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WEIGHTED ORLICZ ∗-ALGEBRAS ON LOCALLY ELLIPTIC

GROUPS

MAX CARTER

Abstract. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young functions, and ω : G → [1,∞) a weight function on G such that the

weighted Orlicz space LΦ(G, ω) is a Banach ∗-algebra when equipped with the

convolution product and involution f∗(x) := f(x−1) (f ∈ LΦ(G, ω)). Such
a weight always exists on G and we call it an LΦ-weight. We assume that
1/ω ∈ LΨ(G) so that LΦ(G, ω) ⊆ L1(G). This paper studies the spectral
theory and primitive ideal structure of LΦ(G, ω). In particular, we focus on
studying the Hermitian, Wiener and ∗-regularity properties on this algebra,
along with some related questions on spectral synthesis. It is shown that
LΦ(G, ω) is always quasi-Hermitian, weakly-Wiener and ∗-regular. Thus, if

LΦ(G, ω) is Hermitian, then it is also Wiener. Although, in general, LΦ(G, ω)
is not always Hermitian, it is known that Hermitianness of L1(G) implies
Hermitianness of LΦ(G, ω) if ω is sub-additive. We give numerous examples
of locally elliptic groups G for which L1(G) is Hermitian and sub-additive LΦ-
weights on these groups. In the weighted L1 case, even stronger Hermitianness
results are formulated.

1. Introduction

It is a classical question in harmonic analysis and Banach algebra theory to
determine for which locally compact groups G is the Banach ∗-algebra L1(G) Her-
mitan/symmetric, Wiener and/or ∗-regular (c.f. [33, 50]). Such a group G is called
Hermitian, Wiener or Boidol if, respectively, L1(G) is Hermitian, Wiener or ∗-
regular.

Classically, these problems were studied primarily in the context of connected
locally compact groups and discrete groups. Every connected locally compact group
can be approximated by connected Lie groups, and as a consequence, it can be
shown that a connected locally compact group is Hermitian (resp. Wiener) if and
only if its approximating Lie groups are all Hermitian (resp. Wiener) [31, Section
4].

In the case of connected Lie groups, it is well known that every connected nilpo-
tent Lie group is Hermitian, Wiener and Boidol, and for connected solvable Lie
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groups of real dimension 6 4, there is one exceptional group, the “Poguntke group”
[50, §12.6.27], which does not satisfy these properties. On the other hand, non-
compact connected semisimple Lie groups are never Hermitian, Wiener or Boidol
[50, Chapter 12].

For discrete groups, it is a standard fact that these groups are “weakly-Wiener”,
and as a consequence, Hermitianness implies the Wiener property for discrete
groups. It is shown in [31, Section 4] that a solvable finitely-generated discrete
group is Hermitian if and only if it has polynomial growth.

More general results of this form are also known: for example, nilpotent groups
are always Hermitian and Wiener [37], Boidol groups are always amenable [3], and
it was recently proved that quasi-Hermitian groups, and hence Hermitian groups,
are amenable too [56].

The Hermitian, Wiener and ∗-regularity properties can be formulated more
generally for any Banach ∗-algebra (see [50]). A more general class of Banach
∗-algebras where these properties have been frequently studied are for weighted
L1-algebras, and more recently, weighted Lp-algebras, on locally compact groups
[53, 54, 16, 13, 27, 28, 29, 30]. In particular, if G is a locally compact group, by a
weight on G, we mean a measurable function ω : G → [1,∞) that is bounded on
compact sets, sub-multiplicative and symmetric (see Definition 2.10 for more de-
tails). When G is unimodular, these conditions on ω guarantee that the weighted
space L1(G,ω) is a Banach ∗-algebra with the convolution product and the invo-
lution coming from L1(G). For p ∈ (1,∞) and q := p

p−1 , if ω further satisfies the

property that ω−q ∗ ω−q 6 ω−q, then the space Lp(G,ω) is a Banach ∗-algebra
under convolution and the same involution as in the L1 case. Such a weight is
known to exist for any σ-compact group and p ∈ (1,∞) [28, Theorem 1.1].

Weighted algebras of these forms have been studied for many years, and in the
case of abelian groups, they are well understood and have many connections with
classical Fourier analysis and Banach algebra theory. See for example [12] and the
references there in.

A celebrated result in the direction of weighted Lp-algebras is that if G is a
compactly generated group of polynomial growth, and ω a weight on G satisfying
some technical growth conditions, then L1(G,ω) is Hermitian, Wiener and ∗-regular
[16, 13]. Similar results have also been obtained for weighted Lp-algebras (p ∈
(1,∞)) on compactly generated groups of polynomial growth [30], however, some
difficulties in determining which of these algebras are Hermitian prevent the results
from being as general as in the L1 case. This line of work relies critically on the proof
by Losert that every compactly generated group of polynomial growth is Hermitian,
which is a consequence of his structure theory for such groups [35]. The work is
also motivated by and refers to some older results of Hulanicki, Pytlik and Dixmier
on the spectral theory and functional calculus of these algebras [10, 24, 25, 53, 54].

Even more recently, these results about weighted Lp-algebras on compactly gen-
erated groups of polynomial growth were generalised and extended in the setting
of (twisted) weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras [47, 58]. An Orlicz space is a generalisation
of an Lp-space which was defined in the 1930’s by Orlicz [46]. Both Lp-spaces and
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variable Lebesgue spaces provide standard examples of Orlicz spaces, and certain
Sobolev spaces can be found as subspaces of Orlicz spaces. Analysts have been
interested in various classes of Orlicz spaces over the years, due to, for example,
their applications in partial differential equations, calculus of variations and physics
[9, 43, 22]. Thus, Orlicz spaces form a natural generalisation of Lp-spaces to study.

To be more explicit, one constructs Orlicz spaces as follows: given a measure
space (X,µ) and a Young function Φ : R → [0,∞], one can associate a certain
Banach space LΦ(X) of measurable complex valued functions on X , and it is this
space that we call an Orlicz space (see Section 2.2 for the complete definition or
[55] for further theoretical details). The case when Φ(x) = |x|p/p gives the classical
Lp-spaces. Now, given a locally compact group G and a Young function Φ, one
can study the space LΦ(G). Typically LΦ(G) is not closed under convolution, even
when this is an Lp-space, but for a suitable weight ω on G, the weighted Orlicz
space LΦ(G,ω) may be a Banach ∗-algebra when equipped with the convolution

product and the involution f∗(x) := f(x−1) (f ∈ LΦ(G,ω)). This is what we will
refer to as a weighted Orlicz ∗-algebra (or sometimes a weighted LΦ-algebra) and
we will call such a weight ω an LΦ-weight.

In this paper we study the harmonic analysis of weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras on
locally elliptic groups. A locally compact group is locally elliptic if and only if
it can be written as a countable ascending union of compact open subgroups. In
particular, any non-compact locally elliptic group cannot be compactly generated,
however, these groups have polynomial growth. This work, in particular, tests
the necessity of the compactly generated assumption in the work on compactly
generated groups of polynomial growth described in the previous paragraphs. Fur-
thermore, every (not necessarily compactly generated) locally compact group of
polynomial growth is the extension of a locally elliptic group by a Lie group [36,
Theorem 3.3], so understanding weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras on general groups of
polynomial growth would naturally require one to understand what happens in the
locally elliptic case.

Locally elliptic groups also feature in many places throughout the theory of
totally disconnected locally compact (tdlc) groups and they thus form an interesting
class of groups to study the harmonic analysis of from the perspective of tdlc group
theory. For example, locally elliptic groups have strong connections with the theory
of contraction groups [1, 19, 20, 21] and the theory of scale groups [1, 23, 57].
These two classes of groups are actively studied in tdlc group theory and play an
important role. Also, any unipotent linear algebraic group over a non-archimedean
local field is locally elliptic, so there is potential, as a consequence of the results
in this paper, to construct an analogous theory of spectral synthesis and weighted
algebras on such groups as there is in the case of connected nilpotent Lie groups
[39, 40, 41, 42, 2].

The motivation and goals of the present paper are the following:

(i) To show that many of the arguments and results for weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras
on compactly generated groups of polynomial growth hold equally well for
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locally elliptic groups. In certain aspects, the theory in the locally elliptic
case is even cleaner than the compactly generated case.

(ii) Give new examples of weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras that have nice Banach al-
gebra properties, such as being (quasi-)Hermitian, (weakly-)Wiener and ∗-
regular, and provide a range of examples of groups and weights that fit into
this theory.

(iii) Initiate further research into understanding the harmonic analysis of tdlc
groups and present the work in a way that is relatively accessible to researchers
in tdlc group theory.

As a consequence of the above motives, particular (iii), we choose to be more
elaborate in our exposition so that the paper is accessible to researchers who are
not experts in the theory of Banach algebras nor familiar with this line of research.
In particular, we note well that a number of the arguments in this paper are already
well known and written down in the literature, but we choose to include them here
for completeness and expository purposes.

After going through some preliminaries and introductory material on Banach
∗-algebras, Orlicz spaces and locally elliptic groups in Section 2, we study the
properties of weights on locally elliptic groups in Section 3, which is critical to
our later results. In particular, in Proposition 3.2, we show that every weight on
a locally elliptic group satisfies the GRS condition, which is an important condi-
tion used for obtaining Hermitianness of weighted L1-algebras in the context of
compactly generated groups of polynomial growth [15]. We also show that every

weight ω on a locally elliptic group is dominated by a sub-additive weight ω♯
1 such

that 1/ω♯
1 ∈ L1(G) ∩ L∞(G), see Proposition 3.5. Since ω♯

1 is sub-additive and

1/ω♯
1 ∈ L1(G) ∩ L∞(G), it can be shown that LΦ(G,ω♯

1) is a Banach ∗-algebra
for any Young function Φ [58, Theorem 4.5]. In particular, every weight on a lo-
cally elliptic group is dominated by a sub-additive LΦ-weight, for any given Young
function Φ. This later property is used extensively throughout the article.

To construct the weight ω♯
1 as in Proposition 3.5, we need to write the locally

elliptic group G as an ascending union of compact open subgroups G =
⋃∞

i=1Ki

such that the sequence of indices ([Ki+1 : Ki])
∞
i=1 is non-decreasing. Such a set of

compact open subgroups (Ki)i∈N satisfying the property that the sequence of in-
dices ([Ki+1 : Ki])

∞
i=1 is non-decreasing will be called a standard decomposition

of G. It is obvious that any locally elliptic group has a standard decomposition.
The following result is a consequence of the above results on weights. We note

that the assumption in the following theorem that 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G) implies LΦ(G,ω) ⊆
L1(G) by the Hölder inequality for Orlicz spaces [55, Section 3.3]. Also, we use νA
to denote the spectral radius function on a Banach algebra A.

