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Abstract. Convolution of valuations was introduced by the first named
author and Fu for linear spaces, and later by Alesker and the first named
author for compact Lie groups. In this paper we study the convolution
of invariant valuations on Lie groups. First, we obtain an explicit for-
mula for the convolution of left-invariant valuations on compact groups
in terms of differential forms. Independently, we show that a connected
Lie group admits smooth bi-invariant valuations beyond the Euler char-
acteristic and the Haar measure if and only if the group is the product
of a compact group and a linear space. Finally, we use these two re-
sults to define the convolution of bi-invariant smooth valuations on an
arbitrary unimodular Lie group, thus unifying both previously defined
convolution operations.

1. Introduction

One of the most fundamental concepts in convex geometry is Minkowski
addition of convex bodies. The interplay between Minkowski sum and vol-
ume gives rise to the classical Brunn–Minkowski theory, pioneered in the
first half of the twentieth century by Hilbert, Minkowski, Alexandrov, and
others. In its core lies the Brunn–Minkowski inequality and, more generally,
the notion of mixed volume and the Alexandrov–Fenchel inequality.

Much later on, a remarkable algebraic perspective on the classical geomet-
ric inequalities was discovered which in particular led to their far-reaching
generalizations. Namely, it turns out that Minkowski sum restricted to a
suitable class of convex bodies induces a natural algebra structure where
the inequalities then arise as special cases of the (mixed) Hodge–Riemann
relations. This was first carried out by P. McMullen for simple, strongly iso-
morphic polytopes [32]. Recently, the first and third named authors jointly
with Wannerer accomplished the analogous program for smooth convex bod-
ies in the realm of Alesker’s algebraic theory of valuations [20].

Here a valuation is a function ϕ on the space of convex bodies satisfying

ϕ(K ∪L) + ϕ(K ∩L) = ϕ(K) + ϕ(L)
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for any convex bodies K,L ⊂ Rn such that K ∪L is convex. The graded Ba-
nach space Val(Rn) of all continuous, translation-invariant valuations con-
tains a natural dense subspace Val∞(Rn) of smooth, translation-invariant
valuations. By a recent result of Knoerr [30], the space Val∞(Rn) is spanned
by valuations of the form K ↦ vol(K +L), where L ⊂ Rn is any convex body
with smooth boundary and positive curvature. The Bernig–Fu convolution
on Val∞(Rn) was defined in [17] as

vol(● +K) ∗ vol(● +L) = vol(● +K +L). (1)

If Rn is replaced by a general vector space V without a canonical choice
of the Lebesgue measure, (1) defines a product on Val∞(V ) ⊗ Dens(V ∗),
where Dens(V ∗) is the (one-dimensional) space of Lebesgue measures on
V ∗. Equipped with the Bernig–Fu convolution, Val∞(V ) ⊗ Dens(V ∗) is a
commutative, associative, graded algebra with unit vol⊗vol∗. Denoting the
vector addition on V by m, the convolution can be equivalently defined as

ϕ ∗ ψ =m∗(ϕ ⊠ ψ), (2)

where ⊠ denotes the exterior product of valuations and m∗ the push-forward
underm, see Section 2.4. Besides the convolution, the space Val∞(V ) carries
the so-called Alesker product [2]. Those two algebraic structures, which are
in some precise sense dual to each other [6, 26], were key in much of the
recent progress in integral geometry [11,12,18,19,21,31,38,39].

The power of the algebraic theory of valuations relies on a deep result
of Alesker [1] which implies in particular that the elements of Val∞(V ) can
be represented by smooth differential forms. In these terms, the formula
for the Bernig–Fu convolution becomes particularly simple, boiling down,
essentially, to the wedge product.

Moreover, the language of differential forms provides a natural framework
to extend the notion of smooth valuations to smooth manifolds [3–5,9]. The
filtered space of smooth valuations on a manifold X is denoted by V∞(X).
Basic examples of smooth valuations are the Euler characteristic χ or any
smooth measure on X.

Let π ∶ PX → X denote the cosphere bundle. By definition, each ϕ ∈
V∞(X) is represented by a pair (µϕ, ωϕ) ∈ M∞(X) × Ωn−1or (PX), where
M∞(X) are the smooth measures on X, and Ωor(PX) denotes the space
of complex-valued differential forms on PX twisted by the pull-back by π
of the orientation line bundle of X. Alternatively, we can represent ϕ by a
pair (cϕ, τϕ) ∈ C∞(X)×Ωnor(PX). We write ϕ = [[µϕ, ωϕ]] = {cϕ, τϕ}. Precise
definitions and more details are given in Section 2.3.

While the Alesker product exists on any manifoldX, in order to define the
convolution, one needs, loosely speaking, a replacement for the Minkowski
sum. In this regard, Alesker and the first named author [8] proved that the
formula (2) defines an associative product on V∞(X), called the convolution,
if X = G is a compact Lie group with multiplication m ∶ G ×G→ G.
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Due to the aforementioned importance of the translation-invariant case, it
is a natural question whether the Alesker–Bernig convolution of valuations
on compact Lie groups admits an analogous simple description in terms of
differential forms. Our first main result answers this question affirmatively
by establishing such a formula for invariant valuations.

Let G be a compact Lie group with Lie algebra g. Let V∞(G)LG and
V∞(G)G×G denote the subspaces of left- and bi-invariant valuations, respec-
tively. Similar notation will be used for spaces of differential forms. We have
a natural identification

Ωpor(PG)LG ≅⊕
k

Ωk(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗ ⊗ or(g)), τ ↦∑
k

τk.

Using the Haar probability measure on G, we further identify

∧
p−kg∗ ⊗ or(g) ≅ ∧n−p+kg⊗∧ng∗⊗or(g) ≅ ∧n−p+kg, (3)

and, given a form τk with values in ∧p−kg∗ ⊗ or(g), write τ̃k for the cor-
responding form with values in ∧n−p+kg. Let e1, . . . , en be a basis of g,
e∗1 , . . . , e

∗
n ∈ g∗ the dual basis, and let e♯1, . . . , e

♯
n denote the induced vector

fields on P+(g∗). For τ̃ , ζ̃ ∈ Ω(P+(g∗),∧●g) and r ≥ 0 we set

Ŝr(τ̃ ⊗ ζ̃) = ∑
∣K ∣=r

ιe♯K
τ̃ ∧ ιe∗K ζ̃,

where the sum runs over all sets K = {k1, . . . , kr} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and we define
ιe♯K
= ιe♯

k1

○ ⋯ ○ ιe♯ir and similarly for ιe∗K .

We define the convolution product τ ∗ ζ ∈ Ωp+q−nor (PG)LG of differential
forms τ ∈ Ωpor(PG)G×G and ζ ∈ Ωqor(PG)LG by

(̃τ ∗ ζ)j = ∑
k+l≥j

ϵp,qk,l,jŜk+l−j(τ̃k ⊗ ζ̃l), (4)

where

ϵp,qk,l,j = (−1)
(n+q)(n+p+l+j)+k(l+j+1).

Observe that the lowest term in (4) is (up to a sign) the wedge product

of τ̃k and ζ̃l. We may thus think of this definition as a deformation of the
usual wedge product. We prove in Section 4 that τ ∗ ζ ∈ Ωor(PG)G×G if ζ is
bi-invariant, and that the convolution is associative.

Theorem A. Let G be a compact Lie group. Let ϕ = {cϕ, τϕ} ∈ V∞(G)G×G
and ψ = {cψ, τψ} = [[µψ, ωψ]] ∈ V∞(G)LG with ωψ left-invariant and dωψ
vertical. Denote µ(ψ) = ∫G µψ = ψ(G) ∈ C. Then

ϕ ∗ ψ = {cϕµ(ψ) + π∗(τϕ ∗ ωψ), τϕ ∗ τψ}. (5)

We remark that vertical refers here to the canonical contact structure on
PG and that such ωψ always exists, see Sections 2.1 and 2.3, respectively.
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Formula (5) can in fact be extended to the case when also ϕ is only left-
invariant. Indeed, it is easily seen that in such a case one has

ϕ ∗ ψ = ∫
G
Ad∗gϕdg ∗ ψ,

where Ad∗g is the pull-back under the conjugation by g ∈ G, see Section 5.
Equation (5) suggests that one might be able to define the convolution of

bi-invariant valuations for non-compact Lie groups. We will see that this is
indeed the case and that the convolution can be defined in such generality
that it unifies the Alesker–Bernig convolution on compact Lie groups with
the Bernig–Fu convolution on linear spaces.

To this end, we first study which Lie groups have an interesting space of
bi-invariant smooth valuations. On any Lie group, the Euler characteristic
is a bi-invariant valuation. Furthermore, many Lie groups, such as semi-
simple or nilpotent groups, are unimodular, i.e., possess a bi-invariant Haar
measure. Our second main result classifies the connected Lie groups that ad-
mit smooth bi-invariant valuations beyond those two examples. Henceforth,
smooth valuations ϕ ∉ Span{χ,vol} will be called non-obvious.

Theorem B. A connected Lie group G of dimension at least 2 admits a
smooth non-obvious bi-invariant valuation if and only if G admits a bi-
invariant riemannian metric. In this case, the space V∞(G)G×G is infinite-
dimensional except for G = SO(3) and G = S3.

In particular, such groups are unimodular. For an equivalent explicit
description, recall that by a result of Milnor [33], a connected Lie group
G admits a bi-invariant riemannian metric if and only if G is the cartesian
product of a compact group and a linear space.

In the two exceptional cases G = S3, SO(3), the space of bi-invariant
valuations coincides with the space of intrinsic volumes for the bi-invariant
round metric, see for example [15]. We compute the full convolution table
for S3 in Section 8.

We now turn to defining the convolution of smooth bi-invariant valuations
on general unimodular groups. As there is no canonical choice of a Haar
measure to play the role of unit element, it is natural to introduce a twist
by the one-dimensional space Dens(g∗) of dual densities on the Lie algebra
g or, equivalently, the dual to the space of Haar measures on G.

It is not hard to see that the Haar measures on G naturally form a direct
summand in V∞(G)LG , see Proposition 7.1. We denote the Haar measure
component by µ(●) and retain the same notation also for spaces of valuations
twisted by dual densities, so that for ϕ ∈ V∞(G)LG ⊗ Dens(g∗), we have
µ(ϕ) ∈ C, as in Theorem A. Further, replacing (3) by

∧
p−kg∗⊗or(g) ⊗Dens(g∗) ≅ ∧n−p+kg,
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τ̃k will denote the form with values in ∧n−p+kg corresponding to a form
τk ∈ Ωkor(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗) ⊗Dens(g∗). Formula (4) then defines an associa-
tive convolution product on Ωor(PG)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗), and turns the space
Ωor(PG)LG into a left module over the algebra Ωor(PG)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗).
Definition 1.1. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. The convolution of
valuations ϕ ∈ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) and ψ ∈ V∞(G)LG is defined as

ϕ ∗ ψ = {cϕµ(ψ) + π∗(τϕ ∗ ωψ), τϕ ∗ τψ}, (6)

where ϕ = {cϕ, τϕ} and ψ = {cψ, τψ} = [[µψ, ωψ]] with ωψ left-invariant and
dωψ vertical.

The validity of Definition 1.1 is not evident; namely, one has to verify
that a form ωψ with the required properties exists, the definition does not
depend on its choice, and that the right-hand side of (6) indeed corresponds
to a valuation. Doing this, together with proving the main properties of the
so-defined convolution product, is our third main result.

Theorem C. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. Then the convolution of
Definition 1.1 is well defined and continuous, gives rise to an associative
product on V∞(G)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗), and turns the space V∞(G)LG into a
module over the convolution algebra V∞(G)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗). Moreover, it
satisfies the following properties:

(i) vol⊗vol∗ ∈ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) is the unit element.
(ii) The convolution is compatible with the canonical filtration V∞(G) =
W0 ⊃ W1 ⊃ ⋯ ⊃ Wn =M∞(G) in the sense that

(WG×G
k ⊗Dens(g∗)) ∗WLG

l ⊂ WLG

k+l−n.

(iii) For any ϕ ∈ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) and ψ ∈ V∞(G)LG it holds that
(χ ⊗ vol∗) ∗ ψ = (µ(ψ)vol∗)χ and ϕ ∗ χ = µ(ϕ)χ. In particular,
Span{χ ⊗ vol∗} ⊂ V∞(G)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗) is a two-sided nilpotent
ideal.

(iv) Alesker–Poincaré duality. If G is connected, then the Dens(g∗)-
valued pairing on V∞(G)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗), (ϕ,ψ) ↦ (ϕ ∗ ψ)(e) is
perfect. Moreover, one has (ϕ ∗ ψ)(e) = µ(ϕ ⋅ Inv∗ψ) where the dot
denotes the Alesker product and Inv ∶ G→ G the inverse map.

The proof of Theorem C we give in Section 7 takes the following indi-
rect approach. We first define an a-priori distinct convolution operation on
groups of the form G = K × V , with K compact and V linear, exploiting
the fact that for Γ ⊂ V a lattice, the quotient G → K × V /Γ induces an iso-
morphism on the corresponding spaces of bi-invariant valuations. We then
proceed to show that it coincides with the convolution of Definition 1.1. Fi-
nally, the classification established in Theorem B allows us to complete the
proof of Theorem C essentially by reduction to the compact case.

