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ON MIXING AND ERGODICITY IN LOCALLY COMPACT
MOTION GROUPS

M. ANOUSSIS AND D. GATZOURAS

ABSTRACT. Let G be a semi-direct product G = A X, K with A Abelian and
K compact. We characterize spread-out probability measures on G that are
mixing by convolutions by means of their Fourier transforms. A key tool is a
spectral radius formula for the Fourier transform of a regular Borel measure
on G that we develop, and which is analogous to the well-known Beurling—
Gelfand spectral radius formula. For spread-out probability measures on G, we
also characterize ergodicity by means of the Fourier transform of the measure.
Finally, we show that spread-out probability measures on such groups are
mixing if and only if they are weakly mixing.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper, which may be viewed as a sequel to [2], is to exploit
methods of non-commutative harmonic analysis to study random walks on locally
compact groups.

Our starting point is the following spectral radius formula for a regular (complex)
Borel measure p on a locally compact Hausdorff group G:

: n|l/n _ -~ . ny . 1/n
(1.1) lim | sup o(A(U)) v inf lI (k™)1

where p” := px- - -+ denotes n-fold convolution of p with itself, (u™)s is the singular
part of u™ with respect to Haar measure Ag and U runs through a complete set of
continuous irreducible unitary representations of G (also a V b := max{a, b}); here,
and throughout the paper, Ag is a fixed left Haar measure on G, fi(U) denotes the
Fourier transform of p at the unitary representation U, and g(ﬁ(U)) its spectral
radius. When G is Abelian, this formula is a direct consequence of Gelfand theory
for the commutative Banach algebra M(G) of regular (complex) Borel measures
on G, and for groups G with a symmetric group algebra L'(G), (LI) has been
established by Palmer [23] for absolutely continuous measures .

In [2] (LI) was established for compact (Hausdorfl) groups G and then used
to study random walks on such groups. In particular, one of its uses there was
to characterize those regular Borel probability measures p on the compact group
G, for which ™ — Ag in the total variation norm (here we assume that A\g has
been chosen to satisfy Ag(G) = 1). Of course when G is non-compact, u™ cannot
converge to Haar measure for any probability measure p, and neither, of course,
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can (1/n) EZ;& u*. Two conditions that have been studied extensively instead are

(12) i [fxp"1 =0 VfeLyG)
and
1n—1
(1.3) lim EZf*,ﬁ =0 VfeLia),
=0 1

where L}(G) denotes the closed two-sided ideal of functions f € L'(G) with
Jo fdia = 0. We shall call probability measures p € M(G) satisfying (L2) mizing
by convolutions, and those satisfying (L3) ergodic by convolutions, adhering to ter-
minology introduced by Rosenblatt in [25], in view of the fact that p satisfies (L2)
if and only if the associated random walk is mixing, and similarly for ergodicity.
The results of this paper are then as follows:

(A) We establish the spectral radius formula (1)) for arbitrary regular Borel
measures in motion groups (Theorem [£.2)).

(B) Using (A), we show that in a motion group G = A x, K with G acting
regularly on /Al, a spread-out probability measure p € M(G) is mixing by
convolutions if and only if

(1.4) (i) <1 V[U] €GN {16},

where G is the unitary dual of G and 1 designates the trivial representa-
tion of G (Theorem [G.]).

(C) Under the same conditions on G, we show that a spread-out probability
measure pu € M(G), is ergodic by convolutions if and only if

(1.5) L¢o(@U) VUl €@~ {le},
where o (7i(U)) denotes the spectrum of the operator i(U) (Theorem G.3).

Finally, as a consequence of our approach, we are able to address a query in [25]
(p. 33). We show that in a motion group G = A x, K with G acting regularly on
,Z, a spread-out probability measure p € M(G) is mixing by convolutions if and
only if it satisfies the apparently weaker condition

n—1
(1.6) EZ]/(f*uk)hd)\G]%O VfeLiyG) YheL®G)
"= /G

(Corollary [7.2]). Adhering to standard terminology again, we shall call probability
measures satisfying (L6]) weakly mizing by convolutions. Besides Abelian and com-
pact groups, the only other groups we know of for which mixing has been shown to
be equivalent to weak-mixing are groups possessing small invariant neighborhoods
(SIN); this is done for arbitrary regular Borel probability measures in a recent paper
by Jaworski ([I4]).

Let us expand briefly and also motivate these results. By motion group we shall
mean a group which is a semi-direct product G = A x, K with A Abelian and K
compact; both A and K are assumed to be locally compact and Hausdorff here. In
all our results concerning motion groups we shall also assume that G acts regularly
on the dual group Aof A [7, p. 183]; this condition is automatically satisfied when
G is second countable ([9]). Recall also that a probability measure p € M(G) on
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a locally compact Hausdorff group is called spread-out if not all of its convolution
powers p" are singular with respect to Haar measure Ag.

When G is an Abelian group, ([4) reduces to |f(x)| < 1 for all non-trivial
characters x of G, and (B) in this case is a result of Foguel [6]; also, for Abelian
G, ([L3) simply says that fi(x) # 1 for all non-trivial characters x of G, and (C)
in this case follows from the Choquet-Deny theorem [4] (see also [24] and [25]).
On the other hand, when G is non-commutative, the Fourier transform (U) of a
probability measure p is an operator on a Hilbert space, so it is not immediately
clear what the appropriate generalizations of these conditions are, to begin with.
A natural choice is to try to use the norms of the operators 1i(U) to give conditions
for mixing and ergodicity (see [15], [16]), but as it turns out, ||Z(U)| does not
characterize mixing nor ergodicity. Our proof of (B) uses the spectral radius formula
(LI), through which the spectral radius o(f(U)) emerges naturally. Let us also
remark that (B), (C), and the equivalence of mixing and weak mixing, hold without
the spread-out assumption on p when G is either Abelian or compact, and that the
results for G compact, although not explicitly appearing in the existing literature,
once appropriately formulated, also follow from existing results, notably the work
of Kawada and Ito [I7] (see Section []).

Our result (C) on ergodicity is closely related to a result of Jaworski [I3], who
shows that in a locally compact second countable group of polynomial growth, a
spread-out probability measure is ergodic by convolutions if and only if it is adapted
(see Section ). In fact, in Section B we give a short direct argument showing
how our Theorem [6.3] for second countable motion groups, may be obtained from
Jarowski’s result, whose proof relies on structure theory for groups of polynomial
growth. As adaptedness of a probability measure is known to not be equivalent to
ergodicity in general groups however (see Rosenblatt [25]), condition (LH) may well
be worth considering, especially in view of the discussion of Rosenblatt’s example
in Section[8 For the same reason, we have retained a proof of Theorem [6.3] relying
solely on the methods of the present paper.

Finally, let us also mention that we in fact obtain stronger results in one direction
in (B) and (C): (I4) is necessary for weak mixing, and hence also for mixing, and
(CX) necessary for ergodicity, for spread-out probability measures in any CCR
group (Proposition and Corollary 6.2} see also Corollary [2.6]).

In [24] Ramsey and Weit give different proofs of Foguel’s result on mixing and the
Choquet—Deny theorem for Abelian groups, which are more illuminating from the
point of view of harmonic analysis. We now briefly contrast the proof of the more
involved direction of our result on mixing, namely the sufficiency of the condition
(T2 in (B) above, to the corresponding proof of Ramsey and Weit for Abelian
groups G. This will also indicate how the spectral radius formula (TI]) for measures,
rather than functions in L!, is relevant. The proof of Ramsey and Weit relies on
the fact that if f € L'(G) is such that f has compact support not containing 0,
then f factorizes as f*h = f, with h € L1(G) and such that h has compact support
not containing 0 . They then use the Beurling—Gelfand spectral radius formula for
functions in L' and the fact that {1¢} is a set of synthesis to conclude the proof.

