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ALMOST AUTOMORPHIC HYPERFUNCTIONS
CHIKH BOUZAR AND AMEL BOUDELLAL

ABSTRACT. Almost automorphy in the context of hyperfunctions is the main aim
of this work. We give different equivalent definitions of almost automorphic hyper-
functions and then we study this class of hyperfunctions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Almost automorphy is due to S. Bochner, it appeared for the first time in [I], a
study of almost automorphic classical functions is tackled in his papers [2],[3],[4],
where some of their main properties are given. A more general study of almost
automorphy is done in [24]. An example of an almost automorphic function which is
not almost periodic is given in [25], which is a confirmation that almost automorphy
is more general than almost periodicity studied by H. Bohr, see [5].

Almost automorphy in the framework of Sobolev-Schwartz distributions has been
tackled in the paper [7], where the problem of existence of distributional almost
automorphic solutions of linear differential equations is considered. The class of al-
most automorphic distributions extends almost periodic distributions introduced and
studied by L. Schwartz in [23] to generalize the Stepanoff almost periodic functions
[21]. In the same way as the papers [0],[7] the work [I5] deals with almost auto-
morphic non quasi-analytic ultradistributions extending the almost periodicity for
ultradistributions, the subject of the work [I1], where an application to the Dirichlet
problem is done. It is worth noting that concept of ultradistributions is strictly larger
than the one of Sobolev-Schwartz distributions, see [14].

Hyperfunctions of M. Sato [19],[20], extend the concepts of classical functions, dis-
tributions and ultradistributions. They are important tools in the study of ordinary
and partial differential equations. Fourier hyperfunctions are the subject of the paper
[13]. Almost periodic Fourier hyperfunctions, using the approach to hyperfunctions
proposed by T. Matsuzawa in [16],[17],[I8], are the subject of the work [9].

The main aim of this work is to introduce and to study almost automorphy in the
context of Fourier hyperfunctions. In a forthcoming work, the existence of almost
automorphic hyperfunction solutions of some functional-differential equations will be

considered.
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The paper is organised as follows : in the second section we first recall the definition
and some properties of almost automorphic classical functions, and also the function
space DE,}, then we introduce the space of real analytic almost automorphic functions
and give their main properties. In the third section, we recall the space of test
functions for Fourier hyperfunctions, the space of LP-hyperfunctions and we show
some of their important results, see [9],[10],[12],[22]. In the last section, we introduce
almost automorphic hyperfunctions by proving a principal theorem characterising
the concept of almost automoprphy in the context of hyperfunctions, and then a
study of their properties is given.

2. REAL ANALYTIC ALMOST AUTOMORPHIC FUNCTIONS

We consider complex valued functions defined on the whole space of real numbers
R. Let C, denotes the space of continuous bounded functions on R endowed with
the norm ||.||s of uniform convergence on R. It is well-known that (Cy, ||.||s) is &
Banach algebra.

Definition 1. (Bochner [2]) A complez-valued function f defined and continuous
on R is called almost automorphic, if for any real sequence (Spy)men C R, one can
extract a subsequence (Sm, )r such that

(1) g(z) = klir}rq f(x+ Sm,) is well-defined for every z € R,
— 400

and

(2) lim g(x — spm,) = f(z) for every ze€R
k—+o0

The space of almost automorphic functions on R is denoted by Cqq.

Remark 2. The function g in the above definition is not necessarily continuous but
it 1s measurable and bounded, so locally integrable.

Remark 3. In [3] is proved that a continuous function f is almost automorphic if
and only if for any sequence of real numbers (s,,) one can extract a subsequence
(8my ), such that

meN

lim lm f (24 Sm, — Sm,) = f(x),Vz €R

l—+00 k—+00

For the following results see [2],[4],[7],[24].

Proposition 4. (1) The space Cuq is a Banach subalgebra of C, invariant by
translations.
(2) If f € Coa and g € LY, then the convolution f * g € Cuq.
(8) Let f € Cuq, if [ exists and is uniformly continuous, then f' € Cqy,.
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(4) A primitive of an almost automorphic function is almost automorphic if and
only if it is bounded.

For more details on the following spaces and their properties see [10, 22]. Let
p € [1,+00], and define

@],
hij!

