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Abstract. We investigate the spectral theory of integrable actions of a locally
compact abelian group on a locally convex vector space. We start with an analysis of
various spectral subspaces induced by the action of the group. This is applied to analyse
the spectral theory of operators on the space, generated by measures on the group. We
apply these results to derive general Tauberian theorems that apply to arbitrary locally
compact abelian groups acting on a large class of locally convex vector spaces, which
includes Fréchet spaces. We show how these theorems simplify the derivation of Mean
Ergodic theorems.
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1. Introduction. The aim of this paper is to develop enough spectral theory of
integrable group actions on locally convex vector spaces to prove Tauberian theorems,
which are applicable to ergodic theory. The Tauberian theorems proved in Section 5
apply to the situation where a general locally compact abelian group acts on certain
types of barrelled spaces, and in particular all Fréchet spaces. This generalises the
Tauberian theorem shown in [4], which applies only to the action of the integers on
a Banach space. We use these theorems to simply derive Mean Ergodic theorems in a
rather general context.

The bulk of this paper consists of using spectral theory to derive dynamical
properties of the action of a locally compact abelian group G on the topological
vector space E, from harmonic analytic considerations on the group itself.

The plan of this paper is as follows: Section 2 contains some basic material on
harmonic analysis and topological vector spaces. First, there is a brief discussion on
the harmonic analysis required and includes extensions of known results, most notably
Theorem 2.1. There follows some work on locally convex topological vector spaces and
vector-valued measures. These results form the core of the techniques used to transfer
information from the group to the topological vector space upon which it acts.

In Section 3, we discuss integrable actions of G on E. We shall do so using general
topological considerations and employing a little measure theory of vector-valued
measures in the hope that it will bring some clarity to the idea (Definition 3.1). This
definition elaborates on an idea introduced in [1] and is discussed elsewhere, such as
in [7, 12, 13]. In this work, we stress the continuity properties that a group action
may have, and how such continuity properties can be analysed using vector-valued
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measure theory. Next we introduce spectral subspaces by providing the definitions that
appear in [1, 6, 7], namely Definitions 3.6 and 3.8. We demonstrate that they are in
fact the same. There is a third kind of spectral subspace given in Definition 3.10. It is
important because it is directly related to a given finite Radon measure and provides
a link to the associated operator. We show how this type of spectral subspace is
related to the first two mentioned. Finally, we show how to employ the tool of spectral
synthesis in harmonic analysis to analyse spectral subspaces. Here the highlight is
Theorem 3.15.

In Section 4 we discuss properties of operators on E induced by finite Radon
measures on G. A major theme is how properties of the Fourier transform of a measure
determine how the associated operator will act on spectral subspaces. This underlines
the intuition that the Fourier transform on the group side of an action corresponds
to spectral spaces on the vector space side. For the development of the Tauberian
theorems, we need to know how to transfer convergence properties of sequences
of measures to convergence properties of sequences of operators. This is done in
Proposition 4.3. We prove these results by applying our knowledge of the relationship
between a convergent sequence of measures and its sequence of Fourier transforms
as set out in Section 2, as well as the link between spectral synthesis and spectral
subspaces.

Having developed enough spectral theory, we come to the highlight of this work:
the Tauberian theorems 5.1 and 5.2. Apart from being generally applicable to situations
where a locally compact abelian group G acts on a Fréchet space X, it also handles
general topologies of the action — where the action is continuous in the weak or strong
operator topologies as well as intermediate topologies. We also discuss some general
cases in Remark 5.3 where the hypotheses of the Tauberian theorems are automatically
satisfied.

In Section 6 we show how, from the Tauberian results, we can quickly deduce
Mean Ergodic theorems for general locally compact abelian groups acting on Fréchet
spaces.

2. Harmonic analysis and locally convex vector spaces. We develop here the
harmonic analysis of abelian locally compact Hausdorff groups that we shall require.
Thereafter, we discuss some locally convex topologies on vector spaces.

By M(G) we shall mean the Banach*-algebra of all finite Radon measures on G,
where the multiplication of measures is given by their convolution. The closed ideal
of all those measures absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure is the
Banach algebra L!(G). By G we shall mean the Pontryagin dual of G consisting of all
continuous characters of G; we will call continuous characters simply ‘characters’ in
what follows. We denote by 1t the Fourier transform of a measure u € M(G) and by
v(w) = {& € G : [i(§) = 0} the null-set of .

We will need some results concerning the convergence of measures given the
convergence of their Fourier series. We recall some elements of the representation
theory of groups, as presented in Chapter 3 of [5]. We denote by P C C,(G) the set
of continuous functions of positive type. Such functions are also known as positive-
definite functions. (See [5] for the theory of functions of positive type, and both [5] and
[9] for material on positive-definite functions).

SetPy = {¢ € P : ||¢llo < 1}. Thisset, viewed as a subset of the unit ball of L!(G)*,
is weak*-compact.

We have the following extension of [9, Theorem 1.9.2].
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THEOREM 2.1. Let (u,,) be a bounded sequence of Radon measures on G and let K be
a closed subset of G such that K is the closure of its interior. If (IL,) converges uniformly
on compact subsets of K to a function ¢, then there is a bounded Radon measure |1 such
that i = ¢ on K.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that (iu,) C M| (G), the set of
positive Radon measures of norm no greater than 1. Also, for those closed K C G as
in the hypotheses, the space C,(K) may be identified with a norm-closed subspace of
L>°(K, m), where m is the Haar measure on G. In the sequel, all L*>°-spaces will be taken
with respect to the Haar measure and so we shall simply write L>°(K) for L>*(K, m).

First we prove the result for compact K. Note that Py C C;,(@), which can be
identified with a closed subset of L*°(G). Furthermore, Py is absolutely convex and
closed in the weak*-topology on L*°(G) and hence closed in the finer norm topology.
Now consider the restriction map R : L*°(G) — L*°(K). This map is not only norm-
continuousbut also weak*-continuous. Hence, R(P) is weak*-compact and absolutely
convex in L*°(K), which implies that it is also norm-closed. Of course, R(Py) C C(K),
which can be identified with a closed subset of L>°(K).

By Bochner’s Theorem (cf [9] or [5]), the Fourier transform gives a bijection
between M, (G) and Py(G). This means that (@,lx) C R(Py). By hypothesis, this
sequence converges uniformly to some ¢ € R(Py) and so there is a ¢ € Py such that
R(¢) = ¢. Consequently, there is a u € M (G) such that i = ¢ and so fi|x = ¢.

This proves the result when K is compact. To prove it in the general case when K
1s closed, we use the above result as well as the fact that Bochner’s Theorerr}\ states that
the Fourier transform is in fact a homeomorphism when M7 (G) and Py(G) are each
given their weak*-topologies.

As (11,|k) is bounded and converges uniformly on compact subsets of K, its limit
¢ is continuous and bounded on K. Let C be the collection of all compact subsets of
K, which are the closures of their interiors. For any C € C, define

S(C.¢) = {n € M{(G): ilc = dlc} C M{(G).