In our setting, we work with the representations Ay, «a € E, where /A, is obtained
by inducing the character a of the group A to G. In the proof of Ramsey and Weit,
it is crucial that the function h appearing in the factorization of f commutes with
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p. In a motion group G = A x, K however, the center of M(G) may not contain
non-trivial elements of L1(G). Yet, for certain f € L}(G), we are able to exhibit
appropriate measures v in the center of M (G) which may be used in the place of h
in the above argument. Then we use the spectral radius formula for measures (L))
to conclude that such f satisfy the mixing condition if u is spread-out and satisfies
(4. By a result of Ludwig on sets of spectral synthesis we then obtain that such
f are dense in ker(Ap). However, since ker(Ag) may be strictly contained in L§(G),
an additional argument is required in order to treat the general f € L}(G).

Finally, we mention two more papers that are related. In [I6] Kaniuth considers
more general groups G, namely locally compact Hausdorff groups of polynomial
growth and with a symmetric group-algebra L'(G), but only central probability
measures p € M (G) on such groups; for such measures he gives the necessary and
sufficient conditions ||z(U)|| < 1 and u(U) # I, for all non-trivial irreducible U,
for p to be mixing and ergodic by convolutions respectively. Also related, although
more loosely, is the paper by Jones, Rosenblatt and Tempelman [I5], which, how-
ever, has a wider scope.

We close this Section by fixing some notation and recalling some terminology, to
be used throughout the paper.

Notation—Terminology. We shall follow the terminology of [7] regarding group-
representations. In particular, by a unitary representation of a locally compact
Hausdorff group G we shall always mean a group homomorphism from G into
the group of unitary operators on some Hilbert space, which is continuous with
respect to the strong operator topology. Irreducible will always mean topologically
irreducible. Recall also that the unitary dual G of G consists of unitary equivalence
classes of irreducible unitary representations of G; for such a representation U,
we shall denote by [U] the equivalence class in G to which U belongs, by Hy the
representation space of U, and by d[y) the dimension of Hy .

Let G be a locally compact Hausdorfl group. We shall denote by M(G) the
Banach-* algebra of complex, regular Borel measures on G. L!(G) will stand for
the sub-algebra of M(G) consisting of Haar-integrable Borel functions on G and
L§(G) for the closed two-sided ideal of f € L'(G) with [, fd\¢ = 0. For a
measure 4 € M(G), the Fourier transform of p is the bounded linear operator
aU) = [,U(z"")du(x), defined, for any continuous unitary representation U
of G on some Hilbert space Hy, weakly by (i(U)u,v) = [(U(z"")u,v) du(x)
(u,v € Hy). For such a representation U, we shall also write U(u) := [, U(z) du(x)
for the *-representation that U induces on M (G); notice that @(U) = U(i1)*, where
* denotes adjoint and i complex conjugation: i(B) = u(B) for Borel subsets B of
G.

If T is a bounded linear operator on a Hilbert or Banach space, we shall denote
by o(T) its spectrum and by o(7T') its spectral radius.

If H is a Hilbert space, B(H) shall denote the space of bounded linear operators
from H to H.

If F is a set in a space X, we shall denote by 1z the function which is 1 on F
and 0 elsewhere; thus, in particular, if G is a locally compact Hausdorff group, 14
identifies with the trivial representation of G.

When G is compact, we will always assume that Ag has been chosen to satisfy
Aa(G) =1
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Finally, all groups considered in the paper will be assumed to have Hausdorff
topologies, without further notice.

2. A NECESSARY CONDITION FOR MIXING IN GENERAL GROUPS

In this Section we give some necessary conditions for mixing by convolutions
for general groups G. We shall use the notion of a quasi-compact operator, and
recall the definition here. This class of operators was introduced by Kryloff and
Bogoliotboff ([19, 20]).

Definition 2.1. A linear operator T' on a Banach space X is quasi-compact if there
exist n € N and a compact operator ) on X such that [|T" — Q|| < 1.

We single out the following property of quasi-compact operators (see the Re-
marks following Theorem 2.2.8 and the discussion following Theorem 2.2.7 of [I§]).

Lemma 2.2 (Yosida-Kakutani [30]). Let T be a quasi-compact operator on a
Banach space X such that sup,cy||T"|| < oco. Then either o(T) < 1 or {z €
o(T): |z| =1} contains only eigenvalues of T

The following Lemma sheds then some light on the role played by the spread-out
condition:

Lemma 2.3. Let G be a locally compact CCR group. If i is a spread-out probability
measure in M(QG), then u(U) is quasi-compact for any [U] € G.

Proof. Write u™ = (u™)a.c. + (u™)s with (u")s L Ag and (t™)ac. < Ag, n € N. If
u™ # (u™)s for some n, then

[E0)" = e @) = |G @)|| < Nl < 1,
and (;F\)dC(U) is compact. O
We shall also use the following fact:

Lemma 2.4. Let G be a locally compact group. Then, for any [U] € G~ {1¢},
there exists h € Hy such that {U(f)h: f € L§(G)} is dense in Hy .

Proof. For any h # 0, the subspace {U(f)h: f € L§(G)} of Hy is invariant under U,
and hence it is either {0} or dense; thus, we only have to exclude the possibility that
it is {0} for every h. Since L}(G) has co-dimension one in L(G), if these subspaces
are all trivial, then U is one-dimensional, and the representation f — U(f) of L' (G)
has kernel L}(G). But the only one-dimensional representation of G for which the
corresponding representation of L!(G) has kernel L}(G) is 1¢. O

Proposition 2.5. Let G be a locally compact group, and let p be a probability
measure in M(G) which is mizing by convolutions. Then:

(i) [(U)™ = 0 in the strong operator topology, for any [U] € G ~ {1¢}.

(i) o(f(U)) <1 for any [U] € G~ {1g} for which [i(U) is quasi-compact.
Proof. (i) Let [U] € G~ {1g} and fix h € Hy. Let also € > 0 be given. By
Lemma 2.4 there exists f € Ly(U) and b’ € Hy such that |U(f)h — h| < €/2. Set

g(z) == Ag(z 1) f(x~1), where Ag is the modular function of G. Then g(U) =
U(f), whence

IA@)" k|l < [EU)" g+ IRT)"GUE = W)l < [lg * p" 1 + /2,
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and this is < ¢ for all sufficiently large n, since g € L}(G).

(ii) Fix [U] € G ~ {1¢} and suppose that 7i(U) is quasi-compact. By (i), fi(U)
cannot have eigenvalues of modulus one. It then follows from Lemma that
o(p(U)) < 1. O

Note that as a result of Proposition2Z.5and Lemma[2.3] one immediately obtains
the necessity of condition ([4) for mixing of spread-out measures on CCR groups:

Corollary 2.6. Let G be a locally compact CCR group. If i is a spread-out prob-
ability measure in M(G) which is mizing by convolutions, then o(f(U)) < 1 for all
U] € G~ {1g}.

Corollary 2.6] will in fact be subsumed by the stronger result of Proposition [7.1]

3. UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS OF MOTION GROUPS

3.1. Locally Compact Motion Groups. Let K be a compact group, A an
Abelian group, and consider the semi-direct product G = A x, K. So ¢: K —
Aut(A) is assumed to be a group homomorphism, and we shall write ¢, € Aut(A4)
for the image of the element x € K under ¢. The group operation on G is given by

(a1, k1) - (a2, k2) == (a1 + @x, (a2), K1K2),

and the mapping (a, k) — @, (a) is assumed to be continuous.
Left Haar measure Ag on G is the product Ay ® Ai of the Haar measures on A
and K respectively, owing to the fact that we assume K compact and A abelian
[11l 15.29]. Furthermore, using standard arguments, it is not hard to see that each

©, must be measure-preserving; i.e, if p.(Aa) = g0 30;1 denotes the measure
defined by ¢, (Aa)(B) := Aa(¢;(B)) for Borel subsets B of A, then

(3.1) QDH(AA)Z)\A Vke K
(see [11l 15.29] again).

Throughout, we shall be using additive notation for Abelian groups and multi-
plicative notation for other groups. 1 shall denote the neutral element of the group

K and 0 the neutral element of A. Finally, if a € A and a € A is a character of the
Abelian group A, we shall also use the notation

(a, ) := a(a).

3.2. Unitary Representations of Motion Groups. The action ¢ of the group
K on A determines an action of K on the dual group Aof A through o — @, (a) =
QO P,-1.

