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MASAS AND BIMODULE DECOMPOSITIONS OF II; FACTORS

KUNAL MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. The measure-multiplicity-invariant for masas in II; factors was intro-
duced in [I0] to distinguish masas that have the same Pukdnszky invariant. In
this paper we study the measure class in the measure-multiplicity-invariant. This is
equivalent to studying the standard Hilbert space as an associated bimodule. We
characterize the type of any masa depending on the left-right-measure using Baire
category methods (selection principle of Jankov and von Neumann). We present a
second proof of Chifan’s result [2] and a measure theoretic proof of the equivalence
of weak asymptotic homomorphism property (WAHP) and singularity that appeared

in [35].

1. INTRODUCTION

This is the first of a series of two papers developed by the author for his Phd the-
sis. The moral of this paper is : “The phenomena reqularity, semireqularity, singular-
ity, weak asymptotic homomorphism property (WAHP) and asymptotic homomorphism
property (AHP) of masas in finite von Neumann algebras can all be explained by mea-
sure theory”. Throughout the entire paper M will always denote a separable I1; factor.
Let A C M be a maximal abelian self-adjoint subalgebra henceforth abbreviated as a
masa. 1t is a theorem of von Neumann that A is isomorphic to L>([0, 1], dx). So the
study of masas in type II; factors is understanding its position (up to automorphisms)
of the ambient von Neumann algebra. For a masa A C M, Dixmier in [5] defined the
group of normalizing unitaries (or normaliser) of A to be the set

N(A) ={ueUM) : uAu* = A},
where U (M) denotes the unitary group of M. He called
(1) A to be regular (also Cartan) if N(A)" = M,
(17) A to be semireqular if N(A)” is a subfactor of M,
(i7i) A to be singular if N(A) C A.
He also exhibited the presence of all three kinds of masas in the hyperfinite II; factor.

Two masas A, B of M are said to be conjugate if there is an automorphism 6 of M
such that 0(A) = B. If there is an unitary v € M such that uAu* = B then A and B
are called unitarily (inner) conjugate.

Feldman and Moore in [I1], [12] characterized pairs A C M, where A is a Cartan
subalgebra, as those coming from r-discrete transitive measured groupoids with a fi-
nite measure space X as base. It is a remarkable achievement of Connes, Feldman and
Weiss [3] that any countable amenable measured equivalence relation is generated by
a single transformation of the underlying space. When translated into the language of
operator algebras via the Feldman-Moore construction, this theorem together with a
theorem of Krieger [17] says that, if M is any injective von Neumann algebra then any

two Cartan subalgebras are conjugate by an automorphism of M. However it follows
from their theorem that, there are uncountably many equivalence classes of Cartan

Key words and phrases. von Neumann algebra; Masa; measure-multiplicity-invariant.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.1257v1

2 KUNAL MUKHERJEE

masas up to unitary conjugacy in the hyperfinite II; factor. See [23] for more exam-
ples. There exist II; factors with non conjugate Cartan masas (see [4]). These masas
were distinguished with the presence or absence of nontrivial centralizing sequences.
Recently Ozawa and Popa have exhibited examples of II; factors with no or at most
one Cartan masa up to unitary conjugacy (see [22]).

The absence of Cartan masas in II; factors was first due to Voiculescu in [36]. In
fact, it was his amazing discovery that, for any diffuse abelian algebra A C L(F,,), the
standard Hilbert space [*(F,,) as a A, A-bimodule contains a copy of L?(A) ® L?(A).
His result was improved by Dykema in [9] to rule out the presence of masas in free
group factors with finite multiplicity.

Getting back to singular masas, in 1960 Pukénszky showed in [28] that there are
countable non conjugate singular masas in the hyperfinite II; factor by introducing an
algebraic invariant for masas in II; factors, today known as the Pukdnszky invariant.

In 1983 Popa [24] succeeded in showing that all separable continuous semifinite von
Neumann algebras and all separable factors of type III,, 0 < A < 1 have singular
masas. Although they exist, citing explicit examples is a very hard job. In this di-
rection, Smith and Sinclair in [33] have given concrete examples of uncountably many
non conjugate singular masas in the hyperfinite II; factor. White and Sinclair [32]
have given explicit examples of a continuous path of non conjugate singular masas
(Tauer masas) in the hyperfinite II; factor. All the masas in this path have the same
algebraic invariant of Pukanszky. Subsequently, White in [37] proved that, any possi-
ble value of the Pukanszky invariant can be realized in the hyperfinite II; factor, and
any McDuff factor which contains a masa of Pukanszky invariant {1} contains masas
of any arbitrary Pukanszky invariant.

Singularity is often quite hard to check (see [29]). In order to check if a masa
is singular analytical properties “AHP” and “WAHP” were discovered in [30], [31].
Subsequently Smith, Sinclair, White and Wiggins in [35] characterized pairs A C M,
where A is a singular masa in a II; factor M to be precisely those for which A satis-
fies “WAHP”. All the theories that we have outlined have a common theme namely,
“What is the structure of the standard Hilbert space as a w* A, A-bimodule.

Although many invariants of masas in II; are known the first successful attempt to
distinguish masas with a natural invariant, which have the same Pukanszky invariant
was due to Dykema, Smith and Sinclair in [T0]. We call this the measure-multiplicity-
invariant. This invariant has two main components, a measure class and a multiplicity
function. This invariant is not a new one and has existed in the literature for quite
some time. For Cartan masas this invariant has very deep meaning and it is very
hard to distinguish Cartan masas with this invariant. The term multiplicity in the
measure-multiplicity-invariant is actually the Pukdnszky invariant of the masa, mak-
ing it a stronger invariant. A slightly different invariant was considered by Neshveyev
and Stgrmer in [19].

Our intention is to study singular masas and distinguish them. In order to do so,
it is necessary to think of singularity from a different point of view. The theory of
Cartan masas and singular masas have so far been viewed from two different angles.
While Cartan masas fit to the theory of orbit equivalence on one hand [12], singular
masas fit to the intertwining techniques of Popa on the other [35]. But we would like
to have an unique approach that explains all these phenomena. This is the primary
goal of this paper. In this paper, we characterize masas by studying the structure of
the standard Hilbert space as its associated bimodule.

Our second goal is to investigate that, after such a theory is outlined whether it is
possible to obtain proofs of important theorems regarding masas that were obtained
by a number of researchers by using different ideas. Many old theorems can indeed be



MASAS AND BIMODULE DECOMPOSITIONS OF 11, FACTORS 3

proved but we will mainly prove Chifan’s result on tensor products [2] and the equiv-
alence of WAHP and singularity [35]. In fact, it seems that studying the bimodule is
the most natural way to approach these problems as one can exploit a lot of results
from Real Analysis.

In order to distinguish singular masas which have the same multiplicity understand-
ing the measure in the measure-multiplicity-invariant is the most important task. So
we study this invariant thoroughly throughout this article. The second paper will con-
tain explicit calculations of the invariant and questions related to conjugacy of masas.

We have learned latter that Popa and Shylakhtenko in [26] has results of similar
flavor in this direction. However our way of approaching is completely different. We
think that what is really involved in understanding the types of masas are the mea-
surable selection principle of Jankov and von Neumann and some generalized version
of Dye’s theorem on groupoid normalisers. This is evident from [3], [I1] and [12].
We present completely measure theoretic proofs based upon Baire category methods
(selection principle). As an outcome of our approach many theorems related to struc-
ture theory of masas that were proved by different techniques just follows easily from
our technique.

Singular masas are often constructed by considering weakly or strongly mixing ac-
tions of infinite abelian groups on finite von Neumann algebras. We will show that
the definition of WAHP can be strengthened by considering Haar unitaries and Cesaro
sums which exactly resembles the definition of weakly mixing actions. Weakly mixing
actions are characterized by null sets of certain measures. The story for singular masas

is also similar, ) ) .
This paper is heavily measure theoretic. Much of the measure theory tools we require

are scattered here and there in the literature. This article is organized as follows. In
Sec. 2 we present some preliminaries of direct integrals, masas and define the measure-
multiplicity-invariant. In Sec. 3 we study disintegration of measures and masas. Sec.
4 deals with generalized versions of Dye’s theorem. Sec. 5 contains the main result i.e
the characterization theorem and a second proof of Chifan’s normaliser formula. This
is a very technical section. Sec. 6 contains results on calculating certain two-norms
and a second proof of the equivalence of WAHP and singularity. Sec. 4 uses the theory
of L' and L? spaces associated to finite von Neumann algebras for which we have cited
related results in that section without proofs. Appendix A contains structure theo-
rems of measurable functions satisfying condition (V) of Lusin which is used in Sec. 5.

Acknowledgements: 1 thank Ken Dykema, my advisor, for many helpful discus-
sions. [ also thank Roger Smith and David Kerr for providing me with many helpful
ideas. I am grateful to Roger Smith and Allan Sinclair for making their book, “Finite
von Neumann Algebras and Masas” available to me for my reference, much before it
reached the bookstore. I would also like to thank Stuart White for helpful conversa-
tions and for suggesting some of the results which appear in this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The paper relies on the theory of direct integrals. So we have divided this section
into three subsections. In the first subsection we give some well known results about
direct integrals of Hilbert spaces with respect to an abelian von Neumann algebra. In
the second part we give some preliminaries about masas in II; factors and in the third
subsection we will define the measure-multiplicity-invariant of masas in II; factors.
Notation: Throughout the entire article N, will denote the set N U {oc}.

2.1. Direct Integrals.
Let a separable Hilbert space H be the direct integral of a p-measurable field of
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Hilbert spaces {H, }.ex over the base space (X, ) where X is a o-compact space and
 is a positive, complete Borel measure.

Definition 2.1. An operator ' € B(H) is said to be decomposable relative to the
decomposition H = [ f H.dp(x) if there exists a p-measurable field of operators T, €
B(#,), such that = — ||T,|| € Lo(X, p) and T = [ Todu(z).

If T, = ¢(x)I3,, where ¢(z) € C for almost all z, then 7' is said to be diagonalizable.

It is easy to see that the fibres of a decomposable operator are uniquely determined
up to an almost sure equivalence. The collection of diagonalizable and decomposable
operators both form von Neumann subalgebras of B(H), with the later being the
commutant of the former. Whenever there is no danger of confusion we will use the
term measurable instead of p-measurable.

Theorem 2.2. Let A C B(H) be a diffuse abelian von Neumann algebra on a separable
Hilbert space H. Then there exists a measure space (X, i), where X is a o-compact
space, ju is a positive, Borel, non-atomic, complete measure on X and a measurable
field of Hilbert spaces {H,}rex, such that H is unitarily equivalent to,

(2.1) H= /XEB Hodu(x)

and A is (unitarily equivalent to) the algebra of diagonalizable operators on ff; Hdp(x)
with respect to this decomposition.

The dimension function of the decomposition in Thm. is defined as

m: X — Ny by, m(x) = dim(H,).

The dimension function m is p-measurable. Such results are known in greater gener-
ality. For a measure space (X, ) we denote by [u] the equivalence class of measures
on X that are mutually absolutely continuous with respect to p. This decomposition
in Thm. and hence the multiplicity function is unique up to measure equivalence
from Thm. 3, 4 of Chapter 6 of [6].

We will be always working with finite measures. Since direct integrals of Hilbert

spaces does not change when the measures are scaled, we will most of the time assume
that the measures have total mass 1. Details of these facts can be found in [I5], [20].

2.2. Basics on Masas in II; factors.

Definition 2.3. Given a type I von Neumann algebra B we shall write Type(B) for
the set of all those n € N, such that B has a nonzero component of type I,,.

