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SEMI-MEASURES AND THEIR FOURIER TRANSFORM

TIMO SPINDELER AND NICOLAE STRUNGARU

Abstract. The basic theory of semi-measures on locally compact Abelian groups is ex-

tended to prove the existence of a generalised Eberlein decomposition into such semi-measures.

1. Introduction

The Fourier transform plays a central role in mathematical diffraction theory. Typically,

diffraction is defined by starting with a point set Λ ⊆ Ĝ, or more generally a measure ω,

constructing its autocorrelation (or 2-point correlation) measure γ and taking the Fourier

transform γ̂. This is a positive measure on the dual group Ĝ, which models the physical

process of diffraction.

The discovery of quasi-crystals in the 1980’s [30] shattered many assumptions physicists

made, and emphasized the need for a better understanding of diffraction, and its spectral

components. It also became clear that we need a better understanding of pure point diffrac-

tion, and much progress has been made in this direction. Under extra assumptions, pure point

diffraction was characterized via various conditions in [6, 7, 15, 14, 13, 22, 23, 31, 32]. Re-

cently, a complete characterisation for pure point diffraction, which unifies all these previous

results, was given in [18, 19].

The great progress done in the study of systems with pure point spectrum, as well as the

discovery of many models with interesting long range order and mixed diffraction spectrum

(see [8, 5] just to name a few) has shifted the focus on understanding all components of the

diffraction spectrum.

The Eberlein decomposition of measures [3, 12, 13, 23] allows us investigate the pure point

and continuous diffraction spectrum in real space by studying the corresponding components

of the autocorrelation measure. This was used effectively to show the relatively denseness

of the Bragg spectrum for Meyer sets [37], as well as to derive various properties for the

(pure point) diffraction spectrum of measures with Meyer set support (see for example [2,

5, 8, 38]). Recently, for Fourier transformable measures with Meyer set support, a complete

(or generalized) Eberlein decomposition of the autocorrelation, corresponding via the Fourier

transform to the complete spectral decomposition of the diffraction, was established [39, 41].

This allowed us to establish various properties of the absolutely continuous and singular

continuous diffraction measure, respectively, for measures with Meyer set support [39, 41].
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The existence of the generalized Eberlein decomposition, as well as finding an intrinsic

formula for each component, are two important open problems in diffraction theory. As men-

tioned above, the generalized Eberlein exists for Fourier transformable measures with Meyer

set. In Rd, it was shown in [36] that e generalized Eberlein decomposition exists with each

component being a tempered distribution of order at most 2d. It is still unknown if in this case

these distributions are given by measures, or if the generalized Eberlein decomposition exists

in arbitrary second countable LCAG. The existence of the generalized Eberlein decomposition

is equivalent to the following question:

Question 1.1. Given a Fourier transformable measure γ, is the measure (γ̂)ac a Fourier

transform?

The main reason why this question is hard is because it hard in general to decide if a given

measure is Fourier transformable or a Fourier transform. Every Fourier transform of a measure

is a weakly almost periodic measure and weakly admissible, and every Fourier transformable

translation bounded measure is also weakly almost periodic. Since weakly almost periodic

measures have very strong long-range properties (see for example [21]), it follows that in

general, arbitrary measures are not Fourier transformable nor a Fourier transform. A strongly

almost periodic measure which is weakly admissible is a Fourier transform [39], but it is not

clear if the same is true for weakly almost periodic measures. Moreover, the issue is muddied

by the fact that if µ is a weakly admissible measure and ν is an arbitrary measure such that

|ν| 6 |µ|, then ν is also weakly admissible, but ν is in general not a Fourier transform.

As shown in [36], in Rd one can overcome some of these issues by working with tempered

distributions. One could try to extend this to arbitrary LCAG by using the Schwarz–Bruhat

space [10], but unfortunately the Fourier analysis for this space is, to our knowledge, not as

advanced as the Fourier theory for tempered distributions or measures. In this paper, we try

an alternate approach, which we explain now.

Given a measure ω, one can study instead the ensemble X(ω) of all measures that locally

look like ω. By choosing an ergodic measure m on X(ω) we get an ergodic dynamical system

(X(ω), G,m) and hence an unitary representation of G on H := L2(X(ω),m). The dynamical

and diffraction spectrum can then be related via the Dworkin argument (see for example [7, 11,

14, 16, 20]). As observed in [17, 18] this leads to the more general concepts of point processes

and N -representations, with the former covering a much larger class of examples than just

measures. Given an N -representation which satisfies a simple condition, one can define a

positive diffraction measure σ [18, Lem. 1.28], which for dynamical systems of translation

bounded measures coincides with the usual diffraction measure. Moreover, in this case, one

can also define an autocorrelation, which is not necessarily a measure but it is a semi-measure

(see Definition 4.1 below). This semi-measure is Fourier transformable (see Definition 6.1)

and its Fourier transform is exactly the diffraction measure σ of the N -representation.

It is the goal of this paper to expand the basic theory of semi-measures introduced in [18]

and their Fourier theory. Within this setting, a measure σ is the Fourier transform of a semi-

measure ϑ if and only if σ is a weakly admissible measure (Proposition 6.2). This implies that
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each Fourier transformable measure admits a (unique) generalized Eberlein decomposition,

with each term being a Fourier transformable semi-measure.

This paper is organised as follows. We start with a brief review of measures, almost period-

icity and list the basic properties of weakly admissible measures. In Section 4 we review the

definition of semi-measures and give examples of semi-measures. We show in Lemma 4.12 that

any positive semi-measure is a measure. In Section 5 we introduce the convolution between

semi-measures and test functions and discuss the concepts of semi-translation boundedness

and intertwining for semi-measures, concepts which play an important role in the rest of the

paper. We continue in Section 6 by reviewing the definition of Fourier transform and Fourier

transformability for semi-measures, and study the properties of Fourier transform. We show

that every Fourier transformable semi-measure is semi-translation bounded and intertwin-

ing. We continue in Section 7 by studying the concept of positive definite semi-measures and

proving the Bochner-type theorem for semi-measures (Thm. 7.5). We prove in Prop. 7.8 that

a semi-measure, and hence a measure, is Fourier transformable if and only if it is a linear

combination of positive definite, intertwining, semi-translation bounded semi-measures. We

discuss the almost periodicity of semi-measures and the connection to the Fourier transform

in Section 8. In Theorem 8.13 we prove the existence of the Eberlein decomposition for weakly

almost periodic semi-measures, and in Theorem 8.20 we show the existence of the generalized

Eberlein decomposition for Fourier transformable semi-measures. We discuss in Section 9

properties of each component of the generalized Eberlein decomposition. We complete the

paper by characterising in Theorem 10.2 when a measure ν is the Fourier transform of a

measure, and discussing the generalized Eberlein decomposition for Fourier transformable

measures.

2. Preliminaries

In this paper, G will always denote a second countable locally compact Abelian group

(LCAG). We will denote its Haar measure by θG or simply dx. We will mainly work with

Cu(G) and Cc(G) which denote the spaces of uniformly continuous and bounded functions

and the space of continuous functions with compact support.

We will denote by K2(G) and KL(G) the following subspaces of Cc(G):

K2(G) := Span{f ∗ g : f, g ∈ Cc(G)} , K2(G)
∧

:= {f̂ : f ∈ K2(G)}

KL(G) := {f ∈ Cc(G) : f̂ ∈ L1(G)} , KL(G)
∧

:= {f̂ : f ∈ KL(G)} .

Here, for f ∈ L1(G) the Fourier transform f̂ : Ĝ → C and inverse Fourier transform f

∧

: Ĝ →

C are defined as usual via

f̂(χ) =

∫

G

χ(t) f(t) dt and f

∧

(χ) = f̂(χ) =

∫

G

χ(t) f(t) dt .

For general properties of the Fourier transform of L1 functions on G we recommend [28].

For any function g on G and t ∈ G, the functions Ttg, g̃ and g† are defined by

(Ttg)(x) := g(x− t) , g̃(x) := g(−x) and g†(x) := g(−x) .
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A measure µ on G is a linear functional on Cc(G) such that, for every compact subset

K ⊆ G, there is a constant aK > 0 with

|µ(g)| 6 aK ‖g‖∞

for all g ∈ Cc(G) with supp(g) ⊆ K. Here, ‖g‖∞ denotes the supremum norm of g. By

Riesz’ representation theorem [29], this definition is equivalent to the classical measure theory

concept of regular Radon measure.

Similar to functions, for a measure µ on G and t ∈ G, we define Ttµ, µ̃ and µ† by

(Ttµ)(g) := µ(T−tg) , µ̃(g) := µ(g̃) and µ†(g) := µ(g†).

Given a measure µ, there exists a positive measure |µ| such that, for all f ∈ Cc(G) with

f > 0, we have [24] (compare [26, Appendix])

|µ|(f) = sup{|µ(g)| : g ∈ Cc(G), |g| 6 f} .

The measure |µ| is called the total variation of µ.

Definition 2.1. A measure µ on G is called Fourier transformable as measure if there exists

a measure µ̂ on G such that

f

∧

∈ L2(µ̂) and
〈
µ , f ∗ f̃

〉
=

〈
µ̂ , |f

∧

|2
〉

for all f ∈ Cc(G).

In this case, the measure µ̂ is called the Fourier transform of µ. We will denote the space

of Fourier transformable measures by MT (G).

Remark 2.2. It was shown in [25] that a measure µ on G is Fourier transformable if and

only if there is a measure µ̂ on Ĝ such that

f

∧

∈ L1(µ̂) and 〈µ , f〉 =
〈
µ̂ , f

∧

〉

for all f ∈ KL(G).

The next property will turn out to be quite useful, when we want to give sufficient conditions

for the continuity of the Fourier transform.

Definition 2.3. A measure µ on G is called translation bounded if

‖µ‖K := sup
t∈G

|µ|(t+K) < ∞ ,

for all compact sets K ⊆ G.

As usual, we will denote by M∞(G) the space of translation bounded measures and use

the notation

M∞
T (G) := M∞(G) ∩MT (G) .

Next, we review the concept of almost periodicity, a natural generalisation of periodicity.

For a general review we recommend [12, 13, 18, 19, 23, 42], just to name a few.
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Definition 2.4. A function f ∈ Cu(G) is strongly (respectively weakly) almost periodic if

the closure of {Ttf : t ∈ G} in the strong (respectively weak) topology is compact. The

spaces of strongly and weakly almost periodic functions on G are denoted by SAP (G) and

WAP (G), respectively.

For every f ∈ WAP (G) the mean

M(f) := lim
n→∞

1

An

∫

An+s

f(t) dt

exists uniformly in s ∈ G, for any given van Hove sequence (An)n∈N [23, Prop. 4.5.9].

Here, a van Hove sequence A = (An)n∈N is a sequence of compact Borel subsets of G such

that

lim
n→∞

|((K +An) \A
◦
n) ∪ ((−K +AC

n ) ∩An)|

|An|
= 0 ,

for every compact set K ⊆ G.

Definition 2.5. A function f ∈ WAP (G) is called null weakly almost periodic if M(|f |) = 0.

Let us note here that |f | ∈ WAP (G) if f ∈ WAP (G).

These definitions carry over to measures.

Definition 2.6. A measure µ ∈ M∞(G) is strongly, weakly or null weakly almost periodic if

f ∗µ is a strongly, weakly or null weakly almost periodic function, for all f ∈ Cc(G). We will

denote by SAP(G), WAP(G), and WAP0(G) the spaces of strongly, weakly and null weakly

almost periodic measures.

3. Weakly admissible measures

In this section, we briefly review the concept of weakly admissible measures.

Notation 3.1. Recall that (by convention) by f ∈ L1(µ) we mean
∫

G

|f(x)| d|µ|(x) < ∞ .

Let us start with the following definition [40].

Definition 3.2. A measure µ on G is called weakly admissible if f

∧

∈ L1(µ) for all f ∈ K2(Ĝ).

We denote the space of weakly admissible measures on G by Mw(G).

Let us next recall the following properties for weakly admissible measures, which will be

important in the remaining of the paper.

Lemma 3.3. [40, Lem. 3.2] Let µ ∈ M(G). Then,

(a) µ is weakly admissible if and only if |µ| is weakly admissible.