Theorem 1.1. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Ki)i∈N a standard decomposition
of G, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions and ω an LΦ-weight on G

with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). Define ω♯
1 to be the weight constructed in Proposition 3.5 with

respect to the compact open subgroups (Ki)i∈N. Then, for all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω♯
1) ⊆

LΦ(G,ω), νLΦ(G,ω)(f) = νL1(G)(f).
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As already mentioned earlier, as a consequence of Losert’s work [35], if G is
a compactly generated group of polynomial growth, L1(G) is always Hermitian.
Then, if ω is a weight on G, L1(G,ω) is Hermitian if and only if ω satisfies the GRS
condition [15, Theorem 1.3]. In contrast, if we now let G be a locally elliptic group,
L1(G) is not always Hermitian (see Section 4), however, it is quasi-Hermitian as
a consequence of [56, Remark 4.10]. Part (i) of the following theorem is then a
consequence of Theorem 1.1, but it can also been proved via the fact that every
weight on a locally elliptic group satisfies the GRS condition. Part (ii) follows from
[58, Theorem 4.5]. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is found in Section 4. In the following,
we use σA(x) to denote the spectrum of an element x in a Banach algebra A.

Theorem 1.2. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young functions and ω an LΦ-weight on G with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). The following hold:

(i) The Banach ∗-algebra LΦ(G,ω) is quasi-Hermitian i.e. for every self-adjoint
function f ∈ Cc(G) ⊆ LΦ(G,ω), σLΦ(G,ω)(f) ⊆ R;

(ii) If G is Hermitian and ω sub-additive, then for all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω), σLΦ(G,ω)(f) =

σL1(G)(f). In particular, LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian.

Although a locally elliptic group G is not always Hermitian, one can always
construct a weight ω on G such that L1(G,ω) is Hermitian (see Section 3 and
Section 4). Also, we give a number of examples of Hermitian locally elliptic groups
and sub-additive LΦ-weights on these groups in Section 8.

In Section 5, we prove that every weighted Orlicz ∗-algebra on a locally elliptic
group is weakly-Wiener. The proof requires one to construct a functional calculus
for certain smooth periodic functions. This functional calculus is also constructed
in Section 5 and makes use of our results about weights on locally elliptic groups.

Theorem 1.3. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young funcitons and ω an LΦ-weight on G such that 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). The Banach
∗-algebra LΦ(G,ω) is weakly-Wiener. In particular, if LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian, then
it is Wiener.

Specialising the above theorem to the case of L1(G), we also see that every
locally elliptic group is weakly-Wiener. We note this was already known since [37],
but we list it here to be explicit.

Corollary 1.4. Every locally elliptic group is weakly-Wiener. In particular, every
Hermitian locally elliptic group is Wiener.

Section 6 studies the representation theory, ∗-regularity property and C∗-enveloping
algebras of a weighted Orlicz ∗-algebra on a locally elliptic group. The main re-
sult is the following theorem. In the statement of the theorem, the condition that
Φ ∈ ∆2 is defined in Definition 2.7, and this assumption, for example, guarantees
that LΦ(G,ω)∗ = LΨ(G,ω−1), where Ψ is the complementary Young function to
Φ.

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young functions with Φ ∈ ∆2, and ω an LΦ-weight on G such that 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G).
The following hold:
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(i) C∗(LΦ(G,ω)) ∼= C∗(G);
(ii) The algebra LΦ(G,ω) is ∗-regular, in particular, Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)), Prim∗(L
1(G))

and Prim(C∗(G)) are homeomorphic.

This result could be useful in the study of the unitary representation theory
of locally elliptic groups. Indeed, for example, it is currently an open question
for which locally elliptic groups G is the topology on Prim(C∗(G)) T1. Sometimes
C∗(G) isn’t the most convenient algebra to work with: being a completion of L1(G),
one cannot treat all elements of C∗(G) as functions on G. Thus, it is often conve-
nient to work with L1(G) instead. In the case of a locally elliptic group, as given
by the above theorem, Prim∗(L

1(G)) and Prim(C∗(G)) are homeomorphic, so it
is fine working with L1(G) instead of C∗(G) in the study of the unitary represen-
tation theory. However, unlike C∗(G), L1(G) may not be Hermitian, which is a
desirable property to have. But even if L1(G) is not Hermitian, as is shown in
the article, there always exist weights on G such that L1(G,ω) is Hermitian (and
Prim∗(L

1(G,ω)) ∼= Prim(C∗(G))). So in the context of non-Hermitian locally ellip-
tic groups, working with a weighted L1-algebra may be more natural algebra than
working with C∗(G) or L1(G) when studying the unitary representation theory of
these groups.

In Section 7, we show that every hull of a weighted Orlicz ∗-algebra contains
a minimal ideal. This leads to interesting questions to pursue in the context of
spectral synthesis, which we discuss in Section 8. In Section 8, we also go through
a variety of examples of locally elliptic groups and weighted algebras on these
groups. Furthermore, we pose some open questions that could be investigated in
future work.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Banach ∗-algebras and representation theory. We begin the preliminar-
ies section by collecting some notation, definitions and results on Banach algebras
that will be used throughout the article. We assume the reader has some familiarity
with (Banach) ∗-algebras, as can be found in [11, 45], for example.

Notation 2.1. Let A be a Banach ∗-algebra and x ∈ A.

(i) ‖x‖A denotes the norm of x in A.
(ii) σA(x) denotes the spectrum of x in A.
(iii) νA(x) denotes the spectral radius of x in A.

We now define some notation and terminology in regards to the representation
theory of Banach ∗-algebras.

Notation 2.2. Let A be a Banach ∗-algebra.

(i) A unitary representation of A is a pair (π,H), where H is a Hilbert space,
and π : A → B(H) is a non-degenerate ∗-homomorphism to the C∗-algebra
B(H) of bounded operators on H.

(ii) Â denotes the set of all topologically irreducible unitary representations of A
upto unitary equivalence equipped with the Fell topology.
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(iii) Prim∗(A) denotes the space of kernels of topological irreducible unitary rep-
resentations of A equipped with the hull-kernel topology.

(iv) Prim(A) denotes the space of annihilators of simple A-modules equipped with
the hull-kernel topology.

We will now remind the reader of the definition of the hull-kernel topology and
Fell topology: given an arbitrary subsetX ⊆ A, define hull∗(X) := {I ∈ Prim∗(A) :
X ⊆ I} (resp. hull(X) := {I ∈ Prim(A) : X ⊆ I}). Then, the hull-kernel

topology on Prim∗(A) (resp. Prim(A)) is the topology generated by defining the
sets X ⊆ Prim∗(A) (resp. X ⊆ Prim(A)) satisfying hull∗(ker(X)) = X (resp.

hull(ker(X)) = X) to be closed, where ker(X) =
⋂

I∈X I. The Fell topology on Â
is precisely the pullback of the hull-kernel topology on Prim∗(A) via the canonical

surjection Â ։ Prim∗(A).
The notion of a C∗-enveloping algebra is critical to understanding the ∗-regularity

property.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a Banach ∗-algebra.

(i) The maximal C∗-norm on A is the norm defined on x ∈ A by

‖x‖max := sup{‖π(x)‖B(Hπ)
: π ∈ Â}.

(ii) The reducing ideal of A, denoted AR, is the ∗-ideal in A consisting of all
elements x ∈ A with ‖x‖max = 0.

(iii) The enveloping C∗-algebra of A, denoted C∗(A), is the completion of
A/AR with respect to the maximal C∗-norm.

The following proposition is fundamental to understanding the Hermitian prop-
erty for a Banach ∗-algebra. We recall that an element x ∈ A of a Banach ∗-algebra
A is self-adjoint if x = x∗.

Proposition 2.4. [32] Let A be a Banach ∗-algebra. The following are equivalent:

(i) For all x ∈ A, σA(x
∗x) ⊆ R>0;

(ii) For all self-adjoint x ∈ A, σA(x) ⊆ R;
(iii) Prim(A) ⊆ Prim∗(A) i.e. every simple A-module is unitarizable.

We now define the Hermitian, Wiener and ∗-regularity properties that this article
focuses on studying.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a Banach ∗-algebra.

(i) A is called Hermitian if one of the equivalent conditions of Proposition 2.4
hold.

(ii) A is called Wiener if for every proper closed two-sided ideal I ⊆ A, there
exists J ∈ Prim∗(A) such that I ⊆ J .

(iii) A is called weakly-Wiener if for every proper closed two-sided ideal I ⊆ A,
there exists J ∈ Prim(A) such that I ⊆ J .

(iv) A is called ∗-regular if Prim∗(A) and Prim(C∗(A)) = Prim∗(C
∗(A)) are

homeomorphic.
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2.2. Orlicz spaces. In this subsection we will introduce basic concepts concerning
Orlicz spaces and Orlicz ∗-algebras, and give some results that will be used through-
out the article. We primarily follow the references [55, 47, 58] and the reader can
consult these for further details on the topic.

Definition 2.6. A Young function is a function Φ : R → [0,∞] which satisfies
the following conditions:

(i) Φ is convex;
(ii) Φ is even;
(iii) Φ(0) = 0;
(iv) limx→∞ Φ(x) = +∞.

One associates to the Young function Φ its complementary Young function

defined by

Ψ(y) := sup{x|y| − Φ(x) : x > 0}.

It can be checked that Ψ is also a Young function and the complementary Young
function to Ψ is Φ. We call (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions.

A complementary pair of Young functions (Φ,Ψ) satisfies Young’s inequality:

xy 6 Φ(x) + Ψ(y) ∀x, y ∈ R.

The following notion of the ∆2-condition for a Young function will be important
later. We will mention later some consequences of this condition.

Definition 2.7. Let Φ be a Young function. We say that Φ satisfies the ∆2-

condition, or Φ ∈ ∆2, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

Φ(2x) 6 CΦ(x)

for all x > 0.

We now define the Orlicz space associated to a Young function. For the remain-
der of this subsection, unless otherwise stated, G will be a locally compact group
and all integration is performed against some prior fixed left-Haar measure on G.

Definition 2.8. Let (Φ,Ψ) be a complementary pair of Young functions. The
Orlicz space on G associated to Φ is the space

LΦ(G) :=

{
f : G→ C measurable :

∫

G

Φ(α|f |) dx <∞ for some α > 0

}
.

The space LΦ(G) is equipped with the Orlicz norm

‖f‖LΦ(G) := sup

{∫

G

|f(x)g(x)| dx :

∫

G

Ψ(|g(x)|) dx 6 1

}
(f ∈ LΦ(G))

with respect to which LΦ(G) becomes a Banach space. The Orlicz norm is equiva-
lent to the Luxemburg norm which is defined as

NΦ(f) := inf

{
k > 0 :

∫

G

Φ(|f(x)|/k) dx 6 1

}
(f ∈ LΦ(G)).
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We note that in the case that Φ(x) = |x|p/p (p ∈ (1,∞)), the complementary
Young function to Φ is Ψ = |x|q/q where 1/p+1/q = 1, and these Young functions
satisfy the ∆2 condition. Furthermore, in this case, LΦ(G) becomes the classical
Lp-space denoted Lp(G), and the Orlicz norm with respect to the Young function
Φ is equivalent to the usual Lp-norm on Lp(G).