Let M be a separable II; factor with the faithful, normal, tracial state 7. This
trace induces the two-norm ||z, = 7(z*z)/? on M and we write L*(M) for the
Hilbert space completion of M with respect to this norm. Let M act on L?(M)
via left multiplication. Let J denote the anti-unitary conjugation operator on L?(M)
obtained by extending the densely defined map J(x) = z*. Inclusions of von Neumann
algebras will always be assumed to be unital until further notice.

Given a von Neumann subalgebra N of M, let Ex be the unique trace preserving
conditional expectation from M onto N. This conditional expectation is obtained by

restricting the orthogonal projection ey from L*(M) onto L?(N) to M.

Let A C M be a masa. Then the augmented algebra A = (AU JAJ)” is an abelian
algebra, with a type I commutant, the commutant being taken in B(L?(M)) and the
center of A’ is A. The Jones projection e4 onto L*(A) lies in A [34]. Hence, A'(1—e4)
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decomposes as,

(2.2) A(l—eq) = Ppen, AP,

where P, € A are orthogonal projections summing up to 1—e4 and A’ P, is homogenous
algebra of type n whenever P, # 0.

Lemma 2.4. [f A C M be a masa and B C M be any subalgebra, then (AU JBJ)"
is diffuse.

Definition 2.5. The Pukdnszky invariant of a masa A in II; factor M, denoted by
Puk(A) (or Pukp(A) when the containing factor is ambiguous) is { n € N, : P, # 0}
which is precisely Type(A'(1 — e4)).

Definition 2.6. If A is an abelian von Neumann subalgebra of M, let GN(A) or
GN (A, M) be the normalising groupoid, consisting of those partial isometries v € M
that satisfy v*v,vv* € A and vAv* = Avv* = vo* A.

A theorem of Dye [7] says that, a partial isometry v € GN (A) if and only if there
is an unitary u € N(A) and a projection p € A such that v = up = (upu*)u. Thus
GN(A)" = N(A)". Popa in [25] connected the Pukdnszky invariant to the type of a
masa showing that if 1 ¢ Puk(A), then A is singular and that the Pukdnszky invariant
of a Cartan masa is {1}.

Singularity is difficult to verify. The following two conditions were introduced in
[31], [30] and [35] as they imply singularity and are often easier to verify in explicit
situations.

Definition 2.7. (Smith, Sinclair) Let A be a masa in a II; factor M.
(1) A is said to have the asymptotic homomorphism property (AHP) if there exists an
unitary v € A such that

lim ||Ex(zv"y) —Ea(z)v"Ea(y)|, = 0 for all z,y € M.

[n]—o0
(i) A has the weak asymptotic homomorphism property (WAHP) if, for each € > 0
and each finite subset x1,--- ,z, € M there is an unitary v € A such that
|Ea(ziuz?) — Ea(z;)uBa(z)) }2 <eforl<i,j<n.

In [35] it was shown that singularity is equivalent to WAHP. We will prove in Sec. 6
that WAHP is indeed the most natural property. The next proposition is well known,
we state it for completeness.

Proposition 2.8. Let N' C B(H) be a von Neumann algebra and let x;; € N and
T € N’ fori,j =1,2,--- . n. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) > nen l”zkxfw =0 foralll <i,7<n.
(i1) There exist elements 2, ; € Z(N), 1,5 = 1,2, -+ ,n such that for all i, j

n n
E § / /
xukzk’] - 07 Zl,kka - .’ZIZ-J».
k=1 k=1

2.3. Measure-Multiplicity-Invariant.

We consider the conjugacy invariant for a masa A in a II; factor M derived from
writing the direct integral decomposition of its left-right action. More precisely, we
choose a compact Hausdorff space Y such that C(Y) C A, is a norm separable unital
C* subalgebra and C(Y) is w.o.t dense in A. 7 restricted to C(Y) gives rise to a
probability measure v on Y so that A is isomorphic to L*(Y,7), with 7 a completion
of v. For simplicity of notation we will use the same symbol v to denote its completion.
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Now a ® b — aJb*J, a, b € C(Y) extends to an injective x-homomorphism 7 of
C(Y)®C(Y) in L*(M). Indeed, as M is a factor so the map,

i=1 i=1

is injective by Prop. 28 Hence it induces a norm on C(Y) ®4, C(Y). Since abelian
C™* algebras are nuclear, this norm must be the min norm, and therefore a®b — aJb*.J
extends to an injective representation of C'(Y)® C(Y) in L?*(M). Therefore C'(Y xY)
is a w.o.t dense unital subalgebra of A, so that A is isomorphic to L>(Y X Y, nyxy)
for a complete, positive, Borel measure 7y «y. By Lemma 2.4l 7y .y is non-atomic.

Remark 2.9. In general, if we allow M to be a finite von Neumann algebra that is not
a factor then the map > "  a; ® b; — > ., a;Jb}J is never injective and the measure
will be supported on smaller sets. See Rem. [I7. This is the reason we consider
fafct%rs, although most results of this article goes through even for finite von Neumann
algebras.

Thus in view of the uniqueness of direct integrals with respect to an abelian algebra
(see Thm. 22)), L*(M) admits a direct integral decomposition {#, ,} over the base
space (Y XY, nyxy) so that A = L>®(Y X Y,ny«y) is the algebra of diagonalizable
operators with respect to this decomposition. Let my denote the multiplicity function
of the above decomposition. It is clear from the direct integral decomposition that,
the Pukdnszky invariant of A is the set of essential values of my (also check Cor. 3.2,
[19]). We will call [nyxy] the left-right-measure of A. For reasons that will become
clear, we will in most situation use the same terminology for the class of the measure
Ny xy when restricted to the off diagonal. This will be clear from the context and will
cause no confusion. A related invariant was considered by Neshveyev and Stgrmer in
[19], which was a complete invariant for the pair (A, .J).

Although the existence of such a measure is guaranteed we need an algorithm to
figure out the left-right-measure. In order to do so fix a nonzero vector £ € L*(M).
The cyclic projection P with range [A¢] is in A’ and hence decomposable. For f, g
€ C(Y), there exists a complete positive measure p¢ (we complete it if necessary) on
Y x Y such that

(2.3) (f1g"J&, &) ey = F@)g(s)dpe(t, s)-
Y XY
AP is a diffuse abelian algebra in B(P:(L*(M))) with a cyclic vector, so is maximal
abelian. Thanks to von Neumann, we have only one. Therefore,
@
(2.4) Pe(L*(M)) = / Ctsdpe(t, s) where C, , = C.

Y XY
Moreover AP is the diagonalizable algebra with respect to the decomposition in Eq.

Two orthogonal cyclic subspaces [A&] and [A&,] with cyclic vectors &1, & does not
necessarily keep the fibres of its associated projections P, and P, orthogonal, neither
does assert that they are direct integrals over disjoint subsets of Y x Y. However,
using the “gluing lemma” (Lemma 5.7, [10]) we single out a measure pg, ¢, so that
(Pg, + Pe,)(L*(M)) has a direct integral decomposition with respect to (Y x Y, ¢, ¢,)
and A(P, + P,) is the diagonalizable algebra respecting that decomposition. This is
the step where one will see the possible updates of the multiplicity function. Since we
are working on a separable Hilbert space, after at most a countable infinite iterations
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of this procedure we will finally find a measure p on Y X Y so that
&
(2.5) L2y [ Hdu(a)
Y XY

and A is diagonalizable with respect to the decomposition in Eq. (23). Modulo the
uniqueness of direct integrals we have found the measure. Needless to say, different
choices of cyclic subspaces will produce same measure modulo the uniqueness. However
for purpose of explicit computation to distinguish masas one learns, that nice choices
of cyclic projections (vectors) is perhaps a little too costly.

For a set X we denote by A(X) the set {(z, y) € X x X : 2 = y}. The restriction of
7 to C(Y) C A gives rise to a Borel probability measure whose completion is denoted
by vy .
Lemma 2.10. The measure ny«y has the following properties:
(7) [Ny xy] is invariant under the flip map 6 :(s,t) — (t,s) on Y x Y.
(it) If m1 and my denote the coordinate projections from'Y XY onto Y then,

(2.6) [(7:)eny xy]| = [vy] fori=1,2.
(i) The subspace ff(y) Hesdny <y (t, 8) is identified with L*(A) and my (t,t) =1, nyxy
a.e. on A(Y).

(iv) The topological (closed) support of nyxy isY X Y.
The multiplicity function my has the property that

mY(Su t) = mY(tv S)
almost all Ny wy .

Lemma 210 is known so we omit its proof. Interested readers can consult [19] or
[18]. In fact, it is possible to obtain a choice of 7y .y such that 7y «y = 0.0y «y-

We are now almost ready to give the definition of the measure-multiplicity-invariant
of a masa in a separable II; factor. Let A be a masa in M. Let Y be any compact
Hausdorff space such that the unital inclusion of C'(Y) in A is w.o.t dense and C(Y) is
norm separable. To each such Y, we associate a quadruple (Y, vy, [ny «y], my). Define
an equivalence relation on the quadruples (Y, vy, [ny«y], my) by
(Y, vy, [Ny <y ], my) ~mam (Y vy, [nyiseyr], my+) if and only if there exists a Borel iso-
morphism F : Y — Y’ such that,

F*I/y = Vy,
(2.7) (F'x F)nyxy] = yrxy] and

my o (F x F)™' = my+, nyryyr ae.
We also have, [ﬂyxy] = [T]‘A(y)] —+ [7]|A(y)c]
Therefore if (Y, Vy, [’/]yxy], my) ~m.m (Y/, Vyr, [T}y/xy/], my/) then,
(2.8) (F' X F)inapye] = [77|A(Y’)C]>

myawye o (F x F)™h = YA’ yer May’)e a-C.

Lemma 2.11. IfC(Y;) C C(Yy) C A C M be two w.o.t dense, unital, norm separable
C* SUbCllg(BbTGS OfA then (}/17 VY17 [nYl ><Y1]7 myl) Nm.m (}/27 VYQ’ [an XYQ]’mY2)'

Proof. The inclusion i : C(Y;) < C(Y3) results from a continuous surjection 6 : Y5
Y1. Therefore for all f € C(Y7),

T(f) = /Yl fdvy, = /1/2 i(f)dvy, = /1/2(f o 0)dvy, = . fd(0,vy,).
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Therefore, 0,1y, = vy, .

The inclusion 7 preserves least upper bounds at the level of continuous functions. So i
extends to a surjective *-homomorphism i between L® (Y1, vy, ) and L>(Y3, vy, ) which
is normal (Lemma 10.1.10 [I5]). Tt is easy to see that 7 is also implemented by 6. That

1 is injective is obvious. So 6 is a Borel isomorphism between the underlying measure
spaces.

Arguing similarly it is easy to see that 6 x 6 : Yy X Y5 — Y]} x Y] implements an
isomorphism between L>(Y] X Y1, 7y, xy;) and L>®(Yy X Ya,ny,xv,). The statements
regarding the measure classes now follows easily.

The statement about the multiplicity function is obvious from the uniqueness of direct
integrals in Thm. and the fact L= (Y] X Y1, Ny, xy;) = L (Yo X Yo, y,xy,) = A, O

Proposition 2.12. Let A C M be a masa. The collection of quadruples (Y, vy, [y <y,
my ) for'Y a compact Hausdorff space such that C(Y) C A is unital, norm separable
and w.o.t dense in A, under the equivalence relation ~,,., has exactly one equivalence
class.