As proved above, S(C, ¢) is non-empty. Furthermore, S(C, ¢) is a weak*-compact
subset of M (G). To see this, set

Bc(p) =1{f € L=(G) : flc = ¢lc ae}

and note that B¢(¢) is weak*-closed. Hence, Py N Be(¢) 1s weak*-compact. Finally
Po N Be(¢g) is the image of S(C, ¢) under the Fourier transform, so S(C, ¢) must be
weak*-compact as well, by Bochner’s Theorem.

Now the collection {S(C, ¢) : C € C} is a collection of non-empty weak*-compact
subsets of M[(G). This collection has the finite intersection property, because if
C,C,...,C,eC,then

S(C1, )N S(Co, )N ...NS(Cpy ) = S(CLUC>U.... U Cy, ),

which is, of course, also non-empty. Hence, the intersection of all the sets S(C, ¢) is
non-empty. Let u be in this intersection.
Then ji|c = ¢|c for every C € C; hence t|x = ¢. O
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There is an ideal of L'(G) that will be important for our purposes: K(G), the set
of all functions in L'(G) whose Fourier transforms have compact support. It is shown
in [5, 9] that the ideal K(G) is a norm-dense subset of L'(G).

Turning to closed ideals Z of L!(G), we can define the null-set v(Z) as we did for
individual functions and measures:

WI)={eG:f(£)=0, forall f e T}.

Thus, to each closed ideal in L'(G) we can assign a unique closed subset of G.
However, the converse is not true in general: For a closed subset K of 6, there is
usually more than one ideal whose null-set is K. Among all such ideals, two can be
singled out: the largest, ¢, (K) consisting of all f € LL(G) such that f'is 0 on K, and the
smallest, (_(K), consisting of all f € L'(G) such that f is 0 on some open neighbourhood
of K. From the definitions, it is clear that ¢ (K) C ¢ (K). It is proved in [5, 9] that if 7
is a closed ideal in L'(G) with v(Z) = K, then

L (K) ST C1,(K).

There are some sets K for which there is only one associated ideal. Such closed
sets are called sets of synthesis, or S-sets for short. In this case, we shall call ¢((K) the
unique ideal associated with the S-set K. The fact that such sets have only one closed
ideal in L'(G) associated with them will be used often in what follows.

Spectral synthesis will play a large part in the sequel. References for this material
are [9, Section 7.8] and [5, Section 4.6]. To fix notation, we make a few remarks here.
Any weak*-closed translation-invariant subset 7" of L>(G) has a spectrum, denoted by
o(T), consisting of all characters contained in 7. The spectrum is always closed in G.

The following theorem is crucial in the use of spectral synthesis. It is a slight
restatement of [6, Théoréme F, p. 132]. The second part is proved in [9, Theorem
7.8.2¢)] (a special case is shown in [5, Proposition 4.75]).

THEOREM 2.2 (Spectral Approximation Theorem). Let V be a weak*-closed
translation-invariant subspace of L*°(G) with spectrum o (V) = A. Then for any open set
U containing A, any f € V' can be weak*-approximated by trigonometric polynomials
formed from elements of U.

Furthermore, if A is an S-set, then any f € V can be weak*-approximated by
trigonometric polynomials formed from elements of A.

We need the following modification of [6, Théoreme A, p. 124].

THEOREM 2.3. Let K be a compact subset offG\ and let @ be a measure in M(G)
whose Fourier transform i does not vanish on K. Then there exists ag € L'(G) satisfying

3() = % forall€ € K.

Proof. By [S, Lemma 4.50] or [9, Theorem 2.6.2], there exists a summable / on
G such that 7 =1 on K. As u* h € L'(G), we can apply [6, Théoréme A, p. 124] to
obtain a g € L'(G) such that

- 1
g¢) = —
* h(§)
for all £ € K. From the above equation and the fact thath =1 on K , we see that this g
is the one required. O
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As with Theorem 2.1, we will often be in a position where we must infer properties
of a summable function u from knowledge of its Fourier transform on a compact subset
K C G. Of course, there will be in general many functions whose Fourier transforms
agree on K.

To clarify the situation, we make use of a quotient space construction. Using
1+ (K), the largest ideal with null-set K, we can form the quotient L'(G)/t,(K). Let [u]
denote an element of this quotient; it is an equivalence class consisting of all functions
v such that | = V|k.

The following lemma exemplifies some of the techniques employed when working
with quotient spaces of L'(G), and will come in handy when proving the main result,
Theorem 5.1.

LEMMA 2.4. Let (¢,) be a sequence in L'(G) and let K be a compact subset ofa If
([¢n]) € LYG)/1(K) is a relatively weakly compact sequence and lim,,_, o, $,(£) exists
foreach & € K, then ([¢,]) is weakly convergent.

Proof. Suppose ([¢,]) was not weakly convergent. Being relatively weakly compact,
it must then contain two weakly convergent subsequences ([¢,.]) and ([¢,,]) with
different limits [] and [v] respectively.

The Gelfand transform Fx : L'(G)/1.(K) — C(K), given by ¢ — @|k, is norm-
continuous and hence weakly continuous. Therefore, (¢,) and (¢,) are weakly
convergent in C(K). By [2, Ch. VII, Theorem 2], this means that limy_, o @, (§) = (&)
and limy_, o @, (§) = V(£). By hypothesis, then @ =7 on K and so [u] =[v] in
L'(G)/14(K), a contradiction. Hence, ([¢,]) is weakly convergent. ]

We now mention some aspects of the theory of locally convex topological vector
spaces. A pair of complex vector spaces (E, E’) is said to be a dual pair if E' can be
viewed as a separating set of functionals on £ and vice versa. For example, a Banach
space X and its dual X* are in duality.

The spaces E and E’ induce upon each other certain topologies via their duality.
We denote the smallest such topology, the weak topology, by o (E, E’), and the largest,
the strong topology, by B(E, E’). There is also the Mackey topology, called t(E, E’),
which is the finest locally convex topology on E such that under this topology, E’ is
exactly the set all continuous linear functionals on E.

Suppose (E, E') and (F, F') are dual pairs. The set of all o(E, E') — o(F, F')-
continuous linear mappings between topological vector spaces E and F is denoted
by L,(E, F)). The set of all B(E, E') — B(F, F')-continuous linear mappings between
topological vector spaces E and F is denoted by L, (E, F)).

Nowanylinearmap T : E — Fiso(E, E') — o (F, F')-continuousif and only if it is
©(E, E') — ©(F, F')-continuous. Also, if T : E — Fiso(E, E') — o(F, F')-continuous,
then it is B(E, E') — B(F, F')-continuous. Hence, L,(E, F) C L,(E, F).

A linear map from a Fréchet space X to a locally convex topological vector space
is continuous if and only if it is bounded. Hence, the set B(X) of all bounded linear
mappings from X to itself is precisely the set of all T — ¢ and hence o — o-continuous
linear mappings. On a Fréchet space, the T and 8 topologies are the same, so in this
case we have L,(X) = L,(X) = B(X).