We note without a proof that it can be shown directly that (6) gives rise
to a well-defined convolution on V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) for any unimodular
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group G, without relying on Theorem B. The advantage of such an a-priori
approach is that, under some further conditions such as compatibility of
wavefront sets, it applies also to non-smooth bi-invariant valuations, which
exist for a larger class of Lie groups. For instance, on semi-simple Lie groups
one has a bi-invariant pseudo-riemannian structure, with corresponding in-
trinsic volumes which are generalized valuations [16]. In the smooth case,
however, this task is significantly simplified by making use of Theorem B.

Finally, we establish the compatibility of Definition 1.1 with the previ-
ously defined convolutions. Besides proving that it extends the Alesker–
Bernig convolution on compact Lie groups and the Bernig–Fu convolution
on flat spaces, we also show that the infinitesimal version of our convolution
agrees with the Bernig–Fu convolution of AdG-invariant valuations on the
corresponding Lie algebra and that a certain natural averaging map is a
homomorphism of convolution algebras.

Observe that a Lie group G that is isomorphic to the cartesian product
of a compact group and a linear space, has a unique maximal compact
subgroup K ⊂ G. We then define A ∶ V∞c (G)K×K → V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗)
by A(ϕ) = ∫GL∗gϕdσ(g) ⊗ σ∗ for an arbitrary Haar measure σ ∈ Dens(g).
Here V∞c denotes the subspace of compactly supported valuations, L∗g the
pull-back under the left translation by g ∈ G, and σ∗ the corresponding dual
density.

Proposition 1.2. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. Consider the convolu-
tion on V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) of Definition 1.1.

(i) If G is compact, then the map V∞(G)G×G → V∞(G)G×G⊗Dens(g∗)
given by ϕ↦ ϕ⊗ vol(G)vol∗ is an isomorphism of algebras.

(ii) If G = V is a vector space, then the convolution on

V∞(V )V ×V ⊗Dens(V ∗) = Val∞(V ) ⊗Dens(V ∗)
agrees with the Bernig–Fu convolution.

(iii) There exists an isomorphism of graded algebras

grV∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) ≅ Val∞(g)AdG ⊗Dens(g∗).
(iv) Let G be isomorphic to the product of a compact Lie group and a

linear space, and let K ⊂ G be the maximal compact subgroup. Then
for all ϕ,ψ ∈ V∞c (G)K×K and η ∈ V∞(G)G×G⊗Dens(g∗) it holds that

A(ϕ ∗ ψ) = Aϕ ∗ ψ = ϕ ∗Aψ = Aϕ ∗Aψ
and ϕ ∗ η = Aϕ ∗ η.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Semyon Alesker for numerous il-
luminating conversations. D.F. is indebted to Leonid Rybnikov for some
helpful explanations on Lie algebras. A large part of this work was carried
out during D.F.’s term at Tel Aviv University, A.B.’s research stay at IHES,
and our visit at the Rényi institute and we wish to thank those institutions
for their support and productive atmosphere.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notation. For a real vector space V , let P(V ) be the projective space
consisting of lines in V , and P+(V ) its double cover of oriented lines. Thus
P+(V ) is the set of equivalence classes of vectors v ∈ V ∖ {0} with respect
to the equivalence relation v ≅ λv,λ > 0. The equivalence class of v will be
denoted by [v]. For a smooth manifold X, we let PX denote the cosphere
bundle, consisting of all pairs (x, [ξ]) with x ∈ X,ξ ∈ P+(T ∗xX). It is nat-
urally a contact manifold, with the contact distribution given at the point
(x, [ξ]) by dπ∣−1

(x,[ξ])(ker ξ), where π ∶ PX →X is the projection.

We will use the convention for the push-forward of differential forms as in
[7, 8]. More precisely, if π ∶ M → A is a smooth fiber bundle with compact
fibers and M,A oriented manifolds, then

∫
A
α ∧ π∗ω = ∫

M
π∗α ∧ ω

for α ∈ Ω(A) compactly supported and ω ∈ Ω(M). Note that the degree
of π∗ω equals the degree of ω minus the degree of the fiber. With this
convention, we have d ○ π = π ○ d and the formula

π∗(π∗α ∧ ω) = α ∧ π∗ω.

To compute π∗ explicitly, assume π∗ω ∈ Ωk(M) and take a point a ∈ A
and tangent vectors v1, . . . , vk ∈ TaA. For a point in the fiber of a, take lifts
ṽ1, . . . , ṽk. We then have

π∗µ(v1, . . . , vk) = ∫
π−1(a)

µ(ṽ1, . . . , ṽk, ●),

where the fiber is oriented in the usual way such that, locally, the orientation
of M is the product orientation corresponding to A × π−1(a).

Note that all scalar-valued (differential) forms considered throughout the
paper take values in C. Similarly, all tensor products are over C.

2.2. Lie groups. Let G be an n-dimensional real Lie group and g its Lie
algebra. Take g, h ∈ G. We use the notation as in [25] Lhg = hg, Rhg = gh,
and Adh(g) = hgh−1. We set

L∗h ∶= (dLh−1)∗ ∶ T ∗g G→ T ∗hgG, R∗h ∶= (dRh−1)∗ ∶ T ∗g G→ T ∗ghG,

and

Ad∗h ∶= (dAdh−1)∗ ∶ T ∗g G→ T ∗hgh−1G.

Similarly, we denote the adjoint action Adh = dAdh ∶ g → g. We then have
Ad∗h = (Adh−1)∗ ∶ g∗ → g∗. For x ∈ g we set adx = d

dt
∣
t=0

Adexp(tx) ∶ g → g and

ad∗x ∶= d
dt
∣
t=0

Ad∗exp(tx) = (−adx)∗, and let x♯ be the vector field on P+(g∗)
defined by

x♯∣[ξ] =
d

dt
∣
t=0
[Ad∗exp(tx) ξ] = [ad

∗
x(ξ)].
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By or(g) we denote the line of orientations on g. The connected com-
ponents of or(g) ∖ {0} correspond to orientations of g, which can be iden-
tified with the left-invariant orientations on G using left translation. Thus
or(g) ≃ or(g∗) ≃ or(g)∗ is a real 1-dimensional module over G, such that
g ∈ G acts by the scalar sgndet(Adg ∶ g → g). There is a natural identifica-
tion Dens(g) = ∧ng∗ ⊗ or(g). The group G is called unimodular if it has a
bi-invariant Haar measure, or equivalently if ∣detAdg ∣ = 1 for all g ∈ G. It
then holds that

tr(adX) = 0, X ∈ g, (7)

and the inverse map Inv ∶ G → G preserves any given Haar measure. In
particular, compact groups are unimodular.

Let ∗ ∶ ∧kg⊗∧ng∗ → ∧n−kg∗ be the Hodge star isomorphism given by

⟨∗(X ⊗ det), Y ⟩ = det(X ∧ Y ), Y ∈ ∧n−kg.
Using that ∧ng∗ ⊗∧ng ≅ C, we thus have the isomorphism

∗−1 ∶ ∧kg∗ ⊗∧ng→ ∧n−kg, (8)

which will be frequently used in the paper. Observe that if τ ∈ ∧kg∗ ⊗∧ng
and X1, . . . ,Xk ∈ g, then

τ(X1, . . . ,Xk) = ∗−1τ ∧X1 ∧ . . . ∧Xk. (9)

By naturality of the Hodge star we have

Ad∗h ○∗ = ∗ ○Adh . (10)

Differentiating, we infer that

ad∗x ○∗ = ∗ ○ adx, x ∈ g. (11)

Finally, the Koszul boundary operator B ∶ ∧kg→ ∧k−1g is defined by

B(x1 ∧ . . . ∧ xk) = ∑
1≤i<j≤k

(−1)i+j+1[xi, xj] ∧ x1 ∧⋯ ∧ qxi ∧⋯ ∧ qxj ∧⋯ ∧ xk,

where qxi means that xi is omitted. It satisfies B2 = 0.

2.3. Smooth valuations. We refer to [3, 5, 9, 10] for the theory of smooth
valuations.

Let X be an n-dimensional smooth manifold and PX = P+(T ∗X) its co-
sphere bundle. Denote by π ∶ PX →X the projection. Let P(X) denote the
class of compact differentiable polyhedra inX. Each P ∈ P(X) admits a nor-
mal cycle N(P ) which is a naturally oriented Legendrian (n−1)-dimensional
Lipschitz submanifold of PX , see [9] for details.

We denote by or(X) the orientation line bundle on X. The line bundles
underlying smooth measures and top differential forms on X are related by
Dens(TX) = ∧nT ∗X ⊗ or(X). By Ωor(X), resp. Ωor(PX), we denote the
space of complex-valued differential forms on X, resp. on PX , twisted by
or(X), resp. by π∗ or(X). Note that Ωnor(X) =M∞(X).
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A functional ϕ ∶ P(X) → C is called a smooth valuation if there exist
µ ∈ Ωnor(X) and ω ∈ Ωn−1or (PX) such that

ϕ(P ) = ∫
P
µ + ∫

N(P )
ω, P ∈ P(X).

In this case we denote ϕ = [[µ,ω]].
Clearly, any measure on X is a smooth valuation. Another example is the

Euler characteristic χ for which the corresponding forms were constructed
by Chern [24]. If X is endowed with a riemannian metric, then the intrinsic
volumes µk, k = 0, . . . , n, are smooth valuations on X. The Fréchet space
of smooth valuations on X is denoted by V∞(X). It admits a canonical
filtration by closed subspaces

V∞(X) = W0 ⊃ W1 ⊃ ⋯ ⊃ Wn = Ωnor(X),

such that the associated graded space gr(V∞(X)) = ⊕n
k=0Wk/Wk+1 is canon-

ically isomorphic to the space of smooth sections of the vector bundle

Val∞(TX) →X

whose fiber over x ∈ X is the space Val∞(TxX) of smooth and translation-
invariant valuations, cf. Section 2.5 below.

By definition, the map Ωnor(X) × Ωn−1or (PX) → V∞(X), (µ,ω) ↦ [[µ,ω]]
is surjective. Let us describe the kernel, following [14]. A differential form
on PX is called vertical if its restriction to the contact distribution vanishes.
Rumin has constructed a differential operator D ∶ Ωn−1(PX) → Ωn(PX) of
order 2 such that Dω = d(ω + ξ), where ξ is the unique vertical (n− 1)-form
such that d(ω + ξ) is vertical [35]. We then have [[µ,ω]] = 0 if and only if
Dω + π∗µ = 0 and π∗ω = 0, where π ∶ PX →X is the bundle projection. Any
smooth valuation [[µ,ω]] can thus be equivalently described by the pair
(π∗ω,Dω + π∗µ) ∈ C∞(X) ×Ωnor(PX). Note that (f, τ) ∈ C∞(X) ×Ωnor(PX)
corresponds to a (unique) smooth valuation if and only if τ is vertical and
exact, and π∗τ = df . In this case we write {f, τ} for the valuation defined
by this pair. With this notation, we have

[[µ,ω]] = {π∗ω,Dω + π∗µ}.

2.4. Operations on smooth valuations. The space V∞(X) carries a nat-
ural bilinear structure, the Alesker product, which turns it into a commuta-
tive associative filtered algebra with unit χ, see [2, 7, 9] for its construction.
A fundamental property of the Alesker product is the following version of
Poincaré duality. Let V∞c (X) ⊂ V∞(X) denote the ideal of compactly sup-
ported valuations, i.e., ϕ ∈ V∞c (X) if it vanishes outside of a compact set P0.
In this case ∫X ϕ ∶= ϕ(P ) does not depend on P ∈ P(X) if P ⊃ P0. Then the
bilinear map

V∞(X) × V∞c (X) → C, (ϕ,ψ) ↦ ∫
X
ϕ ⋅ ψ
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is a perfect pairing. Consequently, V∞(X) embeds densely in the space

V−∞(X) ∶= (V∞c (X))
∗ (12)

of generalized valuations.
Given two smooth manifolds X,Y , there exists a natural bilinear map

⊠ ∶ V∞(X) × V∞(Y ) → V−∞(X × Y ), called exterior product. Note that the
image is not a smooth valuation, but merely a generalized valuation in the
sense of (12). For a smooth map f ∶ X → Y , there are further partially
defined maps f∗ ∶ V−∞(X) ⇢ V−∞(Y ) and f∗ ∶ V−∞(Y ) ⇢ V−∞(X), called
push-forward and pull-back, respectively, under f .

The product of smooth valuations on a manifold X is the pull-back of
the exterior product under the diagonal map X ↪ X ×X,x ↦ (x,x), and
it is again a smooth valuation on X. If a Lie group G acts transitively on
a manifold X, then the push-forward of the exterior product of a smooth
valuation on G and a smooth valuation on X under the map G ×X →X is
called the convolution, and it is again a smooth valuation on X.

The Euler–Verdier involution σ ∶ V∞(X) → V∞(X) is defined by

σ[[µ,ω]] ∶= (−1)n[[µ, a∗ω]],
where n = dimX and a ∶ PX → PX is the antipodal map. It is compatible
with the filtration and the Alesker product and it extends to an involution
on V−∞(X). The intrinsic volumes satisfy σµk = (−1)kµk.