Proof. If C(Y7), C(Ys) C A be two w.o.t dense, unital, norm separable subalge-
bras of A then C*(C(Y;) U C(Y;)) = C(Y3) for a compact Hausdorff space Y3, and
C(Y3) is unital, norm separable and w.o.t dense in A. Therefore by Lemma 2.11]

(Y},, Vyg, [77Y3><Y3]’my3) ~m.m (Y;> Vy;s [77Yi><Yi]’in) for i =1, 2. O

Definition 2.13. Let A C M be a masa. We define the measure-multiplicity-invariant
of A as the equivalence class of the quadruples (Y, vy, [nawyye]; miap)e) under ~, .,
where,

(1) Y is a compact Hausdorff space such that C(Y') is an unital, norm separable and
w.o.t dense subalgebra of A.

(77) vy is the completion of the probability measure obtained from restricting 7 on
C(Y).

(ii7) [ma(yye] is the equivalence class of the measure 7y y restricted to A(Y),

(iv) mya(y)e is the multiplicity function restricted to A(Y")¢,

obtained from the direct integral decomposition of L?(M) over the base space (Y
X Y, nyxy) so that A is the algebra of diagonalizable operators with respect to this
decomposition.

The measure-multiplicity-invariant is an invariant for masas in the following sense.
If ACc M and B C N are masas in II; factors M, N respectively, and there is an
unitary U : L?(M) — L*(N') such that, UAU* = B and UJyAJU* = JyBJy then
for any choice of compact Hausdorff spaces Yy, Yg with
CYa) ™" = Aand C(Yp)"™"" = B, 1 € C(Ya), 1y € C(Y) and C(Yy4), C(Y5) norm
separable, there exists a Borel isomorphism

Fy, vy (Ya,vy,) — (Yp, vy,) such that,

(FYA,YB)*VYA = Vyg,
(2.9) (Fyavp X Fyyvg)smaoa)e) = [Maws)] and
miaae © (Frayve X Fravy) ™ = mawp)e Maws)e a-e.

We will denote the measure-multiplicity-invariant of a masa A by m.m(A) (or m.m(A)
when the containing factor is ambiguous).
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3. CONDITIONAL MEASURES AND MASAS

As we will see latter, the measure-multiplicity-invariant contains substantial infor-

mation of the masa. In order to extract more information we need to establish some
house keeping results in measure theory.

Disintegration of measures is a very useful tool in ergodic theory, in the study of
conditional probabilities and descriptive set theory. Measurable selection principle is
a term closely linked with disintegration of measures and has been studied by a num-
ber of mathematicians in the last century. A detailed exposition of the existence of
disintegration can be found in [IJ.

For the general definition of disintegration of measures we will restrict to the fol-
lowing set up. Let 7" be a measurable map from (X, ox) to (Y, oy) where ox, oy are
o-algebras of subsets of X, Y respectively. Let A be a o-finite measure on ox and p a
o-finite measure on oy. Here ) is the measure to be disintegrated and p is often the
push forward measure T, \, although other possibilities for u is allowed.

Definition 3.1. We say that A has a disintegration {\;};cy with respect to 7" and p
or a (T, ) disintegration if:

(i) ¢ is a o-finite measure on oy concentrated on {T" =t} (or T-{t}), i.e. \\({T #
t}) =0, for p-almost all ¢,

and for each nonnegative measurable function f on X

(13) t — M\ (f) is measurable.

(i0) M) =t O () " [, Ae(f)dult).

In probability theory the measures \; are called the disintegrating measures and p
is the mixing measure. One also writes A\(- | 7" = t) for A\(+) on occasion.

When A and almost all \; are probability measures one refers to the disintegrating
measures as (regular) conditional distributions and ¢ — A, is called the transition

kernel.
The reader should be cautious that “measurable” in Defn. [BI] (i), (i7i) means

measurable with respect to the o-algebra of completion of .

Theorem 3.2. [I[(Existence Theorem) Let A be a o-finite Radon measure on a metric
space X and T be a measurable map into (Y,oy). Let u be a o-finite measure on oy
such that T\ < p. If oy is countably generated and contains all singleton sets {t},
then A has a (T, ) disintegration. The measures A\, are uniquely determined up to an
almost sure equivalence: if \; is another (T, u) disintegration then u({t : \y # \/}) =
0.

The condition T\ < p in Thm. is actually necessary for the disintegration to
exist. The original version of Thm. is due to von Neumann.

Proposition 3.3. Let A\ be a Radon measure on a compact metric space X and T be
a measurable map into (Y,0y). Let u be a o-finite measure on oy such that T\ < p.
Assume that oy is countably generated and contains all singleton sets. Let t — X\
denote the (T, ) disintegration of X. Let X, denote the set of atoms of {\i}iey i-e.

Xo={zeX| JteY : N{z}) >0}.
Then X, is a measurable set, measurable with respect to the o-algebra of the completion
of A.

Proof. There is a measurable set £ C Y with pu(E¢) = 0 such that for t € E, A\
is concentrated on the set {1" = t}. We can assume without loss of generality that
E =Y. Now for t € Y, the measure )\; is concentrated on {T" = t}, so

(zeX]| 3tey: n({a}) >0} ={z € X | M({z}) > 0}.
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Let B be a countable base for the topology on X. Then
{z € X | A\o({z}) > 0} = U2, X" with

1
Xé"):{xeX| VUGBZIGU:>)\T:U(U)2_}
n

-N(eoufeerimw=11).
UeB
Therefore, {xr € X | 3t €Y : M({z}) > 0} is a measurable set by property (ii) of
disintegration. 0

The next few lemmas are undoubtedly known to probablists but we lack the refer-
ence. So we record them for convenience. We will omit their proofs. For details check

[18].
Lemma 3.4. Let A\, Ay be two Radon measures on a compact metric space X and
T be a measurable map into (Y,oy). Let p be a o-finite measure on oy such that
T, Ti o < . Assume oy is countably generated and contains all singleton sets
{t}. Let A}, \? be the (T, ) disintegration of A\, Ay respectively. Let \) be the (T, p)
disintegration of \y + Xo. Then
N = A+ X2  ae.

Lemma 3.5. Let A\, Ay be two Radon measures on compact metric spaces X,Y and
T,S be measurable maps from X,Y into (Z,0y), (W,ow) respectively. Let p,v be
o-finite measures on oy, oy respectively such that T\, < i, Syl K V.
Assume oy, oy are countably generated and contains all singleton sets {t},{s} respec-
tively. Let X\j, A2 be the (T, ), (S,v) disintegration of A, Ay respectively. Let A}, be
the (T'® S, p ® v) disintegration of \y ® Aa. Then

)\28 =N N -u®v ae
Lemma 3.6. Let A, Ay be two Radon measures on a compact metric space X and 'l be
a measurable map into (Y, oy). Let p be a o-finite measure on oy such that T\ < 1
and Tide < p. Assume oyis countably generated and contains all singleton sets {t}.
Let A}, A2 be the (T, p) disintegrations of Ay, Ao respectively.
(i) Assume that \y < Ay < \i. Then for p almost all t, \} < N2 < \l. Moreover, if

_ dn arp
9="7x then D2 = Gi a-e. i, where

_ 9=ty on {T =},
gt {O otherwise.

Conversely if A\l < X2 < A} for p almost all t then Ay < Xy < ;.

(1) If Ay L Xy then A} L \? for i almost all t.

Lemma 3.7. Let A\ be a Radon measure on X X X where X is a compact metric
space. Let o be a o-finite measure on X such that (m;) A\ < p where m;, i = 1,2 are
coordinate projections onto X.

Assume that X\ is invariant under the flip of coordinates i.e. O\ <€ X < O, )\, where
0: XXX XxX byl(z,y) = (y,x). Let \},\? be the (my, ), (mo, p) disintegrations
of A respectively. Then for u almost all t,

M <O < AL
In particular, if for u almost all t, \? has an atom at (s,t), then \} has an atom at
(t,s) almost everywhere.
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Theorem 3.8. Let A C M and B C N be masas in separable 11, factors M, N .
Let C(X;) C A, C(Xy) C B be w.o.t dense, norm separable, unital subalgebras of
A, B respectively, where X; are compact metric spaces for i = 1,2. Let vx, denote
the tracial measures with respect to the w.o.t dense subalgebras on X; respectively for
i = 1,2. Let [M], [\o] denote the left-right-measures of A and B respectively. All
the mentioned measures are assumed to be complete. Suppose there is an unitary
U: L*(M) — L*(N) such that UAU* = B and UJpAJU* = Iy By

Then there exists isomorphism of measure spaces F' : X1 — Xy such that, F.vyx, = vx,
and the following is true:

Denoting by A\, A2 the (1, vx,), (9, vx,) disintegrations of My respectively and
N2 NS the (1, vx,), (T, vx,) disintegrations of Ay respectively, one has

N2 = [(F x )AL, vx, almost all t
N2X2] = [(F x F)A2Y ), vy, almost all ',

where T, o denotes the projection onto the first and second coordinates respectively.

If (X, 0) be a measurable space and p is a signed measure on X then we denote by
|\pell,., to be the total variation norm of p. The next Lemma is used in this paper but
it will be of significant use for computation in the next paper.

Lemma 3.9. Let A\, \, \y be Radon measures on a compact metric space X such that,
X #0, A €A forn=1,2,---, \g < Xand X\, = Ao in ||-||,,. Let T be a measurable
map into (Y,oy). Let u be a o-finite measure on oy such that T\ < p. Assume oy is
countably generated and contains all singleton sets {t}. Let N\, A\, \; be the (T, )
disintegrations of \,, Ao, A respectively.

(i) Then there is a u null set E and a subsequence {ng} (ni < ngy1 for all k) such
that for all t € E°,

sup [AT(A) = A (A)| = 0 as k — oo.
AC{T=t},A Borel
(i) Moreover, if for u almost all t one has A} is completely atomic (or completely
non-atomic) for all n, then so is \? almost everywhere.
The proof is straight forward. We omit the proof. For details check [18].
For a masa A C M, fix a compact Hausdorff space X such that C(X) C A is

an unital, norm separable and w.o.t dense C* subalgebra. For ( € L*(M) let kg :
C(X) ® C(X) — C be the linear functional defined by

k¢(a ®b) = (alb, ().

Then k¢ induces an unique Radon measure 7, on X x X given by
(3.1) wclawt) = [ ab(s)dnc(t.s
XxX

and |[ncll,., = ll5cll-
For (1, (s € L*(M) let 1, ¢, denote the possibly complex measure on X x X obtained
from the vector functional

(32) (@b G = [ a®b)dn . (t.9). a.b € OX).
XxX

We will write nc¢ = n¢. Note that 7, is a positive measure for all ¢ € L*(M). It is

easy to see that the following polarization type identity holds:

(33) 477(1,(2 = (77(1-1-(2 - 77(1—(2) +1 (77C1+iC2 - 77(1—%2) :
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Note that the decomposition of 7, ¢, in Eq. ([B:3) need not be its Hahn decomposition
in general, but

Mer.cl < Mt + Ma-c) + (Ner+ica + Ner—ica) = 4Ny + 16,
So
(3.4) M1.c) < Mey + M-
Lemma 3.10. If (,,¢ € L*(M) be such that, ¢, — ¢ in |||, then

New = 1 i ||l
Proof. Obvious. O

Proposition 3.11. Let A C M be a masa. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space such
that C(X) C A is unital, norm separable and w.o.t dense in A and let v be the tracial

measure. Let 0 # ¢ € L*(N(A)"). Then ne,,ne, is completely atomic v almost all
t,s where n¢ is the measure defined in Eq. [BI) and ne,nc, are (m,v) and (w2, v)
disintegrations of ne respectively.