The weak operator topology (WOT) and the strong operator topology (SOT) can be
described in terms of dual pairs. The pair (£, (F), E ® E’) is in duality via the bilinear
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form

(T, x®y) = y(T(x)).

Then the woT on L, (E) is generated by the polars of all finite subsets of £ ® E’. The
SOT is generated by polars of the form 4 ® B, where 4 is a finite subset of £ and Bis a
&-equicontinuous subset of E'.

We make some remarks on vector-valued functions on a measure space (2, ).
Here the theory and proofs closely follow the standard treatments for Banach space-
valued functions, such as [11] or [3]. A u-simple measurable function f : Q — E is given
by f = ZlN=1 XEXi, where Ey, ..., Ey are u-measurable subsets of Q and xi, ..., xy €
E. A function f : Q — E is said to be u-measurable if there is a sequence of pu-simple
measurable functions (f,,) that converges p-almost everywhere to f. This means that for
any neighbourhood U of 0 in E and € > 0, there is an N € N such that for alln > N,

n(fx : fu(x) = f(x) ¢ UY) < e

A function f : Q — E is said to be u-weakly measurable if the scalar-valued function
¢'f is u-measurable for every ¢ € E'. Finally, f is u-essentially (separably/metrisably)
valued if there is a pu-measurable subset 4 of 2 whose complement has measure 0 such
that f(A) is contained in a (separable/metrisable) subspace of E.

It is worth noting that there are convex separable vector spaces that are not
metrisable. The strict inductive limit topology discussed in [8, Section VII.1] can be
used to construct such topologies.

THEOREM 2.5 (Pettis Measurability Theorem). For a o -finite measure space (2, (1)
and dual pair (E, E") under a topology &, the following are equivalent for a u-essentially
metrisably valued function f : Q — E:

(1) f is w-measurable.
(2) f is u-weakly measurable and essentially separably valued.

The proof of this theorem is a straightforward adaptation of the proof of the
Banach space-valued proof presented in [11]. In particular, if E is separable and
metrisable, the measurability and weak measurablility of a function are equivalent.

Turning to the question of the integrability of vector-valued functions, we shall
require two different integrals. We define the integral of a -simple measurable function
f =N xgxitobe

N N
/Qf du Z/Q;xmi du = ;H(Ei)xi- (1)

DEFINITION 2.6. Consider a o-finite measure space (2, 1) and dual pair (E, E")
under a topology & and let f : @ — E be a vector valued function.
(1) If f is u-weakly measurable, we say that it is u-Pettis integrable if for every
p-measurable subset 4 C Q there is an element [, " du € E such that for all
e ecF,

< / fdu., e/> = / (). ¢) du(o). @)
A A
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(2) If f is u-measurable and Pettis integrable, we say that it is x-Bochner integrable
if there exists a sequence (f;,) of u-simple measurable functions converging a.e.
to f such that for every equicontinuous subset A C E’

[ sup 1) = 4,9, 1 i) — 0 ()

asn — oQ.

In the definition of the Bochner integral, the hypothesis that the function is Pettis
integrable ensures that the sequence ( fQ fndp) is not only Cauchy but also convergent.
We define the Bochner integral of a u-Bochner integrable function by the limit

/ £(x) dp(x) = lim / F00) da().
Q "o

The proof of the existence of this limit and its independence from the particular
sequence of u-simple measurable functions chosen works exactly as in the Banach-
valued case.

LEMMA 2.7. If f is u-Bochner integrable from the measure space (2, ) into the
convex vector space E, then for any equicontinuous A C E' we have

s

These integrability concepts will be crucial to understanding continuity properties
of the action of a group on a convex vector space and will be used in Definition 3.1.

sup
eeA

< f sup |{£(x), &)1 dlul ). @
Q

edeAd

3. Integrable actions and spectral subspaces. We first describe the general type of
Group Actions that shall concern us. In [7], for example, the author uses the central
concept of an integrable action. Earlier Godement in [6] considered bounded group
actions on Banach spaces to study Tauberian theorems. However, we shall work more
generally, considering actions on locally convex vector spaces. Many of these ideas are
important in Operator Theory and so expositions of various aspects of this material
can be found in [7] and [12]. We differentiate between two types of integrability — weak
and strong — and express our definition in the language of vector-valued integration
theory. We use [8] as our reference for the theory of locally convex topological vector
spaces.

We take as our starting point the concept of an integrable action, given in Definition
3.1. We pay special attention to the different topologies on L, (E) and how this affects
the continuity properties of «. From there, as in Arveson’s work [1], we define various
kinds of spectral subspaces in Definitions 3.6 and 3.8, stressing their equivalence. Other
kinds of spectral subspaces are considered in Definition 3.10. In this section, we will
stress the importance of S-sets, a condition from harmonic analysis that fruitfully links
all these different kinds of spectral subspaces. One advantage of this is that, depending
on the situation, it will be easier to recognise invariant subspaces as being spectral
subspaces of one of these types; the general theory presented here will show how to
view each of these subspaces in the light of the other, complementary definitions.
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DEFINITION 3.1. An action o of a locally compact group G on a dual pair of
topological vector spaces (E, E’) is a homomorphism ¢ — «, from G into L, (E).

The action « is a weak action if it is bounded and continuous when L, (E) has the
WwOT. The action « is a strong action if it is bounded and continuous when £, (E) has
the soT.

We call a weak action o a weak integrable action if for each x € E, the function
t — a,(x) is u-Pettis integrable for every finite Radon measure p on G.

We call a strong action « a strong integrable action if for each x € E, the function
t = a4(x) is u-Bochner integrable for every finite Radon measure u© on G.

From the definitions it is immediate that the transposed map ¢ — o, of an action
on FE is an action on E’ and that o’ is weak or strong integrable if and only if o has
that property. Indeed, we work with the space £, (E) because it contains an operator
T if and only if the transpose 7" lies in £, (E"). With a view to our applications in the
final section, recall from Section 2 that if E is a Fréchet space, then £, (E) = L, (E).

It is also clear that an integrable action yields a map, also called «, from M(G) to
L,(E), sending p to «,, where «, is the Pettis integral of equation (2) in Definition 2.6:

(@), ) = [G (). ») du0).

The validity of this equation for the action « is the definition of an integrable
action in [1, 7].

DEFINITION 3.2. For each x € E and y € E’, we define the function 5, , : G — C
by

Nxy > (at(x)vy)- (5)

Note that each ., is in C3(G) C L*(G).
For each x € E, we also define a weak*-closed subspace E, of L*>°(G) by

Ex = {nx,y 1y e El}iWk*- (6)

Note that E, is translation-invariant. Indeed, for any x € G,

nx,y(t +5) = (o45(x), ¥) = (@i(x), a;()’))

and so the function ¢ = 5, ,(t +5) € E,.

