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UNIFORM ERGODIC THEOREMS FOR SEMIGROUP

REPRESENTATIONS

JOCHEN GLÜCK, PATRICK HERMLE, AND HENRIK KREIDLER

Abstract. We consider a bounded representation T of a commutative semigroup S

on a Banach space and analyse the relation between three concepts: (i) properties of
the unitary spectrum of T , which is defined in terms of semigroup characters on S;
(ii) uniform mean ergodic properties of T ; and (iii) quasi-compactness of T .

We use our results to generalize the celebrated Niiro–Sawashima theorem to semi-
group representations and, as a consequence, obtain the following: if a positive and
bounded semigroup representation on a Banach lattice is uniformly mean ergodic and
has finite-dimensional fixed space, then it is quasi-compact.

1. Introduction

Ergodic properties of operators and their powers. For a power-bounded linear
operator T on a Banach space E there is an intimate and well-known relation between
the following three concepts:

(i) The unitary spectrum of T , i.e., of those spectral values λ of T in the complex
unit circle.

(ii) Uniform mean ergodicity of T , i.e., the property that the Cesàro means 1
n

∑n−1
k=0 T

k

of the powers of T converge in operator norm as n→ ∞.

(iii) Quasi-compactness of T , i.e., the existence of a compact operator K and an
integer n ≥ 0 such that ‖T n −K‖ < 1.

More specifically, T is quasi-compact if and only if T is totally uniformly mean er-
godic, i.e., µT is uniformly mean ergodic for every µ in the complex unit circle, and
all eigenspaces of T for unimodular eigenvalues are finite-dimensional. Moreover, this
is precisely the case when every spectral value of T with modulus 1 is a pole of the
resolvent with finite-dimensional spectral space.

The case where E is a Banach lattice and T is positive is of particular importance. In this
case, the power-bounded operator T is quasi-compact if and only if it is uniformly mean
ergodic with finite-dimensional fixed space, meaning that the Cesàro means 1

n

∑n−1
k=0 T

k

converge with respect to the operator norm to a finite-rank projection as n→ ∞. This
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was shown by Lin [Lin78, Theorem 1] using a theorem of Lotz and Schaefer [LS68, The-
orem 2] which, in turn, was a generalization of a celebrated spectral theoretic result
for positive operators due to Niiro and Sawashima [NS66, Main Theorem and Theo-
rem 9.2].

Contributions: Ergodic properties of semigroup representations. In this article
we generalize the aforementioned results to bounded representations T of commutative
semigroups S. In contrast to what is quite common in the literature, we do not endow
S with any topology and hence, we do not impose any continuity assumptions on the
mapping s 7→ Ts. Or, speaking from a different perspective, we only consider the discrete
topology on S. As a consequence, our results cannot reflect any non-trivial continuity
properties of the mapping s 7→ Ts. While this might appear as a disadvantage at first
glance, it fits the philosophy of the recent articles [GG19, GH19, DG21] that, even in
the case S =

(

[0,∞),+
)

, it is desirable to obtain results about the long-term behaviour
of T that do not depend on topological properties of S at all.

Our decision to refrain from any topological assumptions on S brings two further ad-
vantages: On the one hand, we do not need to rely on Fourier transforms to define the
spectrum of a representation and thus, our semigroup S does not need to embed into
a group. On the other hand, it is very easy within our setting to work with semigroup
representations on Banach algebras, since there is no need for a strong operator topology.
This makes it straightforward to apply our theory on the Calkin algebra of a Banach
space (Proposition 3.10).

In the first half of the article (Section 2) we develop a spectral theory for semigroup rep-
resentations. We compare our approach with various related notions from the literature
in Remark 2.6.

In the second half of the article (Section 3) we relate the spectrum of a semigroup
representation T to its long-term behaviour. Here we focus in particular on uniform
mean ergodicity (Subsections 3.1 and 3.2) and on quasi-compactness (Subsection 3.3).
In the final Subsection 3.4 we consider positive representations on Banach lattices and
generalize the celebrated Niiro–Sawashima theorem to such representations.

The entire article is set in the following framework:

Standing Assumption 1.1. Throughout the paper we fix a commutative semigroup
(S,+), i.e., S is a set and +: S × S → S is an associative operation, and assume that
S contains a neutral element 0. We endow S with a reflexive and transitive relation ≤
given by s ≤ t if and only if there exists an element r ∈ S such that s+ r = t.

Note that the relation ≤ turns S into a directed set: for all s1, s2 ∈ S the element
s := s1 + s2 satisfies s ≥ s1 and s ≥ s2.

The assumption that S contains a neutral element is only there since it makes some
results more convenient to write down. For instance, if no neutral element existed, the
definition of ≤ would have to be a bit more involved to ensure reflexivity. Note, however,
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that if a semigroup does not contain a neutral element, one can always adjoin a neutral
element to it.

The semigroup S is called cancellative if for each s0 ∈ S the translation map S → S,
s 7→ s0 + s is injective. It is classical result that the commutative semigroup S embeds
into a (commutative) group if and only if it is cancellative, see for instance [Nag01,
Theorem 3.10].

Convention regarding the scalar field. All vector spaces throughout the article are
complex.

Notation. We use the convention N := {0, 1, 2, . . . }. Given a Banach space E we write
L (E) for the unital Banach algebra of bounded linear operators on E, and E′ for the
dual space of E. For a unital Banach algebra A we denote its neutral element with
respect to multiplication by 1. For an element a ∈ A and a number λ ∈ C we sometimes
write λ− a as a shorthand for λ1− a.

2. Spectral theory for semigroup representations

In this first part of the article we consider bounded representations of semigroups and
develop a spectral theory for them – more specifically, a theory that focusses on unitary
spectral values, since those are essential for the long-term behaviour of the semigroup
representation.

2.1. Semigroup representations. A representation T of the semigroup S in a unital
Banach algebra A is a monoid homomorphism T : S → A where A is considered as a
multiplicative semigroup with neutral element 1, i.e., Ts+t = TsTt for all s, t ∈ S und
T0 = 1.A representation T is called bounded if sups∈S ‖Ts‖ < ∞. We note that every
represenation T of S in A can be interpreted as a net (Ts)s∈S since S is a directed set
with respect to the relation ≤ defined in Standing Assumption 1.1.

A semigroup character of S is a representation of S in the one-dimensional Banach
algebra A = C, i.e., a monoid homomorphism χ : S → C to the multiplicative semigroup
of complex numbers. A semigroup character χ : S → C is called a unitary semigroup
character if it maps into the complex unit circle T := {z ∈ C | |z| = 1}. We write
S∗ for the set of all semigroup characters of S and S∗,uni for the set of all unitary
semigroup characters and call S∗ the dual of S and S∗,uni the unitary dual of S. Equipped
with pointwise multiplication and the topology of pointwise convergence, the unitary
dual S∗,uni is a compact group with neutral element 1S : S → T, s 7→ 1 and inverses
χ : S → T, s 7→ χ(s) for χ ∈ S∗,uni. We point out that if S is even a group, the dual
group of the (discrete) group S in the sense of harmonic analysis is S∗,uni (rather than
S∗). Observe that for every given representation T : S → A in a unital Banach algebra
A and for every given semigroup character χ ∈ S∗ the mapping χT : S → A, s 7→ χ(s)Ts
is also a representation of S.

We are mostly concerned with more concrete representations of S as bounded operators
on a Banach space, i.e., with the case A = L (E) for some Banach space E. For such
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representations T : S → L (E) we can consider common standard constructions such as
the following:

(a) The restricted representation T |F : S → L (E), s 7→ (Ts)|F , where F is a closed
vector subspace F ⊆ E which is invariant under all operators Ts.

(b) The dual representation T ′ : S → L (E′), s 7→ T ′
s on the dual Banach space E′.

(c) The sum T1 ⊕ T2 : S → L (E1 ⊕E2) of two representations T1 : S → L (E1) and
T2 : S → L (E2) for Banach spaces E1, E2 on any sum E1 ⊕E2 is defined in the
obvious way.

Remark 2.1. Recall that for the additive semigroup S = N := {0, 1, 2, . . . }, a repre-
sentation of S in a unital Banach algebra A is completely determined by the element
T1 ∈ A, and conversely every element a ∈ A induces a representation

Ta : N → A, n 7→ an

of the semigroup N with (Ta)1 = a. So the representations of N in a Banach algbera A
are in one-to-one correspondence with the elements of A.

Moreover, the unitary dual N∗,uni of N and the complex unit circle T are isomorphic as
topological groups via the map N

∗,uni → T, χ 7→ χ(1). Via these correpondences, the
concepts and results of the following sections generalize the existing theory for single
operators.

2.2. The unitary spectrum. Based on spectral theory in Banach algebras we intro-
duce some spectral theoretic concepts for bounded semigroup representations. Recall
that for a unital Banach algebra A the spectrum of an element a ∈ A is the compact
set σ(a) := {λ ∈ C | (λ − a) is not invertible}. We call σuni(a) := σ(a) ∩ T the unitary
spectrum of a. The number

r(a) := max{|λ| : λ ∈ σ(a)} = lim
n→∞

‖an‖
1
n

is called the spectral radius of a ∈ A. If a ∈ A is power-bounded, i.e., supn∈N ‖an‖ <∞,
then the preceding formula shows that r(a) ≤ 1, i.e., the spectrum σ(a) is contained in
the closed unit disk.

A bounded linear functional ψ : A→ C is called a algebra character if it is non-zero and
is also a multiplicative semigroup homomorphism, i.e., ψ(ab) = ψ(a)ψ(b) for all a, b ∈ A.
Recall that one automatically has ψ(1) = 1 for an algebra character ψ. The Gelfand
space of A is the subset ΓA of the dual Banach space A′ that consists of all algebra
characters; it is a compact set when when equipped with the weak*-topology. It is
well-known that, if A is commutative, the Gelfand space can be used to characterize the
spectra of elements a ∈ A: One then has σ(a) = {ψ(a) : ψ ∈ ΓA} for each a ∈ A.

We highlight that the spectrum does depend on the surrounding algebra, i.e., if A is
a unital Banach algebra, B is a closed unital subalgebra of A, and a ∈ B, then the
spectrum of a can be different in in A and B, in general. If we want to stress the
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dependence on the surrounding algebra we write σA(a) rather than σ(A) and σA,uni(a)
rather than σuni(a) for the unitary spectrum. However, if a ∈ B has spectral radius
r(a) ≤ 1, then σA,uni(a) = σB,uni(a) as a consequence of [Mur90, Theorem 1.2.8]. We
refer to [Mur90, Chapter 1] for a general introduction to spectral theory in Banach
algebras.