Proof. We only prove for the (7, v) disintegration. If ( = u where u € N(A) then the
result is obvious as the measure 7, will be concentrated on the automorphism graph.
The span of N(A) being s.o.t dense in N(A)” it suffices by Lemma and to
prove the statement when ¢ = Y " | ¢;u; where u; € N(A) and ¢; € C for 1 <i < n.
Now for a,b e A

(@b, (Y cu)y = > e auib, ui) + Y eicilaub, uy).
i=1 i=1 i=1 i#j=1
The measures given by a @ b — |¢;|* (ausb, u;), a,b € C(X) are concentrated on the
automorphism graphs implemented by u; and hence definitely disintegrates as atomic
measures and so does their sum from Lemma 3.4l The measures given by a ® b —
ci¢i{au;b, u;), a,b € C(X) for i # j are possibly complex measures. However Eq. (3.4])
forces that these measures are also concentrated on the union of the automorphism
graphs implemented by u; and wu;. Thus nsn ., is concentrated on the union of the

automorphism graphs implemented by u;, 1 < i < n. Hence the result follows. (]

4. FUNDAMENTAL SET AND GENERALIZED DYE’S THEOREM

This section is intended to characterize some operators in the normalizing algebra
of a masa. Throughout this section A will denote a finite von Neumann algebra gifted
with a faithful, normal, normalized trace 7. B C AN will denote a von Neumann
subalgebra of \.

As usual N will be assumed to be acting on L*(N, 7) by left multipliers. L*(N, T)
is a B-B Hilbert w*-bimodule for any von Neumann subalgebra B Cc N. We know
if Ep denotes the unique trace preserving conditional expectation onto B, then Ep is

given by the Jones projection ep associated to B via the formula Eg(z)1 = ep(x1).
For by, by € B and ¢ € L*(N, 7) one has

(41) eB(blgbg) = bleB(C)bg.
We will interchangeably use the symbols Ep and ep.
Definition 4.1. For a subalgebra B C N define the fundamental set of B to be

NY(B) = {x € N': Bx = 2B}.
Note that # € N/ (B) implies 2* € N/(B).
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Definition 4.2. For a subalgebra B C N define the weak-fundamental set of B to be
N{(B) ={¢ € L*(N,7) : B¢ = (B}

Note that ¢ € NJ (B) implies ¢* € NJ (B) and N/(B) ¢ NJ(B). When B is a masa,
¢ € NJ(B) implies a(, Ca € NJ(B) for all a € B.

To understand the normaliser of a masa the set NJ (B) will naturally arise into the
scene. However working with vectors in L*(N, 7) is always a technical issue. Polar
decomposition of vectors and the theory of L' spaces are the tools we need, for which
we will give a short exposition. For details check Appendix B of [34] and [I§]. To keep
it short we will omit most proofs. It is here, where one usually encounters unbounded
operators. For results proved in this section we have borrowed ideas from Roger Smith.

The positive cone L*(N,7)T in L*(N, 7) is defined to be N2 5 6 the closure of

the positive elements of A" in L*(N, 7). It can be shown that L?(N\, 7) is the algebraic
span of L*(N,7)*. For x € N the equation ||z||, = 7(|z|) defines a norm on N. The
completion of N with respect to [|-||, is denoted by L*(N, 7). It can be shown that
(4.2) lzll, = sup{[7(zy)| : y € N [lyll < 1}.
So |7(x)| < ||z||,. Thus by density of N in L'(N,7), 7 extends to a bounded linear
functional on L'(N,7) which will also be denoted by 7. One can analogously define
the positive cone of L'(N,7) which we denote by L'(N,7)*. Clearly |z|, = ||z*| ;.
Consequently, the Tomita operator J extends to a surjective anti-linear isometry to
LY(N, 1) which will also be denoted by J. Moreover J? = 1. We will interchangeably
use the notations J¢ and ¢* for ¢ € LY (N, 7).

Both the spaces L'(N,7) and L*(N,7) are unitary AN'-N' bimodules. The space
LY(N, ) can be identified with the predual of N" and L?(N, ) is dense in L*(N, 7).
One also has 7(2¢) = 7((x) for x € N and ¢ € L'(N, 7). Note that Ep is a contraction
from N onto B. It can be shown that for z € NV,

(4.3) [Es (@)l < [l]l; -

Thus Ep has an unique bounded extension to a contraction from L'(N',7) onto

LY (B, 1), which will as well be denoted by Eg. This extension preserves the extension
of the trace 7, is B modular, positive and faithful. The bilinear map ¥ : N'x N — N
defined by ¥(z,y) = zy satisfies

(4.4) ()l < [l llyll,

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Therefore W lifts to a jointly continuous map from
L3N, 7) x L*(N, 1) into L*(N, 7). The extension is actually a surjection. Since ¥ is
the product map of operators at the level of von Neumann algebra one calls ¥((y, (3)

to be (1(s, for (1,( € L2(N, ’7').
Lemma 4.3. (B.5.1, [34]) Let a,b € N be positives. Then

1 1 2
(4.5) )aa—ba < 2a—0],.

Elements of L*(N,7) and L*(N,7) can be regarded as unbounded operators on
L*(N, 7). By using the unbounded operator theory for operators affiliated to A/, for
each ¢ € L' (N, 7)" there exists an unique 0 < {y € L*(N, 7) such that (¢, = (3 = C.
In this case, (o is said to be the square root of ¢ and one writes {y = /( = C%.
For ¢ € L*(N,7) one has (*¢ € L'(N,7). From Eq. 4 and Lemma [£3 it follows
that ¢*¢ € LY(NV, 7). In particular, v/{*¢ € L*(N, 1) for any ¢ € L*(N,7) and the
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square root of any positive in L'(N, 7) is an unique element of L?(N,7). One also
writes (| = /C*C for ¢ € L*(N, 7). If ( € LY(N,7) be self adjoint i.e. ¢ = ¢* then
¢ = (¢, — ¢ where (x € L*(N,7)" and this decomposition is unique by requiring that
(2% =0

Let ¢ € L*(N, 7). Consider the projections p,q in B(L?(N, 7)) whose ranges are
JN J\/CC, JN JC respectively. Since the ranges of p,q are invariant subspaces of
JNJ = N’ so p,q lies in N. Using unbounded operators one obtains polar decompo-
sition of vectors (Eq. (L)) which we formalize below.

Theorem 4.4. There is an unique partial isometry v € N with initial projection p
and final projection q which satisfy the following condition:
(4.6) vJa* I/ = Ja*JC, v e N.

In particular,

(4.7) v/ C*¢ = C.
(i) Let B C N be a masa, then ( € L*(B, 1) imply p,q € B.
(i1) For ¢ € LA(N,7) if C*C € N then ¢ € N.

For ¢ € L*(N, 7) we define the left and right kernel of  to be respectively Ker;(() =
{r € N : (x =0} and Ker.(¢() = {x € N : 2¢ = 0}. Then Ker(-), Ker,(-) are
subspaces of N. Ker(-), Ker,(-) are w.o.t and s.o.t closed.

If ¢ € LY(N,7) then the left and the right kernels of ¢ can be defined analogously.
We will denote the kernels of the L' vectors by Ker(-), Ker,(-) as well. This is slight

abuse of notation. In this case, they are norm closed subspaces of N.

For ¢ € L*(\V, ) we have
(4.8) Keri(¢) = Ken(y/(*¢) = Kery(¢7¢).
However the righthand side is defined in L' sense. Therefore for ( € L?*(N,7),
Ker;(¢*C) (respectively Ker,(¢C*)) are in fact w.o.t closed. Similar statements hold
for Ker, () as well.

For ¢ € L?(N, 1) we define the left and right ranges of ¢ to be respectively Ran;(¢) =
{¢x: 2z € N} and Ran,(¢) = {z( : x e N'}.
Note that for ¢ € L*(N, 1),
(4.9) {reN: (x=0}={zeN:{(x,y)=0foralyecN}

={zeN:(x,(’y)=0for all y e N'}

implies Kery(¢) = Rany(¢*)*.
Proposition 4.5. Let ¢ € L*(N,7) and let ¢ = v\/C*C be its polar decomposition.
Then v*v is the projection from L*(N',T) onto Ker;(¢)* and vv* is the projection onto

Ranl(C).

Proposition 4.6. Let ¢ € L*(N, 1) and let ¢ = v|(] be its polar decomposition. Then
1

IC|2F — v*v as k — oo in |-,

The proof of Prop. is a direct application of monotone convergence theorem.
Lemma 4.7. Let A C N be a masa. Let ( € L'(N,T) be a nonzero vector such that
al = Ca for alla € A. Then ¢ € L*(A, 7).

Proof. First assume ¢ > 0. Then use uniqueness of square roots of L' vectors. In, the
general case write ( as a linear combination of four positives. We omit the details. [J
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Proposition 4.8. Let A C N be a masa. Let 0 # ¢ € LYN,7)" be such that
Al =CA. Then ¢ € L'(A,7)".

Proof. Let T = {a € A:a( = 0}. Then Z is a weakly closed ideal (see Eq. (£8) and
related discussion) in A and so has the form A(1—p) for some projection p € A. Then
pC = (, so ( = (p by operating with extended Tomita’s involution operator. Thus
Ap¢ = ACp = (Ap.

For ay,ay € A if Ca;p = Cagp then ((a; — az)p = 0, so p(a; — a3)¢ = 0. Hence
plaj —a3) € Z, but 1 — p is the identity for Z. So p(aj — a}) = 0 and hence a;p = asp.
This means there is a well defined map v : Ap — Ap such that

ap = C(ap) for a € A.

Taking conditional expectation (see Eq. (43) and related discussion) one gets (ap —
Y¥(ap))EA(¢) = 0 (the left and the right action by elements of A coincides on L'(A, 7)).
Suppose there is an operator a € A such that ap — ¥ (ap) # 0. Write ap — 1(ap) = bp
for b € A. Then pb*bpE4(¢) = 0, so E4(pb*bp¢) = 0. Let ¢ = lim x,, in ||-||; where

x, € NT. Therefore

lim T(x:%(bp)*bpxé) = lim 7(pb*bpx,,) = lim 7(E4(pb*bpz,)) = 0.

1
The last statement follows from Eq. ([@2) and Eq. (43)). So lim bpz; = 0 in |||,
and hence bp( = lim bpz,, = 0, in ||-||, by Lemma F3 and Eq. (@4]). Thus bp € Z so
bp = bp(1 — p) = 0, a contradiction. Thus ¥ (ap) = ap for all a € A.

Now ¢ € LY(pN'p,7) and Ap is a masa in pN'p, thus ¢ € L' (Ap, ) as ap( = ((ap) =
Cap for all a € A, from Lemma [4.7] O

Theorem 4.9. (Generalized Dye’s theorem-L?* form) Let A C N be a masa. Then
¢ € NI(A) if and only if ¢ = v for some & € L2(A,7) and v € GN(A). In particular,
spanNT(A] " = *(N(A)", 7).

Proof. Case 1: Assume ¢ € N{(A) and ¢ > 0ie. C e Nz Then e LN, 7"
as well. From Prop. B8 we get ¢ € L'(A,7) N LA (N, 7) = L*(A, 7).

Case 2: Let ¢ € NJ(A). We may without loss of generality assume that ||C]|, = 1.
Then as A( = (A we also have A(* = (*A. So AC*( = (*A( = (*CA. From Prop. L8]
("Ce LY (A7)

and similarly we have (¢* € L*(A, 7). Then ||¢*¢||, < 1.