Part of the importance of the above definition stems from the fact that the well-
defined map n: EQ® E' : X ® y — 1y, is the transpose of « : M(G) — L (E) : p
oy

LEMMA 3.3. Let E be a convex vector space with topology & and dual E'. Let o be
an action of G on E.
(1) If a is weak integrable then the map M(G) — L, (E) defined by u +— «,, is weak-
WOT and norm-SOT continuous.
(2) If « is strong integrable then the map M(G) — L,(E) defined by uw— «, is
weak-SOT and norm-sOT continuous.

Proof. For the first part, define as above n: E® E' — C5(G) by n(x ® y) = 1y,
By definition of the Pettis integral, n is the transpose of « : M(G) - L,(E). As
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Cy(G) may be identified with a subspace of M(G)* by [8, Ch. II, Prop. 12 p. 38], «
is o(M(G), M(G)*) — o(L,(E), E® E')-continuous, that is, weak-wOT continuous. As
noted in Section 2, this means that « is also (M (G), M(G)*) — B(L,(E), E® E')-
continuous, that is, norm-SOT continuous.

For the second part, recall that a neighbourhood base of the soT topology on £,,(E)
is given by sets of the form W (A, V'), where A is a finite subset of £, V" is an absolutely
convex &-neighbourhood in £ and W (A, V) ={T € L,(E) : T(4) € V'}. To prove the
result, we must show that for every such W (4, V) there is a weak neighbourhood U
of M(G) such that U is mapped into W (4, V).

As « is a strong bounded action, for each x € E and V' as above, f\p :
Sup,cp- |{@(x), €)| is bounded and continuous. In fact, the strong boundedness
of o implies that for each x € E, there is an M € R* such that {a,(x): 7€ G} C
M. W (A, V). The polar of the finite subset {f\ ) : x € A} C Cp(G) C M(G)* is a weak-
neighbourhood in M(G). Call this set U. Then by (4) of Lemma 2.7, (1/M)U C
W(A, V).

From the above, the norm-sOT continuity is trivial. ]

For an action to be integrable, E in the topology t(E, E’) must possess a fair degree
of completeness — complete enough for the action to be weak or strong integrable. We
show that this is the case for Fréchet spaces. Recall that a Fréchet space X with dual
X* has the Mackey topology 7(X, X*) and is metrisable and complete.

PROPOSITION 3.4. Let G be a locally compact o-compact abelian group and X is a
Fréchet space with dual X*. If o, is a continuous isomorphism from X to itself such that
the mapping t — «, from G into B(X) is continuous and bounded when B(X') has the WOT,
then « is a weak integrable action of G on the dual pair (X, X*).

Proof. In the sequel, fix an x € X. From the hypotheses, the map ¢ — «,(x) is
continuous when X has its weak topology. Hence, if K is a compact subset of G, the
set ag(x) = {a,(x) : t € K} is weakly compact. As a Fréchet space is barrelled, by [8,
Ch. IV, Corollary 3, p. 66], the closed convex hull of ag(x), denoted by co(ak(x)), is
also weakly compact. Suppose that u is a Radon probability measure on K. By [2,
Theorem 1 p. 148], there is a unique xx,, € co(ag(x)) such that

(ko V) = [K (), ) ()

for all y € X*. By the same token, if u is not a probability measure, there exists a
unique X, € [|pl|co(ax(x)).

Now fix a u € M(G) and a sequence of compact sets K, C G whose union is all of
G. Write x, = xg, , for each n € N. We will show that the sequence (x,) is Cauchy in
X under the 7(X, X*)-topology and hence convergent.

A neighbourhood base of 0 in the Mackey topology is by definition given by the
polar sets Y°, where ¥ C X™* is o(X™, X)-compact and absolutely convex.

Now as the map ¢ — «,(x) is bounded, the orbit set {&,(x) : ¢ € G} is bounded in
all topologies of the dual pair (X, X*), including the Mackey topology. Hence, there is
an M € R such that

e (x), ) = M

forallte Gandy € Y.
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Take N € N such that |u|(G\Ky) < 1/M. Then forn > m > N,

|<Xn — Xm, J/>| = "/K (Ct’f(x), y> dﬂ(t) _/ <O€[(X), y) dﬂ'(l)

K

/ (@), ») dut)
K\K,,

< f e (o), 3 el (1)
K”\K”"

< / e (), )] dlpel(1) < 1.
G\K

Hence, x, — x,, € Y° and (x,) is Cauchy in X under the Mackey topology. As the
Fréchet space is complete in this topology, the sequence has a limit. Call its limit o, (x).
We have shown that

9.0 = Jim [ (@930 a0 = [ (e).) duo

Therefore, the action is weakly integrable. 0

PROPOSITION 3.5. Let a be a strong action of a locally compact o-compact abelian
group G on a Fréchet space X. Then « is a strong integrable action for any finite Radon
measure.

Proof. Let u be a finite Radon measure and x € X. We are going to show that f(¢) =
a,(x) is p-measurable by constructing a sequence of w-simple measurable functions
converging a.e. toit. Fixan e > 0Oinall the constructions that follow. As Gis o-compact,
there is a compact K C G such that u(G\K) < €. Because « is strongly continuous,
ak(x) = {a(x) : t € K} is compact and so for any open neighbourhood U of 0, there
is a finite set #1, ..., #, € G such that the sets o, (x) + U, ..., a;,(x) + U cover ag(x).
Let £y = ag(x) N (e, (x)+ U) and E; = (aK(x) N (o, (x) + U))\EH fori=2,...,n
Define the u-simple function

Jox@ =" (x50,

i=1

Then pu({te G:f(t)—fux(®) ¢ U}) <e. As X is metrisable, we may choose a
decreasing sequence of open neighbourhoods of 0, say (U;), that generate the topology.
Owing to the o-compactness of G, we can choose an increasing sequence of compact
subsets of G, say (K;), whose union is all of G and such that u(G\K;) < 1/i. Define

fl ::f.Ui«KI'

This sequence of u-measurable functions converges a.e. to f. (Note that the functions
/i do not depend on ¢ for their construction.)

Next we show that f'is u-Bochner integrable. Take any equicontinuous set 4 C X*.
Its polar 4° is a neighbourhood of 0 in X and so there is an N; € N such that
U, C (¢/2|pn|(G))A° for all n > N;. Let M = sup,.gSupycq |{f(?), €)]. This value is
finite because the boundedness of the action ensures that f is bounded too. There is an
N> € N'such that M/n < €/2 for any n > N,.
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For any n > N = max{N, N»}, we compute:

/Q sup [{£(0) — (1), &)1 dlal(0)

e

- f Sup | () — fo(0), &)1 dlpel() + / Sup ) = (0. ) dil ()
K G

;€A \K; €A
€

< / dl(0) + f sup /0) )| i) + / sup (0. )| ko)

K 211l(G) G\K; e A G\K; e'eA

€ M
<Z+=—+40

2 n
< S + S = €
-2 2 ’

As € is arbitrary throughout the above constructions, we see that (3) of Definition
2.6 is satisfied. Hence, « is a strong integrable action. g

Now we turn to the definition and elementary characteristics of spectral subspaces.
In the sequel, @ will denote a weak integrable action, unless otherwise specified. We
define certain closed subspaces of £ and E’, which are «-invariant.

