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Abstract

L. Klebanov proved the following theorem. Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random
variables. Consider linear forms L1 = a1ξ1 + · · · + anξn, L2 = b1ξ1 + · · · + bnξn,
L3 = c1ξ1 + · · · + cnξn, L4 = d1ξ1 + · · · + dnξn, where the coefficients aj , bj , cj , dj are
real numbers. If the random vectors (L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically distributed,
then all ξi for which aidj − bicj ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n are Gaussian random variables. The
present article is devoted to an analogue of the Klebanov theorem in the case when
random variables take values in the group R × Z(2) and the coefficients of the linear
forms are topological endomorphisms of this group.
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1 Introduction

Characterization theorems in mathematical statistics provide conditions under which the
distributions of random variables can be uniquely determined from specified properties of
functions of these variables. Such theorems on the real line are well studied ([9]). In par-
ticular, Darmois ([1]) and Skitovich ([13]) established that the independence of two linear
forms of n independent random variables characterizes the Gaussian distribution on the real
line. Heyde ([8]) obtained a similar results: the symmetry of the conditional distribution of
one linear form given another also characterizes the Gaussian distribution. Klebanov ([10])
proved the following theorem.

The Klebanov theorem. Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random variables. Consider
linear forms L1 = a1ξ1 + · · · + anξn, L2 = b1ξ1 + · · · + bnξn, L3 = c1ξ1 + · · · + cnξn, L4 =
d1ξ1 + · · ·+ dnξn, where the coefficients aj, bj, cj, dj are real numbers. If the random vectors
(L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically distributed, then all ξi for which aidj − bicj ̸= 0 for all
j = 1, n are Gaussian random variables.
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The Klebanov theorem implies both the Darmois-Skitovich theorem and the Heyde theorem.
A large number of papers are devoted to the study of linear forms of independent random

variables with values in locally compact Abelian groups. The main attention is given to
analogues of the Darmois–Skitovich and Heyde theorems. To the best of our knowledge, the
Klebanov theorem was generalized to groups only in [11], where the coefficients of the linear
forms are integers.

The purpose of the present paper is to establish an analogue of the Klebanov theorem
in the case where the random variables take values in the locally compact Abelian group
X = R×Z(2) (Z(2) is the cyclic group of order 2) and the coefficients of the linear forms are
continuous endomorphisms. The group X = R×Z(2) is important because it is the simplest
nontrivial example of a non-connected locally compact Abelian group whose structure si-
multaneously involves a connected component and a discrete component. This combination
makes X a testing ground for many problems in harmonic analysis, probability theory on
groups, and characterization theorems ([5], [6], [14], [15]).

It should be noted that a continuous endomorphism of the real line is given by multipli-
cation by a real number; if this number is nonzero, the endomorphism is an automorphism.
In contrast, for arbitrary locally compact Abelian groups the situation is substantially more
intricate: the set of continuous endomorphisms may be infinite, whereas the subset of auto-
morphisms may be finite. Consequently, generalizations of the Klebanov theorem to arbitrary
groups present significant difficulties, but they may also give rise to distributions of a rather
unexpected nature.

2 Notation and definitions
The article employs standard results from abstract harmonic analysis (see e.g. [7]).

Let X be a second countable locally compact Abelian group,Y = X∗ be its character
group, and (x, y) be the value of a character y ∈ Y at an element x ∈ X. Denote by
Aut(X) the group of all topological automorphisms of the group X. Denote by End(X)
the ring of all continuous endomorphisms of X. Let H be a subgroup of Y . Denote by
A(X,H) = {x ∈ X : (x, y) = 1 ∀ y ∈ H} the annihilator of H. Let δ ∈ End(X). The
adjoint endomorphism δ̃ is defined by the formula (δx, y) = (x, δ̃y) for all x ∈ X, y ∈ Y .