For a € A, we shall denote by A, the induced representation indﬁx{l}(a) on G.
This may be realized on L?(K) as follows. For (a,x) € G and ¢ € L*(K),

(32)  [da(a,w))(r") = (a, 0w (a)) - [Lr (K)S)(K) = (a, pu (@) - G ),

k' € K, where Ly denotes the left regular representation of K on L?(K). Observe
that A, and A, are unitarily equivalent when « and o’ belong to the same orbit,
i.e.,, when o = ¢,/ () for some ' € K; in fact

Ay ()@, k) = R (k') Aa(a, k) Ry (k)71 ((a,x) € G)

for all o € 27 k' € K, where Rg denotes the right regular representation of K on
L*(K).
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In all our results concerning motion groups, we shall be assuming that G acts
regularly on the dual group A of A. The irreducible unitary representations of
G = A x, K are then as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Let G = A X, K be a motion group with G acting regularly
on A. Then any irreducible unitary representation of G is unitarily equivalent to
a sub-representation of A, for some o € A. Furthermore, each A, is the direct
sum of irreducible unitary representations of G. Finally, two irreducible unitary
representations U1, Uz of G are unitarily equivalent only if they are equivalent to
sub-representations of A, and An, respectively, with a1 and g belonging to the
same orbit, i.e., with as = @,;(aq) for some k € K.

Proof. This follows from [, Theorem 6.42] and induction by stages [7, Theorem
6.14]. O

We shall also need an analogue of the Riemann—Lebesgue lemma; as we were
unable to locate the following version in the literature, we give a proof in the
Appendix.

Theorem 3.2 (Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma). Let G = A x, K be a motion group
with G acting regularly on A. Then, for any f € L*(G), one has the following:
(i) Given € > 0, there exists a compact set C C A, such that Hf(/la)H < € for
alla e ANC. R
(i) Given e >0 and o € A, if Ao = P71
Aq into irreducible unitary representations of G, then ||J?(UZ)|| < € for all
but finitely many i € T.

U; is a direct-sum decomposition of

Finally, we shall also use the following result, a proof of which is also given in
the Appendix.

Theorem 3.3. Let G = A x, K be a motion group with G acting regularly on
A. Then, for any p € M(QG), the operator-valued function o — [i(Ay) is uniformly
continuous on A with respect to the norm topology on B(L?*(K)).

4. SPECTRAL RADIUS FORMULAE IN MOTION GROUPS

4.1. The Analogue of the Group C*-Algebra for Measures. We shall need
to consider the analogue of the group-C*-algebra C*(G) for measures on G. Let G
be an arbitrary locally compact group. For u € M(G), define

el == sup [UW)],
[UleG
where U(u) = [, U(x)du(x). One verifies easily that pu +— [lul+ is a norm on
M(G) (the implication [|p]ls = 0 = p = 0 follows from the injectivity of the
Fourier transform [5, 18.2.3]). We shall then denote by D*(G) the completion of
the unital Banach algebra M (G) with respect to this norm. Then, D*(G) is a unital
C*-algebra, and the group-C*-algebra C*(G) is a closed sub-algebra of D*(G). For
compact groups, D*(G) has also been considered in [2].

Any x-representation of M (G) extends uniquely to a x-representation of D*(G),
so in particular, if U is any irreducible unitary representation of G, u — U(u)
extends to a #-representation of D*(G). The Fourier transform p — fi(U) then also
extends to D*(G).



8 M. ANOUSSIS AND D. GATZOURAS

Finally, we shall also use the following fact (see [II, Theorem 22.11]).
Fact 4.1. Let G be a locally compact group and denote by L its left reqular rep-
resentation on L*(G). Then ji(Lg) =0 = u = 0.

4.2. Spectral Radius Formulae. Recall that the spectral radius of an element a
in a Banach algebra .4 may be defined by

(4.1) o(a) = lim [a = infla

One then has the following spectral radius formula for measures in motion groups:

Theorem 4.2. Let G = A x, K be a motion group with G acting regularly on A.
Then, for any € M(G), one has that

o(u) = lim ||| = sup o(A(U)) v ianII(u”)sll””
n—o00 [U]EG ne

= sup 0(ji(Aa)) V inf [| (™)™,
an neN

where o(p) denotes the spectral radius of p in the unital Banach algebra M(G), and
(u™)s the singular part of u™ with respect to Haar measure Ag-.

Note. For numbers a,b € R, a V b := max{a, b}.

Lemma 4.3. Let G = A X, K be a motion group with G acting regularly on A.
Then, for any p € M(G),

i |47 < sl v sup_o(B0)) = Nl v sup o(A(Aa))-
nree [U)ed@ acd

Proof of Theorem B2 Let u € M(G). Since
| = IR@)™ = [e(A(U))]
for all [U] € G and n € N, it is clear that o(u) > SUD (171G o(1i(U)). Since also

™l = 11" ae T+ 1™)s ]l 2 (1™ )s
(cf. [II, Theorem 14.22] for the equality), it follows that

(4.2) o(p) = sup o(f(U)) v ingll(u”)Sll”"-
U]e@ "

n

For the reverse inequality apply Lemma to the powers u™ of u. For each
n €N,
o(u™) < [I(u™)sll v sup_o(A(U)"),
[UleG@
and since in any Banach algebra g(a™) = [o(a)]™ for all a and m, it follows that
[e()]™ = o(1™) < [(W™)s]l vV sup_o(m(U)").
[UleG@
This, together with (A2)) show that
o(i) = sup_o(A(U)) V inf || (u™)s]|'/".
[U]ed ne
The equality
o(p) = sup o((Aa)) v inf || (™)™
acA neN
is established in the same way. O
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Proof of Lemma E3l As L*(G) is a symmetric Banach *-algebra [8], Remark 3 of
[23] yields the formula

T nnl/n 4. nyl/n
(4.3 o) =t [IF71V" = tim |17
for f € L'(G), where || |« is the norm

[l == sup AU
[UleG

on M(G), defined in Subsection Il Write also
0u() i= Jim " (€ M(G)),

and recall that D*(G) is the completion of M (G) with respect to the norm || ||..
Since D*(G) and M (G) are unital Banach algebras, we have that

0«(1) = sup{|z|: z € C and 20, — p is not invertible in D*(G)}

and
o(p) = sup{|z|: z € C and z6. — p is not invertible in M(G)}

for p € M(G), where e is the neutral element in G and . the Dirac point-mass at
e. We shall first show that

(4.4) o(p) < ox(p) V ops)
for any u € M(Q).

Indeed, fix 4 € M(G). If z € C with |z] > 0.(1) V o(us), then 6, — 271y is
invertible in D*(G) and §. — 2~y is invertible in M (G). Set

V= (56 — zilus) * [la.c.,
and notice that, because L'(G) is an ideal in M(G), v € L*(G). Since

(4.5) (6e — z_lus)71 x (0 — 27 ) = 6. — 271y,

the right-hand side is invertible in D*(G), because the left side is. This shows

that 0.(v) < os(p) V o(ps). By @3) then, o(v) = 0:(v) < 0.(p) V o(ps), since
v € LY(G). Thus if z € C with |z| > g.(1) V o(us), then |z] > o(v) and the inverse

(6e — z_lu)_l, whose existence in D*(G) is guaranteed by (LA, must actually
belong to M (G). Now (L) also yields that
(6e — ,2_111)71 = (6 — z_lu)71 * (6 — Z_llis)71 ;

whence (8, — z_lu)_l € M(G) x M(G) = M(G). This shows (Z4).

