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METRICAL ALMOST PERIODICITY AND APPLICATIONS

M. KOSTIĆ

Abstract. In this paper, we analyze various classes of multi-dimensional al-
most periodic type functions in general metric. The main classes of func-

tions under our consideration are (R,B,P, L)-multi-almost periodic functions,
(RX ,B,P, L)-multi-almost periodic functions, Bohr (B, I′, ρ,P)-almost peri-
odic functions and (B, I′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent functions. We clarify the
main structural properties for the introduced classes of almost periodic type
functions and provide some applications of our results to the abstract Volterra
integro-differential equations.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

The notion of almost periodicity was introduced by the Danish mathematician
H. Bohr around 1924-1926 and later generalized by many other authors (for further
information regarding almost periodic functions, we refer the reader to the research
monographs [3], [9], [14], [15], [16], [18], [20], [24] and [36]). As clearly marked in
[5], the theory of almost periodic functions depending on several real variables has
not received so much attention of the authors compared with the theory of almost
periodic functions depending on one real variable. The recent results about multi-
dimensional almost periodic functions and multi-dimensional almost automorphic
functions can be found in [18]; for more details about almost periodic functions on
(semi-)topological groups, we refer the reader to [5], [18] and the lists of references
quoted therein.

The classical definition of an almost periodic function goes as follows. Suppose
that (X, ‖·‖) is a complex Banach space, and F : Rn → X is a continuous function,
where n ∈ N. Then it is said that F (·) is almost periodic if and only if for each
ǫ > 0 there exists l > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ Rn there exists τ ∈ B(t0, l) ≡ {t ∈
Rn : |t− t0| ≤ l} such that

∥

∥F (t+ τ) − F (t)
∥

∥ ≤ ǫ, t ∈ R
n;

here, | · − · | denotes the Euclidean distance in Rn. This is equivalent to saying that
for any sequence (bk) in Rn there exists a subsequence (ak) of (bk) such that the
sequence of translations (F (· + ak)) converges in Cb(R

n : X), the Banach space of
all bounded continuous functions on Rn, equipped with the sup-norm. Any trigono-
metric polynomial in Rn is almost periodic, and we know that a continuous function
F (·) is almost periodic if and only if there exists a sequence of trigonometric poly-
nomials in Rn which converges uniformly to F (·). Further on, any almost periodic
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function F (·) is bounded, uniformly continuous, the mean value

M(F ) := lim
T→+∞

1

(2T )n

∫

s+KT

F (t) dt

exists and it does not depend on s ∈ Rn; here and hereafter, KT := {t = (t1, t2, · ·
·, tn) ∈ Rn : |ti| ≤ T for 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. The Bohr-Fourier coefficient Fλ ∈ X is defined
by

Fλ :=M
(

e−i〈λ,·〉F (·)
)

, λ ∈ R
n,

and the Bohr spectrum of F (·), defined by

σ(F ) :=
{

λ ∈ R
n : Fλ 6= 0

}

,

is at most a countable set.
Suppose now that F : Rn → X is continuous. Then it is said that F (·) is almost

automorphic if and only if for every sequence (bk) in Rn there exist a subsequence
(ak) of (bk) and a map G : Rn → X such that

lim
k→∞

F
(

t+ ak
)

= G(t) and lim
k→∞

G
(

t− ak
)

= F (t).(1.1)

If the above limits converge uniformly on compact subsets of Rn, then we say that
F (·) is compactly almost automorphic. It is well known that an almost automorphic
function is compactly almost automorphic if and only if it is uniformly continuous
as well as that any almost periodic function is compactly almost automorphic.
Furthermore, any automorphic function is bounded and it is well known that a
bounded continuous function F (·) is almost automorphic if and only if F (·) is
Levitan N -almost periodic in the following sense: For each ǫ > 0 and N > 0, there
exists l > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ R

n there exists τ ∈ B(t0, l) ≡ {t ∈ R
n :

|t− t0| ≤ l} such that
∥

∥F (t+ τ)− F (t)
∥

∥ ≤ ǫ, if t ∈ R
n and |t| ≤ N ;

we also say that τ is a Levitan (ǫ,N)-period of function F (·).
In the one-dimensional setting, the classes of bounded almost periodic functions

and semi-periodic functions with the Hausdorff metric have been introduced by
S. Stóınski [27]-[28] and later reconsidered by many other authors including A. S.
Dzafarov, G. M. Gasanov [11] and A. P. Petukhov [25]. In [33], S. S. Stóınski has
introduced and analyzed the class of unbounded almost periodic functions with the
Hausdorff metric (cf. also [32]); real-valued functions almost periodic in variation
and Lα-almost periodic functions (for α ∈ (0, 1), we obtain the class of Hölder
almost periodic functions of order α, while for α = 1 we obtain the class of Lipschitz
almost periodic functions) have been analyzed by the same author in [29] and [31],
respectively. Let us recall that any almost periodic in variation function (any Hölder
almost periodic function of order α ∈ (0, 1); any Lipschitz almost periodic function)
f : R → R is almost periodic, while the converse statement is not true:

Example 1.1. ([30, 31])

(i) The sum of functions f1(·) and f2(·), where f1(t) := sin(
√
2πt), t ∈ R,

f2(t) := (t − k) sin(π/(t − k)), t ∈ (k, k + 1) and f2(t) := 0, t = k (k ∈ Z),
is almost periodic but not almost periodic in variation.

(ii) The sum of functions f1(·) and f2(·), where f1(t) := arcsin(t − 4k), t ∈
[4k − 1, 4k + 1), f1(t) := arcsin(−t+ 4k + 2), t ∈ [4k + 1, 4k + 3), f2(t) :=

arcsin(
√
2t − 4k), t ∈ [(4k − 1)/

√
2, (4k + 1)/

√
2), f2(t) := arcsin(−

√
2t +
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4k + 2), t ∈ [(4k + 1)/
√
2, (4k + 3)/

√
2) (k ∈ Z), is almost periodic in

variation but not Lipschitz almost periodic.

The above-mentioned research articles can be viewed as a certain predecessor of
this work. Here, we investigate multi-dimensional almost periodic type functions
in general metric; any notion of almost periodicity considered in the former para-
graph as well as the notion of (IC)-almost periodicity, introduced and analyzed by
M. Adamczak in [1], is a very special case of the notion Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost

periodicity introduced in Definition 3.1 below (see also the notion of C
(∞)
a -almost

periodicity introduced and analyzed in [34]). In contrast with the above-mentioned
research studies, we primarily deal here with the vector-valued functions and the
metric induced by the norm of a weighted Lp-space of functions or the norm of
a weighted C0-space of functions. Following this way of looking at things, we
generalize several known classes of multi-dimensional (Stepanov) almost periodic
type functions and multi-dimensional (Stepanov) almost automorphic type func-
tions ([18]). We will always assume henceforth that ∅ 6= I ⊆ R

n, (Y, ‖ · ‖Y ) is a
complex Banach space, P ⊆ Y I , the space of all functions from I into Y, the zero
function belongs to P , and P = (P, d) is a metric space; if f ∈ P, then we desig-
nate ‖f‖P := d(f, 0). We can also slightly generalize our notion by requiring that
P = (P, d) is a pseudometric space; we will not follow this approach henceforth for
simplicity.

The organization and main ideas of this paper, which reconsiders and continues
our former research studies A. Chávez et al [5]-[6] and M. Fečkan et al [13], can
be briefly described as follows. In Subsection 1.1, we recall the basic definitions
and results from the theory of Lebesgue spaces with variable exponents. After
introducing the basic notation and terminology used throughout the paper, we
remind the readers of the necessary definitions of (RX ,B)-multi-almost periodic
type functions, Bohr B-almost periodic type functions and (RX ,B)-multi-almost
automorphic type functions (see Subsection 1.2).

Section 2 investigates (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic type functions. In
Definition 2.1 and Definition 2.2, we introduce the classes of (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-
multi-almost periodic functions and (strongly) (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic
functions. A concrete motivation for the introduction of such function spaces comes
from many reasons, and we will only present here the following important example
from [18]:

Example 1.2. As is well known, the Euler equations in Rn, where n ≥ 2, describe
the motion of perfect incompressible fluids. The essence of problem is to find the
unknown functions u = u(x, t) = (u1(x, t), ..., un(x, t)) and p = p(x, t) denoting the
velocity field and the pressure of the fluid, respectively, such that

∂u

∂t
+ (u · ∇)u+∇p = 0 in R

n × (0, T ),

div u = 0 in R
n × (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = u0(x) in R
n,

(1.2)

where u0 = u0(x) = (u10(x), ..., u
n
0 (x)) denotes the given initial velocity field. There

are many results concerning the well-posedness of (1.2) in the case that the initial
velocity field u0(x) belongs to some direct product of (fractional) Sobolev spaces.
For our observation, it is crucial to remind the readers of the research article [23]



4 M. KOSTIĆ

by H. C. Pak and Y. J. Park, who investigated the well-posedness of (1.2) in the
case that the initial velocity field u0(x) belongs to the space B1

∞,1(R
n)n, where

B1
∞,1(R

n) denotes the usual Besov space (see e.g., [26, Definition 2.1]); let the

space B0
∞,1(R

n)n be defined in the same way. It is well known that O. Sawada
and R. Takada have proved, in [26, Theorem 1.5], that the almost periodicity of
function u0(x) in Rn implies that the solution u(·, t) of (1.2) is almost periodic in
Rn for all t ∈ [0, T ]. In [18, Example 8.1.4], we have analyzed the situation in which
R is an arbitrary collection of sequences in Rn, and u0(·) has the property that
for each sequence (bk) in R there exists a subsequence (bkl

) of (bk) such that the
sequence of translations (u0(·+ bkl

)) is convergent in the space B0
∞,1(R

n)n. Then
for each sequence (bk) in R there exists a subsequence (bkl

) of (bk) such that,
for every t ∈ [0, T ], the sequence of translations (u(·+ bkl

, t)) is convergent in the
space B0

∞,1(R
n)n. Albeit we will not analyze the properties of solutions in more

detail here, we would like to note that the condition imposed on the initial value
u0(x) is equivalent with the condition that the function u0(x) is (R,P)-multi-almost
periodic, where P := B0

∞,1(R
n)n and the metric d is induced by the norm in P.

The convolution invariance of (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodicity and the in-
variance of (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodicity under the actions of infinite convo-
lution products are investigated in Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 2.6, respectively.
The convergence of sequences of (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic functions in
the metric space P is investigated in Proposition 2.7, while a composition principle
in this direction is deduced in Theorem 2.9. In Subsection 2.1, we aim to general-
ize the spaces of multi-dimensional (Stepanov) almost automorphic functions using
our approach of metrical almost periodicity; we also present here a completely new
characterization of compactly almost automorphic functions.

Section 3 investigates Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-multi-almost periodic type functions. In
Definition 3.1, we introduce the classes of Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic func-
tions and (B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent functions. Before proceeding any further,
we would like to recall the following example from the introductory part of article
[5], which presents a strong motivational factor for the introduction of such classes
of functions:

Example 1.3. In the homogenization theory, the crucial problem is the asymptotic
behaviour of the solutions of the problem

inf

{

∫

Ω

f(hx,Du) +

∫

Ω

ψx : u(·) Lipschitz continuous and u = 0 on ∂Ω

}

,(1.3)

where ∅ 6= Ω ⊆ Rn is an open bounded set, ψ(·) is essentially bounded on Ω, and
f : Rn × Rn → [0,∞) satisfies the usual Carathéodory conditions. Under certain
conditions, G. de Giorgi has proved, in [8], that the values in (1.3) converges to

inf

{

∫

Ω

f∞(Du) +

∫

Ω

ψx : u(·) Lipschitz continuous and u = 0 on ∂Ω

}

,(1.4)
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where f∞ : Rn → [0,∞) is a convex function defined by

f∞(x) := lim
s→∞

s−n inf

{

∫

(0,s)n
f(x, z +Du) :

u(·) is Lipschitz continuous and u = 0 on ∂
(

(0, s)n
)

}

.

In his research study [7], R. De Arcangelis has assumed that f(·, z) ∈ L1
loc(R

n) for
every z ∈ Rn, |z| ≤ f(x, z) for a.e. x ∈ Rn and every z ∈ Rn, and, for every z ∈ Rn,
the following holds: For every ǫ > 0, there exists a finite real number Lǫ > 0 such
that, for every x0 ∈ Rn, there exists τ ∈ x0 +B(0, Lǫ) such that

|f(x+ τ, z)− f(x, z)| ≤ ǫ(1 + f(x, z)), for a.e. x ∈ R
n and every z ∈ R

n.