Let M1(X) be the convolution semigroup of probability distributions on X,

µ̂(y) =

∫
X

(x, y)dµ(x)

be the characteristic function of a distribution µ ∈ M1(X), and σ(µ) be the support of µ.
If H is a closed subgroup of Y and µ̂(y) = 1 for y ∈ H, then µ̂(y + h) = µ̂(y) for all y ∈ Y ,
h ∈ H and σ(µ) ⊂ A(X,H). For µ ∈ M1(X) we define the distribution µ̄ ∈ M1(X) by the
rule µ̄(B) = µ(−B) for all Borel sets B ⊂ X. Note that ̂̄µ(y) = µ̂(y).

Let x ∈ X. Denote by Ex the degenerate distribution concentrated at the point x, and
by D(X) the set of all degenerate distributions on X. A distribution γ ∈ M1(X) is called
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Gaussian ([12, Ch. 4.6]) if its characteristic function can be represented in the form

γ̂(y) = (x, y) exp{−φ(y)},

where x ∈ X and φ(y) is a continuous nonnegative function satisfying the equation

φ(u+ v) + φ(u− v) = 2[φ(u) + φ(v)], u, v ∈ Y.

Denote by Γ(X) the set of Gaussian distributions on X. We note that according to this
definition D(X) ⊂ Γ(X). Denote by I(X) the set of shifts of Haar distributions mK of
compact subgroups K of the group X. Note that

m̂K(y) =

{
1, y ∈ A(Y,K);
0, y ̸∈ A(Y,K). (1)

We note that if a distribution µ ∈ Γ(X) ∗ I(X), i.e. µ = γ ∗ mK , where γ ∈ Γ(X),
then µ is invariant with respect to the compact subgroup K ⊂ X and under the natural
homomorphism X 7→ X/K µ induces a Gaussian distribution on the factor group X/K.
Therefore the class Γ(X) ∗ I(X) can be considered as a natural analogue of the class Γ(X)
on locally compact Abelian groups.

Let f(y) be a function on Y , and h ∈ Y. Denote by ∆h the finite difference operator

∆hf(y) = f(y + h)− f(y).

A function f(y) on Y is called a polynomial if

∆l+1
h f(y) = 0

for some l and for all y, h ∈ Y . The minimal l for which this equality holds is called the
degree of the polynomial f(y).

An integer a is said to be admissible for a group X if the set {ax, x ∈ X} ̸= {0}. The
admissibility of integers a can be considered as a group analogue of the condition a ̸= 0 for
the case of X = R.

3 Main results
Let X = R × Z(2). Denote by x = (t, k), t ∈ R, k ∈ Z(2), elements of the group X. Let
Y be the character group of the group X. The group Y is topologically isomorphic to the
group R × Z(2). Denote by y = (s, l), s ∈ R, l ∈ Z(2), elements of the group Y . Every
continuous endomorphism a is of the form a(t, k) = (a′t, a′′k), where a′ ∈ R, a′′ ∈ {0, 1}. If
a ∈ Aut(X) then a′ ̸= 0, a′′ = 1. It is obvious that a = ã.

Definition 1 Let X = R×Z(2) and µ ∈M1(X). We say that µ ∈ Θ(X) if the characteristic
function µ̂(s, l) is represented in the form

µ̂(s, l) =

{
exp{−σs2 + iβs}, s ∈ R, l = 0;
κ exp{−σ′s2 + iβ′s}, s ∈ R, l = 1, (2)
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where either 0 < σ′ < σ, and 0 < |κ| ≤
√

σ′

σ
exp

{
− (β−β′)2

4(σ−σ′)

}
or σ = σ′ ≥ 0, β = β′, |κ| ≤ 1.

Note that the class of distributions Θ(X) first appeared in [4].

Definition 2 Let X = R × Z(2) and µ ∈ M1(X). We say that µ ∈ Λ(X) if µ̂(s, 0) is the
characteristic function of a Gaussian distribution on the real line, possibly degenerate.

Let X be a second countable locally compact Abelian group. Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be indepen-
dent random variables with values in X. Consider the linear forms

L1 = a1ξ1 + · · ·+ anξn, (3)

L2 = b1ξ1 + · · ·+ bnξn, (4)

L3 = c1ξ1 + · · ·+ cnξn, (5)

L4 = d1ξ1 + · · ·+ dnξn, (6)

where the coefficients aj, bj, cj, dj ∈ End(X). We will keep the designation L1, L2, L3 and
L4 throughout the article.