DEFINITION 3.6 (Arveson [1]). For each open subset Q € G define the spectral
R-subspace R*(2) as the o (FE, E/) closure in E of the linear span of the elements or/(x),
where x € E, f € K(G) and suppf C Q. Similarly we define R () in E'.

For each closed subset A of G we define the spectral M-subspace M“(A) as the
polar (or annihilator) of R¥(G\A). Similarly we define M (A) in E.

If we need to emphasise the space on which G acts, we will write ME(A) and RE(S2).
Looking at the definition of M*(A) given above, x € M*(A) if and only if
(x,a (y) =0forall y € E' and all f in K(G) with suppf C G\A e if ar(x) =
n [7, Theorem 8.1.4], the author lists several elementary properties of these
subspaces, several of which also appear in [1, 13].

DEeFINITION 3.7. Let V be a o(E, E')-closed subspace of E. We define y (V) to be
the weak*-closure in L*°(G) of the subspace

{ney:xeV,yekE}.

Furthermore, we define the spectrum of V to be o(V), where o (V) = a(y(V)).

DEFINITION 3.8 (Godement [6]). For each closed subset A C G, we define '(A)
to be the set of all x € E such that the spectrum of the set E, defined in Definition 3.2
is contained in A.

The subspace I'(A) is invariant under the action «. This is because if x € I'(A)
then the spectrum of E, is contained in A and E, ) = E,.

Again it is clear that y () is a translation-invariant subspace of L*(G). _

The definitions of I'(A) and M*(A) for a given closed subset A of G are in
fact equal. We have produced both here because their constructions provide a slightly
different emphasis, which will be useful when proving the main theorems and discussing
examples.

PROPOSITION 3.9. For a given closed subset A of@, C'(A) = MY(AN).
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Proof. Let x € T(A). Take any g € K(G) such that suppgisin 6\1\, andanyy € F'.
We show that

(x, @ (y) = /G (), y)g(r) dt = 0. )

From this equation, we see at once that x € (R""(@\A))O = M*(A) and so I'(A) C
M*(A). Now let U be an open subset containing A such that’g vanishes on U. As the
space of functions in L°°(G) vanishing on A is weak*-closed, we can apply the Spectral
Approximation Theorem (Theorem 2.2). For any € > 0 we can find a trigonometric
polynomial Zflv:o ay(t, &), where &1, ..., &, € U such that

<€

N
‘ /G (e (), () di — /G ;} anlt, Ene() di

and as [, Z;V:O a,(t, &)g(t) dt = Z;V:O a,g(&,) = 0, we can conclude that

< €.

‘ / (). 1)) di
G

As € is arbitrary, (7) is proved.

For the reverse inclusion, take any x € M*(A) and y € E'. If x ¢ ['(A), then
o(Ey) € A. This means that there is a character & € o(E,)\A which can be
weak*- approximated by a finite combination of functions 7y, ..., 7y,,. Any such
combination is again of the form 7, ,, where y is a linear combination of y1, ..., y,.
We can in fact find a net y; in £’ such that n, ,, converges in the weak™ topology to & .
Hence, (a/(x), yi) — &(f) as i — oo and for any f € LY(G),

(x, &) (4) = /G (), VS (1) dt = 1)

as i — oo. But we can find an f € K(G) such that f(¢) # 0 and f is 0 on an open
neighbourhood of A not containing &. Thus, (x, a/’-(y[)) # 0, contradicting the fact

that x € M*(A) = (R”(G\A))°.
This contradiction shows that M“(A) C I'(A), and the proof is complete. O

Apart from the invariant subspaces described above, there are other invariant
subspaces that will be useful to us.

DEFINITION 3.10. Let u € M(G). The null-space of p is given by
Np) ={xe E:a,(x) =0}
Similarly,
N'(uw)={xeE :a,(x)=0}.
The range space of u is given by

R(n) = {au(x) 1x e E)°,

https://doi.org/10.1017/50017089512000699 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0017089512000699

TAUBERIAN THEOREMS AND SPECTRAL THEORY 523

where -0 denotes the o (E, E')-closure of the space. One can likewise define

R(p) ={a,(x): xe E'}”.

Again, it is easy to see that these spaces are invariant under the action o of G. We
will have the need of the following straightforward relations between these four sets.

LEMMA 3.11. The following equalities hold between the spaces N(u), R(w), N'(w)
and R' (1) defined above:

N(p) = (R(w)",
R(p) = (N'(w))".

Proof: If x € (R'(w))’, then by definition, for any y € E,
0= (x, 0, (») = {eu(x), y).

Hence, o, (x) = 0 and x € N(u). Thus, (R'(n))” S N(w).

On the other hand, if x € N(u), then for any y € E', (x, o, (y)) = 0. As the set
{a,(») : y € E'} is by definition o (E’, E)-dense in R'(1), we see that for any z € R'(n),
(x,z) = 0. Hence, N(u) € (R'(n))".

Putting the two inclusions together, N(1) = (R'(1))".

The second equation is proved in the same manner as the first. ]

Although the subspaces given in Definition 3.10 are similar to the spectral
subspaces specified in Definition 3.6, they are not in general the same. Whether or
not they are equal depends on the structure of the null-set v(u) of the measure. To
prove the results linking the two types of subspaces, we first define certain types of
ideals.

DEFINITION 3.12. Let x € E and set Z, = {f € L'(G) : ay(x) = 0}. Similarly for
x € E' we define Z*.

These closed ideals are called the isotropy ideals, to borrow a term from the study
of group actions on sets. Takesaki uses them in [12] as the basis for his analysis of
spectral subspaces.

LEMMA 3.13. Let u be a measure in M(G). The inclusion N(u) € M*(v(w)) always
holds. If, furthermore, the null-set v(u) is an S-set, then N(u) = M*(v(w)).

Proof. Let x € N(u): this means a,(x) = 0. Now take any /() € RY(G\v(w))
and set K = supp? C {& : W(§) # 0}. By Theorem 2.3, there is an /1 € L'(G) such that

h =1 on K. Hence, (h*u*f) =/ and so by the Fourier Uniqueness Theorem,
h*u=*f =f.Weconclude that

(x, ;1) = (er(x), y) = (e ar(x), ) =0,

which shows that x € M*(v(w)).
To prove the second part of the lemma, we must prove the reverse inclusion under
the additional hypothesis that v(u) is an S-set. Let x € M*(v(u)). Consider f € K(G)
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such that f has compact support in G\v(x). By definition, M%(v(y)) = (Ra/(@\v(,u)))o,
$0

0 = (x, 07(») = (s (x), »)

for all y € E’. Hence, it must be that af(x) =0; so f € Z,. Now because v(u) is an
S-set, the set of all /' € K(G) with supp f C G\v(u) generates ((v(u)), the unique ideal
with null-set v(r). Therefore, Z, D t(v(w)).

Let (g;)ier be an approximate identity for L'(G). We have that i x g; € Z, for each
iel. Asp*gi — pinnorm, o, = lim;_, o &g, in the SOT and in fact

o, (x) = 11—1>I1c;lo g (x) = 0.