(b) If µ is weakly admissible and |ν| 6 |µ|, then ν is weakly admissible.

(c) µ is weakly admissible if and only if µpp, µac, µsc are weakly admissible.

(d) If µ is weakly admissible, then µ is weakly admissible.

(e) If µ is weakly admissible, then µ̃ and µ† are weakly admissible.
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(f) If µ is weakly admissible, then Ttµ is weakly admissible for all t ∈ G.

�

Lemma 3.4. Let µ ∈ M(G).

(a) If µ is weakly admissible, then µ is translation bounded.

(b) If µ is Fourier transformable, then µ̂ is weakly admissible.

Proof. (a) This follows from [40, Thm. 3.3].

(b) This follows directly from the definition of Fourier transformable measures. �

4. Semi-measures

As emphasized in the introduction, we plan to use the newly introduced concept of semi-

measures [18] to show the existence of the generalized Eberlein decomposition for Fourier

transformable measures within this class. We do this by showing that within the class of

Fourier transformable semi-measures, Question 1.1 has a positive answer.

Let us first recall the definition of semi-measures from [18].

Definition 4.1. We will call a functional ϑ : K2(G) → C a semi-measure on G.

We denote the set of semi-measures on G by SM(G).

Let us now look at some simple examples of semi-measures.

Example 4.2. Let us consider some examples.

(1) Obviously, any measure is a semi-measure.

(2) The mapping

ϑ : K2(R) → C , f 7→

∫ ∞

0
f

∧

(t) dt ,

is a semi-measure but not a measure. Recall here that (as distributions) one has

Ĥ(f) =
1

2
δ0(f)−

1

2π
lim
δ↓0

∫

|t|>δ

f(t)

t
dt ,

where H is the Heaviside distribution. This means that

ϑ(f) = H(f

∧

) = Ĥ(f †) =
1

2
f(0) +

1

2π
lim
δ↓0

∫

|t|>δ

f(t)

t
dt

for all f ∈ K2(R) ∩ C∞
c
(R).

�

We should emphasize that we do not ask (yet) for any continuity for semi-measures, which

makes the class of semi-measures very large. Our approach is to try to study instead the prop-

erties of the Fourier transform of semi-measures and restrict to the subspaces of semi-measures

satisfying these particular properties (for example, semi-translation bounded, intertwining,

positive definiteness).

Let us introduce below an example of a semi-measure which we will use below as an

instructive example.



SEMI-MEASURES AND THEIR FOURIER TRANSFORM 7

Example 4.3. Fix some f ∈ K2(G), and let B be a (Hamel) basis for K2(G) as a C-vector

space, with the property that f ∈ B. Then, each element g ∈ K2(G) can be written uniquely

as

g = Cf +
∑

h∈B\{f}

chh ,

with C, ch ∈ C and C, ch 6= 0 for at most finitely many h. For each such g, define

ςf,B(g) = C .

Then, ςf,B is a semi-measure.

Example 4.4. Let G be a LCAG, let F (G) be the vector space of all functions f : G → C,

and let θ : F (G) → C be any linear functional. Since K2(G) is a subspace of F (G), the

restriction of θ to K2(G) is a semi-measure.

Example 4.5. Let Ψ ∈ D′(Rd) be any distribution. Then,

K2(R
d) ∩ C∞

c
(Rd) ∋ f 7→ Ψ(f)

defines a linear function on the subspace K2(R
d) ∩ C∞

c
(Rd) of K2(R

d), which can be extended

(non-uniquely) to a semi-measure ϑ. This shows that, for each distribution Ψ ∈ D′(Rd), there

exists a semi-measure ϑ such that

ϑ(f) = Ψ(f) for all f ∈ K2(R
d) ∩C∞

c
(Rd) .

Example 4.6. Let Φ : L1(Ĝ) → C be any linear functional. Then ϑ : K2(G) → C given by

ϑ(g) = Φ(ĝ)

is a semi-measure.

As with functions and measures, we can define the operators ,̃ † and Tt for all t ∈ G on the

space SM(G) via

(Ttϑ)(g) := ϑ(T−tg) , ϑ̃(g) := ϑ(g̃) and ϑ†(g) := ϑ(g†).

Next, we want to introduce a topology on SM(G). As so far we did not ask for any type

of continuity for semi-measures, the most natural topology to consider is the topology of

pointwise convergence.

To this regard, for each f ∈ K2(G) define pf : SM(G) → [0,∞) via

pf (ϑ) = |ϑ(f)| .

It is easy to see that each pf defines a semi-norm on SM(G), and that the family {pf : f ∈

K2(G)} separates points.

Definition 4.7. The locally convex topology on SM(G) defined by the family of semi-norms

{pf : f ∈ K2(G)} is denoted by τpt and called the pointwise topology for semi-measures.

Note that in this topology a net ϑα ∈ SM(G) converges to some ϑ ∈ SM(G) if and only

if limα ϑα(f) = ϑ(f) for all f ∈ SM(G).

The following result is standard and immediate, and we skip its proof.
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Proposition 4.8. The space SM(G) is a complete locally convex topological vector space

with respect to pointwise topology. �

As pointed before, K2(G) ⊆ Cc(G) implies that any measure is a semi-measure. It is

natural to ask when a semi-measure can be extended to a measure, in which case we will

simply say that the semi-measure is a measure. Since measures need to be continuous in the

inductive topology, and the definition of semi-measures requires no continuity whatsoever, it

is clear that not all semi-measures can be extended to a measure. We show below that a

semi-measure is a measure exactly when it is continuous in the topology induced from the

inductive topology via the embedding K2(G) ⊆ Cc(G). In particular, it follows that any

positive semi-measure is a measure, and that a semi-measure is a measure exactly when it is

a linear combination of positive semi-measures.

Lemma 4.9. [18, Lem. C.8] Let ϑ : K2(G) → C be a semi-measure. Then, ϑ is a measure if

and only if, for all compact sets K ⊆ G, there exists a constant CK > 0 such that

|ϑ(f)| 6 CK‖f‖∞

for all f ∈ K2(G) with supp(f) ⊆ K. �

Remark 4.10. Consider the mapping

D : C∞
c
(R) ∩K2(R) → C , ϕ 7→ ϕ′(0) ,

and let ϑ : K2(R) → C be any extension of this, compare Example 4.5. Then, ϑ cannot be

extended to a measure. Indeed,

ϑ(f) = D(f) for all f ∈ K2(R) ∩ C∞
c
(R) .

Now, pick some f ∈ K2(R) ∩ C∞
c
(R) such that f ′(0) = 1 and supp(f) ⊆ [−1, 1]. Let

fn(x) := f(nx). Then, supp(fn) ⊆ [−1, 1] and ‖fn‖∞ = ‖f‖∞ 6= 0.

|ϑ(fn)| = |D(fn)| = | − f ′
n(0)| = | − nf ′(0)| = n =

n

‖f‖∞
‖fn‖∞ ,

and hence, by Lemma 4.9, ϑ cannot be extended to a measure.

Next, we show that a semi-measure is a translation bounded measure if and only if the

relation in Lemma 4.9 is uniform in translates.

Lemma 4.11. Let ϑ : K2(G) → C be a semi-measure. Then, ϑ is a translation bounded

measure if and only if, for all compact sets K ⊆ G, there exists a constant CK > 0 such that

|ϑ(Ttf)| 6 CK ‖f‖∞ .

for all f ∈ K2(G) with supp(f) ⊆ K and all t ∈ G.

Proof. =⇒: This follows from Lemma 4.9.

⇐=: By Lemma 4.9, there exists some measure µ such that

ϑ(f) = µ(f)
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for all f ∈ K2(G). Next, fix some open pre-compact set U , and let K be the closure of −U .

Set

F := {f ∈ K2(G) : supp(f) ⊆ −U, ‖f‖∞ 6 1} .

Then, one has

|(µ ∗ f)(t)| = |µ(Ttf
†)| 6 CK ‖f‖∞ 6 CK

for all f ∈ F and all t ∈ G, and hence

‖f ∗ µ‖∞ 6 CK .

Then, [33, Cor. 3.4] gives

‖µ‖U 6 CK < ∞ ,

which completes the claim. �

Later, after we talk about convolution for measures, we will give other characterizations

for when a distribution is a translation bounded measure, similar to [33].

Next, exactly as for measures, we can prove that positivity for semi-measures implies

continuity in the inductive topology. In particular, any positive semi-measure is a measure.

Lemma 4.12. Let ϑ : K2(G) → C be a positive semi-measure. Then, ϑ can be extended to a

measure.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem C1 in [26].

Let K ⊆ G be a compact set. Then, there exists some g ∈ K2(G) such that g ≡ 1 on K,

see [39, Lem. 3.1]. Also, for every f ∈ K2(G) with supp(f) ⊆ K, we have

|Re f |, | Im f | 6 ‖f‖∞ g . (4.1)

Next, we show that Re f, Im f ∈ K2(G). This is needed to make sure that ϑ(Re f), ϑ(Im f)

make sense. Note that by definition, any f ∈ K2(G) can be written as

f =

n∑

k=1

ck (gk ∗ hk) ,

for some ck ∈ C, gk, hk ∈ Cc(G). Then, f =
∑n

k=1 ck (gk ∗ hk) ∈ K2(G), and we obtain

Re f =
1

2

(
f + f

)
∈ K2(G) and Im f =

1

2i

(
f − f

)
∈ K2(G) .

Now, since Re f, Im f ∈ K2(G) and ϑ is positive, (4.1) gives

−ϑ(‖f‖∞g) 6 ϑ(Re f), ϑ(Im f) 6 ϑ(‖f‖∞g) .

This immediately implies |ϑ(Re f)|, |ϑ(Im f)| 6 ϑ(‖f‖∞g). Therefore, we obtain

|ϑ(f)| 6 |ϑ(Re f)|+ |ϑ(Im f)| 6 2ϑ(‖f‖∞g) = 2ϑ(g) ‖f‖∞ .

Since cK := 2ϑ(g) only depends on K (and not on f), ϑ is continuous with respect to the

inductive topology.

Finally, ϑ can be uniquely extended to a continuous functional ϑ : Cc(G) → C, because

K2(G) is dense in Cc(G). Therefore, ϑ is a measure. �

The next result is an immediate consequence.
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Corollary 4.13. A semi-measure ϑ : K2(G) → C is a measure if and only if it is a finite

linear combination of positive semi-measures. �

5. Convolutions

In this section, we introduce the convolution of a semi-measure ϑ and a function φ ∈ K2(G),

and study some concepts around this convolution, which will play an important role latter.

Given a semi-measure ϑ and some f ∈ K2(G), we can define a function ϑ ∗ f : G → C,

called convolution of ϑ and f via

(ϑ ∗ f)(t) = ϑ(Ttf
†) . (5.1)

Note here that if ϑ is a measure, then (5.1) coincide with the definition of the convolution

between the measure ϑ and the function f ∈ K2(G) ⊆ Cc(G). Moreover, if ϑ is a semi-

measure on Rd which coincides on K2(R
d)∩C∞

c
(Rd) with some distribution ω, then we have

ϑ ∗ f = ω ∗ f for all f ∈ K2(R
d) ∩ C∞

c
(Rd).

We will omit the proof of the next lemma, since all computations are straightforward.

Lemma 5.1. (a) ∗ : SM(G) ×K2(G) → F (G) is a bilinear form.

(b) For all t ∈ G,ϑ ∈ SM(G) and f ∈ K2(G), we have (Ttϑ)∗f = ϑ∗(Ttf) = Tt(ϑ∗f).

(c) For all ϑ ∈ SM(G) and f ∈ K2(G), we have (ϑ ∗ f)† = ϑ† ∗ f †.

(d) For all ϑ ∈ SM(G) and f ∈ K2(G), we have ϑ̃ ∗ f = ϑ̃ ∗ f̃ . �

In the case that ϑ is a measure, the convolution ϑ ∗ f is a continuous function for all

f ∈ K2(G). Similarly, if ϑ is a distribution and f ∈ K2(R
d) ∩ C∞

c
(Rd), the convolution ϑ ∗ f

is infinitely differentiable, and hence continuous. The same is not true for semi-measures, as

Example 5.3 below shows. To make the details simpler, let us start with the following simple

lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let f ∈ Cc(R) be any non-zero function. Then, {Ttf : t ∈ R} is linearly

independent.