2.5. Translation-invariant valuations. Let X = V be a real vector space
and let K(V ) denote the set of convex bodies, i.e., compact convex subsets of
V . According to a deep result of Alesker, the subspace Val∞(V ) ⊂ V∞(V ) of
translation-invariant valuations coincides with the dense subspace of GL(V )-
smooth vectors in the Banach space Val(V ) of translation-invariant contin-
uous valuations on K(V ). In fact, by a recent result of Knoerr [30],

Val∞(V ) = Span{K ↦ vol(K +A) ∣ A ∈ K∞+ (V )},
where vol ∈ Dens(V ) is a Lebesgue measure and K∞+ (V ) ⊂ K(V ) consists of
convex bodies with smooth boundary and positive curvature. Observe that
one has the so-called McMullen grading

Val∞(V ) =
n

⊕
k=0

Val∞k (V ),

where Val∞k (V ) ⊂ Val∞ is the subspace of k-homogeneous valuations, i.e.,
ϕ ∈ Val∞k if ϕ(λK) = λkϕ(K) for any λ > 0 and K ∈ K(V ).

The space Val∞(V ) carries besides the Alesker product another algebraic
structure. More precisely, the Bernig–Fu convolution is the commutative
associative bilinear product on Val∞(V ) ⊗Dens(V ∗) given by

[voln(⋅ +A1) ⊗ µ∗1] ∗ [voln(⋅ +A2) ⊗ µ∗2] = µ∗1(voln)voln(⋅ +A1 +A2) ⊗ µ∗2 .
It satisfies

[Val∞k (V )⊗Dens(V ∗)] ∗ [Val∞l (V )⊗Dens(V ∗)] ⊂ Val∞k+l−n(V )⊗Dens(V ∗).
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3. Invariant differential forms

3.1. Left-invariant and bi-invariant forms. Let G be a unimodular Lie
group of dimension n with Lie algebra g. In this section we will study
invariant differential forms on the cosphere bundle PG = P+(T ∗G) over G.

We will be mostly utilizing the two actions of G on itself given by left
translation and conjugation, which induce corresponding actions on PG in
the natural way:

Lh((g, [ξ])) = (hg, [L∗hξ]) and Adh((g, [ξ])) = (Adh(g), [Ad∗h ξ]).
A differential form on PG is called left-, resp. Ad-invariant, if it is invariant
under left translation, resp. AdG. A form is bi-invariant if it is invariant un-
der both left and right translation, or equivalently if it is both left- and AdG-
invariant. Using the diffeomorphism G×P+(g∗) → PG, (g, [ξ]) ↦ (g, [L∗gξ]),
the corresponding induced actions on G×P+(g∗) are Lh× id and Adh×Ad∗h.

Observe that we then have the following identifications:

Ωp(PG)LG ≅⊕
k

Ωp−k,k(G × P+(g∗))LG

≅⊕
k

Ωk(P+(g∗)) ⊗Ωp−k(G)LG

≅⊕
k

Ωk(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗).

For τ ∈ Ωp(PG)LG , we decompose accordingly τ = ∑k τk, where
τk(u1, . . . , uk)(x1, . . . , xp−k) = τ(u1, . . . , uk, x1, . . . , xp−k). (13)

Here u1, . . . , uk are vector fields on P+(g∗) and x1, . . . , xp−k left-invariant
vector fields on G, which we identify with vector fields on PG ≅ G × P+(g∗).

Considered as an action on Ω(P+(g∗)) ⊗ Ω(G)LG , the adjoint action
(Adh × Ad∗h)∗ takes the pull-back of the form under the diffeomorphism
Ad∗h on P+(g∗) and applies (Adh)∗ to the value. Differentiating in the sec-
ond factor then induces the action (Ad∗h)∗ ⊗Ad∗h−1 on Ω(P+(g∗),∧●g∗). A

form τ ∈ Ω(PG)LG is thus bi-invariant if and only if the corresponding form
τ ∈ Ω(P+(g∗),∧●g∗) is Ad-invariant, that is if for any h ∈ G,

(Ad∗h)∗ ⊗Ad∗h−1 τ = τ. (14)

Finally, take

τ ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗ ⊗ or(g)) ⊗Dens(g∗) = Ωk(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗) ⊗∧ng.
The following notation will be used throughout the paper, see (8):

τ̃ = ∗−1τ ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧n−p+kg). (15)

3.2. The differential on invariant forms. In the following we will con-
sider the decomposition of left-invariant forms defined by (13). As usual we
set τk = 0 for k < 0.

Observe that under the identification of Ωk(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗) with a sub-
space of Ωp(PG)LG , the de Rham differential on the former space differs
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from the restriction of the de Rham differential on the latter. To avoid any
ambiguity, we will adhere to the following convention in the rest of the pa-
per: When we write τ ∈ Ωp(PG)LG , then dτ refers to the differential of the
(complex-valued) p-form on PG, whereas for τ ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗), V ), where V is
a vector space, dτ denotes the differential of the V -valued k-form on P+(g∗).
Lemma 3.1. Let 0 ≤ p ≤ 2n − 1, τ ∈ Ωp(PG)LG and τk ∈ Ωk(P+(g),∧p−kg∗)
as in (13). For 0 ≤ k ≤ p we have

(dτ)k = dτk−1 + (−1)k+1B
∗τk. (16)

Proof. Let x1, . . . , xp−k+1 be left-invariant vector fields on G and u1, . . . , uk
commuting vector fields on some open subset U ⊂ P+(g∗), which we identify
with left-invariant vector fields near {e} × U ⊂ G × P+(g∗) ≅ PG. Since τ is
left-invariant, it holds for all i that

xiτ(u1, . . . , uk, x1, . . . , qxi, . . . , xp−k+1) = 0,
where qxi means that xi is omitted. Note also that [ui, xj] = 0 for all i,j.
Therefore,

dτ(u1, . . . , uk, x1, . . . , xp−k+1)
= ∑

i

(−1)i+1uiτ(u1, . . . , qui, . . . , uk, x1, . . . , xp−k+1)

+∑
i<j

(−1)i+j+kτ(u1, . . . , uk, [xi, xj], x1 . . . , qxi, . . . , qxj , . . . , xp−k+1)

= dτk−1(u1, . . . , uk)(x1, . . . , xp−k+1)
+ (−1)k+1B

∗τk+1(u1, . . . , uk)(x1, . . . , xp−k+1).
□

Lemma 3.2. For X ∈ ∧k+1g, Y ∈ ∧n−kg one has

BX ∧ Y = (−1)k+1X ∧ BY. (17)

Proof. Let e1, . . . , en be a basis of g. By linearity we may assume that bothX
and Y are wedge products of basis elements. We will distinguish three cases.
First, if X,Y have three or more common factors, then both sides of (17)
vanish. Second, if X,Y have two factors in common, say X = e1 ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ ek+1
and Y = ek ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ en−1, then the only possibly non-zero summand on both
sides of (17) is

[ek, ek+1] ∧ e1 ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ ek−1 ∧ ek ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ en−1.
It remains to consider the case when X,Y have exactly one factor in com-
mon, say X = e1 ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ ek+1 and Y = ek+1 ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ en. Then

BX ∧ Y = (−1)k
k

∑
i=1

e1 ∧⋯ ∧ ei−1 ∧ [ek+1, ei] ∧ ei+1 ∧⋯ ∧ en,

X ∧ BY =
n

∑
i=k+2

e1 ∧⋯ ∧ ei−1 ∧ [ek+1, ei] ∧ ei+1 ∧⋯ ∧ en,
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so that

BX ∧ Y + (−1)kX ∧ BY

= (−1)k
n

∑
i=1

e1 ∧⋯ ∧ ei−1 ∧ [ek+1, ei] ∧ ei+1 ∧⋯ ∧ en

= (−1)k tr(adek+1),
which vanishes by (7) since G is unimodular. □

Corollary 3.3. Let 0 ≤ p ≤ 2n − 1 and τ ∈ Ωp(PG)LG ⊗∧ng. For 0 ≤ k ≤ p
we have

(d̃τ)k = d(τ̃k−1) + (−1)n−p+1Bτ̃k. (18)

In particular, τ ∈ Ωn(PG)LG ⊗∧ng is closed if and only if

dτ̃k−1 = Bτ̃k (19)

for all k.

Proof. We claim that

B
∗τk = (−1)n−p+k ∗ B ∗−1 τk. (20)

Applying both sides of (20) to Y ∈ ∧p−k+1g, the left-hand side becomes

⟨B∗τk, Y ⟩ = ⟨τk, BY ⟩.
For the right-hand side we use Lemma 3.2 and compute

⟨(−1)n−p+k ∗ B ∗−1 τk, Y ⟩ = (−1)n−p+kB ∗−1 τk ∧ Y = ∗−1τk ∧ BY = ⟨τk, BY ⟩,
proving the claim. (18) then follows from (20) by applying ∗−1 to (16). □

4. Convolution of invariant differential forms

We will now define a formal convolution product of invariant differential
forms which will later be used to write an explicit formula for the convolution
of smooth valuations on a general Lie group. Throughout this section, G will
be a unimodular Lie group of dimension n, vol some Haar measure, g its Lie
algebra, e1, . . . , en a basis of g, e∗1 , . . . , e

∗
n ∈ g∗ the dual basis, and e♯1, . . . , e

♯
n

the induced vector fields on P+(g∗). Recall that Dens(g) = ∧ng∗ ⊗ or(g).

Definition 4.1. For τ̃ , ζ̃ ∈ Ω(P+(g∗),∧●g) and r ≥ 0 we set

Ŝr(τ̃ ⊗ ζ̃) = ∑
∣K ∣=r

ιe♯K
τ̃ ∧ ιe∗K ζ̃,

where the sum runs over all sets K = {k1, . . . , kr} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and we define
ιe♯K
= ιe♯

k1

○ ⋯ ○ ιe♯ir and similarly for ιe∗K .

Observe that the definition of Ŝr depends neither on the ordering of the
elements in K nor on the choice of a basis.



14 ANDREAS BERNIG, DMITRY FAIFMAN, AND JAN KOTRBATÝ

Definition 4.2. The convolution product τ ∗ ζ ∈ Ωp+q−n(PG)LG ⊗ ∧ng of
(twisted) differential forms τ ∈ Ωp(PG)G×G ⊗∧ng and ζ ∈ Ωq(PG)LG ⊗∧ng
is defined by

(̃τ ∗ ζ)j = ∑
k+l≥j

ϵp,qk,l,jŜk+l−j(τ̃k ⊗ ζ̃l),

where

ϵp,qk,l,j = (−1)
(n+q)(n+p+l+j)+k(l+j+1).

Fixing an orientation on G, we can identify the Haar measure vol with a
top differential form on G, which in turn can be both restricted to TeG = g
or pulled-back to PG. We then obtain an element vol⊗vol∗ ∈ Ωn(PG)⊗∧ng,
which depends neither on the choice of orientation, nor on the normalization
of vol. Explicitly,

vol⊗vol∗ ∣(g,[ξ])(v1, . . . , vn) = dπ(v1) ∧ . . . ∧ dπ(vn) ∈ ∧nTgG ≅ ∧ng.
We then have

(vol⊗vol∗) ∗ ζ = ζ and τ ∗ (vol⊗vol∗) = τ. (21)

Proposition 4.3. If τ, ζ ∈ Ω(PG)G×G⊗∧ng are bi-invariant, then so is τ ∗ζ.
Proof. By (14) and (10), it suffices to show

((Ad∗h−1)
∗ ⊗Adh) Ŝr(τ̃ ⊗ ζ̃) = Ŝr(τ̃ ⊗ ζ̃), r ≥ 0.

To this end, observe first that for any index subset K we have

(Ad∗h−1)
∗ ○ ιe♯K = ι(Adh eK)♯ ○ (Ad

∗
h−1)

∗

and

Adh ○ιe∗K = ι(Adh eK)∗ ○Adh .
Then the claim follows easily from the invariance of τ and ζ and the fact
that the definition of Ŝr is independent of the basis of g. □

Now we will show that the product defined in Definition 4.2 is associative.
For the proof, the following notation will be used: Let K = {k1, . . . , ka} and
L = {l1, . . . , lb} be strictly increasing sequences. We define

ϵ(K,L) =
⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

1, if (k1, . . . , ka, l1, . . . , lb) is an even permutation of K ∪L,
0, if K ∩L ≠ ∅,
−1, if (k1, . . . , ka, l1, . . . , lb) is an odd permutation of K ∪L.

This notation will also be used in Section 5.

Proposition 4.4. The convolution product of forms over PG is associative.

Proof. Let τ ∈ Ωp(PG)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗), ζ ∈ Ωq(PG)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗), and
κ ∈ Ωr(PG)LG ⊗Dens(g∗). Using the definition, we compute

̃(τ ∗ ζ) ∗ κ = ∑
k,l,m

∑
J,K

ϵ1ιe♯J
(ιe♯K τ̃k ∧ ιe∗K ζ̃l) ∧ ιe∗J κ̃m
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= ∑
k,l,m

∑
J,K

∑
L⊂J

ϵ2ιe♯L∪K
τ̃k ∧ ιe♯J∖Lιe∗K ζ̃l ∧ ιe∗J κ̃m

= ∑
k,l,m

∑
K,L,M
L∩M=∅
L∩K=∅

ϵ3ιe♯L∪K
τ̃k ∧ ιe♯M ιe∗K ζ̃l ∧ ιe∗L∪M κ̃m,

where

ϵ1 = ϵp,qk,l,k+l−∣K ∣ϵ
p+q−n,r
k+l−∣K∣,m,k+l+m−∣K ∣−∣J ∣

ϵ2 = ϵ1 ⋅ (−1)(k−∣K∣)∣J∖L∣ϵ(L,J ∖L)ϵ(L,K)
ϵ3 = ϵp,qk,l,k+l−∣K ∣ϵ

p+q−n,r
k+l−∣K∣,m,k+l+m−∣K ∣−∣L∣−∣M ∣

⋅ (−1)(k−∣K∣)∣M ∣ϵ(L,M)ϵ(L,K).