1 e}
Dip},h:{‘P € O :lell = sup <oo},h>0,
JELL
then (Dﬁh’ H‘HLP,h) is a Banach space. The space DEJ}ZZU;»O DEJ}JL endowed with

the topology of inductive limit of the Banach spaces (DE,}O}L is a (DF)-space.
’ >0

Definition 5. The space of real analytic almost automorphic functions on R is de-
noted and defined by

BlY = {feC®R):VjeZ, fV e Ch and Fh > 0,3C > 0,Yj € Zy, | fD||oc < CHj1}
Proposition 6. Let f € C™, the following statements are equivalent
(1) f e BLY.
(2) f€CwunDiL. )
(3) For every sequence (pm),,en C R, there exist a subsequence (py,, ), and f €
Diﬁ such that for every = € R, for every j € Z,, we have

3 FO@ = tm 9w+ pn) and lim D@ ) = 9 (@)

Proof. 1. = 2.is obvious.

2.= 3. Let f € CaaﬂDEi, then Vj € Z, ¥ (pm)men € R, 30m, )k C (Pm),y, 5 3(f,); C
L such that

Vr € R, kl_g[_loo f(]) (;(; + pmjvk) = f J (LL’) , lim fj (LL’ — pmjk) = f(]) (SL’)

Then V 2 € R,Ve > 0,3dn > 0,Vk € N,k > n,

have
5@ = |F @) =19 (4 o) + 19 (@ + )
< e+ |9
which gives that
(4) Hfj _<Cnj!
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For every n € Z,, there exists a subsequence (pmnk)k of the sequence (p,),, such
that
< ; €) - f .
Vi <n, kgrfoof (SL’ + pmn’k) fj(z) Vo eR,

this result is proved in [§]. The map k — my, ; is strictly increasing from N to N. The
sequence (pmk’k)k, which we denote by (pm, ), , is extracted from the subsequences
(/ijyk) .» J € Zy, which is in fact extracted from the sequence (py,),, . Consequently,

klirf D@+ pmy) = f () exists Vo € R, Vj € Z;
—400

With the same steps we have that
Jm f (@ = pm) = fU (@), Y €R, Vj € Zy

Let (0,),cn be a sequence of positive reals numbers converging to zero and consider

the sequence of functions (¢,x),, .o defined on R by the equality

f(-"‘pmk +0n) = f(
On

5)  bunl) = ) _ / F (4 P, + 00,) 6

Since f € Dﬁl, then f’ s bounded and uniformly continuous on R, so

1 1
lim  lim / I (. + pm, +00,)df = lim lim / I (. + pm, +b0,)d0,
0 0

k—+400 n—+o00 n—+00 k—-+o0

which gives that Vo € R,
fi(x)= lim lim ¢, (z) = lim lim ¢k (z) = f §(2)

k—400 n—+o00 n—+00 k—-+o0

By iterating to all derivatives and by () it follows that H f (()j )
ie. foe Dﬁl such that (3)) hold.

3. = 1. Let 3 holds, then we have Vj € Z,, fU) € C,y and V x € R, Ve > 0,39 >
0,Vk € Nk >n, ’f D (x— pp, ) — 9 (:)3)’ < ¢, 50 we have

-1,

o0

@] = [f0@) =T O = pm) + F O = pm)

< e [7].

which gives that
(6) 1F9].. < CHjt,
we deduce that f € B O

We give some important properties of the space B
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Proposition 7. (1) BYY s a closed subalgebra ofDéoo stable by translations and
derivations.

(2) B « L ¢ B
(8) Let f € BYY and F its primitive, then F € B&y if and only if F is bounded.

Proof. 1. 1t is easy to see that Bl is stable by translations and derivation. Let f;

and fo belong to BLY , then we have f,fo € C°, and (f1f2)(l) € Cua, VI € Z, by
Proposition @) . Furthermore, 3h; > 0, 3C; > 0, VI € Z,

el < X R

[!
< 0% aF ,hkh]k'J

k+j=l

< CHA,

where C' = 2/C1Cy > 0 and h = hy + hy > 0. It remains to show that B;{m is closed
in DEX}) Let (¢n),cn be a sequence of B that converges to ¢ € DLOO, ie. 3h > 0,

3C' > 0,Vn e N,Vj € Z, H(Pn — W)
and by Proposition B-(I) , ¢\ € C,4, Vi € Z,. Consequently, we have ¢ € B,