Then we know that, for every open convex set Ω and for every essentially bounded
function ψ(·) on Ω, the values in (1.3) converge to the value in (1.4). The above-
mentioned almost type periodicity of function f(x, z) is closely connected (but
not completely equivalent) with the notion of Bohr (I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodicity of
function f(x, z), where I ′ := {(x1, x2, ..., xn, 0, 0, ..., 0) ∈ R2n : xi ∈ R (1 ≤ i ≤ n)},
ρ is the identity operator on C, P := L∞

ν (R2n : C) with ν(x, z) := [1 + f(x, z)]−1,
x, z ∈ Rn and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖P for all f, g ∈ P ; see the next subsection for the
notion of space L∞

ν (R2n : C).

We present some structural results about Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic func-
tions and (B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent functions in Theorem 3.4 (here we pre-
senty a completely new characterization of almost automorphic functions), Propo-
sition 3.7, Proposition 3.10 and Proposition 3.14; in addition to the above, many
illustrative examples are given here. In Subsection 3.1, we explain how our ap-
proach can be employed to provide certain generalizations of multi-dimensional
(Stepanov) ρ-almost periodic functions. Some applications of our results to the ab-
stract Volterra integro-differential equations are given in Section 4; the final section
of paper is reserved for some conclusions and final remarks about the considered
function spaces.

1.1. Lebesgue spaces with variable exponents Lp(x). Let ∅ 6= Ω ⊆ Rn be a
nonempty Lebesgue measurable subset, and let M(Ω : X) denote the collection
of all measurable functions f : Ω → X ; M(Ω) := M(Ω : R). Furthermore, P(Ω)
denotes the vector space of all Lebesgue measurable functions p : Ω → [1,∞]. For
any p ∈ P(Ω) and f ∈M(Ω : X), we define

ϕp(x)(t) :=























tp(x), t ≥ 0, 1 ≤ p(x) <∞,

0, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, p(x) = ∞,

∞, t > 1, p(x) = ∞
and

ρ(f) :=

∫

Ω

ϕp(x)(‖f(x)‖) dx.

We define the Lebesgue space Lp(x)(Ω : X) with variable exponent by

Lp(x)(Ω : X) :=
{

f ∈M(Ω : X) : lim
λ→0+

ρ(λf) = 0
}

.
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Equivalently,

Lp(x)(Ω : X) =
{

f ∈M(Ω : X) : there exists λ > 0 such that ρ(λf) <∞
}

;

see, e.g., [10, p. 73]. For every u ∈ Lp(x)(Ω : X), we introduce the Luxemburg
norm of u(·) by

‖u‖p(x) := ‖u‖Lp(x)(Ω:X) := inf
{

λ > 0 : ρ(u/λ) ≤ 1
}

.

Equipped with the above norm, the space Lp(x)(Ω : X) becomes a Banach space
(see e.g. [10, Theorem 3.2.7] for the scalar-valued case), coinciding with the usual
Lebesgue space Lp(Ω : X) in the case that p(x) = p ≥ 1 is a constant function.
Further on, for any p ∈M(Ω), we define

p− := essinfx∈Ωp(x) and p+ := esssupx∈Ωp(x).

Set

D+(Ω) :=
{

p ∈M(Ω) : 1 ≤ p− ≤ p(x) ≤ p+ <∞ for a.e. x ∈ Ω
}

.

For p ∈ D+([0, 1]), the space Lp(x)(Ω : X) behaves nicely, with almost all funda-
mental properties of the Lebesgue space with constant exponent Lp(Ω : X) being
retained; in this case, we know that

Lp(x)(Ω : X) =
{

f ∈M(Ω : X) ; for all λ > 0 we have ρ(λf) <∞
}

.

Set

Ep(x)(Ω : X) :=
{

f ∈ Lp(x)(Ω : X) : for all λ > 0 we have ρ(λf) <∞
}

;

Ep(x)(Ω) ≡ Ep(x)(Ω : C). It is well known that Ep(x)(Ω : X) = Lp(x)(Ω : X),
provided that p ∈ D+(Ω) (see e.g. [12]).

We will use the following lemma (cf. [10] for the scalar-valued case):

Lemma 1.4. (i) (The Hölder inequality) Let p, q, r ∈ P(Ω) such that

1

q(x)
=

1

p(x)
+

1

r(x)
, x ∈ Ω.

Then, for every u ∈ Lp(x)(Ω : X) and v ∈ Lr(x)(Ω), we have uv ∈ Lq(x)(Ω :
X) and

‖uv‖q(x) ≤ 2‖u‖p(x)‖v‖r(x).
(ii) Let Ω be of a finite Lebesgue’s measure and let p, q ∈ P(Ω) such q ≤ p a.e.

on Ω. Then Lp(x)(Ω : X) is continuously embedded in Lq(x)(Ω : X), and
the constant of embedding is less than or equal to 2(1 +m(Ω)).

(iii) Let f ∈ Lp(x)(Ω : X), g ∈ M(Ω : X) and 0 ≤ ‖g‖ ≤ ‖f‖ a.e. on Ω. Then
g ∈ Lp(x)(Ω : X) and ‖g‖p(x) ≤ ‖f‖p(x).

(iv) (The dominated convergence theorem) Let p ∈ P(Ω), and let fk, f ∈M(Ω :
X) for all k ∈ N. If limk→∞ fk(x) = f(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω and there exists a
real-valued function g ∈ Ep(x)(Ω) such that ‖fk(x)‖ ≤ g(x) for a.e. x ∈ Ω,
then limk→∞ ‖fk − f‖Lp(x)(Ω:X) = 0.

For further information concerning the Lebesgue spaces with variable exponents
Lp(x), we refer the reader to [10], [12] and [22].
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Suppose now that the set I is Lebesgue measurable as well as that ν : I → (0,∞)
is a Lebesgue measurable function. We deal with the following Banach space

Lp(t)
ν (I : Y ) :=

{

u : I → Y ; u(·) is measurable and ||u||p(t) <∞
}

,

where p ∈ P(I) and
∥

∥u
∥

∥

p(t)
:=

∥

∥u(t)ν(t)
∥

∥

Lp(t)(I:Y )
.

Suppose now that ν : I → (0,∞) is any function such that the function 1/ν(·)
is locally bounded. We also deal with the Banach space C0,ν(I : Y ) consisting of
all continuous functions u : I → Y satisfying that lim|t|→∞,t∈I ‖u(t)‖Y ν(t) = 0.
Equipped with the norm ‖ · ‖ := sup

t∈I ‖ · (t)ν(t)‖Y , C0,ν(I : Y ) is a Banach space.

Notation and terminology. Suppose that X, Y, Z and T are given non-empty
sets. Let us recall that a binary relation between X into Y is any subset ρ ⊆ X×Y.
If ρ ⊆ X × Y and σ ⊆ Z × T with Y ∩Z 6= ∅, then we define σ · ρ = σ ◦ ρ ⊆ X × T
by

σ ◦ ρ :=
{

(x, t) ∈ X × T : ∃y ∈ Y ∩ Z such that (x, y) ∈ ρ and (y, t) ∈ σ
}

.

As is well known, the domain and range of ρ are defined by D(ρ) := {x ∈ X :
∃y ∈ Y such that (x, y) ∈ X × Y } and R(ρ) := {y ∈ Y : ∃x ∈ X such that (x, y) ∈
X × Y }, respectively; ρ(x) := {y ∈ Y : (x, y) ∈ ρ} (x ∈ X), x ρ y ⇔ (x, y) ∈ ρ.
If ρ is a binary relation on X and n ∈ N, then we define ρn inductively. Set
ρ(X ′) := {y : y ∈ ρ(x) for some x ∈ X ′} (X ′ ⊆ X).

We will always assume henceforth that (X, ‖ · ‖), (Y, ‖ · ‖Y ) and (Z, ‖ · ‖Z) are
three complex Banach spaces, n ∈ N, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, B is a non-empty collection of
non-empty subsets of X, R is a non-empty collection of sequences in Rn and RX is
a non-empty collection of sequences in Rn ×X . We will always assume henceforth
that for each x ∈ X there exists B ∈ B such that x ∈ B. By L(X,Y ) we denote the
Banach space of all bounded linear operators fromX into Y ; L(X,X) ≡ L(X) and I
denotes the identity operator on Y. IfA : D(A) ⊆ X 7→ P (X) is a multivalued linear
operator (see, e.g., [18] for the notion), where P (X) stands for the power set of X,
then its range and spectrum of A are denoted by R(A) and σ(A), respectively. By
B◦ and ∂B we denote the interior and the boundary of a subset B of a topological
space X , respectively. The Lebesgue measure in Rn is denoted by m(·), and the
Wright function of order γ ∈ (0, 1) is denoted by Φγ(·); see, e.g., [16] for the
notion. Define Nn := {1, · · ·, n}. If A and B are non-empty sets, then we define
BA := {f |f : A → B}. Unless stated otherwise, we will always assume henceforth
that for each B ∈ B and b ∈ R [(b;x) ∈ RX ] a collection L(B;b) [L(B; (b;x))]
consists of certain subsets of B, as well as that L(B;b) [L(B; (b;x))] contains all
singletons {x} when x runs through B.

1.2. (RX ,B)-Multi-almost periodic type functions, Bohr B-almost peri-
odic type functions and (RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic type func-
tions. The main aim of this subsection is to recall the basic definitions and re-
sults about (RX ,B)-multi-almost periodic type functions, Bohr B-almost periodic
type functions and (RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic type functions. In the fol-
lowing, we recall the notion of (R,B)-multi-almost periodicity and the notion of
(RX,B)-multi-almost periodicity (see [18] for further information in this direction):
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Definition 1.5. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, F : I×X → Y is a continuous function,
and the following condition holds:

If t ∈ I, b ∈ R and l ∈ N, then we have t+ b(l) ∈ I.(1.5)

Then we say that the function F (·; ·) is (R,B)-multi-almost periodic if and only if
for every B ∈ B and for every sequence (bk = (b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk )) ∈ R there exist a

subsequence (bkl
= (b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

)) of (bk) and a function F ∗ : I ×X → Y such
that

lim
l→+∞

F
(

t+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x
)

= F ∗(t;x)

uniformly for all x ∈ B and t ∈ I.

Definition 1.6. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, F : I×X → Y is a continuous function,
and the following condition holds:

If t ∈ I, (b;x) ∈ RX and l ∈ N, then we have t+ b(l) ∈ I.(1.6)

Then we say that the function F (·; ·) is (RX,B)-multi-almost periodic if and only
if for every B ∈ B and for every sequence ((b;x)k = ((b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk );xk)k) ∈ RX

there exist a subsequence ((b;x)kl
= ((b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);xkl
)kl

) of ((b;x)k) and a
function F ∗ : I ×X → Y such that

lim
l→+∞

F
(

t+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

= F ∗(t;x)

uniformly for all x ∈ B and t ∈ I.

The notion introduced in Definition 1.5 is a special case of the notion introduced
in Definition 1.6. In order to see this, suppose that the function F : I ×X → Y is
continuous. Set

RX :=
{

b : N → R
n ×X ; (∃a ∈ R) b(l) = (a(l); 0) for all l ∈ N

}

.

Then it is clear that (1.5) holds for I and R if and only if (1.6) holds for I and
RX ; furthermore, F (·; ·) is (R,B)-multi-almost periodic if and only if (RX,B)-multi-
almost periodic.

The notion of Bohr (B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodic function and the notion of (B, I ′, ρ)-
unformly recurrent function have recently been introduced by M. Fečkan et al. in
[13, Definition 2.1]:

Definition 1.7. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ R
n, ∅ 6= I ⊆ R

n, F : I × X → Y is a
continuous function, ρ is a binary relation on Y and I + I ′ ⊆ I. Then we say that:

(i) F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodic if and only if for every B ∈ B
and ǫ > 0 there exists l > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ I ′ there exists τ ∈
B(t0, l) ∩ I ′ such that, for every t ∈ I and x ∈ B, there exists an element
yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such that

∥

∥F (t+ τ ;x) − yt;x
∥

∥

Y
≤ ǫ.