Proof. Assume by contradiction that the set is linearly dependent. Then, there exists some

t1 < t2 < . . . < tn ∈ R and c1, . . . , ck ∈ C such that
∑n

j=1 cjTtjf = 0. This means that

n∑

j=1

cjf(x− tj) = 0 (5.2)

for all x ∈ R.

Let a := inf{x ∈ R : f(x) 6= 0}, which is a real number since f ∈ Cc(R
d) is not the zero

function. Then, there exists some b ∈ R such that

a < b < a+ t2 − t1 and f(b) 6= 0 .

Setting x = b+ t1 in (5.2) gives

c1f(b) + c2f(b+ t1 − t2) + c3f(b+ t1 − t3) + ...+ cnf(b+ t1 − tn) = 0 .

Now, b < a+ t2 − t1 implies b+ t1 − t2 < a. Hence, we obtain

b+ t1 − tn 6 b+ t1 − t2 < a
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for all 2 6 j 6 n. Therefore, the definition of a gives

f(b+ t1 − t2) = f(b+ t1 − t3) = . . . = (b+ t1 − tn) = 0 ,

and hence c1f(b) = 0. But this contradicts the fact that c1 6= 0 and f(b) 6= 0. �

Example 5.3. Fix some 0 6= f ∈ K2(G), and let B be a (Hamel) basis for K2(G) as a C-

vector space, with the property that Ttf ∈ B for all t ∈ G. Such a basis exists by Lemma 5.2.

Let ςf,B be the semi-measure from Example 4.3. Then,

(ςf,B ∗ f †)(t) =

{
1 , if t = 0 ,

0 , otherwise .

In particular, ςf,B ∗ f † is not continuous.

Proof. For simplicity let B′ be such that

B = {Ttf : t ∈ R} ⊔B′ ,

that is

B′ = B\{Ttf : t ∈ R} .

Now, let t ∈ G be fixed but arbitrary. Then,

(ςf,B ∗ f †)(t) = ςf,B(Ttf) .

If t = 0, this gives

(ςf,B ∗ f †)(t) = ςf,B(f) = 1

by definition. Next, if t 6= 0, we have

Ttf = 1 · Ttf +
∑

s∈R,s 6=t

0 · Tsf +
∑

g∈B′

0 · g

and hence, by definition

(ςf,B ∗ f †)(t) = ςf,B(Ttf) = 0 .

�

Remark 5.4. The semi-measure ςf,B from Example 5.3 is not a measure.

Next, let us introduce the following definition.

Definition 5.5. A semi-measure ϑ is called semi-translation bounded if

ϑ ∗ f ∈ Cu(G) for all f ∈ K2(G) .

We denote the space of semi-translation bounded semi measures by SM∞(G).

The definition of translation boundedness for measures usually only requires that the con-

volution µ ∗ f is bounded for all f ∈ Cc(G). This is because in this case, as mentioned above,

µ ∗ f is automatically a continuous function. Moreover, [1, Thm. 1.1] implies that, if µ ∗ f

is bounded for all f ∈ Cc(G), it is also uniformly continuous. Therefore, requiring for a

measure that the convolution µ∗f is bounded for all f ∈ Cc(G) is equivalent to the condition

µ ∗ f ∈ Cu(G) for all f ∈ Cc(G).
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Similarly, a tempered distribution ω is called translation bounded [42] if the convolution

ω ∗f is bounded for all f ∈ S(Rd). Again, in this case we do not need to worry about uniform

continuity since we get it for free. Indeed, by [42, Prop. 2.1], a tempered distribution is

translation bounded if and only if ω ∗ f ∈ Cu(R
d) for all f ∈ S(Rd).

Now, due to the lack of continuity in the definition of semi-measures, the same does not

seem to be true for this class, and we want to add the continuity as part of the definition.

This leads to the following natural question:

Question 5.6. Does there exists a semi-measure ϑ which is not bounded, but such that for

all g ∈ K2(G) the function ϑ ∗ g is bounded?

We suspect that the answer is yes, and that the semi-measure ςf,B in Example 5.3 provides

such an example for the right choice of a Basis B, but due to the mystic nature of Hamel bases

for this space we could not construct an explicit example. As ςf,B ∗ f † is bounded but not

continuous, if one can show that there exists a Hamel basis B such that ςf,B ∗g is bounded for

all g ∈ K2(G), the claim will follow. Note that if K2(G) admits a basis B which is translation

invariant, meaning that for all t ∈ R, g ∈ B we have Ttg ∈ B, then such an example is trivial

to construct.

The following result is an immediate consequence of the definition and Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.7. Let ϑ ∈ SM(G). Then, ϑ ∈ SM∞(G) if and only if there exists some linear

operator T : K2(G) → Cu(G) which commutes with translates, such that

ϑ(f) = (Tf)(0) for all f ∈ K2(G) .

Moreover, in this case we have

T (f) = ϑ ∗ f † for all f ∈ K2(G) .

In particular, T is unique. �

Note here that the operator T may not be bounded. We will denote this operator by Tϑ

and refer to it as the operator induced by ϑ.

The next result is straight forward.

Lemma 5.8. Let µ be a measure.

(a) If µ is translation bounded, then it is semi-translation bounded as a semi-measure.

(b) If µ is positive definite, then it is semi-translation bounded as a semi-measure.

(c) If µ is positive, then µ is semi-translation bounded as a semi-measure if and only

if µ ∈ M∞(G).

Proof. (a) This follows from K2(G) ⊆ Cc(G).

(b) This follows from [23, Lem. 4.9.24] and the polarisation identity (see for example [23, p.

244]).

(c) ⇐=: This follows from (a).

=⇒: Let K ⊆ G and let f ∈ K2(G) be such that f > 1K . Then, we have

|µ|(t+K) = µ(t+K) 6 µ(Ttf) = (µ ∗ f †)(t) 6 ‖µ ∗ f †‖∞ .
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for all t ∈ G. This immediately gives

‖µ‖K 6 ‖µ ∗ f †‖∞ < ∞ .

�

Remark 5.9. The converse of Lemma 5.8 (a) is not true. Indeed, by [1], there exists some

measure µ which is positive definite but not translation bounded [1, Prop. 7.1]. Such a

measure must be semi-translation bounded by Lemma 5.8, but it is not translation bounded

as a measure.

We can now state and prove the following extended characterization of translation bounded

measures semi-measures. First, fix an open pre-compact set U ⊆ G, and set

FB(G) := {f : G → C : ‖f‖∞ < ∞} ,

K2(U) := {f ∈ K2(G) : supp(f) ⊆ U} .

Note here that (FB(G), ‖ · ‖∞) is a Banach space, while (K2(U), ‖ · ‖∞) is a normed space,

which is typically not complete.

Let KU
2 (G) denote the unit ball in K2(U), that is

KU
2 (G) := {f ∈ K2(G) : supp(f) ⊆ U, ‖f‖∞ 6 1} .

Proposition 5.10. Let ϑ ∈ SM(G), and let U be a fixed open pre-compact set. Then, the

following statements are equivalent.

(i) ϑ can be extended to a translation bounded measure.

(ii) For all compact sets K ⊆ G, there exists a constant CK > 0 such that

|ϑ(Ttf)| 6 CK ‖f‖∞

for all f ∈ K2(G) with supp(f) ⊆ K and all t ∈ G.

(iii) One has

sup{‖ϑ ∗ f‖∞ : f ∈ KU
2 (G)} < ∞ . (5.3)

(iv) The operator

Tϑ : (K2(U), ‖ · ‖∞) → (FB(G), ‖ · ‖∞) , Tϑ(f) = ϑ ∗ f

is bounded.

(v) ϑ is semi-translation bounded, and the operator

Tϑ : (K2(U), ‖ · ‖∞) → (Cu(G), ‖ · ‖∞) , Tϑ(f) = ϑ ∗ f

is bounded.

(vi) ϑ is a finite linear combination of positive semi-measures in SM∞(G).

Proof. (i) ⇐⇒ (ii) This is a consequence of Lemma 4.11.

(ii) =⇒ (iii) Let K be any compact set containing −U . Then, supp(f †) ⊆ K for all f ∈

KU
2 (G), and by (ii), we have

|(ϑ ∗ f)(t)| = |ϑ(Ttf
†)| 6 CK‖f †‖∞ = CK
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for all t ∈ G. This shows that

‖ϑ ∗ f‖∞ 6 CK for all f ∈ K2(U) .

(iii) =⇒ (i) Fix a compact set K ⊆ U with non-empty interior. It is easy to see that

Ft := {f ∈ K2(G) : supp(f) ⊆ t−K}

is dense in the Banach space

C(G : t−K) = {g ∈ Cc(G) : supp(g) ⊆ t−K}

for all t ∈ G. Eq. (5.3) gives that f 7→ ϑ∗f is a bounded operator on Ft. Therefore, f 7→ ϑ(f)

is also bounded, and hence, it extends uniquely to a continuous operator

µ : C(G : t−K) → C .

Since K has non-empty interior, by a standard partition of unity argument, µ extends to a

measure µ ∈ M(G). Moreover, since this is an extension of ϑ, we have

sup{‖µ ∗ f‖∞ : f ∈ KU
2 (G)} < ∞ .

Finally, by [33, Cor. 3.4], we have

‖µ‖−U = sup{‖µ ∗ f‖∞ : f ∈ KU
2 (G)} < ∞ .

This proves that µ ∈ M∞(G).

(iii) =⇒ (iv) This follows immediately from the fact that KU
2 (G) is the unit ball in K2(G).

(i) =⇒ (v) =⇒ (iv) This is obvious.

(i) =⇒ (vi) We know that ϑ can be extended to a translation bounded measure µ. Since µ is a

translation bounded measures, there exist positive translation bounded measures µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4

such that

µ = µ1 − µ2 + i(µ3 − µ4) .

Denoting by ϑj the restriction of µj to K2(G), the claim follows.

(vi) =⇒ (i) This follows from Lemma 4.12 and Lemma 5.8(c). �

5.1. Intertwining semi-measures. By [18, Lem. 1.28], every N -representation admits a

diffraction measure, or equivalently an autocorrelation (which is a semi-measure) if and only

if it is intertwining. In this subsection we extend this concept to arbitrary semi-measures. We

will see in the next sections that this concept is crucial for the Fourier theory of semi-measures.

We start by showing that the following conditions are equivalent, either of them can be

used as the definition of intertwining.

Lemma 5.11. Let ϑ ∈ SM∞(G). Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) For all f, g ∈ Cc(G), we have

(ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g = (ϑ ∗ g) ∗ f

(ii) For all f, g ∈ Cc(G), we have

(ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g = ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g) .
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Proof. (ii) =⇒ (i) This is immediate. Indeed, (ii) gives

(ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g = ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g) and (ϑ ∗ g) ∗ f = ϑ ∗ (g ∗ f) .

As f ∗ g = g ∗ f , the claim follows.

(i) =⇒ (ii) Fix f, g, h ∈ K2(G). Then, (i) implies

(ϑ ∗ h) ∗ (f ∗ g) = (ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g)) ∗ h and (ϑ ∗ h) ∗ f = (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ h .

Next, since ϑ ∈ SM∞(G), we have ϑ ∗ h, ϑ ∗ f ∈ Cu(G). Thus, as f, g, h ∈ K2(G) ⊆ Cc(G)

the following convolutions of continuous functions make sense and

(ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g)) ∗ h = (ϑ ∗ h) ∗ (f ∗ g) = ((ϑ ∗ h) ∗ f) ∗ g = ((ϑ ∗ f) ∗ h) ∗ g

= (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ (h ∗ g) = (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ (g ∗ h) = ((ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g) ∗ h .

Therefore, ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g), (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g ∈ Cu(G), and for all h ∈ K2(G), we have

(ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g)) ∗ h = ((ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g) ∗ h .

Replacing h by an approximate identity gives (ii). �

We can now introduce the following definition.

Definition 5.12. A semi-measure ϑ ∈ SM∞(G) is called intertwining if the equivalent

conditions of Lemma 5.11 hold.

One could define intertwining for semi-measures which are not semi-translation bounded.