The following provides some other examples of Young functions, some of which
arise in physics and probablilty theory.

Example 2.9. [43] The following are Young functions:

(i) Φ = |x|p/p (p ∈ [1,∞));
(ii) Φ(x) = e|x| − |x| − 1;
(iii) Φ(x) = cosh(x)− 1;
(iv) Φ(x) = x log(1 + x).

We now move on to studying weights and weighted Orlicz spaces.

Definition 2.10. A weight ω on a locally compact group G is a measurable
function ω : G→ [1,∞) that satisfies the following properties:

(i) ω is bounded on compact sets;
(ii) ω is sub-multiplicative i.e. ω(xy) 6 ω(x)ω(y) for all x, y ∈ G;
(iii) ω is symmetric i.e. ω(x) = ω(x−1) for all x ∈ G.

Two weights ω and ω′ on G are equivalent if there exists constants C and C′ such
that Cω(x) 6 ω′(x) 6 C′ω(x) for all x ∈ G.

The notion of a sub-additive weight will be used throughout the article. A sub-
additive weight is also often referred to as a polynomial weight, which was defined
by Pytlik in [54].

Definition 2.11. Let ω a weight on G. The weight ω is called sub-additive if
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ G

ω(xy) 6 C(ω(x) + ω(y)).

We now define the notion of a weighted Orlicz space.

Definition 2.12. Let Φ be a Young function and ω a weight on G. The weighted

Orlicz space on G corresponding to Φ and ω is the space

LΦ(G,ω) := {f ∈ LΦ(G) : ‖fω‖LΦ(G) <∞}

which becomes a Banach space when equipped with the norm

‖f‖LΦ(G,ω) := ‖fω‖LΦ(G) (f ∈ LΦ(G,ω)).

We note that if we have two equivalent weights ω and ω′ on G, then the cor-
responding weighted Orlicz spaces LΦ(G,ω) and LΦ(G,ω′) are isomorphic as Ba-
nach spaces. Also, if Φ ∈ ∆2, then one can show that the dual of LΦ(G,ω) is
LΦ(G,ω)∗ = LΨ(G,ω−1), where Ψ is the complementary Young function to Φ. In
particular, if Ψ is also ∆2, then L

Φ(G,ω) is a reflexive Banach space.
The following elementary fact will be used throughout the article.



10 MAX CARTER

Proposition 2.13. Let G be a locally compact group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair
of Young functions, and ω a weight on G. If 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G) then LΦ(G,ω) ⊆ L1(G).

Proof. The proof follows directly from the Hölder inequality for Orlicz spaces [55,
Section 3.3]. �

The following result is critical to our article.

Proposition 2.14. [58, Theorem 4.5] Let G be a unimodular locally compact group,
(Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions and ω a weight on G. If ω is
sub-additive and 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G), then LΦ(G,ω) ⊆ L1(G) is a Banach ∗-algebra

when equipped with the convolution product and the involution f∗(x) := f(x−1)
(f ∈ LΦ(G,ω)). Moreover, the following hold:

(i) There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all f, g ∈ LΦ(G,ω)

‖f ∗ g‖LΦ(G,ω) 6 C(‖f‖L1(G) ‖g‖LΦ(G,ω) + ‖f‖LΦ(G,ω) ‖g‖L1(G));

(ii) If L1(G) is Hermitian, then LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian.

It can also be the case that LΦ(G,ω) becomes a Banach ∗-algebra under convo-
lution even when ω is not sub-additive. We make the following definition for ease
of terminology throughout this paper.

Definition 2.15. Let Φ be a Young function and ω a weight on a locally compact
groupG. We call ω an LΦ-weight if LΦ(G,ω) is a Banach ∗-algebra when equipped

with the convolution product and the involution f∗(x) = ∆(x)f(x−1), where ∆ is
the modular function on G.

Remark that, by our definition of a weight function, if G is a unimodular group
then the space L1(G,ω) is always a Banach ∗-algebra. In particular, on a unimod-
ular locally compact group, every weight is an L1-weight.

To finish the section on Orlicz spaces, we state some standard facts about Orlicz
algebras that will be used in the article. The proofs can be found in the papers
[47, 58].

Proposition 2.16. [47, 58] Let G be a locally compact group with left Haar measure
µ, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions and ω a LΦ-weight on G. The
following hold:

(i) For x ∈ G, let Lx be the operator on LΦ(G,ω) defined by Lx(f)(y) :=
f(x−1y) for f ∈ LΦ(G,ω). Then, ‖Lxf‖LΦ(G,ω) 6 ω(x) ‖f‖LΦ(G,ω) for all

f ∈ LΦ(G,ω).
(ii) Let N be the set of compact neighbourhoods of the identity in G. Then,

(χK/µ(K))K∈N , where χK denotes the characteristic function on the set K,
is an approximate identity in LΦ(G,ω). It is a bounded approximate identity
in L1(G,ω).

(iii) The space LΦ(G,ω) is a L1(G,ω)-module with respect to convolution. For
f ∈ L1(G,ω) and g ∈ LΦ(G,ω), we have that

‖f ∗ g‖LΦ(G,ω) 6 ‖f‖L1(G,ω) ‖g‖LΦ(G,ω) .
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2.3. Locally elliptic locally compact groups. First we define the notion of a
locally elliptic group.

Definition 2.17. Let G be a locally compact group. The group G is called locally

elliptic if every compact subset of G generates a relatively compact subgroup.

Of course, if G is discrete, then locally elliptic is synonymous with the term
locally finite.

The following result, which is a consequence of work of Platonov, gives an equiv-
alent characterisation of locally elliptic groups.

Theorem 2.18. [51] Let G be a locally compact group. Then G is locally elliptic
if and only if it is a countable increasing union of compact open subgroups.

Throughout the remainder of the article, if we say that G =
⋃∞

i=1Ki

is a locally elliptic group, then we implicitly assume that G is locally

compact, the Ki are compact open subgroups of G, and Ki 6 Ki+1 for

all i ∈ N. Furthermore, we assume that G is not compact to avoid any

trivialities.

We give numerous examples of locally elliptic groups and their connection with
the theory in this paper in Section 8.

3. Weights on locally elliptic groups

In this section we will study some properties concerning weights on locally elliptic
groups that will be critical to our results later in the article.

In the context of weighted L1-algebras on compactly generated groups of polyno-
mial growth, the condition of a weight satisfying the GRS condition is an important
part of the theory. Indeed, a weighted L1-algebra L1(G,ω) on a compactly gener-
ated group of polynomial growth G is Hermitian if and only if ω satisfies the GRS
condition [15, Theorem 1.3].

Definition 3.1. Let G be a locally compact group and ω a weight onG. The weight
ω is said to satisfy the GRS condition, if for all x ∈ G, limn→∞ ω(xn)1/n = 1.

We will now show that every weight on a locally elliptic group satisfies the GRS
condition.

Proposition 3.2. Let G be a locally elliptic group and ω a weight on G. Then ω
satisfies the GRS condition.

Proof. Let x ∈ G. Since G is locally elliptic, the set {xn : n ∈ N} is contained
in some compact open subgroup K 6 G. By definition, ω is bounded on compact
sets, so C := sup{ω(k) : k ∈ K} is finite. Then, for all n ∈ N, ω(xn) 6 C. Thus we
have that

lim
n→∞

ω(xn)1/n 6 lim
n→∞

C1/n = 1.

�
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We now define a class of weights that exist on a locally elliptic group. These
weights will be important throughout the article.

Definition 3.3. Let G =
⋃∞

i=1Ki be a locally elliptic group and a := (ai)
∞
i=1 ⊆

R>1 a sequence. Define a function ωa on G by

ωa := a1χK1 +

∞∑

i=2

aiχKirKi−1

where χU denotes the characteristic function on the set U ⊆ G. If a is a non-
decreasing sequence, one checks easily that ωa(xy) 6 max{ωa(x), ωa(y)} for all
x, y ∈ G, from which it follows that ωa is sub-additive weight on G.

We now show that any weight on a locally elliptic group G is dominated by a
weight of the form ωa. Furthermore, we show that a can be chosen so that ωa is
an LΦ-weight for any Young function Φ. We use the following lemma in the proof
of the next proposition.

Lemma 3.4. [14, Korollar 3.8] Let G be a locally compact unimodular group and ω
a locally-integrable sub-additive weight on G. If p ∈ (1,∞) and ω−1 ∈ Lq(G) where
q := p

p−1 , then L
p(G,ω) is a Banach ∗-algebra.

We note that there is a mistake in the statement of [14, Korollar 3.8] but we have
corrected it in our version. Also, in [14], weights are not assumed to be symmetric,
so the conclusion in [14, Korollar 3.8] is that Lp(G,ω) is a Banach algebra, not a
Banach ∗-algebra.

Proposition 3.5. Let G =
⋃∞

i=1Ki be a locally elliptic group, µ a left Haar mea-
sure on G normalised so that µ(K1) = 1, p ∈ [1,∞) and ω a weight on G. Set
ai := sup{ω(x) : x ∈ Ki} for each i ∈ N. Define two functions on G by

ω♯ := a1χK1 +

∞∑

i=2

aiχKirKi−1

and

ω♯
p := (a1 + 1)χK1 +

∞∑

i=2

(ai + i2)µ(Ki rKi−1)
1/qχKirKi−1

where q = p
p−1 if p > 1, and q = 1 if p = 1. Then, ω♯ is a sub-additive weight

on G, ω 6 ω♯ 6 ω♯
p, and 1/ω♯

p ∈ Lq(G). Furthermore, if the sequence of indices

([Ki+1 : Ki])
∞
i=1 is non-decreasing, then ω♯

p is a sub-additive Lp-weight on G.

Proof. Since each of the Ki are compact open subgroups of G and ω is bounded
on compact sets by definition, it follows that ai := sup{ω(x) : x ∈ Ki} is finite
for each i. Also, since Ki 6 Ki+1 for each i, the sequence (ai)

∞
i=1 ⊆ R>1 is non-

decreasing, and hence ω♯ is a sub-additive weight on G by the prior discussion.
Similarly, if the sequence ([Ki+1 : Ki])

∞
i=1 is non-decreasing, then the sequence

((ai + i2)µ(Ki r Ki−1)
1/q)∞i=1 (where we take K0 to be the empty set) is also

non-decreasing, and hence ω♯
p is a sub-additive weight on G.
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Since we assume that Ki is a proper subgroup of Ki+1 for each i, it follows that

µ(Ki+1 rKi) = µ(Ki+1)− µ(Ki)

= [Ki+1 : Ki]µ(Ki)− µ(Ki)

> 2µ(Ki)− µ(Ki) > 1.