Arguing as in Prop. .8 there are projections p;, py € A such that J; ={a € A:al =
0} =A(l —py) and Jo = {a € A:Ca=0} = A(1l — py). Therefore we have p;( = ¢
and (ps = C.

Then there is a well defined map (as explained before) ¥ : Ap; — Aps such that

ap1C = ((apy) for all a € A.

Let ¢ = vy/C*C be the polar decomposition of ¢ from Thm. .4l Then v is a partial
isometry in A/ and the initial space of v is

{(VCCr:iae N2 and the final space is {¢z : @ € N}~ Il2. Moreover the projec-

tions v*v and vv* are in A.
Indeed, by Prop. B3] v*v is the projection onto Ker;(¢)* and vv* onto Ran;(¢). By
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Prop. E£6, v*v € A. Replacing ¢ by ¢* and using Ker;(¢)* = Ran;(¢*) (see Eq. ([E9)),
a similar argument will yield vo* € A. Clearly v*v = py and vv* = p;. Then

aplvﬁ = v/ (*CY(apy).

Jo={be A:apvb=vb)(ap,) for all a € A}
is a weakly closed ideal in A and its closure in ||-||, is precisely the set
Tz = fe e L2(A,7) : apiv€ = v&(apy) for all a € A}
which contains /(*C.
Since the left and right action of A on L*(A, ) agree, so & € JO_”'”2 and a € A implies

that &a, a&y € JO_”'HQ.
Since the w.o.t closed ideal Jy in A is just a cutdown of A by a projection from A any

Now

positive (y € J, Mz i5 a limit in ||-||, of an increasing sequence of positive operators
1 —-
from Jy. Now it follows that |(|2F € J, 2 for all & € N. Therefore by Prop. it

follows that v*v = py € JO_”'”2 and hence py € Jy € A. Similarly arguing with (¢* one
shows p; € A. Therefore

apvpy = vpeth(apy) for all a € A.

Then i} . . .
v av = (vps)*avps = viaprv = v upe(apy) = Y (apy).
Therefore v* and hence v are groupoid normalisers. So

¢ = €.
for v € GN(A) and € = |¢| € L*(A, 7)™ . O

5. CHARACTERIZATION BY BAIRE CATEGORY METHODS

The study of Cartan masas in II; factors has received special attention by many
experts. Our approach of studying measure-multiplicity-invariant was also considered
implicitly by Popa and Shlyakhtenko in [27]. In this section we will use an alternative
approach to characterize masas by their left-right-measure. As it turns out, many
known theorems related to structure and normalisers of masas that were solved using
different techniques can be solved by a single technique.

Let A = L*(X,vyx),B = L>®(Y,vy) be two diffuse commutative von Neumann
algebras, where vy, vy are probability measures. Let C(A, B) denote the set of all
A, B-bimodules. This set C(A, B) contains three distinguished subsets.

We will use the variable s to denote the first variable and ¢ to denote the second
variable. Following [27] we define:

Definition 5.1. A discrete (respectively, diffuse, mized) A, B-bimodule is a Hilbert

space H so that H = & L*(X x Y, u;) where for all i, p; disintegrates as p;(s,t) =
iel

,u,gl)(s)l/y(t) with 2" atomic (respectively non-atomic, a combination of both nonzero

atomic part and nonzero non-atomic part) for vy almost all ¢.

It is to be noted that in view of Lemma [3.6] the definition above only cares about
the equivalence class of the measures p; and not a particular member of the class. The
definition forces p; to be a non-atomic measure, and the existence of such a disintegra-
tion actually forces the push forward of y;’s on the space Y to be dominated by vy. We
will restrict ourselves to the case I is countable. Let Cy(A, B),C,.q(A, B),Cn(A, B)
denote the set of all discrete, diffuse, mixed A, B-bimodules respectively.

Denote by Cy(A) C Cy4(A, A) C C(A, A) the set of those bimodules H € Cy(A, A)
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for which H € Cy(A, A). Here H is the opposite Hilbert space of H with left and right
actions interchanged. Bimodules in Cy(A) are precisely those for which the associated
measures 1;’s in Defn. [5.1] also have a completely atomic vy disintegration. Similarly
define C), ,(A), C,,,(A). Note that the spaces Cy(A), Cp.o(A), Cy(A) are all closed with
respect to taking sub bimodules.

When A, B are masas in a IT; factor M the standard Hilbert space L*(M) is natu-
rally a w*-continuous A, B bimodule, meaning it carries a pair of mutually commuting
normal representations of A and B.

Note that when we deal with the left-right-measure of a masa, knowing the disinte-
gration along the second variable enables us to know the disintegration along the first
variable as well, by pushing forward the former with the flip map (see Lemma [3.7]).

Before we proceed to the characterization of masas we will have to make few defini-
tions and statements that are very valuable tools yet not appear in standard measure
theory courses. For details see [14], [21].

Definition 5.2. Let X be a Polish space. A subset B of X is said to have Baire
property if there is an open set O C X and a comeager set A C X such that ANO =
ANB.

The collection of sets with Baire property forms a o-algebra which includes the Borel
o-algebra.

Definition 5.3. Let X and Y be Polish spaces. A function f : X — Y is said to be
Baire measurable if the inverse image of any open set has Baire property. The function
f is said to be universally Baire measurable if given any Borel function ¢g into X the
function f o g is Baire measurable.

Note that in particular every Borel function is Baire measurable.

Definition 5.4. A subset E of a Polish space is said to be universally measurable if
it is measurable with respect to any complete Borel probability measure.

Definition 5.5. A subset E of a Polish space X is said to be ¥} or analytic, if there

is a Polish space Y, a Borel subset B of Y and a Borel function f :Y + X such that
f(B) = E. In other words, ¥{ sets are Borel images of Borel sets.

Remark 5.6. The above definition of analytic sets is as per [I4]. However in, [15]
continuous images rather than Borel images are used. The two definitions are in fact
equivalent.

A very nontrivial theorem of Lusin says the following.
Theorem 5.7. (Lusin) Every ¥} set has Baire property. FEvery 31 set is universally
measurable.

For a function f : Y +— X, the graph of f will be denoted by I'(f) = {(f(y),y) :
y € Y}. The next theorem is very crucial in all our analysis.

Theorem 5.8. (Selection Principle - Jankov, von Neumann) Let X, Y be Polish spaces
and let E C X x Y be in 1. Then E can be uniformized by a function that is both

Baire and universally measurable, in the sense that for some h : Y — X we have
F(h|7rY(E)) g E

with the property that h=*(U) has the Baire property and is measurable with respect to
any Borel probability measure for all open U C X.

Remark 5.9. Let vx and vy be any two Borel probability measures on X, Y respec-
tively. Let o0,, and o,, be the o-algebras associated to the measures vy, vy respec-
tively. If h is the function in Thm. B.8 then the inverse image of any Borel set in X



18 KUNAL MUKHERJEE

under h will lie in o, , because the collection of subsets of X whose inverse images fall
in 0,, is a o-algebra and contains all open sets. If in addition, h satisfies the property
that vx(h(F')) = 0 if and only if vy (F') = 0, then h is (0,,, 0,, ) measurable.

Let A C M be a masa. Without loss of generality we assume that A = L>([0, 1], A)
where A is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]. Let [1j1]x[0,1]] denote the left-right-measure
of A. We are including the diagonal. Fix any member 7o 1)x[o,1) from the equivalence
class. Since our base space is now fixed we will rename 7o 1)x[0,1) by 1 to reduce the
notation. We assume that 7 is a finite measure.

Consider the set S, = ([0, 1] x [0, 1]), as defined in Prop. B.3] with respect to the
disintegration along the y-axis i.e. the t variable. Then by Prop. B3 S, is a [n]-
measurable set, i.e. measurable with respect to the completion o-algebra associated
to n. Define measures

N = M(Sa\A(0.1])) AN Tn.a = 7)(s5\A((0,1)))-
Then
(1) maoae = Mo + Tnas Ta L Mn.a-
(77) Both n,, n,.. have disintegrations along the z,y axes with respect to A.

Note that the disintegration of the measure 7, along the x and y-axes must have
at most countably many atoms almost all fibres (see Lemma 1), otherwise 7 is an
infinite measure. Since changing the measure 7, or n on a set of measure 0 does not
change the measure class of 7, or 1, we can as well assume without loss of generality
that, the disintegration of the measure 7, along y-axis (second variable) has at most
countable number of atoms for all fibres. With this as set up we formalize the main
theorem of this manuscript. Thm. will be proved latter in this section.

Theorem 5.10. (Classification of Types) A masa A C M is
(i) Cartan if and only if N,.q = 0 equivalently L*(A)* € Cy(A),
(1) singular if and only if n, = 0 equivalently L*(A)" € C,.4(A),
(111)A & N(A)" & M if and only if n, # 0,Mp.a # 0 equivalently
L*(A)* € C,(A).
(1v) A is semiregular if and only if the closed support of 1,
is [0,1] x [0, 1].
Remark 5.11. First of all, in view of Lemma [3.4] and B.8, the characterization does not
depend on any particular member of the left-right-measure.

Secondly, L%*(A) is always included in Cy(A), the disintegration having one atom at

each point of the diagonal. That is the reason one excludes L?*(A) from statements in

Thm. 510
Finally, from our discussion on direct integrals in Sec. 2, it follows that L?(A)* is the

direct integral over [0, 1] x [0, 1] with respect to the measure 1(a[o,1])c, the measurable
field of Hilbert spaces depending on mo ;] or the Pukdnszky invariant. So the equivalent

statements regarding the type of bimodules and measure in Thm. [E.10 are obvious
statements.

The next technical lemma is the key to characterization of masas. There are several
measures involved in its statement and proof. Since there is danger of confusion with
measurability of objects involved we will always use phrases like “p-measurable”.
Lemma 5.12. Letn, # 0. Let Y C (A[0, 1])¢ be a n-measurable set of strictly positive
na-measure. There exists a \-measurable set EY C [0, 1] with A\(EY) > 0 and a function
hy :[0,1] — [0, 1] such that
(1) hy is A-measurable,
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(13) T'(hy) is a n-measurable set,
(iii) n(T(hy)) > 0 and (hy(t),t) € Y NS, fort € EY,
() for E C [0,1], A\(E) =0 if and only if AN(hy(E)) = 0.

Proof. We have
1(Se NY) =1a(SaNY) = n4(Y) > 0.

Consider the disintegration of 7y along the y-axis. There is a set F* C [0, 1] such that
A(FY) > 0 and for each t € F¥ the measure (ny); has atoms with at most countable
number of atoms and for t € F¥ the same disintegration has no atoms. This is true
because 7 is a finite measure, the set F'* being 7,(S,NY’), m, denoting the projection
on to the y-axis. The set S, NY is n-measurable, so S, NY = BU N where B is a
Borel set in [0,1] x [0,1] and N is a n-null set. The set B is a continuous image of
a Polish space by Thm. 14.3.5 of [I5] and so is m,(B). By Defn Bl A(m,(N)) = 0.
So FY is A-measurable set by Thm. 57l Throwing off another A-null set from FY if
necessary we can as well assume without loss of generality that F¥ is a Borel set.
Let FY = ((Y NS,)N([0,1] x F¥)) which is n-measurable. Write F} = EY U N;
where Nj is a n-null set and E} is a Borel set. Then by Thm. 14.3.5 of [15], E) is
in 3, in fact it is the continuous image of a Polish space. The hypothesis guarantees

n(E; ) > 0.
Let EY = 7,(EY). Then EY is in ¥} and hence EY is A\-measurable by Thm. Bl

Therefore by Def B A(EY) > 0. By Thm. 5.8 applied to EY, there exists a function
hy : [0, 1] — [0, 1] that is both Baire and universally measurable in the sense of Thm.
B8, such that I'(hy|pv) C EY .