Therefore, x € N(u) and M*(v(n)) S N(w). O

In discussing the properties of operators induced by measures in the next section,
we will need to know how to approximate the functions 7., by trigonometric
polynomials. This is presented in Theorem 3.15. To prove this theorem, we proceed via
the following calculation of the spectra of certain invariant subspaces.

LEMMA 3.14. Let u be a finite Radon measure on G and A be a closed subset ofa.
The spectra of the subspaces M*(A) and N(v(u)) are given by

o(M*(A)) = A, ®)
o(N(u)) S v(w). ©)

Proof. Equation (8) is derived directly from Definitions 3.8, 3.7 and Proposi-
tion 3.9.
For (9), note that by Lemma 3.13 N(u) € M*(v(u)) and so by (8), o(N(un)) <

V(). O

THEOREM 3.15. Let u be a finite Radon measure on G, x € N(u) and y any element
inE.

Then for any open neighbourhood U containing v(u), ny, can be weak*-
approximated by a finite linear combination of characters in U.

Furthermore, if v(u) is an S-set, each n,, can be weak*-approximated by a finite
linear combination of characters in v(iL).

Proof. If x € N(u) then E, C y(N(n)) and o(Ey) C o(N(u)) by Definitions 3.7
and 3.8. So by Lemma 3.14, o(Ey) C v(u). Hence, by the Spectral Approximation
Theorem 2.2, for any y € E’, n,,, can be approximated by finite linear combinations of
characters from U.

For the second part, if v(u) is an S-set, then reasoning as above but appealing to
the second part of Theorem 2.2, the result follows at once.

4. Operators on spectral subspaces. A large class of operators on a vector space
can be induced via the integrable action by finite Radon measures on the group. In
this section we discuss how properties of the measures relate to properties of the
corresponding operators. In particular, we are interested in what can be gleaned from
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the Fourier transform of the measures and how to handle sequences of measures and
their associated operators.

Let us take a sequence of bounded L'(G)-functions (¢,). We are looking for
conditions on the functions ¢,, n € N, which cause the corresponding operators «,, to
converge.

LEMMA 4.1. Let U be an open subset of G and W, v be finite Radon measures such
that 1t =7 on U. Then the operators a,, and o, are equal on M*(K) for any compact
subset K of U.

In particular, let n € M(G) such thatw = 1 on U. If x € M*(K) then o, (x) = x.

Proof. First of all, there is an open subset } of U with compact closure such that
KcVcVcUandanhe L'(G)suchthath=1on V. Then /% and & % v are in
L'(G) and the Fourier transform of 4% u — h* v is zeroon V D K.

Now fix an x € M¥(K) and a y € E'. By Theorem 3.15, for any € > 0 and any

f € LY(G), there is a trigonometric polynomial Y7, ¢;(z, &) with & € V such that

< €.

‘ /G My (Of () di — /G ;‘ T () di

Taking f = h* u — h * v, we have

(9, 31 — @), 33| = ' /G (). ) Gk 1 — B v)(0) di

n

> cilfoe i — hxv)(E)

i=0

<€+ =€

due to the equality of m and h+v on V. As € and y are arbitrary, we have shown
that for any x € M*(K), ot (x) = o, (x). O

COROLLARY 4.2. Let K be a compact set in G and let U be an open set containing K.
Furthermore, let i € M(G) such that 1@ is never 0 on U. Then o, is invertible on M*(K)
and its inverse is continuous.

Proof. There is an open set ¥ with compact closure such that K c V c V c U
and i is never 0 on V. By Theorem 2.3, there is a function g € L'(G) such that g1 = 1
on V. By Lemma 4.1, ag,, (x) = x for all x € M¥(K). Because gy, = a,a,, the inverse
of o), on M*(K) is a. g

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let o be an action of a locally compact abelian Hausdorff group
G on the dual pair (E, E'), where E has the topology &. Let K C G be a compact set and
let (j1,) be a sequence of functions in L'(G) such that the sequence ([j1,]) C LY (G)/i_(K)
is weakly convergent.

If o is weak integrable, then there is a function ® in L'(G) such that the sequence
(ay,) converges to ag on M*(K) in the WOT.

If « is strong integrable, then (c,,) converges to agp on M*(K) in the SOT.

Proof. Suppose that « is weak integrable. We shall show that the map

ag : LNG)/t_(K) — L (M*“(K)): [1] — aM‘M“(K)
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is well defined and weak-woT continuous. If x and v are in L'(G) such that [u] =
[v] € L'(G)/t_(K), then [T =V on some open set containing K and so by Lemma 4.1,
o, = a, on M*(K). Hence, ag is well defined.
Now by Definition 3.6, the dual of M*(K) is the quotient space E'/RY (G\K)
For any y € £, let [y] denote the equivalence class of y in £’ /RY (G\K) The spaces
L,(M*(K)) and M“(K)® E'/R¥ (G\K) are in duality via the bilinear form (7, x ®
) = (Tx, [y]) and the map

Nk : M*(K) ® E'/JR* (G\K) — Cy(G) : x ® [y] — 1.,

is well defined. By Proposition 3.9, 1., € 1;(K)° € «_(K)°, the dual of LY(G)/t_(K).
From this we see that g is the transpose of ax. Hence, by [8, Ch. II, Prop. 12, p. 38]
and the fact that ng is the transpose of ag, the map ok is weak-woT continuous.

As ([in]) is weakly convergent to [®] say, the sequence («,,, | a+(k)) is convergent to
ol pme(k) in the woT on L, (M*(K)).

If « is strong integrable and A C E'/R* (G\K) is £-equicontinuous, for any x €
M*“(K), the maps ¢+ 5, ,(f) where [y] € A are uniformly bounded and so is ¢
supyjeq H{e(x), V). As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, this implies that ax is weak-soT
continuous, and hence that («,,) converges to o in the SOT. O

LEMMA 4.4. Let K C G be a compact S-set and let (v, v be finite Radon measures
such that & =V on K. Then the operators «,, and a,, are equal on M*(K).

Proof. First of all, note that there is an /4 e L'(G) such that h=1ona
neighbourhood of K. Thus, m —v+honK. Hence, the lemma is proved for all
finite Radon measures u, v if it is proved whenever p and v are functions in L'(G).

Now fix an x € M*(K) and a y € E’. As K is an S-set, by Theorem 3.15, for any
e > 0and any f € L!(G), there is a trigonometric polynomial "7 ¢;(z, &) with & € K
such that

< €.

' / e (0 (1) di — / Zc, &1/ (1) di

Taking f = u — v, we have

et (%), ») = (enn(x), )| = ‘/Gw,(x),w(u —v)(ndt

n

Z ¢i(m =)&)

i=0

< €+

due to the equality of 7 and V on K. As € and y are arbitrary, we have shown that for
any x € M*(K), a,(x) = o, (x). O

COROLLARY 4.5. Let K C G be a compact S-set and let  be a finite Radon measure
such that [ never vanishes on K. Then the restriction of «,, to M®(K) is invertible.