In this case, one needs to take into account that ϑ ∗ f could be non-measurable. For this

reason, we include semi-translation boundedness as part of the definition. We will give in

Example 5.15 an example of a semi-measure ϑ and two function f, g ∈ K2(G) such that

ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g) and (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g make sense but they are not equal.

A natural question to ask at this point is the following:

Question 5.13. Is every semi-translation bounded semi-measure ϑ intertwining?

We suspect that the answer is negative, but we could not construct an example. We will

see below that every measure is intertwining as a semi-measure.

Remark 5.14. Let ϑ ∈ SM∞(G), and let Tϑ be the induced operator. Then, ϑ is intertwining

if and only if Tϑ commutes with convolution, that is

(Tϑf) ∗ g = Tϑ(f ∗ g)

for all f, g ∈ K2(G).

Example 5.15. Let f, g ∈ K2(R) be such that f, g > 0, g ∈ C∞
c
(R) with

∫
R
g(t) dt = 1 and

f is differentiable at all x 6= 0 but not at x = 0. Then, f ∗ g ∈ C∞
c
(R).

We claim that A := {Ttf
† : t ∈ R} ∪ {Tt(f ∗ g)† : t ∈ R} is linearly independent over

C. Indeed, assume by contradiction that A is not linearly independent. Then, there exists

a non-trivial linear combination of elements in A which is zero. By Lemma 5.2, this linear

combination cannot consist of only elements in {Ttf
† : t ∈ R}, nor only of elements in



16 TIMO SPINDELER AND NICOLAE STRUNGARU

{Tt(f∗g)
† : t ∈ R}. Therefore, there exist somem,n > 1, t1 < t2 < . . . < tn and s1 < . . . < sm

and non-zero C1, C2, . . . , Cn,D1,D2, . . . ,Dm ∈ C such that

n∑

k=1

CkTtk(f
†) +

m∑

j=1

DjTsj(f ∗ g)† = 0 .

This gives
n∑

k=2

CkTtk(f
†) +

m∑

j=1

DjTsj(f ∗ g)† = −C1Tt1(f
†) .

But this is not possible, as the left hand side is a function which is differentiable at t1, while

the right hand side is not differentiable at t1.

Let V := Span(A). We can define a linear functional θ : V → C by

θ(Ttf
†) = 1 and θ(Tt(f ∗ g)†) = 0

for all t. Then, θ can be extended (non-uniquely) to a semi-measure ϑ : K2(G) → C. By

construction, we have

(ϑ ∗ f)(t) = 1 , ((ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g)(t) = 1 and (ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g))(t) = 0

for all t ∈ R.

If one can show that θ can be extended to a semi-translation bounded semi-measure ϑ,

then this would provide an example of a semi-measure which is semi-translation bounded and

not intertwining, thus answering Question 5.13.

Remark 5.16. With θ and V as in Example 5.15, a standard application of Zorn’s lemma

shows that there exists a maximal pair (W, θW ) consisting of a subspace V ⊆ W ⊆ K2(R)

and a linear mapping θW : W → C with the following properties

• W is translation invariant.

• For all h ∈ V , one has θW (h) = θ(h).

• For all h ∈ W and t ∈ R, one has θW (Tth) = θW (h).

If one can show that the maximality implies that W = K2(R), then this would give an

example of a semi-translation invariant semi-measure which by Example 5.15 would not be

intertwining.

The following result is a well known immediate consequence of the Fubini theorem.

Lemma 5.17. Let µ be a translation bounded measure. Then, µ is semi-translation bounded

and intertwining as a semi-measure. �

6. Fourier transformable semi-measures

Now that we have covered some basic properties of semi-measures, we can focus on the

subset which will be of utmost importance for the rest of this paper, namely Fourier trans-

formable semi-measures. Let us first review the following definition of [18].
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Definition 6.1. A semi-measure ϑ is called Fourier transformable if there is a measure ν on

Ĝ such that

|f

∧

|2 ∈ L1(ν) and ϑ(f ∗ f̃) = ν(|f

∧

|2)

for all f ∈ Cc(G). We call ν the Fourier transform of ϑ and write ν = ϑ̂. We denote the class

of Fourier transformable semi-measures by SMT (G).

Let us recall the following results of [18]

Proposition 6.2. [18, Prop. C.4] The Fourier transform is a bijection between Fourier

transformable semi-measures and weakly admissible measures on Ĝ. �

Lemma 6.3. [18, Lem. C.1] Let ϑ be a Fourier transformable semi-measure.

(a) For all f ∈ K2(G), we have

f

∧

∈ L1(|ϑ̂|) and ϑ(f) = ϑ̂(f

∧

) .

(b) For all f ∈ K2(G), we have

(ϑ ∗ f)(t) =

∫

Ĝ

χ(t) f̂(χ) dϑ̂(χ) = f̂ ϑ̂

∧

(t) .

�

As an immediate consequence of Lemma 6.3, we get the following result, which is the reason

why in the previous section we focused on these concepts.

Corollary 6.4. Let ϑ be a Fourier transformable semi-measure. Then, ϑ ∈ SM∞(G) and ϑ

is intertwining.

Proof. First note that ϑ ∗ f = f̂ ϑ̂

∧

for all f ∈ K2(G) by Lemma 6.3. Now, let f ∈ K2(G) and

let µ := ϑ̂. Then, Lemma 6.3 implies f

∧

∈ L1(|µ|) and hence f

∧

µ is a finite measure. Thus, by

[23, Lem. 4.8.3], ϑ ∗ f = f̂µ

∧

∈ Cu(G). This proves that ϑ ∈ SM∞(G).

Next, let f, g ∈ K2(G) be fixed but arbitrary. As above, f

∧

µ is a finite measure. For

simplicity, let h := ϑ ∗ f = f̂µ

∧

, and let ν := hθG. Then, ν is a Fourier transformable measure

and

ν̂ = f̂µ .

Therefore, as g ∈ K2(G) we have [23, Lem. 4.9.26]

(g ∗ ν)θG
∧

= f̂ ĝµ = f̂ ∗ gµ .

Now, since f ∗ g ∈ K2(G), by Lemma 6.3(b), we have

(ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g))θG = f̂ ∗ gµ

∧

= g ∗ ν
∧∧

= (g ∗ ν)θG = (h ∗ g)θG .

This shows that the density functions ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g) and (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g agree θG-almost everywhere.

As ϑ is translation bounded, we have ϑ ∗ (f ∗ g), (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g ∈ Cu(G) and hence these two

functions agree everywhere.

This proves that ϑ is intertwining. �
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Next, we show that for measures, Fourier transformability as a measure and semi-measure

coincide.

Lemma 6.5. Let µ be a measure on G. Then, µ is Fourier transformable as a measure if and

only if µ is Fourier transformable as a semi-measure. Moreover, in this case the two Fourier

transforms coincide.

Proof. This follows immediately from the definitions. �

As an immediate consequence of Corollary 6.4 and Lemma 6.5 we get

Corollary 6.6. Let µ be a measure which is Fourier transformable. Then, µ is semi-

translation bounded.

Remark 6.7. As already mentioned before, there exists a measure µ on R that is Fourier

transformable but not translation bounded [1]. By Cor. 6.6 this measure is semi-translation

bounded as semi-measure.

Next, let us give a standard classification of Fourier transformability in terms of Fourier–

Stieltjes algebra, as well as for Fourier transformable semi-measures with absolutely continu-

ous Fourier transform. Recall here that the Fourier–Stieltjes Algebra B(G) and the Fourier

Algebra A(G) of G are defined as

B(G) = {µ̂ : µ ∈ M(Ĝ) is finite} and A(G) = {f̂ : f ∈ L1(Ĝ)} .

Before moving to the next result let us emphasize that since A(G) ⊆ B(G) ⊆ Cu(G), if

ϑ is a semi-measure with the property that for all f ∈ K2(G) we have ϑ ∗ f ∈ A(G), or

ϑ ∗ f ∈ B(G), respectively, then ϑ is semi-translation bounded. This means that all semi-

measures in the next Lemma are automatically semi-translation bounded, and hence we can

talk about them being intertwining.

Lemma 6.8. Let ϑ be a semi-measure. Then,

(a) ϑ is Fourier transformable if and only if ϑ is intertwining and ϑ ∗ f ∈ B(G) for all

f ∈ K2(G). Moreover, in this case, for all f ∈ K2(G) the measure f̂ µ̂ is finite and

ϑ ∗ f = f̂

∧

.

(b) ϑ is Fourier transformable and ϑ̂ is an absolutely continuous measure if and only

if ϑ is intertwining and ϑ ∗ f ∈ A(G) for all f ∈ K2(G).

Proof. (a) =⇒ This follows from Lemma 6.3(b) and Corollary 6.4.

⇐= For each f ∈ K2(G), there exists a finite measure νf on Ĝ such that

ϑ ∗ f = νf

∧

.

Then, ϑ ∗ f is Fourier transformable as measure and [23, Lem. 4.9.15]

(ϑ ∗ f)θG
∧

= νf .
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When we now apply [23, Lem. 4.9.24] twice, we obtain

ĝνf

∧

∧

= (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g = (ϑ ∗ g) ∗ f = f̂ νg

∧

∧

where the intertwining of ϑ is essential for the middle step.

Therefore, the finite measures ĝνf

∧

and f̂νg

∧

coincide. This means

ĝνf

∧

= f̂νg

∧

for all f, g ∈ K2(G) . (6.1)

To complete the proof, we now follow the proof of [9, Thm. 4.5]. For each ϕ ∈ Cc(G) and

g ∈ K2(G) such that ϕ(x) 6= 0 implies ĝ(x) 6= 0, we can define

ϕ

ĝ
(x) =

{
ϕ(x)
ĝ(x) , ĝ(x) 6= 0 ,

0 , otherwise .

Note that such a g always exist [9, Prop. 2.4] or [23, Cor. 4.9.12]. Now, if g1, g2 ∈ K2(G) are

two functions such that ϕ(x) 6= 0 implies ĝj(x) 6= 0 for 1 6 j 6 2, we have

νg1

(
ϕ

ĝ1

)
= νg1

(
ĝ2

ϕ

ĝ1ĝ2

)
= (ĝ2νg1)

(
ϕ

ĝ1ĝ2

)
(6.1)
= (ĝ1νg2)

(
ϕ

ĝ1ĝ2

)
= νg2

(
ϕ

ĝ2

)
.

This allows us to define a function ν : Cc(Ĝ) → C by

ν(ϕ) := νg

(
ϕ

ĝ

)
, (6.2)

where g ∈ K2(G) is any function such that ϕ(x) 6= 0 implies ĝ(x) 6= 0. By the above, ν does

not depend on the choice of g.

It is easy to see that ν is linear. Next, let K ⊆ Ĝ be any fixed compact set. Pick some

g ∈ K2(G) such that ĝ > 1K . Such a g exists by [9, Prop. 2.4] or [23, Cor. 4.9.12]. Set

CK := |νg| (Ĝ), which is finite since νg is a finite measure.

Next, for all ϕ ∈ Cc(Ĝ) with supp(ϕ) ⊆ K, we have

|ν(g)| =

∣∣∣∣νg
(
ϕ

ĝ

)∣∣∣∣ 6
∥∥∥ϕ
ĝ

∥∥∥
∞
|νg|(G) 6 CK‖ϕ‖∞ .

This shows that ν is a measure. Moreover, for all g ∈ K2(G), and all ϕ ∈ Cc(G), we have

ĝϕ(x) 6= 0 implies ĝ(x) 6= 0. Therefore, we obtain

(ĝν)(ϕ) = ν(ĝϕ)
(6.2)
= νg

(
ĝϕ

ĝ

)
= νg(ϕ)

and hence

ĝν = νg for all g ∈ K2(G) . (6.3)

In particular, g

∧

ν is a finite measure and hence g

∧

∈ L1(ν) for all g ∈ K2(G).

Next, for all g ∈ K2(G), we have

ϑ(g) = (ϑ ∗ g†)(0) = νg†

∧

(0) =

∫

Ĝ

dνg†(t)
(6.3)
=

∫

Ĝ

d(ĝ†ν)(t) =

∫

Ĝ

g

∧

(t) dν(t) = ν(g

∧

) .

This proves that ϑ is Fourier transformable and ϑ̂ = ν.