It is then clear, by definition of ω♯ and ω♯
p, that ω 6 ω♯ 6 ω♯

p.

We now just need to show that ω♯
p is an Lp-weight. First, we show that 1/ω♯

p ∈
Lq(G). To do this, one checks that

1/ω♯
p =

χK1

a1 + 1
+

∞∑

i=2

χKirKi−1

(ai + i2)µ(Ki rKi−1)1/q

from which it follows that for any q ∈ [1,∞)
∫

G

(1/ω♯
p(x))

q dµ(x) =

∫

K1

(1/ω♯
p(x))

q dµ(x) +

∞∑

i=2

∫

KirKi−1

(1/ω♯
p(x))

q dµ(x)

=
1

(a1 + 1)q
+

∞∑

i=2

1

(ai + i2)q

6
1

(a1 + 1)q
+

∞∑

i=2

1

i2q
<∞.

Thus 1/ω♯
p ∈ Lq(G). It then follows by Lemma 3.4 that ω♯

p is an Lp-weight on G.
This completes the proof. �

We recall from the introduction that if G is locally elliptic group, a standard

decomposition of G is a set of compact open subgroups (Ki)i∈N of G such that
Ki 6 Ki+1 for each i, G =

⋃∞
i=1Ki and the sequence of indices ([Ki+1 : Ki])

∞
i=1 is

non-decreasing. The following is then a direct corollary of the theorem.

Corollary 3.6. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Ki)i∈N a standard decomposition
of G, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions and ω a weight on G. Then,

the weight ω♯
1, as constructed in the proposition with respect to the compact open

subgroups (Ki)i∈N, is an LΦ-weight.

Proof. Indeed, by Proposition 3.5, 1/ω♯
1 ∈ L1(G) ∩ L∞(G) ⊆ LΨ(G). It then

follows from Proposition 2.14 that LΦ(G,ω♯
1) is a Banach ∗-algebra and hence ω♯

1

is an LΦ-weight. �

We will now describe a method intrinsic to locally elliptic groups which allows
one to determine if a weight is (equivalent to) a sub-additive weight.

Definition 3.7. LetG be a locally elliptic group and (Ki)i∈N a sequence of compact
open subgroups of G such that Ki 6 Ki+1 for each i and G =

⋃∞
i=1Ki. Given a

weight ω on G, define the variation of ω with respect to the (Ki)i∈N to be the
value

Var(ω, (Ki)i∈N) := sup
i∈N

(max
x∈Ki

ω(x)− min
y∈Ki

ω(y)).
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We say that ω has bounded variation if there exists such a sequence of compact
open subgroups (Ki)i∈N in G such that Var(ω, (Ki)i∈N) <∞.

We then have the following result.

Proposition 3.8. Let G be a locally elliptic group and ω a weight on G. If ω has
bounded variation then it is equivalent to a sub-additive weight.

Proof. Assume that G is locally elliptic and ω a weight on G with bounded vari-
ation. Let (Ki)i∈N be a sequence of compact open subgroups of G such that
Ki 6 Ki+1 for each i, G =

⋃∞
i=1Ki, and Var(ω, (Ki)i∈N) =: C < ∞. Let ω♯

be the sub-additive weight constructed in Proposition 3.5 with respect to the com-
pact open subgroups (Ki)i∈N. Then one checks easily that for all x ∈ G

ω(x) 6 ω♯(x) 6 (C + 1)ω(x)

which, by definition, means that ω is equivalent to the sub-additive weight ω♯. �

In the following example, we show that a weight on a locally elliptic group need
not have bounded variation nor be sub-additive.

Example 3.9. For n ∈ N, let Cn denote the cyclic group of order n. Define the
group G :=

⊕∞
n=1 Cn. Clearly G is a locally finite group and hence locally elliptic.

We define a weight ω on G as follows: let xn denote the canonical generator of the
copy of Cn in G for each n ∈ N. Then, given a general element x = xm1

n1
· · ·xmk

nk
∈ G,

where 1 6 mi 6 ni − 1 is an integer for each i, we define ω on x by

ω(x) := (n1)
max{m1,n1−m1} · · · (nk)

max{mk,nk−mk}.

One checks that ω is a weight on G. The weight ω is not sub-additive since, for
example,

ω(xn2nx
2n
4n)

ω(xn2n) + ω(x2n4n)
=

(2n)n(4n)2n

(2n)n + (4n)2n

is unbounded as n → ∞. This also implies that ω cannot have bounded variation
by the previous proposition.

4. The Hermitian property

In this section we study the Hermitian and quasi-Hermitian properties for weighted
Orlicz ∗-algebras on locally elliptic groups. We first start by proving Theorem 1.1
from the introduction.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.7 and Lemma
3.8 in [30]. Indeed, since 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G) and hence LΦ(G,ω) ⊆ L1(G), it follow
by an identical argument to that of [47, Lemma 2.2] that there exists a constant
C1 > 0 such that

‖f‖L1(G) 6 C1 ‖f‖LΦ(G,ω)

for all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω). Then, given f ∈ LΦ(G,ω),

νL1(G)(f) = lim
n→∞

‖f∗n‖
1/n
L1(G) 6 lim

n→∞
C

1/n
1 ‖f∗n‖

1/n

LΦ(G,ω)
= νLΦ(G,ω)(f).
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Thus, we just need to show that νLΦ(G,ω)(f) 6 νL1(G)(f) for all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω♯
1).

We now fix f ∈ LΦ(G,ω♯
1). By Proposition 2.14(i), since ω♯

1 is sub-additive, there
exists a constant C2 > 0 such that

‖f ∗ f‖LΦ(G,ω♯
1)

6 2C2 ‖f‖LΦ(G,ω♯
1)
‖f‖L1(G) .

By induction,
∥∥f∗2n

∥∥
LΦ(G,ω♯

1)
6 (2C2)

n ‖f‖LΦ(G,ω♯
1)
‖f‖2

n−1
L1(G) .

Then, we have that, since ω 6 ω♯
1,

νLΦ(G,ω)(f) 6 νLΦ(G,ω♯
1)
(f) = lim

n→∞

∥∥∥f∗2n
∥∥∥
2−n

LΦ(G,ω♯
1)

6 lim
n→∞

(2C2)
n2−n

‖f‖2
−n

LΦ(G,ω♯
1)
‖f‖1−2−n

L1(G)

= ‖f‖L1(G) .

It then follows that

νLΦ(G,ω)(f) = lim
n→∞

νLΦ(G,ω)(f
∗n)1/n 6 lim

n→∞
‖f∗n‖

1/n
L1(G) = νL1(G)(f).

This completes the proof. �

We now use Theorem 1.1 to prove Theorem 1.2 from the introduction. The proof
of Theorem 1.2 relies heavily on [15, Lemma 3.1]. We state this lemma below for
ease of reference, though we have slightly rephrased the statement for our purposes.

Lemma 4.1. [15, Lemma 3.1] Let A ⊆ B be a nested pair of Banach ∗-algebras
that either both have a common identity element or both have no identity. Then
the following are equivalent:

(i) ∂σA(a) ⊆ ∂σB(a) for all a ∈ A;
(ii) ∂σA(a) ⊆ σB(a) for all a ∈ A;
(iii) νA(a) = νB(a) for all a ∈ A.

Furthermore, if B is Hermitian, then (i), (ii) and (iii) are equivalent to

(iv) σA(a) = σB(a) for all a ∈ A.

We now give the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. First we prove (i). By [56, Remark 4.10], L1(G) is quasi-
Hermitian (i.e. σL1(G)(f) ⊆ R for every self-adjoint f ∈ Cc(G)) since every compactly-
generated subgroup of G is compact. Then, for a self-adjoint f ∈ Cc(G) ⊆
LΦ(G,ω), by Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 1.1, we have that ∂σLΦ(G,ω)(f) ⊆ σL1(G)(f) ⊆
R. But this implies that σLΦ(G,ω)(f) ⊆ R which completes the proof. Part (ii) is
just a consequence of Proposition 2.14. �

Since every nilpotent group is Hermitian, it follows from Theorem 1.2 that every
weighted Orlicz ∗-algebra on a nilpotent locally elliptic group with respect to a sub-
additive weight is Hermitian. It should be noted, however, that not every locally
elliptic group is Hermitian. Indeed, there exists the following result.
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Theorem 4.2. [26] There exists a class 2 solvable locally finite group Γ such that
ℓ1(Γ) is not Hermitian.

We give the definition of two different non-Hermitian locally finite groups in
Section 8 of this article, including the group from [26].

If Γ is the group in the theorem and A some non-discrete abelian locally elliptic
group (e.g. Qp), then A×Γ is a non-discrete class 2 solvable locally elliptic group,
and it is not Hermitian since Γ is a non-Hermitian quotient of A×Γ. In particular,
we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4.3. There exist (infinitely many) non-discrete class 2 solvable locally
elliptic groups which are not Hermitian.

Any group of the form A× Γ has non-trivial torsion elements since Γ is locally-
finite. Understanding what happens in the case of torsion-free solvable locally
elliptic groups would be an interesting pursuit. We pose this as an open question.

Question 4.4. Does there exist a torsion-free class 2 solvable locally elliptic group
which is not Hermitian?

Also, it would be interesting to have characterisations of Hermitianness for
L1(G,ω) which are independent of the Hermitian property of L1(G), when G is
a locally elliptic group. Although we can’t say anything in general at the moment,
we note the following result and an immediate corollary of it.

Theorem 4.5. [54, Theorem 1] Let G be a locally compact group and ω a sub-
additive weight on G. Suppose that there exists p ∈ (0,∞) such that ω−1 ∈ Lp(G).
Then L1(G,ω) is Hermitian.

Corollary 4.6. Let G =
⋃∞

i=1Ki be a locally elliptic group and let µ denote a left
Haar measure on G. Suppose that a := (ai)

∞
i=1 ⊂ R>0 is a non-decreasing sequence

such that there exists p ∈ (0,∞) with

µ(K1)

ap1
+

∞∑

i=2

µ(Ki rKi−1)

api
<∞.

Then L1(G,ωa) is Hermitian.

Proof. Indeed, since

ω−1
a

=
χK1

a1
+

∞∑

i=2

χKirKi−1

ai
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and
∥∥ω−1

a

∥∥p
Lp(G)

=

∫

G

|ω−1
a

(x)|p dµ(x)

=

∫

K1

|ω−1
a

(x)|p dµ(x) +
∞∑

i=2

∫

KirKi−1

|ω−1
a

(x)|p dµ(x)

=
µ(K1)

ap1
+

∞∑

i=2

µ(Ki rKi−1)

api
,

the result follows directly from these calculations and Theorem 4.5. �

We now note some other assumptions that imply Hermitianness for weighted
Orlicz (or L1) ∗-algebras on locally elliptic groups that do not require the weight
to be sub-additive. First, we give the following definition.