Proof. By Theorem 2.3, there is a g € L!(G) such that g1 = 1 on K, and so by
Lemma 4.4, ag,,(x) = x for x € M*(K). Thus, «y is the inverse of &, on M*(K). U

REMARK 4.6. One virtue of proving these results for the abstract dual pair (E, E")
is that all these results remain true if £ and E’ are swapped around. In particular,
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Proposition 4.3 now states that o, — og, on M *(K) in the wOT or SOT, accordingly as
the action « is weak or strong integrable.

5. Tauberian theorems for ergodic theory. The Tauberian theorems in this section
are the culmination of our development of the spectral theory of integrable actions
given in the previous sections.

THEOREM 5.1. Let a be a weak integrable action of a locally compact abelian
Hausdorff group G on a barrelled space E with dual E'. Let u € M(G) such that v(i) is
an S-set and let (¢,) be a sequence in M(G) such that
(1) {ay,(x)} is relatively weakly compact,
() ([¢a)) € LY(G)/t(v(w)) is relatively weakly compact,
(3) lim,,_, oo @u(&) > A for some A > 0 and all & € v(w),
(4) Ay, = 0 in the WOT.

Then we have that

(1) (v, converges in the WOT to an invertible operator on N(u), and 0 on R(u),
(2) E= R(n) ® N(w).

Note that because v(u) is an S-set, ¢t (v(u)) = t—(v(n)), so we write ¢(v(w)) for this
ideal, as explained in our introduction to S-sets before Theorem 2.2.

Proof. Because v(u) is compact, without loss of generality, we may assume that
(¢n) C L'(G), by replacing it, if necessary, by the sequence (¢, * ), where h € L'(G)
such that / is identically 1 on v(u). We prove the result in the following three steps:

(1) (oy,) converges weakly to an invertible operator on N(i).

(2) R(n) N N(w) = {0} and (e, ) converges weakly to 0 on R(u).

(3) (ay,) converges weakly to an operator on £ and R(u) @ N(n) = E.

Step 1. By Lemma 2.4, hypotheses (2) and (3) imply that ([¢,]) is weakly convergent.
So by Proposition 4.3, the sequence («,) converges on M*(v(n)) in the WOT to an
operator g, where ® € L'(G). By hypothesis (3), ® does not vanish on v(w), so by
Corollary 4.5, ag is invertible on M%(v(u)). Finally, note that N(u) = M*(v(u)) by
Lemma 3.13.

Step 2. As both R() and N(u) are a-invariant subspaces of E, so is R(u) N N(u). As
noted above, oy restricted to N(u) is invertible. Hence, a¢ restricted to R(u) N N(w) is
also invertible. Pick any x € R(u) N N(u)andlet y € R() N N(w) such that ag(y) = x.

The sequence («,,) is point-wise bounded on N(u) and each one is continuous in
the t(E, E’')-topology on E. As E is barrelled, this is exactly the strong topology on
E and we may use the Banach—Steinhaus theorem [8, Ch. IV, Theorem 3, p. 69]
to conclude that («,,) is equicontinuous on N(w). In other words, for any weak
neighbourhood V' of 0 in N(u), there is a 7(E, E')-neighbourhood U such that

a, (U)ycC V/3

for all » € N. Furthermore, as R(u) is the closure of the space of elements of the form
o,(e)fore e E,wecanfinda )’ € Esuch that e, (/) —y € U.

Hence, ay,0,()") —a,,(v) € V/3 for all n € N. By hypothesis (4), there exists
an N; such that «ay,a,()) € V/3 for all n > N;. Because «,, — a¢ in the WOT on
N(uw), there exists an N, such that a,, (y) — ae(y) = a,,(y) —x € V/3 for all n > N,.
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Hence,

x = 0y, 00, (1) — (g, (0) — 00, (1)) — (g, () —x) € V/3+ V/34+V/3=V

for all n > max{Ny, N,}. As V is arbitrary, x = 0 and R(x) N N(u) = {0}.

The same technique shows that «, — 0 in the woT on R(u). For any weak
neighbourhood V, there is a t(E, £')-neighbourhood U such that «,, (U) C V/2, aswe
have seen above. Furthermore, thereisa )’ € Esuchthato,()) —y € U. Asay,u — 0
weakly, there is an N € N such that «,,(y) € V'/2 for all n > N. Hence,

oy, () = ay, (1) — g, (0, () + oy, (2 (1))
ceVR+V2=V

for all n > N; hence, o, (y) — 0 asn — oo.

Step 3. First we show that («, (x)) converges weakly for every x € E. As this sequence
is relatively weakly compact, if it is not convergent, we can find two subsequences with
different limits:

oy, (X) = X0 and a0, (x) = x;

with xp # x1. As lim a,a,, (x) =0 = lim g, (x) by hypothesis, xy and x| are in
1—> 00 J—>00

N(w).
So xo — x1 ¢ R(n) because R(u) N N(u) = {0}. This means that there is a y in
R(1)° such that (xo — x1, y) # 0. By Lemma 3.11, R(u)° = N’(u) and

{x0, y) = lim (@, (x), )
= lim (x, o, (7))
= (x, ap (")

where in the last equality we invoked the Remark 4.6 at the end of the previous section.
Similarly,

(x1,¥) = (x, g (»))

and so (xo, y) = (x1, y), which is a contradiction. Hence, (o, (x)) is weakly convergent
forall x € E.
We define T'(x) = lim oy, (x) so that T is continuous by the Banach—Steinhaus
n— o0
Theorem and the range of 7 is N(u) by hypothesis (4). Furthermore, ker(7) = R(w),
for if x € ker(T), then forall y € E/,

0= (Tx,y)=(x,Ty).

As T'y € N'(n), x € (N(n))” = R(n), so ker(T) € R(u). By the hypotheses of the
theorem and the definition of 7', R(u) Cker(T).

Now if p € L'(G) such that ’,5@ = 1 on v(u), then o, and o are inverses on N(p)
and so the operator P = «, T is a projection whose range is N(u) and whose kernel is
ker(T) = R(w). This proves that £ = R(u1) @ N(w). O

We can prove Theorem 5.1 for other topologies on L, (E).
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THEOREM 5.2. Let « be a strong integrable action of a locally compact abelian
Hausdorff group G on a barrelled space E with dual E'. Let u € M(G) such that v(u) is
an S-set and let (¢,) be a sequence in M(G) such that

(1) {ay,(x)} is relatively weakly compact,

) ([@a)) € LY(G)/t(v(w)) is relatively weakly compact,

(3) limy,_, o0 9u(&) > A for some A > 0 and all € € v(1),

(4) apsp, = 0 in the SOT.

Then we have that
(1) (ay,) converges in the SOT to an invertible operator on N(uw), and 0 on R(1),
(2) E = R(p) ® N(w).

Proof. All parts of Theorem 5.2 but the strong convergence of (¢, ) to T follow
immediately from Theorem 5.1. But £ = R(u) @ N(u) and by Proposition 4.3 the
convergence is strong on N(u) and by hypothesis it is also strong on R(u). ]

REMARK 5.3. We now make some remarks on further generalisations as well as
specific situations where the hypotheses of the Tauberians theorems can always be
shown to hold.

