

Theorem 5.5. Let µ, ν ∈ M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence with the following

properties:
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● The autocorrelation γµ of µ exists with respect to A and γµ
⋀

is pure point.

● The autocorrelation γν of ν exists with respect to A and γν
⋀

is continuous.

● The Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(ν) exist uniformly for all χ ∈ Ĝ.

Then,

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅ν,µ⁆A = 0 .
In particular, for all a, b ∈ C the autocorrelation γω of ω = aµ+bν exists with respect

to A and

(γω
⋀)

pp
= ∣a∣2γµ⋀

(γω
⋀)

c
= ∣b∣2γν⋀.

Proof. By [26, Cor. 4.7 and Lemma 4.13] to show that ⁅µ, ν⁆A = 0, it suffices to

show that for all subsequences B of A for which ⁅µ, ν⁆B exists, it is zero.

Let B be any subsequence of A such that ⁅µ, ν⁆B exists. Since the Fourier–Bohr

coefficients aχ(ν) exist uniformly and γν
⋀

is continuous, ν has null Fourier–Bohr

spectrum by Cor. 4.2 . Therefore, by Prop. 5.1 we have ⁅µ, ν⁆B ∈WAP0(G).
Moreover, by [24, Thm. 2.13], since γµ

⋀
is pure point, we have µ ∈MAPA(G),

and hence ⁅µ, ν⁆B ∈ SAP(G) by[26, Thm 4.20]. Therefore, by [32, Thm. 4.10.10] we

have

⁅µ, ν⁆B ∈ SAP(G) ∩WAP0(G) = {0} .
The last claim follows from (2.4). �

Similarly we get the following result. Note here that since the (CPP) may not

hold for ν, we cannot relate the null Fourier–Bohr spectrum of ν with its diffraction

spectra.

Since the proof is almost identical to the one of Thm. 5.5, we skip it.

Proposition 5.6. Let µ, ν ∈M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence with the following

properties:

● The autocorrelation γµ of µ exists with respect to A and γµ
⋀

is pure point.

● The Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(µ) exist uniformly for all χ ∈ Ĝ.
● For all χ ∈ FB(µ) the Fourier–Bohr coefficient aAχ (ν) exists and a

A
χ (ν) =

0.

Then, the following twisted Eberlein convolutions exist and

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅ν,µ⁆A = 0 .
�

Note in here that Prop. 5.6 only requires the existence of the Fourier–Bohr

coefficients of ν only for χ ∈ FB(µ). In particular, if the Fourier–Bohr spectrum of

ν exists, we get:

Corollary 5.7. Let µ, ν ∈M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence with the following

properties:

● The autocorrelation γµ of µ exists with respect to A and γµ
⋀

is pure point.

● The measure µ has uniform Fourier–Bohr spectrum.
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● ν has null Fourier–Bohr spectrum with respect to A.

Then, the following twisted Eberlein convolutions exist and

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅ν,µ⁆A = 0 .
�

Let ν be a measure whose autocorrelation and Fourier–Bohr spectrum exist with

respect to A and such that CPP hold. Then ν has null Fourier–Bohr spectrum if

and only if the diffraction spectrum is continuous. Therefore, we have:

Corollary 5.8. Let µ, ν ∈M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence with the following

properties:

● The autocorrelation γµ of µ exists with respect to A and γ̂µ is pure point.

● The autocorrelation γν of ν exists with respect to A and γ̂ν is continuous.

● The Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(µ) exist uniformly for all χ ∈ Ĝ.
● ν satisfies the CPP.

Then, the following Eberlein convolutions exist and

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅ν,µ⁆A = 0 .
�

Let us complete the section by showing that any measure µ which satisfies the

conditions of Prop. 5.6 is Besicovitch almost periodic.

Lemma 5.9. Let µ be a measure so that autocorrelation γµ of µ exists with respect

to A and γµ
⋀

is pure point. If the Fourier–Bohr coefficients aχ(µ) exist uniformly

for all χ ∈ Ĝ, then µ ∈ BapA(G).
Proof. By Thm. 4.1 the (CPP) holds. Then, µ ∈ BapA(G) by [24, Thm.3.36]. �

6. Orthogonality to Besicovitch almost periodic measures

In this section, by using some recent results from [24], we can give some results

similar to the ones in Section 5. Our proofs rely on the following result.