Theorem 1 Let X = R× Z(2). Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random variables with values
in X and distributions µξj with non-vanishing characteristic functions. Consider the linear
forms (3)− (6), where aj, bj, cj, dj ∈ End(X). Suppose that the random vectors (L1, L2) and
(L3, L4) are identically distributed. We have the following possibilities:

(1) for all those i for which aidj−bicj ∈ Aut(X) for all j = 1, n distributions µξi ∈ Γ(X);
(2) for all those i for which a′id′j−b′ic′j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n and at least one of the numbers

a′′i , b′′i is equal to 1 distributions µξi ∈ Θ(X);
(3) for all those i for which a′id′j − b′ic

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n distributions µξi ∈ Λ(X).

To prove Theorem 1 we need some lemmas. The following lemma was proved earlier in
[11] in the case when the coefficients of the linear forms (3) − (6) are integers. The proof
follows the same structure and is provided here for completeness.

Lemma 1 Let X be a second countable locally compact Abelian group, Y = X∗. Let
ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random variables with values in X and distributions µξj . Con-
sider the linear forms (3) − (6). The random vectors (L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically
distributed if and only if the characteristic functions µ̂ξj(y) satisfy the equation

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(ãju+ b̃jv) =
n∏

j=1

µ̂ξj(c̃ju+ d̃jv), u, v ∈ Y. (7)
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Proof. Taking into account the independence of ξ1, ..., ξn, we obtain from the definition
that

µ̂(L1,L2)(u, v) = E [(L1, L2)(u, v)] = E [(L1, u)(L2, v)] =

= E [(a1ξ1 + · · ·+ anξn, u)(b1ξ1 + · · ·+ bnξn, v)] =

= E [(a1ξ1, u) · · · (anξn, u)(b1ξ1, v) · · · (bnξn, v)] =

= E
[
(ξ1, ã1u) · · · (ξn, ãnu)(ξ1, b̃1v) · · · (ξn, b̃nv)

]
=

= E
[
(ξ1, ã1u+ b̃1v) · · · (ξn, ãnu+ b̃nv)

]
=

=
n∏

j=1

E
[
(ξj, ãju+ b̃jv)

]
=

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(ãju+ b̃jv), u, v ∈ Y.

In the same way we obtain that

µ̂(L3,L4)(u, v) =
n∏

j=1

µ̂ξj(c̃ju+ d̃jv), u, v ∈ Y.

The vectors (L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically distributed if and only if µ̂(L1,L2)(u, v) =
µ̂(L3,L4)(u, v). Thus, equation (7) is valid. □

We need the following group analogue of the Cramer decomposition theorem for Gaussian
distributions.

Lemma 2 ([2, §5.22]) Let X be a second countable locally compact Abelian group containing
no subgroup topologically isomorphic to the circle group. Let γ ∈ Γ(X) and γ = γ1 ∗ γ2,
where γ1, γ2 ∈M1(X). Then γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ(X).

The following lemma is the group analogue of the Marcinkiewicz theorem.

Lemma 3 ([3, §5.11]) Let X be a second countable locally compact Abelian group containing
no subgroup topologically isomorphic to the circle group. Let µ ∈M1(X) and the character-
istic function µ̂(y) is of the form

µ̂(y) = exp{φ(y)}, y ∈ Y,

where φ(y) is a continuous polynomial. Then µ ∈ Γ(X).

Lemma 4 ([4]) Suppose that µ ∈ Θ(R×Z(2)) and the characteristic function of µ does not
vanish. Let µ = µ1 ∗ µ2, where µ1, µ2 ∈M1(R× Z(2)). Then µ1, µ2 ∈ Θ(R× Z(2)).