Similarly,

̃τ ∗ (ζ ∗ κ) = ∑
k,l,m

∑
J,M

ϵ′1ιe♯J
τ̃k ∧ ιe∗J (ιe♯M ζ̃l ∧ ιe∗M κ̃m)

= ∑
k,l,m

∑
J,M

∑
K⊂J

ϵ′2ιe♯J
τ̃k ∧ ιe∗K ιe♯M ζ̃l ∧ ιe∗J∖K∪M κ̃m

= ∑
k,l,m

∑
K,L,M
L∩K=∅
L∩M=∅

ϵ′3ιe♯K∪L
τ̃k ∧ ιe∗K ιe♯M ζ̃l ∧ ιe∗L∪M κ̃m,

where

ϵ′1 = ϵ
p,q+r−n
k,l+m−∣M ∣,k+l+m−∣M ∣−∣J ∣

ϵq,r
l,m,l+m−∣M ∣

ϵ′2 = ϵ′1 ⋅ (−1)(n−q+l)∣J∖K∣ϵ(K,J ∖K)ϵ(J ∖K,M)
ϵ′3 = ϵ

p,q+r−n
k,l+m−∣M ∣,k+l+m−∣M ∣−∣K ∣−∣L∣

ϵq,r
l,m,l+m−∣M ∣

⋅ (−1)(n−q+l)∣L∣ϵ(K,L)ϵ(L,M).

Using ϵ(K,L)ϵ(L,K) = (−1)∣K ∣⋅∣L∣ it follows that ϵ3 = ϵ′3. □

5. Compact Lie groups

In this section, we prove the explicit formula for the convolution of left-
invariant, smooth valuations on a compact Lie group in terms of differential
forms given in Theorem A. Throughout the section, G will denote an n-
dimensional compact Lie group with Lie algebra g.

We will consider the Haar probability measure on G. This choice identifies
Dens(g∗) with C. The isomorphism (8) thus becomes ∗−1 ∶ ∧kg∗ ⊗ or(g) →
∧
n−kg and the convolution of invariant differential forms of Definition 4.2 is

a map Ωor(PG)G×G ×Ωor(PG)LG → Ωor(PG)LG .
We will need some maps defined in [8]. Consider

M ∶= {(g1, g2, [ξ1 ∶ 0]} ∪ {(g1, g2, [0 ∶ ξ2])} ⊂ PG×G

and let F ∶ P̂→ PG×G be the oriented blow-up alongM. Let (G×G)×m,πPG
be the preimage of the diagonal under the map m × π ∶ (G × G) × PG →
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G × G, endowed with the preimage orientation, see [28]. We then have a
diffeomorphism

(G ×G)m,π × PG ≅ G ×G × P+(g∗),
(g, h, gh, [ξ]) ↦ (g, h, [dL∗(gh)−1ξ]).

(22)

If we endow the space on the right-hand side with the product orientation,
then this diffeomorphism is orientation preserving if and only if n is even.

The differential of the multiplication map m ∶ G ×G→ G is a map

dm∗ ∶ (G ×G) ×m,π PG → PG×G
whose image is disjoint fromM by [8, Lemma 5.2]. Let p ∶ (G×G)×m,πPG →
PG be the projection and let Φ ∶ P̂→ PG×PG be the map given outsideM by
(g1, g2, [ξ1 ∶ ξ2]) ↦ ((g1, [ξ1]), (g2, [ξ2])). Since F is a local diffeomorphism
outsideM, we may define the map r ∶= Φ ○ F −1 ○ dm∗ ∶ (G ×G) ×m,π PG →
PG × PG. Explicitly,

r(g, h, [ξ]) = ((g, [R∗h−1ξ]), (h, [L
∗
g−1ξ)])).

Finally, we will consider the obvious projections p1, p2 ∶ PG × PG → PG,
p̃1, p̃2 ∶ G×G→ G, p̂1 ∶ PG ×G→ PG, and p̂2 ∶ PG ×G→ G. We thus have the
following commutative diagram:

P̂ PG × PG

PG×G

(G ×G) ×m,π PG PG ×G

PG

Φ

F

id×π

dm∗

p

r

≅

The right translation by h is a diffeomorphism Rh ∶ G → G. It induces
a diffeomorphism Rh(g, [ξ]) ∶= (gh, [R∗hξ]) on PG. For differential forms
ρ ∈ Ω(G) and τ ∈ Ω(PG) and a measure µ ∈ M(G), the convolution from the
right is defined in the usual way:

ρ ∗ µ ∶= ∫
G
R∗g−1ρdµ(g) and τ ∗ µ ∶= ∫

G
R∗g−1τdµ(g).

We will identify the orientations on or(g) with left-invariant orientations
on G, and fix such an orientation. If µ is given by the form ω ∈ Ωn(G), then
ρ ∗ µ is the push-forward of p̃∗1ρ ∧ p̃∗2ω under the multiplication G ×G → G,
and τ ∗µ is the push-forward of p̂∗1τ ∧ p̂∗2ω under the induced map PG ×G→
PG, (g, [ξ], h) ↦ R∗h(g, [ξ]). Since the Rumin differential and pull-back of
differential forms commute with diffeomorphisms, we have D(τ ∗µ) =Dτ ∗µ
and π∗(ρ ∗ µ) = π∗ρ ∗ µ.
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Proposition 5.1. Let ϕ = {cϕ, τϕ} = [[µϕ, ωϕ]] ∈ V∞(G) with dωϕ = Dωϕ
and ψ = {cψ, τψ} = [[µψ, ωψ]] ∈ V∞(G) with dωψ = Dωψ be smooth valua-
tions, not necessarily left- or right-invariant. Then

τϕ∗ψ = (−1)np∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2τψ)
ϕ ∗ ψ = [[µϕ ∗ µψ, ωϕ ∗ µψ + p∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2ωψ)]].

Proof. By [8, Proposition 5.5], we have a∗τϕ∗ψ = p∗r∗(p∗1a∗τϕ ∧ p∗2a∗τψ),
where a ∶ PG → PG is the antipodal map. We can define antipodal maps on
PG ×PG and (G×G)×m,π PG in the natural way, and then a commutes with
p1 × p2, r, p. Since the push-forward depends on the orientation of the fiber,
which is of dimension n, we have p∗a

∗ = (−1)na∗p∗ and the first equation
follows.

For the second equation, we suppose first that µψ = 0 and use an idea
from [8, Proposition 5.7]. Let η ∶= ϕ ∗ ψ and η′ ∶= [[0, p∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2ωψ)]].
We want to prove that η = η′. We have

τη′ = dp∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2ωψ) = (−1)np∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2τψ) = τη.
Hence τη−η′ = 0, which means that η−η′ is a multiple of the Euler characteris-
tic. The support of η is contained in m(sptϕ×sptψ) by [8, Proposition 5.5],
and inspecting the definition of η′ we see that also sptη′ ⊂m(sptϕ× sptψ).
If m(sptϕ × sptψ) ≠ G, then we conclude that η = η′. The general case
follows by using a partition of unity argument to reduce to the previous
case.

Let us finally consider the case µψ ≠ 0, ωψ = 0. Then τψ = π∗µψ. The map

(id × π) ○ r ∶ (G ×G) ×m,π PG → PG ×G
is a diffeomorphism whose inverse is given by (g, [ξ], h) ↦ (g, h, [R∗hξ]). It is
orientation preserving if and only if n is even, see (22), hence the pull-back
and the push-forward under the inverse map differ by a factor of (−1)n. It
follows that

τϕ∗ψ = (−1)np∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2π∗µψ)
= (−1)np∗((id × π) ○ r)∗(p̂∗1τϕ ∧ p̂∗2µψ)
= (p ○ ((id × π) ○ r)−1)∗(p̂∗1τϕ ∧ p̂∗2µψ).

Note that p ○ ((id × π) ○ r)−1(g, [ξ], h) = R̃h(g, [ξ]), hence τϕ∗ψ = τϕ ∗ µψ.
Now we argue as above. We let η = ϕ∗ψ and η′ ∶= [[µϕ∗µψ, ωϕ∗µψ]]. Then
τη′ = (π∗µϕ +Dωϕ) ∗ µψ = τϕ ∗ µψ = τη. Looking at the support of η − η′ as
above shows that η = η′. □

Proposition 5.2. Let τ ∈ Ωpor(PG)LG , ζ ∈ Ωqor(PG)LG, and

θ ∶= p∗r∗(p∗1τ ∧ p∗2ζ) ∈ Ωp+q−nor (PG)LG .

Then

θ̃j = (−1)nq ∫
G
Ad∗g τdg ∗ ζ.
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Proof. We assume for simplicity that G admits a bi-invariant orientation,
which we fix to trivialize or(g). We first prove the statement under the
additional assumption that τ is bi-invariant. Using our identifications, the
map r maps (G ×G) ×m,π P+(g∗) to G × P+(g∗) ×G × P+(g∗). Because

dmg,h(LgX,LhY ) =
d

dt
∣
t=0
(gEtXhetY ) = Lgh(Adh−1 X + Y )

holds for any X,Y ∈ g, one has

r(g, h, gh, [ξ]) = (g, [Ad∗h ξ], h, [ξ]).
We need to prove that

θ̃j = (−1)nq ∑
k+l≥j

ϵp,qk,l,jŜk+l−j(τ̃k ⊗ ζ̃l). (23)

By left invariance, it suffices to prove (23) in a point, say (e, [ξ]).
Let us fix a basis e1, . . . , en of g satisfying e1∧⋯∧en = 1 (recall that ∧ng is

identified with or(g) via volG). We have p−1(e, [ξ]) = {(g, g−1, e, [ξ]) ∣ g ∈ G}
and claim that

T(g,g−1,e,[ξ])p
−1(e, [ξ]) = Span{(Ad−1g ei,−ei,0,0) ∣ i = 1, . . . , n}. (24)

Here and in what follows, the tangent space of (G×G)×m,π (G×P+(g∗)) in a
point (g, g−1, e, [ξ]) is identified with g⊕g⊕g⊕T[ξ]P+(g∗) via dLg⊕dLg−1 ⊕
id⊕ id. To see (24), consider a curve c in G with c(0) = e and c′(0) = ei.
Then the curve

t↦ (gAdg−1 c(t), g−1c(t)−1, e, [ξ])
is a curve in p−1(e, [ξ]), and its derivative at t = 0 is (Ad−1g ei,−ei,0,0). The
image under dr of this vector is

êi ∶= (Adg−1 ei,−dAd∗g−1 e
♯
i ∣[ξ],−ei,0).

Here, similarly as before, the tangent space of G × P+(g∗) ×G × P+(g∗) in
a point (g, [Ad∗g−1 ξ], g−1, [ξ]) is identified with g ⊕ T[Ad∗

g−1
ξ]P+(g∗) ⊕ g ⊕

T[ξ]P+(g∗).
Fix x1, . . . , xp+q−n−j ∈ g which we identify with left-invariant vector fields

on G. Then the vector

x̃i ∶= (Adg−1 xi,0, xi,0) ∈ T(g,g−1,e,[ξ])(G ×G) ×m,π (G × P+(g∗))
is a lift of xi, i.e., satisfies dp(x̃i) = (xi,0). This can be seen by considering
the curve

(gAdg−1 c(t), g−1, c(t), [ξ]) ∈ (G ×G) ×m,π (G × P+(g∗))
for a curve c(t) ∈ G with c(0) = e and c′(0) = xi. We will denote

x̂i ∶= dr(x̃i) = (Adg−1 xi,0,0,0).
Further, choose any u1, . . . , uj ∈ T[ξ]P+(g∗). Similarly as before, ũi = (0,0,0, ui)
satisfies dp(ũi) = (0, ui) and we denote

ûi ∶= dr(ũi) = (0, dAd∗g−1 ui,0, ui).
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Let us denote θk,lj ∶= (p∗r∗(p∗1τk ∧ p∗2ζl))j ∈ Ωj(P+(g∗),∧p+q−n−jg∗) where
we decompose, as usual, τ = ∑ τk and ζ = ∑ ζl but at the same time we
consider τk and ζl as left-invariant forms on G × P+(g∗). Then

Θk,l
j ∶= θ

k,l
j (u1, . . . , uj)(x1, . . . , xp+q−n−j)

= p∗r∗(p∗1τk ∧ p∗2ζl)(u1, . . . , uj , x1, . . . , xp+q−n−j)

= (−1)n(p+q−n)∫
G
p∗1τk ∧ p∗2ζl(ê1, . . . , ên, û1, . . . , ûj , x̂1, . . . , x̂p+q−n−j).