We now want to define the unitary spectrum of a bounded semigroup representation
T : S → A. To motivate our approach let us first recall the following characterizations
of the spectrum of a power bounded element a ∈ A:

Proposition 2.2. Let A be a unital Banach algebra and let a ∈ A be power-bounded.
For each λ ∈ C of modulus |λ| = 1 the following are equivalent:

(s) One has λ ∈ σ(a) (equivalently, λ ∈ σuni(a)).

(a) The number λ is an approximate eigenvalue of a, i.e., there exists a sequence
(cn) of normalized elements in A such that (λ− a)cn → 0.

(b) The left ideal A(λ− a) is not equal to A (equivalently: does not contain 1).

(c) The right ideal (λ− a)A is not equal to A (equivalently: does not contain 1).

(d) For every closed commutative unital subalgebra B of A that satisfies a ∈ B there
exists an algebra character ψ ∈ ΓB such that ψ(a) = λ.

(e) There exists a closed commutative unital subalgebra B of A that satisfies a ∈ B
and an algebra character ψ ∈ ΓB such that ψ(a) = λ.

(f) For every complex polynomial p one has |p(λ)| ≤ ‖p(a)‖.

Proof. (s)⇒(a): Since a is power bounded, the spectral radius of a is no more than 1, so λ
is in the boundary of σ(a). Hence, one can use the following standard argument: let (λn)
be a sequence in C \ σ(a) such that λn → λ and define cn := (λn − a)−1/

∥

∥(λn − a)−1
∥

∥

for each n. By using that
∥

∥(λn − a)−1
∥

∥ → ∞ one can easily check that (λ− a)cn → 0.

(a)⇒(b): If there exists b ∈ A such that b(λ−a) = 1 and (cn) is a normalized sequence,
then b(λ− a)cn = cn for each n, so (λ− a)cn cannot converge to 0 as n→ ∞.

(b)⇒(d): It follows from (b) that the ideal B(λ− a) in B does not contain 1. So there
exists a maximal ideal I in B that contains λ−a. As B is commutative, I is the kernel of
a character ψ ∈ ΓB , see [Mur90, Theorem 1.3.3]. So ψ(λ− a) = 0 and hence, ψ(a) = λ.

(d)⇒(e): This implication is obvious since there exists a closed commutative unital
subalgebra of A that contains a.

(e)⇒(f): Let p be a complex polynomial and let B and ψ be as in (e). Since ‖ψ‖ = 1
and p(a) ∈ B we have

|p(λ)| = |p(ψ(a))| = |ψ(p(a))| ≤ ‖p(a)‖ .
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(f)⇒(a): For every integer n ≥ 1 define the complex polynomial pn by pn(z) =
1
n

∑n−1
k=0 λ

k
zk

for all z ∈ C. One has

(λ− a)pn(a) = λ(1− λa)pn(a) = λ
1

n

(

1− (λa)n
)

→ 0

as n → ∞ due to the power boundedness of a. Moreover, it follows from (f) that
‖pn(a)‖ ≥ |pn(λ)| = 1. So the normalized elements cn := pn(a)/ ‖pn(a)‖ also satisfy
(λ− a)cn → 0, which shows (a).

(a)⇒(s): If λ 6∈ σ(a) but (cn) is a normalized sequence such that (λ− a)cn → 0, then

cn = (λ− a)−1(λ− a)cn → 0,

which is a contradiction.

(s)⇔(c): We can turn A into a new unital Banach algebra Ã by endowing it with the
new multplication ⋆ given by a ⋆ b := ba for all a, b ∈ A. Clearly, every element a ∈ A
has the same spectrum in A and in Ã, and power boundedness of an element is also the
same in both algebras. So we obtain the claimed equivalence by applying the equivalence
of (s) and (b) in Ã. �

Let A be a unital Banach algebra. Recall from Remark 2.1 that every a ∈ A corresponds
to a semigroup representation of N = {0, 1, 2, . . . } given by n 7→ an and that the unitary
dual N∗,uni is isomorphic (as a topological group) to the unit cirlce T. Hence, it is natural
to define the unitary spectrum of a bounded semigroup representation T : S → A as a
subset of the unitary dual S∗,uni. In fact, we will now show that the assertions (a)–(f)
from Proposition 2.2 are still equivalent when they are adapted to the setting of general
bounded semigroup representations T . This motivates how we define the spectrum of T
in Definition 2.5.

Proposition 2.3. Let T : S → A be a bounded representation in a unital Banach algebra
A. For every unitary character χ ∈ S∗,uni the following are equivalent.

(a) There is a net (cj) in A with ‖cj‖ = 1 for every j such that

(χ(s)− Ts)cj
j
→ 0

for every s ∈ S.

(b) The left ideal in A generated by the set {χ(s)−Ts : s ∈ S} is not equal to A, i.e.,
there are no a1, . . . , an ∈ A and s1, . . . , sn ∈ S such that

n
∑

k=1

ak(χ(sk)− Tsk) = 1.
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(c) The right ideal in A generated by the set {χ(s) − Ts : s ∈ S} is not equal to A,
i.e., there are no a1, . . . , an ∈ A and s1, . . . , sn ∈ S such that

n
∑

k=1

(χ(sk)− Tsk)ak = 1.

(d) For every closed commutative unital subalgebra B of A that satisfies T (S) ⊆ B
there exists an algebra character ψ ∈ ΓB such that χ = ψ ◦ T .

(e) There exists a closed commutative unital subalgebra B of A that satisies T (S) ⊆
B and an algebra character ψ ∈ ΓB such that χ = ψ ◦ T .

(f) For all s1, . . . , sn ∈ S and β1, . . . , βn ∈ C one has
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

k=1

βkχ(sk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

βkTsk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

Our proof that (a) implies (b) is inspired by the one of [BP92, Proposition 2.2]. We need
the following terminology and the subsequent lemma. An ergodic net for a representation
T : S → A in a unital Banach algebra is a net (cj) ⊆ coT (S) ⊆ A such that

lim
j

(1− Ts)cj = 0 for every s ∈ S,

see [Kre85, p. 87]. The following can be shown as in [Kre85, pp. 75–76].

Lemma 2.4. Every bounded representation T : S → A in a unital Banach algebra has
an ergodic net.

Let us now show Proposition 2.3.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. (a)⇒(b): Let (cj) be a net of normalized elements in A that
satisfies (χ(s)−Ts)cj → 0 for each s ∈ S. If there are a1, . . . , an ∈ A and s1, . . . , sn ∈ S
such that

n
∑

k=1

ak(χ(sk)− Tsk) = 1,

then multiplying this equality from the right with cj yields cj → 0, a contradiction.

(b)⇒(d): Consider a closed commutative unital subalgebra B that satisfies T (S) ⊆ B.
It follows from (b) that the ideal in B generated by the set {χ(s) − Ts : s ∈ S} is not
equal to B, so it is contained in a maximal ideal I of B. Hence, there exists an algebra
character ψB ∈ ΓB that vanishes on I, see e.g. [Mur90, Theorem 1.3.3]. Therefore, one
has ψ(χ(s)− Ts) = 0 and thus ψ(Ts) = χ(s) for each s ∈ S.

(d)⇒(e): This implication is clear since T (S) is commutative and thus contained in a
closed unital subalgebra of A.
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(e)⇒(f): Assume that (e) holds and choose B and ψ ∈ ΓB as in (e). For all s1, . . . , sn ∈ S
and β1, . . . , βn ∈ C one then gets

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

k=1

βkχ(sk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

k=1

βkψ(Tsk)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

βkTsk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

since ‖ψ‖ ≤ 1.

(f)⇒(a): For all convex coefficients µ1, . . . , µn and all s1, . . . , sn, applying (f) to the
coefficients βk := µkχ(sk) for k ∈ {1, . . . , n} gives

1 ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

µkχ(sk)Tsk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

So if (dj) ⊆ A is an ergodic net for the rotated representation χT : S → A – which exists
by Lemma 2.4 – then 1 ≤ ‖dj‖ for each index j. Moreover,

‖(χ(s)− Ts)dj)‖ = ‖(1− (χT )s)dj)‖ → 0

for every s ∈ S. By setting cj := dj/ ‖dj‖ for each j we thus obtain the desired net
in (a).

(d)⇔(c): We turn A into a new unital Banach algebra Ã by endowing it with the
multplication ⋆ defined by a ⋆ b := ba for all a, b ∈ A. Since S is commutative, T is also
a representation of S in Ã. Property (d) of T within the algebra A is equivalent to the

same property within the algebra Ã. Hence, we get the claimed equivalence by applying
the equivalence of (d) and (b) in the algebra Ã. �

Propositions 2.2 and 2.3 motivate the following definition of the unitary spectrum of a
bounded semigroup representation.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a unital Banach algebra and T : S → A a bounded represen-
tation. The unitary spectrum of T is the set σuni(T ) of all unitary semigroup characters
χ ∈ S∗,uni that satisfy the equivalent conditions of Proposition 2.3.

Remark 2.6. Generalizations of spectral theory to semigroup and group representations
are a classical theme in operator theory:

(i) For a locally compact Abelian group G and a Banach space E, Arveson defined
the spectrum of a bounded representation T : G → L (E) by lifting T to a
representation of the convolutional Banach algebra L1(G) and using the Fourier
transform [Arv74, Definition 2.1].

A definition that also applies to non-bounded group representations was given in
terms of approximate eigenvectors by Lyubich [Lyu71] (see also [LMF73]). This
is close in spirit to property (a) in Proposition 2.3 and also to Proposition 2.11
below.
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Those references focus on the case of group representations, while our main
interest is in semigroup representations.

(ii) Wolff used non-standard analysis to study Riesz points of the spectrum [Wol84,
Sections 5 and 6]. This is related to our Subsections 2.3, 3.3 and 3.4, although
the focus in [Wol84] is also on group rather than semigroup representations.

(iii) Spectral theory for positive group representations on Banach lattices – in other
words, Perron–Frobenius theory for group representations – was studied by Greiner
and Groh in [GG83] and by Wolff in [Wol84, Section 6]. A similar theme occurs
for semigroups in Subsection 3.4.