(ii) F (·; ·) is (B, I ′, ρ)-uniformly recurrent if and only if for every B ∈ B there
exists a sequence (τk) in I ′ such that limk→+∞ |τk| = +∞ and that, for
every t ∈ I and x ∈ B, there exists an element yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such that

lim
k→+∞

sup
t∈I;x∈B

∥

∥F (t+ τk;x)− yt;x
∥

∥

Y
= 0.
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Concerning (RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic type functions, we need to recall
the following definitions from [6] (see also [18]):

Definition 1.8. Suppose that F : Rn × X → Y is a continuous function. Then
we say that the function F (·; ·) is (R,B)-multi-almost automorphic if and only if
for every B ∈ B and for every sequence (bk = (b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk )) ∈ R there exist a

subsequence (bkl
= (b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

)) of (bk) and a function F ∗ : Rn×X → Y such
that

lim
l→+∞

F
(

t+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x
)

= F ∗(t;x)(1.7)

and

lim
l→+∞

F ∗(t− (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x
)

= F (t;x),

pointwisely for all x ∈ B and t ∈ Rn. If for each x ∈ B the above limits converge
uniformly on compact subsets of Rn, then we say that F (·; ·) is compactly (R,B)-
multi-almost automorphic.

Definition 1.9. Suppose that F : Rn × X → Y is a continuous function. Then
we say that the function F (·; ·) is (RX,B)-multi-almost automorphic if and only if
for every B ∈ B and for every sequence ((b;x)k = ((b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk );xk)) ∈ RX there

exist a subsequence ((b;x)kl
= ((b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);xkl
)) of ((b;x)k) and a function

F ∗ : Rn ×X → Y such that

lim
l→+∞

F
(

t+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

= F ∗(t;x)(1.8)

and

lim
l→+∞

F ∗(t− (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x − xkl

)

= F (t;x),(1.9)

pointwisely for all x ∈ B and t ∈ Rn.

For our further work, it will be worth noting that the requirements in Definition
1.8, resp. Definition 1.9, may cause only the limit equality (1.7), resp. (1.8). We
will call such functions half-(R,B)-multi-almost automorphic, resp. half-(RX ,B)-
multi-almost automorphic.

We also need the following definitions from [13]:

Definition 1.10. Let ω ∈ Rn \ {0}, ρ be a binary relation on Y and ω + I ⊆ I. A
continuous function F : I → Y is said to be (ω, ρ)-periodic if and only if F (t+ω) ∈
ρ(F (t)), t ∈ I.

Definition 1.11. Let ωj ∈ R \ {0}, ρj ∈ C \ {0} is a binary relation on Y and
ωjej + I ⊆ I (1 ≤ j ≤ n). A continuous function F : I → Y is said to be
(ωj , ρj)j∈Nn

-periodic if and only if F (t+ ωjej) ∈ ρj(F (t)), t ∈ I, j ∈ Nn.

If ρ = I (ρj = I for all j ∈ Nn), then we also say that the function F (·) is
ω-periodic, resp. (ωj)j∈Nn

-periodic.

2. (RX ,B,P , L)-Multi-almost periodic type functions

We start this section by introducing the following notion (in contrast with Def-
inition 1.5 and Definition 1.6, we do not require the continuity of function F (·; ·)
here a priori):
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Definition 2.1. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, F : I × X → Y is a given function,
and (1.5) holds. Then we say that the function F (·; ·) is (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic, resp. strongly (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I = Rn,
if and only if for every B ∈ B and for every sequence (bk = (b1k, b

2
k, ···, bnk)) ∈ R there

exist a subsequence (bkl
= (b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

)) of (bk) and a function F ∗ : I×X → Y

such that, for every l ∈ N and x ∈ B, we have F (·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x)−F ∗(·;x) ∈ P
and, for every B′ ∈ L(B;b),

lim
l→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F
(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x
)

− F ∗(·;x)
∥

∥

∥

P
= 0,(2.1)

resp. F (· + (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x) − F ∗(·;x) ∈ P , F ∗(· − (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x) − F (·;x) ∈ P,
(2.1) and, for every B′ ∈ L(B;b),

lim
l→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F ∗(· − (b1kl

, · · ·, bnkl
);x

)

− F (·;x)
∥

∥

∥

P
= 0.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, F : I × X → Y is a given function,
and (1.6) holds. Then we say that the function F (·; ·) is (RX,B,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic, resp. strongly (RX,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I =
Rn, if and only if for every B ∈ B and for every sequence ((b;x)k = ((b1k, b

2
k, · ·

·, bnk);xk)k) ∈ RX there exist a subsequence ((b;x)kl
= ((b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);xkl
)kl

) of
((b;x)k) and a function F ∗ : I ×X → Y such that, for every l ∈ N and x ∈ B, we
have F (·+ (b1kl

, · · ·, bnkl
);x+ xkl

)− F ∗(·;x) ∈ P and, for every B′ ∈ L(B; (b;x)),

lim
l→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F
(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗(·;x)
∥

∥

∥

P
= 0,(2.2)

resp. F (·+(b1kl
, ···, bnkl

);x+xkl
)−F ∗(·;x) ∈ P , F ∗(·−(b1kl

, ···, bnkl
);x−xkl

)−F (·;x) ∈
P, (2.2) holds, and, for every B′ ∈ L(B; (b;x)),

lim
l→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F ∗(· − (b1kl

, · · ·, bnkl
);x− xkl

)

− F (·;x)
∥

∥

∥

P
= 0.(2.3)

As above, we may simply conclude that the notion introduced in Definition 2.1 is
a special case of the notion introduced in Definition 2.2. We will omit the term “B”
from the notation if X = {0}, i.e., if we consider functions of the form F : I → Y.

Remark 2.3. (i) In place of sequences, we can consider general nets here (see
e.g., [21, p. 9]); we will not consider such a general notion in this paper.

(ii) The notion introduced in Definition 1.5, resp. Definition 1.6, is a special
case of Definition 2.1, resp. Definition 2.2, with P = l∞(I : Y ) := {f :
I → Y : sup

t∈I ‖f(t)‖Y < +∞}, d(f, g) := sup
t∈I ‖f(t) − g(t)‖Y and

P := (l∞(I : Y ), d); see also [21, Example 3.4, p. 14]. It suffices to require
that B ∈ L(B;b) [B ∈ L(B; (b;x))] for all B ∈ B and b ∈ R [(b;x) ∈ RX ].

(iii) Concerning the supremum formula for (R,B)-multi-almost periodic func-
tions, which has been established in [5, Proposition 2.6], we will only
note that its proof is based on the following argument: Suppose that
F : I × X → Y is (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic and (2.1) holds. If
P has a linear vector structure, then for each positive real number ǫ > 0
we have the existence of a number l0 ∈ N such that

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F (·+ bkl0

;x)− F (·+ bkl
;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
≤ ǫ, l ≥ l0.
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If t − bkl0
+ bkl

∈ I for all t ∈ I, and ‖f(·)‖P = ‖f(·+ τ)‖P for all f ∈ P
and τ ∈ Rn with I + τ ⊆ I, then the above implies

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F (·;x)− F (· − bkl0

+ bkl
;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
≤ ǫ, l ≥ l0.

(iv) The usually considered case is that one in which R, resp. RX , is equal to
the collection of all sequences in Rn, resp. Rn ×X. In [18, Example 8.1.3],
we have provided an illustrative example showing the importance of case
in which R is not equal to the collection of all sequences in Rn.

Suppose that k ∈ N, Fi : I ×X → Yi, Pi ⊆ Y I , the zero function belongs to Pi,
Pi = (Pi, di) is a metric space, and Yi is a complex Banach space (1 ≤ i ≤ k). We
define the function (F1, · · ·, Fk) : I ×X → Y1 × · · · × Yk by

(F1, · · ·, Fk)(t;x) := (F1(t;x), · · ·, Fk(t;x)), t ∈ I, x ∈ X,

as well as the product P := P1 × · · · × Pk of metric spaces P1, ..., Pk; let us recall
that the metric d(·, ·) on P is given by

d
(

(f1, ..., fk), (g1, ..., gk)
)

:=

k
∑

i=1

di
(

fi, gi
)

, fi, gi ∈ Pi (1 ≤ i ≤ k).

The proof of following extension of [5, Proposition 2.4] is simple and therefore
omitted.

Proposition 2.4. (i) Suppose that k ∈ N, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, (1.5) holds and for
any sequence which belongs to R we have that any its subsequence also
belongs to R. If the function Fi(·; ·) is (R,B,Pi, L)-multi-almost periodic,
resp. strongly (R,B,Pi, L)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I = R

n,
for 1 ≤ i ≤ k, then the function (F1, ···, Fk)(·; ·) is (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic, resp. strongly (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic.

(ii) Suppose that k ∈ N, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, (1.6) holds and for any sequence which
belongs to RX we have that any its subsequence also belongs to RX . If
the function Fi(·; ·) is (RX ,B,Pi, L)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly
(RX ,B,Pi, L)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I = Rn, for 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
then the function (F1, · · ·, Fk)(·; ·) is (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic,
resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic.

The convolution invariance of (RX,B)-multi-almost periodicity has recently been
analyzed in [5, Proposition 2.5]. In general case, the convolution invariance of
(RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodicity, resp. strong (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost pe-
riodicity, can be analyzed only if we assume that the metric space P has some extra
features (the convolution invariance of (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodicity, resp.
strong (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodicity, can be analyzed similarly). Concern-
ing this issue, we will only formulate the following result without proof (see also
the proof of Theorem 2.6 below and [18] for many similar results of this type):

Proposition 2.5. Let P := C0,ν(R
n : Y ) and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖C0,ν(Rn:Y ) for

all f, g ∈ P, and let there exist a positive real number c > 0 such that ν(t) ≥ c
for all t ∈ Rn. Suppose that h ∈ L1(Rn), the function F (·; ·) is (RX ,B,P , L)-
multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, as well
as, for every B ∈ B, B′ ∈ L(B; (b;x)), l ∈ N and for every sequence ((b;x)k =
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((b1k, b
2
k, · · ·, bnk );xk)k) ∈ RX, we have that the mapping t 7→ F (t + bkl

;x + xkl
),

t ∈ Rn is bounded, uniformly for x ∈ B′.
If there exists a function w : Rn → (0,∞) such that hw ∈ L1(Rn) and

ν(x + y) ≤ ν(x)w(y), x, y ∈ R
n,(2.4)

then the function

(h ∗ F )(t;x) :=
∫

Rn

h(σ)F (t− σ;x) dσ, t ∈ R
n, x ∈ X(2.5)

is (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost pe-
riodic.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that (R(t))t>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) is a strongly continuous operator
family. Let P := C0,ν(R

n : Y ) and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖C0,ν(Rn:Y ) for all f, g ∈
P, let there exist a positive real number c > 0 such that ν(t) ≥ c for all t ∈
Rn, and let there exist a function w : Rn → (0,∞) such that (2.4) holds for all
x ∈ Rn, y ∈ [0,∞)n and

∫

(0,∞)n
(1 + w(t))‖R(t)‖ dt < ∞. If f : Rn → X is a

bounded, continuous and (R,P , L)-multi-almost periodic function, then the function
F : Rn → Y, given by

F (t) :=

∫ t1

−∞

∫ t2

−∞
· · ·

∫ tn

−∞
R(t− s)f(s) ds, t ∈ R

n,(2.6)

is bounded, continuous and (R,P , L)-multi-almost periodic.

Proof. Let (bk = (b1k, b
2
k, · · ·, bnk )) ∈ R be given. Then there exist a subsequence

(bkl
= (b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

)) of (bk) and a function f∗ : Rn → X such that

lim
l→+∞

[

f
(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

)
)

− f∗(·)
]

= 0(2.7)

in P. Since we have assumed that the function f(·) is bounded and there exists a
positive real number c > 0 such that ν(t) ≥ c for all t ∈ Rn, our choice of function
space P simply yields that the function f∗ : Rn → X is bounded. Let us prove that
the function f∗(·) is continuous at the point t ∈ Rn. If t′ ∈ Rn and ǫ > 0, then we
have
∥

∥f∗(t) − f∗(t′
)∥

∥

Y

≤
∥

∥f∗(t)− f
(

t+ bkl

)∥

∥

Y
+
∥

∥f
(

t+ bkl

)

− f
(

t′ + bkl

)∥

∥

Y
+
∥

∥f
(

t′ + bkl

)

− f∗(t′
)∥

∥

Y
.