Let us call a vector (v,w) ∈ g⊕T[ξ]P+(g∗) horizontal if w = 0 and vertical
if v = 0. Then p2êi is horizontal, p2ûi is vertical and p2x̂i = 0. Since ζl,
considered as a form on G × P+(g∗), is of bidegree (q − l, l), one has

Θk,l
j = ∑

I,J

ϵ1∫
G
p∗1τk(êIc , ûJc , x̂M)p∗2ζl(êI , ûJ)

= ∑
I,J

ϵ2∫
G
p∗1τk(êIc , ûJc , x̂M)p∗2ζl(ûJ , êI),

where the sum is over subsets I ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and J ⊂ {1, . . . , j} such that
∣I ∣ = q − l and ∣J ∣ = l, and where we denote M ∶= {1 . . . , p + q − n − j} and

ϵ1 ∶= (−1)n(p+q+1) ⋅ (−1)l(n+q+1)+pqϵ(I, Ic)ϵ(J, Jc), ϵ2 ∶= (−1)(q−l)lϵ1.
Similarly, p1x̂i is horizontal, p1ûi is vertical, while p1êi is the sum of a

horizontal and a vertical part: p1êi = (p1êi)h+(p1êi)v. Since τk is of bidegree
(p − k, k), we obtain

Θk,l
j = ∑

I,J

∑
K

ϵ3∫
G
τk((p1êK)v, p1ûJc , (p1êIc∖K)h, p1x̂M)p∗2ζl(ûJ , êI),

where the inner sum runs over subsets K ⊂ Ic with ∣K ∣ = k + l − j and ϵ3 ∶=
(−1)(j−l)(n−q+j−k)ϵ(K,Ic ∖ K)ϵ2. Explicitly, plugging the vectors êi, ûi, x̂i,

we get that Θk,l
j equals

∑
I,J,K

ϵ4∫
G
τk(dAd∗g−1 e

♯
K , dAd

∗
g−1 uJc)(Adg−1 eIc∖K ,Adg−1 xM) ζl(uJ)(eI)

= ∑
I,J,K

ϵ4τk(e♯K , uJc)(eIc∖K , xM) ζl(uJ)(eI),

where we used the bi-invariance of τ (which is equivalent to Ad-invariance
of each τ̃k) and put ϵ4 ∶= (−1)k−j+qϵ3.

Let us write xM ∶= x1 ∧ ⋯ ∧ xn−j and similarly for ei. Using the identifi-
cation ∧ng ≅ C and Equation (9) we thus have

θ̃k,lj (u1, . . . , uj) ∧ xM = ∑
I,J,K

ϵ4 [ιe♯K τ̃k(uJc) ∧ eIc∖K ∧ xM] ⋅ [ζ̃l(uJ) ∧ eI] .

Denoting ζ̃l(uJ) = ∑∣A∣=n+l−q ζl,AeA, one has

ζ̃l(uJ) ∧ eI = ζl,IceIc ∧ eI = ζl,Icϵ(Ic, I).
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Observe also that
ie∗KeI

c = ϵ(K,Ic ∖K)eIc∖K
whenever K ⊂ Ic and ie∗KeIc = 0 otherwise. Altogether, we compute

θ̃k,lj (u1, . . . , uj) ∧ xM = ∑
J,K

ϵ5ιe♯K
τ̃k(uJc) ∧∑

I

ζl,Ic ⋅ ie∗KeIc ∧ xM

= ∑
J,K

ϵ5ιe♯K
τ̃k(uJc) ∧ ie∗K ζ̃l(uJ) ∧ xM

= ∑
K

ϵ6 (ιe♯K τ̃k ∧ ie∗K ζ̃l) (u1, . . . , uj) ∧ xM ,

where the summations over K are now over all subsets of {1, . . . , n} such
that ∣K ∣ = k + l − j and ϵ5 = ϵ(K,Ic ∖K)ϵ(Ic, I)ϵ4, ϵ6 = ϵ(Jc, J)ϵ5. Since this
holds for arbitrary vector fields xi and ui, we get

θ̃k,lj = ϵ6∑
K

ιe♯K
τ̃k ∧ ie∗K ζ̃l = ϵ6Ŝk+l−j(τ̃k ⊗ ζ̃l).

Using ϵ(I, Ic)ϵ(Ic, I) = (−1)(q−l)(n−q+l) and ϵ(J, Jc)ϵ(Jc, J) = (−1)l(j−l),
one easily checks that ϵ6 = (−1)nqϵp,qk,l,j . Summing over k, l and observing

that θ̃k,lj = 0 if k + l < j proves (23).
The general case follows by averaging over G, noting that for left-invariant

forms τ, ζ we have (Ad∗g τ) ∗ ζ = τ ∗ ζ. □

Proof of Theorem A. Let ϕ = {cϕ, τϕ} ∈ V∞(G)G×G and ψ = {cψ, τψ} =
[[µψ, ωψ]] ∈ V∞(G)LG with dωψ = Dωψ. By compactness, we may assume
that ωψ is left-invariant. Combining Proposition 5.1 and Proposition 5.2
with p = q = n we find

τϕ∗ψ = (−1)np∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2τψ) = τϕ ∗ τψ.
Similarly, using Proposition 5.1, Proposition 5.2 with p = n, q = n − 1, and
µψ = µ(ψ)volG, where volG is the Haar probability measure, gives

cϕ∗ψ = π∗(ωϕ∗ψ)
= π∗(ωϕ ∗ µψ + p∗r∗(p∗1τϕ ∧ p∗2ωψ))
= cϕµ(ψ) + π∗(τϕ ∗ ωψ).

□

Let us finish this section with a basic relation between the two natural
pairings induced by the product and convolution.

Lemma 5.3. For ϕ,ψ ∈ V∞(G) one has

∫
G
(ϕ ⋅ ψ) = ϕ ∗ Inv∗ψ(e).

Proof. Let ∆ ∶ G→ G ×G denote the diagonal embedding. Then

ϕ ∗ Inv∗ψ(e) = (ϕ ⊠ Inv∗ψ)(m−1(e))
= (ϕ ⊠ Inv∗ψ)((id×Inv) ○∆(G))



INVARIANT VALUATIONS ON LIE GROUPS 21

= (ϕ ⊠ ψ)(∆(G))
= (ϕ ⋅ ψ)(G).

□

6. Existence of bi-invariant valuations

A well-known result of Milnor [33, Lemma 7.5] asserts that a connected
Lie group admits a bi-invariant riemannian metric if and only if it is the
cartesian product of a compact Lie group and a vector space. The intrinsic
volumes (or Lipschitz–Killing valuations) of such a metric then constitute
examples of smooth bi-invariant valuations, as is the case for the coefficients
ϕk of the Taylor series for the volume of an ϵ-tube of X ∈ P(G), vol(Xϵ) =
∑∞k=0 ϕk(X)ϵk. We will now show that in fact there are no other groups
admitting a bi-invariant smooth valuation distinct from linear combinations
of the Euler characteristic and the Haar measure.

Lemma 6.1. Let G be any real Lie group and V a finite-dimensional rep-
resentation of G. If v ∈ V is non-zero and Gv has 0 as its limit point, then
Gv is unbounded.

Proof. Let Z ⊂ V be the smallest G-invariant affine subspace containing
v. As 0 is a limit point of Gv, Z is linear. Assuming Gv is bounded, we
conclude that the closure of the convex hull of Gv, denoted K, is a compact
convex body in Z, which by construction has full dimension in Z. The John
ellipsoid of the convex hull of K ∪(−K) then defines a G-invariant euclidean
norm x↦ ∣x∣ in Z. Since ∣v∣ ≠ 0, it cannot happen that gjv → 0 for a sequence
gj ∈ G, as ∣gjv∣ = ∣v∣ > 0. This contradiction completes the proof. □

Lemma 6.2. Let G be any real Lie group and V a finite-dimensional repre-
sentation of G. If V has no invariant euclidean structure, then there is an
open dense set of vectors v ∈ V with Gv unbounded.

Proof. Take a G-invariant centrally symmetric convex body K of maximal
dimension. Then dimK < dimV , since otherwise the John ellipsoid of K
would define a G-invariant euclidean structure on V . Suppose that a vector
v ∈ V ∖ spanK has a bounded orbit. Then the convex hull of the closure
of Gv ∪ K ∪ (−Gv) is a centrally symmetric, G-invariant convex body of
dimension strictly larger than dimK, which is a contradiction. □

Lemma 6.3. Let G be a connected real Lie group and g its Lie algebra.
Then AdG v does not contain 0 in its closure for some open dense set U of
vectors v ∈ g.
Proof. Choose a maximal proper ideal h ⊂ g, so that a = g/h is either simple
or abelian and one-dimensional. Let π ∶ g→ a be the projection.

In case a = R, it holds for all u, v ∈ g that [u+h, v+h] = 0, so that [u, v] ∈ h.
Since G is connected, we have π(Adg v) = π(v) for all v ∈ g, g ∈ G, and so
we may take U = {v ∣ π(v) ≠ 0} = g ∖ h.
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In case a is simple, let B be its Killing form, which is non-degenerate.
Since π([x, v]) = [π(x), π(v)] for all x, v ∈ g, it holds that

B(π(Adg v)) = B(Adg(π(v))) = B(π(v))
for all g ∈ G, v ∈ g, and therefore we may take U = {v ∣ B(π(v)) ≠ 0}. □

We can now proceed to prove the first part of Theorem B. In what follows,
volG denotes some non-zero left-invariant Haar measure on G.

Theorem 6.4. Let G be a connected real Lie group of dimension at least
2. Then G admits a smooth bi-invariant valuation ϕ ∉ Span{χ,volG} if and
only if G admits a bi-invariant riemannian metric.

Proof. If G admits a bi-invariant metric, its first intrinsic volume µ1 is a
bi-invariant smooth valuation as desired.

Assume now that G does not admit a bi-invariant metric, and let ϕ ∉
Span{χ,volG} be a non-zero bi-invariant valuation. Assume first that G is
connected. We proceed to arrive at a contradiction.

Subtracting a multiple of χ, and of volG if G is unimodular, we may
assume ϕ ∈ Wj(G) ∖ Wj+1(G) for some 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1. Any fixed choice of
orientation on G is evidently invariant under the adjoint action, yielding
an equivariant identification Dens(g) = ∧ng∗. The principal symbol of ϕ is
an invariant element of Γ(G,Val∞j (TG)), and its value at the unit element
defines a non-zero valuation ψ ∈ Val∞j (g) invariant under the adjoint action
of G. Applying the Alesker–Fourier isomorphism, we get a non-zero element
Fψ ∈ Val∞n−j(g∗) ⊗Dens(g) = Val∞n−j(g∗) ⊗ ∧ng∗.

The n-form τ = τFψ of Fψ is a non-zero AdG-invariant element of

Ωj(P+(g),∧n−jg) ⊗ ∧ng∗ = Γ(P+(g),∧j(ξ∗ ⊗ g/ξ)∗ ⊗ ∧n−jg) ⊗ ∧ng∗

= Γ(P+(g),∧j(ξ ⊗ ξ⊥) ⊗ ∧n−jg) ⊗ ∧ng∗

= Γ(P+(g), ξ⊗j ⊗ ∧jξ⊥ ⊗ ∧jg∗),

where in the last step we used the Hodge star isomorphism ∗ ∶ ∧n−jg⊗∧ng∗ →
∧jg∗. Since τ is closed and vertical we have in fact

τ ∈ Γ(P+(g), ξ⊗j ⊗ Sym2(∧jξ⊥)),
see [26, Lemma 4.8].

Let η ∈ P+(g) be a line such that AdGv is unbounded and 0 ∉ AdGv for
any non-zero v ∈ η. Those assumptions hold by Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 for a
dense set of lines η.

Write τη = c(η)v⊗j ⊗Q, where v ∈ η, v ≠ 0, Q ∈ Sym2(∧jη⊥), Q ≠ 0, and
c(η) ∈ R. Assume c(η) ≠ 0.

Take a sequence gi ∈ G such that Adgiv → ∞. By the smoothness and
AdG-invariance of τ , it must hold that AdgiQ→ 0.

By Lemma 6.1, there is a sequence hi ∈ G such that AdhiQ → ∞ in

Sym2(∧jg∗). Again since τ is smooth, Adhiv → 0, a contradiction. It follows
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that c(η) = 0 for a dense set of η, and so τ = 0. This contradiction concludes
the proof for connected G. □

To complete the proof of Theorem B, we will need two more auxiliary
statements.

Proposition 6.5. Let G be a connected compact Lie group of dimension at
least 2. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) dimV∞(G)G×G < ∞.
(ii) The coadjoint action of G on P∗(g∗) is transitive.
(iii) G is isomorphic to either S3 or SO(3).

Proof. (i) Ô⇒ (ii): Suppose that the coadjoint action is not transitive on
P+(g∗). By [13, Theorem 4.1] the space of Val1(g)AdG is infinite-dimensional.
Using the results and the notation from [4, Section 1.5], we can extend an
element of this space as a bi-invariant section of Val1(TG) =W1(G)/W2(G).
We thus find a smooth valuation in W1(G) whose image in Val1(TG) is the
given section. By averaging with respect to the left and right translations on
G, we finally get a bi-invariant valuation in W1(G) whose image in Val1(g)
is the element we started with. Hence the subspaceW1(G)G×G ⊂ V∞(G)G×G
is infinite-dimensional.

(ii)Ô⇒ (i): Under the assumption (ii), G admits a bi-invariant riemann-
ian metric such that G × G acts transitively on the unit tangent bundle.
It is well known that the space of smooth invariant valuations is finite-
dimensional in this case, see for instance [7, Section 10].

(iii)Ô⇒ (ii): This is clear.
(ii) Ô⇒ (iii): As above, there exists a bi-invariant metric on G. By

assumption, the adjoint action of G is transitive on the unit sphere in g. Let
H ⊂ G be the kernel of the adjoint action. Then we obtain an effective and
transitive action of G′ = G/H on the unit sphere in V = g.