(iv) For a representation of a commutative Banach algebra B in a Banach space
E, three different spectra Λ1, Λ2, and Λ3 are compared by Domar and Lindahl
in [DL75]. If one lifts a representation T : G → L (E) of a locally compact
Abelian group G to a representation L1(G) → L (E) of the convolutional algebra
B := L1(G), the spectrum Λ1 from [DL75] agrees with the aforementioned one
defined by Arveson [Arv74, Definition 2.1]. The second spectrum Λ2 from [DL75]
is obtained as a subset of the first one by imposing an additional boundedness
condition. The third spectrum Λ3 is defined in terms of algebra characters on B
and approximate eigenvectors.

(v) The spectrum of bounded semigroup – rather than group – representations was
studied by Batty and Phóng [BP92] and by Huang [Hua95]. Batty and Phóng
were mainly interested in the long-term behaviour of representations with respect
to the strong operator topology. Huang has several notions and results about
asymptotics with respect to the operator norm that are closer to the contents
of the present article; see in particular our comments after Definition 2.17 and
Theorem 3.9.

The assumptions on the semigroup S in [BP92, Hua95] are somewhat different
from ours. On the one hand, the authors of [BP92, Hua95] allow S to carry a
topology and are thus able to take consequences of strong continuity of repre-
sentations into account. On the other hand, they assume S to be embedded into
a locally compact Abelian group G and to satisfy S−S = G, along with a topo-
logical and a measure theoretic assumption. Under similar conditions, spectral
theory was later studied also for unbounded semigroup representations by Basit
and Pryde in [BP04].

In our case – where S carries the discrete topology – it is easy to check that
the assumptions from [BP92, Hua95] are satisfied if and only if S embeds al-
gebraically into a group, i.e., if and only if S is cancellative (see the discussion
after Standing Assumption 1.1). In this respect, our setting is more general
since we do not need S to be cancellative and hence, representations as the one
in Example 3.6 below are covered by our theory.

The spectrum is defined in [BP92, Hua95] in terms of the Fourier transform on
G. If our semigroup S is cancellative one can apply the definition of the unitary
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spectrum from [BP92] and [Hua95] (note that in the latter reference, the unitary
spectrum is called peripheral spectrum). It follows from Proposition 2.3(f) that
this definition then coincides with ours.

The simplest example in which our spectral theoretic notion can be applied is, of course,
a representation of the additive semigroup N:

Example 2.7. Let a ∈ A be a power-bounded element of a unital Banach algebra A and
Ta : N → A the induced semigroup representation from Remark 2.1. By Proposition 2.2
the canonical isomorphism N

∗,uni → T restricts to a homeomorphism σuni(Ta) → σuni(a).

Further and more interesting examples will be discussed throughout the article.

Note that the unitary spectrum of a bounded representation T : S → A can be computed
in any closed unital subalgebra B of A containing T (S) and does not depend on the
choice of B. We write A(T (S)) for the smallest closed unital subalgebra containing T (S)
and note that A(T (S)) is always commutative. The elements of the unitary spectrum
σuni(T ) are in one-to-one correspondence with those algebra characters on A(T (S)) that
only take on unitary values on T (S):

Proposition 2.8. For a bounded representation T : S → A in a unital Banach algebra
A the map

{

ψ ∈ ΓA(T (S)) | |ψ(Ts)| = 1 for all s ∈ S
}

→ σuni(T ),

ψ 7→ ψ ◦ T

is a homeomorphism. In particular, σuni(T ) is a closed subset of S∗,uni.

Proof. It is clear that the map is injective and continuous. Moreover, it is surjective by
definition of σuni(T ). Since the Gelfand space ΓA(T (S)) is compact and σuni(T ) ⊆ S∗,uni

is a Hausdorff space, the map is a homeomorphism. Therefore, σuni(T ) is also compact
and thus closed in the Hausdorff space S∗,uni. �

A very similar result to Proposition 2.8, though under somewhat different assumptions
on S, can be found in [BP92, Proposition 2.4].

Let T : S → A is a bounded representation in a unital Banach algebra A. If a semi-
group character χ ∈ S∗,uni is in the unitary spectrum σuni(T ), then it follows from
Proposition 2.3(b) that χ(s) ∈ σ(T (s)) for each s ∈ S (where σ(T (s)) ⊆ C denotes
the usual spectrum of the element T (s) ∈ A). It is natural to ask whether the con-
verse is true: If χ ∈ S∗,uni satisfies χ(s) ∈ σ(T (s)) for each s ∈ S, does it follow that
χ ∈ σuni(T )?

The following example show that the answer is negative. Another counterexample –
where S is even finite and A is finite dimensional – is given in Example 2.16 below.
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Example 2.9. Let A be the unital commutative Banach algebra C(T) (which is even a
C∗-algebra) and let S denote the additive semigroup N × N. Let the elements f, g ∈ A
be given by

f(z) = z and g(z) = −z

for all z ∈ T and define the bounded representation

T : S → A,

(m,n) 7→ fmgn.

Consider the constant semigroup character 1S ∈ S∗,uni. For each s = (m,n) ∈ S one
has 1S(s) = 1 ∈ σ(fmgn) = σ(T (s)) since (fmgn)(z) = (−1)nzm+n for all z ∈ T and
the range of fmgn thus contains the point 1. Yet, we now show that 1S 6∈ σuni(T ).

Indeed, assume to the contrary that 1S ∈ σuni(T ). By Proposition 2.3(d) there exists
an algebra character ψ ∈ ΓC(T) such that 1S = ψ ◦ T . Since every algebra character on
C(T) is a point evaluation, we can thus find a point z0 ∈ T such that 1 = (fmgn)(z0) =
(−1)nzm+n

0 for all m,n ∈ N. For m = 1 and n = 0 this gives z0 = 1, but for m = 0 und
n = 1 it gives z0 = −1, so we arrived at a contradiction.

In the next theorem we use Proposition 2.8 to characterize the stability of semigroup
representations in terms of their unitary spectrum. Recall that the semigroup S is a
directed set endowed with the relation ≤ from Standing Assumption 1.1. Hence, every
semigroup representation T of S is a net (Ts)s∈S and whenever we talk about convergence
of T we mean convergence of this net.

Theorem 2.10. For a bounded representation T : S → A in a unital Banach algebra A
the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) σuni(T ) = ∅.

(b) There is an s ∈ S with limT n
s = 0 in A.

(c) 0 ∈ T (S) ⊆ A.

(d) The net (Ts)s∈S converges to 0 with respect to the operator norm.

(e) There is an s ∈ S with ‖Ts‖ < 1.

Proof. (a)⇒(b): First note that, by the boundedness of T , one has |ψ(Ts)| ≤ 1 for
every ψ ∈ ΓA(T (S)) and every s ∈ S. Now assume that (a) holds. Then it follows
from Proposition 2.8 and from the compactness of the Gelfand space ΓA(T (S)) that we
can find s1, . . . , sm ∈ S such that mini=1,...,m |ψ(Tsi)| < 1 for every ψ ∈ ΓA(T (S)). For
s := s1 + · · ·+ sm ∈ S we then have

lim
n→∞

‖T n
s ‖

1
n = r(Ts) = max

{

|ψ(Ts)| | ψ ∈ ΓA(T (S))

}

< 1,

which implies limn→∞ T n
s = 0 in A.

(b)⇒(c): This implication is obvious.
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(c)⇒(d): As T is bounded there exists a number M ≥ 0 such that ‖Ts‖ ≤ M for all
s ∈ S. Now let ε > 0. By (c) there exists an s0 ∈ S such that ‖Ts0‖ ≤ ε. Hence one has
‖Ts0+r‖ ≤Mε for all r ∈ S, so ‖Ts‖ ≤Mε for all s ≥ s0.

(d)⇒(e): This implication is obvious.

(e)⇒(a): Assume that (e) holds and take s ∈ S with ‖Ts‖ < 1. Then |ψ(Ts)| ≤ ‖Ts‖ < 1
for every ψ ∈ ΓA(T (S)) and hence σuni(T ) = ∅ by Proposition 2.8. �

We now focus on bounded representations of S on Banach spaces. In this case, the
elements of the unitary spectrum can also be characterized as follows.

Proposition 2.11. Let E be a Banach space. For a bounded representation T : S →
L (E) and a unitary semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni the following are equivalent.

(a) χ ∈ σuni(T ).

(b) There is a net (xj)j∈J in E with ‖xj‖ = 1 for all j ∈ J such that

lim
j∈J

‖χ(s)xj − Tsxj‖ = 0 for every s ∈ S.

(c) For every finite subset ∅ 6= M ⊆ S and every ε > 0 there is a normalized vector
x ∈ E with

max
s∈M

‖χ(s)x− Tsx‖ ≤ ε.

A net (xj)j∈J as in Proposition 2.11(b) is called an approximate eigenvector for χ ∈
σuni(S). If S is cancellative the equivalence of properties (a) and (b) in the proposition
also follows from [BP92, Proposition 2.2].

Proof of Proposition 2.11. (a)⇒(b): This implication is a straightforward consequence
of property (a) in Proposition 2.3.

(b)⇒(a): Let (xj)j∈J ⊆ E be a an approximate eigenvector as in (b). Choose a func-
tional x′ ∈ E′ of norm 1. Then the net (x′⊗xj)j∈J ⊆ L (E) of rank-one operators given
by

x′ ⊗ xj : y 7→ 〈x′, y〉xj

satisfies the property (a) in Proposition 2.3.

(b)⇒(c): This implication is obvious.

(c)⇒(b): Assume that (c) holds. We consider the set Pfin(S) of non-empty finite subsets
of S ordered by set inclusion. Endow N with its natural order and J := Pfin(S)×N with
the product order. By choosing for every (M,n) ∈ J some xM,n ∈ E with ‖xM,n‖ = 1

and maxs∈M ‖χ(s)xn,M − Tsxn,M‖ ≤ 1
n we obtain a net with the properties required

in (b). �
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The following are some simple examples for the unitary spectrum of semigroup repre-
sentations on operator spaces L (E).

Examples 2.12. (i) Let E be a Banach space and let T : R≥0 → L (E) be a
strongly continuous bounded semigroup representation – i.e., a bounded C0-
semigroup – with generator A which is eventually norm-continuous (see [EN00,
Subsection II.4.c]), e.g., an analytic C0-semigroup. For every r ∈ iR, define the
unitary semigroup character χr ∈ S∗,uni by χr(t) := exp(rt) for all t ≥ 0. We
claim that

ψ : σ(A) ∩ iR → σuni(T ),

r 7→ χr

is a homeomorphism.