The last claim of (a) follows from (6.3).
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(b) =⇒ Let f ∈ L1
loc(Ĝ) be such that ϑ̂ = fθ

Ĝ
, and let g ∈ K2(G). Since g

∧

∈ L1(ϑ̂), we

get that g

∧

ϑ̂ ∈ L1(Ĝ). The claim follows now from Lemma 6.3(b).

⇐= For all f ∈ K2(G), we have ϑ ∗ f ∈ A(G) ⊆ B(G). Therefore, by (a), ϑ is a Fourier

transformable semi-measure. Its Fourier transform ν = ϑ̂ is then a weakly admissible measure

on Ĝ.

Next, let f ∈ K2(G) be arbitrary. Since ν is weakly admissible, f̂ν is a finite measure on

Ĝ, and by Lemma 6.3, we have

ϑ ∗ f = f̂ ν

∧

.

Since ϑ ∗ f ∈ A(G), there exists some h ∈ L1(Ĝ) such that

ϑ ∗ f = h

∧

.

Now, [23, Lem. 4.9.15] and [23, Thm. 4.9.13] imply

f̂ν = hθ
Ĝ
.

Thus, the measure f̂ ν is absolutely continuous, for all f ∈ K2(G).

Finally, [9, Prop. 2.4] or [23, Cor. 4.9.12] gives that the restriction of ν to each compact set

K ⊆ Ĝ is an absolutely continuous measure, and therefore, ν is absolutely continuous, which

completes the proof. �

Let us emphasize here that, given a semi-measure ϑ, it is in general not easy to check

if ϑ ∗ f ∈ A(G) and/or ϑ ∗ f ∈ B(G) for all f ∈ K2(G). Nevertheless, the result above

will be helpful for theoretical applications, allowing us to show that certain classes of semi-

measures are Fourier transformable (see Theorem 7.5 below), as well as establishing that

Fourier transformable semi-measures have certain properties (see Corollary 8.4).

Recall from Proposition 6.2, that each weakly admissible measure ν ∈ M(Ĝ) is the Fourier

transform of a semi-measure θν . Moreover, the definition of the Fourier transformability tells

us that

θν(f) := ν
(
f

∧)
,

for all f ∈ K2(G), which gives the explicit description of θν . Let us summarize these obser-

vations.

Fact 6.9. Let SMF (G) be the class of Fourier transformable semi-measures. Then, the

mapping ·̂ : SMF (G) → Mw(Ĝ) is a bijection with the inverse ·

∧

: Mw(Ĝ) → SMF (G) given

by

µ

∧

(f) = θµ(f) :=

∫

Ĝ

f

∧

(χ) dµ(χ) for all f ∈ K2(G) .

Let us next briefly discuss when is µ

∧

a measure. We start with the following preliminary

result.

Proposition 6.10. Let ν ∈ M(Ĝ) be weakly admissible. Then, the following statements are

equivalent.

(i) ν is the Fourier transform of a measure µ ∈ M(G).
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(ii) ϑν can be uniquely extended to a continuous (in the inductive topology) functional

on Cc(G).

(iii) For each compact set K, there exists some cK > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ĝ

f

∧

(χ)dµ(χ)

∣∣∣∣ = |ϑν(f)| 6 cK‖f‖∞

for all f ∈ K2(G) with supp(f) ⊆ K.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (iii) Let µ be a measure such that ν = µ̂. Let K ⊆ G be a compact subset,

and let f ∈ K2(G) be such that supp(f) ⊆ K. Since µ ∈ M(G), there is a constant cK > 0

such that |µ(f)| 6 cK ‖f‖∞. Consequently, one has

|ϑν(f)| =
∣∣ν
(
f

∧)∣∣ = |µ(f)| 6 cK ‖f‖∞ .

This proves (iii).

(iii) =⇒ (ii) This follows from Lemma 4.9.

(ii) =⇒ (i) By (ii), ϑν can be uniquely extended to a measure µ. In that case, µ is Fourier

transformable as a semi-measure, and µ̂ = ν. The claim follows from Lemma 6.5. �

Next, given ν ∈ Mw(G), let us discuss when θν ∈ M∞(G). The following proposition is an

immediate consequence of Proposition 5.10, Lemma 6.3, Lemma 4.11 and Proposition 6.10.

Proposition 6.11. Let ν be a weakly admissible measure on Ĝ and let U ⊆ G be a fixed open

pre-compact set. Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) There exists a Fourier transformable measure µ ∈ M∞(G) such that µ̂ = ν.

(ii) For each compact set K ⊆ G there exists some constant CK > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣
∫

Ĝ

χ(t) f̂(χ) dν(χ)

∣∣∣∣ < CK

for all f ∈ K2(G) with supp(f) ⊆ K and all t ∈ G.

(iii) One has

sup

{∣∣∣
∫

Ĝ

χ(t) f̂(χ) dν(χ)
∣∣∣ : f ∈ K2(G), supp(f) ⊆ U, ‖f‖∞ 6 1 , t ∈ G

}
< ∞ .

�

This motivates the following definition.

Definition 6.12. Let U ⊆ G be an open pre-compact set. An admissible measure ν on Ĝ is

called U -nice if

sup

{∣∣∣∣
∫

Ĝ

χ(t) f̂(χ) dν(χ)

∣∣∣∣ : f ∈ KU
2 (G), t ∈ G

}
< ∞ ,

where

KU
2 (G) := {f ∈ K2(G), supp(f) ⊆ U, ‖f‖∞ 6 1} .

With this definition, Proposition 6.11 says that a semi-measure is U -nice if and only if it

is the Fourier transform of a translation bounded measure. This implies that the concept of

U -nice is independent of the choice of U (compare also [33]).
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Corollary 6.13. Let U ⊆ G be a fixed open pre-compact set, and let ν be a weakly admissible

measure on Ĝ. Then ν is U -nice if and only if ν is V -nice for every open pre-compact set

V ⊆ G. �

7. Positive definite semi-measures

In the next section, Corollary 8.17, we will state and prove the analog of [36, Thm. 4.3]

for locally compact Abelian groups in a slightly more general version. The reason is that we

can apply it to other problems and partially answer an open question raised Argabright and

de Lamadrid, see Corollary 7.9. In order to do so, we need to introduce the following notion.

Definition 7.1. [18, Def. C6] A semi-measure ϑ is called positive definite if for all f ∈ Cc(G)

we have

ϑ(f ∗ f̃) > 0 .

It is clear that any measure is positive definite as a semi-measure if and only if it is positive

definite as measure.

Remark 7.2. (a) Any semi-measure ϑ induces a linear function Fϑ : K2(G)
∧

→ C via

Fϑ(f̂) := ϑ(f) .

We will refer to Fϑ as the functional associated to ϑ.

(b) Any linear function F : K2(G)
∧

→ C induces a semi-measure ϑ via

ϑ(f) := F (f̂) .

Moreover, in this case F is the functional associated to ϑ.

(c) ϑ is positive definite if and only if its associated functional is positive.

This remark emphasizes that (positive definite) semi-measures can be studied via studying

(positive) linear functionals on K2(G)
∧

. Later in the paper, given a functional F : K2(G)
∧

→ C

we will say that it is induced by a measure if there exists a measure ν such that

F (g) =

∫

Ĝ

g(t) dν(t)

for all g ∈ K2(G)
∧

. This relation implicitly asks for the integrability of g with respect to ν.

Therefore, we get the following trivial result.

Lemma 7.3. (a) Let F : K2(G)
∧

→ C be induced by a measure ν. Then ν ∈ MW (Ĝ).

(b) A semi-measure ϑ is Fourier transformable if and only if the functional Fϑ associ-

ated to ϑ is induced by a measure ν. Moreover, in this case, we have ϑ̂ = ν.

�

Next, let us emphasize that by Plancherel Theorem we have

K2(G)
∧

⊆ L1(Ĝ) .

Moreover, by the Riemann–Lebesgue Lemma, we have K2(G)
∧

⊆ C0(Ĝ). In particular, for all

1 6 p 6 ∞ we have

K2(G)
∧

⊆ L1(Ĝ) ∩ C0(Ĝ) ⊆ Lp(Ĝ) .
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Finally, we also have K2(G)
∧

⊆ A(G) ⊆ B(G).

We can now give some examples of positive definite semi-measures. More such examples

will be given by Theorem 7.5 and Cor. 7.7.

Example 7.4. Let 1 6 p 6 ∞ and let F : Lp(Ĝ) → C be positive linear functional. Then,

ϑ(f) = F (f̂)

is a positive definite semi-measure.

Next, we want to give a Bochner type result for semi-measures, similar to the one for

measures. The Fourier theory of positive definite measures is well established [9, 1]. Many of

the proofs rely on the following two relations:

• If µ is positive definite and f ∈ Cc(G), then µ∗f ∗ f̃ is a continuous positive definite

function.

• If µ is a (positive definite) measure and f, g ∈ Cc(G), then
(
µ ∗ f ∗ f̃

)
∗ (g ∗ g̃) =

(µ ∗ g ∗ g̃) ∗ (f ∗ f̃).

While the second relation trivially holds for all measures, for semi-measures it is equivalent

via the polarisation identity [23, p. 244] to the semi-measure being intertwining. We show

next that for semi-measures, these conditions are equivalent to semi-translation boundedness

and intertwining. This allows us show that semi-translation bounded, intertwining, positive

definite semi-measures are Fourier transformable. Corollary 6.4 implies that semi-translation

boundedness and intertwining are necessary conditions for Fourier transformability. We will

see next that adding intertwining to positive definiteness and semi-translation boundedness

gives Fourier transformability. In particular we will get the following fundamental result

about positive definite semi-measures (compare [18, Rem. C7]).

Theorem 7.5 (Bochner’s theorem for semi-measures). Let ϑ be a semi-measure. Then, the

following statements are equivalent.

(i) For all f ∈ Cc(G) the function ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃) is positive definite and continuous, and

ϑ is intertwining.

(ii) ϑ is semi-translation bounded, intertwining and for each f ∈ Cc(G) there exists a

finite measure σf on Ĝ such that

ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃) = σf

∧

.

(iii) ϑ is Fourier transformable and ϑ̂ is positive.

(iv) ϑ is positive definite, semi-translation bounded and intertwining.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii) Since ϑ∗(f∗f̃) is positive definite and continuous we have ϑ∗(f∗f̃) ∈ Cu(G).

The polarisation identity then gives that ϑ is semi-translation bounded.

(ii) This now follows from Bochner’s theorem.

(ii) =⇒ (iii) By (ii), for all f ∈ Cc(G) we have ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃) ∈ B(G). The polarisation identity

then gives ϑ ∗ g ∈ B(G) for all g ∈ K2(G). Since ϑ is intertwining, it is Fourier transformable
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by Lemma 6.8, and, for all f ∈ Cc(G) we have

∣∣f̂
∣∣2ϑ̂

∧

= ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃) = σf

∧

.

This immediately gives that
∣∣f̂
∣∣2ϑ̂ = σf is a positive measure for all f ∈ Cc(G). The claim

follows.

(iii) =⇒ (iv) By Corollary 6.4, ϑ is semi-translation bounded and intertwining. Let µ = ϑ̂.

Then, µ is a positive measure. Therefore, we obtain

ϑ(f ∗ f̃) =

∫

Ĝ

|f̂(χ)|2 dµ(χ) > 0

for all f ∈ Cc(G). This shows that ϑ is positive definite.

(iv) =⇒ (i) The function ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃) is continuous by semi-translation boundedness for all

f ∈ Cc(G). Following the argument of [9, Prop. 4.4], we show that this is also positive definite.

Since ϑ is intertwining, we have∫

G

(ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃))(t) (g ∗ g̃)(t) dt =
(
(ϑ ∗ (f ∗ f̃)) ∗ (g† ∗ g̃†)

)
(0) =

(
ϑ ∗ ((f ∗ f̃) ∗ (g† ∗ g̃†))

)
(0)

=
(
ϑ ∗ ((f ∗ g†) ∗ ˜(f ∗ g†))

)
(0) = ϑ

(
(f † ∗ g) ∗ ˜(f † ∗ g)

)
> 0

for all g ∈ Cc(G), with the last inequality following from positive definiteness of ϑ and

f †∗g ∈ Cc(G). Therefore, ϑ∗(f ∗f̃) is positive definite by [9, Prop.4.1]. The claim follows. �

Remark 7.6. Let ϑ be the semi-measure from Example 4.2 (2). Then, ϑ is Fourier trans-

formable and

ϑ̂ = λλ|[0,∞) .