Theorem 6.1. [26, Prop. 3.26] Let A be a van Hove sequence.

(a) Let f, g ∈ Cu(G) be so that g ∈ BapA(G). If aAχ (f) exist for all χ and

⁅f, g⁆A exist then ⁅f, g⁆A ∈ SAP (G) and
aAχ (⁅f, g⁆A) = aAχ (f)aAχ (g) ∀χ ∈ Ĝ .

(b) Let µ, ν ∈M∞(G) be so that µ ∈ BapA(G). If aAχ (µ) exist for all χ and

⁅µ, ν⁆A exist then ⁅µ, ν⁆A ∈ SAP(G) and
aAχ (⁅µ, ν⁆A) = aAχ (µ)aAχ (ν) ∀χ ∈ Ĝ .

�

As consequences we get (compare [14, Thm. 4.5]).
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Corollary 6.2. Let A be a van Hove sequence in G and µ ∈ BapA(G) ∩M∞(G)
and let ν be any measure such that for all χ ∈ FBA(µ) the Fourier Bohr coefficient

aAχ (ν) exists and a
A
χ (ν) = 0. Then, the following twisted Eberlein convolutions exist

and

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅ν,µ⁆A = 0 .
In particular, (1.3) holds.

Note that Cor. 6.2 together with Lemma 5.9 can be used to give an alternate

proof to Cor 5.8.

7. The generalized Eberlein decomposition

Here we discuss the existence of the so called generalized Eberlein decomposition,

the known progress in this direction as well as the importance of any such result

for diffraction theory. We start with the following definition.

Definition 7.1. Let ω ∈ M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence. We say that ω

admits a generalized Eberlein decomposition with respect to A if there exist

some measures ωs, ω0 ∈M∞(G) such that

ω = ωs + ω0 .

(a) We have ωs ∈ BapA(G).
(b) The twisted Eberlein convolution ⁅ωs, ω0⁆A exists and ⁅ωs, ω0⁆A = 0.
(c) The autocorrelation Ψ of ω0 exists with respect to A and Ψ̂ is purely

continuous measure.

If the measures ωs, ω0 can be further chosen to have uniform Fourier–Bohr spec-

trum, then we say that ω admits a uniform generalized Eberlein decomposi-

tion with respect to A.

Remark 7.2. (a) If ω admits a uniform generalized Eberlein decomposition

with respect to A, then the Fourier–Bohr coefficients aAχ (ω), a
A
χ (ωs), aAχ (ω0)

exist uniformly. In particular, ω,ωs, ω0 satisfy the (CPP) and, for all

χ ∈ Ĝ we have

aχ(ω) = aχ(ωs) ; aχ(ω0) = 0 .
(b) If ω admits a uniform generalized Eberlein decomposition with respect to

A, one can further ask if there exists a generalized Eberlein decomposition

such that ωs ∈ Wap(G). By [24, Thm. 4.15], this is equivalent to the

decomposition ω = ωs + ω0 being a generalized Eberlein decomposition

with respect to all van Hove sequences.

Let us start by looking at a situation where the uniform generalized Eberlein

decomposition exists (see [14] for definitions and notations):

Theorem 7.3. [14, Thm. 5.1] Let Λ = 9⋃1⩽i⩽N Λi be a typed point set generated from

of a primitive PV inflation rule in one dimension that is aperiodic and has a PV

unit as inflation factor, and consider the corresponding natural CPS (R,Rm,L)
that emerges via the classic Minkowski embedding of the module spanned by the
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points. Let Wi be the attractors of the induced, contractive iterated function system

for the windows in internal space, and set

αi ∶= dens(Λi)
dens(L)vol(Wi)

, (δΛi
)s ∶= αi δ⋏(Wi) , and (δΛi

)0 ∶= δΛi
− (δΛi

)s .

Then,

δΛi
= (δΛi

)s + (δΛi
)0

is an uniform generalized Eberlein decomposition with respect to any symmetric van

Hove sequence. Moreover, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N we have

⁅ (δΛi
)s , (δΛj

)
0
⁆A = 0 .