2.1f fe BLY and g € L', then fxg € O, and Vj € Z,, (f*g)(j) = fUxg e Cpy
by Proposition @ (2). On the other hand, 3h > 0, 3C > 0, Vj € Z,, Vx € R,

< CK3j!. Due to the uniform convergence,

(£9)? @) < 91, [ loto = wldy < W gl
R

hencef*geB

3. 1f F e Bl isa primitive of f € Bé}l}, so F'is bounded. Conversely, let F' be

a bounded primitive of f € Béi}, by Proposition @), we have F' € C,,. Moreover,

since f € Bi}l}, then 3h > 0, 3C' >0,V 7 € N,
PO = 59721 < owt = 1 < T

so F € Déﬁ and due to the assertion 2 of Proposition [0l we get F' € B, O

3. SPACES OF HYPERFUNCTIONS

In this section we recall spaces of hyperfunctions and prove some of their properties.
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Let F}, i denotes the space of all infinitely derivable functions ¢ such that

= - <
H@Hhﬁ i:g hjj! 0,
JELy

then <.7:h,k, ||||hk) ,h,k >0, is a Banach space. The space F := U, >0Fh 1, endowed

with the topology of inductive limit of the Banach spaces (Fp 1), , is a (DF’) space,
for more details see [10, 12, 22].

Remark 8. (1) The space F is in fact the space Si of [12].
(2) We have a continuous and dense embedding of F into DE}.

Let p > 0, a differential operator of infinite order

400 d J
P(D,) = Y
)= 0 ()
7=0
is called a {j!*} —ultradifferential operator if for every L > 0 there exists C' > 0 such
that

L ,
(7) |aj|§0ﬁ, Vj € Z,

Proposition 9. Let P(D,) be a {j'*} —ultradifferential operator, then the operators

P(D?) and P(D,) are continuous linear mappings from F into F and from DE} into

D{l}

Lt

Proof. The linearity of P(D?) is obvious. Let ¢ € F, then there exist h, k > 0 such
that Va € R, |e**loW(z)| < hijl|¢|,, for all j € Z.. Using the inequalities (T,
then 7
PO @) < 3 S h 20+ ) e
e - il2 C Rk

€24

and since (27 + j)! < 241251 we obtain

(P (D2)p) P ()] < CERY Il 3 (2112,

sy
1
if L > 0 such that Lh? < % it follows

HP(D2)()OH2h’k S C ||(p||h,k’
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which means the continuity of P(D?) from F into F. In the same way we obtain
the continuity of P(D,) from F into F and of P(D?) and P(D,) from DE} into
DY O
L
Remark 10. (1) If P(D,) is a {j"} —ultradifferential operator acting on F and
DE}, then for every 0 < X\ < pu, P(D,) is also a {j!’\} —ultradifferential
operator acting on F and DE}.
(2) If P(D,) is only a {j'} —ultradifferential operator, then the operator P(D?)
does not necessary operate on F.
(3) If P(D,) is a {j'} —ultradifferential operator, then the operator P(D,) is
continuous linear mapping from F into F and from DE} into DE}.

Recall that the space of LP-hyperfunctions, 1 < p < 400, denoted by D,LE (1} is
defined as the topological dual of DE}, where % + % = 1, see [10, 22]. The space

. . /
Déﬁ denotes the closure in Diﬁ of the space F, and its topological dual <D£ﬁ ) is
denoted by D/Ll,{l}'

Definition 11. The topological dual F' of F is called the space of Fourier hyper-
/
functions. The space D,Lw,{l} = (DE}) is the space of bounded hyperfunctions.

Remark 12. In view of RemarkB-2]), we have a continuous embedding of D/Lw,{l}

into F'.

Remark 13. (1) Let P(D,) be a {j*} —ultradifferential operator, by Proposi-
tion [, it follows the continuity of linear operators P(D?) and P(D,) from
D’Lmv{l}mto D/Lm,{l}’ and also from F' into F'.

(2) If P(D,) is a {j!} —ultradifferential operator, by Remark[IQ-B), it holds that
the continuity of linear operator P(Dy) from D yinto Dyw 1y, and also
from F' into F.