The first addend and the third addend are less or equal than ǫ/3 for some l = l0 ∈ N,
since (2.7) holds and ν(t) ≥ c for all t ∈ Rn, while the second addend is less or
equal than ǫ/3 whenever ‖f(t+bkl0

)−f(t′+bkl0
)‖Y ≤ δ, which is determined from

the continuity of function f(·) at the point t; this implies the claimed. Moreover,
we have

F (t) =

∫

[0,∞)n
R(s)f(t− s) ds for all t ∈ R

n,

the function F (·) is bounded and continuous due to the dominated convergence
theorem. The integral

∫

[0,∞)n
R(s)f∗(t − s) ds is well defined for all t ∈ Rn, and

we have:

lim
l→∞

∫

[0,∞)n
R(s)

[

f(·+ bkl
− s)− f∗(· − s)

]

ds = 0
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in P , because
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫

[0,∞)n
R(s)f(t+ bkl

− s) ds−
∫

[0,∞)n
R(s)f∗(t− s) ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Y

ν(t)

≤
∫

[0,∞)n
‖R(s)‖ ·

∥

∥f(t+ bkl
− s)− f∗(t− s)

∥

∥ν(t) ds

≤
∫

[0,∞)n
‖R(s)‖ ·

∥

∥f(t+ bkl
− s)− f∗(t− s)

∥

∥ν(t− s)w(s) ds

≤
∥

∥f(·+ bkl
− s)− f∗(· − s)

∥

∥

P
·
∫

[0,∞)n
‖R(s)‖w(s) ds, t ∈ R

n, l ∈ N.

We can similarly prove that

lim
l→∞

∫

[0,∞)n
R(s)

[

f∗(· − bkl
− s)− f(· − s)

]

ds = 0

in P, which completes the proof. �

Before proceeding any further, we feel it is our duty to say that the assumptions
in Proposition 2.5, resp. Theorem 2.6, imply that the function F (·; ·) under our
consideration is (RX ,B)-multi-almost periodic, resp. (R,B)-multi-almost periodic.
Therefore, we deal here with certain subclasses of (RX ,B)-multi-almost periodic
functions, resp. (R,B)-multi-almost periodic functions; see also Remark 2.14(i)
below, as well as Proposition 3.12 and Theorem 3.13, where we deal with certain
subclasses of almost automorphic functions.

In [5, Proposition 2.7, Proposition 2.8], we have examined the uniform con-
vergence of (RX,B)-multi-almost periodic functions [(R,B)-multi-almost periodic
functions]. The situation is much more complicated with the notion introduced
in this paper; concerning the above-mentioned issue, we will first note that, in
Definition 2.1, we can additionally require that for each l ∈ N we also have
F (·+(b1kl

, ···, bnkl
);x) ∈ P, F ∗(·;x) ∈ P , resp. F (·+(b1kl

, ···, bnkl
);x) ∈ P, F ∗(·;x) ∈ P ,

F ∗(· − (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x) ∈ P and F (·;x) ∈ P, if I = Rn and we consider strongly
(R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic functions; if this is the case, then we say that
the function F (·; ·) is (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1, resp. strongly
(R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1. The class of (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic functions of type 1, resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic
functions of type 1, is introduced analogously. Now we are able to state and prove
the following result:

Proposition 2.7. Suppose that P has a linear vector structure, P is complete and
the metric d is translation invariant in the sense that d(f + g, h + g) = d(f, h)
whenever f, h, f + g, h+ g ∈ P. Suppose further that, for each integer j ∈ N the
function Fj : I ×X → Y is (RX,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1 as well as
that, for every sequence which belongs to RX, any its subsequence also belongs to RX.
If F : I ×X → Y and for each B ∈ B, (b;x) = ((bk;xk)) = ((b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk );xk) ∈

RX , B
′ ∈ L(B; (b;x)) and we have

lim
(i,l)→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fi

(

·+ bkl
;x+ xkl

)

− F
(

·+ bkl
;x+ xkl

)

∥

∥

∥

P
= 0,(2.8)

then the function F (·; ·) is (RX,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1.
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Proof. Since d is translation invariant, we have ‖f + g‖P ≤ ‖f‖P + ‖g‖P for all
f, g ∈ P such that f + g ∈ P. Let the set B ∈ B and the sequence ((b;x) =
((b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk );xk)) ∈ RX be given. Let B′ ∈ L(B; (b;x)) be given, as well. Since

for each sequence which belongs to RX we have that any its subsequence also belongs
to RX, the diagonal procedure can be used to get the existence of a subsequence
((bkl

;xkl
) = ((b1kl

, b2kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);xkl
)) of ((bk;xk)) such that for each integer j ∈ N

there exists a function F ∗
j : I ×X → Y such that

lim
l→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗
j (·;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
= 0.(2.9)

Let a real number ǫ > 0 be fixed. Since

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F ∗
i (·;x)− F ∗

j (·;x)
∥

∥

∥

P
≤ sup

x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F ∗
i (·;x) − Fi

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fi

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗
j (·;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
,

and (2.9) holds, there exists an integer l0 ∈ N such that for all integers l ≥ l0 we
have:

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F ∗
i (·;x)− Fi

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗
j (·;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
< 2ǫ/3.

Using (2.8), we get the existence of an integer N(ǫ) ∈ N such that for all integers
i, j ∈ N with min(i, j) ≥ N(ǫ) we have

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fi

(

·+ (b1kl0
, · · ·, bnkl0

);x+ xkl0

)

− Fj

(

·+ (b1kl0
, · · ·, bnkl0

);x+ xkl0

)

∥

∥

∥

P
< ǫ/3.

This implies that (F ∗
j (·;x)) is a Cauchy sequence in P for each element x ∈ B′ and

therefore convergent to a function F ∗(·;x) ∈ P, say; clearly,

lim
j→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥F ∗
j (·;x)− F ∗(·;x)

∥

∥

P
= 0.

Further on, observe that for each j ∈ N we have:

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F
(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗(·;x)
∥

∥

∥

P

≤ sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F
(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

∥

∥

∥

P

+ sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗
j (·;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
+ sup

x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
F ∗
j (·;x)− F ∗(·;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
.

There exists a number j0(ǫ) ∈ N such that for all integers j ≥ j0 we have that the
third addend in the above estimate is less or greater than ǫ/3. After that, using
condition (2.8), we can find an integer N ∈ N such that N ≥ j0 and, for every l ∈ N

and j ∈ N with min(j, l) ≥ N, we have

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
Fj

(

·+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

− F ∗
j (·;x)

∥

∥

∥

P
< ǫ/3.

Take j = N and apply (2.9) to complete the proof. �
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Remark 2.8. Consider the situation of Theorem 2.6. If we assume that f : Rn → X
is a bounded, continuous and (R,P , L)-multi-almost periodic function of type 1,
then the function F : Rn → Y, given by (2.6), will be bounded, continuous and
(R,P , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1.

We can simply prove the following:

(i) Suppose that c ∈ C, cf ∈ P for all f ∈ P, and there exists a finite
real number φ(c) > 0 such that ‖cf‖P ≤ φ(c)‖f‖P for all f ∈ P. If
the function F : I × X → Y is (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost pe-
riodic [(strongly) (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic], then the function
cF (·; ·) is likewise (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic [(strongly)
(RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic].

(ii) Suppose that P has a linear vector structure, the metric d is translation
invariant and, for every complex number c ∈ C, we have cf ∈ P, f ∈ P
and there exists a finite real number φ(c) > 0 such that ‖cf‖P ≤ φ(c)‖f‖P
for all f ∈ P. Suppose also that for each sequence of collection R [RX ]
any its subsequence also belongs to R [RX ]. Then the space consisting of
all (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic [(strongly) (RX ,B,P , L)-
multi-almost periodic] functions is a vector space.

(iii) Suppose that τ ∈ Rn, τ + I ⊆ I, x0 ∈ X and, for every f ∈ P, we have
f(· + τ) ∈ P and the existence of a finite real number cτ > 0 such that
‖f(· + τ)‖P ≤ cτ‖f‖P for all f ∈ P. Define Bx0 := {−x0 + B : B ∈
B} and, for every B ∈ B and b ∈ R [(b;x) ∈ RX ], L′(−x0 + B;b) :=
{−x0 + B′ : B′ ∈ L(B;b)} [L′(−x0 + B; (b;x)) := {−x0 + B′ : B′ ∈
L(B; (b,x))}]. If the function F : I × X → Y is (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-
multi-almost periodic [(strongly) (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic], then
the function F (·+τ ; ·+x0) is (strongly) (R,Bx0 ,P , L′)-multi-almost periodic
[(strongly) (RX ,Bx0,P , L′)-multi-almost periodic].

The pointwise products of (R,B)-multi-almost periodic functions have been an-
alyzed in [5, Proposition 2.20]; we would like to note that the pointwise products
of (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic functions can be analyzed under
certain extra assumptions. Details can be left to the interested readers.

Concerning composition principles, we will prove only one result which corre-
sponds to [5, Theorem 2.47]. Suppose that F : I × X → Y and G : I × Y → Z
are given functions. We analyze here the multi-dimensional Nemytskii operator
W : I ×X → Z, defined by

W (t;x) := G
(

t;F (t;x)
)

, t ∈ I, x ∈ X.

Let PF = (PF , df ), PG = (PG, dG) and PW = (PW , dW ) be three metric spaces
consisting of certain functions from Y I , ZI and ZI , respectively.

Theorem 2.9. Suppose that F : I×X → Y is (R,B,PF , L)-multi-almost periodic,
resp. strongly (R,B,PF , L)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I = Rn, G :
I × Y → Z, the metric dW is translation invariant, for any sequence belonging to
R any its subsequence belongs to R, as well as the following condition holds:

(i) For every b ∈ R, for every B ∈ B, for every functions f : I × X → Y
and g : I × X → Y , for every sequences of functions (fl : I × X → Y ),
(gl : I ×X → Y ) and (hl : I ×X → Y ), and for every set B′ ∈ L(B;b),
we can find a subsequence b′ of b, a subsequence (fm) of (fl), a function
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G∗ : I × Y → Z and a finite real constant c > 0 such that

lim
m→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
G
(

·+ b′
m; f(·;x)

)

−G∗(·; f(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PG

= 0,(2.10)

and

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
G
(

·+ bm; gm(·;x)
)

−G(·+ bm; g(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PG

≤ c sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
gm(·;x)− g(·;x)

∥

∥

∥

PF

,

(2.11)

whenever m ∈ N and gm(·;x)−g(·;x) ∈ PF for all x ∈ B′, resp. (2.10) and
(2.11) hold, as well as

lim
m→+∞

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
G∗(· − b′

m; fm(·;x)
)

−G(·; fm(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PG

= 0

and

sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
G
(

·;hm(·;x)
)

−G(·;h(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PG

≤ c sup
x∈B′

∥

∥

∥
hm(·;x)− h(·;x)

∥

∥

∥

PF

,

whenever m ∈ N and hm(·;x) − h(·;x) ∈ PF for all x ∈ B′.

Then the function W (·; ·) is (R,B,PW , L)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly
(R,B,PW , L)-multi-almost periodic.

Proof. We will consider only (R,B,PF , L)-multi-almost periodic functions. Let the
set B ∈ B and the sequence (bk) ∈ R be given, and let B′ ∈ L(B;b). By definition,
there exist a subsequence (bkl

) of (bk) and a function F ∗ : I × X → Y such
that, for every l ∈ N and x ∈ B, we have F (· + bkl

;x) − F ∗(·;x) ∈ P , and (2.1)
holds. Since (bkl

) ∈ R, we can use assumption (i), with f = F ∗ and the sequence
of functions (fl(·; ·) = F (· + bkl

; ·)), to find a subsequence (bklm
) of (bkl

) and a
function G∗ : I × Y → Z such that conditions (2.10) and (2.11) hold. It suffices to
show that

lim
m→+∞

∥

∥

∥
G
(

·+ bklm
;F

(

·+ bklm
;x

))

−G∗(·;F ∗(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PW

= 0.

Denote τm := bklm
for all m ∈ N. We have (x ∈ B′, m ∈ N):

∥

∥

∥
G
(

·+ τm;F
(

·+ τm;x
))

−G∗(·;F ∗(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PW

≤
∥

∥

∥
G
(

·+ τm;F
(

·+ τm;x
))

−G(·+ τm;F ∗(·;x))
∥

∥

∥

PW

+
∥

∥

∥
G(·+ τm;F ∗(·;x)) −G∗(·;F ∗(·;x))

∥

∥

∥

PW

≤ c
∥

∥

∥
F
(

·+ τm;x
)

− F ∗(·;x)
∥

∥

∥

PF

+
∥

∥

∥
G(·+ τm;F ∗(·;x)) −G∗(·;F ∗(·;x))

∥

∥

∥

PW

,

which tends to zero as m→ +∞. This simply completes the proof. �

Remark 2.10. Suppose, additionally, that F : I × X → Y is (R,B,PF , L)-multi-
almost periodic of type 1, resp. strongly (R,B,PF , L)-multi-almost periodic of
type 1 in the case that I = Rn. If we assume, in condition (i), that we also have
G(·+ b′

m; f(·)) ∈ PW for all f ∈ PF , resp. G(·; f(·)) ∈ PW for all f ∈ PF , then the
functionW (·; ·) will be (R,B,PW , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1, resp. strongly
(R,B,PW , L)-multi-almost periodic of type 1.
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2.1. Generalization of multi-dimensional (Stepanov) almost automorphy.
The main aim of this subsection is to explain how we can use the approach obeyed
so far to generalize the important classes of multi-dimensional (Stepanov) almost
automorphic functions. Moreover, we will provide a completely new characteriza-
tion of compactly almost automorphic functions by choosing the pivot space P to
be a weighted Lp-space.