Lemma 4 can be considered as an analogue of the Cramer decomposition theorem for
distributions which belong to Θ(R× Z(2)).
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Lemma 5 ([4]) Let X = R×Z(2), and let f(s, l) be a function on the group Y of the form
(2), where σ, σ′ ≥ 0, β, β′, κ ∈ R. Then f(s, l) is the characteristic function of a signed
measure µ on the group X. Moreover, µ ∈ M1(X) if and only if either 0 < σ′ < σ and 0 <

|κ| ≤
√

σ′

σ
exp

{
− (β−β′)2

4(σ−σ′)

}
or σ = σ′, β = β′, |κ| ≤ 1. In the last case µ ∈ Γ(R) ∗M1(Z(2)).

Lemma 6 ([2, Lemma 6.9]) Let X = R × G, where G is a locally compact Abelian group.
Let Y = X∗ and H = G∗. Denote by (s, h), s ∈ R, h ∈ H, elements of the group Y .
Let µ ∈ M1(X) and assume that the characteristic function µ̂(s, 0) can be extended to the
complex plane as an entire function in s. Then for each fixed h ∈ H the function µ̂(s, h) can
be also extended to the complex plane as an entire function in s. Moreover, the following
inequality

max
|s|≤r

|µ̂(s, h)| ≤ max
|s|≤r

|µ̂(s, 0)|, h ∈ H, (8)

holds.

The following proposition is a special case of Theorem 1 of [11].

Proposition 1 ([11]). Let X = Z(2). Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random variables with
values in X and distributions µξj with non-vanishing characteristic functions. Consider the
linear forms (3) − (6), where the coefficients aj, bj, cj, dj ∈ Z(2). If the random vectors
(L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically distributed, then for all those i for which

aidj − bicj = 1 for all j = 1, n, (9)

µξi ∈ D(X).

Proof of Theorem 1. Since X = R × Z(2), we have Y ≈ R × Z(2). Therefore ãj = aj,
b̃j = bj, c̃j = cj, d̃j = dj. By Lemma 1 the characteristic functions µ̂ξj(y) satisfy equation
(7) which can be written in the following form

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(a
′
js1 + b′js2, a

′′
j l1 + b′′j l2) =

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(c
′
js1 + d′js2, c

′′
j l1 + d′′j l2),

s1, s2 ∈ R, l1, l2 ∈ Z(2). (10)

Substituting l1 = l2 = 0 in (10), we obtain

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(a
′
js1 + b′js2, 0) =

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(c
′
js1 + d′js2, 0), s1, s2 ∈ R. (11)

It follows now from Lemma 1 and the Klebanov theorem that

µ̂ξi(s, 0) = e−σis
2+iβis, s ∈ R, (12)
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where σi ≥ 0, βi ∈ R, for all those i for which a′id
′
j − b′ic

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n. Thus, we

proved statement (3) of Theorem 1.
Now we prove statement (2) of Theorem 1. Put νξj = µξj ∗µ̄ξj . Hence ν̂ξj(y) = |µ̂ξj(y)|2 >

0, y ∈ Y . Obviously, the characteristic functions ν̂ξj(y) also satisfy equation (7). If we prove
that either νξj ∈ Γ(X) or νξj ∈ Θ(X), then applying either Lemma 2 or Lemma 4 respectively,
we get that either µξj ∈ Γ(X) or µξj ∈ Θ(X) respectively. Therefore we can assume from
the beginning that µ̂ξj(y) > 0.

Since we assume that µ̂ξj(y) > 0, it follows from (12) that

µ̂ξi(s, 0) = e−σis
2

, s ∈ R, (13)

where σi ≥ 0, for all those i for which a′id′j − b′ic
′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n.

Suppose that for some i we have

a′id
′
j − b′ic

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n (14)

and at least one of the numbers a′′i , b′′i is equal to 1. We can assume without restricting the
generality, that

a′1d
′
j − b′1c

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n (15)

and a′1 ̸= 0, a′′1 = 1.
Substituting l1 = l, l2 = 0 in (10), we obtain

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(a
′
js1 + b′js2, a

′′
j l) =

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(c
′
js1 + d′js2, c

′′
j l), s1, s2 ∈ R. (16)

We can renumber the functions in (16) in such a way that
a′1b

′
j − b′1a

′
j ̸= 0, a′′j = 0 for j = 2, n1,

a′1b
′
j − b′1a

′
j ̸= 0, a′′j = 1 for j = n1 + 1, n2,

a′1b
′
j − b′1a

′
j = 0, a′′j = 0 for j = n2 + 1, n3,

a′1b
′
j − b′1a

′
j = 0, a′′j = 1 for j = n3 + 1, n.