�

Let us next state various consequences of the existence of the (uniform) gener-

alized Eberlein decomposition.

Lemma 7.4. Let ω ∈ M∞(G) and A a van Hove sequence be so that ω admits a

generalized Eberlein decomposition with respect to A. Then,

(a) The autocorrelations η,Ψ of ωs, ω0 exist with respect to A.

(b) η = γs ; Ψ = γ0 .

(c) η̂ = (γ̂)
pp

; Ψ̂ = (γ̂)
c
.

Proof. (a) Since ωs ∈ BapA(G), its autocorrelation η exists with respect to A and

η ∈ SAP(G) [24, Thm. 3.36].

(b),(c) follow from [32, Thm. 4.10.10 and Thm. 4.10.12].

�

Next, we give an equivalent definition for the uniform generalized Eberlein de-

composition, which is an immediate consequence of Thm. 4.1.

Proposition 7.5. Let ω,µ, ν ∈M∞(G) be so that the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of

ω exist uniformly. Then

ωs = µ ; ω0 = ν

is a uniform generalized Eberlein decomposition with respect to A if and only if

(a) µ ∈ BapA(G).
(b) The autocorrelation Ψ of ω0 exists with respect to A.

(c) The Fourier–Bohr spectrum of ν is uniformly null.

�

Remark 7.6. Prop. 7.5 suggests that one may also ask for the existence of a ”weak”

generalized Eberlein decomposition

ω = ωs + ω0

such that

● ωs ∈ BapA(G).
● ω0 has null Fourier–Bohr spectrum with respect to A.
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Note that this implies the orthogonality condition

⁅ωs, ω0⁆A = 0

together with

γω = γωs
+ γω0

; γω
⋀
= γωs

⋀+ γω0

⋀
.

While γωs

⋀
is a pure point measure, there is no guarantee that γω0

⋀
is continuous,

making this type of decomposition less interesting for the study of diffraction spectra.

In fact, if γω0

⋀
is a continuous measure, then CPP holds and the above decomposition

is a generalized Eberlein decomposition, which emphasizes that there is no need to

introduce this new concept if one is only interested in the diffraction spectra. For

this reason, we do not look at this situation here.

7.1. Dynamical systems of translation bounded measures. Let us start by

stating the following consequence of our results to dynamical systems of translation

bounded measures (see [11] for definition).

Theorem 7.7. Let (X,G,m) and (Y,G,n) be two ergodic dynamical systems of

translation bounded measures, and let γ and η be the autocorrelations of (X,m)
and (Y, n), respectively. Let A be any van Hove sequence along which the ergodic

theorem holds. If γ̂ is a pure point measure and η̂ is a continuous measure, then,

there exists sets X ⊆ X, Y ⊆ Y with the following properties:

(a) The sets X,Y satisfy m(X) = n(Y ) = 1.
(b) For all µ ∈ X the autocorrelation of µ with respect to A is γ.

(c) For all ν ∈ Y the autocorrelation of ν with respect to A is η.

(d) For all χ ∈ B ∶= {ψ ∈ Ĝ ∶ γ̂({χ}) ≠ 0} and all ν ∈ Y , the Fourier–Bohr

coefficient aAχ (ν) exists and

aAχ (ν) = 0 .

(e) X ⊆ BapA(G).
(f) For every µ ∈ X and ν ∈ Y the following twisted Eberlein convolutions

exist and

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅ν,µ⁆A = 0 .

(g) For all µ ∈ X,ν ∈ Y and a, b ∈ C the autocorrelation γω of ω = aµ + bν
exists with respect to A and

(γ̂ω)pp = ∣a∣
2γ̂

(γ̂ω)c = ∣b∣
2η̂ .

Proof. By [11, Thm. 5], there exists sets X1 ⊆ X, Y1 ⊆ Y of full measure such that,

for all µ ∈ X1, the autocorrelation of µ with respect to A is γ and for all ν ∈ Y1,

the autocorrelation of ν with respect to A is η. Next, since (X,m,G) has pure

point diffraction spectrum, the set X2 = X∩BapA(G) has full measure in X by [24,

Cor. 6.11] or [25, Thm. 3.7]. Therefore

X ∶=X1 ∩X2 =X1 ∩ BapA(G)

has full measure in X.
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Now, for each χ ∈ Ĝ, by [23, Thm. 5] there exists a set Yχ ∈ Y of full measure

such that aAχ (ν) = 0 for all ν ∈ Yχ. We would like to chose Y2 ∶= ∩χ∈ĜYχ, but we do

not know that this has full measure. We get around this issue by restricting to B

which is a countable set.