Concerning multi-dimensional almost automorphic functions, we will clarify the
following result (for simplicity, we assume here that the corresponding collection
L(B;b) [L(B; (b;x))] is equal to {{x} : x ∈ B} for each set B ∈ B and each
sequence b ∈ R [(b;x) ∈ RX ]; observe also that the notion from Definition 1.8 and
Definition 1.9 can be extended using this approach with the function L) :

Theorem 2.11. Suppose that F : Rn×X → Y is a continuous function as well as
that p ∈ P(Rn), ν : I → (0,∞) is a Lebesgue measurable function and L(B;b) =
{{x} : x ∈ B} [L(B; (b;x)) = {{x} : x ∈ B}] for each set B ∈ B and each sequence

b ∈ R [(b;x) ∈ RX ]. Let P := L
p(t)
ν (Rn : Y ) and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖

L
p(t)
ν (Rn:Y )

for

all f, g ∈ P.

(i) Suppose that p ∈ D+(R
n), ν ∈ Lp(t)(Rn : Y ) and the function F (·; ·) is

half-(R,B)-multi-almost automorphic, resp. (R,B)-multi-almost automor-
phic. If the function F (·;x) is bounded for every fixed element x ∈ X,
then the function F (·) is (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly
(R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic.

(ii) Suppose that p ∈ D+(R
n), ν ∈ Lp(t)(Rn : Y ) and the function F (·; ·)

is half-(RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic, resp. (RX ,B)-multi-almost au-
tomorphic. If the function F (·; ·) is bounded, then the function F (·) is
(RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic.

(iii) If the function F (·;x) is uniformly continuous for every fixed element x ∈
X, and the function F (·) is (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly
(R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, then the function F (·; ·) is half-(R,B)-
multi-almost automorphic, resp. (R,B)-multi-almost automorphic.

(iv) If the function F (·; ·) is uniformly continuous and (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic, resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic, then the func-
tion F (·; ·) is half-(RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic, resp. (RX ,B)-multi-
almost automorphic.

Proof. We will prove only (ii) and (iv). Let B ∈ B, x ∈ B and ((b;x)k = ((b1k, b
2
k, · ·

·, bnk);xk)k) ∈ RX be given. We know that there exist a subsequence ((b;x)kl
=

((b1kl
, b2kl

, · · ·, bnkl
);xkl

)kl
) of ((b;x)k) and a function F ∗ : I×X → Y such that (1.8)

holds, resp. (1.8) and (1.9) hold true. This immediately implies that the function
F ∗(·; ·) is bounded; since we have assumed that p ∈ D+(R

n) and ν ∈ Lp(t)(Rn : Y ),
the dominated convergence theorem (see Lemma 1.4(iv)) implies that

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥

[

F (t+ bkl
;x+ xkl

)− F ∗(t;x)
]

· ν(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(t)(Rn:Y )
= 0,(2.12)

resp. (2.12) and

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥

[

F ∗(t− bkl
;x− xkl

)− F (t;x)
]

· ν(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(t)(Rn:Y )
= 0
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are true. Therefore, the function F (·; ·) is (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic,
resp. strongly (RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic. To prove (iv), fix B ∈ B and
((b;x)k = ((b1k, b

2
k, · · ·, bnk);xk)k) ∈ RX. We know that there exist a subsequence

((b;x)kl
= ((b1kl

, b2kl
, ···, bnkl

);xkl
)kl

) of ((b;x)k) and a function F ∗ : I×X → Y such

that, for every l ∈ N and x ∈ B, we have F (·+(b1kl
, ···, bnkl

);x+xkl
)−F ∗(·;x) ∈ P and

(2.2) holds pointwisely for all x ∈ B, resp. F (·+(b1kl
, ···, bnkl

);x+xkl
)−F ∗(·;x) ∈ P ,

F ∗(·−(b1kl
, ···, bnkl

);x−xkl
)−F (·;x) ∈ P, (2.2) holds, and (2.2)-(2.3) hold pointwisely

for all x ∈ B. Therefore,

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥

[

F (t+ bkl
;x+ xkl

)− F ∗(t;x)
]

· ν(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(t)(KT :Y )
= 0,(2.13)

resp. (2.13) and

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥

[

F ∗(t− bkl
;x− xkl

)− F (t;x)
]

· ν(t)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(t)(KT :Y )
= 0

are true for all T ∈ N. Then Lemma 1.4(ii) implies that the above equalities hold
with the function p(t) replaced with the constant function 1 therein, so that there
exists a set N ⊆ Rn of Lebesgue measure zero such that (1.8), resp. (1.8) and
(1.9), hold pointwisely for all x ∈ B and t ∈ Rn \N. Using the uniform continuity
of function F (·; ·) and the well known 3 − ǫ argument, we can simply show that
the function F ∗(·; ·) is uniformly continuous and the limit equality (1.8), resp. the
limit equalities (1.8) and (1.9), hold pointwisely for all x ∈ B and t ∈ Rn, since
(F (t+ bkl

;x+ xkl
)) and (F ∗(t− bkl

;x− xkl
)) are Cauchy sequences in Y . �

Corollary 2.12. Suppose that the function F : Rn → Y is measurable, p ∈
D+(R

n), ν ∈ Lp(t)(Rn : Y ), R is the collection of all sequences in Rn, P and
L are defined as above. Then the following holds:

(i) If F (·) is almost automorphic, then F (·) is strongly (R,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic.

(ii) If F (·) is uniformly continuous, then F (·) is compactly almost automorphic
if and only if F (·) is strongly (R,P , L)-multi-almost periodic.

In the sequel, if L is a function as in the previous two statements, we will also
simply say that f(·) is (strongly) (R,P)-multi-almost periodic [(strongly) (RX ,P)-
multi-almost periodic]; it is not clear whether the converse in (i) holds true. Further
on, let p1 ∈ D+(R

n), ν ∈ Lp1(t)(Rn : Y ), P and L be defined as above. It is worth
noting that we have recently analyzed various classes of multi-dimensional Stepanov
almost automorphic functions in [18, Section 8.2] as well as that the class of es-
sentially bounded Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-(R,B)-multi-almost automorphic functions
and the class of essentially bounded Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-(RX ,B)-multi-almost auto-
morphic functions can be viewed as special subclasses of (R,B,P1, L)-multi-almost
periodic functions, resp. (RX ,B,P1, L)-multi-almost periodic functions; here, Ω is
any compact subset of Rn with positive Lebesgue measure and p ∈ D+(Ω). Strictly

speaking, if the Bochner transform F̂ : Rn × X → Lp(u)(Rn : Y ), defined by

[F̂ (t;x)](u) := F (t+ u;x), t ∈ Rn, x ∈ X, u ∈ Ω, is (R,B)-multi-almost automor-
phic, resp. (RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic, and the function F : Rn ×X → Y
satisfies that the function F (·;x) is essentially bounded for every fixed element
x ∈ X , resp. the function F (·; ·) is essentially bounded, then, for every B ∈ B
and for every sequence (b)k ∈ R, resp. for every B ∈ B and for every sequence
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((b;x)k) ∈ RX, there exist a subsequence (b)kl
∈ R of (b)k ∈ R, resp. ((b;x)kl

) of
((b;x)k) and a function F ∗ : Rn ×X → Lp(u)(Rn : Y ) such that

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥
F
(

t+ u+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x
)

−
[

F ∗(t;x)
]

(u)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(u)(Rn:Y )
= 0(2.14)

and

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥

[

F ∗(t− u+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x)
]

(u)− F (t+ u;x)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(u)(Rn:Y )
= 0,(2.15)

resp.

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥
F
(

t+ u+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x+ xkl

)

−
[

F ∗(t;x)
]

(u)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(u)(Rn:Y )
= 0(2.16)

and

lim
l→+∞

∥

∥

∥

[

F ∗(t− u+ (b1kl
, · · ·, bnkl

);x− xkl
)
]

(u)− F (t+ u;x)
∥

∥

∥

Lp(u)(Rn:Y )
= 0,

(2.17)

hold pointwisely for all x ∈ B and t ∈ R
n. The convergence in (2.14) and (2.15),

resp. (2.16) and (2.17), implies the pointwise convergence for all u ∈ Ω \ Nt,
where m(Nt) = 0. We can therefore define the limit function F ∗ : Rn × X → Y

by F ∗(t;x) := [F̂ (t − u;x)](u), t ∈ Rn, x ∈ X , where u ∈ Ω \ Nt for all t ∈
Rn. The function F ∗(·;x) is essentially bounded for every fixed element x ∈ X,
resp. the function F ∗(·; ·) is essentially bounded; using the dominated convergence
theorem, we get that the function F (·; ·) is (R,B,P1, L)-multi-almost periodic, resp.
(RX ,B,P1, L)-multi-almost periodic. Therefore, we have proved the following (see
also Subsection 3.1 below for another approach obeyed with regards to the multi-
dimensional Stepanov almost periodic functions):

Theorem 2.13. Suppose that the function F : Rn × X → Y satisfies that the
function F (·;x) is essentially bounded for every fixed element x ∈ X, resp. the
function F (·; ·) is essentially bounded. If the function F (·; ·) is Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-
(R,B)-multi-almost automorphic, resp. Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-(RX ,B)-multi-almost
automorphic, then the function F (·; ·) is (R,B,P1, L)-multi-almost periodic, resp.
(RX ,B,P1, L)-multi-almost periodic, where p1 ∈ D+(R

n), ν ∈ Lp1(t)(Rn : Y ), P
and L being defined as above.

We close this section by providing several observations in the case that ν : I →
(0,∞) satisfies that 1/ν(·) is locally bounded, P := C0,ν(I : Y ) and d(f, g) :=
‖f − g‖C0,ν(I:Y ) for all f, g ∈ P :

Remark 2.14. (i) Suppose that there exists a positive real number c > 0 such
that ν(t) ≥ c for all t ∈ I, and B ∈ L(B;b) for all B ∈ B and b ∈ R [B ∈
L(B; (b;x)) for all B ∈ B and (b;x) ∈ RX ]. Then any (R,B,P , L)-multi-
almost periodic function [(RX ,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic function] is
(R,B)-multi-almost periodic [(RX ,B)-multi-almost periodic].

(ii) Suppose that there exists a positive real number c > 0 such that ν(t) ≤ c
for all t ∈ I, and B ∈ L(B;b) for all B ∈ B and b ∈ R [B ∈ L(B; (b;x))
for all B ∈ B and (b;x) ∈ RX ]. Then any (R,B)-multi-almost periodic
function [(RX ,B)-multi-almost periodic function] is (R,P , L)-multi-almost
periodic [(RX ,P , L)-multi-almost periodic].
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(iii) Suppose that I = Rn. Then any (R,P , L)-multi-almost periodic func-
tion [(RX ,P , L)-multi-almost periodic] function is compactly (R,B)-multi-
almost automorphic [compactly (RX ,B)-multi-almost automorphic]. This
almost immediately follows from the corresponding definitions and the fact
that the function 1/ν(·) is bounded on any compact of Rn.

3. Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-Multi-almost periodic type functions

Arguing as in Remark 2.3(ii) above, we may simply conclude that the notion
of Bohr (B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodicity and the notion of (B, I ′, ρ)-uniform recurrence
are very special cases of the following notion:

Definition 3.1. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, F : I ×X → Y is a given
function, ρ is a binary relation on Y, and I + I ′ ⊆ I. Then we say that:

(i) F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic if and only if for every B ∈ B
and ǫ > 0 there exists l > 0 such that for each t0 ∈ I ′ there exists τ ∈
B(t0, l) ∩ I ′ such that, for every t ∈ I and x ∈ B, there exists an element
yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such that F (·+ τ ;x) − y·;x ∈ P for all x ∈ B, and

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F (·+ τ ;x) − y·;x

∥

∥

∥

P
≤ ǫ.

(ii) F (·; ·) is (B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent if and only if for every B ∈ B
there exists a sequence (τk) in I

′ such that limk→+∞ |τk| = +∞ and that,
for every t ∈ I and x ∈ B, there exists an element yt;x ∈ ρ(F (t;x)) such
that F (·+ τk;x)− y·;x ∈ P for all k ∈ N, x ∈ B and

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥

∥
F (·+ τk;x)− y·;x

∥

∥

∥

P
= 0.