Definition 4.7. Let G be a locally elliptic group and ω a weight on G. Suppose
that there exist compact open subgroupsKi 6 G (i ∈ N∪{0}) such thatKi 6 Ki+1

for each i, G =
⋃∞

i=0Ki, and the weight

ω′(n) := max
x∈K|n|

ω(x) (n ∈ Z)

on Z satisfies the GRS condition. Then we say that ω satisfies the uniform GRS

condition.

We now prove the following lemma. The proof is basically identical to [15,
Theorem 3.4] with some small modifications.

Lemma 4.8. Let G be a locally elliptic group and ω a weight on G that satisfies
the uniform GRS condition. Then, for all f ∈ L1(G), σL1(G,ω)(f) = σL1(G)(f).

Proof. Let G be a locally elliptic group and ω a weight on G satisfying the uniform
GRS condition. Let Ki 6 G (i ∈ N ∪ {0}) be compact open subgroups of G such
that Ki 6 Ki+1 for each i, G =

⋃∞
i=0Ki and the weight on Z defined by

ω′(n) := max
x∈K|n|

ω(x) (n ∈ Z)

has the GRS property. Then, for f ∈ L1(G,ω), one computes by induction that

‖f∗n‖L1(G,ω) 6

∫

G

· · ·

∫

G

|f(x1)| · · · |f(xn)|ω(x1x2 · · ·xn)dx1dx2 · · · dxn

=
∞∑

i1,...,in=0

∫

Ki1rKi1−1

· · ·

∫

KinrKin−1

|f(x1)| · · · |f(xn)|ω(x1x2 · · ·xn)dx1dx2 · · · dxn

where we use the convention that K−1 is the empty set.
Suppose that xj ∈ Kij rKij−1 for j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Let ik be the largest index of

i1, . . . , in. Then, since x1 · · ·xn ∈ Kik ,

ω(x1 · · ·xn) 6 max
x∈Kik

ω(x) = ω′(ik) 6 ω′(i1 + · · ·+ in).
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Then, let ai :=
∫
KirKi−1

|f(x)| dx for each i ∈ N ∪ {0} and a := (an)n∈N∪{0}.

Clearly ‖f‖L1(G) = ‖a‖ℓ1(Z). It then follows by the previous arguments that

‖f∗n‖L1(G,ω) 6

∞∑

i1,...,in=1

ai1 · · · ainω(i1 + · · ·+ in) = ‖a∗n‖ℓ1(Z,ω′) .

Hence, one computes that

νL1(G,ω)(f) = lim
n→∞

‖f∗n‖
1/n
L1(G,ω) 6 lim

n→∞
‖a∗n‖1/n = νℓ1(Z,ω′)(a)

= νℓ1(Z)(a) = ‖a‖ℓ1(Z) = ‖f‖L1(G)

where the third and fourth equalities follow from [15, Lemma 3.3]. Then

νL1(G,ω)(f) = lim
n→∞

νL1(G,ω)(f
n)1/n 6 lim

n→∞
‖f∗n‖L1(G) = νL1(G)(f)

from which it follows that νL1(G,ω)(f) = νL1(G)(f). The result then follows by
Lemma 4.1. �

We then have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Let G be a Hermitian locally elliptic group and (Φ,Ψ) a comple-
mentary pair of Young functions. The following hold:

(i) If ω is an LΦ-weight on G with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G) and ω has bounded variation,
then LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian;

(ii) If ω is an arbitrary weight on G satisfying the uniform GRS condition, then
L1(G,ω) is Hermitian.

Proof. Part (i) follows directly from Proposition 3.8 and Theorem 1.2. Part (ii) is
a direct consequence of Lemma 4.8. �

5. Functional calculus and the Wiener property

In this section we prove Theorem 1.3. The proof requires us to develop a certain
(smooth) functional calculus on a total part of a weighted Orlicz ∗-algebra on a
locally elliptic group. Our arguments model those used in Section 4 and Section 5
of [16].

Throughout this section, unless otherwise specified, we assume the hypotheses
of Theorem 1.3. In particular, G will be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a pair of
complementary Young functions and ω an LΦ-weight on G with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G).

Given f ∈ LΦ(G,ω), we define the function

u(f) :=

∞∑

k=1

f∗k

k!
.

Since

‖u(f)‖LΦ(G,ω) 6

∞∑

k=1

‖f‖kLΦ(G,ω)

k!
= e‖f‖LΦ(G,ω) − 1

it follows that u(f) ∈ LΦ(G,ω) for all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω).
The following result of Pytlik is critical to our results.
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Lemma 5.1. [54, Lemma 4] Let G be a locally compact group and ω a sub-additive
weight on G. Suppose that there exists p ∈ (0,∞) such that ω−1 ∈ Lp(G). Then,
for any self-adjoint f ∈ L1(G,ω) ∩ L2(G) and γ > log2((2p+ 2)/(p+ 2)),

‖u(inf)‖L1(G,ω) = O(en
γ

) as n→ ∞.

We will now generalise this to the algebra LΦ(G,ω) on a locally elliptic group.
To do this, we use the following result which is proved on page 142 of [30]. We
include the proof due to its simplicity.

Lemma 5.2. [30, pg. 142] For all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω) and n ∈ N,

u(nf) = nu(f) +
n−1∑

k=1

u(kf) ∗ u(f).

Proof. Note that, as a formal expression, u(f) = ef − 1. Then,

u(nf) = enf − 1 = e(n−1)f ∗ ef − 1 = (u((n− 1)f) + 1) ∗ (u(f) + 1)− 1

= u((n− 1)f) ∗ u(f) + u((n− 1)f) + u(f).

A simple induction argument then gives the result. �

As a consequence, the following result holds.

Lemma 5.3. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young functions and ω an LΦ-weight on G. Let (Ki)i∈N be a standard decomposi-

tion of G and ω♯
1 the weight as defined in Proposition 3.5 with respect to the com-

pact open subgroups (Ki)i∈N. Then, for any self-adjoint f ∈ LΦ(G,ω)∩L1(G,ω♯
1)∩

L2(G), and γ > log2(4/3),

‖u(inf)‖LΦ(G,ω) = O(e2n
γ

) as n→ ∞.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we fix a self-adjoint f ∈ LΦ(G,ω)∩L1(G,ω♯
1)∩L

2(G)

and γ > log2(4/3). Since the weight ω♯
1 is a sub-additive weight on G and 1/ω♯

1 ∈
L1(G), it follows by Lemma 5.1 that there exists a constant C > 0, such that for
large n,

‖u(inf)‖L1(G,ω♯
1)

6 Cen
γ

.

Then, by applying Lemma 5.2 and Proposition 2.16(iii), we have that

‖u(inf)‖LΦ(G,ω) 6 n ‖u(if)‖LΦ(G,ω) +

n−1∑

k=1

‖u(ikf)‖L1(G,ω) ‖u(if)‖LΦ(G,ω)

6 n ‖u(if)‖LΦ(G,ω) +

n−1∑

k=1

‖u(ikf)‖L1(G,ω♯
1)
‖u(if)‖LΦ(G,ω) .
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It follows that there exist constants C′ and C′′ such that

‖u(inf)‖LΦ(G,ω) 6 C′(n+

n−1∑

k=1

‖u(ikf)‖L1(G,ω♯
1)
)

6 C′(n+ (n− 1) ‖u(i(n− 1)f)‖L1(G,ω♯
1)
)

6 C′′nen
γ

6 C′′e2n
γ

for n large. This is precisely what we needed to show. �

We are now able to construct our functional calculus. To do this, we define the
following algebra of functions.

Definition 5.4. Given 0 < γ < 1, define a weight on Z by ωγ(n) := e2|n|
γ

(n ∈

Z). Let Ãγ denote the algebra of 2π-periodic C∞-functions ϕ : R → R with
Fourier coefficients in ℓ1(Z, ωγ) under pointwise multiplication. In particular, the

algebra Ãγ consists of functions of the form ϕ(x) =
∑

n∈Z
ϕ̂(n)einx such that∑

n∈Z
|ϕ̂(n)|e2|n|

γ

< ∞. Then, we let Aγ be the subalgebra of Ãγ consisting of

those functions ϕ ∈ Ãγ with ϕ(0) = 0.

Before constructing our functional calculus, we will state the following fact about
the algebra Aγ . This is a consequence of Lemma 1.24 and Theorem 2.11 in [12].

Proposition 5.5. [12] For 0 < γ < 1, the algebra Aγ contains functions of arbitrar-
ily small support. Furthermore, for every ǫ > 0 and every interval [p, q] ⊆ (0, 2π)
with p+ ǫ < q− ǫ, there exists a function ϕ ∈ Aγ satisfying the following properties:

(i) 0 6 ϕ 6 1;
(ii) supp(ϕ) ∩ [0, 2π] ⊆ [p, q];
(iii) ϕ(x) = 1 for all x ∈ [p+ ǫ, q − ǫ].

We now prove the following proposition which gives the required functional cal-
culus.

Proposition 5.6. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair
of Young functions and ω an LΦ-weight on G. Fix a γ with log2(4/3) < γ < 1.

Then, for any ϕ ∈ Aγ and self-adjoint f ∈ LΦ(G,ω) ∩ L1(G,ω♯
1) ∩ L

2(G),

ϕ{f} :=
∑

n∈Z

ϕ̂(n)u(inf)

has finite LΦ(G,ω)-norm and hence converges to an element of LΦ(G,ω).

Proof. Indeed, by Lemma 5.3 and the definition of Aγ , we have that

‖ϕ{f}‖LΦ(G,ω) 6
∑

n∈Z

|ϕ̂(n)| ‖u(inf)‖LΦ(G,ω)

6 C
∑

n∈Z

|ϕ̂(n)|e2|n|
γ

<∞

for some fixed constant C > 0. The result follows immediately. �
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In particular, by the proposition, the algebra Aγ acts on compactly supported
continuous self-adjoint functions in LΦ(G,ω).

Since Aγ is an algebra under pointwise multiplication, one can check, as done in

[16, Section 4.7], that for ϕ, ψ ∈ Aγ and a self-adjoint f ∈ LΦ(G,ω) ∩ L1(G,ω♯
1) ∩

L2(G),

(ϕ · ψ){f} = ϕ{f} ∗ ψ{f}

and for any ∗-representation π of LΦ(G,ω),

π(ϕ{f}) = ϕ(π(f)),

where ϕ(π(f)) denotes the usual functional calculus of the bounded operator π(f).
Now, we are going to work towards the proof of Theorem 1.3. First, we note

that if G is locally elliptic and ω a weight on G, then, given a fixed compact
neighbourhood K of the identity in G, there exists a bounded left approximate
identity (fj)j∈J ⊆ L1(G,ω) such that fj = f∗

j and supp(fj) ⊆ K for each j ∈ J .
Such an approximate identity exists by [28, Theorem 4.1].