In order to establish the Lemma, we now only need to show that
(4.6) 0+(1) < sup o(A(U)) V [lus]| = sup o(fi(Aa)) V [lps]-

[UleG acA

Let pa.c. denote the absolutely continuous part of p, and let € > 0 be given. By the
Riemann-Lebesgue lemma (Theorem B.2]), there exists a compact set C' C A such

that ||Jia.c.(Aq)|| < € for all a in A~ C.
Next set

ra(@) = [lA(Aa)" 1" and  r(a) = o(fi(Aa)).
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The inequality

11(Aa)™ = (Ap)"[| < [[7(Aa) — 1(Ap) | leu )l IA(Ag) "

< nflul" A a)—u(/lﬁ)ll,

together with the norm-continuity of the operator-valued function @ — fi(Ay) (The-
orem [3.3), show that each r, is a continuous function on A. The norm-continuity
of a — [i(A,) also implies that r is upper semi-continuous; hence it attains its
maximum on C, and let 7* = max g 7(a). Since the mapping a — 7, (a) — r*
is continuous, the sets én = {a cC: ro(a) —r* > e} are compact, and since
ra(@) L r(a) < r* for each o, by @), N2>, C, = @; it follows that for some
n(e) € N, CA'n(e) = &. Then, for n > n(e), one has that

(4.7) sup||ii(Aa)"|| < sup||E(Aa)™ [V sup [|E(Aa)("
acA acC acANC
< supllE(Aa)" |V sup (li7ms (Aa)l + 34"
acC acANC
< supo(f(4a)) + €™ V(e + [lusl)™
a€cA

Since, by Proposition 3.1l any irreducible unitary representation U of G is unitarily
equivalent to a sub-representation of A, for some « € A, [@7)) then implies that

sup [|Z(0)" || < sup|A(4a)"|| < suplo(f(Aa)) + €™ V (e + |lus])™
[UleG acA acA

whence

Il < sup[o(fi(Aa)) + €™ V (e + [l psl)™,
acA

for all n > n(e). Since € was arbitrary, this shows that

0« (1) < SUEQ(ﬁ(Aa)) V| s

acA
We shall next show that
(4.8) sup o(fi(4a)) < sup o(a(U)) V||us|l,
a€cA [UleG

which will show (48] and thus complete the proof.
Fix o € A. By Proposition Bl A, is a direct sum of irreducible unitary repre-
sentations of G, say A, = @,c7 Ui. Then, for any n € N,

(4.9) [o(fi(4a))]" < llA(40)" ]| = §g§||ﬁ(Ui)n”'

Let € > 0. By Theorem[3.2] there exists a finite set Z; C Z such that ||ia.c.(U )|| <e
for all i € Zp := T\ Z;. Choose n(e) € N so that ||i(U;)"|| < [e(7(U;)) + €™ for
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all n > n(e) and all ¢ € Z;. Then, for n > n(e), one has that
(4.10)  sup|[u(U:)"[| < supl|a(Us)" || V sup||a(U:)"|
i€ i€y i€,
< sup [o(a(Uy)) +€]" v SUp ([ a.c.(Us)l| + [l (U )"
1€12

=
< sup [o(A(U)) +¢]" V(e + [lus)™,

[U)eG
whence by (€3]
o(ii(4a)) < sup [o(f(U)) + €] V (e + |ls))-
[UleG
As « and e were arbitrary, this establishes (LS. O

We close this Section with a result from [22] that we shall use in the sequel
(Section [@)):
Proposition 4.4. Suppose that G = A x, K is a motion group with G acting

regularly on A. For f € LYG), let onq)(f) denote the spectrum of f as an
element of the unital Banach algebra M(G) and op- ) (f) the spectrum of f as an
element of the unital Banach algebra D*(G). Then:

op-(&)(f) U{0} = oare) (f) U{0} V¥ f e LY(G).
Proof. This follows from [22] Proposition 10.4.6 (b)]. O

5. MIXING IN MOTION GROUPS
In this Section we prove the following result:

Theorem 5.1. Let G = A x, K be a motion group with G acting regularly on A.
Then, if p € M(G) is a spread-out probability measure, u is mizing by convolutions
if and only if o(a(U)) <1V [U] € G \ {1¢}.

Observe that one direction of the Theorem follows directly from Corollary [2.6]
as any motion group with G acting regularly on A is CCR [29, 4.5.2.1].

For the converse, first recall the standard facts that any motion group has a)
polynomial growth [10, Theorem 1.4], and b) a symmetric group algebra L' (G) [8].

Given a probability measure u € M(G), set

(5.1) I,o={fe LYG): ||f *u"|| = 0 as n — oo};

I, is clearly a closed left ideal in L'(G), contained in L{(G). Notice however, that
it is not a priori clear that I, is a two-sided ideal in L'(G); for this reason, one
cannot directly refer to spectral synthesis, as is the case when G is an Abelian group
(cf. [24]) or when p is a central measure (cf. [16]), and we shall have to use Lemma
B4 below instead.

To prove Theorem [B.1] we will first show that, if u is spread-out and satisfies
o(a(U)) <1V[U] € G ~ {1¢}, then ker(4g) C I,,, and then deduce from this that
all of L}(G) is contained in I,.

Let 60 denote the collection of all compact subsets of A not containing 0 € A
and set

(5.2) I:= U{fELl(G):f(Aa):OVaEA\\a}.
6660
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Lemma 5.2. Given a compact subset C of/Al not containing 0 € A\, there exists
v e Z(M(G)) such that V(Aq) = /f;(a)ILz(K), where Ir2 gy is the identity operator
on L*(K), and where h: A — C is a (necessarily) K-invariant L*-function whose
Fourier transform satisfies:

(i) h(a) =1VaeC;
(#) h(a) =0 for all o outside a compact set not containing 0 € A,
(i) 0<h<1.
Note. Z(M(G)) denotes the center of M(G), i.e., those elements of M(G) which
commute with every other element of M(G).

Proof of Lemma B2l Have a K-invariant function h € L'(A) whose Fourier trans-
form h satisfies properties (i)—(4), and let v € M(G) be the measure on G defined

by v := (hdA4)®d11y, where ® denotes product-measure and d;; denotes a point-
mass at the identity 1 € K. Then, by B.2]),

[V(Aa)9] (k) :/A<—a, (@) 6(r) h(a) dAa(a) = 6(k) h(pw(@))

for any «a € 121\, k € K, and ¢ € L?(K) (recall that the representation space of each
A¢ is L?(K)). Since h and A4 are K-invariant, we have that h(pz(a)) = h(a), and
so we finally deduce that

~ -~

(5.3) V(Aa) = ha) Iz (e A)
where I72(f) is the identity operator on L*(K). 0

Lemma 5.3. Let G be as in Theorem Bl and let pn € M(G) be a spread-out
probability measure with o(A(U)) <1 V[U] € G\ {1¢}. Then I C I,,.

Proof. Fix f € I. Then f(/la) =0 for all @ € A~ C for some compact set C € Cy,
which we fix. Fix a central measure v as in Lemma for this 6, and denote
the support of the corresponding function h by S. Then f(/la) = f(/la) v(Ay) =
U(Aw) f(/la) for all @ € A, and since each irreducible unitary representation of
G is contained as a direct summand in some A,, it follows that f(U) v(U) =
v(U) f(U) = f(U) for any irreducible unitary representation U of G. Hence fxv =
v f = f, by the injectivity of the Fourier transform on M(G) (|| ||, defined in
Subsection 1] is a norm on M (G)). Since v is also central, we then have that

(54)  fxptll =1 ™ s p =L (o)l < Ul )™ -
On the other hand, by the spectral radius formula of Theorem [£.2]

(5.5) lim |[(v# p)" ||/ = sup o(f(Aa)P(Aa)) V inf [[(" 5 p)s[ /"
n—o00 w€A neN

— N ~ : n n 1/n
= sup (A@)e((Aa))] v int ]|+ u"),]

. T ~ . n n 1/n
= sup [A(@)e((Aa))] V int ]| 5 um) ",

and this is < 1 because we are assuming that o(7(U)) < 1 for all [U] € G~ {1¢},
and because p is spread-out and 0 < n < 1. Indeed, since

1™ 5 1 )sll < H1@™)s * (™)s ] < 1 (")sl
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and p is spread-out,
(5.6) Inf [|(v" * p")s]| < 1.