If I = R
n, then we can also consider the notions of strong Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-

almost periodicity and strong (B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniform recurrence; we will skip all details
for simplicity. Further on, we omit the term “B” if X = {0}, the term “I ′” if I ′ = I,
and the term “ρ” if ρ = I. If ρ = cI, then we also say that the function F (·; ·) is Bohr
(B, I ′, c,P)-almost periodic [Bohr (B, I ′, c,P)-uniformly recurrent]; furthermore, if
c = −1, then we say that the function F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′,P)-almost anti-periodic
[Bohr (B, I ′,P)-uniformly anti-recurrent].

We continue with the following example:

Example 3.2. Suppose that I = [0,∞) or I = R. A measurable function ν : I →
(0,∞) is said to be an admissible weight function if and only if there exist finite

constants M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R such that ν(t) ≤ Meω|t′|ν(t + t′) for all t, t′ ∈ I.
Let ν : [0,∞) → (0,∞) be an admissible weight function; then it is well known
that the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded (see [17] for more details about linear
topological dynamics and hypercyclic strongly continuous semigroups on weighted
function spaces). Recently, Z. Yin and Y. Wei have considered the weak recurrence
of translation operators on weighted Lebesgue spaces and weighted continuous func-
tion spaces ([35]). In particular, these authors have shown that the existence of a
function f ∈ Y, where Y = Lp

ν([0,∞) : C) or Y = C0,ν([0,∞) : C), satisfying
that there exists a strictly increasing sequence (αn) of positive reals tending to plus
infinity such that

lim
n→+∞

∥

∥f(·+ αn)− f(·)
∥

∥

Y
= 0
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is equivalent to saying that lim inf t→+∞ ν(t) = 0; see also the preprint [4] by W.
Brian and J. P. Kelly. In our language, this result can be reworded as follows:
Suppose that P := Y and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖Y for all f, g ∈ P. Then there exists
a P-uniformly recurrent function f ∈ Y if and only if lim inft→+∞ ν(t) = 0. It
is without scope of this paper to analyze the corresponding result for the general
space Y = Lp

ν(I : C) or Y = C0,ν(I : C).

We can simply prove that any multi-dimensional (ω, ρ)-periodic function is Bohr
(I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic with I ′ = {kω : k ∈ N}, provided that there exists a
positive integer l ∈ N such that ρl = I. But, there exist some pathological cases
in which the spaces of Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic functions consist solely of
(ω, ρ)-periodic functions. Without going into full details, we will provide only one
example regarding this issue:

Example 3.3. Suppose that the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded, P = C0,ν(R
n :

Y ), the metric d is induced by the norm in P, 0 6= ω ∈ Rn, F : Rn → Y , and the
supremum formula

sup
t∈Rn

‖F (t+ ω)− F (t)‖Y = sup
t∈Rn;|t|≥a

‖F (t+ ω)− F (t)‖Y

holds for all a > 0. If ν : Rn → (0,∞) satisfies lim|t|→+∞ ν(t) = +∞, then F (·) is ω-
periodic (i.e., F (t+ω) = F (t), t ∈ Rn) whenever F (·+ω)−F (·) ∈ P. In actual fact,
if ǫ > 0 is a fixed number and the last inclusion holds, then there exists a finite real
number M > 0 such that the assumption |t| ≥M implies ‖F (t+ω)−F (t)‖Y ≤ ǫ.
Due to the supremum formula, this implies ‖F (t+ ω)− F (t)‖Y ≤ ǫ for all t ∈ Rn,
so that the claimed assertion follows from the fact that the number ǫ > 0 was
arbitrary.

In the previous example, we have analyzed the extreme case lim|t|→+∞ ν(t) =
+∞. The opposite extreme case lim|t|→+∞ ν(t) = 0 is also important on account
of the following:

Theorem 3.4. (i) Suppose that F : Rn → Y is continuous, the function
1/ν(·) is locally bounded, P = C0,ν(R

n : Y ), and the metric d is induced
by the norm in P. If F (·) is Bohr P-almost periodic, then F (·) is almost
automorphic, i.e., Levitan N -almost periodic and bounded.

(ii) Suppose that the requirements of (i) hold as well as that F : Rn → Y is
bounded, the function ν(·) is bounded, and lim|t|→+∞ ν(t) = 0. Then F (·)
is almost automorphic if and only if F (·) is Bohr P-almost periodic.

Proof. If F (·) is Bohr P-almost periodic, N > 0 and ǫ > 0 are given, then we have
the existence of a finite real number M > 0 such that 1/ν(t) ≤ M for |t| ≤ N. If
the requirements in Definition 3.1 hold with the numbers ǫ/M and τ, then it can
be simply proved that τ is a Levitan (ǫ,N)-almost period of function F (·). To show
that F (·) is bounded, take ǫ = 1 and find a real number l > 0 such that, for every
t0 ∈ Rn, the cube t0 + [0, l]n contains a point τ such that

∥

∥F (t+ τ)− F (t)
∥

∥

Y
ν(t) ≤ 1, t ∈ R

n.(3.1)

Let ‖F (t)‖Y ≤M and 1/ν(t) ≤ L for t ∈ K√
nl. This implies

∥

∥F (t+ τ)
∥

∥

Y
≤ ‖F (t)‖Y +

1

ν(t)
≤M + L, t ∈ K√

nl.
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It can be simply shown that any point t ∈ Rn can be written as t0 + τ, where
t0 ∈ K√

nl and τ satisfies (3.1). Therefore, ‖F (t)‖Y ≤M +L for all t ∈ Rn and (i)
is proved. In order to see that (ii) holds, suppose that F (·) is almost automorphic
and ǫ > 0. Then F (·) is Levitan N -almost periodic and there exists a finite real
number M > 0 such that the assumptions |t| ≥M and τ ∈ Rn imply

∥

∥F (t+ τ) − F (t)
∥

∥

Y
ν(t) ≤ 2‖F‖∞ν(t) ≤ ǫ.

If |t| ≤ M and τ ∈ Rn is a Levitan (ǫ/‖ν‖∞,M)-period of function F (·), then
we have ‖F (t+ τ) − F (t)‖Y ν(t) ≤ ǫν(t)/‖ν‖∞ ≤ ǫ; hence, F (·) is Bohr P-almost
periodic. The converse statement follows from (i). �

Keeping in mind Theorem 3.4, it is meaningful to define, for every almost auto-
morphic function F : Rn → Y , the following space

FF :=
{

ν : Rn → Y ; the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded and the function

F (·) is Bohr P − almost periodic
}

.

Due to Theorem 3.4(ii), we have that all bounded functions vanishing at infinity
belong to the space FF . This inclusion can be strict since, for every almost periodic
function F : Rn → Y, the space FF contains all functions bounded from above;
furthermore, if the function F (·) is (ωj)j∈Nn

-periodic with some numbers ωj ∈
R \ {0} (1 ≤ j ≤ n), then the space FF consists of all functions ν : Rn → (0,∞)
such that the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded. It is natural to ask whether there
exists an almost periodic function F : Rn → Y which is not (ωj)j∈Nn

-periodic for
some numbers ωj ∈ R \ {0} (1 ≤ j ≤ n) and which additionally satisfies that the
space FF contains an unbounded function?

We proceed with the following illustrative examples:

Example 3.5. Let us recall that the function t 7→ F (t) ≡ 1/(2+ cos t+cos(
√
2t)),

t ∈ R is Levitan N -almost periodic and unbounded. Due to Theorem 3.4(i), there
is no function ν : R → (0,∞) such that the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded and
F (·) is Bohr P-almost periodic with the metric space P be defined as above.

Example 3.6. Let F denote the collection of all functions ν : R → (0,∞) such that
the function 1/ν(·) is locally bounded; if this the case, we denote Pν = C0,ν(R : C)
and define dν to be the metric induced by the norm in Pν . We introduce the binary
relation ∼ on F by: ν1 ∼ ν2 if and only if every Bohr Pν1 -almost periodic function
F : R → C is Bohr Pν2-almost periodic and vice versa; clearly, ∼ is an equivalence
relation. If there exist two finite real constants c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 such that
c1ν1(t) ≤ ν2(t) ≤ c2ν1(t) for all t ∈ R, then it is clear that ν1 ∼ ν2 (in particular,
if there exist two finite real constants c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 such that c1 ≤ ν(t) ≤ c2
for all t ∈ R, P = C0,ν(R : C), and the metric d is induced by the norm in P,
then the function F (·) is almost periodic if and only if the function F (·) is Bohr
P-almost periodic). We can use Theorem 3.4 to show that the existence of finite
real constants c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 such that c1ν1(t) ≤ ν2(t) ≤ c2ν1(t), t ∈ R is
only sufficient but not necessary for relation ν1 ∼ ν2 to be satisfied. In actual fact,
put ν1(t) := 1/(t2 + 1) and ν2(t) := 1/(t4 + 1) for all t ∈ R. Then ν1 ∼ ν2 due to
Theorem 3.4(ii) but we cannot find finite real constants c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 such
that c1ν1(t) ≤ ν2(t) ≤ c2ν1(t), t ∈ R.

The proof of following result is very similar to the proof of [13, Proposition 2.2];
we will include all relevant details for the sake of completeness:



METRICAL ALMOST PERIODICITY AND APPLICATIONS 23

Proposition 3.7. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, I + I ′ ⊆ I, and the
function F : I×X → Y is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic ((B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly
recurrent), where ρ is a binary relation on Y satisfying R(F ) ⊆ D(ρ) and ρ(y) is
a singleton for any y ∈ R(F ). If for each τ ∈ I ′ we have τ + I = I, as well as P
has a linear vector structure, the metric d is translation invariant and the following
condition holds:

(P) P1 = (P1, d1) is a metric space, c ∈ (0,∞) and for every f ∈ P and τ ∈ I ′

we have f(· − τ) ∈ P1 and ‖f(· − τ)‖P1 ≤ c‖f‖P .
Then I + (I ′ − I ′) ⊆ I and the function F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′ − I ′, I,P1)-almost
periodic ((B, I ′ − I ′, I,P1)-uniformly recurrent).

Proof. We will prove the statement for Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic functions.
As in [13], we have I + (I ′ − I ′) ⊆ I. Further on, let ǫ > 0 and B ∈ B be given.
Then there exists l > 0 such that for each t10, t20 ∈ I ′ there exist two points
τ1 ∈ B(t10, l) ∩ I ′ and τ2 ∈ B(t20, l) ∩ I ′ such that, for every x ∈ B, we have

∥

∥F
(

·+ τ1;x
)

− ρ(F (·;x))
∥

∥

P
≤ ǫ/2 and

∥

∥F
(

·+ τ2;x
)

− ρ(F (·;x))
∥

∥

P
≤ ǫ/2.

Since P has a linear vector structure and the metric d is translation invariant, the
above implies

∥

∥F
(

·+ τ1;x
)

− F
(

·+ τ2;x
)∥

∥

P
≤ ǫ, x ∈ B.

Using condition (P) and translation for the vector −τ2, we get
∥

∥F
(

·+
[

τ2 − τ1
]

;x
)

− F
(

·;x
)∥

∥

P1
≤ cǫ, x ∈ B.

Since τ2 − τ1 ∈ B(t20 − t10, 2l) ∩ (I ′ − I ′), this simply implies the claimed. �

Corollary 3.8. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, and the function F : Rn × X → Y
is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic ((B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent), where ρ is a
binary relation on Y satisfying R(F ) ⊆ D(ρ) and ρ(y) is a singleton for any y ∈
R(F ). Suppose that P has a linear vector structure, the metric d is translation in-
variant and condition (P) holds. Then the function F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′−I ′, I,P1)-
almost periodic ((B, I ′ − I ′, I,P1)-uniformly recurrent).

The following example is a slight modification of [13, Example 2.8]:

Example 3.9. Suppose that ρ = T ∈ L(Y ), I = I ′ = [0,∞) or I = I ′ = R, and
X = {0}. Clearly, for each t ∈ I, τ ∈ I and l ∈ N, we have

F
(

t+ lτ
)

− T lF (t) =

l−1
∑

j=0

T j
[

F
(

t+ (l − j)τ
)

− TF
(

t+ (l − j − 1)τ
)

]

.