We now prove the following result. The proof uses arguments given in [16,
Section 5].

Lemma 5.7. Let G be a locally elliptic group, ω a weight on G and K ⊆ G a
compact neighbourhood of the identity. Let (fj)j∈J ⊆ L1(G,ω) be a bounded left
approximate identity such that each fj is self-adjoint and supp(fj) ⊆ K for all j.
Then, for any γ with log2(4/3) < γ < 1, there exists a function ϕ ∈ Aγ such that,
for all g ∈ Cc(G), ‖ϕ{fj} ∗ g − g‖L1(G,ω) → 0.

Proof. Fix γ with log2(4/3) < γ < 1. By the arguments of [16, Section 5], it suffices
to show that we can choose ϕ ∈ Aγ with ϕ(1) = 1, so that for any ǫ > 0, there
exists N ∈ N such that ∑

|n|>N

|ϕ̂(n)|
∥∥einfj ∗ g

∥∥
L1(G,ω)

< ǫ.

Now, let (Ki)i∈N be a standard decomposition of G and ω♯
1 the weight as defined in

Proposition 3.5 with respect to the compact open subgroups (Ki)i∈N. By Proposi-
tion 2.14(i), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∥∥einfj ∗ g
∥∥
L1(G,ω)

6
∥∥einfj ∗ g

∥∥
L1(G,ω♯

1)

6 ‖g‖L1(G,ω♯
1)
+ ‖u(infj) ∗ g‖L1(G,ω♯

1)

6 ‖g‖L1(G,ω♯
1)
+ C(‖u(infj)‖L1(G,ω♯

1)
‖g‖L1(G) + ‖g‖L1(G,ω♯

1)
‖u(infj)‖L1(G))

6 ‖g‖L1(G,ω♯
1)
+ C(‖g‖L1(G) + ‖g‖L1(G,ω♯

1)
) ‖u(infj)‖L1(G,ω♯

1)
.

Since ‖u(infj)‖L1(G,ω♯
1)

= O(en
γ

) as n→ ∞ by Lemma 5.1, and all other expres-

sions in the last line are constants in the variable n, it follows that
∥∥einfj ∗ g

∥∥
L1(G,ω)

= O(en
γ

) as n→ ∞.

Then, by Proposition 5.5, we can choose a ϕ ∈ Aγ such that

(i) ϕ = 0 in a neighbourhood of 0;
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(ii) ϕ(1) = 1;
(iii) supp(ϕ) ∩ [0, 2π] is compact.

For this ϕ we have that, for some constant C > 0,
∑

n∈Z

|ϕ̂(n)|
∥∥einfj ∗ g

∥∥
L1(G,ω)

6 C
∑

n∈Z

|ϕ̂(n)|e|n|
γ

<∞.

Thus, for any ǫ > 0, we can find N ∈ N such that:
∑

|n|>N

|ϕ̂(n)|
∥∥einfj ∗ g

∥∥
L1(G,ω)

< ǫ.

This ϕ then satisfies the lemma. �

A similar result can be proved for general weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras.

Lemma 5.8. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young functions, ω an LΦ-weight on G and K ⊆ G a compact neighbourhood of
the identity. Let (fj)j∈J ⊆ L1(G,ω) be a bounded left approximate identity such
that each fj is self-adjoint and supp(fj) ⊆ K for all j. Then, for any γ with
log2(4/3) < γ < 1, there exists a function ϕ ∈ Aγ such that, for all f, g ∈ Cc(G),

‖ϕ{fj} ∗ f ∗ g − f ∗ g‖LΦ(G,ω) → 0.

Proof. Fix a γ with log2(4/3) < γ < 1. By Lemma 5.7, we can find a function ϕ ∈
Aγ such that ‖ϕ{fj} ∗ g − g‖L1(G,ω) → 0 for all g ∈ Cc(G). Then, let f, g ∈ Cc(G).

Since

‖ϕ{fj} ∗ f ∗ g − f ∗ g‖LΦ(G,ω) 6 ‖ϕ{fj} ∗ f − f‖L1(G,ω) ‖g‖LΦ(G,ω)

by Proposition 2.14(i), and since

‖ϕ{fj} ∗ f − f‖L1(G,ω) → 0,

it follows that
‖ϕ{fj} ∗ f ∗ g − f ∗ g‖LΦ(G,ω) → 0. �

We now prove Theorem 1.3. The argument already exists in literature (see [31,
Section 3, (10)] and [30, Theorem 6.3]), but we provide it here for completeness.

Proof of Theorem 1.3.
For the proof we fix log2(4/3) < γ < 1. Let I ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) be a proper non-trivial

closed two-sided ideal. Let (fj)j∈J ⊆ L1(G,ω) and ϕ ∈ Aγ be defined as in Lemma
5.8.

Now, we claim that ϕ{fj} /∈ I for at least one j. Indeed, suppose the contrary.
Then, ϕ{fj}∗f ∗g ∈ I for all j ∈ J and f, g ∈ Cc(G) since I is an ideal. By Lemma
5.8 and the fact that I is closed, it follows that f ∗ g ∈ I for all f, g ∈ Cc(G). This
implies that I = LΦ(G,ω) by density of Cc(G). This contradicts the fact that I is
assumed to be a proper ideal.

Thus, we may now fix j ∈ J such that ϕ{fj} /∈ I. Let ψ ∈ Aγ be a function
which is identically 1 on the support of ϕ, which exists by Proposition 5.5. Then,
ψ{fj} ∗ ϕ{fj} = (ψϕ){fj} = ϕ{fj}. In particular, the element ψ{fj} ∗ ϕ{fj} =
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ϕ{fj} is a non-trivial element of the quotient LΦ(G,ω)/I, and it follows that
the image of ψ(fj) in the quotient LΦ(G,ω)/I contains 1 in its spectrum. Thus,
LΦ(G,ω)/I is not a radical Banach algebra, and hence there exists a non-trivial
algebraically irreducible representation of LΦ(G,ω)/I [49, Theorem 2.3.3]. Lifting
this representation to a representation of LΦ(G,ω) then gives a non-trivial alge-
braically irreducible representation of LΦ(G,ω) that annihilates I. This completes
the proof. �

6. The ∗-regular property and representation theory of locally

elliptic groups

Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions
with Φ ∈ ∆2, and ω an LΦ-weight such that 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). As mentioned in the
introduction, since Φ ∈ ∆2, the (vector space) dual of LΦ(G,ω) is LΦ(G,ω)∗ =
LΨ(G,ω−1) and it follows that every linear functional λ ∈ LΦ(G,ω)∗ is of the form

λ(f) =

∫

G

f(x)g(x) dx (f ∈ LΦ(G,ω))

for some g ∈ LΨ(G,ω−1). Then, one checks that the arguments in [30, Section 2.4]
work identically for the algebra LΦ(G,ω), in particular, the map

π 7→

(
f 7→

∫

G

f(x)π(x) dx

)

provides a bijection between unitary representations of G and unitary representa-
tions (i.e. non-degenerate ∗-representations) of LΦ(G,ω). Furthermore, this map
preserves irreducibility and equivalence of representations. As a consequence of this,

the space ̂LΦ(G,ω) can be identified with Ĝ. This also implies that C∗(LΦ(G,ω)) =
C∗(G) since Cc(G) ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) ⊆ L1(G); this is precisely Theorem 1.5(i).

In the following, given a unitary representation π of G and f an element of
LΦ(G,ω) (resp. L1(G)), we will use the convention that π also denotes the ∗-
representation of LΦ(G,ω) (resp. L1(G)) defined on f by

π(f) :=

∫

G

f(x)π(x) dx.

Similarly, π will also be used to denote the corresponding unitary representation of
the group C∗-algebra C∗(G).

We now prove the following result. The statement and proof model that of [13,
Proposition 5.2].

Proposition 6.1. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair
of Young functions with Φ ∈ ∆2, and ω an LΦ-weight on G with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). Let

C ⊆ Ĝ and fix ρ ∈ Ĝ. The following are equivalent:

(i) ∩π∈CkerC∗(G)(π) ⊆ kerC∗(G)(ρ);
(ii) ∩π∈CkerL1(G)(π) ⊆ kerL1(G)(ρ);
(iii) ∩π∈CkerLΦ(G,ω)(π) ⊆ kerLΦ(G,ω)(ρ);
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(iv) ‖ρ(f)‖B(Hρ)
6 supπ∈C ‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)

for all f ∈ Cc(G);

(v) ‖ρ(f)‖B(Hρ)
6 supπ∈C ‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)

for all f ∈ LΦ(G,ω);

(vi) ‖ρ(f)‖B(Hρ)
6 supπ∈C ‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)

for all f ∈ L1(G).

Proof. Since 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G), we have that LΦ(G,ω) ⊆ L1(G) ⊆ C∗(G), and this
directly implies that (i) =⇒ (ii) =⇒ (iii).

For every group of polynomial growth, and in particular, every locally elliptic
group G, L1(G) is ∗-regular [3, Satz 2] i.e. Prim∗(L

1(G)) is homeomorphic to
Prim∗(C

∗(G)). Consequently, (ii) implies (i).
Since Cc(G) ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) ⊆ L1(G), we clearly have that (vi) =⇒ (v) =⇒ (iv).

On the other hand, since Cc(G) is dense in L1(G) and ‖σ(f)‖B(Hσ)
6 ‖f‖L1(G) for

all σ ∈ Ĝ and f ∈ L1(G), it follows immediately that (iv) =⇒ (vi). Thus (iv),
(v) and (vi) are equivalent.

Clearly (vi) implies (ii) and hence (i) by ∗-regularity of L1(G).
Thus, to complete the proof, we just need to show that (iii) =⇒ (iv). We follow

a similar argument to that used in the proof of [13, Proposition 5.2]. Assume, for
a contradiction, that (iv) is false i.e. that there exists g ∈ Cc(G) such that

sup
π∈C

‖π(g)‖B(Hπ)
< ‖ρ(g)‖B(Hρ)

.