On the other hand, recall from the proof of Lemma [£3] that the function o —
r(a) = Q(ﬁ(/la)) is upper semi-continuous and therefore attains its maximum on
the compact set S. Fix e S such that 7(§) = max__g7(a), and observe that £ # 0
as 0 ¢ S. Now recall the argument proving (Z9). By Proposition Bl A¢ = ®iezU;
with each U; an irreducible unitary representation of G. Assume first that p is
not singular with respect to Haar measure. Have € > 0 with ¢ < 1 — ||us]|, and
then a finite set Z; C Z such that ||ftac.(U;)| < € for all i € Ty := Z \Z; (use the
Riemann—Lebesgue lemma (Theorem [3.2))). Then, by (£9), and as in (£I0),

[o(Ai(46))]" < max{|Z(Us)"[[ v (e + llsl1)"

for all n € N, and since Q(//Z(Ui)) < 1 for each i, because £ # 0 and therefore
U, # 1¢ for all i € Z, it follows that [Q(//L\(Ag))}n < 1 for some sufficiently large n.
Hence o(fi(A¢)) < 1, and therefore

(5.7) sup[h(a)o(f(4a)) | < () = o(fi(4e)) < 1.

a€sS
Finally, if 4 L Ag, then pu™ Y Ag for some n € N, because p is spread-out, and the
above argument with p” in place of p gives again (B.7)), since also o(z™) = [o(z)]"
for any element x in a Banach algebra.

It follows from (&.4), (50, (5.6) and (B7), that f € I,,. O

Let mx: G — K be the natural projection 7 (a,k) = k. Being continuous
(hence Borel measurable), mx induces a mapping 7x: M(G) — M(K), given ex-
plicitly by [ (1)](B) = p(rx' (B)) (B € B(K)). Given a function f: G — C and
Kk € K, write f, for the function f,: A — C given by f.(a) = f(a, k); then the
restriction of T : M(G) — M(K) to L*(G) is given by

() () = /A fodha = To(0)  for Ak £ € K.

Observe that, since Ao(a,x) = Lg (k) for all a € A and k € K, where Lk is the
left regular representation of K on L?(K) (see [3.2)), for any measure u € M(G)
we have that

(5.8) Ai(Ao) = mxe (1) (L),

where m(LK) =[x Li(k)* drg(p)(k) is the Fourier transform of the measure
i () € M(K) at the representation L of K. Observe further that one also has
that

(5.9) () = mic () % T ()

for p,v € M(G). Indeed,

—

i xv)(Lic) = (ux v)(4o) = P(Ao) il Ao) = 7 () (Lic) 7 (1) (L ic),

and this implies (5.9]), by Fact A1l Finally observe that the kernel of the mapping
7x: LY(G) — LY(K) coincides with the L'-kernel of Ag:

(5.10) ker(mg ) = ker(Ap).
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This also follows directly from (E8) and Fact A1l

Notation. If U is any unitary representation of G, the L!-kernel of U is ker([U]) =
{f € LY(G): U(f) = 0}. Note that, in particular for Ay, we also have that
ker AQ {f € Ll f(/lo) = 0}

Lemma 5.4. Let G be as in Theorem Bl and let I be the ideal defined by (5.2)).
Then I is dense in the ideal ker(Ap).

Proof. Tt is shown in [2I] Theorem 2] that the hull

h(ker(rg)) = {ker([U]): [U] € G, ker(ng) C ker([U])}
of ker(mx) is a set of synthesis (see also the Remark following Lemma 3 of [21]).
Therefore, by (EI0)), it suffices to show that the hull of I is contained in the hull
of ker(mg). Stated in more direct terms, it suffices to show that, if [U] € G and

I C ker([U]), then also ker(mx) C ker([U]) (see [21], last line of the proof of Theorem
2 and Theorem 1).

Let [U] € G and suppose that ker([U]) does not contain ker(rg). For an ir-
reducible unitary representation V' of K let Uy denote the (irreducible unitary)
representation of G defined by Uy (a, k) := V() for all (a,x) € G, and observe
that

(5.11) ker(7x) ﬂ ker([Uy]),
Viek
by (B.8) and the uniqueness of the Fourier transform on K. Now U is equivalent

to a sub-representation of some A,, by Proposition Bl and by (EII) and our
assumption that ker(mx) ¢ ker([U]) we have that « # 0, since Ay is the direct sum

of copies of the Uy, [V] € K. There exists f € Ll(G) with U(f) # 0. Have a
nelghborhood W of a in A such that the closure C' of W is compact and does not
contain 0 € A, and let v € M(G) be a measure as in Lemma for this C. Then
fxp eI ker([U)]), since Ay (7)) = U(Aq)* and similarly for U. O

Corollary 5.5. Let G be as in Theorem Bl and ker(Ag) as in Lemma B4l If
p € M(G) is a spread-out probability measure with o(A(U)) <1V [U] € G\ {1¢},
then ker(Ag) C I,,. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 5.1

Proof of Theorem [5.1l. By the Peter-Weyl theorem, L?(K) decomposes into the

direct sum
2(K)= P &vi,
[Vlek
where &y is the finite-dimensional subspace of L?(K) spanned by the represen-
tative functions Vi; (k) := (V(k)ej,e;) of any representation V' in the equivalence
class [V] with respect to any basis {e1,...,eq,,} of its representation space Hy,
and each subspace £y is invariant under the right regular representation Ry of K

on L?(K). Furthermore, if R[I‘g] denotes the sub-representation

RY (k) == Ric(%)gy,
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of Rk, then R[I‘(/] may be decomposed into a direct sum of djy| copies from [V].
Next fix a Jordan normal form decomposition of the finite-dimensional operator

(W) (RE): Ev) = Ewy:
Ev) = span(qb[l‘{]7 cees (25[1‘7{1) -+ Span(gb b ,qﬁprp)

(p and r1,...,7, depending on [V]), where (;5” ,t=1,...,p,j=1,...,r;, are a
basis of £y and satisfy

(5.12) TRV YT =AMl L oM (1 <i<on, olf! = 0),

where the )\Z[- are eigenvalues of the operator mx (u )(R[ ]). Observe that, since

V]

R[I‘g] is a direct sum of djy; copies of [V], the eigenvalues \;" ' are the eigenvalues

of @(V) Finally, observe also that, since ¢£;/] € &y, we have that

(5.13) / o dr g =0
K

for all 4, j whenever V # 1g, by the Shur orthogonality relations.
To prove the Theorem we need to show that L}(G) C I,. By the preceding
paragraph, and the Peter—Weyl theorem, the finite linear combinations of the func-

tions (bg/] are dense in C'(K) and every LP(K); hence, by standard arguments, the
functions of the form

(5.14) (a, k) = gola) + > S gl @) ol (),

[V]eF &J

where F is a finite subset of K not containing the trivial representation 1x and
go,gl[;/] € LY(A) for all [V] € F and all 4,j, are dense in L*(G). From this, it
follows that the functions of the form (5.14) and with [, godA\a = 0 are dense in
L{(G). Therefore, and since I, is closed, it suffices to show that any function of the
form (B.14) with [, godAa = 0 belongs to I,,. Since the function f(a, ) := go(a)
is in ker(Ag) if [, godAa = 0, and hence in I, by Corollary B3| it is then enough
to show that any function of the form f(a,k) = g(a) (]55»/](/{) with g € L'(A) and
V # 1k belongs to I,. Finally, since f € ker(4g) if [, gdAa = 0, and therefore
f € I, by Corollary again, it suffices to only consider the case [, gdAa # 0,
and then we may as well assume that fA gdis = 1.

Fix [V] € K with V # 1k, and let us suppress the dependence of (bg/] and /\EV]
on [V] and write ¢;; and )\; instead. We will show that, if f;; € L}(G) are any
functions with 7 (fi;) = ¢ij, then f;; € I,,, which, by the above discussion, proves
the Theorem. This we will do for fixed ¢ by induction on j. Fix ¢ and recall from

(B12) that the ¢i; satisfy ¢i; € vy and

(5.15) i (1) (Ri) ¢ij = Xidij + dij—1 (1< J < Ty dio = 0),
where Ry is the right regular representation of K on L?(K). Obviously fio €
ker(Ap), since ¢io = 0. Assume next that f;;_1 € ker(Ap) (j > 1). Since for any
measure v € M(K), V(Rk) ¢ = ¢ x v for any ¢ € L?(K), we conclude from (5.15)
and (B9) that

mr (fij * = Xifij — fij-1) =0
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e, fij xp— Nifij — fij—1 € ker(Ap). Therefore f;; * u— A fi; € ker(Ap), because
we are assuming that f;j_1 € ker(Ap). By Corollary .5 then, fi; « p— Xifij € I,,.
Thus

(5.16) [(Nifij — fijx ) = p"[[1 =0 (n— o0).