First, we show that ψ is well-defined, i.e. that it indeed maps into σuni(T ). So let
r ∈ σ(A)∩ iR. Then we find an approximate eigenvector (xj)j∈J of A for r since,
by the boundedness of T , r is in the boundary of σ(A). But then (xj)j∈J is also
an approximate eigenvector for χr (see the proof of [EN00, Theorem IV.3.6]),
hence χr ∈ σuni(T ). So ψ is indeed well-defined.

It is obvious that ψ is continuous and injective. Since σ(A) ∩ iR is compact
by [EN00, Theorem II.4.18], continuity of the inverse map is automatic once we
have established that the map is surjective.

To do so, take χ ∈ σuni(T ). It follows from the eventual norm continuity of
T and from Proposition 2.3(e), that χ is also eventually continuous. As χ is
unitary, we conclude that ψ is even continuous. Thus, there exists r ∈ iR such
that ψ = ψr. We need to show that r ∈ σ(A) ∩ iR.

To this end, let c := max{|z| | z ∈ σ(A) ∩ iR}+ 1. Since

exp

(

2πr

c+ |r|

)

= χr

(

2π

c+ |r|

)

∈ σ

(

T

(

2π

c+ |r|

))

,

we find by the spectral mapping theorem for eventually norm continuous semi-
groups (see [EN00, Theorem IV.3.10]) some s ∈ σ(A) ∩ iR such that

exp

(

2πr

c+ |r|

)

= exp

(

2πs

c+ |r|

)

.

Hence s− r = ki(c+ |r|) for some k ∈ Z. If k 6= 0, then |s| ≥ |s− r| − |r| ≥ c, a
contradiction. Thus, r = s ∈ σ(A) ∩ iR.

(ii) Assume that S = G is an abelian group and consider the regular representation
T : G → L (ℓ1(G)) on the space ℓ1(G) of absolutely summable complex-valued
functions on G defined by Ts(at)t∈G := (as+t)t∈G for all (at)t∈G ∈ ℓ1(G) and
s ∈ G. Then σuni(T ) = G∗,uni.
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To see this, note that ℓ1(G) can be interpreted as a closed commutative uni-
tal subalgebra of L (ℓ1(G)) by means of convolution, and that this subalgebra
contains T (S) = T (G). Hence, the claim follows from Proposition 2.3(d).

We need the following compatibility properties of the unitary spectrum with standard
constructions.

Lemma 2.13. For a Banach spaced E and a bounded representation T : S → L (E) the
following assertions hold.

(i) σuni(T |F ) ⊆ σuni(T ) for every closed invariant vector subspace F ⊆ E.

(ii) σuni(T
′) = σuni(T ) for the dual representation T ′ on E′.

(iii) σuni(χT ) = χ · σuni(T ) for every unitary semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni.

(iv) σuni(T1 ⊕ T2) = σuni(T1) ∪ σuni(T2) for every sum T1 ⊕ T2 of bounded represen-
tations T1 : S → L (E1) and T2 : S → L (E2) on two Banach spaces E1, E2.

Proof. (i), (iii): Those assertions can readily checked by using Proposition 2.11(b).

(ii): This is an easy consequence of the fact that the restriction of L (E) → L (E′),
R 7→ R′ to any commutative unital subalgebra of L (E) is an isometric unital algebra
homomorphism.

(iv) The inclusion ⊇ is an immediate consequence of part (i). The converse inclusion ⊆
also follows from Proposition 2.11(b) by using the following observation: if a directed
set J is the disjoint union of two sets J1 and J2, then at least one of the sets J1, J2 is
majorizing in J . �

Similarly as for single operators, we can also consider the point spectrum of a bounded
semigroup representation.

Definition 2.14. Let E be a Banach space. For a bounded representation T : S →
L (E) we call a unitary semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni an eigenvalue of T if there exists
an eigenvector with respect to χ, i.e., a non-zero vector x ∈ E such that Tsx = χ(s)x for
every s ∈ S. The set σuni,pnt(T ) of all such eigenvalues χ ∈ S∗,uni is called the unitary
point spectrum of T . Moreover, we call

ker(χ− T ) :=
⋂

s∈S

ker(χ(s)− Ts) = {x ∈ E | Tsx = χ(s)x for every s ∈ S}

the eigenspace of T with respect to χ ∈ S∗,uni. The space

fix(T ) := ker(1S − T ) = {x ∈ E | Tsx = x for every s ∈ S}

is called the fixed space of T .

It follows from Proposition 2.11(b) that the unitary point spectrum of a bounded repre-
sentation T is contained in the unitary spectrum of T , i.e. σuni,pnt(T ) ⊆ σuni(T ).
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Example 2.15. Let E be a Banach space. Consider a bounded strongly continuous
representation T : R≥0 → L (E) which is eventually norm continuous and let A denote
its generator. Then the map from Example 2.12 (i) restricts to a homoemorphism

σpnt(A) ∩ iR → σuni,pnt(T ), r 7→ χr,

and ker(χr−T ) = ker(r−A) for every r ∈ iR (see [EN00, Theorem IV.3.7 and Corollary
IV.3.8]).

Example 2.16. Consider the 2× 2-matrices

I :=

(

1 0
0 1

)

and P :=

(

0 1
1 0

)

.

If S is the abelian multiplicative semigroup of linear operators on C
4 defined by the

permutation matrices
{(

I 0
0 I

)

,

(

P 0
0 I

)

,

(

I 0
0 P

)

,

(

P 0
0 P

)}

,

then S is isomorphic to the Klein four group. In particular, S∗,uni has exactly four
elements, namely the semigroup characters 1S , χ, τ , det whose values are given in the
following table:

(

I 0
0 I

) (

P 0
0 I

) (

I 0
0 P

) (

P 0
0 P

)

1S 1 1 1 1
χ 1 −1 1 −1
τ 1 1 −1 −1
det 1 −1 −1 1

Consider the identity map T = id: S → L (C4) as a bounded representation of S. We
claim that σuni(T ) = σuni,pnt(T ) = {1S , χ, τ}.

Indeed, one can readily check that {1S , χ, τ} ⊆ σuni,pnt(T ) ⊆ σuni(T ). On the other
hand, observe that

(

I 0
0 I

)

+

(

P 0
0 P

)

=

(

P 0
0 I

)

+

(

I 0
0 P

)

,

but

det

(

I 0
0 I

)

+ det

(

P 0
0 P

)

= 2 6= −2 = det

(

P 0
0 I

)

+ det

(

I 0
0 P

)

,

so the mapping det cannot be extended to an algebra character in ΓA(T (S)) and thus, it
follows from Proposition 2.8 that det /∈ σuni(T )

Observe however, that det(A) ∈ σp(A) = σ(A) for every A ∈ S, so this is another
counterexample to the question mentioned before Example 2.9.
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In the spectral theory of operators, the poles of the resolvent play an important role.
Recall here that for a power-bounded operator R on a Banach space E a number λ0 ∈
T is a pole of the resolvent if there is a neighborhood U of λ such that the pointed
neighbourhood U \{λ} is contained in the resolvent set C\σ(R) and such that the limit
limµ→λ(µ− λ)(µ−R)−1 exists in L (E); see [DS66, Definition VII.3.15]. (Actually, our
definition only covers poles of order at most one. However, by [DS66, Lemma VIII.8.1]
there are no poles of higher order in T since T is power-bounded.) In the situation of
semigroup representations, we do not have a resolvent map at our disposal. We therefore
use the following characterization of poles, based on spectral decomposition, as the basis
for a generalization (this is an easy consequence of [DS66, Theorem VII.3.18]): For a
power-bounded operator R ∈ L (E) on a Banach space E a number λ ∈ T is a pole of
the resolvent if and only if there is a projection P ∈ L (E) onto ker(λ−R) that satisfies
PR = RP and 1 /∈ σuni(R|ker(P )).

Definition 2.17. Let E be Banach space and let T : S → L (E) be a bounded rep-
resentation. A semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni is a pole of T if there is a projection
P ∈ L (E) onto ker(χ − T ) such that PTs = TsP for all s ∈ S and χ /∈ σuni(T |ker(P )).
It is a Riesz point of T if, in addition, dimker(χ− T ) <∞.

Essentially the same definition of a pole is given in [Hua95, Definition 3.1]. Note that
if χ, τ ∈ S∗,uni and χ is a pole or a Riesz point of T , then τ · χ is a pole or a Riesz
point of τT with the same projection P . This readily follows from Definition 2.17 and
Lemma 2.13(iii). It follows from Theorem 3.3(ii) that the projection P in Definition 2.17
is uniquely determined.

Poles and Riesz points will be essential for characterizing uniformly mean ergodic and
quasi-compact bounded semigroup representations in Section 3 below. Let us point
out, though, that care is needed regarding the relation to C0-semigroup theory: if
S =

(

[0,∞),+
)

and T : S → L (E) is a bounded and strongly continuous represen-
tation – i.e., a bounded C0-semigroup – then poles of the resolvent of the generator of T
that are located in the imaginary axis do not, in general, translate to poles in the sense
of Definition 2.17; see Remark 3.20 below for details and for a counterexample. The sit-
uation is, however, better for C0-semigroups that are eventually norm continuous:

Example 2.18. Consider, as in Examples 2.12(i), a bounded strongly continuous rep-
resentation T : R≥0 → L (E) which is eventually norm continuous. Let σpole(A) denote
the set of poles of its generator A within the spectrum σ(A) and let σuni,pole(T ) denote
the set of poles of T within the unitary spectrum σuni(T ). Then σpole(A) ∩ iR is a
finite set by [EN00, Theorem II.4.18] and the poles in this set are of order one by the
boundedness of T and [EN00, Theorem IV.3.6].

We use the same notation as in Examples 2.12(i): for every r ∈ iR let the unitary
semigroup character χr ∈ S∗,uni be defined by χr(t) = exp(rt) for all t ≥ 0. Then the
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map

σpole(A) ∩ iR → σuni,pole(T ), r 7→ χr

is a bijection. To see this, use the homeomorphism from Examples 2.12(i) and the
spectral decomposition of the generator and the semigroup (see [Nag86, Section A-
III.3]). It follows from Example 2.15 that this bijection maps Riesz points to Riesz
points.