We may assume that g is self-adjoint and ‖g‖L1(G) 6 1. Let γ be such that

log2(4/3) < γ < 1. Recall from Section 5 that the algebra Aγ acts by functional
calculus on the self-adjoint compactly supported continuous functions in LΦ(G,ω),
and in particular, on the function g. Now choose ϕ ∈ Aγ that is zero on a neigh-
bourhood of the interval

[− sup
π∈C

‖π(g)‖B(Hπ)
, sup
π∈C

‖π(g)‖B(Hπ)
] ⊆ [−1, 1]

and such that ϕ(‖ρ(g)‖B(Hρ)
) = 1. Such a function exists by Proposition 5.5. Then,

it follows that ϕ is zero on the spectrum of π(g) for every π ∈ C, hence, π(ϕ{g}) =
ϕ(π(g)) = 0 for all π ∈ C. Also, since ‖ρ(g)‖B(Hρ)

is in the spectrum of ρ(g)

and ϕ(‖ρ(g)‖B(Hρ)
) = 1, ρ(ϕ{g}) = ϕ(ρ(g)) 6= 0. Thus ϕ{g} /∈ kerLΦ(G,ω)(ρ) but

ϕ{g} ∈ ∩π∈CkerLΦ(G,ω)(π). This contradicts (iii) and hence the result follows. �

The proof of Theorem 1.5(ii) is a direct consequence of the proposition and
the definition of the hull-kernel topology on each of the respective primitive ideal
spaces.

In the following proposition, if A is a Banach ∗-algebra, then Max(A) will denote
the space of all maximal closed two-sided ideals of A equipped with the hull-kernel
topology.

Proposition 6.2. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair
of Young functions with Φ ∈ ∆2, and ω an LΦ-weight on G with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G).
Suppose that LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian. Then, the following are equivalent:

(i) Prim(C∗(G)) = Prim∗(C
∗(G)) is T1;

(ii) Prim∗(L
1(G)) is T1;
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(iii) Prim∗(L
Φ(G,ω)) is T1;

(iv) Prim∗(L
Φ(G,ω)) ⊆ Max(LΦ(G,ω));

(v) Prim(LΦ(G,ω)) = Prim∗(L
Φ(G,ω)) = Max(LΦ(G,ω)).

Proof. The equivalence of (i), (ii) and (iii) follows directly from Theorem 1.5.
Clearly (v) implies (iv). We now show that (iv) implies (v). IfM ∈ Max(LΦ(G,ω)),
then LΦ(G,ω)/M is a simple LΦ(G,ω)-module which has annihilator M , thus
Max(LΦ(G,ω)) ⊆ Prim(LΦ(G,ω)). Since LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian, Prim(LΦ(G,ω)) ⊆
Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)), and since Prim∗(L
Φ(G,ω)) ⊆ Max(LΦ(G,ω)) by the assumption

of (iv), (v) follows.
Finally, we need to prove the equivalence of (iii) and (iv). First, let’s suppose

that (iii) is true and prove (iv). Suppose for a contradiction that there is an ideal J
in Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)) which is not maximal. Then, there exists a proper closed (two-
sided) ideal J ′ ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) properly containing J . Since LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian
and hence Wiener by Theorem 1.3, hull∗({J ′}) is non-empty and hence contains
an ideal I in Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)). In particular, hull∗({J}) ⊇ {I, J}, from which it
follows, by definition of the hull-kernel topology, that J is not a closed point of
Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)). This contradicts the fact that Prim∗(L
Φ(G,ω)) is T1.

We now suppose that (iv) is true and prove (iii). We need to show that
under the assumption of (iv), every point in Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)) is closed. Let
J ∈ Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)). Then, since J is maximal by the assumption of (iv), it
follows that hull∗(ker({J})) = {J}, which implies that J is a closed point in
Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)) by definition of the hull-kernel topology. �

It is an ongoing area of research to determine which locally elliptic groups G is
Prim(C∗(G)) T1. We note that if G is either 2-step-nilpotent, or nilpotent and has
a compact open normal subgroup, then it is already known that Prim(C∗(G)) is
T1 [52, 7].

7. Minimal ideals of a given hull

Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of Young functions
with Φ ∈ ∆2, and ω an LΦ-weight such that 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). Throughout this
section we fix γ with log2(4/3) < γ < 1 so that we have a functional calculus of
Aγ acting on compactly supported self-adjoint functions in LΦ(G,ω). Now, given
C ⊆ Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)) closed, we define the following set, which we view as a subset
of LΦ(G,ω):

m(C) := {ϕ{f} : f = f∗ ∈ Cc(G), ‖f‖L1(G) 6 1, ϕ ∈ Aγ , ϕ = 0 on a

neighbourhood of [− sup
ker(π)∈C

‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)
, sup
ker(π)∈C

‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)
]}.

Let j(C) denote the closed two-sided ideal of LΦ(G,ω) generated by the set m(C).
Then, a similar argument to Lemma 1 and Theorem 1 in [38] give the following
theorem. We repeat the proof for completeness and to clarify the small changes
that need to be made to the argument.
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Theorem 7.1. Let G be a locally elliptic group, (Φ,Ψ) a complementary pair of
Young functions with Φ ∈ ∆2, and ω an LΦ-weight such that 1/ω ∈ LΨ(G). Suppose
that LΦ(G,ω) is Hermitian. Then, for every closed set C ⊆ Prim∗(L

Φ(G,ω)), the
closed two-sided ideal j(C) ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) satisfies the following properties:

(i) hull∗(j(C)) = C;
(ii) For every closed two-sided ideal I ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) with hull∗(I) ⊆ C, j(C) ⊆ I.

Proof. (i) Let kerLΦ(G,ω)(π) ∈ C and ϕ{f} ∈ m(C). Then, since π(ϕ{f}) =
ϕ(π(f)), and ϕ is zero on the spectrum of π(f), it follows that π(ϕ{f}) = 0. Thus,
m(C) ⊆ kerLΦ(G,ω)(π) for all kerLΦ(G,ω)(π) ∈ C, and it follows that hull∗(m(C)) ⊆
C, which implies that hull∗(j(C)) ⊆ C.

Conversely, suppose that kerLΦ(G,ω)(ρ) /∈ C for some ρ ∈ ̂LΦ(G,ω). Then, by
Proposition 6.1, there exists f ∈ Cc(G) self-adjoint with ‖f‖L1(G) < 1 such that

sup
ker(π)∈C

‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)
< ‖ρ(f)‖B(Hρ)

.

Choose ϕ ∈ Aγ such that ϕ is zero in a neighbourhood of the interval

[− sup
ker(π)∈C

‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)
, sup
ker(π)∈C

‖π(f)‖B(Hπ)
]

and ϕ(‖ρ(f)‖B(Hρ)
) = 1. It then follows that ρ(ϕ{f}) = ϕ(ρ(f)) 6= 0 and hence

ker(ρ) does not contain m(C). Thus it follows that hull∗(j(C)) = C.
(ii) Let I ⊆ LΦ(G,ω) be a closed two-sided ideal with hull∗(I) ⊆ C. Let

ϕ{f} ∈ m(C). Choose non-trivial ψ ∈ Aγ which is identically 1 on the support
of ϕ, which exists by Proposition 5.5. Then, ψ{f} ∗ ϕ{f} = ϕ{f} since ψϕ = ϕ.
Also, it is clear that ψ{f} ∈ m(C) and hull∗({ψ{f}}) ⊇ hull∗(m(C)) = C. Then
[38, Lemma 2] gives the result. �

8. Examples and open questions

8.1. Locally elliptic groups with the bounded index property. We start
with the following definition of a locally elliptic group having the bounded index
property.

Definition 8.1. Let G be a locally elliptic group. The group G has the bounded

index property if there exist compact open subgroups Ki 6 G for each i ∈ N such
that Ki 6 Ki+1 for each i, G =

⋃∞
i=1Ki and supn∈N[Kn+1 : Kn] <∞.

We will give a number of examples of locally elliptic groups with the bounded
index property throughout this section. First, we would like to prove the following
result, which gives a canonical way of constructing Lp-weights, or more generally,
LΦ-weights on these groups for some Young function Φ.

Proposition 8.2. Let G =
⋃∞

i=1Ki be a locally elliptic group and suppose that
M := supn∈N[Kn+1 : Kn] < ∞. Given f ∈ ℓ1(N) and q ∈ [1,∞), define the
sub-additive weight

ωf,q := χK1 +
∞∑

n=1

(
Mn

f(n)

)1/q

χKn+1rKn
.
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Then, 1/ωf,q ∈ Lq(G). In particular, we have the following:

(i) If q = 1, then ωf,1 is an LΦ-weight on G for any Young function Φ;
(ii) If q > 1 and p ∈ (1,∞) such that 1/p+ 1/q = 1, then ωf,q is an Lp-weight.

Proof. The inverse of ωf,q is given by

1/ωf,q = χK1 +

∞∑

n=1

(
f(n)

Mn

)1/q

χKn+1rKn
.

We now show that 1/ωf,q ∈ Lq(G). Let µ be the Haar measure on G. We may
assume that µ has been normalised so that µ(K1) = 1. Then,

µ(K2 rK1) = [K2 : K1]µ(K1)− µ(K1) < Mµ(K1) =M,

and by induction, for n > 2,

µ(Kn+1 rKn) = [Kn+1 : Kn]µ(Kn)− µ(Kn) < Mµ(Kn) 6Mn.

One then computes
∫

G

1/ωq
f,q(x) dx =

∫

K1

1/ωq
f,q(x) dx+

∞∑

n=1

∫

Kn+1rKn

1/ωq
f,q(x) dx

< 1 +
∞∑

n=1

f(n) <∞.

Thus, 1/ωf,q ∈ Lq(G). If q > 1, it follows by Lemma 3.4 that ωf,q is an Lp-weight
on G since it is sub-additive, which is (ii). On the other hand, if q = 1 and (Φ,Ψ)
a complementary pair of Young functions, then 1/ωf,1 ∈ L1(G)∩L∞(G) ⊆ LΨ(G),
and since ωf,1 is sub-additive, it follows by Proposition 2.14 that LΦ(G,ωf,q) is a
Banach ∗-algebra. Thus ωf,1 is an LΦ-weight for any Young function Φ. This is
(i). �

8.2. Contraction groups. We begin with the definition of a contraction group.

Definition 8.3. Let G be a locally compact group and α a bi-continuous auto-
morphism of G. The pair (G,α) is called a contraction group if for all x ∈ G,
αn(x) → idG as n→ ∞.

We will now give some examples of contraction groups.

Example 8.4. (i) The additive group (Qp,+) with automorphism multiplica-
tion by p. This example can be extended to any local field.

(ii) Let F be a finite group. The group (
⊕

Z<0
F )× (

∏
Z>0

F ) equipped with the

“right-shift” automorphism is a torsion contraction group.
(iii) The group Un(Qp) of n-dimensional unipotent matrices overQp equipped with

the automorphism which is conjugation by the diagonal matrix

diag(1, p, p2, . . . , pn−1).

The field Qp can also be replaced with any local field in this example, provided
you change the automorphism appropriately.
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Contraction groups have a fundamental importance in the structure theory of
totally disconnected locally compact groups [1] and their structure theory has been
studied extensively in the papers [19, 20, 21]. The following structure theorem
about contraction groups is key to their study.