Now observe that the numerical sequence || f;; * 1™ |1 is non-increasing and bounded
by || fijll1. It has therefore a limit, a say, and by (5.106), a must satisfy |\;|a = a.

Recall, however, that A; belongs to the spectrum of the operator m(R[Ig]), which
is the same as the spectrum of 7 (u)(V) = f(Uy), where Uy is the irreducible
unitary representation of G defined by Uy (a,x) = V (k) for all (a,k) € G, and so
by our condition o(zi(U)) < 1 V[U] € G \ {1¢} we have that |\;] < 1. It follows
that a = 0, and hence f;; € I,,. This concludes the proof of the Theorem. O

6. ErRcobpICITY BY CONVOLUTIONS

The main result of this Section is Theorem Let us begin, however, by
observing that results analogous to those for mixing of Section [2] also hold for
ergodicity. First, the analogue of Proposition 2.5 is the following:

Proposition 6.1. Let G be a locally compact group, and let p be a probability
measure in M (G) which is ergodic by convolutions. Then, for any [U] € G~ {1a},
n~t ZZ;& A(U)* — 0 in the strong operator topglogy. In particular, the number 1
cannot be an eigenvalue of p(U), for any [U] € G\ {1g}.

Proof. Fix [U] € G~{1¢}, h € Hy, and € > 0. As in the proof of (i) of Proposition
27 there exist g € L{(G) and b/ € Hy for which |[g(U)R' — h|| < €/2. Tt follows
that

n—1 n—1 n—1
1 N 1 N N 1 ~ —~
=D)<Y RGO | + = S A GU)R - |
k=0 k=0 k=0
1 n—1
< - Z gxu™||l +¢€/2,
k=0 1
and this is < € for all sufficiently large n, since g € L}(G) and u is ergodic by
convolutions. (]

Again, one can say more about spread-out measures. Combining Proposition[G.1]
with Lemma and Lemma 2.3 one obtains the following:

Corollary 6.2. Let G be a locally compact CCR. group, and let p be a spread-out
probability measure in M(G) which is ergodic by convolutions. Then 1 ¢ o (fi(U))

for any [U] € G~ {1¢}.

Our main result concerning ergodicity by convolutions is the analogue of Theo-
rem [5.1] for ergodicity, namely that the necessary condition of the above Corollary
is also sufficient for ergocity in motion groups.

Theorem 6.3. Let G = A x, K be a motion group with G acting reqularly on A.
Then, if u € M(G) is a spread-out probability measure, p is ergodic by convolutions

if and only if 1 ¢ o(F(U)) for any [U] € G~ {1g}).
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To prove the Theorem we only have to show that, for a spread-out probabil-
ity measure 4 € M(G), 1 ¢ U[U]eéx{lc} o(1i(U)) implies ergodicity, the other
direction being a consequence of Corollary Let

n—1
1
— 1 R — k|l —
J#.—{fGL(G).nhﬁn;o nkgof*u —0}.
= 1

Then J, is a closed left ideal in L'(G) contained in L{(G), and we have to show
that J, = L{(G). As in the case of mixing, we will first show that ker(Ao) C J,
and then deduce from this that all of L{(G) is contained in J,,. To prove the first
assertion, we will use the following Lemma, whose proof we postpone to the end of
this Section.

Lemma 6.4. Let i be a probability measure in M(G), with p Y A and for which
1¢ o(n(U)) V[U] € G\ 1¢. Let also v € Z(M(G)) be a measure as in Lemma

B2 for some Cec 60. Then 6. — p* v is invertible in D*(G), where 6. is the Dirac
point-mass at the neutral element e of G.

Lemma 6.5. Let G be as in Theorem and ker(Ao) as in Lemma B4l If u €
M(G) is a spread-out probability measure for which 1 ¢ o(i(U)) V[U] € G \ 1¢,
then ker(Ag) C J,.

Proof. Since J), is closed, it suffices, by Lemmal5.4] to show that I C J,, where I is
defined in (52). Assume first that p is not singular with respect to Haar measure
A¢. Next observe that

1 n—1

=~ (f =) pt

1 . 2
U R R TR 1 R AR Al ()}
k=0

1

and therefore it suffices to show that, for each g € I, there exists f € L'(G) such
that g = f — f* p.

Fix g € I. Then there exists a compact set C' € Cy such that g(44) = 0 for a not
in C. Fix a measure v € Z(M(G)) as in Lemma 5.2 for this C, and set p/ := % v.
Since . Y Ag we also have that u’ Y Ag. Now recall the argument in the proof of
Lemma Write p/ = pl, . + pl and observe that 6. — p is an invertible element
of M(G), because ||| < 1. By the preceding lemma we also have that 6. — p’ is
invertible in D*(G). Set v/ := (J, — pl) ™! * p!, . ; since
(6.1) (e — M;)il * (6 — N/) =0 — V'
and the left side is invertible in D*(G), d. — v/ is invertible in D*(G). But v/ €
L'(G), and therefore §, — v/ is invertible in D*(G) if and only if it is invertible in

M (G), by Proposition 4l Therefore 6. —v' € M(G). It follows from this and (6.1])
that

(0 =) 7H = (8 = V') 7h % (b — )Tt € M(G) x M(G) = M(G).
Now set f := g (0o — p')~t € LY(G). Then f — f x u’ = g. Furthermore, since
. N _ —1 RN
F(Aa) = [56(/1&) — (W)(As)| G(4a) =0 for a € A~ C and B(Aa) = I2() on

C, it follows that f v = f, and therefore f — fx ' = f — f % pu.
If i is singular with respect to Haar measure, then some power p™ of p is not
singular, because p is assumed to be spread-out. Replacing p by p™ in the above
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argument yields, for a given g € I, a function f € L*(G) for which g = f — f x u™.
But then

1 1<
= kIl — |2
H" E g*p - E (f = f*pu™)
k=0 1
n+m—1
1 & & 2m
= — <
- E * [t > fruf|| < — 1,
k=0 k=n 1
and therefore g € J,, again. O

Proof of Theorem [63l By the argument in the proof of Theorem [B.1] it suffices
to show that, if fi; € L{(G) are any functions with 7x(fi;) = ¢£;/] for some
V e K ~ {1k}, then fij € J., where the notation is as in that proof. Let us
suppress the dependence on [V] and write A\; and ¢;; instead of /\EV] and (bg/]

again. As shown in the proof of Theorem 511 f;; * 1 — i fi; is in ker(Ap), for all
je{l,...,r}, so by Lemma [G.H]

n—1
1
- S ifig = fgxm) s pF|| =0 (n—o0),
k=0 1
and hence
n—1
k=1 1
for all j. From this, it follows that
1 n—1
-1 sk 0 ,
AN f | 50 o o0)

and as \; # 1, because we are assuming that 1 ¢ o (1(U)) V[U] € G~ {1g} and
that V # 1k, we must have that f;; € J,,. ]

Proof of Lemma [6.4. Fix a complete set of mutually inequivalent, irreducible, uni-
tary representations of GG, denote it by Ug, and consider the unital C'*-algebra

C(G) = {(TU)UEZ/{G: Ty € B(HU), sup ||TU|| < OO}7
Uelg

with norm sup; ¢, | 7o ||, and pointwise operations. Since t: D*(G) — C(G) given
by «(x) := (U(z))veu, is an isometry, d. — p * v is invertible in D*(G) if and only
if (U(8. — p* v))ueus is invertible in C(G) [7, Proposition 1.23].

Recall Proposition Bl and write [U] € (A,) if U is unitarily equivalent to a
sub-representation of A,. Let S denote the support of ﬁ, which, recall, is compact
and does not contain 0 € A. Then Aq (8, — p* v) = T2y — h(e)Ag(p) = T2 (k)
for a outside S , and therefore

(6.2) [U@Se — pxv)] =1y,  for [U] € (Ay) witha € A S.