Let

Y ∶= Y1 ∩ (∩χ∈BYχ) .

The definition of Y implies that for all χ ∈ B and ν ∈ Y the Fourier–Bohr coefficient

aAχ (ν) exists and
aAχ (ν) = 0 .

Moreover, for all µ ∈ X we have by [24, Thm. 3.36]

FBA(µ) = B .

Then (a)-(e) hold and (f)-(g) follow from Cor. 6.2.

�

Under the assumptions of Thm. 7.7 , if furthermore (X,G) is uniquely ergodic

then γ is the autocorrelation of all ω ∈ X [11, Thm. 5]. Moreover, the continuity of

the eigenfunctions imply in this case that the CPP holds [23, Thm. 5]. In fact, in

this case, all measures in X must be Weyl and hence Besicovitch almost periodic

[25, Thm. 6.15].

Therefore, by repeating the proof of Thm. 7.7 we get:

Proposition 7.8. Let (X,G,m) and (Y,G,n) be two ergodic (TMDS), and let γ

and η be the autocorrelations of (X,m) and (Y, n), respectively. Let A be any van

Hove sequence along which the ergodic theorem holds.

Assume that γ̂ is a pure point measure, that η̂ is a continuous measure. If X is

uniquely ergodic and has continuous eigenfunctions, then, there exists a set Y ⊆ Y

with the following properties:

(a) The set Y satisfies n(Y ) = 1.
(b) For all µ ∈ X the autocorrelation of µ with respect to A is γ.

(c) For all ν ∈ Y the autocorrelation of ν with respect to A is η.

(d) For every µ ∈ X and ν ∈ Y we have

⁅µ, ν⁆A = ⁅µ, ν⁆A = 0 .

(e) For all µ ∈ X, ν ∈ Y and a, b ∈ C the autocorrelation γω of ω = aµ + bν
exists with respect to A and

(γ̂ω)pp = ∣a∣
2γ̂

(γ̂ω)c = ∣b∣
2η̂ .

�

Now, by combining Thm. 7.7 with [2, Thm. 4.1], we can prove that for an

ergodic dynamical system of translation bounded measures the generalized Eberlein

decomposition exist almost surely.
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Theorem 7.9. Let (X,G,m) be an ergodic dynamical system of translation bounded

measures with autocorrelation γ, and A a van Hove sequence along which the ergodic

theorem holds, Then, there exists two two ergodic dynamical systems of translation

bounded measures (Xpp,G,mpp), (Xc,G,mc), two Borel factor mappings

πpp ∶ X → Xpp

πc ∶ X → Xc

and some set X′ ⊆ X of full measure such that

(a) The diffraction of (Xpp,G,mpp) is (γ̂)pp.
(b) The diffraction of (Xc,G,mc) is (γ̂)c.
(c) For all ω ∈ X′

ω = πpp(ω) + πc(ω) .

is a generalized Eberlein decomposition of ω.

Proof. By [2, Thm. 4.1] there exists some there exists two ergodic dynamical sys-

tems of translation bounded measures (Xpp,G,mpp), (Xc,G,mc), two Borel factor

mappings

πpp ∶ X → Xpp

πc ∶ X → Xc

and a set Z ⊆ X of full measure such that

● The diffraction of (Xpp,G,mpp) is (γ̂)pp.
● The diffraction of (Xc,G,mc) is (γ̂)c.
● For all ω ∈ Z we have

ω = πpp(ω) + πc(ω) .

Next, let X ⊆ Xpp and Y ⊆ Ypp be the sets of full measure given by Thm. 7.7.

Since πpp and πc are Borel factor maps, the set π−1
pp
(X), π−1

c
(Y ) have full measure

in X and hence so does

X
′
= Z ∩ (π−1

pp
(X)) ∩ (π−1

c
(Y )) .

The claims follow immediately. �
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