Theorem 8.5. [19, 20] Let (G,α) be a contraction group. Then, there exists
distinct primes p1, . . . , pn and unipotent linear algebraic groups Gp1 , . . . , Gpn

over
Qp1 , . . . ,Qpn

respectively such that

G ∼= G0 ×Gp1 × · · · ×Gpn
× tor(G)

where G0 denotes the connected component of the identity in G and tor(G) the
subgroup of torsion elements. Furthermore, G0 is a connected simply-connected
nilpotent real Lie group.

If we further assume that the contraction group G is totally disconnected, then
we may choose U 6 G a compact open subgroup, and it follows from α be-
ing contractive that G =

⋃∞
n=1 α

−n(U). Thus, G is locally elliptic since αn(U)
is compact for each n, and G has the bounded index property since the indices
[α−n−1(U) : α−n(U)] are constant with n varying. We state this below.

Proposition 8.6. Every totally disconnected locally compact contraction group is
locally elliptic and has the bounded index property.

By Theorem 8.5, every torsion-free contraction group is nilpotent and hence it
is Hermitian by [37]. However, in contrast, torsion contraction groups need not be
nilpotent or even solvable. For example, if F is a non-solvable finite group, then
the group

G :=

(⊕

Z<0

F

)
×

(∏

Z>0

F

)

is a non-solvable torsion contraction group when equipped with the right-shift auto-
morphism as its contractive automorphism. This group, however, is also Hermitian
since it is an [FC]−-group [34, Theorem 2.6]. But torsion contraction groups need
not be [FC]−-groups either, with the Heisenberg group over Fp((t)) providing an
example of a torsion contraction group that is not an [FC]−-group.

We thus pose the following question, which is an interesting question in the
context of the harmonic analysis of totally disconnected locally compact groups.

Question 8.7. Is every totally disconnected locally compact contraction group Her-
mitian and hence Wiener?

Furthermore, it is a non-trivial question as to whether the direct product of two
Hermitian groups is Hermitian (c.f. [4]). Thus, we also pose the following question
which one would need to understand to answer Question 8.7.

Question 8.8. If (G,α) is a contraction group and tor(G) is Hermitian/Wiener,
is G also Hermitian/Wiener?

The author is pursuing a solution to these questions on contraction groups in
ongoing work, and this work ties in with recent research on the representation
theory of contraction groups [8, 6].
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8.3. Unipotent linear algebraic group over non-archimedean local fields.

Let k be a non-archimedean local field and define Un(k) to be the group of all upper-
triangular n-dimensional unipotent matrices over k. Given x ∈ k with absolute
value< 1, one checks that conjugation by the diagonal matrix diag(1, x, x2, . . . , xn−1)
is a contractive automorphism of Un(k). Thus, it follows that Un(k) is a locally
elliptic group with the bounded index property by the discussion in the previous
section, and since these properties pass to closed subgroups, we get the following
result.

Proposition 8.9. Let N be a group of n-dimensional unipotent matrices over a
non-archimedean field. The group N is locally-elliptic and has the bounded index
property.

Now let’s assume that N is a group of n-dimensional unipotent matrices over a
p-adic field for some prime p. Let n denote the Lie algebra of N and n

∗ the vector
space dual of n. The group N acts on n

∗ by the so called codajoint action

(Ad∗(g)λ)(X) := λ(Ad(g−1)X) (g ∈ N,X ∈ n, λ ∈ n
∗)

where Ad denotes the usual adjoint action of N on n.
The following result is well known.

Theorem 8.10. [44, 5] Let N be a group of n-dimensional unipotent matrices over
a p-adic field. Then the following hold:

(i) N is CCR;

(ii) The spaces N̂ , Prim(C∗(N)) and n
∗/Ad∗(N) are homeomorphic.

In particular, we have the following corollary by the results in this article.

Corollary 8.11. Let N be a group of n-dimensional unipotent matrices over a p-
adic field. Let (Φ,Ψ) be a complementary pair of Young functions with Φ ∈ ∆2 and
ω an LΦ-weight on N with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(N). Then, there exists a homeomorphism

η : Prim∗(L
Φ(N,ω)) → n

∗/Ad∗(N).

Maintaining the notation as in the corollary, let’s suppose that LΦ(N,ω) is
Hermitian (which is the case if ω is sub-additive, for example) and suppose that
I is a closed ideal of LΦ(N,ω) with hull∗(I) := C ⊆ Prim∗(L

Φ(N,ω)). Let j(C)
be the ideal of LΦ(N,ω) as defined in Theorem 7.1. Then, the ideal I must sit
between ker(C) and j(C) i.e. j(C) ⊆ I ⊆ ker(C). In particular, understanding the
closed ideals of LΦ(G,ω) with hull equal to C would require one to understand the
ideal theory of the algebra ker(C)/j(C).

The set C ⊆ Prim∗(L
Φ(N,ω)) is called a set of synthesis if ker(C)/j(C) is

trivial, or equivalently, ker(C) is the only closed ideal of LΦ(N,ω) with hull C. The
property of LΦ(N,ω) being Wiener is equivalent to the empty set being a set of
synthesis, so under our assumption that LΦ(N,ω) is Hermitian, it follows that the
empty set is a set of synthesis by Theorem 1.3. Also, by the previous corollary, we
may identify C with a subset of n∗/Ad∗(N). We thus pose the following problem.
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Question 8.12. Let N be a group of n-dimensional unipotent matrices over a
p-adic field. Let (Φ,Ψ) be a complementary pair of Young functions and ω an
LΦ-weight on N with 1/ω ∈ LΨ(N) and LΦ(N,ω) Hermitian. Given

C ⊆ n
∗/Ad∗(N) ∼= Prim∗(L

Φ(N,ω)),

can geometric properties of C, when viewed as a subset of n∗/Ad∗(N), be linked
to algebraic properties of the algebra ker(C)/j(C)? In particular, what geometric
properties of C imply that it is a set of synthesis?

We will now note some results that are known in the case of connected nilpotent
Lie groups, in which this question is motivated by. We now suppose that N0 is a
connected nilpotent (real) Lie group. The entire discussion of this section regarding
Orlicz ∗-algebras on unipotent p-adic groups goes through when the (unipotent
p-adic) group is replaced with the connected nilpotent Lie group N0 and ω a sub-
exponential weight on N0 [58]. In particular, L1(N0) contains a minimal ideal j(C)
for each hull C ⊆ Prim∗(L

1(N0)).
It is known that for every one-point set {J} ⊆ Prim∗(L

1(N0)), the algebra
ker({J})/j({J}) = J/j({J}) is nilpotent [39]. Furthermore, ifN0 is 2-step-nilpotent,
then all singleton sets are sets of synthesis, but this does not hold if N0 is 3-step-
nilpotent [40]. In particular, in some sense, if N0 is 2-step-nilpotent, then closed
ideals of L1(N0) whose hulls are singleton sets are classified. More generally, if
N0 is not 2-step-nilpotent, then the set {J} is a set of synthesis provided that
{J} ⊆ Prim∗(L

1(N0)) corresponds to a “flat orbit” in n
∗
0/Ad

∗(N0). This was more
recently generalised to weighted L1-algebras on connected nilpotent Lie groups in
[42].

It would be good to try and replicate these results for weighted Orlicz ∗-algebras
on unipotent p-adic groups, or more generally, torsion-free contraction groups. Even
treating the case of the full group algebra L1(N) for a unipotent p-adic group N
would be novel.

8.4. Non-Hermitian locally finite groups. Here we will write down the defini-
tions of two non-Hermitian locally finite groups found in the papers by Fountain-
Ramsey-Williamson [18] and Hulanicki [26]. Expanding on these two examples, it
would be an interesting question for future research to characterise the Hermitian
locally finite groups.

8.4.1. The Fountain-Ramsay-Williamson group. The Fountain-Ramsay-Williamson
group is the locally finite discrete group G with generators {xn : n ∈ N} subject to
the following relations:

(i) x2n = idG for all n ∈ N;
(ii) xlxmxnxm = xmxnxmxl for all l,m < n ∈ N.

It is a consequence of [18, Section 5 & 6] that the group G is locally finite and
not Hermitian.
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8.4.2. The Leptin-Hulanicki group. Let H be the direct sum of countably infinite
many copies of the cyclic group of order 2. Define the group N :=

⊕
h∈H H . Of

course, H acts on N by permuting indices in the direct sum, so we can form the
semi-direct product G := N ⋊H . The group G we refer to as the Leptin-Hulanicki
group. The group G is defined in [26, Section 3], but Hulanicki attributes the
example to Leptin, hence we term this group as the Leptin-Hulanicki group. This
group is class 2 solvable and it is shown in [26] that the group G is not Hermitian.

8.5. Horocyclic groups of automorphism of trees and scale groups. Let
d ∈ N>2 and let Td = (V Td, ETd) denote the regular tree of degree d, that is,
the infinite tree with the property that every vertex has degree d. We denote the
boundary of Td by ∂Td. For γ ∈ ∂Td, define two groups by Gγ := {x ∈ Aut(Td) :
x(γ) = γ} and Bγ := {x ∈ Gγ : ∃v ∈ V Td, x(v) = v}.

Proposition 8.13. The group Bγ is locally elliptic and Gγ
∼= Bγ ⋊ Z.

Proof. This is a standard result. See, for example, [17, 57]. �

A closed vertex transitive subgroup G 6 Gγ is called a scale group. Scale
groups are studied in [1, 23, 57] and it is shown they have important connec-
tions with the structure theory of totally disconnected locally compact groups.
For example, every non-uniscalar totally disconnected locally compact group has
a subquotient isomorphic to a scale group. Also, these groups are simultaneously
analogues of parabolic subgroups and ax+ b groups in the theory of tdlc groups.

Every scale group is of the form G = N ⋊ Z with N locally elliptic, so under-
standing the harmonic analysis of locally elliptic groups is critical to understanding
the harmonic analysis of scale groups.

The following is an open question in the harmonic analysis of tdlc groups.

Question 8.14. Let G = N ⋊ Z be a scale group. Under what assumptions is G
Hermitian?

As far as the author is aware, it is even an open question as to whether Qp ⋊ Z
is Hermitian (c.f. [48, Section 3.6]).
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2. I. Beltiţă and J. Ludwig, Spectral synthesis for coadjoint orbits of nilpotent Lie groups, Math.

Z. 284 (2016), 1111–1136.
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53. T. Pytlik, On the spectral radius of elements in group algebras, Bull. Acad. Polon. Sci. 21

(1973), 899–902.
54. , Symbolic calculus on weighted group algebras, Studia Mathematica 73 (1982), 169–

176.
55. M.M. Rao and Z.D. Ren, Theory of Orlicz Spaces, Marcel Dekker, 1991.
56. E. Samei and M. Wiersma, Quasi-Hermitian locally compact groups are amenable, Advances

in Mathematics 359 (2020), 106897.
57. G.A. Willis, Scale groups, (2020), arXiv:2008.05220 (2020).
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