Next let B'(L?(K)) denote the invertible elements of B(L?(K)), and recall that
the mapping z ~ x~! is continuous on B'(L?(K)) [7, Theorem 1.4]. Since the
mapping 7: A — B(L?(K)) with j(a) := A, (de — p*v) is also continuous (Theorem
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B3), if we show that j(4) C B'(L*(K)), then o — [ Aa(8e = pox 1)) || will be

continuous on A and hence bounded on the compact S thus we will have that

||[U(5e—,u>ku *1” supH (0 — p*v)] 1H<c>o for [U] € (Ay) andaES,
acA

and this together with (@2) will show that ([U(8e — p * )] Dveus € C(G).

It remains to show that j(4) C B'(L%(K)), i.e., that j(a) = Ag(be — pu * v) is
invertible for each «, and by the line preceding (G.2]) it suffices to only consider
a #0 € A. Fix such an a. Then for each [U] € (A,) we have that 1 & o(U(u % v));
for if 0 < h(e) < 1 then |U(u * v)|| = h(e)|U(w)| < 1, and if h(e) = 1 then
U(p*v)=U(p) and 1 ¢ o(U(p)) by hypothesis, since « # 0 implies that U # 1¢.
Thus U (6, —p*v) is invertible for each [U] € (A,). By PropositionB1] A, = ®;ezU;
with each U; an irreducible unitary representation of G. Recall also that we are
assuming that g is not singular with respect to Haar measure. Have ¢ > 0 with
€ < 1 — |lusl|, and then a finite set Z;y C Z such that ||Ui(pac.)|| < € for all
i € Iy := 1 \I; (use the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma (Theorem [B.2])). Then

[Us(p# )| = R(e)|Us ()| < 10 ()| < [[Ui(pa.e) |+ [[Ui(ps)l] < €+ [|ps]]
for each ¢ € Z5, and therefore, if we set U := @iEZQ U;, then

U )] < e+ llpsll < 1.
It follows that U(d. — p * v) is invertible on Hy, and since

@U —puxv)

i€y

Ao (6e — V) @ U(de — p*v)

is a finite sum with each summand invertible, it follows that A, (0, — p * v) is
invertible. 0

7. WEAK MIXING

In [25] Rosenblatt observes that, by the work of Foguel [6], weak mixing is
actually equivalent to mixing in Abelian groups, and asks whether this remains
true for more general groups. The answer turns out in the affirmative for spread-
out measures on motion groups with G acting regularly on A. To prove this, it
suffices to show the following result and then refer to Theorem .1k

Proposition 7.1. Let G be a locally compact CCR, group, and let p be a spread-
out probability measure in M(G) which is weakly mizing by convolutions. Then

o(a(U)) < 1 for any [U] € G~ {1}

Proof. By Aaronson et al. [I], weak mixing is equivalent to the following condition:
pxh = Ah with h € L*°(G) and |\| = 1 implies that A = 1 and & is constant Ag-a.e.
Assume that \ € o (fi(U)) for some [U] € G~ {1} and A € C with [A| = 1. Then
also X € o(U(p)). Since p is spread-out, and hence U(y) is quasi-compact, A must
be an eigenvalue of U(u) (see Lemma Z2). Let u € Hy be an eigenvector for A
with ||u|| = 1, i.e., assume that U(u)u = Au, and set h(z) := (U(x)u,u) (z € G).
Then p * h = Ah, so if p is weakly mixing we must have that A = 1 and that h is
constant (since it is also continuous). But if U # 1¢, h(x) = (U(z)u, u) can not be
constant. O
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Corollary 7.2. Let G = A x4, K be a motion group with G acting regularly on A.
Then, if u € M(G) is a spread-out probability measure, u is mizing by convolutions
if and only if it is weakly mixing by convolutions.

8. FINAL REMARKS

A probability measure p € M(G) on a locally compact group G is adapted if it
is not concentrated on a closed proper subgroup of G, and strictly aperiodic if it is
not concentrated on a coset of a normal, closed, proper subgroup of G.

Consider the following conditions for a probability measure p € M(G) on a
locally compact group G:

(E) p is ergodic.
(M) p is mixing.
(A) u is adapted.
(ASA) u is aperiodic, i.e., adapted and strictly aperiodic.
8) 1¢o(AU)) VU] € G~ {1c).

(SR) o(f(U)) < 1V[U] € G~ {1a}.

In Abelian and compact groups, it is known that (E) < (A) &< (S), and that
(M) & (ASA) < (SR) (see [4], [6], 24, Theorem 2 and Remark 1] and [25, Propo-
sition 1.2 and Theorem 1.4] for Abelian groups, and [17], [28], [26, Theorem V.5.2]
and [I2] 2.5.14] for compact groups). The equivalence (E) < (A) is also known
for spread-out measures in locally compact, compactly generated, second countable
groups of polynomial growth ([I3]). In fact, adaptedness is necessary for ergodic-
ity, and aperiodicity necessary for mixing, in any locally compact group (see [25]
p. 33 and p. 38]). On the other hand, the example on p. 40 of [25] shows that
these conditions are no longer sufficient for ergocity and mixing, respectively, in
arbitrary groups. Here, we make the observation that, for this example, there are
in fact non-trivial irreducible unitary representations of the underlying group for
which condition (S) fails.

Example (Rosenblatt [25]). The underlying group in this example is the semi-
direct product G = Z2 X, Z, where Z acts on Z? through the automorphisms

vr(n1,n2) = (n1,n2)", where I' = (; g) Set a = (0,0,1), b = (1,2,1), and

¢ = (2,3,1), and consider the probability measure y := (84 + 6 + Spc + 0c2). It
is shown in [25] that u is aperiodic, yet neither mixing nor ergodic. Note that p is
certainly spread-out, as G is discrete. For (t1,t3) € T? = R?/Z? = 2\2, let A, 10)
be the representation of G' on (?(Z) given by

(A, 1) (n1, 02, k)Pl(m) = exp(2mi(ty, t2) "™ (n1,n2)") p(m — k)

with the dash denoting transpose, i.e., (n1,n2) = (Zl) . The representation Ay, 4,
2

is easily seen to be unitary, and it is also irreducible, as can be seen using Shur’s
lemma. Furthermore, direct computation shows that

(At ) ()] (m) = 1[1 + exp(2mi(ty, t2) 7™ (1,2)")] ¢(m — 1)
+ slexp(2mi(ty, t2) (9, 15)) + exp(2mi(ty, t2) I~ ™ (10, 16)")] ¢(m — 2)
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(¢ € £2(Z), m € Z). So, if ¢, € (%(Z) is the function with
1/v/n, 0<m<n

0, otherwise,
then ||¢,|| = 1, and, by direct computation again,
1 1 . _
Aty ()6 — 0l = -+ |1+ exp(ami(ta, 1)1 (1,2)) — 417

1
+ m|exp(2m'(1t1, t2) 7" 1(9,15)) + exp(2mi(ty, t2) " 1(10,16)")|?

1 . -n
+ ﬁﬂ + exp(2mi(ty, t2) """ (1,2)")
+ exp(2mi(ty, t2) I 7"™(9,15)) 4 exp(2mi(ty, t2) " (10, 16)")|?

n—1
1 E : ; —-n /
+ 16—7’), j:2|1 + exp(?wz(tl, tQ)F (1, 2) )

+ exp(2mi(ty, ta) ' 7"™(9,15)) + exp(2mi(ty, t2) ™ (10,16)") — 4|2,

Now observe that A = v/5 — 2 is an eigenvalue of "', and choose (¢1,t3) to be any
eigenvector corresponding to A. Then, since [A| < 1,

exp(2mi(ty, t2) "™ (n1,n2)") = exp(2miN" (t1,t2)(n1,n2)’) — 1

as n — oo for any (n1,n2) € Z2, and hence || A, 1,)(1)¢n — ¢nl|* = 0 as n — oo.
Since ||¢, || = 1, this shows that 1 € o(Ag, 4, (1)).