It follows that ϑ is positive definite, intertwining and semi-translation bounded. Moreover,

since ϑ̂ /∈ WAP(R) it follows that ϑ is not a measure. This gives a simple example of an

intertwining, semi-translation bounded measure which is not a measure.

More generally, if ν is any weakly admissible measure such that ν /∈ WAP(Ĝ), then

ϑ(f) :=

∫

Ĝ

f(χ)dν(χ) for all f ∈ K2(G)

is a semi-translation bounded, intertwining, Fourier transformable semi-measure which is not

a measure. Moreover, ϑ is positive definite if and only if ν is positive.

The previous theorem and Proposition 6.2 give the next result.

Corollary 7.7. Let µ be a measure on Ĝ. Then µ is positive and weakly admissible if and

only if there exists a positive definite semi-measure ϑ, which is semi-translation bounded and

intertwining, such that ϑ̂ = µ. �

One important open question in the theory of Fourier transform of measures is whether

each Fourier transformable measure can be written as a linear combination of positive definite

measures [1]. Recent progress answered this question positively for measures with lattice

support [27] and measures with Meyer set support [39], but the question remains open in

general.
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Below we show that the equivalent question for semi-measures has a positive answer. In

particular, we get that a measure µ on G is Fourier transformable if and only if it is a linear

combination of (at most four) semi-measures which are positive definite, semi-translation

bounded and intertwining.

Proposition 7.8. Let ϑ be a semi-measure. Then, ϑ is Fourier transformable if and only

if there exist four semi-measures ϑj which are semi-translation bounded, intertwining and

positive definite such that

ϑ = ϑ1 − ϑ2 + i(ϑ3 − ϑ4) .

Proof. =⇒ Since ϑ is Fourier transformable, there exists a weakly admissible measure µ on

Ĝ such that

ϑ̂ = µ .

As a Fourier transform, µ is a weakly admissible measure, and so are Re(µ) = µ+µ̄
2 and

Im(µ) = µ−µ̄
2i by Lemma 3.3. Now, using the Hahn decomposition [28, Thm. 6.14]

Re(µ) = ρ1 − ρ2 and Im(µ) = ρ3 − ρ4

as difference of orthogonal positive measures, we get

|ρ1,2| 6 |Re(µ)| 6 |µ| and |ρ3,4| 6 |Im(µ)| 6 |µ| .

This gives

µ = ρ1 − ρ2 + i(ρ3 − ρ4) ,

where ρj is a positive weakly admissible measures for 1 6 j 6 4. By Corollary 7.7, there exist

uniformly positive definite semi-measures θj such that

θ̂j = ρj .

Thus, one has

ϑ(f) = µ(f

∧

) = ρ1(f

∧

)− ρ2(f

∧

) + iρ3(f

∧

)− iρ4(f

∧

) = θ1(f)− θ2(f) + iθ3(f)− iθ4(f)

for all f ∈ K2(G). This proves the claim.

⇐= This is a consequence of Theorem 7.5. �

Corollary 7.9. Let µ be a measure on G. Then µ is Fourier transformable if and only if

µ is a linear combination of (at most four) positive definite semi-measures which are semi-

translation bounded and intertwining.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 8.17 and Lemma 6.5. �

Example 7.10. For finite pure point measures on R, the result of Corollary 7.9 is immediate.

For example consider µ = δt for some t ∈ R. Then, we have

µ̂ = e−2πit• λλ = cos(2πt•)+λλ− cos(2πt•)−λλ+ i sin(2πt•)+λλ− i sin(2πt•)+λλ .

All four measures on the right hand side are periodic (hence Fourier transformable) and

translation bounded. Therefore, they are twice Fourier transformable, and thus they are

Fourier transforms of some measures.

A similar argument shows that the same holds for all finite measures µ on R.
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We complete the section by discussing some natural questions about positive definite semi-

measures Let us first introduce some examples of positive definite semi-measures.

Question 7.11. Let ϑ be a positive definite semi-measure on G.

(a) Is ϑ semi-translation bounded?

(b) Assume that ϑ is semi-translation bounded. Is ϑ intertwining?

By looking at the functional associated to ϑ we can reformulate these two questions as:

Question 7.12. Let F : K2(G)
∧

→ C be a positive linear functional. Is F induced by a

measure?

Now, if every positive linear functional F : K2(G)
∧

→ C is induced by a measure, this

would imply that each positive definite semi-measure is Fourier transformable, and hence

semi-translation bounded and intertwining.

On another hand, if every positive definite semi-measure is semi-translation bounded and

intertwining, then by Bochner’s theorem it would be Fourier transformable. This would imply

that each positive linear functional F : K2(G)
∧

→ C would be induced by a measure.

Let us emphasize here that on many Banach spaces positivity of linear functionals implies

continuity. The following result is standard:

Lemma 7.13. [43] Let B be a Banach space of functions, or equivalence classes of functions

from G to C, with the property that

|f | ∈ B and ‖ |f | ‖ = ‖f‖ .

for all f ∈ B. If F : B → C is a positive linear functional, then F is continuous. �

The next result follows immediately.

Corollary 7.14. Let ϑ be a positive definite semi-measure and let Fϑ : K2(G)
∧

→ C be the

associated linear functional.

(a) Fϑ can be extended to a positive linear functional on C0(Ĝ) if and only if Fϑ is

induced by a finite positive measure.

(b) For 1 6 p < ∞ and let q be the conjugate of p.Then, the functional Fϑ can be

extended to a positive linear functional on Lp(Ĝ) if and only if Fϑ is induced by an

absolutely continuous positive measure µ with density function g ∈ Lq(Ĝ).

In particular, in all these cases ϑ is Fourier transformable, and hence semi-translation bounded

and intertwining.

Proof. (a) Follows immediately from Lemma 7.13 and the Riesz representation theorem [29].

(b) Follows from Lemma 7.13 and the fact that for 1 6 p < ∞ the dual space of Lp(G) is

Lq(G). �

The above results emphasize that any negative answer to Question 7.11 or Question 7.12

would yield a positive linear functional F : K2(G) → C which is not induced by a measure,

and therefore, cannot be extended to a positive functional neither on C0(G) nor Lp(G) for all

1 6 p < ∞.
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8. Almost periodic semi-measures

In this section, we introduce the notion of almost periodicity for semi-measures, discuss

their Eberlein decomposition and establish the generalized Eberlein decomposition for Fourier

transformable semi-measures. The approach to almost periodicity is the standard adaptation

of [13, 23], compare [42].

Definition 8.1. A semi-measure ϑ is called strongly, weakly or null weakly almost periodic

if ϑ ∗ f ∈ SAP (G), ϑ ∗ f ∈ WAP (G) or ϑ ∗ f ∈ WAP0(G), respectively, for all f ∈ K2(G).

We denote the corresponding spaces of measures by SAP
sm(G), WAP

sm(G) and WAP
sm
0 (G),

respectively.

Since SAP (G) and WAP0(G) are subspaces of WAP (G) ⊆ Cu(G), the following result

holds trivially.

Lemma 8.2. One has the following relations:

SAP
sm(G), WAPsm0 (G) ⊆ WAP

sm(G) ⊆ SM∞(G) .

Moreover, SAPsm(G), WAPsm0 (G) and WAP
sm(G) are subspaces of SM∞(G). �

Next, we can talk about the mean and the Fourier–Bohr coefficients of weakly almost

periodic semi-measures.

Proposition 8.3. (a) For all ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G), f ∈ K2(G) and χ ∈ Ĝ, the Fourier–Bohr

coefficient

aχ(ϑ ∗ f) := lim
n→∞

1

|An|

∫

An

χ(t) (ϑ ∗ f)(t) dt

exists and is independent of the choice of the van Hove sequence (An)n∈N.

(b) Let ϑ ∈ SM∞(G) be intertwining, and let χ ∈ Ĝ. If the Fourier–Bohr coefficient

aχ(ϑ ∗ f) exists for all f ∈ K2(G), then there exists a number aχ(ϑ) such that

aχ(ϑ ∗ f) = aχ(ϑ) f̂(χ) .

for all f ∈ K2(G).

Proof. (a) This follows from [23, Prop. 4.5.9].

(b) Let f, g ∈ K2(G), and let χ ∈ Ĝ. Since ϑ ∗ f ∈ WAP (G) by [18, Cor. 3.7], we have

aχ((ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g) = ĝ(χ) aχ(ϑ ∗ f) .

Similarly,

aχ((ϑ ∗ g) ∗ f) = f̂(χ) aχ(ϑ ∗ g) .

Now, since ϑ is intertwining, we have (ϑ ∗ f) ∗ g = (ϑ ∗ g) ∗ f . This shows that

ĝ(χ)aχ(ϑ ∗ f)) = f̂(χ)aχ(ϑ ∗ g) (8.1)

for all f, g ∈ K2(G) and χ ∈ Ĝ. Now, let χ ∈ Ĝ be arbitrary. Fix some h ∈ K2(G) such that

ĥ(χ) = 1. Set

aχ(ϑ) := aχ(ϑ ∗ h)
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Then, Eq. (8.1) implies

f̂(χ) aχ(ϑ) = f̂(χ) aχ(ϑ ∗ h) = ĥ(χ) aχ(ϑ ∗ f) = aχ(ϑ ∗ f)

for all f ∈ K2(G), which proves the claim. �

The next result is an immediate consequence.

Corollary 8.4. Let ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G) be intertwining. Then, for each χ ∈ Ĝ, there exists a

number aχ(ϑ) such that

aχ(ϑ ∗ f) = aχ(ϑ) f̂(χ) .

for all f ∈ K2(G). �

Definition 8.5. Let ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G) be intertwining. Then, for each χ ∈ Ĝ, the number aχ(ϑ)

from Corollary 8.4 is called the Fourier–Bohr coefficient of ϑ at χ.

The formal sum
∑

χ∈Ĝ
aχ(ϑ) δχ is called the Fourier–Bohr series of ϑ.

We can now give a different characterization for WAPsm0 (G) similar to [13].

Lemma 8.6. Let ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G) be intertwining. Then, ϑ ∈ WAP

sm
0 (G) if and only if

aχ(ϑ) = 0 for all χ ∈ Ĝ .

Proof. Since ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G), by [23, Thm. 4.6.12], we have

M(|ϑ ∗ f |2) =
∑

χ∈Ĝ

|aχ(ϑ ∗ f)|2

for all f ∈ K2(G). Therefore, by [23, Remark 4.7.2.], one has ϑ ∈ WAP
sm
0 (G) if and only if

∑

χ∈Ĝ

|aχ(ϑ ∗ f)|2 = 0

for all f ∈ K2(G). The claim follows now from Corollary 8.4. �

For translation bounded measures, almost periodicity as measure and semi-measure coin-

cide. This is an immediate consequence of [23, Prop. 4.10.3.].

Lemma 8.7. We have the following identities of spaces:

WAP
sm(G) ∩M∞(G) = WAP(G) ,

SAP
sm(G) ∩M∞(G) = SAP(G) ,

WAP
sm
0 (G) ∩M∞(G) = WAP0(G) .

�

Remark 8.8. Let µ be a positive definite measure which is not translation bounded (see

again [1, Prop. 7.1]). Then, µ is Fourier transformable as measure, and hence Fourier

transformable as semi-measure. Theorem 8.20(a) below then implies that µ ∈ WAP
sm(G).

But, as WAP(G) ⊆ M∞(G), we have µ /∈ WAP(G).

Next, we discuss the completion of these spaces.
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Example 8.9. Let µ ∈ M(R) be any measure. Define

µn = µ|[−n,n] and νn = µn ∗ δ2nZ

for all n ∈ N. Then, µn ∈ M∞
0 (R) ⊆ WAP0(R) by [35, Lem. 17]. Moreover, νn is fully

periodic and hence νn ∈ SAP(R). In particular, Lemma 8.7 implies that µn ∈ WAP
sm
0 (R) and

νn ∈ SAP
sm(R). By construction, the sequences (µn)n∈N and (νn)n∈N converge vaguely to µ.