The following lemma is an immediate consequence of the compactness of the uni-
tary spectrum (Proposition 2.8) and the compatibility with sums of representations
(Lemma 2.13).

Lemma 2.19. Let E be a Banach space and let T : S → L (E) be a bounded represen-
tation. If a semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni is a pole of T , then either χ /∈ σuni(T ) or χ
is an isolated point of σuni(T ).

2.3. Representations on ultrapowers. In this section, we consider an important tool
for the spectral theory of representations: the ultrapower of a Banach space. We briefly
recall this construction (see for instance [Sch70, Paragraph V.1], [Hei80], and [DJT95,
Chapter 8] for more details).

For a non-empty set J fix an ultrafilter p on J . Furthermore, denote by ℓ∞(J,E) the
set of all bounded functions from J to E. The set

c0,p :=
{

(xj)j∈J ∈ ℓ∞(J,E) | lim
p

‖xj‖ = 0
}

of all functions from J to E which converge to zero along p, is a closed subspace of
ℓ∞(J,E). Therefore, the quotient space

Ep := ℓ∞(J,E)/c0,p

equipped with the quotient norm is a Banach space, which is called the ultrapower of E
along p. We introduce the following notation.

(i) For every element (xj)j∈J ∈ ℓ∞(J,E) we denote the corresponding equivalence
class in Ep by (xj)

p
j∈J . Then ‖(xj)

p
j∈J‖ = limp ‖xj‖ for every (xj)j∈J ∈ ℓ∞(J,E).

(ii) We write xp for the equivalence class which contains the constant net (x)j∈J for
x ∈ E and observe that E → Ep, x 7→ xp is a linear isometry.

(iii) For every R ∈ L (E) we obtain a bounded operator Rp ∈ L (Ep) by setting
Rp(xj)

p
j∈J := (Rxj)

p
j∈J for every (xj)

p
j∈J ∈ Ep. The map L (E) → L (Ep), R 7→

Rp is then an isometric unital algebra homomorphism.

(iv) For every representation T : S → L (E) we write T p : S → L (Ep) for the in-
duced representation on Ep defined by (T p)s := (Ts)

p for all s ∈ S.

We prove the following version of a result of Groh ([Gro83, Proposition 2.2]; see also
[Wol84, Proposition 5.2]) for bounded group representations.
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Theorem 2.20. Let E be a Banach space. For a bounded representation T : S → L (E)
and a semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni the following assertions are equivalent:

(a) χ is a Riesz point of T .

(b) dimker(χ− T p) <∞ for each set J 6= ∅ and each ultrafilter p on J .

If (a) and (b) hold, then ker(χ − T p) = {xp | x ∈ ker(χ − T )} for each ultrafilter p on
each set J 6= ∅.

To prepare the proof we first show several auxiliary results.

Lemma 2.21. Let p be an ultrafilter on a set J 6= ∅. Let E be a Banach space and
T : S → L (E) be a bounded representation. If a semigroup character χ ∈ S∗,uni is a
pole of T , then ker(χ− T p) = (ker(χ− T ))p.

Proof. By the definition of a pole of T (Definition 2.17) there exists a projection P ∈
L (E) onto ker(χ− T ) such that PTs = TsP for all s ∈ S and χ /∈ σuni(T |ker(P )).

The inclusion (ker(χ − T ))p ⊆ ker(χ − T p) is straightforward. To prove the converse
inclusion, take (xj)j∈J ∈ ℓ∞(J,E) with (xj)

p
j∈J ∈ ker(χ− T p). We define yj := (IdE −

P )xj for every j ∈ J . If limp ‖yj‖ = 0, then (xj)
p
j∈J ∈ (ker(χ−T ))p as desired. However,

if limp ‖yj‖ > 0, then χ ∈ σuni(T |ker(P )) since

lim
p

‖(T |kern(P ))syj − χ(s)yj‖ ≤ ‖IdE − P‖ · lim
p

‖Tsxj − χ(s)xj‖ = 0.

This contradicts the assumption that χ is a pole of T . �

Lemma 2.22. Let E be a Banach space and T : S → L (E) a bounded representation
with dimfix(T ) < ∞. Then there is a projection P ∈ L (E) onto fix(T ) that satisfies
PTs = TsP = P for all s ∈ S.

Proof. Pick a basis x1, . . . , xn of fix(T ). By the Hahn-Banach theorem we find x′1, . . . , x
′
n ∈

E′ with x′k(xℓ) = δkℓ for all k, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now take an ergodic net (Aj)j∈J for T ′

(see Lemma 2.4). For every k ∈ {1, . . . , n} the net (Ajx
′
k)j∈J is bounded and thus has,

by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, a subnet that is weak* convergent to a point y′k ∈ E′.
The map

P : E → fix(T ), x 7→
n
∑

k=1

〈y′k, x〉xk

is a bounded projection with range fix(T ) and thus satisfies TsP = P for every s ∈ S.
Since (Aj)j∈J is an ergodic net, one can readily check that y′k ∈ fix(T ′) for every k ∈
{1, . . . , n}. Hence, one also has PTs = P for every s ∈ S. �
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Lemma 2.23. Let (xj)j∈J be a net in a complete metric space (X, d) and assume that
for every ε > 0 there is a non-empty finite subset F ⊆ X and an index j0 ∈ J such that

min
x∈F

d(xj , x) ≤ ε for every j ≥ j0.

Then (xj)j∈J has a subnet that converges in X.

Proof. After passing to a subnet we may assume that (xj)j∈J is a universal net, which
means that for every subset A ⊆ X the net (xj)j∈J is eventually contained in A or is
eventually contained in X \ A. Now take ε > 0. We choose F ⊆ E finite and j0 ∈ J
with

xj ∈
⋃

x∈F

{y ∈ X | d(x, y) ≤ ε} for every j ≥ j0.

Since (xj)j∈J is universal, we then find x ∈ F and j1 ∈ I such that d(xj , x) ≤ ε for all
j ≥ j1 and hence d(xj , xk) ≤ 2ε for all j, k ≥ j1. This shows that (xj)j∈J is a Cauchy
net and thus converges in X. �

Lemma 2.24. Let E be a Banach space and let T : S → L (E) be a bounded represen-
tation, let 1S ∈ σuni(T ), and let (xj)j∈J be an approximate eigenvector of T for 1S.
Let p be an ultrafilter on J that contains all the tails {j ∈ J | j ≥ j0} for j0 ∈ J . If
dimfix(T p) <∞, then (xj)j∈J has a subnet that converges to a point in fix(T ).

Proof. Let (xj)j∈J be an approximate eigenvector of T for the spectral element 1S . If
(xj)j∈J has a convergent subnet, then the limit is clearly in fix(T ), so assume now for
a contradiction that (xj)j∈J does not have a convergent subnet. By Lemma 2.23 we
then find an ε > 0 such that for every non-empty finite subset F ⊆ E and every j0 ∈ J
there is some j ≥ j0 that satisfies minx∈F ‖xj − x‖ ≥ ε. Now we recursively construct a
sequence (xn)n∈N = ((xnj )j∈J)n∈N in ℓ∞(J,E) that satisfies the following properties:

(i) (xn)p ∈ fix(T p) with ‖(xn)p‖ = 1 for every n ∈ N;

(ii) ‖(xn)p − (xm)p‖ ≥ ε for all distinct m,n ∈ N.

As the unit sphere of the finite-dimensional space fix(T p) is totally bounded, this yields
the desired contradiction.

For n = 0 we take x0 := (xj)j∈J ; note that (x0)p ∈ fix(T p) by the choice of the
ultrafilter p. Now assume that x0, . . . , xn ∈ ℓ∞(J,E) have already been constructed for
some n ∈ N. For every j ∈ J we find some φ(j) ∈ J with φ(j) ≥ j such that

‖xφ(j) − xkj ‖ ≥ ε for every k ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Then, xn+1 := (xϕ(j))j∈J is a subnet of (xj)j∈J and thus also an approximate eigenvector

for T with respect to 1S. Hence, (xn+1)p ∈ fix(T p) by the choice of the ultrafilter p.
Moreover, one clearly has ‖(xn+1)p‖ = 1. For all k ∈ {1, . . . , n} the construction of xn+1

gives ‖xn+1
j − xkj ‖ ≥ ε for all j ∈ J and thus ‖(xn+1)p − (xk)p‖ ≥ ε. �

We finally prove Theorem 2.20.
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Proof of Theorem 2.20. Since ker(χ− T ) = fix(χT ), Lemma 2.13(iii) shows that is suf-
fices to prove the result for χ = 1S.

(a)⇒(b): Let 1S be a Riesz point of T , let J 6= ∅, and let p be an ultrafilter on J . Since
1S is a pole, Lemma 2.21 gives fix(T p) = fix(T )p. As fix(T ) is finite-dimensional, it is
isomorphic to fix(T )p and thus, the latter space is finite-dimensional, too.

(b)⇒(a): Assumption (b) implies, in particular, that fix(T ) is finite-dimensional. By
Lemma 2.22 we thus find a projection P ∈ L (E) onto fix(T ) satisfying PTs = TsP = P
for all s ∈ S. We show that 1S /∈ σuni(T |ker(P )) which proves that 1S is a Riesz point of
T .

Assuming the contrary, we find an approximate eigenvector (xj)j∈JS of T |ker(P ) with
respect to 1S . Let p be an ultrafilter on J that contains all the tails {j ∈ J | j ≥ j0} for
j0 ∈ J . Since dimfix(T p) < ∞ according to (b), Lemma 2.24 shows that (xj)j∈J has a
subnet that converges to a point x ∈ ker(P ) ∩ fix(T ). Clearly, x 6= 0, which contradicts
the properties of P . �

3. Uniform ergodic theorems

Now we apply the techniques developed so far to generalize classical uniform ergodic the-
orems for power-bounded operators to bounded repesentations of abelian semigroups.

3.1. Uniformly mean ergodic representations. We start with the concept of uni-
formly mean ergodic semigroups, which is discussed in detail in [DNP87, Chapter W],
[EN00, Section V.4] and [Kre85, Paragraph 2.2]).

Definition 3.1. Let E be a Banach space. A bounded representation T : S → L (E) is
uniformly mean ergodic if the operator norm closed convex hull coT (S) ⊆ L (E) has a
zero element P , meaning that RP = PR = P for every R ∈ coT (S). In this case the
zero element P (which is clearly unique) is called the mean ergodic projection of T .