Suppose that j > n3. Then µ̂ξj(a
′
js1 + b′js2, l) = µ̂ξj

(
a′j
a′1
(a′1s1 + b′1s2), l

)
. Now we can

define the characteristic function

µ̂(s, l) = µ̂ξ1(s, l)
n∏

j=n3+1

µ̂ξj

(
a′j
a′1
s, l

)
.

We will find µ̂(s, 0). Since a′1b′j − b′1a
′
j = 0, we have that b′j =

b′1
a′1
a′j. If for some j0 the

coefficient a′j0 = 0 then the multiplier µ̂ξj0
(s, 0) = 1. If for some j1 the coefficient a′j1 ̸= 0

7



then a′j1d
′
j − b′j1c

′
j =

a′j1
a′1
(a′1d

′
j − b′1c

′
j) ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n. In this case we have representation

(13). Therefore µ̂(s, 0) = e−σs2 , where σ ≥ 0.
We need some notation. Put

ψ(s) = log µ̂(s, 1), ψaj(s) = log µ̂ξj(s, a
′′
j ), ψcj(s) = log µ̂ξj(s, c

′′
j ), s ∈ R. (17)

Substituting l = 1 in (16), we get from (16) that the functions ψ(s), ψaj(s) and ψcj(s)
satisfy the following equation

ψ(a′1s1 + b′1s2) +

n3∑
j=2

ψaj

(
a′js1 + b′js2

)
=

n∑
j=1

ψcj

(
c′js1 + d′js2

)
, s1, s2 ∈ R. (18)

To solve this equation we will use the finite-difference method. We are going to transform
equation (18) in such a way that the obtained equation will contain only the function ψ(s).

Let kn be an arbitrary element of R. Substitute s1 + d′nkn for s1 and s2 − c′nkn for s2 in
(18) and subtract (18) from the resulting equation. We obtain

∆(a′1d
′
n−b′1c

′
n)knψ(a

′
1s1 + b′1s2) +

n3∑
j=2

∆(a′jd
′
n−b′jc

′
n)knψaj(a

′
js1 + b′js2) =

=
n−1∑
j=1

∆(c′jd
′
n−d′jc

′
n)knψcj(c

′
js1 + d′js2), s1, s2 ∈ R. (19)

The right-hand side of equation (19) no longer contains the function ψcn .
Let kn−1 be an arbitrary element of R. Substitute s1+ d′n−1kn−1 for s1 and s2− c′n−1kn−1

for s2 in (19) and subtract (19) from the resulting equation. We obtain

∆(a′1d
′
n−1−b′1c

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(a′1d
′
n−b′1c

′
n)knψ(a

′
1s1 + b′1s2) +

+

n3∑
j=2

∆(a′jd
′
n−1−b′jc

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(a′jd
′
n−b′jc

′
n)knψaj(a

′
js1 + b′js2) =

=
n−2∑
j=1

∆(c′jd
′
n−1−d′jc

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(c′jd
′
n−d′jc

′
n)knψcj(c

′
js1 + d′js2), s1, s2 ∈ R. (20)

The right-hand side of equation (20) no longer contains the function ψcn−1 .
After n steps we obtain the following equation

∆(a′1d
′
1−b′1c

′
1)k1

...∆(a′1d
′
n−1−b′1c

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(a′1d
′
n−b′1c

′
n)knψ(a

′
1s1 + b′1s2) +

+

n3∑
j=2

∆(a′jd
′
1−b′jc

′
1)k1

...∆(a′jd
′
n−1−b′jc

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(a′jd
′
n−b′jc

′
n)knψaj(a

′
js1 + b′js2) = 0,

s1, s2 ∈ R, (21)
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where k1, . . . , kn are arbitrary elements of R.
We consider the summands in (21) where j = n2 + 1, n3. Since a′1b′j − b′1a