4. ALMOST AUTOMORPHIC HYPERFUNCTIONS

In this section we introduce almost automorphic hyperfunctions and give some of
their main properties.
The heat kernel E' is defined by

1 a2
E(z”t) = { ﬁj O4t,t>0

We recall some needed results, see [10), [17].
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Lemma 14. (1) The function E(.,t) € F, ¥Vt > 0.
(2) The function ¢ () E(,t) e DIV v o e DI v i>o0.
(3) We have ¢ () x E(.,t) — ¢ (.) in DE} ast — 0F.

Definition 15. The Gauss transform of U &€ D,Lw,{l} is defined and denoted by
u(.,t) =U()xE(,t) =<U, E(.—y,t) >, t>0
Remark 16. The Gauss transform of U € D’Lw’{l} is a C™ function in R x R,.

For h € R, 73, denotes the translation operator, i.e. 7,¢0(.) := ¢(.+h) for a function
©. For a hyperfuntion U € F', 7,U is defined by < 7,U, o >=< U, 7_0 >, ¢ € F.
We recall the following important result needed in the proof of the next theorem.

Lemma 17. [I7] For any h > 0 and € > 0, there exist functions v € C([0,¢]),

+oo .
w € C([5,€]) and an ultradifferential operator P (L) = 3" a; (L)’ such that

7=0
W) < ChT R V) e Z,,
w(t)] < Ce %, 0<t< oo,

J

h
Vhy < h, 4C7; >0,V € Ly, |aj| < 01‘7—'12,

P (%) o(t) + w(t) = 6

To introduce almost automorphic hyperfunctions, we prove the main results of this
section.

Theorem 18. Let U € D) s {1}, the following statements are equivalent :

(1) Uxp € Caq, Yo € F.
(2) There exist two functions f, g belonging to Coq and a {j*} —ultradifferential
operator P (D,) such that U = P (D3) f + g in Djw -
(3) Every sequence (sy,),,cy C R admits a subsequence (s, ), such that
V= k1_1>rj100 Tam, U €ists in Dps 11y,
and
. . /
lim 75, V =U in Diw 1y

k——+o00

(4) Every sequence (Sm),,ey C R, admits a subsequence (sy,,), such that

(8) lim lim 7 7, U =U n D/Loo{l}

l—~+00 k—+00
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(5) The Gauss transform of U is an almost automorphic function in x € R for
every t > 0.

6) There exists a sequence (), C B;{L}z} converging to U in D’ o (1,.
n L> {1}

Proof. 1.= 2. Let v,w and P (D;) be as in Lemma [I7, the functions V and W
defined by

Viz,¢) ;:/0 () Bt 4 s)ds W(a, 1) ;:/0 " w(s)E (@, t + 5)ds,

belong to C* in R x R*, and for every fixed ¢ > 0 they belong to F C DE} as
functions of z, furthermore we have

P (_%) V(a,t) = Ee,t) — W(a,t),

see [9. As P (—4)U € Dy and V € DE}, then in view of Corollary 5.10 of [22],

()00 v =r (D) v,
() P (—%) (U() # V() + UC) * W(at) = U() * Bz, t)

As the heat kernel E is a classical solution of the heat equation in R x RT, it follows
that V' is also a classical solution of the heat equation in R x R*, so we have

p<—%> (U() « V(a,t)) = gaj (U(.)*<—%>jV(x,t)>
_ 2% (U(.) \ (_dd_;)ij,t)>

= P(D3) (U()*V(z,1)),
consequently,
(10) P (D) (U()*V(z,t)+U()* W(z,t)=U(.) x E(z,t)

As W is also a classical solution of the heat equation in R x RT, then U * V and
UxW are classical solutions of the heat equation in R x R*. Moreover, by hypothesis
we have that for every fixed ¢ > 0 the functions U(.) *x V(.,t), U(.) * W(.,t) belong
t0 Cqq, then they are continuous and bounded functions on R, it follows by Theorem
1 Chapter VI of [26], there exist functions f, g € L (R) such that

U()«V(x,t)=fxE(x,t) and U(.) * W(x,t) = g * E(x,t)
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Due to (I0), we obtain

(11) P (D) (f * E(z,t)) + g* E(x,t) = U(.) * E(x,1)

For every t > 0, as the functions f x E(.,t) = U(.) * V(.,t) and g x E(.,t) = U(.) %
W (.,t), then they belong to C,, by hypothesis. We have