In the case where S =
(

[0,∞),+
)

and T : S → L (E) is a C0-semigroup, one has to be
extremely careful not to confuse uniform mean ergodicity as given by Definition 3.1 with
the common definition of uniform mean ergodicity in C0-semigroup theory; we discuss
this distinction in detail in Remark 3.20 below.

For S = (N,+) and (T s
1 )s∈N though, there is no such problem and uniform mean er-

godicity as defined in Definition 3.1 can be checked to be equivalent to the common
definition that the Cesàro means 1

n

∑n−1
k=0 T

k
1 converge with respect to the operator norm

as n→ ∞.

Lemma 3.2. Let E be a Banach space and let T : S → L (E) be a bounded representa-
tion. If T is uniformly mean ergodic, then its mean ergodic projection P is a projection
onto the fixed space of T .
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Proof. Since P is a zero element of coT (S), we have P 2 = P . Moreover, TsP = P for
all s ∈ S implies that rg(P ) ⊆ fix(T ) and conversely, P ∈ coT (S) implies fix(T ) ⊆
rg(P ). �

The following result provides several characterizations of uniformly mean ergodic rep-
resentations; we refer to [DNP87, Theorem W.3] and [Kre85, Paragraph 2.2] for similar
characterizations in the case of single operators. For a Banach space E, a representation
T : S → L (E), and a semigroup character χ ∈ S∗ we write

rg(χ− T ) :=
∑

s∈S

rg(χ(s)− Ts),

where the sum denotes the subspace that consist of all finite sums of elements of the
spaces rg(χ(s)− Ts) for s ∈ S.

Theorem 3.3. Let E be a Banach space. For a bounded representation T : S → L (E)
the following conditions are equivalent.

(a) T is uniformly mean ergodic.

(b) There exists an ergodic net for T that converges in operator norm.

(c) Every ergodic net for T converges in operator norm.

(d) The semigroup character 1S ∈ S∗,uni is a pole of T .

(e) rg(1S − T ) is closed in E and there are s1, . . . , sn ∈ S such that

rg(1S − T ) =

n
∑

k=1

rg(1− Tsk)

If the equivalent conditions (a)–(e) are satisfied, then the following assertions hold.

(i) Every ergodic net for T converges in operator norm to the mean ergodic projec-
tion.

(ii) The projection P ∈ L (E) that exists according to Definition 2.17 since 1S ∈
S∗,uni is a pole, is uniquely determined and coincides with the mean ergodic
projection.

(iii) The space E can be decomposed as E = fixT ⊕ rg(1S − T ).

For the proof we use the following lemma which is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.3(c).

Lemma 3.4. Let E be a Banach space, let T : S → L (E) be a bounded representation,
and assume that 1S /∈ σuni(T ). Then there are s1, . . . , sn ∈ S with

E =
n
∑

k=1

rg(1− Tsk).
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. The equivalence of assertions (a), (b) and (c) is already known
(see, e.g., [Kre85, Theorem 2.2]), but we include short arguments for them for the
reader’s convenience.

(c)⇒(b): This implication holds since there exists an ergodic net for T according to
Lemma 2.4.

(b)⇒(a): This follows from the fact that the limit of a convergent ergodic net is a zero
element for coT (S), which is easy to check.

(a)⇒(c): Let P ∈ coT (S) be the mean ergodic projection and assume that (Cj)j∈J is
an ergodic net for T . Since limj(1− Ts)Cj → 0 for every s ∈ S, we also obtain limj(1−
R)Cj = 0 for every R ∈ coT (S) by approximation. In particular, limj(1 − P )Cj = 0.
On the other hand, PCj = P for every j ∈ J , and thus limj Cj = P .

(a)⇒(d): Let T be uniformly mean ergodic with mean ergodic projection P ∈ coT (S).
We show that 1S /∈ σuni(T |ker(P )) which implies that 1S is a pole of T . Assume con-
versely that 1S ∈ σ(T |ker(P )). According to Proposition 2.8 we can thus find an algebra
character ψ ∈ ΓA(T |ker(P )(S)) that satisfies ψ(Ts|ker(P )) = 1 for all s ∈ S. Then also

ψ(R|ker(P )) = 1 for every R ∈ coT (S), hence ψ(0ker(P )) = ψ(P |ker(P )) = 1, a contradic-
tion.

(d)⇒(e): Let 1S ∈ S∗,uni be a pole of T , which means that there exists a projection
P ∈ L (E) onto fix(T ) that satisfies PTs = TsP for all s ∈ S and 1S /∈ σuni(T |ker(P )).

By Lemma 3.4 we then find s1, . . . , sn ∈ S with ker(P ) ⊆
∑n

k=1 rg(1−Tsk) ⊆ rg(1S−T ).
On the other hand, we have

P (1− Ts) = P − PTs = 0

for each s ∈ S, hence rg(1S − T ) ⊆ ker(P ). Consequently, ker(P ) = rg(1S − T ) =
∑n

k=1 rg(1− Tsk). This shows (e) since kerP is closed.

(e)⇒(c): Assume that E0 := rg(1S −T ) is closed and that there are s1, . . . , sn ∈ S with
E0 =

∑n
k=1 rg(1 − Tsk). Let (Cj)j∈J be an ergodic net for T . The surjective bounded

linear map

En → E0, (x1, . . . , xn) 7→
n
∑

k=1

(1− Tsk)xj

is open by the open mapping theorem where the norm on En is given by ‖(x1, . . . , xn)‖ :=
maxj=1,...,n ‖xj‖ for (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ En. Thus, we can choose c > 0 such that for every
y ∈ E0 of norm ‖y‖ ≤ 1 we find (x1, . . . , xn) such that y =

∑n
k=1(1 − Tsk)xk and

maxk=1,...,n ‖xk‖ ≤ c. For each such y this gives

‖Cjy‖ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n
∑

k=1

Cj(1− Tsk)xk

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ cn max
k=1,...,n

‖Cj(1− Tsk)‖

for every j ∈ J . Thus, ‖Cj |E0‖ ≤ cnmaxk=1,...,n ‖Cj(1 − Tsk)‖ for each j ∈ J and
therefore limj Cj |E0 = 0. This implies that fix(T |E0) = 0 and, by the equivalence of (a)
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and (b), it also gives that the restricted representation T |E0 is uniformly mean ergodic.
Hence, we conclude from the implication “(a) ⇒ (d)” proved above that 1S /∈ σuni(T |E0).
Thus, using Proposition 2.3(b) we find operators R1, . . . , Rm ∈ A(T |E0(S)) ⊆ L (E0) as
well as s1, . . . , sm ∈ S such that

IdE0 =

m
∑

k=1

Rk(1− Tsk |E0).

Hence, the operator Q :=
∑m

k=1Rk(1 − Tsk) ∈ L (E) – which is well-defined and maps
into E0 as all the 1 − Tsk map into E0 – is a projection with range E0. For each j ∈ J
one has rg(1−Cj) ⊆ E0 since E0 is closed, and thus (1−Cj) = Q(1−Cj). This yields

Cj − (1−Q) = QCj =
m
∑

k=1

Rk(1− Tsk)Cj → 0.

so (c) holds.

Now assume that the equivalent conditions (a)–(e) hold. We prove (i), (ii) and (iii).

(i) : This follows from the proof of the implication “(a) ⇒ (c)” above.

(ii) and (iii) : Let P be as in Definition 2.17, i.e., P is a projection onto ker(1S − T ) =
fix(T ), it commutes with all the operators Ts for s ∈ S, and 1S 6∈ σuni(T |ker P ). The
proof of the implication “(d) ⇒ (e)” shows that kerP = rg(1S − T ), which proves (iii).

Now take an ergodic net (Cj)j∈J for T . Then each operator Cj acts as the identity
on fixT = rg(P ). On the other hand, the proof of the implication “(e) ⇒ (c)” shows
that (Cj)j∈J converges to 0 in operator norm on rg(1S − T ) = kerP . Hence, (Cj)j∈J
converges in operator norm to P . But we already know from (i) that (Cj)j∈J converges
to the mean ergodic projection. �

Corollary 3.5. Let E be a Banach space and let T : S → L (E) be a bounded repre-
sentation. If (Ts)s∈S converges in operator norm to a an operator P ∈ L (E), then T
is uniformly mean ergodic, P is the mean ergodic projection of T , and every ergodic net
for T converges in operator norm to P .

Proof. It is easy to check that P is a projection and that PTs = TsP = P for all s ∈ S.
This implies that the assumptions of Definition 3.1 are satisfied, i.e., T is uniformly
mean ergodic with mean ergodic projection P . Theorem 3.3(i) thus gives that every
ergodic net for T converges in operator norm to P . �

The following example shows that in the situation of Theorem 3.3 the condition that
rg(1S − T ) is closed does not imply uniform mean ergodicity of T – so the second part
of condition (e) cannot be dropped.

Example 3.6. Consider an uncountable set X and the set Pcoc(X) of all cocountable
subsets of X. Equipped with intersection, this becomes an abelian semigroup. Now
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consider the Banach space ℓ1(X) of all absolutely summable sequences indexed over
X. For every M ∈ Pcoc(X) we consider the multiplication operator TM ∈ L (ℓ1(X))
defined by TMa := 1Ma for all a ∈ ℓ1(X). Then Pcoc(X) → L (ℓ1(X)), M 7→ TM
is a bounded representation of Pcoc(X). Moreover, rg(1S − T ) = ℓ1(X) since every
a ∈ ℓ1(X) vanishes outside of a countable subset of X. In particular, rg(1S − T ) is
closed. However,

∑n
k=1 rg(1 − TMk

) 6= ℓ1(X) for all M1, . . . ,Mn ∈ Pcoc(X) since X is
uncountable.

3.2. Totally uniformly mean ergodic representations. For a power-bounded oper-
ator R ∈ L (E) it is known that T is uniformly almost periodic, i.e., the set {Rn | n ∈ N}
is a relatively compact subset of L (E), if and only if T is totally uniformly mean er-
godic, i.e., all rotated operators λT for λ ∈ T are uniformly mean ergodic (see [DG21,
Lemma 2.12 and Proposition 2.13]). In Theorem 3.9 below we generalize this result to
bounded representations of abelian semigroups.

Definition 3.7. Let E be a Banach space. A bounded representation T : S → L (E)
is called totally uniformly mean ergodic if χT is uniformly mean ergodic for every χ ∈
S∗,uni.