Different operator topologies: The above theorem remains true when the SOT on
L,(E) is replaced by any weaker topology in the following sense. If A is a collection of
o(E’, E)-bounded subsets of E’, we can form the topology of A-convergence on L, (E)
given by the neighbourhood base

Wiy ={L € L,(E): L(4°) €V},

where 4 € A and V is a bounded set in E. Then («,,) will converge in the topology of
A-convergence to an operator invertible on N(u) and 0 on R(u).

Reflexive spaces: The condition that {«,, (x)} be relatively weakly compact is
routinely satisfied in a number of general cases: for instance, if (¢,) € M(G)is bounded,
then {e,, (x)} is weakly bounded for all x € E. If E is in fact reflexive, then {«, (x)} is
automatically relatively weakly compact.

Relatively weakly compact sequences: If in the above theorems the sequence (¢,) C
L'(G) is relatively weakly compact, by Lemma 3.3 the set {ag,} is relatively weakly
compact in the WOT and so for any x € E, {a,,(x)} is relatively weakly compact in
E. Also, as the quotient map from L'(G) to L'(G)/t.(K) is weakly continuous, the
sequence ([¢,]) is also relatively weakly compact in L'(G)/t,(K). Thus, the relative
weak compactness of (¢,) ensures that the first two hypotheses of the Tauberian
theorems are satisfied.

6. Applications to ergodic theorems. In this section, we show how to use the
Tauberian theorems 5.1 and 5.2 to prove results in ergodic theory. By a judicious choice
of the measures u and ¢,, we can quickly prove several Mean Ergodic theorems.

By F(E) we mean the (closed) subspace of all a-invariant elements in E. By
Lemma 4.4, the elements of M“({0}) are fixed because 3: = 36 on {0}, so a; = ag = id
on M*({0}) for all € G. Hence, M*({0}) C F(E). On the other hand, if x € F(FE), then
forany t € G and y € F', («/(x), y) = (x,y), so by Definition 3.8, x € I'({0}), which
equals M“({0}) by Proposition 3.9. Hence, F(E) = M*({0}).

Let us now discuss the generalisation of the classical Mean Ergodic theorem in
the context of Fréchet spaces. Suppose that X is a Fréchet space and T is a power-
bounded automorphism of X — that is, for any bounded subset C of X, there is
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a bounded subset B such that 7"(B) € C for all n. By Proposition 3.5, 7' induces
a strong integrable action « of the group Z on X. Suppose that the convex hull of
{T"(x) : n € Z} is weakly relatively compact for each x € X. (This is always true if X
is reflexive, for example, because then every weakly bounded set is weakly relatively
compact, as shown in [8]).

Then the Mean Ergodic theorem states that there is a projection Pr of X onto
F(X)and

n—1

1
lim — Z T — Py (10)

n—o0o N

in the soT. To prove this, on Z define the measures u = §) — 8; and ¢, = }l X[o,n—1] for
each n € N, where xjo ,—1] is the characteristic function of the set {0, 1, ...,n — 1}. As
W * @, converges to 0 in norm, by Lemma 3.3 we conclude that «,,,,, — 0 in the SOT.

Now v(u) = {1}, where 1 is the identity element of T. Being a singleton, {1} is an
S-set. (The fact that a singleton is an S-set is a direct consequence of [5, Corollary
4.67)). Furthermore, on {1}, we see that obviously lim,_,, ¢,(1) = 1, and [¢,] = [@,]
in L'(Z)/1({0}), which is one-dimensional, for all 7, m € N.

As the convex hulls of the orbits {T"(x) : n € Z} are weakly relatively compact,
so are the sets {a,,(x) : n € N} for all x € X. Indeed, by the theory of vector-valued
integration outlined in [10], because ||g,|| <1 for all n € N, &, (x) lies in the closure
of the convex hull of {T"(x) : n € Z}. Hence, all the hypotheses of Theorem 5.2 are
satisfied; hence this theorem establishes the validity of (10).

Similarly, for actions of R on X, we obtain the formula

1 n
lim —/ a;(x) dt —> Pp(x).
n—oo2n J_,

Here we set u(x) = xe™ and On = ﬁ X[—n,s] and follow the same steps as in the
proof of (10).

It is possible to extend this technique to all projections onto eigenspaces of the
group action. Recall that x € X is an eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue
& e Gif a/x)=(t,&)x for all € G. Using the same arguments as where we showed
that M%({0}) is the fixed point space of the action, it is possible to show that M“({&})
is the eigenspace with eigenvalue &.

We shall prove that it is a consequence of our Tauberian theorem that there is a
projection P; of X onto M“({¢}), and that it can be computed by an ergodic limit in
the soT. In the case of an action of Z given by a power-bounded automorphism as
above, the formula can be determined explicitly:

n—1

.1 . ;
Jim 2@ E)T'(x) — Pi(x).
=l
To prove it, we take u = 8y — (1, &)8; and ¢,(i) = % , &) xpo,n—11(0) for all i € Z and
n e N.
Using an approximation result in harmonic analysis, we can prove these ideas in
full generality.
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PROPOSITION 6.1. Let G be a o-compact locally compact abelian group and o be a
weak integrable action of G on the dual pair (E, E'), where E is a Fréchet space such
that the convex hulls of the orbits {a,(x) : t € G} are weakly relatively compact for each
xeX.

If¢ e G, then there is a projection Ps of E onto M*({§}) and a bounded sequence ¢,
of functions in L'(G) such that

O[(p” — P;):
in the WoT. In particular, each M*({&}) is a complemented subspace of E.

Proof. Let p =6y — & and W,, n € N a sequence of open neighbourhoods of
{¢£} with compact closure such that NW, = {£}. By [9, Theorem 2.6.3, p. 49], we can
choose a bounded sequence (¢,) C L'(G) such that |, * ||| < 1/n, $,(§) =1 and
supp @, C W, foralln € N.

We see that (¢, * ) converges to 0 in norm and hence that &, — 0 in the sot
(and hence certainly in the wot). Clearly @, is convergent on v(u) = {£}, as ¢,(§) = 1.
Furthermore, [¢,] = [¢] € L'(G)/i({£}), which is one-dimensional, for all n, m € N.

Because (¢,) C L'(G) is bounded and the convex hull of {;(x) : t € G} is relatively
weakly compact for each x € X, a,, (x) lies in the compact closure of the convex hull of
lenlli{e(x) : t € G}. Hence, {a, (x) : n € N} is also relatively weakly compact for each
xeFE.

Applying Theorem 5.1, the result follows. 0

This result is stated using the woT. The analogous result for the sOT is also true
and can be proved in the same way.

The fact that M*({&¢}) is complemented in E is already known; it may be found,
for example, in [13]. It can be easily seen that the Mean Ergodic theorem for the fixed
point space is just a special consequence of this result. Indeed, the fixed point subspace
is just the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue 1.
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