FeBe0 - f@) = | [ G- - o))
fla—rVaT) = f(@)] dr,

< Fhe

and using dominated convergence Theorem, we obtain

sup | f « E(x,t) — f(z)] = 0,
zeR t—0+

i.e. fx E(.,t) converge uniformly to f on R as t — 0. In the same way, we obtain
that g x E(.,t) converge uniformly to g on R as ¢ — 07. Due Proposition @} (I)
gives f, g € Cuo. Consequently, and as the linear operator P (D?) is continuous
from D ¢yinto Dy 4y, it follows that P (D2) (f * E(.,t)) converge to P (D3) f in
Djw 1y ast — 07. Due to Lemma [I4-[3), we have that for every ¢ € DE},

lim <U(.)*xE(.,t),0(.) >= lim < U, E(. —y,t)*xo(.) >=< U, ¢(.) >

t—0t t—0t
which gives that lim U() * E(.,1) =U in D}« 1y, Finally, by (II) we obtain 2.

2.= 3. Suppose that there exist f, g € Coq and P (D,) a {;j!?} —ultradifferential
operator such that U = P (D2) f + g. For every sequence (sp,),,cy C R, there exists
a subsequence (s,,, ), such that Vz € R,

kEIP f(x+ sm,) = F(z) and kEIPOOF(x—Smk) = f(z),
kgrfoog(x + S$m,,) = G(x) and kEToo Gz — sm,) = g9(x),

where the functions F', G € L*>. Then for every ¢ € DE}, we have

lim (75, U, )= lim /fa:+smk)P(D2) (x)dz+ lim [ g(z+ sp,)e(x)dr,

k—+00 ' k—+o00 k—+oo Jp
and using dominated convergence Theorem, it follows that

kl_l>r_{loo<7-8"”k U? (p> =< ‘/? SO >?
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where V := P(D2)F + G € D w (13- 10 the same way, for every ¢ € DE}, we have

lim (7, Vip) = /]R lim F(:):—smk)P(Df:)cp(x)alx+/]R lim G(x — sp,)p(z)dx

k——+o00 k——~4o00 k——~4o00

= <U> 90>a

fe. imy 0075, V =U in Dpo .
3. = /. Let 3 holds, for every ¢ € DE} we have
A T 00 = I V7 0) = M (e, V2 2) = U 01
Le. limy o0 limg oo T—5m, 7—smk(j =Uin ,D,LOO,{l}'

4. — 5. Let a sequence (sp,),,cy C R, with a subsequence (s,,, ), such that (8]
holds. For fixed ¢ > 0,

lim lm 77—, 7 w(.,t) = lim lim {(r—, 7 U, E(.—y,t
o400 k—otoo T T (+1) l—>+ook—>+oo< Smy " Smy, =Y (=y.1)

= <Uya E( - yat)> = U(.,t),

hence by Remark [3] the Gauss transform u(.,t) is a classical almost automorphic as
function of x.

5.2 6.AsU ¢ D’Lmv{l}, ie. Vh > 0,3A > 0,Vj € Z,,Vxr € R,
U )+ B @) < AIED @ = D).,

(i+3) ( —
o B ),
i€Zy hig!

since (i + j)! < 27793l5!, we have Vk € Z,

. () ’ < AniAl QkHE(k)(I—.,t)Hl
(U()*E(.,t)Y (z)] < ARj! sup -
keZ, h¥ k!

from Proposition 1.1 of [17], we have there exist C' > 0,a € |0, 1], where a can be
taken as close as desired to 1, such that for every ¢t > 0,

1E® @ = 8], <2 (Ef (Ct—%)km%

a
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Hence, Yh > 0,3A > 0,3C > 0,3a €0, 1[,Vj € Z,,Vt > 0,

. i <20t‘%)
(U(.)*E(.,t))(”(:c)’ < 24 ) Wt sup S
+ -2

(
< (Do 55) 5)
(2)! e (257)

|« B9

where B(t) = 2A (%)% exp <2CZ) , which gives U(.) * E(.,t) € Diﬁ for every fixed

Consequently, it holds

< B(t)Wj!,

el
t > 0, and as by assumption we have U(.) x E(.,t) € C,, for every fixed ¢ > 0, it
follows that U(.) = E(.,t) € B by Proposition B (Z) .