The connected groups G′ that act transitively and effectively on the unit
sphere in some euclidean vector space V are known [22, 34]. The possible
pairs (V,G′) are

(Rn,SO(n)), (Cn,U(n)), (Cn,SU(n)),
(Hn,Sp(n)), (Hn,Sp(n) ⋅U(1)), (Hn,Sp(n) ⋅ Sp(1)),

for n ∈ N, and the three exceptional cases

(R7,G2), (R8,Spin(7)), (R16,Spin(9)).
In our situation, we have dimV = dimG ≥ dimG′ = dimG − dimH and
dimG ≥ 2. Noting that Sp(1) ⋅ U(1) ≅ U(2) and SU(2) ≅ Sp(1), the only
pairs from the list satisfying these dimension bounds are

(R3,SO(3)), (C2,U(2)), (C2,SU(2)).
In the case (R3,SO(3)), G is a finite cover of SO(3). Since π1(SO(3)) =

Z/2Z, there are only the two possibilities G = SO(3) and G = S3.
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It remains to exclude the two other cases. The kernel of the action of G×G
on G is the diagonal embedding of H, hence G̃ ∶= (G×G)/H acts transitively

and effectively on the unit tangent bundle, i.e., (G, G̃) is a compact isotropic
manifold of dimension 4.

Isotropic manifolds (M,G̃) are classified in [36, 37]. The only compact

examples of dimension 4 are M = RP4,CP2,HP1, and in all three cases G̃
is the identity component of the respective isometry group. Since RP4 is
non-orientable, it cannot be diffeomorphic to a Lie group. On a compact
Lie group G, the vanishing of the first cohomology implies the vanishing
of the second cohomology and the non-vanishing of the third cohomology
group [23, Corollaries 12.9 and 12.11], hence CP2 and HP1 ≅ S4 cannot be
diffeomorphic to Lie groups either. □

Proof of Theorem B. The first statement is just Theorem 6.4. For the sec-
ond statement, let us assume that G admits a bi-invariant riemannian met-
ric. By Milnor’s result [33] we have G ≅K ×Rm, where K is a compact Lie
group and m ≥ 0. If m = 0, then we may apply Proposition 6.5 to deduce
that dimV∞(G)G×G < ∞ if and only if G =K equals S3 or SO(3). If m ≥ 1,
consider the covering map q ∶K ×Rm →K × T where T = Rm/Zm, and note
that the pull-back map

q∗ ∶ V∞(K × T )(K×T )×(K×T ) → V∞(K ×Rm)(K×Rm)×(K×Rm)

is an isomorphism. The former space is infinite-dimensional by the case of
m = 0 with K × T replacing K. □

7. Convolution of smooth bi-invariant valuations on Lie groups

In this section we define the convolution of bi-invariant smooth valuations
on a general unimodular Lie group, thus unifying the Alesker–Bernig convo-
lution on compact Lie groups with the Bernig–Fu convolution of translation-
invariant valuations on a linear space.

7.1. Haar measures and forms. We first verify that for a unimodular Lie
group G, the lineM(G)G of Haar measures is naturally a direct summand
of the space of left-invariant valuations. To this end, we define the space
of measure-free valuations V∞mf(G)LG ⊗Dens(g∗) to consist of all valuations

{c, τ}∈ V∞(G)LG ⊗Dens(g∗) for which τ0 = 0.

Proposition 7.1. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. Then

V∞(G)LG ⊗Dens(g∗) = C⊕ V∞mf(G)LG ⊗Dens(g∗).

Proof. Consider τ0 ∈ Ω0(P+(g∗),∧ng∗⊗or(g))⊗Dens(g∗) ≅ C∞(P+(g∗)) for
any left-invariant valuation ϕ = {c, τ}. By Corollary 3.3, dτ̃0 = Bτ̃1 = 0. Thus
τ0 is a constant which will be denoted by µ(ϕ). Depending on the context,
we can think of µ(ϕ) as an element of C or of V∞(G)LG⊗Dens(g∗). Writing
ϕ = µ(ϕ) + (ϕ − µ(ϕ)) concludes the proof. □
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We remark that when restricted to bi-invariant valuations, the projection
µ ∶ V∞(G)G×G⊗Dens(g∗) → C is a character with respect to the convolution
defined below, i.e., it satisfies µ(ϕ ∗ ψ) = µ(ϕ)µ(ψ), see Proposition 7.9.

Lemma 7.2. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. If τ ∈ Ωp(PG)LG ⊗ ∧ng
satisfies dτ = 0 and π∗τ = 0, then there exists ω ∈ Ωp−1(PG)LG ⊗∧ng such
that

dω = τ − τ0 and π∗ω = 0.

Proof. We will inductively construct forms ω̃k ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧n−p+k+1g) such
that ω = ∑n−1k=0 ∗ω̃k has the desired properties. We have τ = ∑k τk with

τk ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧p−kg∗) ⊗∧ng and τ̃k ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧n−p+kg). By Corollary
3.3, the equation dω = τ − τ0 is equivalent to the system of equations

dω̃k + (−1)n−pBω̃k+1 = τ̃k+1, 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1.
First, for k = n − 1 we set ω̃n−1 = 0. Now suppose that we have already
constructed ω̃k+1 for some k ≤ n − 2. Since dτ = 0, Corollary 3.3 implies

d(τ̃k+1 − (−1)n−pBω̃k+1) = dτ̃k+1 − (−1)n−pB(τ̃k+2 − (−1)n−pBω̃k+2)
= dτ̃k+1 + (−1)n−p+1Bτ̃k+2

= (d̃τ)k+2
= 0.

We claim that the closed form τ̃k+1−(−1)n−pBω̃k+1 ∈ Ωk+1(P+(g∗),∧n−p+k+1g)
is actually exact. Indeed, if k < n− 2, then Hk+1(P+(g∗)) =Hk+1(Sn−1) = 0.
If k = n − 2, then Hn−1(P+(g∗)) =Hn−1(Sn−1) = R, but we moreover have

∫
P+(g∗)

(τ̃n−1 − (−1)n−pBω̃n−1) = ∫
P+(g∗)

τ̃n−1 = 0

since π∗τ = 0 and ω̃n−1 = 0. It follows that τ̃k+1 − (−1)n−pBω̃k+1 = dω̃k for
some ω̃k ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧n−p+k+1g) which finishes the induction step. We thus
have dω = τ − τ0. Since ω̃n−1 = 0, we also get π∗ω = 0. □

Proposition 7.3. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. Every left-invariant
valuation ϕ ∈ V∞(G)LG ⊗Dens(g∗) can be represented as ϕ = [[σ,ω]] with
σ ∈ Ωnor(G)LG⊗Dens(g∗) and ω ∈ Ωn−1or (PG)LG⊗Dens(g∗) such that dω =Dω.
Moreover, for each such choice of σ,ω, it holds that µ(ϕ) = σ.

Proof. Let ϕ = {ζ, τ} with ζ ∈ C∞(G)LG ⊗ Dens(g∗), τ ∈ Ωnor(PG)LG ⊗
Dens(g∗). The Euler characteristic χ can be written as [[σ′, ω′]] with σ′, ω′
left invariant (just use Chern’s construction with a left-invariant riemannian
metric). Then Dω′ +π∗σ′ = 0, π∗ω′ = 1. Subtracting a multiple of χ we may
thus assume that ζ = 0. We take ω as in Lemma 7.2 with dω = τ − τ0, and
σ such that π∗σ = τ0. Then dω = Dω, Dω + π∗σ = τ , and π∗ω = 0, hence
ϕ = [[σ,ω]].

For the last part observe that by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we have (dω)0 = 0,
and so π∗µ(ϕ) = τ0 must equal π∗σ. □
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7.2. From convolution on compact Lie groups to general convolu-
tion. By Theorem 6.4, a connected Lie group G admits non-obvious bi-
invariant smooth valuations if and only if G = K × V with K compact and
V linear. As explained in the introduction, instead of proving Theorem C
directly, we first define an a-priori distinct convolution operation for groups
of the form K × V . Thus throughout this subsection, we will reserve the
notation ϕ ∗ ψ for this distinct convolution of Lemma 7.4 below. It will be
seen in Proposition 7.5 to coincide with that of Definition 1.1.

Lemma 7.4. For G = K × V with K compact and V a linear space, fix a
lattice Γ ⊂ V , and let TΓ = V /Γ be the corresponding compact torus. Denote
GΓ = K × T , and let qΓ ∶ G → GΓ be the natural covering map, induc-
ing the pull-back map q∗Γ ∶ V∞(GΓ) → V∞(G). Let σΓ ∈ Dens(V ∗) be the
dual density defined by Γ, which we identify with σΓ ∈ Dens(g∗) through
the Haar probability measure on K. Define a convolution operation ∗Γ on
V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) through the isomorphism

QΓ ∶= q∗Γ ⊗ σΓ ∶ V∞(GΓ)TΓ → V∞(G)V ⊗Dens(g∗).
Then ∗Γ on V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) is independent of Γ. Similarly, the in-
duced product

∗Γ ∶ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) × V∞(G)LG → V∞(G)LG

is independent of Γ.

Proof. Let Γ,Γ′ be lattices. For the first statement we ought to show that
Q ∶= Q−1Γ′ ○ QΓ ∶ V∞(GΓ)GΓ×GΓ → V∞(GΓ′)GΓ′×GΓ′ is an isomorphism of
convolution algebras. Denoting δ = σΓ

σΓ′
and q = (q∗Γ′)−1 ○ q∗Γ ∶ V∞(GΓ) →

V∞(GΓ′), we have Q = δq.
Under the natural identifications, we have τqϕ = τϕ, ωqϕ = ωϕ, cqϕ = cϕ

and similarly for ψ. However, the isomorphism (3) makes use of the Haar
measure. Since q maps the Haar probability measure νΓ to δ−1νΓ′ , we get
τ̃qϕ = δ−1τ̃ϕ, ω̃qϕ = δ−1ω̃ϕ etc. By Definition 4.2 we have

τqϕ ∗ τqψ = δ−1τϕ ∗ τψ, τqϕ ∗ ωqψ = δ−1τϕ ∗ ωψ.
Clearly

µ(qψ) = ∫
GΓ′

ψ = δ−1∫
GΓ

ψ = δ−1µ(ψ).

Theorem A shows that qϕ∗qψ = δ−1q(ϕ∗ψ), which impliesQ(ϕ∗ψ) = Qϕ∗Qψ
as required.

This completes the proof of the first statement. The proof of the second
statement is completely analogous. □

We conclude that Definition 1.1 is independent of the choice of lattice
Γ. To prove the independence of the decomposition into the compact and
linear part, we first observe that the formula in terms of differential forms
established by Theorem A holds verbatim in the general case G =K × V .
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Proposition 7.5. Let G =K×V with K compact and V a linear space. Let
cϕ, cψ ∈ Dens(g∗), τϕ ∈ Ωnor(PG)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗), τψ ∈ Ωnor(PG)LG. One has

{cϕ, τϕ} ∗ {cψ, τψ} = {cϕµ(ψ) + π∗(τϕ ∗ ωψ), τϕ ∗ τψ}, (25)

where ωψ ∈ Ωn−1or (PG)LG is such that dωψ = τψ − π∗µψ and π∗ωψ = cψ.
Proof. By Proposition 7.3, a form ωψ with the given properties exists. The
validity of Equation (25) then follows at once from Theorem A and Lemma
7.4. □

Corollary 7.6. Let G be isomorphic to the cartesian product of a compact
group and a linear space. Then the convolution on V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗)
only depends on the Lie group structure on G, that is, it is independent of
the decomposition G = K × V . In particular, F (ϕ ∗ ψ) = Fϕ ∗ Fψ for any
F ∈ Aut(G).
Proof. By Proposition 7.5, the convolution is given by Equation (25), which
only depends on the group structure of G. □

It is straightforward to extend the convolution of Lemma 7.4 to any uni-
modular Lie group that admits non-obvious bi-invariant valuations. Let us
now take this step.

Lemma 7.7. Let G be a Lie group and G0 the identity component. Then
the natural restriction map

V∞(G)G×G → V∞(G0)G0×G0

is injective. Its image consists of all AdG-invariant ϕ ∈ V∞(G0)G0×G0.

Proof. If the restriction of a bi-invariant valuation to G0 vanishes, then by
bi-invariance the restriction to every connected component of G vanishes and
hence the valuation itself is zero. This shows injectivity of the restriction
map.

For ϕ ∈ V∞(G0)G0×G0 , define ψ ∈ V∞(G) by setting ψ∣xG0 = L∗xϕ, which is
well-defined and left-invariant by the left-invariance of ϕ. Clearly ψ restricts
to ϕ. It is then easy to see that ψ is right-invariant if and only if ϕ is AdG-
invariant. □

It is easy to construct explicit examples where the restriction is not sur-
jective. For instance, if G = R2 ⋊ {±1}, where −1 acts on R2 by − id,
then V∞(G0)G0×G0 consists of all translation-invariant valuations, while
V∞(G)G×G corresponds to the even valuations.

Proposition 7.8. Let G be a unimodular Lie group that admits a non-
obvious bi-invariant valuation, and let G0 ⊂ G be the identity component.
Then G0 =K × V for some compact Lie group K and a linear space V , and
the subspace of V∞(G0)G0×G0 ⊗Dens(g∗) corresponding to the image of the
restriction map

V∞(G)G×G → V∞(G0)G0×G0

is closed under convolution.
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Proof. The first statement follows at once from Lemma 7.7 and Theorem B.
As Adg is an automorphism of G0 for all g ∈ G, we have by Corollary 7.6

that Ad∗g(ϕ ∗ ψ) = (Ad∗gϕ) ∗ (Ad∗gψ) for ϕ,ψ ∈ V∞(G0)G0×G0 ⊗Dens(g∗).
Thus the AdG-invariant subspace of V∞(G0)G0×G0 , which by Lemma 7.7 is
the image of the restriction, is closed under convolution. □

We conclude that the convolution on V∞(G)G×G⊗Dens(g∗) is well defined
for any unimodular Lie group G admitting non-obvious bi-invariant smooth
valuations and, by Proposition 7.3 it is given by Equation (25). Similarly
one defines the module structure

∗ ∶ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) × V∞(G)LG → V∞(G)LG

in this case. If G is unimodular with V∞(G)G×G = Span{χ,vol}, one imme-
diately verifies using Proposition 7.3 and χ = {1,0} that Definition 1.1 gives
rise to a well-defined convolution operation satisfying (vol⊗vol∗) ∗ ψ = ψ
and (χ⊗ vol∗) ∗ ψ = (µ(ψ)vol∗)χ for all ψ ∈ V∞(G)LG .