The inverse image under hy of any Borel subset of [0, 1] belongs to o). Therefore given
e > 0, by Lusin’s theorem there is a closed subset G¥ C EY such that A\(EY \ GY) < €
and hy|gv is continuous. Then hy v is Borel measurable. So by Cor. 2.11 of [20],
['(hy|gv) is Borel measurable and hence 7-measurable.

The disintegration along the y-axis of the measure NP (hy is precisely the atom at

Y)

the point (hy(t),t) for each t € G¥ of the measure 7;. Outside G¥ we don’t care. If
n(I'(hy|ev)) = 0 then by definition of disintegration

0= /G (T ()

which implies that for A almost all ¢ € GY the point (hy(t),t) is not an atom of n;
and hence cannot be in S,. So n(I'(hygv)) > 0.

Clearly, hy|gv satisfies the property that for any £ C G¥, A(E) = 0 if and only
if A(hy(E)) = 0. Therefore by Thm. [A.2 extend hygv to a continuous function

hy which satisfies the property that for any E C [0,1], A(£) = 0 if and only if

A hy(E)) = 0. So by Rem B3] hy is (o), 0y) measurable. Rename hy to hy and G
to EY. The rest is clear from construction. OJ
Lemma 5.13. Letn, # 0. Let Y C (A[0,1])¢ be a n-measurable set of strictly positive
na-measure. Then U(A) & N(A), where U(A) denotes the unitary group of A.

More precisely, there exists a subset FY of [0, 1] such that \(FY') > 0, a invertible map
hy : FY +— hy(FY) and a nonzero vector {y € L*(N(A)") & L*(A) such that

(Z) Cy = Vy Py with vy € QN(A), Py € L2(A)+
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®
(11) Aly A Az = / Cs.dn(s,t), where Cy; = C,
I'(hy)
(171) T'(hy) CY NSy,
(iv) n(L'(hy)) >0,
(v)1 € Puk(A).
Proof. Using Lemma [B.12], choose the function hy that satisfies the conclusion of that
Lemma. Note that hy satisfies the conditions of Prop. [A.4l Apply Prop. [A.4] to the
function hy and the set EY to extract a set 'Y C EY such that A\(FY) > 0 and hy is
one to one on Y. So
hy : FY s hy(FY) is invertible.

Note that as A(F) > 0 so n(I'(hypy)) > 0. There is no information of the Pukdnszky

invariant yet. So assume that Puk(A) = {n; : n; € Ny,7 € I}, where the indexing
set I could be finite or countable. Let

E,, = {(s,t) € A([0,1]) : mpo11(s,t) = n;},
where mjg ;) denotes the multiplicity function of the direct integral decomposition of

L*(M) over [0, 1] x [0, 1] with respect to the measure 7. Then for each i € I it is well
known that E,,, are n-measurable sets. Also

@
/ Ceidn(s,t) = L*(E,,, Mg, ) ® C" where C7;, = C", and

@ LX(En;mip,,) © C = LA(M) © L*(A).
1€
In the above equation C* stands for [?(N). Fix orthonormal bases {egni)}lgjgm of C™

for all 7 € 1.
Then
ZXF(hY‘FY)mEni ® 6§nl)

iel
where x denotes the indicator function, can be identified with a vector (y € (1 —
ea)(L*(M)) such that

(5.1) AGvA = Ay = G A.

Eq. (BJ) is easy to check, in fact one only uses that fact that hy is locally one to one
and onto. That (y # 0 is due to the fact n(I'(hy|pv)) > 0. Then from Theorem (.9

it follows that ¢y = vypy where py = ((i¢y)2 € L2(A)* and vy € GN(A). Clearly,

vy € A, as otherwise ACYAH'”2 C L?*(A) would become the direct integral of complex
numbers over some subset of the diagonal with respect to the measure A\, where
A :[0,1] = [0,1] x [0, 1] is the map A(z) = (z, z).

Thus ¢y € L2(N(A)") and hence AGy A" € L2(N(A)"). Clearly,
®
(5.2) ACYAH'”2 &~ / Cs.dn(s,t), where Cy,; = C.
F(hY‘FY)
So AG A 1 12(4) and AGA" € Cy(A). Since AGA" C LEHN(A)") so
NI (hy py) N Ey,) = 0 if n; > 2 from a result of Popa [25]. Thus 1 € Puk(A). O

Each partial isometry 0 # v € GN(A) implements a measure preserving local
isomorphism 7 : ([0, 1], A) — ([0, 1], \) such that vav* = a o T~! for all a € A. With
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abuse of notation we will write v = T. Then I'(v) = {(T'(¢),t) : t € Dom(T)}, Dom(T)
denoting the domain of 7T'.

Lemma 5.14. Letn, # 0. Let Y C (A[0, 1])¢ be a n-measurable set of strictly positive
na-measure. Then there is a nonzero partial isometry v € GN (A) such that T'(v) C Y.

Proof. By Lemma [B.I3] there exists a subset FY of [0,1] such that A(FY) > 0, a
invertible map hy : FY + hy(FY) and a nonzero vector (y € L?(N(A)") © L*(A)
such that ¢y = vypy with vy € GN(A), py € L*(A)T and satisfying property (ii),
(i41), (iv) of Lemma .13

Let n¢y, Muy be the measures on [0, 1] x [0, 1] defined in Eq. B1I). Let gy = vy vy € A.
With abuse of notation we will regard ¢y as a measurable subset of [0, 1] as well. We
claim that, 1., < 1y, < 1¢,. Indeed for a,b € C0, 1],

/ a(s)b(t)dne, (s, 1) = / a()b(t)dne, (5. )
[071} X[071] F(hY)

= T(pyvyavy pyb)
T(py vy avy bpy

( )
7(vy-avy bpy py )
= 7(vyavybpy py)
(vy )

)

(as pyb = bpy)

= 7(vyavy py pyb

- / alvy (0)b() [py (1) 2 A1)

qy

_ / Ay O ey (1
- /[01] [0,1] a(s)b(t) |py ()] drjuy (5. 1)

In the above string of equalities we have used the facts that 7 extends to a trace like

functional on L'(A) and the left and right actions of A on L?(A), L'(A) coincides.
Using Thm. L0 by standard arguments it follows that ne, < 7, < 7¢,. Thus the
result follows with v = vy. O

Suppose {v;};jes is a family of partial isometries in GN'(A) such that Av; L Av;
whenever j # j'. Denote by [25]

ZAvj = {x EM:x= Zajvj, for a; € A with Z Hajijg < oo} .
jed jed jeJ

Theorem 5.15. (Compare Cor. 2.5 [25]) Let n, # 0. Then A C N(A)". Moreover,
there is a sequence {v,}22, C GN(A) of nonzero partial isometries (with possibility
that the sequence could be finite) with vo = 1 such that,

(1) T(v,) NT(vy) =0 for n #m,
(i4) 1a([0, 1] Zna

S

(i) D Avy 2 / Cond(na + AN)(s,2) 2 LA(N(AY"),
U2 oT'(vn)

(where Csp = C and A : [0,1] — [0,1] x [0,1] by A(x) = (z,))
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o
(iv) N(A)" =Y Av,,
n=0

and A restricted to @;L’O:OAUHH'HZ 1s diagonalizable with respect to the decomposition in

(7it).
Proof. First of all assuming that (7) in the statement is true it follows that Av,, L Av,,

whenever n # m. Indeed, Avn”'llz C L*(N(A)"). Now A restricted to Avn”'llz is an
abelian algebra with a cyclic vector, so it is maximal abelian. The projection ey,

onto Avn”'”2 is in A. So Avn”'l|2 is the direct integral of complex numbers over a
2

subset X, of [0, 1] x [0, 1] with respect to the measure n and A restricted to Aw,

is diagonalizable with respect to this decomposition. But n(X,Al'(v,)) = 0. Again
Nn.a(I'(vy)) = 0. So the direct integral as stated above is actually with respect to the
measure 7, + A A. The graphs being disjoint for n # m forces the orthogonality of
Av,, and Av,, whenever n # m. The sum in (7i7) therefore makes sense.

Using Lemma [5.14] choose a maximal family {v, }aea € GN(A), for some indexing set
A, such that I'(v,) C A([0,1]) for all @ € A and I'(v,) NT'(vg) = 0 whenever a # f.
Since Av, L Avg whenever o # ( (by similar argument as above) so the indexing set
must be countable by separability assumption of L?*(M). So we index this maximal
family by {v,}22,. Let vy = 1. So (7) follows by construction.

If 1,([0,1] x [0,1]) > > 1.(L(vy,)) then S, \ U T'(v,) is a set of strictly positive
n. measure. A further application of Lemma [5.14] violates the maximality of {v, }5°,.
This proves (7).

By the argument of the first paragraph and Lemma 5.7 [10],

(&)
(5.3) oo, Ao, = / Cydna(s, 1) € LAN(AY") & IX(A)
U

neqP(vn)

and A restricted to @ZOZIA—U””'HZ is diagonalizable with respect to the decomposition
in Eq. (53).
If0 £ ¢ = (€ L*(N(A)")S L?*(A) is such that ¢ L Awv, for all n > 1 then ACA L Av,

for all n > 0. By arguments similar to the first paragraph, A¢ A2 i the direct integral
over a n-measurable set X, of complex numbers with respect to the measure 7 and

A restricted to ACA”'”2 is diagonalizable respecting this decomposition. If ¢ as a L?
function stays nonzero on a set of positive A, \-measure then ( cannot be perpendicular

to L?(A). By Prop. B.I1], m”% € Cy(A) and hence by Theorem B.§ and Lemma 5.7
[10], we can assume X C S, \ A([0,1]). Since ¢ # 0 so n(X¢) = n,(X¢) > 0. Since
e is concentrated on U  I'(v,), so X, NI'(v,) has strictly positive 7, and hence n
measure for some n > 1. Note that ey € A and Aeyay = A'ey(ay from [25]. On
the other hand, by Lemma 5.7 [10], L*(N(A)") & L?(A) will be expressed as a direct
integral over some subset of [0, 1] x [0, 1] with respect to n, with multiplicity strictly
bigger than 1 on a set of positive n-measure. This contradicts Aey(ays is maximal
abelian. Thus
@
oo [ Cdtn AN ) = V().

U2 oT'(vn)
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with associated statements about diagonalizability of A. Finally

1l

f: Av, =3 Av, NM= (@fzoA—%”'”Z) NM = LA(N(A)") N M = N(A)".
n=0 n=0

O

Remark 5.16. Thm. generalizes Cor. 2.5 of [25]. In general we cannot hope to
find unitaries as was the case in Cor. 2.5 [25]. The situation in Cor. 2.5 of [25] was
completely different, where the assumption was that, the masa is Cartan. Assuming
the masa is Cartan, forces the disintegration of the measure 7, to have at least one
atom off the diagonal in almost every fibre. Such an assumption cannot be made for a
general masa. For example consider the following situation. Let C' C R be a Cartan
masa and let S C R be a singular masa, where R denotes the hyperfinite II; factor.

Then C @ S C R@ R is a masa, where the trace on R ® R is %TR P %TR, Tr denoting
the unique, normal, faithful tracial state of R. Then C &S C (R@®R) * R = L(IFy)
(from [§]) is a masa for which such an assumption will fail from Prop. 5.10 [10].