As K2(R) ⊆ Cc(R), (µn)n∈N, (νn)n∈N converge in the pointwise topology for semi-measures

to µ. Now, if µ ∈ M∞(R)\WAP(R) it follows from Lemma 8.7 that µ /∈ WAP
sm(R).

This shows that SAP
sm(R), WAP

sm(R) and WAP
sm
0 (R) are not closed in the topology of

pointwise convergence.

Remark 8.10. If G is any non-compact, σ-compact LCAG, and (Kn)n∈N is any sequence of

compact sets such that

Kn ⊆ Int(Kn+1) and G =
⋃

n

Kn ,

then we have µn := µ|Kn ∈ M∞
0 (G) and µn → µ pointwise, for all µ ∈ M(G). Since G

is non-compact, M(G)\WAP(G) is non-empty. Exactly as above, µn ∈ WAP
sm
0 (G), (µn)n∈N

converges in the pointwise topology for semi-measures to µ but µ /∈ WAP
sm(G).

We next show that these spaces are closed in a topology similar to the product topology for

measures. Let us introduce the following definition first. Note that each f ∈ K2(G) defines a

semi-norm pf on K2(G) via

φf (ϑ) = ‖f ∗ ϑ‖∞ .

Definition 8.11. The locally convex topology defined on SM∞(G) by the family of semi-

norms {pf : f ∈ K2(G)} is called the semi-product topology. We will denote this topology by

τsp.

In this topology, a net (ϑα)α converges to ϑ if and only if

lim
α

‖ϑα ∗ f − ϑ ∗ f‖∞ = 0

for all f ∈ K2(G). Note that, similarly to [13], the semi-product topology is simply the

topology induced by the embedding

SM∞(G) →֒ [Cu(G)]K2(G) ϑ 7→ (ϑ ∗ f)f∈K2(G) .

Lemma 8.12. (a) (SM∞(G), τsp) is complete.

(b) The spaces SAP
sm(G), WAPsm(G) and WAP

sm
0 (G) are closed in (SM∞(G), τsp). In

particular, (SAPsm(G), τsp), (WAP
sm(G), τsp) and (WAPsm0 (G), τsp) are complete.

Proof. (a) Let (µα)α be a Cauchy net in SM∞(G). Then, for all f ∈ K2(G) the net (µα ∗f)α
is Cauchy in (Cu(G), ‖ · ‖∞) and hence convergent to some Ff ∈ Cu(G).

Also note that

µα(f) = (µα ∗ f †)(0)
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for all f ∈ K2(G). Since µα ∗ f † is Cauchy in (Cu(G), ‖ · ‖∞), the net (µα(f))α is Cauchy in

C. Therefore, by Proposition 4.8, there exists a semi-measure µ such that

µ(f) = lim
α

µα(f) for all f ∈ K2(G) .

Let f ∈ K2(G) and t ∈ G. Then,

Ff (t) = lim
α
(µα ∗ f)(t) = lim

α
µα(Ttf

†) = µ(Ttf) = (µ ∗ f)(t) .

This shows that we have µ ∗ f = Ff ∈ Cu(G) for all f ∈ K2(G). Therefore, µ ∈ SM∞(G)

and

lim
α

‖µα ∗ f − µ ∗ f‖∞ = lim
α

‖µα ∗ f − Ff‖∞ = 0

for all f ∈ K2(G). This proves that µα converges in τsp to µ ∈ SM∞(G).

(b) SinceWAP (G) and SAP (G) are closed in (Cu(G), ‖·‖∞) [23, Prop. 4.3.4], it follows imme-

diately that SAPsm(G) and WAP
sm(G) are closed in (SM∞(G), τsp). Moreover, the inequality

M(|f |) 6 ‖f‖∞ for all f ∈ WAP (G) gives that WAP0(G) is closed in (WAP (G), ‖ · ‖∞)

which gives that WAPsm0 (G) is closed in (SM∞(G), τsp). �

We are now ready to prove the existence of the Eberlein decomposition for semi-measures.

Theorem 8.13. We have

WAP
sm(G) = SAP

sm(G) ⊕ WAP
sm
0 (G) .

In particular, every semi-measure ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G) can be written uniquely in the form

ϑ = ϑs + ϑ0 , (8.2)

with

(ϑs) ∗ f = (ϑ ∗ f)s and (ϑ0) ∗ f = (ϑ ∗ f)0

for all f ∈ K2(G).

Proof. It is easy to see that

ϑs(f) := (ϑ ∗ f †)s(0) and ϑ0(f) := (ϑ ∗ f †)0(0)

define linear functionals on K2(G), and hence semi-measures. Moreover, we have

(ϑs ∗ f)(0) = ϑs(Ttf
†) = (ϑ ∗ (T−tf))s(0) = (T−t(ϑ ∗ f))s (0) = (ϑ ∗ f)s(t) ,

(ϑ0 ∗ f)(0) = ϑ0(Ttf
†) = (ϑ ∗ (T−tf))0(0) = (T−t(ϑ ∗ f))0 (0) = (ϑ ∗ f)0(t) ,

for all t ∈ G, which completes the proof. �

Definition 8.14. Let ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G). We will refer to the decomposition (8.2) as the Eberlein

decomposition of ϑ.

Remark 8.15. Let µ ∈ WAP(G). Then, Lemma 8.7 implies that the Eberlein decomposition

of µ as measure and semi-measure coincide.

Now we can prove the existence of the generalized Eberlein decomposition. We start

with some preliminary results. First, the following lemma is an immediate consequence of

Proposition 6.2.
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Lemma 8.16. Let T : Mw(G) → Mw(G) be any function. Then, there exists some function

S : SMT (G) → SMT (G) such that

S(ϑ)
∧

= T (ϑ̂) .

for all ϑ ∈ SMT (G). �

Corollary 8.17. Let ν ∈ M(Ĝ) be the Fourier transform of a Fourier transformable semi-

measure ϑ. Let {νj | 1 6 j 6 n} ⊆ M(Ĝ) such that

ν =
n∑

j=1

νj and |νj| 6 |ν| for all 1 6 j 6 n .

Then, there are Fourier transformable semi-measures ϑ1, . . . , ϑn such that

ϑ =
n∑

j=1

ϑj and ϑ̂j = νj , 1 6 j 6 n .

Proof. Since |νj | 6 |ν| for all 1 6 j 6 n, this is a direct consequence of Lemma 3.4(b),

Lemma 3.3(b) and Proposition 6.2. �

Remark 8.18. Let U ⊆ G be a fixed open pre-compact set. Under the setting of Corol-

lary 4.13 we have

(a) γ is translation bounded and hence γ̂ is U -nice.

(b) γs, γ0a, γ0s are translation bounded measures if and only if (γ̂)pp, (γ̂)ac, (γ̂)sc are

U -nice.

Next, we want to know if the semi-measures can be measures. The following example shows

that we cannot expect this to hold in general.

Example 8.19. Consider G = R. The Lebesgue measure ν = λλ is the Fourier transform of

the (semi-)measure ϑ = δ0. Now, if we decompose ν into

ν = 1{x∈R |x>0}λλ+ 1{x∈R | x<0}λλ =: ν1 + ν2 ,

we can apply Theorem 8.17 and obtain Fourier transformable semi-measures ϑ1 and ϑ2 such

that

δ0 = ϑ1 + ϑ2 and ϑ̂1 = 1{x∈R |x>0}λλ , ϑ̂2 = 1{x∈R | x<0}λλ .

However, ϑ1 and ϑ2 are not measures, since ν1 and ν2 are not weakly almost periodic (whence

they can’t be Fourier transforms of measures [23, Thm. 4.11.12]).

Now, we are ready to prove the following result.

Theorem 8.20. Let ϑ ∈ SMT (G). Then,

(a) ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G).

(b) ϑs, ϑ0 ∈ SMT (G) and

ϑ̂s = (ϑ̂)pp and ϑ̂0 = (ϑ̂)c

(c) For all χ ∈ Ĝ, we have

ϑ̂({χ}) = aχ(ϑ) = aχ(ϑs) .
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(d) There exist semi-measures ϑ0a, ϑ0s ∈ SMT such that ϑ0 = ϑ0a + ϑ0s and

ϑ̂0s = (ϑ̂)sc and ϑ̂0a = (ϑ̂)ac .

Proof. (a) This follows from Lemma 6.3 and [23, Lemma 4.8.6].

(b) This follows from Theorem 8.13 and [23, Thm. 4.8.11.].

(c) Let f ∈ K2(G) be such that f̂(χ) = 1. Let µ := ϑ̂. Then, Lemma 6.3 gives f

∧

µ

∧

(t) =

(ϑ ∗ f)(−t). Thus, by applying [23, Lem. 4.8.7] to the finite measure f

∧

µ, we get

f

∧

(χ)ϑ̂({χ}) = f

∧

(χ)µ({χ}) = aχ(ϑ ∗ f) .

Finally, since ϑ is Fourier transformable, it is intertwining by Corollary 6.4, and hence, Propo-

sition 8.3 implies

aχ(ϑ ∗ f) = f̂(χ) aχ(ϑ) .

This shows that

ϑ̂({χ}) = aχ(ϑ)

for all Fourier transformable semi-measures ϑ and all χ ∈ Ĝ and, by (b),

ϑ̂({χ}) = (ϑ̂)pp({χ}) = aχ(ϑs) ,

which proves (c).

(d) By Lemma 3.3 (c), the projections Tac(µ) = µac and Tsc(µ) = µsc take Mw(G) into

Mw(G). The claim follows now from Lemma 8.16. �

Let us introduce the following notation:

WAP
sm
0a,T (G) = {ϑ ∈ SMT (G) : ϑ̂ is absolutelly continuous} ,

WAP
sm
0s,T (G) = {ϑ ∈ SMT (G) : ϑ̂ is singular continuous} ,

Theorem 8.20 tells us that we have the decomposition

SMT (G) = (SMT (G) ∩ SAP
sm(G))⊕ WAP

sm
0a,T (G)⊕ WAP

sm
0s,T (G)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=WAP

sm
0

(G)∩SMT (G)

.

Moreover, the Fourier transform induces the following bijections:

SMT (G) = (SMT (G) ∩ SAP
sm(G)) ⊕WAPsm0s,T (G) ⊕WAPsm0a,T (G)

Mw(G) = Mw
pp(G) ⊕Mw

sc(G) ⊕Mw
ac(G)

F F F F
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9. On the components of the generalized Eberlein decomposition

In this section, we review the properties of the components of the generalized Eberlein

decomposition. Our approach here is similar to [36]. Let us start with the following simple

result.

Lemma 9.1. Let ϑ ∈ WAP
sm(G) and let (An)n∈N be a van Hove sequence. Let ϑ1, ϑ2 ∈ SM(G)

be such that

ϑ = ϑ1 + ϑ2 .

Then ϑ1 = ϑs and ϑ2 = ϑ0 if and only if

(i) ϑ1 ∗ f ∈ SAP (G),

(ii) limn→∞
1
An

∫
An

|(ϑ2 ∗ f)(t)| dt = 0,

for all f ∈ K2(G).

Proof. =⇒ Let f ∈ K2(G). Note that f∗ϑ1 = f∗ϑs ∈ SAP (G) and f∗ϑ2 = f∗ϑ0 ∈ WAP0(G).

But this also implies (ii).

⇐= Let f ∈ K2(G). By (i), f ∗ ϑ1 ∈ SAP (G), and hence f ∗ ϑ2 ∈ WAP (G). Together with

(ii), this gives f ∗ ϑ2 ∈ WAP0(G). Therefore, Theorem 8.13 implies

f ∗ ϑ1 = (f ∗ ϑ)s = f ∗ (ϑs) and f ∗ ϑ2 = (f ∗ ϑ)0 = f ∗ (ϑ0) .

Since f ∈ K2(G) was arbitrary, the claim follows. �

Next, we prove a Riemann–Lebesgue type lemma for semi-measures.

Lemma 9.2. Let ϑ ∈ WAP
sm
0a,T(G). Then, ϑ ∗ f ∈ C0(G) for all f ∈ K2(G).