7.3. Convolution of smooth valuations. We will now prove various prop-
erties of the convolution on valuations on unimodular Lie groups given by
Definition 1.1.

Proposition 7.9. Let G be a unimodular Lie group. For any two valuations
ϕ,ψ ∈ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) it holds that µ(ϕ ∗ ψ) = µ(ϕ)µ(ψ).
Proof. By Definitions 1.1 and 4.2, we have

(̃τϕ∗ψ)0 = ̃(τϕ ∗ τψ)0 = ∑
k,l≥0

(−1)k(l+1)Ŝk+l((τ̃ϕ)k ⊗ (τ̃ψ)l).

Since (τ̃ϕ)k ∈ Ωk(P+(g∗),∧kg), all terms with l > 0 vanish. Similarly, since

(τ̃ψ)l ∈ Ωl(P+(g∗),∧lg), all terms with k > 0 vanish. The only remaining
term is for k = l = 0 and hence

(τ̃ϕ∗ψ)0 = Ŝ0((τ̃ϕ)0 ⊗ (τ̃ψ)0) = (τ̃ϕ)0 ⋅ (τ̃ψ)0.
□

Lemma 7.10. Let G be a unimodular Lie group and let Inv ∶ G→ G be the
inverse map. Then for any ϕ,ψ ∈ V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) we have

Inv∗(ϕ ∗ ψ) = Inv∗ψ ∗ Inv∗ ϕ. (26)

Proof. We may assume that G admits non-obvious bi-invariant valuations.
Assume first that G is compact. Denoting S ∶ G×G→ G×G the involution
S(x, y) = (y, x) and by m ∶ G ×G → G the multiplication map, we have an
equality of maps

Inv ○m =m ○ S ○ (Inv× Inv) ∶ G ×G→ G.

Pushing-forward ϕ⊠ψ using both presentations of this map and noting that
Inv∗ = Inv∗ yields (26). The general case then follows at once by Lemma
7.4, Equation (25), and Proposition 7.8. □
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Let us now proceed with the proofs of Theorem C and Proposition 1.2.
We will need the following statement.

Lemma 7.11. Let M be a compact smooth manifold and V a real vector
space of finite dimension. Consider the obvious action of V on X ∶=M ×V .
Then the restriction of the quotient map qV ∶ Wk(X) → Γ(X,Val∞k (TX))
to the V -invariant elements, namely qV ∶ Wk(X)V → Γ(X,Val∞k (TX))V , is
onto. Furthermore, fix a Lebesgue measure on V and consider the averaging
map A1 ∶ V∞c (X) → V∞(X)V given by A1ϕ = ∫V x∗ϕdx. Denote Wk,c(X) ∶=
Wk(X) ∩ V∞c (X). Then the restriction A1 ∶ Wk,c(X) → Wk(X)V is onto.
In particular A1 itself is onto.

Proof. Recall that the natural map Wk(X) → Γ(X,Val∞k (TX)) is onto.
By [4, Proposition 6.2.1], which asserts the existence of partitions of unity
for smooth valuations, the restriction of this map to compactly supported
elements, namely

qc ∶ Wk,c(X) → Γc(X,Val∞k (TX)),
is onto as well.

Note that the averaging mapA2 ∶ Γc(X,Val∞k (TX)) → Γ(X,Val∞k (TX))V
defined analogously to A1 is onto. Indeed, take any ρ ∈ C∞c (V ) with

∫V ρ(x)dx = 1. Then one has A2(ρ ⋅ ϕ) = ϕ for all ϕ ∈ Γ(X,Val∞k (TX))V .
Now consider the commutative diagram

Wk,c(X) Γc(X,Val∞k (TX))

Wk(X)V Γ(X,Val∞k (TX))V

qc

A1 A2

qV

As qc and A2 are both onto, the same must hold for qV .
For the second assertion, we use reverse induction on k. The base of the

induction is k = dimX. As ϕ ∈ WdimX(X)V is a measure, we may take
ρ ∈ C∞c (X) as before to get A1(ρ ⋅ ϕ) = ϕ. Assuming the assertion for k + 1,
take ϕ ∈ Wk(X)V . Choose ψ ∈ Wk,c(X) with A2qcψ = qV ϕ. It follows that

qVA1ψ = qV ϕ, that is A1ψ−ϕ ∈ Wk+1(X)V . By the induction assumption we
may find ψ′ ∈ Wk+1,c(X) with A1ψ

′ = A1ψ − ϕ, so that ϕ = A1(ψ − ψ′). □

Let G = K × V be a product of a compact Lie group and a linear space.
In invariant terms, the averaging map A1 from Lemma 7.11 with X = G is
A ∶ V∞c (G) → V∞(G)V ⊗Dens(g∗) given by A(ϕ) = ∫V x∗ϕdx⊗σ∗, where dx
is an arbitrary Lebesgue measure on V , identified with σ ∈ Dens(g) via the
Haar probability measure on K. The restriction of A to V∞c (G)K×K clearly
coincides with the averaging map defined before Proposition 1.2.

Proof of Theorem C. We have seen in Section 7.2 that the convolution is well
defined. If V∞(G)G×G = Span{χ,vol}, then all the properties are trivially
verified. Thus we assume henceforth that G admits non-obvious bi-invariant
smooth valuations. If G is connected, it is the product of a compact group
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and a linear space by Theorem B and the convolution coincides with the one
of Lemma 7.4, from which associativity and continuity easily follow. The
general case follows from Proposition 7.8. In particular, the bi-invariant
valuations are closed under convolution.

The properties (i) and (ii) are immediate from Definition 1.1. As for item
(iii), we have cχ = 1, τχ = 0, µ(χ) = 0 and hence (6) gives (χ ⊗ vol∗) ∗ ψ =
(µ(ψ)vol∗)χ. To show ϕ ∗ χ = µ(ϕ)χ, we use Lemma 7.10 to find that

ϕ ∗ χ = Inv∗(Inv∗ χ ∗ Inv∗ ϕ) = Inv∗(χ ∗ Inv∗ ϕ) = µ(Inv∗ ϕ) Inv∗ χ = µ(ϕ)χ.
To prove (iv), write G = K × V . We first note that, according to Lemma

7.4, the equality (ϕ ∗ ψ)(e) = µ(ϕ ⋅ Inv∗ψ) follows from the compact case,
which is Lemma 5.3. To verify the pairing is perfect, let ϕ⊗σ ∈ V∞(G)G×G⊗
Dens(g∗) be non-zero. Assume that ϕ ∈ Wk(G) ∖ Wk+1(G), and let ϕ0 ∈
Val∞k (g)AdK be the corresponding principal symbol at the unit element. By
translation-invariant Alesker–Poincaré duality and the compactness of K,
we may find ψ0 ∈ Val∞n−k(g)AdK such that ⟨ϕ0, ψ0⟩ ∈ Dens(g) is non-zero.

Let ψ ∈ Γ(G,Val∞n−k(TG))LG be the left-invariant field defined by ψ0. We

then use Lemma 7.11 to find ψ ∈ V∞(G)V with principal symbol ψ. By
construction, ⟨ϕ⊗σ,ψ⊗σ⟩ ∈ M(G)G⊗Dens(g∗)2 = Dens(g∗) is non-zero, and
we may average over the action of K ×K to guarantee that ψ ∈ V∞(G)G×G.
This concludes the proof. □

Remark 7.12. By construction, the convolution of Definition 1.1 naturally
extends the Alesker–Bernig convolution on compact Lie groups. In order to
relate it to the Bernig–Fu convolution on linear spaces, we have to compare
our conventions with the ones from [17].

First, let ∗V be the usual Hodge star operator on V = Rn, γ ∈ Ωk(V )tr,
and κ ∈ Ωl(Sn−1). Then the operator ∗1 is defined in [17] by

∗1(π∗1γ ∧ π∗2κ) = (−1)(
n−k
2
)π∗1(∗V γ) ∧ π∗2κ.

On the other hand, the Hodge star ∗−1 from Equation (15) satisfies

∗−1(π∗1γ ∧ π∗2κ) = (−1)kl ∗−1 (π∗2κ ∧ π∗1γ)
= (−1)kl(π∗2κ ∧ π∗1(∗V γ))
= (−1)kl(−1)l(n−k)π∗1(∗V γ) ∧ π∗2κ.

We thus have

∗1 = (−1)(
n−k
2
)+nl ⋅ ∗−1 (27)

on translation-invariant forms on Rn × Sn−1 of bi-degree (k, l).
Second, the wedge product from [17] is the one on Rn×Sn−1. Namely, for

γi ∈ Ωki(V )tr and κi ∈ Ωli(Sn−1), i = 1,2, one has

(π∗1γ1 ∧ π∗2κ1) ∧ (π∗1γ2 ∧ π∗2κ2) = (−1)l1k2π∗1(γ1 ∧ γ2) ∧ π∗2(κ1 ∧ κ2).
Our wedge product (temporarily denoted by ∧′) satisfies

(π∗1γ1 ∧ π∗2κ1) ∧′ (π∗1γ2 ∧ π∗2κ2)
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= (−1)k1l1+k2l2(π∗2κ1 ∧ π∗1γ1) ∧′ (π∗2κ2 ∧ π∗1γ2)
= (−1)k1l1+k2l2π∗2(κ1 ∧ κ2) ∧ π∗1(γ1 ∧ γ2)
= (−1)k1l1+k2l2+(l1+l2)(k1+k2)π∗1(γ1 ∧ γ2) ∧ π∗2(κ1 ∧ κ2).

Hence
∧′ = (−1)l2k1∧ (28)

on translation-invariant forms on Rn × Sn−1 of bi-degree (k1, l1), (k2, l2).

Proof of Proposition 1.2. (i) Assume G is compact and let ϕ ∈ V(G)G×G.
Write ϕ = {cϕ, τϕ} = [[µϕ, ωϕ]] and consider the valuation

ϕ′ ∶= ϕ⊗ vol(G)vol∗ ∈ V(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗).
Then ϕ′ = {c′ϕ, τ ′ϕ} = [[µ′ϕ, ω′ϕ]], where the prime forms are obtained from the

original ones by multiplying with vol(G)vol∗. From (3) and (8) it follows

that τ̃ϕ = τ̃ ′ϕ and ω̃ϕ = ω̃′ϕ. Proposition C(i) then implies that the two

convolution products coincide.
(ii) Since V is commutative, the higher order terms in τϕ ∗ωψ and τϕ ∗ τψ

vanish and (25) reduces to [17, Equations (37)–(39)], taking into account
(27) and (28).

(iii) By [3, Section 3.1] there is an isomorphism of graded vector spaces

I =
n

⊕
k=0

Ik ∶ gr (V∞(G)G×G) ≅ Val∞(g)AdG (29)

that can be described in terms of differential forms as follows. Let [ϕ] ∈
Wk(G)G×G/Wk+1(G)G×G denote the equivalence class of ϕ ∈ Wk(G)G×G.

If ϕ ∈ W0(G)G×G, then I0([ϕ]) = ϕ({e})χ. Let ϕ = {0, τ} ∈ Wk(G)G×G
with 1 ≤ k ≤ n and τ ∈ Ωnor(G × P+(g∗))G×G. Let τ = ∑n−ki=0 τi with τi ∈
Ωn−i,ior (G×P+(g∗)) be the decomposition of τ . The restriction of τn−k to the
sphere over the identity element of G can be identified with a closed, vertical,

translation-invariant, and AdG-invariant form in Ωk,n−kor (g×P+(g∗)), which
defines Ik([ϕ]) ∈ Val∞k (g)AdG.

Similarly, if ψ = [[0, ω]] ∈ Wl(G)G×G with 1 ≤ l ≤ n − 1 and ω ∈ Ωn−1or (G ×
P+(g∗))G×G, then we decompose ω = ∑n−1−li=0 ωi with ωi ∈ Ωn−1−i,ior (G×P+(g∗)).

The restriction of ωn−l−1 to the sphere over the identity defines a translation-

invariant, AdG-invariant form in Ωl,n−1−lor (g × P+(g∗)), which is the form
defining Il([ψ]).

Tensorizing with Dens(g∗) we get an isomorphism of graded vector spaces

Ĩ =
n

⊕
k=0

Ĩk ∶ gr (V(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗)) ≅ Val∞(g)AdG ⊗Dens(g∗). (30)

We claim that (30) is compatible with the convolution products on both
sides, i.e., that for any ϕ ∈ Wk(G)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗) and ψ ∈ Wl(G)G×G ⊗
Dens(g∗) we have

Ĩk+l−n([ϕ ∗ ψ]) = Ĩk([ϕ]) ∗ Ĩl([ψ]). (31)
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Note that ϕ ∗ ψ ∈ Wk+l−n(G)G×G ⊗ Dens(g∗), so the left-hand side is well
defined.