We will now present the proof of Thm (.10l

Proof of [5.10. Case (i). The necessary and sufficient condition for Cartan masas fol-
lows directly from Thm. 515

Case (7i). The result for singular masas also follows from Thm.

Case (iii). Let A ¢ N(A)” ¢ M. If n, = 0 then, by conclusion of (ii), A would
become singular. Therefore 7, # 0. If 7,, = 0 then by conclusion of part (i), A would
be Cartan. Therefore 7, , # 0 as well.

Conversely, if 7,., # 0 and 7, # 0, then by Theorem .18 A & N(A)” & M.

Case (1v). First assume that N(A)” is a factor. From Thm. it follows that

®
L*(N(A)") = / Cs.d(na + AN (s,t), where Cy, =C
[0,1]%(0,1]

and A restricted to this subspace is diagonalizable, where A : [0, 1] — [0, 1] x [0, 1]
is defined by A(x) = (x,z). Therefore [, + A\ is the left-right-measure for the
inclusion A C N(A)". If the closed support of 7, is strictly contained in [0, 1] x [0, 1]
then, there must be a open set U C [0, 1] x [0, 1] such that 7,(U) = 0. It follows that
the map a ® b — aJy(ayb*Jy(ay, where a,b € C([0, 1]) was not an injection. On the
other hand, as N(A)” is a factor the above map must be an injection by Prop. 2.8
This contradiction proves that the closed support of n, is [0, 1] x [0, 1].
Conversely assume N(A)” has a nontrivial center. Let p € Z(N(A)") be a projection
which is different from 0 and 1. Then

N(A)" = N(A)"p& N(A)"(1—p).
Sope A N N(A)” and hence p € A. So
(5.4) A=Ap @ A(1 —p).
It follows that are exists A-measurable sets Fy, Fy C [0, 1] such that, F} U Fy = [0, 1],
FiNF, =10, C(F), C(F,) are w.o.t dense unital subalgebras of Ap and A(1 — p)
respectively and C'(F}) @ C(F3) is w.o.t dense in A. With respect to the Eq.
let @ = a; @ ay and b = by @ by be the decompositions of a,b € C([0,1]), where
a;,b; € C(F;) for i = 1,2. For ¢ € L?*(N(A)") one has an analogous decomposition
(= @ G with ¢ = pl and (o = (1 — p)¢. The equation

(agb, ¢) = ((a1 ® a2)(C1 © C2)(b1 D b2), (1 D C2)) = (a1Giby, (1) + (aaaba, C2)
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shows that the left-right-measure for the inclusion A C N(A)” will be concentrated
on Fy x Fy U F, x Fy. It follows that closed support of 7, is strictly contained in
[0, 1] x [0,1]. This completes the proof. O

Remark 5.17. The proof of Case (iv) actually shows that if A C N is a masa where N is
a finite type I algebra with a nontrivial center then for any choice of compact Hausdorff
space X such that C'(X) is w.o.t dense, unital and norm separable subalgebra of A,

the map
i=1 i=1

from C(X) ®qy C(X) — B(L*(N)) is not an injection for any choice of trace.

The following results about masas that were proved by experts in different ways are
just easy consequences of the measurable selection principle as we have described in
this section.

Corollary 5.18. If A C M is a Cartan masa then A C B is a Cartan masa for all
von Neumann subalgebra A & B & M.

Proof. By Lemma 5.7 of [10] the left-right-measure of the inclusion A C M is [np+np1]
where [ng] is the left-right-measure of the inclusion A C B and np L np.. It follows

that np has atomic disintegration along both axes. The result is then immediate from
Thm. 610 and Thm B.15 0

Corollary 5.19. Let A C M be a masa and let Q) be a finite von Neumann algebra
such that dim(Q) > 2. Then Nypug(A) = Ny(A).

Proof. In this proof we consider left-right-measures restricted to the off diagonal. First
of all it well known that A C M @ is a masa. Let [ny] denote the left-right-measure
of the inclusion A C M. Write napg = n1 + 12 where n; K A®@ A and o L A ® A
Using Prop. 5.10 and Lemma 5.7 [10] it follows that the left-right-measure [naq] of
the inclusion A C M % (@ is given by

+A®@ N ifn =0,
e = (U 20

The rest is obvious from Thm. and Thm. 515 O

Corollary 5.20. Let A C M be a Cartan masa and let A C B C M be an interme-
diate subalgebra. Then there is a v € GN(A) such that v L B.

Proof. By Lemma 5.7 [10], the left-right-measure of the inclusion A C M is [np +np1]
where np L np. and [ng] is the left-right-measure of the inclusion A C B. Note
ngr # 0. Apply Lemma [5.141 0J

We prove the next theorem in the context of II; factors. But it can be easily gen-
eralized to finite von Neumann algebras. Let M;, ¢ = 1,2 be separably acting II;
factors with normal, faithful tracial states 7; respectively. Let M; act on L?*(M;, 7;)
by left multiplication. Let A C M; and B C M,y be masas. Fix compact Polish
spaces X, Y such that C'(X) C A and C(Y) C B are unital, norm separable and w.o.t
dense. Let vx and vy denote the tracial measures for A, B respectively, which will
be assumed to be complete. Let the left-right-measure of A on X x X be [o;] and
that of BonY x Y be [03]. Here we are allowing the diagonals, i.e. we are assuming

O'1|A({() = (Ax)*VX and O'QLA(y) = (Ay)*Vy where AX X = X xX by Ax(l’) = (SL’,LL’)
and Ay Y =Y xY by Ay(y) = (y,y).



MASAS AND BIMODULE DECOMPOSITIONS OF 11, FACTORS 25

By Tomita’s theorem on commutants A®B is a masa in M;®@Ms;. X X Y is com-
pact and Polish, and C'(X x Y) is unital, norm separable and w.o.t dense in ARB.
The standard Hilbert space and the Tomita’s involution operator for M;®@M, is
LMy, 1) ® L*(My, 73) and Juy, ® Ju, respectively. The tracial measure for AQB
on X xY is clearly vx ® vy. With this as set up we formulate the next theorem which
appeared in [2]. The same proof actually generalizes to infinite tensor products.

Theorem 5.21. (Chifan’s Normaliser Formula) Let A C My and B C My be masas
in separably acting 11y factors My and Msy. Then

N(ABB)" = N(A)"@N(B)".

Proof. Fix o1 and o, from the aforesaid class of left-right-measures. The left-right-
measure of AQB on (X xY) x (X xY') which is denoted by [f] is given by

dB(sx,sy,tx,ty) = doi(sx,tx)doa(sy, ty)
from Prop. 5.2 [10]. Here s is the variable running along the first coordinate (horizontal
direction) and t along the second coordinate (vertical direction). Then from Lemma
it follows that the disintegration of § along the ¢ variable (vertical direction) is
given by
BtXxY = Ultx X O-Qty’ (tx,ty) - a.e rVyx & Vy, where tXXy = (tX,ty).

For fixed txxy = (tx,ty) € X x Y the measure (3, , has an atom at the point
(sx,sy,tx,ty) if and only if o1, has an atom at (sx,tx) and oy, has an atom at
(sy,ty). Therefore

(X XY)x (X xY))y=053(XxX)yx (Y xY),),
where S; 3 denotes the permutation (2,3) on four symbols (see Prop. B.3]). Therefore,

Bi(xxY)x(XxY))a = TL|(XxX)a @ O2/(y xY)q-

Hence denoting C =C,C =C=C we have

S$X,8y,tx,ty Sx,tx sy ,ty

b
L2(N(A®B)”) = / C8X78Y7tx,tyd5(SX7SY7tX7tY)
(XXY)X(XXY))a

@ @
= / Csytxdoi(sx,tx) ®/ Csy 4y doa(sy, ty)
(XxX)a (Y xY)a

>~ [?(N(A)")® L*(N(B)") from Thm. BI85
Since the containment N(A)"®@N(B)"” C N(A®B)" is obvious we are done. O

Corollary 5.22. [35] Let A C M, and B C My be singular masas in separably acting
II; factors My and My. Then ARB is singular in M{Q@M,.

6. ASYMPTOTIC HOMOMORPHISM AND MEASURE THEORY

The equivalence of WAHP and singularity is a nontrivial theorem [35]. In this
section we will give a direct proof of the equivalence of WAHP and singularity by
using measure theoretic tools. We will also present partial results about AHP. In
order to do so we will first have to relate certain norms to the left-right-measure. The
measure theoretic tools described in this section will be used in a future paper for
explicit calculation of left-right-measures.

Let A C M be a masa. Let A\ denote the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1] so that
A= L>([0,1],A). Then A is the tracial measure. Let [n] denote the left-right-measure
for A. We assume that 7 is a probability measure on [0, 1] x [0, 1] and n(A([0,1])) = 0.
Let B0, 1] denote the collection of all bounded measurable functions on [0, 1].
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Notation: The disintegrated measures are usually written with a subscript ¢ — n,
in the literature. But in this section we will use the superscript notation ¢t — 7' to
denote them. The (7, A) disintegration of measures will be indexed by the variable ¢
and the (my, ) disintegration will be indexed by the variable s.

In all the following results that uses disintegration of measures we will only state
or prove the result with respect to the (m, A) disintegration. Statements about the
(72, A) disintegration are analogous.

Lemma 6.1. Let x € M be such that Eq(x) = 0. Let n, denote the measure on
[0,1] x [0, 1] defined in Eq. BI). Then n, admits (m;, \) disintegrations [0,1] 3 t — nt
and [0,1] 5 s — 0, where m;, i = 1,2 denotes the coordinate projections. Moreover,

780, 1] x [0,1]) = Ex(z2*)(t), A a.e.

Proof. From Lemma 5.7 of [I0] it follows that there is a measure 7y such that (7)
no L 1, (i0) [ne + o) is the left-right-measure for A. Therefore [(m;).(no + n2)] = [A]
by Lemma and hence (m;)«(n,) < A for i = 1,2. Consequently from Thm. B.2]
N, admits (m;, \) disintegrations for ¢ = 1, 2.

Note that 7,([0,1] x [0,1]) = 7(x2*) = 7(Ea(xz*)). From (i) of Defn. Bl it follows
that [0,1] ¢ — nL([0, 1] x [0, 1]) is measurable. Let E C [0, 1] be any Borel set. Then
there exists a sequence of functions f, € C|0, 1] such that 0 < f,, < 1 and f, — xg

pointwise. By dominated convergence theorem we have 7,(f, ® 1) = n,(xg ® 1). On
the other hand,

Ne(fo ®1) = (fux, ) = 7(frzz”) = 7(fEa(z2")) = /0 fa(OEa(za™)(t)dA()
— /0 Xe(t)Ea(xx™)(t)dA(t), as n — oo,

_ /E Ea(z2%) (£)dA(L).

From Defn. B again we have

(s © 1) = / (e © 1)dA(F) = /E 7(0,1] [0, 1])dA(t).

Therefore for all Borel sets £ C [0, 1] we have

/Eni([O,l] x [0, 1])dA(t) = / Ea(zx™)(t)dA(t).

E
Thus, n%([0, 1] x [0,1]) = E4(za*)(t) for A almost all . O

Lemma 6.2. Let x € M be such that E4(z) = 0. Let f € B[0,1]. Then the functions
0,1]2t—=nt(1® f),[0,1] 25— ni(f ®1) are in L=([0, 1], \).