′
j = 0, we have

that b′j =
b′1
a′1
a′j. If for some j0 the coefficient a′j0 = 0 then b′j0 = 0. Therefore the summand

ψaj0
(s) = 0 and we do not need to remove it from (21). If for some j1 the coefficient

a′j1 ̸= 0 then a′j1d
′
j − b′j1c

′
j =

a′j1
a′1
(a′1d

′
j − b′1c

′
j) ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n. In this case we have

representation (13). Since a′′j1 = 0, we have ψaj1
(s) = log µ̂ξj1

(s, 0) = −σj1s2. Therefore
∆(a′j1

d′1−b′j1
c′1)k1

...∆(a′j1
d′n−b′j1

c′n)knψaj1
(a′j1s1 + b′j1s2) is a constant. So, we can rewrite (21) in

the following form

∆(a′1d
′
1−b′1c

′
1)k1

...∆(a′1d
′
n−1−b′1c

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(a′1d
′
n−b′1c

′
n)knψ(a

′
1s1 + b′1s2) +

+

n2∑
j=2

∆(a′jd
′
1−b′jc

′
1)k1

...∆(a′jd
′
n−1−b′jc

′
n−1)kn−1

∆(a′jd
′
n−b′jc

′
n)knψaj(a

′
js1 + b′js2) +

+C = 0, s1, s2 ∈ R, (22)

where k1, . . . , kn are arbitrary elements of R, C is a constant.
Let ln2 be an arbitrary element of R. Substitute s1 + b′n2

ln2 for s1 and s2 − a′n2
ln2 for s2

in (22) and subtract (22) from the resulting equation. We obtain

∆(a′1b
′
n2

−b′1a
′
n2

)ln2
∆(a′1d

′
1−b′1c

′
1)k1

...∆(a′1d
′
n−b′1c

′
n)knψ(a

′
1s1 + b′1s2) +

+

n2−1∑
j=2

∆(a′jb
′
n2

−b′ja
′
n2

)ln2
∆(a′jd

′
1−b′jc

′
1)k1

...∆(a′jd
′
n−b′jc

′
n)knψaj(a

′
js1 + b′js2) =

= 0, s1, s2 ∈ R. (23)

The left-hand side of equation (23) no longer contains the function ψan2
.

After n+ n2 − 1 steps we will obtain the following equation

∆(a′1b
′
2−b′1a

′
2)l2
...∆(a′1b

′
n2

−b′1a
′
n2

)ln2
∆(a′1d

′
1−b′1c

′
1)k1

...∆(a′1d
′
n−b′1c

′
n)knψ(a

′
1s1 + b′1s2) = 0,

s1, s2 ∈ R. (24)

where k1, . . . , kn and l2, . . . , ln2 are arbitrary elements of R. Since condition (15) is fulfilled
and a′1b

′
j − b′1a

′
j ̸= 0 for j = 2, n2, it follows from (24) that the function ψ satisfies the

following equation

∆n+n2−1
h ψ(s) = 0, s, h ∈ R. (25)

We obtain from (25) that

µ̂(s, 1) = e−P (s), (26)

where P (s) is a polynomial of degree n. Taking into account the representation µ̂(s, 0) =
e−σs2 , it follows from Lemma 6 and its inequality (8) that the degree of P (s) is at most 2.
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Taking into account that µ̂(−s, 1) = µ̂(s, 1), we obtain µ̂(s, 1) = κe−σ′s2 . Since µ ∈M1(X),
it follows from Lemma 5 that µ ∈ Θ(X). Lemma 4 implies that µξ1 ∈ Θ(X). Similarly, we
obtain that µξi ∈ Θ(X) for all those i for which a′id

′
j − b′ic

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n and at least

one of the numbers a′′i , b′′i is equal to 1. Thus, we proved statement (2) of Theorem 1.
Now we prove statement (1) of Theorem 1. Note that if a ∈ Aut(R× Z(2)) then a′ ̸= 0

and a′′ = 1.
Suppose that for some i we have aidj− bicj ∈ Aut(X) for all j = 1, n. Hence aidj− bicj ∈

Aut(Y ) for all j = 1, n. We can assume without restricting the generality, that

a1dj − b1cj ∈ Aut(Y ) for all j = 1, n. (27)

It follows from (27) that (15) is fullfilled and at least one of the numbers a′′1, b′′1 is equal
to 1. Hence µξ1 ∈ Θ(X) and µ̂ξ1 has form (2).