Concluding, let us also mention the following facts in relation to the above: in a
locally compact CCR. group, strict aperiodicity is equivalent to the condition (SR)
for adapted spread-out measures. This may be proved along the lines of Lemma
4.3 of |2], using also Lemma and Lemma 2.3] of the present paper, and the fact
that, in any locally compact group G, if H is a closed, normal, proper subgroup
of G, then there exists a non-trivial irreducible unitary representation U of G
which is identically equal to the identity operator when restricted to the subgroup
H. One can also prove along the lines of [2] Lemma 4.3] that: in a CCR group,
(A) = (S) for spread-out measures. Hence also, the equivalences (E) < (A) < (S)
and (M) < (ASA) < (SR) also hold for spread-out measures in motion groups
like the ones studied in this paper. In fact there is a direct argument showing that
(S) = (A) for spread-out measures on motion groups, which we now present; this,
when combined with Jaworski’s theorem [I3], Corollary 3.8] and the aforementioned
implication (A) = (S) for spread-out measures in CCR, groups, yields another proof
of Theorem [6.3], when the motion group in question is second countable (see also
Remark 3.9 of [13]).

Lemma 8.1. Let G = A x, K be a motion group with G acting regularly on A

and let H be an open proper subgroup of G. Then there exists [U] € G~ {1¢} such
that the restriction of U to H has a fized vector: 3u € Hy s.t. U(z)u=uVa € H.

Proof. For notational simplicity we shall identify A and A x {1} in what follows.
Assume first that HA # G. Since H is open, HA is open, hence its projection
mx(HA) ={k € K: (a,k) € HA for some a € A} onto K is an open subgroup of
K; thus mx (HA) is also a closed subgroup of K. By the Frobenious reciprocity
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theorem, there exists a non-trivial, irreducible unitary representation [V] € K which
has a fixed vector when restricted to mx (HA). Then Ul(a, k) := V (k) for all a € A
and k € K is the sought for representation of G.

Next assume that HA = G. Then H N A is normal in G. Set G := G/H N A,
A:=A/HNA, and H := = H/H N A. Note that A and H are closed subgroups
of G, and that A is normal in G and H N A is trivial. It follows that G is the
semi-direct product G = A x H, in fact with the factor H compact, since H is
open and H = H/HNA ~ HAJA = G/A. Now let & be a non-trivial character
of A, and let A = 1ndG( ) be the representation of G on L2(H) obtained as in
B2). It is readily seen that the constant function 15 is a fixed vector for the
restriction of Agz on H: Agz(z)1 g=1gforallz e H. It follows from Proposition
BIthat U(x)¢ = PV € H for some non-zero XS L2(H), for some irreducible sub-
representation of Ag, and since & is non-trivial U is non-trivial, again by Proposition
B (note that G acts regularly on the characters of A because G acts regularly on
A). Now lift U to G: the representation U(a, k) := U((a, )(H N A)) is the desired
representation of G. O

To obtain the asserted implication (S) = (A) for a spread-out measure p on a
motion group G' = A x, K with G acting regularly on A\, we then argue as follows.
It is easy to see that, when p is spread-out, some power p” of p must dominate a
positive multiple of Haar measure Ag on some open set; from this it follows that
the smallest closed subgroup H of G with u(H) =1 is also open. Thus if y is not
adapted, there exists a non-trivial irreducible unitary representation U of G which
has a non-trivial fixed vector u say when restricted to H. It follows that a(U)u = u,
since u(H) =1, and thus 1 € o (f(U)).

APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we give the proofs of Theorems and

Proof of Theorem B2 (i) First, since f(Aa) = Aa(f)* for any f € L'(G), we may
as well consider A, (f) instead of f(Aa). Second, since A, is a unitary representa-
tion, and hence

14a(f) = Aa(@)| < If =gl (f.g€ LY(G), a € A),

it suffices to only consider functions of the form

div)
(A1) gla,k) =" g¥(a) Vi(x)

vegig=1

where § is a finite set of mutually inequivalent, irreducible, unitary representations
of K, the Vj; are the representative functions of a V' € § with respect to some basis
of Hy, and gg € L'(A) for all V € § and 1 < 4,j < dpy, because the functions of
the form (A are dense in L'(G). Fix a g as in (AJ)).
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For an arbitrary function h € L'(G) write h, for the function h,(a) := h(a, k)
on A; then h, € L'(A) for Ag-a.e. k in K, and for ¢ € L*(K),

(A.2) (Ao // (a, k) or(@)) - (k™ R) dra(a) dAk (k)
— [ F(epaa) - oln R dhc (),
K

where h/;(gog(a)) is the Fourier transform of the function h,: A — C on A at the
character ¢z (o) of A. Hence

4a (06l = | } / (= n () (k=1 7) dc ()

d)\K( ) dAk (),

2
dAk ()

< llell7ex

and therefore

(A.3) | Aa( (
For the function g defined by (]H),

1/2
d)\K( )dAK(H)> .

d[V

(A.4) =33 @i (%),

Vegi =1
whence by (A.3)

(A.5) Ia(@I? < Zde [ |@entan] neto.

Vegig=1

Fix € > 0, and set ||§]| := > 5 dv)- By the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma for
Abelian groups [7, Proposition 4.13], there exists a symmetric compact subset C' of
A such that

TQ‘<L ifoae/T\C,
(¥ (@) e
for all V € § and 1 <4, < d[y). Then
e € . ~ =
’(g¥)(_¢n(a))’ < W ifae ANC,

forall V € §,1<4,j < dpy), and all k € K, where C = U,ck ¢x(C); furthermore,
since C' is compact so is C, by the continuity of the mapping (o, k) = pg(a).
Assertion () now follows from (A5]).

(ii) Fix € > 0 and o € A. First, it suffices to only consider functions g of the form
(A1) again. Fix such a function g and write & for the finite-dimensional subspace
of L*(K) spanned by the functions V;;, i,7 = 1,... ,diyy, V€ §. We then claim
that Aq(9)(E3) = {0}. Indeed, inserting (AZ) into (A2) yields that

[Aa => Z (05 (—pu(e) - (Vi #0)(x) (5 € K)

Vegi =1

for any ¢ € L?(K), whence [A,(g)#] = 0 when ¢ is a representative function of any
irreducible unitary representation of K not equivalent to a representation in §, by
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the Shur orthogonality relations. Suppose then that A, = @

ez Ui with each U; an
irreducible unitary representation of G. Then A,(g) = ;.7 Ui(g), and since & is

finite-dimensional, one must have that U;(g) = 0 for all but finitely many i. O

Proof of Theorem B3l If o, 8 € A are characters of A, and a € A, then
[{a, @) = {a, B)* = [1 = (a, B — ) |*.

Thus, if u € M(G) and ¢ € L*(K), then

2

[(4a — A5)¢)(R)|* =

[ macuata) = (~a.ua(B)] 6(:7) du(a, )
AxK

<l /A 1= (apan(8 = ) Plo) P .5,
for all k € K, whence

(A6)  [l(Aa — Ap)olIT2 k)
<l /K /A 1= (s = ) PIGGeR) dlul (o) A )

=l [ 1= (8~ PO dk () e )
il [ [ 1 et - Pl )] 16 et

fora, 8 € A and ¢ € L?(K), the first equality by the left-invariance of Haar measure
AK-

Next choose a compact set A1 C A such that |u|((A; x K)°) < e. Define
P: Ax K - Ax K by &(a,r) = (p,(a), k), which by the continuity of the
mapping (a, k) — ¢.—1(a) is continuous, and set Ay := w4 (P(4; x K)) and Az :=
N,.c i ¥x(Az), where 74 is the projection m4: A x K — A. Observe that Az D A,
whence

|1l ((As x K)%) <€

and that As is compact. Finally, let
Vei={ac A:|1—(a,0)| <eVae Az}

by the compactness of As, V. is an open neighborhood of 0 € A [27, §1.2.6]. For
a € Az and o — 8 € V., one then has that

11— (a, pr(c— B))| = |1 — (97" (a),a — B)| < e for all & € K,
whence

/A K|1 —{a,9x(8 — a))* dlul(a, k) < € |ul(As x K) + |ul((As x K)) < |l +

for all & € K when a — 8 € V., which by (A.6]) completes the proof. O
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