Proof. Let f ∈ K2(G). Since ϑ ∈ WAP
sm
0a,T(G), there is a function h ∈ L1

loc(Ĝ) such that

ϑ̂ = hθ
Ĝ
. By, Lemma 6.3, we have

(ϑ ∗ f)(t) = f̂h

∧

(t) . (9.1)

Note that ∫

Ĝ

|f̂(χ)| |h(χ)| dχ =

∫

Ĝ

|f̂(χ)| d|ϑ̂|(χ) < ∞ ,

again by Lemma 6.3. This shows that for all f ∈ K2(G) we have f̂ h ∈ L1(Ĝ). Consequently,

ϑ ∗ f ∈ C0(G) by Eq. (9.1) and the standard version of the Riemann–Lebesgue lemma. �

Next, we can prove the following result, compare [36].

Proposition 9.3. Let µ ∈ MT (G). Then, the following statements are equivalent:

(i) g

∧

∗ µ ∈ L2(G), for all g ∈ KL(Ĝ).

(ii) gµ̂ is absolutely continuous with L2(Ĝ)-density, for all g ∈ KL(Ĝ).

(iii) gµ̂ is absolutely continuous with L2(Ĝ)-density, for all g ∈ KL(Ĝ).

(iv) µ̂ is absolutely continuous with L2
loc(Ĝ)-density.

In particular, we have µ ∈ WAP
sm
0a,T(G).
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Proof. First note that gµ̂ is a finite measure for all g ∈ KL(Ĝ) [1]. Therefore, it is twice

Fourier transformable.

(i) ⇐⇒ (ii): We have

〈
gµ̂

∧

, φ
〉
=

〈
gµ̂ , φ

∧

〉
=

〈
µ̂ , g φ

∧

〉
=

〈
µ , gφ

∧

∧〉
= 〈µ , ĝ ∗ φ〉 = 〈(g

∧

∗ µ)θG , φ〉 (9.2)

for all φ ∈ KL(G) (note here that g φ

∧

∈ KL(Ĝ) because

‖gφ

∧

∧

‖L1 = ‖g

∧

∗ φ‖L1 6 ‖g

∧

‖L1‖φ‖L1 < ∞

by Young’s inequality). Now, (9.2) and the dominated convergence theorem imply
〈
gµ̂

∧

, f
〉
= 〈(g

∧

∗ µ)θG , f〉

for all f ∈ Cc(G). The claim now follows.

(ii) =⇒ (iii): follows from K2(G) ⊆ KL(G).

(iii) =⇒ (iv): Let K ⊆ G be any compact set. Pick some g ∈ K2(Ĝ) with g ≡ 1 on K. Then,

by (ii), there is a function hK ∈ L2(Ĝ) such that gµ̂ = hKθ
Ĝ
. In particular, restricting all

these measures to K we get

µ̂|K = (gµ̂)|K = (hKθ
Ĝ
)|K = (hK)|Kθ

Ĝ
. (9.3)

This shows that the restriction of µ̂ to each compact set K is absolutely continuous measure,

and hence µ̂ is an absolutely continuous measure. Let f be its density function. Then (9.3)

gives that f |Kθ
Ĝ
= (hK)|Kθ

Ĝ
and hence f(x) = hK(x) for almost all x ∈ K.

Since the restriction of hK to K is an L2 function and the restrictions of f and hK to K

coincide almost everywhere, we get f |K ∈ L2(Ĝ). This gives f ∈ L2
loc(Ĝ) as claimed.

(iv) =⇒ (ii): Let µ̂ = h θ
Ĝ

with h ∈ L2
loc(Ĝ). Then, for all g ∈ KL(G) the measure gµ̂ is

finite, and absolutely continuous with density function gh. Finally, gh ∈ L2(Ĝ) because
∫

Ĝ

|g(χ)h(χ)|2 dθ
Ĝ
(χ) 6 ‖g‖2∞

∫

supp(g)
|h(χ)|2 dθ

Ĝ
(χ) < ∞ .

�

10. Fourier transform of measures

According to Proposition 6.10, a weakly admissible measure ν ∈ M(Ĝ) is the Fourier

transform of a measure m ∈ M(G) if and only if the corresponding semi-measure ϑν is

continuous. The purpose of this section is to give another characterisation. In order to do

so, we need to introduce a special class of sequences of functions, namely positive definite

approximate identities.

The next lemma shows that we can pick the approximate identity to be in K2(G) ∩ P (G).
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Lemma 10.1. Let U ⊆ G be any open pre-compact neighborhood of 0. Then, there exists a

sequence (Kn)n∈N in K2(G) ∩ P (G) which is an approximate identity for the convolution in

(Cu(G), ∗) such that supp(Kn) ⊆ U for all n ∈ N.

Moreover, for any such sequence (Kn)n∈N and all µ ∈ M(G), the sequence
(
(µ∗Kn) θG

)
n∈N

converges vaguely to µ.

Proof. Let V be an open neighborhood of 0 such that V − V ⊆ U . Pick an approximate

identity (gn)n∈N with supp(gn) ⊆ V . Then, it is easy to verify that

Kn = gn ∗ g̃n

satisfies the given conditions.

Next, let µ ∈ M(G) and let f ∈ Cc(G). Let K := supp(f). Then, supp(Kn ∗ f) ⊆ K + U .

Note that, since (Kn)n∈N is an approximate identity, we have

‖K†
n ∗ f − f‖∞ = ‖Kn ∗ f † − f †‖∞ → 0

Therefore, since µ is a measure, we get

∣∣((µ ∗Kn)θG
)
(f)− µ(f)

∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∫

G

∫

G

f(t)Kn(t− s) dµ(s) dt−

∫

G

f(s) dµ(s)

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫

G

((f ∗K†
n)(s)− f(s)) dµ(s)

∣∣∣∣

6 CK+U ‖f ∗K†
n − f‖∞

with the last inequality following from the definition of Radon measures. �

For the remaining part, let us fix some sequence (Kn)n∈N as in Lemma 10.1.

We can now make use of the sequence (Kn)n∈N to characterise positive measures that are

Fourier transforms of other measures.

Theorem 10.2. Let ν be a positive measure on Ĝ. Then, there is a measure µ on G with

µ̂ = ν if and only if

(1) ν is weakly admissible,

(2) the set {(K̂n ν)

∧

: n ∈ N} is vaguely bounded.

Proof. First, assume that such a measure µ exists. By definition of the Fourier transform of

a measure, ν is weakly admissible. Moreover, by [23, Lem. 4.9.24], we have (µ ∗ Kn)(t) =

(K̂n ν)

∧

(t), and hence

µn := (K̂n ν)

∧

= (µ ∗Kn) θG
n→∞
−−−→ µ ,

by Lemma 10.1. Therefore, the set {µn : n ∈ N} is vaguely bounded [34, Prop. A.4].

On the other hand, assume that properties (1) and (2) hold. Then, {µn : n ∈ N} is vaguely

compact [34, Prop. A.4], and (µn)n∈N has a vague cluster point, say µ. Since K̂n ν is a finite

positive measure, µn is a positive definite measure. Hence, there is a subsequence (nm)m∈N

such that (µnm)m∈N converges vaguely to some measure µ. Since µn is positive definite, so is

µ. Thus, we obtain

lim
m→∞

µ̂nm = µ̂ ,
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see [23, Lem. 4.11.10]. Also, we have

lim
n→∞

µ̂n = lim
n→∞

K̂n ν = ν .

Consequently, µ̂ and ν coincide. �

Corollary 10.3. Let ν be a positive measure on Ĝ. Then, there is a measure µ on G with

µ̂ = ν if and only if

(1) ν is weakly admissible,

(2) for every g ∈ Cc(G), there is a constant c > 0 such that
∣∣ν(g∧K̂n)

∣∣ 6 c for all n ∈ N .

Proof. We first show that, for all g ∈ Cc(G) and all n ∈ N, we have

ν(g

∧

K̂n) = (K̂n ν)

∧

(g) . (10.1)

Note that while this looks like the definition of the Fourier transform, but the definition

of Fourier transforms only guarantees that (10.1) holds for all g ∈ K2(G), and we need to

establish this relation for all g ∈ Cc(G).

Note first that K̂n ν is a finite measure by weak admissibility, and hence it is twice Fourier

transformable [23, Lem. 4.9.14 and Lem. 4.9.15]. Then, by [23, Lem. 4.9.26], K̂n ν

∧

∗ (g†θG) is

a Fourier transformable measure and

̂
K̂n ν

∧
∗ (g†θG) = g

∧
K̂n ν .

Since the right hand side is a finite measure, it is Fourier transformable and

K̂n ν

∧

∗ (g†θG) = (K̂n ν

∧

∗ g†)θG = IθG ,

where I(x) = g

∧

K̂n ν

∧

(x). Since I(x) and (K̂n ν

∧

∗ g†)(x) are continuous functions which are

equal as measures, they are equal everywhere. Hence

ν(g

∧

K̂n) = I(0) = (K̂n ν

∧

∗ g†)(0) = (K̂n ν)

∧

(g) .

This proves (10.1).

The claim follows now from Theorem 10.2 and [34, Prop. A.4]. �

The previous corollary enables us to characterise the Fourier transformable semi-measures

that are measures.

Corollary 10.4. A positive definite Fourier transformable semi-measure ϑ is a measure if

and only if, for all g ∈ Cc(G), there is a constant c > 0 such that

|ϑ(Kn ∗ g)| 6 c .

Proof. Let ν be the positive Fourier transform of ϑ. Then, for all g ∈ Cc(G) we have

ϑ(Kn ∗ g) = ν(g

∧

Kn

∧

)

The claim follows now from Corollary 10.3 with Kn replaced by K†
n. �
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11. The generalized Eberlein decomposition for Fourier transformable

measures

We know that γs and γ0 are not only semi-measures but measures [23, Thm. 4.10.12].

Therefore, it suffices to show that γ0a can chosen to be a measure because then

γ0s = γ − γs − γ0a

implies that γ0s is a measure as well. Let (γ̂)ac = hθ
Ĝ

for some h ∈ L1
loc(Ĝ). Now, we can

ask the following question: which properties must h satisfy so that γ0a is a measure?

Proposition 11.1. If h satisfies one of the following statements, then γ0a is a measure:

(a) h ∈ B(Ĝ).

(b) h ∈ Lp(Ĝ) for 1 6 p 6 2.

(c) h ∈ SAP (Ĝ) such that for all compact sets K ⊆ G we have

∑

x∈K

|ax(h)| < ∞ ,

where ax(h) = M(x(χ)h(χ)) is the Fourier–Bohr coefficient of h.

(d) h ∈ L̂p(G) for 1 6 p 6 2.

Moreover, in (a),(b), the measure γ0a is translation bounded.

Proof. (a) Since h ∈ B(Ĝ), there exists a finite measure µ such that h = µ̂. Then, by [23,

Lem. 4.9.14], as measures we have µ̂ = hθ
Ĝ
= (γ̂)ac. Then, Lemma 6.5 gives γ0a = µ.

(b) Since (γ̂)ac is weakly admissible by Lemma 3.3(b), it suffices to show that, for every

f ∈ Cc(G), there is a constant c > 0 such that

|(γ̂)ac(f

∧

Kn

∧

)| 6 c for all n ∈ N.

This follows from Hölder’s inequality, Hausdorff–Young’s inequality and Young’s inequality

for convolutions because

|(γ̂)ac(f

∧

Kn

∧

)| =

∣∣∣∣
∫

Ĝ

f ∗Kn

∧

(χ)h(χ) dθ
Ĝ
(χ)

∣∣∣∣ 6 ‖f ∗Kn

∧

‖Lp′ ‖h‖Lp

6 ‖f ∗Kn‖Lp ‖h‖Lp 6 ‖f‖Lp ‖Kn‖L1︸ ︷︷ ︸
=1

‖h‖Lp = ‖f‖Lp ‖h‖Lp ,

where p′ is the Hölder conjugate of p, i.e. 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1.

(c) By [40, Thm. 6.5 and Thm. 8.1] there exists a Fourier transformable measure µ on G such

that µ̂ = hθ
Ĝ
. Then, Lemma 6.5 gives γ0a = µ, which completes the proof.

(d) Let f ∈ Lp(G) be such that f̂ = h. Then, by [1, Thm. 2.2], µ = fθG is Fourier

transformable as measure and µ̂ = hθ
Ĝ
. Lemma 6.5 again gives γ0a = µ, which completes the

proof. �
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