For every n € N, the function ¢, = U(.) * E(., ) € B, due to Lemma I4-@3),

we have that for every ¢ € Dill},

Jim < U()« B(, ), 0() >= Tim_ < U, B(—y, )= () >=< U,0() >

which gives that lim ¢, = U in D} ;.

n——400

6. — 1. For any bounded subset B C DE} by hypothesis, we have

sup |[< ¢, — U, b >| — 0.
YEB n—-4o0o

It is clear that for every ¢ € F CL!, we have ¢, * ¢ € B by Proposition [7+(2) ,
and the set B := {7_,¢ : x € R} is a bounded in DE}, where ¢(y) = ¢(—y), then

sup [(n * ) (2) = (U ) ()] = sup|<p —U,70p >|,
z€R z€eR
= sup|<p,—Up> — 0,
YEB n—-+4oo
i.e. the sequence (¢, * ¢), C BLY converge uniformly to U * ¢ as n — +o0o on R, by
Proposition (), U * ¢ € Cuq, Vo € F. O

Definition 19. A bounded hyperfunction U is said almost automorphic if it satisfies
any (hence every) assertion of the above Theorem. We denote by F. . the space of
all almost automorphic hyperfunctions on R.
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Example 20. We have F,, C F,,, where F,  denotes the space of almost periodic
hyperfunctions introduced in [9]. Indeed, it is well known that Cop & Caa, it follows
Fop C Fig- Let f be an almost automorphic function which is not almost periodic,

and let P(D,) be a {j*} —ultradifferential operator, then P (D3) f € Fu,\Fu,-
We summarize the main properties of F,,.

Proposition 21. (1) The space F,,
ators and translations.
(2) B x 1 F.
(3) F. *D’Ll’{l} C Fl,.

a

Proof. 1. Let U € F., and P(D,) be a {j!} —ultradifferential operator, due to

Remark [[3+([2), we have P (D;) U € D} ;- By Corollary 5.10 of [22], we have

is stable under {j'} —ultradifferential oper-

P(D,)U()x¢p=U()xP(D,)p,p€FCDp,
hence by Remark [0 — (B)and Theorem I8 (D), it holds that P (D,)U % ¢ € Caa,
Vo e F,so0 P(D,)U € F.,.
Let U € F.,, then for every ¢ € F, U x p = 7, (U x ), for every h € R. As

aa?’

U x ¢ € Cyy and the space Cg, is invariant by translations, then 7, (U * ¢) € Cyq, SO
U € Fl.. Vh € R.

2. Let ¢ € Bl and U € F!

aa’

then there exists a sequence (p,,), C BY converging
to U in D}« 4y Define ¢, := v, C Bl we have for every ¢ € DE},

lim < Yp,,p>=< YU, p >,

n——+0o0o
which gives that lir}rﬂ Yn = YU in Di. (. Consequently, by Theorem [I8-(G), it
n—-+0oo ’
holds that U € F.,

3. Let U € F!, then there exist f, g € C4 and a {j!*} —ultradifferential operator

P (D,) such that U = P (D2) f + g in D} (;,. From Theorem 3.4 of [22], we have

if V€ D}, (4, then there exist v € L' and a {j!} —ultradifferential operator Q (D,)
such that V = Q (D,) v in D’Ll’ ay- Consequently, and in view of Corollary 5.10 of
[22], we have

UxV = P(D)f*Q(D,)v+g*Q(D,)v,
= P(D?)Q(D,)(f *v) + Q(D,)(g *v),
= Q(D,) [PD2)(f *v)+ (g*v)],

so, as f* v and g * v belong to C,, by Proposition [4+(2]), due to Theorem [I8-2]), it
holds that P (D?) (f x v)+g*v € F.,. Then from the assertion 1, we have UxV € F_.
L]
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Proposition 22. A primitive of an almost automorphic hyperfunction is almost
automorphic if and only if it is bounded.

Proof. It V € F!

Ve D’Lwﬂ} be a primitive of U € F/_,
have

is a primitive of U € F. , then V € D] s (1} Conversely, let

then V x ¢ € L, for every ¢ € F, and we

(Vo) =V 5@ =Uxp€ Cu, Vo € F,
i.e. V x ¢ is a bounded primitive of the almost automorphic function U * ¢. Thus by
Proposition BH{), V * ¢ € Coq, Vo € F, 50 V € F.,. O

Remark 23. The result of Proposition is an extension to almost automorphic hy-
perfunctions of the classical result of Bohl-Bohr on primitives for almost periodic
functions and almost automorphic distributions.
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