Let for each f ∈ P and τ ∈ I we have f(·+τ) ∈ P, ‖f(·+τ)‖P = ‖f‖P , Tf ∈ P and
‖Tf‖P ≤ cT ‖f‖P for some finite real constant cT > 0 independent of f ∈ P. This
implies that the function F (·) is (T l,P)-almost periodic ((T l,P)-uniformly recur-
rent), provided that F (·) is (T,P)-almost periodic ((T,P)-uniformly recurrent). In
particular, the function F (·) is P-almost periodic (P-uniformly recurrent), provided
that F (·) is (T,P)-almost periodic ((T,P)-uniformly recurrent) and there exists a
positive integer l ∈ N such that T l = I; a similar statement can be formulated for
(T,P)-almost anti-periodic ((T,P)-uniformly anti-recurrent) functions.

Consider now the sum f(·) of functions f1(·) and f2(·) from Example 1.1(i). In
our concrete situation, P = {f ∈ Cb(R : R) ; supt∈R V (t; f) < ∞} and d(f, g) :=
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‖f − g‖∞ + supt∈R V (t; f − g), f, g ∈ P, where V (t; f) denotes the total variation
of function f(·) on the segment [t − 1, t + 1]. If f(·) is (c,P)-almost periodic for
some c ∈ C \ {0}, then the function f(·) must be c-almost periodic, and therefore,
we must have c = ±1 since the function f(·) is real-valued ([18]). Since the metric
space P satisfies all requirements from the first part of this example with T = cI,
(−1,P)-almost periodicity of f(·) would imply its P-almost periodicity, which is
not the case. Therefore, there is no c ∈ C \ {0} such that f(·) is (c,P)-almost
periodic. We can similarly prove that there is no c ∈ C \ {0} such that the sum
f(·) of functions f1(·) and f2(·) from Example 1.1(ii) is Lipschitz c-almost periodic,
with the meaning clear.

Concerning Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic functions in the finite-dimensional
spaces, we will only note that the statement of [13, Proposition 2.20] admits a
reformulation in our framework provided that P has a linear vector structure and
the metric d is translation invariant.

The proof of following simple proposition is trivial and therefore omitted:

Proposition 3.10. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, ρ is a binary relation
on Y, and I + I ′ ⊆ I. Suppose, further, that P1 ⊆ Y I , P1 = (P1, d1) is a metric
space, P ⊆ P1, and there exists a finite real constant c > 0 such that ‖f‖P1 ≤ c‖f‖P
for all f ∈ P. Then the following holds:

(i) If F : I×X → Y is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic [(B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly
recurrent], then F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P1)-almost periodic [(B, I ′, ρ,P1)-
uniformly recurrent].

(ii) Let (1.5) hold. If F : I ×X → Y is (R,B,P)-multi-almost periodic, resp.
strongly (R,B,P)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I = R

n, then F (·; ·)
is (R,B,P1)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly (R,B,P1)-multi-almost
periodic.

(iii) Let (1.6) hold. If F : I × X → Y is (RX ,B,P)-multi-almost periodic,
resp. strongly (RX ,B,P)-multi-almost periodic in the case that I = Rn,
then F (·; ·) is (RX ,B,P1)-multi-almost periodic, resp. strongly (RX ,B,P1)-
multi-almost periodic.

We also have the following:

(i) Suppose that c ∈ C, cf ∈ P for all f ∈ P, and there exists a finite real
number φ(c) > 0 such that ‖cf‖P ≤ φ(c)‖f‖P for all f ∈ P. If the function
F : I ×X → Y is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic [(B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly
recurrent], then the function cF (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′, ρc,P)-almost periodic
[(B, I ′, ρc,P)-uniformly recurrent], where

ρc :=
{

(y1, y2) ∈ Y × Y : (∃t ∈ I) (∃x ∈ X) y1 = cF (t;x) and y2 ∈ cρ(F (t;x))
}

.

(ii) Suppose that τ ∈ Rn, τ + I ⊆ I, x0 ∈ X and, for every f ∈ P, we have
f(· + τ) ∈ P and the existence of a finite real number cτ > 0 such that
‖f(·+ τ)‖P ≤ cτ‖f‖P for all f ∈ P. Define Bx0 := {−x0 + B : B ∈ B} for
every B ∈ B. If the function F : I × X → Y is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost
periodic [(B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent], then the function F (·+τ ; ·+x0)
is Bohr (Bx0 , I

′, ρ,P)-almost periodic [(Bx0 , I
′, ρ,P)-uniformly recurrent].

We can illustrate the notion introduced in this section and the former section
by slight modifications of [5, Example 6.13, Example 6.15]. In order to avoid any
plagiarism, we will only rearrange [5, Example 6.13(i)] for our new purposes:
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Example 3.11. Suppose that Fj : X → Y is a continuous function satisfying that
for each B ∈ B we have supx∈B ‖Fj(x)‖Y <∞. Suppose, further, that the complex-

valued mapping t 7→ (
∫ t

0 f1(s) ds, ...,
∫ t

0 fn(s) ds), t ≥ 0 is P-almost periodic (1 ≤
j ≤ n), where 1/ν(·) is locally bounded function, P := C0,ν([0,∞) : Cn) and
d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖P for all f, g ∈ P . Set

F
(

t1, · · ·, tn+1;x
)

:=

n
∑

j=1

∫ tj+1

tj

fj(s) ds · Fj(x) for all x ∈ X and tj ≥ 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Arguing as in the above-mentioned example, we get that, for every B ∈ B, t1, τ1 ∈
[0,∞); ... ; tn+1, τn+1 ∈ [0,∞) and ǫ > 0,

∥

∥

∥
F
(

t1 + τ1, · · ·, tn+1 + τn+1;x
)

− F
(

t1, · · ·, tn+1;x
)

∥

∥

∥

Y

≤M

n
∑

j=1

{∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ tj+1+τj+1

0

fj(s) ds−
∫ tj+1

0

fj(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ tj+τj

0

fj(s) ds−
∫ tj

0

fj(s) ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

,

where M = supx∈B,1≤j≤n

∥

∥Fj(x)
∥

∥

Y
. This implies that the function F (·; ·) is Bohr

(B,P1)-almost periodic, where P1 := C0,ν1([0,∞)n : Y ) with

ν1
(

t1, ..., tn+1

)

:=

[

1

ν(t1)
+ ...+

1

ν(tn+1)

]−1

, tj ≥ 0 (1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1),

and d1(f, g) := ‖f − g‖P1 for all f, g ∈ P1.

We continue by observing that we can formulate and prove an analogue of [5,
Proposition 2.27(i)] and Proposition 2.7 for the function spaces introduced in Def-
inition 3.1; on the other hand, the statement of [5, Theorem 2.37] which concerns
the extensions of multi-dimensional almost periodic functions does not admit a sat-
isfactory reformulation in our new framework. Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 2.6
can be reformulated as follows (we do not need here the existence of a finite real
number c > 0 such that ν(t) ≥ c for all t ∈ Rn):

Proposition 3.12. Let P := C0,ν(R
n : Y ) and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖C0,ν(Rn:Y ) for

all f, g ∈ P. Suppose that c ∈ C \ {0} and ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, h ∈ L1(Rn), and
F : Rn×X → Y is a continuous function satisfying that for each B ∈ B there exists
a finite real number ǫB > 0 such that sup

t∈Rn,x∈B· ‖F (t, x)‖Y < +∞, where B· ≡
B◦ ∪⋃

x∈∂B B(x, ǫB). Then the function (h ∗F )(·; ·), given by (2.5), is well defined
and for each B ∈ B we have sup

t∈Rn,x∈B· ‖(h ∗ F )(t;x)‖Y < +∞; furthermore, if
F (·; ·) is Bohr (I ′, c,P)-almost periodic, then (h ∗ F )(·; ·) is Bohr (I ′, c,P)-almost
periodic.

Theorem 3.13. Suppose that (R(t))t>0 ⊆ L(X,Y ) is a strongly continuous oper-
ator family, c ∈ C \ {0} and ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn. Let P := C0,ν(R

n : Y ) and d(f, g) :=
‖f−g‖C0,ν(Rn:Y ) for all f, g ∈ P, and let there exist a function w : Rn → (0,∞) such

that (2.4) holds for all x ∈ R
n, y ∈ [0,∞)n and

∫

(0,∞)n(1+w(t))‖R(t)‖ dt <∞. If

f : Rn → X is a bounded, continuous and Bohr (I ′, c,P)-almost periodic function,
then the function F : Rn → Y, given by (2.6), is bounded, continuous and Bohr
(I ′, c,P)-almost periodic.
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The proof of following proposition is also simple and therefore omitted (we as-
sume the general requirements on the regions I and I ′, the binary relation ρ and
the collections R, RX from the introduced definitions):

Proposition 3.14. Suppose that PZ = (PZ , dZ) is a metric space, φ : P → PZ

is uniformly continuous, the function φ(F1(·)) − φ(F2(·)) belongs to PZ whenever
F1, F2 ∈ Y I and F1 − F2 ∈ P, and ρZ is any binary relation on Z such that
φ(ρ(F (t;x))) ⊆ ρZ(φ(F (t;x))) for all t ∈ I and x ∈ X. Suppose, further, that F :
I×X → Y is (strongly) (R,B,P , L)-multi-almost periodic [(strongly) (RX ,B,P , L)-
multi-almost periodic/Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic/(B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly re-
current]. Then φ ◦ F : I × X → Z is (strongly) (R,B,PZ , L)-multi-almost pe-
riodic [(strongly) (RX ,B,PZ, L)-multi-almost periodic/Bohr (B, I ′, ρZ ,P)-almost
periodic/(B, I ′, ρZ ,P)-uniformly recurrent].

3.1. Generalization of multi-dimensional (Stepanov) ρ-almost periodic-
ity. In this subsection, we will employ the approach obeyed in the former part of
this paper to generalize the notion of Bohr (B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodicity ((B, I ′, ρ)-
uniform recurrence) and the notion of Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-(B, I ′, ρ)-almost period-
icity (Stepanov (Ω, p(u), ρ)-(B,Λ′)-uniform recurrence). We have the following:

(A1) Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, ρ is a binary relation on Y,
I + I ′ ⊆ I, and F : I ×X → Y is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodic ((B, I ′, ρ)-
uniformly recurrent). Suppose, further, that the set I is Lebesgue measur-
able as well as that for each x ∈ X any selection of the multi-valued mapping
t 7→ ρ(F (t;x)), t ∈ I is Lebesgue measurable. Let a function ν : I → (0,∞)
be Lebesgue measurable, as well. Suppose now that ν ∈ Lp(t)(I : C). Then
Lemma 1.4(iii) yields that the Banach space L∞(I : Y ) is continuously em-

bedded into L
p(t)
ρ (I : Y ); applying Proposition 3.10(i), we easily get that the

function F (·; ·) is Bohr (B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic ((B, I ′, ρ,P)-uniformly

recurrent), where P := L
p(t)
ν (I : Y ) and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖

L
p(t)
ρ (I:Y )

for all

f, g ∈ P. We can also use the space C0,ν(I : Y ) here; see Remark 2.14(ii).
(A2) Suppose that ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ Rn, ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, Ω is a compact subset of Rn with

positive Lebesgue measure, I + Ω ⊆ I and the function F : I ×X → Y is
Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-(B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodic in the following sense (see [19]
for more details): For every B ∈ B and ǫ > 0 there exists l > 0 such that
for each t0 ∈ I ′ there exists τ ∈ B(t0, l) ∩ I ′ such that, for every t ∈ I
and x ∈ B, the mapping u 7→ ρ(F (t + u;x)), u ∈ Ω is well defined, single
valued and measurable, belongs to the space Lp(u)(Ω : Y ) and

∥

∥F (t+ τ + u;x)− ρ(F (t+ u;x))
∥

∥

Lp(u)(Ω:Y )
≤ ǫ, t ∈ I, x ∈ B.(3.2)

Suppose, further, that there exist a countable family D and a collection
{kd ∈ I : d ∈ D} such that I =

⋃

d∈D(kd + Ω) and m((kd1 + Ω) ∩ (kd2 +
Ω)) = 0 for all d1, d2 ∈ D such that d1 6= d2. Define p : I → [1,∞) by
p(t) := p(t − kd) if there exists a unique d ∈ D such that t ∈ kd + Ω;
otherwise, we set p(t) := 0. The last assumption implies that this mapping
is well defined and measurable; furthermore, a simple argumentation shows
that, for every x ∈ X, we have:

∥

∥[F (t+ τ ;x) − ρ(F (t;x))] · ρ(t)
∥

∥

Lp(t)((kd+Ω):Y )

=
∥

∥[F (t+ kd + τ ;x) − ρ(F (t+ kd;x))] · ρ(t+ kd)
∥

∥

Lp(t)(Ω:Y )
.(3.3)
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We will assume that

S :=
∑

d∈D

ess sup
t∈kd+Ων(t) < +∞.(3.4)

Let B ∈ B and ǫ > 0 be fixed, and let l > 0 be determined from the
Stepanov (Ω, p(u))-(B, I ′, ρ)-almost periodicity of function F (·; ·); further
on, let (3.2) be satisfied. Then, due to (3.3) and a simple argumentation
involving Lemma 1.4(iii), we have:

∥

∥F (t+ τ ;x)− ρ(F (t;x))
∥

∥

L
p(t)
ν (I:Y )

≤
∑

d∈D

∥

∥F (t+ τ ;x)− ρ(F (t;x))
∥

∥

L
p(t)
ν ((kd+Ω):Y )

=
∑

d∈D

∥

∥[F (t+ τ ;x)− ρ(F (t;x))] · ν(t)
∥

∥

Lp(t)((kd+Ω):Y )

=
∑

d∈D

∥

∥[F (t+ kd + τ ;x) − ρ(F (t+ kd;x))] · ν(t+ kd)
∥

∥

Lp(t)(Ω:Y )

≤
∑

d∈D

∥

∥F (t+ kd + τ ;x) − ρ(F (t+ kd;x))
∥

∥

Lp(t)(Ω:Y )
· ess sup

t∈kd+Ων(t)

≤
∑

d∈D

ǫ · ess sup
t∈kd+Ων(t) ≤ ǫS.