If k + l < n, then both sides of the equation vanish. If k = n or l = n, then
(31) is immediate from the fact that vol⊗vol∗ is the unit in V∞(G)G×G ⊗
Dens(g∗), and its image under Ĩn is the unit in Val∞(g∗) ⊗Dens(g∗).

Suppose next that k+l ≥ n+1. Note first that the lowest degree component
of τϕ ∗ τψ equals (τ̃ϕ)n−k ∧ (τ̃ψ)n−l, since ϵn,nn−k,n−l,2n−k−l = 1. Up to signs, the

claim is then obvious from Proposition 7.5, [17, Proposition 2.7], and the

above description of the map Ĩ in terms of differential forms. Using (27)
and (28) one easily checks that the signs match.

Finally, suppose that k + l = n. The lowest degree component of τϕ ∗ ωψ
equals (−1)n+k(τ̃ϕ)n−k ∧ (ω̃ψ)n−1−l, since ϵn,n−1n−k,n−l−1,n−1 = (−1)

n+k. The claim

then follows from [17, Equation (37)].
(iv) First note that since V lies in the centralizer of g, we have A(ϕ∗ψ) =

Aϕ ∗ ψ = ϕ ∗Aψ. We will show that A(ϕ ∗ ψ) = Aϕ ∗Aψ.
Choose a lattice Γ ⊂ V and denote T = V /Γ, GT = K × T . Let Q ∶

V∞(GΓ)GΓ×GΓ → V∞(G)G×G ⊗Dens(g∗) be as in Definition 1.1. Write A =
Q ○AT ○AΓ, where AΓ ∶ V∞c (G)K×K → V∞(GΓ)K×K is AΓϕ = ∑γ∈Γ γ∗ϕ, and
AT ∶ V∞(GΓ)K×K → V∞(GΓ)GΓ×GΓ is averaging over the torus.

Write θ = Aϕ = QθT , so that θT = ATAΓϕ. We have

θ ∗Aψ = QθT ∗QATAΓψ = Q(θT ∗ATAΓψ) = QAT (AΓϕ ∗AΓψ).
It remains to check thatAΓϕ∗AΓψ = AΓ(ϕ∗ψ). IndeedAΓϕ∗ψ = AΓ(ϕ∗ψ)

as Γ lies in the centralizer of g. The remaining equality AΓϕ∗ψ = AΓϕ∗AΓψ
is transparent if sptψ lies in a fundamental domain of Γ, and we may reduce
to this case by linearity and the partition of unity property of valuations.

Finally, by Lemma 7.11 we have η = Aψ for some compactly supported
ψ, whence

Aϕ ∗ η = Aϕ ∗Aψ = ϕ ∗Aψ = ϕ ∗ η.
□

8. Convolution on S3

By Proposition 6.5, there are only two compact Lie groups with a finite-
dimensional algebra of bi-invariant valuations, namely S3 and SO(3). As
SO(3) is a quotient of S3, we will only describe the convolution algebra of
bi-invariant valuations on S3 and leave the easy modifications in the other
case to the reader.

It is well known that the space V(S3)S3×S3
is 4-dimensional and spanned

by the intrinsic volumes µi, i = 0, . . . ,3, see [15].

Lemma 8.1. The convolution on V∞(S3)S3×S3
is commutative.

Proof. Since the group inverse Inv is an isometry, we have Inv∗ µi = µi and
the claim follows from Lemma 7.10 □
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Let us denote χX(Y ) = χ(X ∩ Y ), for X,Y ∈ P(S3), and introduce the
Crofton valuations.

ν0 = χ,

ν1 = ∫
Gr2(S3)

χEdE,

ν2 = ∫
Gr1(S3)

χLdL,

ν3 =
1

2π2
µ3.

Here Grj(S3) is the space of j-dimensional great spheres, and dE, dL are
the Haar probability measures.

Lemma 8.2. One has

µ0 = ν0, (32)

µ1 = πν1 + πν3, (33)

µ2 = 2πν2, (34)

µ3 = 2π2ν3. (35)

In particular, the Crofton valuations ν0, . . . , ν3 form a basis of V∞(S3)S3×S3
.

Proof. First, (32) and (35) are obvious. Second, since µ0, µ2, ν2 are eigenvec-
tors of the Euler–Verdier involution with eigenvalue 1 and µ1, µ3, ν1 eigen-
vectors with eigenvalue -1, there are a, b, c, d ∈ C such that

ν1 = aµ1 + bµ3,
ν2 = bµ0 + dµ2.

We will use the template method to determine the constants. To this end,
recall that for any 0 ≤ i ≤ n one has

χ(Si) = 1 + (−1)i,
µi(Si) = (i + 1)ωi+1,

µi(Bn) = (n
i
) ωn
ωn−i

,

see [29, Theorem 9.2.4]. It follows that

ν1(S1) = χ(S0) = 2, µ1(S1) = 2π, µ3(S1) = 0,
and

ν1(S3) = χ(S2) = 2, µ1(S3) = 2µ1(B4) = 3π, µ3(S3) = 2π2.
Consequently, 2 = 2πa and 2 = 3πa + 2π2b, and (33) follows. Similarly, for
any point p ∈ S3,

ν2({p}) = 0, µ0({p}) = 1, µ2({p}) = 0,
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and
ν2(S2) = χ(S0) = 2, µ0(S2) = 2, µ2(S2) = 4π

gives c = 0 and 2 = 2c + 4πd, and proves (34). □

Lemma 8.3. Let G be a compact Lie group. If ϕ,ψ ∈ V∞(G)G×G are eigen-
vectors of the Euler–Verdier involution with eigenvalues ϵϕ, ϵψ, respectively,

then ϕ ∗ ψ is an eigenvector with eigenvalue (−1)dimGϵϕϵψ.

Proof. Clearly, ϕ ⊠ ψ has eigenvalue ϵϕϵψ. Under the push-forward by the
multiplication map m ∶ G ×G → G, the Euler–Verdier eigenvalue shifts by
(−1)dim(G×G)−dimG = (−1)dimG. □

Proposition 8.4. In V∞(S3)S3×S3
, the following identities hold:

νk ∗ ν3 = νk, k = 0, . . . ,3, (36)

ν1 ∗ ν1 = 4ν3, (37)

ν0 ∗ ν0 = 0, (38)

ν0 ∗ ν2 = 0, (39)

ν2 ∗ ν2 =
π2

4
(ν1 − 2ν3), (40)

ν0 ∗ ν1 = 2ν0, (41)

ν1 ∗ ν2 = 2ν0 − 2ν2. (42)

Proof. Since ν3 is the Haar probability measure on S3, (36) follows at once
from Theorem C(i) and Proposition 1.2(i). To prove the remaining relations,
we will keep the notation from the proof of Lemma 8.1 and exploit a version
of the template method used in the proof of Lemma 8.2. To this end, Lemma
8.3 implies that

ν1 ∗ ν1 = a1ν1 + a3ν3,
ν0 ∗ ν0 = b1ν1 + b3ν3,
ν0 ∗ ν2 = c1ν1 + c3ν3,
ν2 ∗ ν2 = d1ν1 + d3ν3,
ν0 ∗ ν1 = a0ν0 + a2ν2,
ν1 ∗ ν2 = b0ν0 + b2ν2

for some constants ai, bi, ci, di ∈ C. By definition, for all A,B,X ∈ P(S3) we
have χA ∗ χB(X) = χA×B(m−1X).

Take X = S3. Then χA ∗ χB(S3) = χA×B(S3 × S3) = χ(A)χ(B), so
ν0 ∗ ν0(S3) = 0, ν0 ∗ ν2(S3) = 0, ν1 ∗ ν1(S3) = 4, ν2 ∗ ν2(S3) = 0.

As ν1(S3) = 2 and ν3(S3) = 1, we get the equations

2a1 + a3 = 4,
2b1 + b3 = 0,
2c1 + c3 = 0,
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2d1 + d3 = 0.

Now consider X = S1 and note that ν1(S1) = 2, νj(S1) = 0 for j ≠ 1.
First, to evaluate ν1 ∗ ν1(S1), take E,E′ ∈ Gr2(S3) and denote E = u⊥,
E′ = Inv(v⊥). For any θ ∈ X, the sets E and θ ⋅ Inv(E′) intersect along
a circle unless u = ±θv. So if u /∈ Xv, which is the generic case, the set
E ×E′ ∩m−1X fibers over X with fiber {(x,x−1θ) ∣ x ∈ θ ⋅ Inv(E′) ∩E} = S1

over θ ∈X. Hence χ(E ×E′ ∩m−1X) = 0 for generic pairs (E,E′), and so

ν1 ∗ ν1(S1) = 0.
Thus we get the equation 2a1 = 0 which implies a1 = 0 and a3 = 4, proving
(37). Second, since m−1S1 = {(x,x−1θ) ∣ x ∈ S3, θ ∈ S1} S1

Ð→ S3, we have

ν0 ∗ ν0(S1) = χ(m−1S1) = χ(S1)χ(S3) = 0,
so that 2b1 = 0 and so b1 = b3 = 0, proving (38). Similarly, we note that
S3×L∩m−1X fibers over L ∈ Gr1(S3) with fiber equal to S1. Consequently,
χ(S3 ×L ∩m−1X) = 0 and so

ν0 ∗ ν2(S1) = 0.
It follows that 2c1 = 0 and hence c1 = c3 = 0, proving (39).

To finish the proof of (40), we will use a different argument. Note that
by Lemma 8.2,

µ2 ∗ µ2 = d1(4πµ1 − 6µ3).
Considering the standard volume on S3 with total mass 2π2 and the canoni-
cal Lebesgue measure on R3, the isomorphism from Proposition 1.2(iii) takes

the class [µk] ∈ W∞k (S3)S3×S3/W∞k+1(S3)S3×S3
to 2π2µk ∈ Valk(R3) and im-

plies that on R3,

2π2µ2 ∗ 2π2µ2 = d14π ⋅ 2π2µ1.
On the other hand, from [17, Corollary 1.3] we know that on R3,

µ2 ∗ µ2 =
π

2
µ1.

Hence d1 = π2

4 and (40) follows.

Next, fix p ∈ S3 and take X = {p}. Since the inverse map is an isometry,
we find that ν0 ∗ ν1({p}) = 2 and ν1 ∗ ν2({p}) = 2. Thus a0 = b0 = 2.

Finally take X = S2. For any E ∈ Gr2(S3) we have

χ(S3 ×E ∩m−1X) = χ{(zy−1, y) ∣ z ∈X,y ∈ E}
= χ({(z, y) ∣ z ∈X,y ∈ E})
= χ(E)χ(X)
= 4.

Consequently, ν0 ∗ ν1(S2) = 4, and so 2a0 + 2a2 = 4 implies a2 = 0 and (41)
follows. We will then reduce the computation of ν1 ∗ ν2(S2) to the case
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ν1 ∗ ν1(S1) as follows. Fix E ∈ Gr2(S3) and L ∈ Gr1(S3). Then
χ(E ×L ∩m−1X) = χ{(x, y) ∣ x ∈ E,y ∈ L,xy ∈X}

= χ{(x−1, xy) ∣ x ∈ E,y ∈ L,xy ∈X}
= χ{(x−1, z) ∣ x−1 ∈ Inv(E), z ∈X,x−1z ∈ L}
= χ(Inv(E) ×X ∩m−1L).

Since the inverse map is an isometry, E′ = Inv(E) is another geodesic 2-
sphere. Consider the isometry group Isom(S3) = SO(4). Now one can write

ν1 ∗ ν2(X) = ∫
Isom(S3)×Isom(S3)×Isom(S3)

χ(g1E × g2L ∩m−1g3X)

= ∫
Isom(S3)×Isom(S3)×Isom(S3)

χ(g1E × g2X ∩m−1g3L)

= ν1 ∗ ν1(L)
= 0.

Thus 2b0 + 2b2 = 0 which implies b2 = −2 and (42) follows. □

Combining Proposition 8.4 and Lemma 8.2 yields the convolution table
in terms of intrinsic volumes as follows.

Corollary 8.5.

µk ∗ µ3 = 2π2µk, k = 0, . . . ,3,

µ1 ∗ µ1 = 2πµ1 +
3

2
µ3,

µ0 ∗ µ0 = 0,
µ0 ∗ µ2 = 0,

µ2 ∗ µ2 =
π2

4
(4πµ1 − 6µ3),

µ0 ∗ µ1 = 3πµ0,
µ1 ∗ µ2 = 4π2µ0 − πµ2.

On a flat space, the Alesker–Fourier transform is an isomorphism between
the algebra of smooth valuations with respect to the Alesker product and
the algebra of smooth valuations with respect to the convolution product.
An analogous isomorphism for S3 does not exist.

Corollary 8.6. The map t↦ π−1ν2 covers an isomorphism of algebras

C[t]/(t2 + t4) → (V∞(S3)S3×S3

,∗) .

In particular, there is no algebra isomorphism between the convolution alge-

bra (V∞(S3)S3×S3
,∗) and the product algebra (V∞(S3)S3×S3

, ⋅).

Proof. The first statement follows from Proposition 8.4. For the second
statement, recall that the product algebra is isomorphic to C[t]/(t4) [27],
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hence both algebras are of dimension 4, with the equivalence classes of
1, t, t2, t3 being a basis. Let us compare their nilradicals. In the product
algebra, the nilradical is the ideal (t), which is of dimension 3. In the con-
volution algebra, the nilradical is contained in the 3-dimensional ideal (t).
However, as (t2)k = (−1)k+1t2 ≠ 0 for all k ≥ 1, it is of dimension strictly less
than 3. □
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