Substituting s1 = s2 = 0 in (10), we obtain

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(0, a
′′
j l1 + b′′j l2) =

n∏
j=1

µ̂ξj(0, c
′′
j l1 + d′′j l2), l1, l2 ∈ Z(2). (28)

It follows now from (27), Lemma 1 and Proposition 1 that

µ̂ξ1(0, l) = 1, l ∈ Z(2). (29)

Since µ̂ξ1 has form (2), we obtain now that κ = 1 in (2). Hence µξ1 ∈ Γ(X). Thus, we proved
statement (1) of Theorem 1.

□

Remark 1 Let L1, L2 be as in Theorem 1. Suppose that L3 = L1 and L4 = −L2. If the
vectors (L1, L2) and (L1, L2) are identically distributed, then the conditional distribution of
L2 given L1 is symmetric. Hence Theorem 1 implies the following analogue of the Heyde
Theorem:

Let X = R × Z(2). Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random variables with values in X
and distributions µξj with non-vanishing characteristic functions. Consider the linear forms
(3) − (4), where aj, bj ∈ End(X). Suppose that the conditional distribution of L2 given L1

is symmetric. We have the following possibilities:
(1) for all those i for which aibj+biaj ∈ Aut(X) for all j = 1, n distributions µξi ∈ Γ(X);
(2) for all those i for which a′ib′j+b′ia′j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n and at least one of the numbers

a′′i , b′′i is equal to 1 distributions µξi ∈ Θ(X);
(3) for all those i for which a′ib′j + b′ia

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n distributions µξi ∈ Λ(X).

Note that if aj, bj ∈ Aut(X) then aibj + biaj ̸∈ Aut(X) and a′′i = b′′i = 1 for all i = 1, n.
Therefore statements (1) and (3) are impossible. Statement (2) can be compared with [5,
Theorem 2.1].
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Remark 2 We consider two sets of independent random variables ξ1, . . . , ξn and ξ′1, . . . , ξ′n,
where ξj and ξ′j are identically distributed. Let L1, L2 be as in Theorem 1. We also suppose
that aj, bj ∈ Aut(X). Suppose that L3 = L1 and L4 = L′

2 = b1ξ
′
1 + · · · + bnξ

′
n. In this case

aibj + biaj ∈ Aut(X) for all i, j = 1, n. therefore statement (1) of Theorem 1 is possible
because aibj ∈ Aut(X). Thus, we have the following statement: all distributions µξi ∈ Γ(X).

If the vectors (L1, L2) and (L1, L
′
2) are identically distributed, then L1 and L2 are inde-

pendent. Therefore the above statement can be considered as an analogue of the Darmois-
Skitovich theorem for the group X = R× Z(2) (compare with [3, §10.3]).

Consider now the case where the characteristic functions of the distributions can have
zeroes. The following lemma was proved in [11].

Lemma 7 ([11]) Let X = Z(2). Then there exist independent random variables ξj, j =
1, n, n ≥ 2, with values in X and distributions µξj , and endomorphisms aj, bj, cj, dj such that
the random vectors (L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically distributed, but for all those i, for
which condition aidj − bicj = 1 is valid for all j = 1, n, µi ̸∈ I(X).

Lemma 7 shows that we can not expect to obtain a reasonable statement in the case
X = R × Z(2). Nevertheless, at the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1 we obtained
representation (12) without any restrictions on the characteristic functions. Therefore we
can formulate the following theorem.

Theorem 2 Let X = R× Z(2). Let ξ1, . . . , ξn be independent random variables with values
in X. Consider the linear forms (3) − (6), where aj, bj, cj, dj ∈ End(X). Suppose that the
random vectors (L1, L2) and (L3, L4) are identically distributed. Then for all those i for
which a′id′j − b′ic

′
j ̸= 0 for all j = 1, n distributions µξi ∈ Λ(X).
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