In general we cannot expect that a uniformly mean ergodic representation T : S → L (E)
of an abelian semigroup S has a relatively compact range. Instead we use the semigroup
at infinity. This notion was introduced in [GH19] for the strong operator topology. In
[DG21] the same concept was studied for the operator norm topology, in which case it
is defined as follows.

Definition 3.8. Let E be a Banach space and let T : S → L (E) be a represenation.

T∞ :=
⋂

s0∈S

{Ts | s ≥ s0},

where the closure in taken in the operator norm, is called the semigroup at infinity of
T .

One can check that the semigroup at infinity consists precisely of the limits of all conver-
gent subnets of (Ts)s∈S. It is easy to see that the semigroup at infinity is a subsemigroup
of the multiplicative semigroup L (E).

We will also use the notion of a semigroup ideal in the next theorem. Recall here that
a subset I of a commutative semigroup (C,+) is called an ideal if I is non-empty and
satisfies c+ d ∈ I for all c ∈ C and d ∈ I.

Theorem 3.9. Let E be a Banach space. For a bounded representation T : S → L (E)
the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) The semigroup at infinity T∞ of T is non-empty and operator norm compact.

(b) Every subnet of (Ts)s∈S has a subnet that converges in operator norm.
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(c) The semigroup T (S) contains an ideal that is compact in operator norm.

(d) There exists a non-empty set C ⊆ L (E) that is relatively compact in operator

norm and that satisfies dist(Ts, C)
s
→ 0.

(e) The representation T is totally uniformly mean ergodic.

(f) The unitary spectrum σuni(T ) consists of poles of T .

(g) There exists a decomposition E = Er⊕Es of E into closed T -invariant subspaces
such that

• Er =
⊕n

k=1 ker(χk − T ) for some χ1, . . . , χn ∈ S∗,uni, and

• the net
(

T |Es

)

s∈S
converges to 0 with respect to the operator norm.

Assertion (b) in the theorem can, alternatively, be formulated in terms of universal
nets, see [DG21, Proposition 2.8(iii)]; moreover, the assertion is equivalent to what is
called asymptotic compactness in [Hua95, Definition 3.2]. If S contains a majorizing
sequence, assertion (b) can also be formulated in terms of sequences, see [DG21, Propo-
sition 2.8(iv)]. In the case where S is cancellative, the equivalence of (b) and (f) in the
theorem is a special case of [Hua95, Proposition G].

Assertion (d) in the theorem is inspired by the notion of constrictive semigroups that can
be used to study the long-term behaviour of operator semigroups in the strong topology.
We refer to [Eme07, Section 1.3] for a detailed treatment of constrictive semigroups. It
is, however, worth pointing out explicitly that the fixed space of constrictive semigroups
is always finite-dimensional ([Eme07, Theorem 1.3.3]), while this need not be the case
if property (d) in Theorem 3.9 is satisfied (consider for instance the representation that
maps every s ∈ S to the identity operator on an infinite-dimensional space E).

Proof of Theorem 3.9. (a)⇔(b): This equivalence is proved in [DG21, Proposition 2.8(i)
and (ii)].

(a)⇒(c): It is straightforward to check that the set T∞, which is non-empty and compact

by (a), is an ideal in T (S).

(c)⇒(d): Assume that T (S) contains a compact ideal I and let R ∈ I. Fix ε > 0 and
set M := sups∈S‖Ts‖ < ∞. There exists an element s0 ∈ S such that ‖Ts0 − R‖ ≤ ε.
Hence, for every r ∈ S one thus has ‖Ts0+r − RTr‖ ≤ Mε. Since I is an ideal, the
operator RTr is in I, so it follows that dist(Ts, I) ≤Mε for every s ≥ s0.

(d)⇒(b): Let C ⊆ L (E) be as in (d). After replacing C with its closure we may, and
shall, assume that C is closed in operator norm. Consider a subnet (Tsj )j∈J of (Ts)s∈S .
For every j ∈ J we can choose an element Cj ∈ C such that ‖Tj −Cj‖ ≤ 2 dist(Tsj , C);
this is clear if the distance of Tsj to C is non-zero and if the distance is 0, it follows from
the closedness of C. The net (Cj)j∈J in the compact set C has a convergent subnet
(Cjk)k∈K . Since dist(Tsj , C) → 0, we conclude that

(

Tsjk

)

k∈K
also converges.
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(a)⇒(e): Assume that (a) holds. We first show that T is uniformly mean ergodic.
As shown in [DG21, Theorem 2.4], it follows from (a) that there exists a projection
P∞ ∈ T∞ that commutes with all the operators Ts and that satisfies lims Ts|kerP∞

= 0
in operator norm. Take an ergodic net (Cj)j∈J of T . It follows from Corollary 3.5 that
limj Cj|kerP∞

= 0, so limj Cj(1 − P∞) = 0. On the other hand, the net
(

CjP∞

)

j∈J
is

contained in the compact ideal T∞ of the semigroup T (S) and thus has a convergent
subnet. Hence, (Cj)j∈J also has a convergent subnet. Since this subnet is an ergodic
net, too, it follows from Theorem 3.3(a) and (b) that T is uniformly mean ergodic.

Now let χ ∈ S∗,uni. By using the equivalence of (a) and (b) one easily checks that χT
also satisfies (a). Hence, as we have just shown, χT is uniformly mean ergodic, too.

(e)⇒(f): This implication follows from Lemma 2.13(iii) and Theorem 3.3(a) and (d).

(f)⇒(g): Assume that the unitary spectrum σuni(T ) consist of poles only. By Proposition 2.8,
σuni(T ) is compact, and each pole is isolated in it due to Lemma 2.19. Hence, σuni(T )
is finite. We write Pχ ∈ co(χT (S)) ⊆ A(T (S)) for the mean ergodic projection of χT
for all χ ∈ σuni(T ). Then,

ran(PχPτ ) = ran(PτPχ) ⊆ ker(χ− T ) ∩ ker(τ − T ) = {0}

for χ, τ ∈ σuni(T ) with χ 6= τ . Thus, we obtain a projection P :=
∑

χ∈σuni(T ) Pχ onto

Er :=
⊕

χ∈σuni(T ) ker(χ− T ) with PTs = TsP for all s ∈ S. Moreover, σuni(T |ker(P )) ⊆

σuni(T |ker(Pχ)) for every χ ∈ σuni(T ) by Lemma 2.13(i) and hence σuni(T |ker(P )) = ∅. By

Theorem 2.10 we obtain that 0 ∈ T |ker(P )(S), which proves (g) with Es := ker(P ).

(g)⇒(b): Consider a subnet (Tsj )j∈J . For each k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the representation T acts
on ker(χk − T ) as the multiplication with χk. Since T

n is compact, we conclude that
there exists a subnet of (Tsj )j∈J that converges on Er. Since the same subnet converges
to 0 on Es, assertion (b) holds. �

The equivalent assertions in Theorem 3.9 are very useful in the following sense: if the
semigroup at infinity T∞ is non-empty and compact – i.e., if the equivalent assertion (a)
is satisfied – one can use the results from [DG21, Sections 3 and 4] to derive sufficient
conditions for the operator norm convergence of the net (Ts)s∈S .

3.3. Quasi-compact representations. We now discuss quasi-compactness of semi-
group representations, a concept that is closely related to total uniform mean ergodicity.
We start with the following direct consequence of Theorem 2.10. Here, for a Banach
space E we write K (E) ⊆ L (E) for the closed ideal of compact operators on E.

Proposition 3.10. Let E a Banach space. Let T : S → L (E) be a bounded representa-
tion and T/K (E) : S → L (E)/K (E) the induced representation in L (E)/K (E). Then
the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) σuni(T/K (E)) = ∅.
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(b) There is s ∈ S and K ∈ K (E) with ‖Ts −K‖ < 1.

Definition 3.11. Let E be a Banach space. A bounded representation T : S → L (E)
is quasi-compact if it satisfies the equivalent conditions of Proposition 3.10.

Quasi-compact operators are discussed, e.g., in [DS66, Section VIII.8] and [DNP87,
Chapter W], and quasi-compact strongly continuous one-parameter semigroups in [EN00,
Section V.3]. Quasi-compact representation of abelian semigroups have already been
studied in [DG21, Subsection 2.4]. We prove the following spectral characterization; see
[DNP87, Theorem W.10] for a similar result for powers of a single operator.

Theorem 3.12. Let E be a Banach space. For a bounded representation T : S → L (E)
the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) T is quasi-compact.

(b) σuni(T ) consists of Riesz points.

Theorem 3.12 and Theorem 3.9(e) and (f) readily give the following consequence.

Corollary 3.13. Let E be a Banach space. Every bounded and quasi-compact represen-
tation T : S → L (E) is totally uniformly mean ergodic with dimker(χ− T ) <∞ for all
χ ∈ σuni(S).

For the proof of Theorem 3.12 we again need some auxiliary results.

Lemma 3.14. Let E be a Banach space. For every quasi-compact bounded representa-
tion T : S → L (E) and χ ∈ S∗,uni we have dimker(χ− T ) <∞.

Proof. There is some s ∈ S such that Ts ∈ L (E) is a quasi-compact operator. Hence,
dimker(λ−T ) <∞ for every λ ∈ T (see [DS66, Lemma VIII.8.2] or [DNP87, Lemma W.7]).
Since ker(χ− T ) ⊆ ker(χ(s)− Ts) for every χ ∈ S∗,uni, we obtain the claim. �

Lemma 3.15. Let E a Banach space, J 6= ∅ a set and p an ultrafilter on J . IfK ∈ L (E)
is compact, then Kp ∈ L (Ep) is compact, too.

Proof. We write ι : E → Ep for the canonical embedding, B for the open unit ball in E,
and Bp for the open unit ball in Ep. We claim that the compact operator K satisfies

KpBp ⊆ ι
(

KB
)

.

This shows that KpBp is relatively compact in Ep, and hence Kp is compact.

So take a family (xj)j∈J ∈ ℓ∞(J,E) with (xj)
p
j∈J ∈ Bp. By definition of the quotient

norm on Ep we may assume that ‖(xj)j∈J‖ < 1. By compactness of K, the limit

y := limj→pKxj exists in KB. Therefore, Kp(xj)
p
j∈J = yp = ι(y). This shows the

claimed inclusion. �
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Proof of Theorem 3.12. (b)⇒(a): Assume first that (b) holds. Take the decomposition
E = Er⊕Es from Theorem 3.9(g). Then Er is finite dimensional. Let P ∈ L (E) denote
the projection onto Er along Es. Then the net (Ts(1−P ))s∈S converges to 0 in operator
norm. Since P has finite rank the operator TsP compact for each s, which proves (a).