Since (3.4) is assumed, the above implies that the function F (·; ·) is Bohr

(B, I ′, ρ,P)-almost periodic, where P := L
p(t)
ν (I : Y ) and d(f, g) := ‖f −

g‖
L

p(t)
ρ (I:Y )

for all f, g ∈ P.

The above conclusion can be also formulated for Stepanov (Ω, p(u), ρ)-
(B, I ′)-uniformly recurrent functions ([19]).

The above particularly shows that the spaces of Stepanov p-almost periodic func-
tions F : Rn → Y , where 1 ≤ p < ∞, can be embedded into the corresponding
spaces of Bohr P-almost periodic functions. For example, in the case of consider-
ation of one-dimensional Stepanov p-almost periodic functions, we have Ω = [0, 1],
I ′ = R and ρ = I. Then we can take ν(t) := 1/(|t|ζ + 1), t ∈ R since, in this case,
(3.4) holds true. On the other hand, it is not clear how one can embed the space
of all (equi-)Weyl-p-almost periodic functions F : Rn → Y in some space of Bohr
P-almost periodic functions (see [16]-[18] for the notion).

4. Applications to the abstract Volterra integro-differential

equations

The main aim of this section is to incorporate our results in the analysis of
existence and uniqueness of the metrical almost periodic type solutions for some
classes of abstract Volterra integro-differential equations.

1. Let Y be one of the spaces Lp(Rn), C0(R
n) or BUC(Rn), where 1 ≤ p <∞.

Then we know that the Gaussian semigroup

(G(t)F )(x) :=
(

4πt
)−(n/2)

∫

Rn

F (x− y)e−
|y|2

4t dy, t > 0, f ∈ Y, x ∈ R
n,

can be extended to a bounded analytic C0-semigroup of angle π/2, generated by
the Laplacian ∆Y acting with its maximal distributional domain in Y ; see e.g., [2,
Example 3.7.6]. Let c ∈ C \ {0} and ∅ 6= I ′ ⊆ R

n, and let F (·) be bounded and
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(R,P)-multi-almost periodic (Bohr (I ′, c,P)-almost periodic), where P is given in
the formulation of Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 3.12). Applying this result, we get
that for each t0 > 0 the function Rn ∋ x 7→ u(x, t0) ≡ (G(t0)F )(x) ∈ C is likewise
bounded and (R,P)-multi-almost periodic (Bohr (I ′, c,P)-almost periodic). We
can similarly analyze the Poisson semigroup here; see e.g., [2, Example 3.7.9].

2. It is clear that we can use a combination of Theorem 2.6 (Theorem 3.13) and
Theorem 2.9 in the analysis of metrical almost periodic solutions in time-variable for
a large class of abstract fractional semi-linear inclusions. For instance, of concern
is the following abstract semi-linear Cauchy inclusion:

Dγ
t,+u(t) ∈ −Au(t) + f(t, u(t)), t ∈ R,(4.1)

where Dγ
t,+ denotes the Weyl-Liouville fractional derivative of order γ ∈ (0, 1),

f : R×X → X has certain properties and A is a closed multivalued linear operator
on X satisfying the following condition:

(P) There exist finite constants c, M > 0 and β ∈ (0, 1] such that

Ψ := Ψc :=
{

λ ∈ C : ℜλ ≥ −c
(

|ℑλ|+ 1
)

}

⊆ ρ(A)

and
‖R(λ : A)‖ ≤M

(

1 + |λ|
)−β

, λ ∈ Ψ;

see [16] for the notion and more details. Define

Tν(t)x :=
1

2πi

∫

Γ

(−λ)νeλt
(

λ−A
)−1

x dλ, x ∈ X, t > 0 (ν > 0),

where Γ is the upwards oriented curve λ = −c(|η|+ 1) + iη (η ∈ R),

Tγ,ν(t)x := tγν
∫ ∞

0

sνΦγ(s)T0
(

stγ
)

x ds, t > 0, x ∈ X, ν > −β,

Sγ(t) := Tγ,0(t) and Pγ(t) := γTγ,1(t)/t
γ , t > 0.

Define also

Rγ(t) := tγ−1Pγ(t), t > 0, x ∈ X.

By a mild solution of (4.1), we mean any X-continuous function u(·) such that
u(t) = (Λγu)(t), t ∈ R, where

t 7→ (Λγu)(t) :=

∫ t

−∞
Rγ(t− s)f(s, u(s)) ds, t ∈ R.

Suppose now that R denotes the collection of all sequences in [0,∞), P := C0,ν(R :
X) and d(f, g) := ‖f − g‖C0,ν(R:X) for all f, g ∈ P. Let there exist a positive real
number c > 0 such that ν(t) ≥ c for all t ∈ R, and let there exist a function w : R →
(0,∞) such that (2.4) holds for all x ∈ R, y ≥ 0 and

∫

(0,∞)
(1+w(t))‖Rγ(t)‖ dt <∞.

It can be simply verified that the space X consisting of all bounded, continuous,
(R,P)-multi-almost periodic functions f : Rn → X of type 1 is a complete metric
space equipped with the metric d(·, ·) = ‖·−·‖P (see also Proposition 2.7). Suppose,
further, that f : R×X → X is continuous, (R,B,P)-multi-almost periodic of type
1 with X ∈ B, and satisfies that supt∈R;x∈B ‖f(t, x)‖ < +∞ for each bounded
subset B of X. If we assume that there exists a finite real constant L > 0 such
that ‖f(t, x) − f(t, y)‖ ≤ L‖x − y‖ for all t ∈ R and x, y ∈ X, as well as that
L
∫

(0,∞) w(t)‖Rγ(t)‖ dt < 1, then the mapping Λγ : X → X is well defined due

to Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 2.9; moreover, this mapping is a contraction and
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has a unique fixed point theorem according to the Banach contraction principle.
Therefore, there exists a unique bounded, continuous solution of inclusion (4.1)
which is (R,P)-multi-almost periodic of type 1.

In particular, the above conclusions can be incorporated in the study of the
following semi-linear fractional Poisson heat equation with Weyl-Liouville fractional
derivatives in the space X = Lp(Ω) :

Dγ
t,+[m(x)v(t, x)] = (∆− b)v(t, x) + f(t, v(t, x)), t ∈ R, x ∈ Ω,

where 1 ≤ p <∞, Ω is an open domain in Rn with smooth boundary, m ∈ L∞(Ω),
m(x) ≥ 0 for a.e. x ∈ Ω, γ ∈ (0, 1), ∆ is the Dirichlet Laplacian and b > 0; possible
applications can be also given to the higher-order differential operators in Hölder
spaces ([16]).

3. The choice of space P used in the first application of this section enables one
to reformulate the conclusions from [5, Example 1.1] in our new context, provided
that

∫

Rn |E(t0, y)|w(y) dy <∞. This can be incorporated in the analysis of metrical
almost periodic solutions of the inhomogeneous heat equation in Rn.

Similarly, with the same choice of space P , we can analyze the existence and
uniqueness of Bohr (I ′, c,P)-almost periodic ((I ′, c,P)-uniformly recurrent) solu-
tions of the wave equation; from the classical theory of partial differential equations,
we know that the solution of wave equation in R, R2 and R3 is given by the famous
d’Alembert formula, the Poisson formula and the Kirchhoff formula, respectively
(see [18, pp. 540–542] for more details). We close this section with the observation
that, in the multi-dimensional setting, we can also consider the Hammerstein semi-
linear integral equation of convolution type on Rn; see the fourth application in [5,
Section 3].

5. Conclusions and final remarks

In this paper, we have investigated multi-dimensional almost periodic type func-
tions in general metric. We have provided a unification concept for the spaces
of multi-dimensional (Stepanov) almost periodic functions and multi-dimensional
(Stepanov) almost automorphic functions. Some applications of our results to the
abstract Volterra integro-differential equations and the partial differential equations
are also given.

It is our strong belief that this research article is just a beginning of several serious
investigations of almost periodicity in special metrics. It is also worth noting that
this is probably the first research article concerning metrical almost periodicity in
the multi-dimensional setting.

Concerning some subjects not considered in this paper, we would like to mention
that we have recently analyzed, in [5]-[6] and [13], various notions of D-asymptotical
periodicity and D-asymptotical automorphy in the multi-dimensional setting. We
will not analyze these topics here.

We can also consider the following notion:

Definition 5.1. Suppose that ∅ 6= I ⊆ Rn, F : I×X → Y is a continuous function,
and P contains all trigonometric polynomials. Then we say that F (·; ·) is strongly
(B,P)-almost periodic if and only if F (·;x) ∈ P for all x ∈ X and for each B ∈ B
there exists a sequence (PB

k (t;x)) of trigonometric polynomials such that

lim
k→+∞

sup
x∈B

∥

∥PB
k (·;x) − F (·;x)

∥

∥

P
= 0.
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Here, by a trigonometric polynomial P : I×X → Y we mean any linear combination
of functions like

ei[λ1t1+λ2t2+···+λntn]c(x),

where λi are real numbers (1 ≤ i ≤ n) and c : X → Y is a continuous mapping.

Then the notion of a strongly B-almost periodic function is obtained by plugging
that P = l∞(I : Y ). We will not further analyze here the structural properties of
strongly (B,P)-almost periodic functions.

The following notion is also meaningful:

Definition 5.2. Let ω ∈ Rn \ {0}, ρ be a binary relation on Y and ω + I ⊆ I. A
function F : I → Y is said to be semi-(ω, ρ,P)-periodic if and only if there exists a
sequence (Fk) of (ω, ρ)-periodic functions such that

lim
k→∞

∥

∥Fk − F
∥

∥

P
= 0.(5.1)

Definition 5.3. Let ωj ∈ R \ {0}, ρj ∈ C \ {0} is a binary relation on Y and
ωjej + I ⊆ I (1 ≤ j ≤ n). A function F : I → Y is said to be semi-(ωj , ρj ,P)j∈Nn

-
periodic if and only if there exists a sequence (Fk) of (ωj , ρj)j∈Nn

-periodic functions
such that (5.1) holds.

More details and structural results on semi-(ω, ρ,P)-periodic functions and semi-
(ωj , ρj,P)j∈Nn

-periodic functions will appear somewhere else. Multi-dimensional
analogues of almost periodic functions in the Hausdorff metric, multi-dimensional
analogues of almost periodic functions in variation, and multi-dimensional ana-
logues of Lα-almost periodic functions will be considered somewhere else, as well.

References

[1] M. Adamczak, Some remarks on almost periodic functions, Fasc. Math. No. 33 (2002), 5–19.
[2] W. Arendt, C. J. K. Batty, M. Hieber, F. Neubrander, Vector-valued Laplace Transforms
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[6] A. Chávez, K. Khalil, M. Kostić, M. Pinto, Multi-dimensional almost automorphic functions

and applications, submitted.

[7] R. De Arcangelis, A general homogenization result for almost periodic functionals, J. Math.
Anal. Appl. 156 (1991), 358–380.

[8] G. De Giorgi, Sulla convergenza di alcune successioni di integrali del tipo dell’area, Rend.
Mar. 8 (1975), 277–294.

[9] T. Diagana, Almost Automorphic Type and Almost Periodic Type Functions in Abstract

Spaces, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2013.
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