(a)⇒(b): Assume that T is quasi-compact and consider a non-empty set J and an
ultrafilter p on J . By Lemma 3.15 the representation T p : S → L (Ep) is also quasi-
compact and hence dimker(χ−T p) <∞ for every χ ∈ S∗,uni by Lemma 3.14. But then
Theorem 2.20 implies that σuni(T ) consists of Riesz points. �

3.4. The Niiro–Sawashima Theorem for representations. In this last subsection
we focus on representations as positive operators on Banach lattices. For the theory of
Banach lattices and positive operators we refer for instance to the classical monographs
[MN91, Sch70] and, for a more introductory treatment, to [Zaa97]. A result of Lotz
and Schaefer (see [LS68, Theorem 2] or [Sch70, Theorem V.5.5]), based on ealier work
by Niiro and Sawashima [NS66, Main Theorem and Theorem 9.2], asserts the following
for a positive operator T ∈ L (E) on a Banach lattice E with spectral radius 1 and
finite-dimensional spectral space for the spectral value 1s: if 1 is a pole of the resolvent
of T , then all spectral values of modulus 1 are also poles. This was used by Lin to
prove the following [Lin78, Theorem 1]: if a positive operator T on a Banach lattice
is power-bounded – or, more generally, satisfies ‖T n‖ /n → 0 as n → ∞, – then T is
quasi-compact if and only if the Cesàro means of its powers converge in operator norm
to a finite-rank projection.

In Theorem 3.19 we prove an analogue of those results for a positive bounded represen-
tation T : S → L (E) on a Banach lattice E, where positive means that Ts ∈ L (E) is a
positive operator for every s ∈ S. The following proposition is a key ingredient towards
the theorem.

Since we deal exclusively with complex Banach spaces throughout the article, all Banach
lattices in the sequel are complex, too.

Proposition 3.16. Let E be a Banach lattice and let T : S → L (E) be a representation
which is bounded, positive, and uniformly mean ergodic, and satisfies dimfix(T ) < ∞.
Then

dimker(χ− T ) ≤ dimfix(T )

for every χ ∈ S∗,uni.

The proof of the proposition uses the following two lemmas. The first one, Lemma 3.17,
is a classical auxiliary result in Perron–Frobenius theory and its proof can be found in
[Nag86, Lemma C-III-3.11].

Lemma 3.17. Let E be a Banach lattice and M and L be two vector subspaces of E.
Assume that f ∈M implies |f | ∈ L. Then dimM ≤ dimL.
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The second result, Lemma 3.18, follows – in case of a single operator – from a decom-
position theorem due to Bihlmaier (see [Bih23, Theorem 3.1]). We use similar methods
to prove a general version for semigroups here.

Lemma 3.18. Let E be a Banach lattice and let T : S → L (E) be a positive and
bounded representation. Then there is an invariant closed linear subspace F ⊆ E′ for
the dual representation T ′ : S → L (E′) and a norm ‖ · ‖F on F equivalent to the norm
induced by E′ such that

(i) F is a Banach lattice with the order inherited from E and the norm ‖ · ‖F ,

(ii) ker(χ− T ′) ⊆ F for every χ ∈ S∗,uni, and

(iii) T ′|F is a bounded representation of lattice isomorphisms.

Proof. Let S ⊆ L (E′) be the closure of T ′(S) with respect to the weak* operator
topology, i.e., the locally convex topology generated by the seminorms

px′,x : L (E′) → R≥0, 〈Rx′, x〉

for x′ ∈ E′ and x ∈ E. Equipped with the weak* operator topology, S is compact (by
the Banach–Alaoglu theorem) and a semigroup with respect to composition of operators
which is right topological, i.e., the multiplication from the right

S → S, Q 7→ QR

is continuous for each R ∈ S. Moreover, all elements of S commute with each T ′
s for

s ∈ S. All those properties are straightforward to check; we refer for instance to [Wit64],
[Kö94], [Kö95], [Rom11], [Rom16], [Kre18], and [Bih23] for more details as well as for
applications of this construction. Note further that in our situation S consists of positive
operators on E′.

By the general structure theory of compact right topological semigroups (see, e.g.,
[BJM89, Theorem 3.11]), S has a minimal idempotent P ∈ S, i.e., P 2 = P and PSP is
a group with neutral element P . In particular, P is a projection commuting with every
T ′
s for s ∈ S, and thus its range F := ran(P ) is invariant with respect to T ′. Let us show

that F satisfies the properties (i)–(iii).

(i) Since P is a positive projection, its range F is a vector lattice with respect to the order
inherited from E (but not necessarily with the same lattice operations) and there exists
an equivalent norm on F that turns F into a Banach lattice; see [Sch70, Proposition
III.11.5].

(ii) Let χ ∈ S∗,uni and x′ ∈ ker(χ− T ′). Since P is in the closure of T ′(S) with respect
to the weak* operator topology, Px′ = λx′ for some λ ∈ T. But – as P is a projection
– we have λ = 1, hence x′ ∈ ran(P ) = F .

(iii) Let s ∈ S. The operator T ′
sP = PT ′

sP has an inverse R in the group PSP . The
operator R maps F = ran(P ) into itself and satisfies RT ′

sP = T ′
sRP = P . Thus, the
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restriction R|F is an inverse for the restriction Ts|F . Since R is positive, Ts|F is a lattice
isomorphism. This implies (iii). �

Proof of Proposition 3.16. We first assume that Ts ∈ L (E) is a lattice homomorphism
for every s ∈ S. So take χ ∈ S∗,uni and x ∈ ker(χ− T ). Then,

Ts|x| = |Tsx| = |χ(s)x| = |x|

for every s ∈ S, i.e., |x| ∈ fix(T ). Thus, Lemma 3.17 yields the claim.

Now consider the general case. Since L (E) → L (E′), R 7→ R′ is an isometric unital
algebra anti-homomorphism (i.e., it interchanges the order of multiplication) und maps
coT (S) to coT ′(S), we obtain that the dual representation T ′ : S → L (E′), and then
also the bidual representation T ′′ : S → L (E′′), is uniformly mean ergodic. In particular,
by [EFHN15, Theorem 8.36], we obtain that fix(T ) separates fix(T ′), and that fix(T ′)
separates fix(T ′′). This implies dimfix(T ) = dimfix(T ′′). In view of the canonical
embedding j : E → E′′ of E into its bidual E′′, we only need to show that dimker(χ −
T ′′) ≤ dimfix(T ′′). By using Lemma 3.18 one sees that this estimate follows from the
special case for representations consisting of lattice homomorphisms that we considered
at the beginning of the proof. �

Proposition 3.16 allows us to deduce the following version of the Niiro-Sawashima the-
orem.

Theorem 3.19. Let E be a Banach lattice. For a positive bounded representation
T : S → L (E) the following assertions are equivalent.

(a) T is quasi-compact.

(b) T is uniformly mean ergodic with dimfix(T ) <∞.

(c) The semigroup character 1S ∈ S∗,uni is a Riesz point of T .

Proof. (a)⇒(b): This implication follows from Corollary 3.13.

(b)⇒(c): This implication follows from Theorem 3.3(a) and (d).

(c)⇒(a): Assume that 1S is a Riesz point of T . Let J be a non-empty set and p and
ultrafilter on J . Then the fixed space fix(T p) is finite dimensional by Theorem 2.20.
Moreover, since L (E) → L (Ep), T 7→ T p is an isometric unitial algebra homomor-
phism mapping coT (S) to coT p(S), the representation T p is uniformly mean ergodic.
Therefore, Proposition 3.16 implies that dimker(χ− T p) <∞ for every χ ∈ S∗,uni. Us-
ing again Theorem 2.20, we conclude that every χ ∈ σuni(T ) is a Riesz point of T . By
Theorem 3.12 this implies that the representation T is quasi-compact. �

Remark 3.20. Consider the special case S =
(

[0,∞),+
)

and let T : [0,∞) → L (E)
be a bounded and strongly continuous representation on a Banach space E. In other
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words, T is a bounded C0-semigroup. In C0-semigroup theory, uniform mean ergodicity
of T usually means that the Cesàro means

Ct :=
1

t

∫ t

0
Ts ds,

where the integral is defined in the strong sense, converge with respect to the operator
norm as t → ∞. This property is satisfied if and only if the range of the generator A
of T is closed if and only if the number 0 is a pole of order ≤ 1 of the resolvent of A
[EN00, Theorem V.4.10].

Despite the apparent similarity of these equivalences with the equivalences in Theo-
rem 3.3, one has to beware that the C0-semigroup notion of uniform mean ergodicity is
not equivalent to the notion of uniform mean ergodicity from Definition 3.1. The reason
is that, in Definition 3.1, the mean ergodic projection P is assumed to be from the
operator norm closure of the convex hull of T (S). However, while the Cesàro means Ct

converge in operator norm to a projection, the Ct themselves are only from the closure
of T (S) in the strong operator topology, in general, since they are given by integrals
that are defined strongly (i.e., pointwise).

As a concrete example, let E = Lp(T) for any p ∈ [1,∞) and let T be the rotation
semigroup in E, i.e., Tsf = f(eis · ) for each s ∈ [0,∞) and all f ∈ Lp(T). Then 0 is a
first-order pole of the resolvent of the generator, so T is uniformly mean ergodic in the
sense of C0-semigroup theory. Moreover, the fixed space of T consists of the constant
functions only and is thus one-dimensional. However, T is clearly not quasi-compact.
Hence, the Niiro–Sawashima type Theorem 3.19 shows that T is not uniformly mean
ergodic in the sense of Definition 3.1. This also demonstrates that poles of the resolvent
of the generator do not, in general, translate to poles in the sense of Definition 2.17.

It is worthwhile pointing out, though, that there is also a classical Niiro–Sawashima type
theorem for generators of positive C0-semigroups [Nag86, Theorem C-III-3.14]: if T is
a positive C0-semigroup on a Banach lattice with generator A and with, say, spectral
bound 0, and 0 is a pole of the resolvent, then all other spectral values of A on the
imaginary axis iR are poles of the resolvent, too.
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