Proof. We will only prove for the (m, \) disintegration. From Lemma we know
that 7, admits a (7, A) disintegration. From Defn. Bl we also know that [0,1] 5 ¢ —
nt(1® f) is measurable. Now of 0 <¢ <1

[, (L@ )] < IFI5([0,1] x [0, 1]).
Now use Lemma [G.1] O
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Lemma 6.3. Let x € M be such that Eq(z) = 0. Let b,w € B0, 1]. Then
1
[Eatbwt)|3 = [ BOR 1@ w)] axe).
0

Proof. We have noted before that 7, admits (m;, A\) disintegrations for i = 1,2. Sec-
ondly, as b,w € B[0,1], so [0,1] 2 ¢ — b(t)nL(1 ® w) is in L=([0,1],\) from Lemma
62 Now

IEA(brwz™)l; = sup |(a,Ea(bzwa))[*
aeC0,1]
llall, <1

= sup |r(aE4(bzwz*))|?
aeC0,1]
llalla<1

= sup |[7(Ea(abzwz®))?
aeC0,1]
llall,<1

= sup |r(abrwz*)|?
aeC0,1]
llallo<1

— e / a()b(t)w(s)dna (t, )
aeC0,1] 1J0,1]x[0,1]
lall,<1

1

~ s / a(B)b(E)n (1 © w)dA(?)
a€C10,1] 0
llall,<1

= /0 b(t)]? nL(1® w)‘2 dA(t) (from Lemma [6.2).

2

(from Eq. (310))

2

(from Defn. B3]

O

The following facts are well known, we just record them for completeness. For details
we refer the reader to [I6]. Recall that a subset S C Z is said to be of full density if

n 2n+1
Definition 6.4. A measure p on [0, 1] is called mizing (or sometimes Rajchman) if

its Fourier coefficients fi,, = fol e*™mtdpu(t) converge to 0 as |n| — oo.

By the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma any absolutely continuous measure is mixing.
However there are many mixing singular measures as well. Atomic measures can
never be mixing. The next proposition justifies why non-atomic measures are called
weak (or weakly) mizing measures.

Proposition 6.5. (Wiener) A measure p on [0, 1] is non-atomic (diffuse) if and only
if for a set S C Z of full density

lim [, =0.

nes,|n|—oo

From Prop. 2.5 and Prop. 2.19 of [16], mizing and weakly mizing are just not
properties of measures, they are in fact properties of equivalence class of measures.
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We need the following fact from the calculus course. A bounded sequence of complex
numbers {a, }nez converges to 0 strongly in the sense of Cesaro i.e.

N
i 1

o1 By 3 el

if and only if there is a set S C Z of full density such that

(6.2) lim |a,|=0.

nes,|n|—oo

Let x,y € M be such that Eq(z) = E4(y) = 0. Let a € A. Then the following
polarization identity holds:
(6.3) 4 Ea(zay”) = Ea((z +y)alz +y)") — Ea((z — y)a(z —y)")
+iEa((x 4+ iy)alz +iy)*) —i Ea((x — iy)a(z — iy)").

Thus WAHP for a masa is equivalent to the following. For each finite set {x;}", C M
with E4(z;) =0 for all 1 <i <mn and € > 0, there exists an unitary u € A such that
|Ea(zjuz))|l, <eforall<i<n.

We will only prove the harder part of the equivalence of singularity and WAHP.

Theorem 6.6. Let A C M be a masa such that L2(A)L € Cna(A). Then A has
WAHP.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary A does not have WAHP. Then there is a ¢ > 0 and
operators 0 # z; € M, 1 <1i <n with E4(z;) = 0 for all 4, such that

inf Ea(zuzd)|? > e,
TSI
where U(A) denotes the unitary group of A. Note that for all 1 < i < n, A:EZ-A”“2 €
Chr.a(A) by Lemma 5.7 of [10] and Thm. BI0. Equivalently, if ¢ — 7. and s — 1},
denote the (m, A) and (mq, \) disintegrations respectively of 7,,, then for A almost all
t, the measure nfcz_ is completely non-atomic and similar statements hold for 7; .

Let v € A be the Haar unitary corresponding to the function ¢ + €?™®. Then v
generates A. Now from Lemma we have

n 1 n
(6.4) E:HEAQM@D2::/)E:h;ﬂ@w%fdMﬂZEﬂwaﬂkGZ.
i=1 0 =1

Throwing off a A-null set F' we assume that for t € F° the measures 7., are completely
non-atomic, finite, concentrated on {t} x [0, 1] and n’, ([0, 1] x [0, 1]) = Ea(z;2])(t) for
all 1 <7 <n (see Lemma [6.1]). Let

w(t) = ot (1@ 0*)

Then a;, is measurable for all kK € Z. For k € Z and t € F¢ we have

n 2 n
/ €2Wiksd7]§;i (t/, S)
[0,1]x[0,1]

*keztelo1]

ar(t) =y <> (0,1 x [0,1))"

i=1 i=1
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Then by Lemma Bl a,(t) < S0, [Ea(zat)(t)]” < oo, for all t € F¢and for all k € Z.
Define
N

1
SN(t):2N+1 E ag(t), N € N.
k

Then sy is measurable for all N € N. Since 7. is completely non-atomic for all
1<i<nandte F°so

sn(t) > 0as N — oo for all t € F° from Eq. (6.1)), (6.2) and Prop [6.5

Againsince sy (t) < S0, [Ea(z;z3)(t)]* for t € F¢ (from LemmalB.I]), so by dominated
convergence theorem

1
/ sn(t)dA(t) — 0 as N — oo.
0

Therefore,
/0 ( )d)\( 2N+1 Z / Z‘nfcia@l)k)ﬁd)\(t)
! - k,x\]|]2
- 2N +1 k:Z—N <; HEA(SCW 'rz)Hz) — 0 as N — oo.

Consequently from Eq. (62]) there is a set S C Z of full density such that

1 E = 0.
k6S1|I£I\1—>ooZ H alwi I 2 =0
This is a contradiction to Eq. (6.4]). So A must have WAHP. O

The proof of Thm. [6.6] yields the following result.

Theorem 6.7. Let A C /\/l be a singular masa. Then given any finite set {z;}?_, C M
with Ea(z;) =0 for all 1,

§>—>0asN—>oo.

where v is a Haar unitary genemtor of A.

Remark 6.8. Thus the unitary in the definition of WAHP (Defn. ?7?) can always be

chosen to be v* where k is a large integer and v is a Haar unitary generator of the
masa. This strengthens the definition of WAHP. Note that Eq. (63) is very closely
related to definition of weakly mixing actions of abelian groups on finite von Neumann
algebras.

The measures 1!, n' are concentrated on {t} x [0, 1] for A almost all ¢. We will denote

by 7L, 7" the restriction of the measures n%, and 7 respectively on {t} x [0,1]. Thus
ik, 7" can be regarded as measures on [0, 1].

Theorem 6.9. Let A C M be a masa. Let [n] denote the left-right-measure for A. If

for \ almost all t the measures 7' are mizing, then A has AH P with respect to a Haar
unitary generator of A.
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Proof. From Prop. 2.5 of [I6] it follows that for A almost all ¢, any measure in the
equivalence class [7)f] is mixing. In view of Eq. (63), it is enough to show that for all
r € M with E4(x) =0,

|Eg(zv"2")||, = 0 as |[n| = oo,

where v € A is a Haar unitary generator of A. Let v € A correspond to the function
s+ €™, By Lemma

IEa(zv"a) 2 = / It (1 @ om)| dA(t)

From Lemma 5.7 [10] we know that 7, < n and hence for A almost all ¢, 5}, < n' from
Lemma So 7t < 7' for A almost all ¢. Thus 7% is mixing measure from Prop.
2.5 of [16] for A almost all . Also from Lemma [G.I] the measures 7! are finite for A
almofst all t. Use Lemma and apply dominated convergence theorem to finish t}S
proof.

APPENDIX A. STRUCTURE OF MEASURABLE FUNCTIONS

Making a measurable selection as we attempted in Lemma is not enough.
One likes to make a measurable selection so that the graph of the selection is an
automorphism graph of the masa, the automorphism being implemented by an unitary
in the factor. But this is a very delicate issue. We are not aware of such selection
theorems. We can overcome this obstacle though. Structure theorems of continuous
and measurable functions are what comes into play.

Definition A.1. Let f : [0, 1] — R be a function and E be a subset of [0,1]. Then f
is said to satisfy condition (N) or null condition of Lusin relative to F if f(A) is a set
of measure 0 whenever A C E is a set of measure 0.

The definition implicitly assumes that there are two measures on [0, 1] and R. For
our purpose these measures will always be the Lebesgue measure, which we will denote

by .
Proposition A.2. (Tietze’s Extension Type) Let E C [0,1] be closed and let f :

E —[0,1] be a continuous function that satisfy the property that for a measurable set
A C E, MA) =0 if and only if \(f(A)) = 0. Then there exists a continuous function

F :[0,1] = [0, 1] such that
(4) F|E I
(17) F zsﬁes the property that for a measurable set A C [0, 1], A(A) = 0 if and only

if A(F ( ))

Proof. Since E is closed it is a compact subset of [0, 1]. Therefore E has greatest and
least members m and M respectively. If m # 0 or M # 1 then extend f to a function
h on Ey = EU{0} U {1} by assigning the values f(m) and f(M) at the points 0 and
1 respectively. The function h is continuous on F; and satisfies the same condition as
f relative to Ey. So without loss of generality we can assume 0,1 € E.

The complement of E is a open set in [0, 1] and E° C (0,1). Then E° can be written

as a countable disjoint union of intervals Ejl(ai, b;). Then note that a;, b; € F for all 4.
1=
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So we only have to define an extension on (a;, b;). Define
(f(x) ifrxeF,
AMf(ai) + (1= A)f(b;) if ¥ = Aa; + (1 = A\)b; € (aj, b;),
0<A<1and f(a;) # f(bi),
W(m—ai)ij(ai) if a; <z < %tb and
. flai) = f(bi) < 1,
Fz) = { 200w — b)) + f(bi)  if %% <2 < b; and
flai) = f(b) <1,

Moai) 41 if a; < x < %t and
flai) = f(b;) =1,
Arbi) 41 if @t < 2 < b; and
\ flai) = f(bi) = 1.
The function F' is now continuous, as it is a linear interpolation obtained from f and
the construction satisfy the required conditions. O

Theorem A.3. (Foran, [13]) A necessary and sufficient condition for a continuous
function F : [0,1] — [0, 1] to satisfy condition (N) relative to [0, 1] is that there ezists a

sequence of measurable sets F,, C [0,1], n=0,1,---, such that the following properties
are true:

(i) [0,1] = U En,
(it) M(F(E,)) < n\(E,) for alln >0,
(1ii) for each m >0, F is one to one on E,.

Proposition A.4. Let F' : [0,1] — [0,1] be a measurable function such that for any
measurable set A C [0,1], A(A) = 0 if and only if \(F(A)) = 0. Then there exists a
measurable set E C [0, 1] such that A\(E)) > 0 and F is one to one on E.

Moreover, if Yy C [0, 1] is such that \(Yy) > 0, then there exists Y1 C Yy with A\(Y1) > 0
such that F' is one to one on Y].

Proof. Let € > 0. By Lusin’s theorem, choose a closed set H C [0,1] such that
A([0,1]\ H) < € and Fjy is continuous relative to H. Clearly, F|y satisfy the property
that A C H, M(A) = 0 if and only if A\(Fjg(A)) = 0. By Prop. [A2] extend F to a
continuous function F : [0, 1] — [0, 1] such that F has the property that for A c [0, 1],
AA) = 0 if and only if A\(F(A)) = 0.

Now by Thm. [A.3] choose measurable subsets E, C [0,1] such that [0,1] = nOL_jOEn,

MF(E,)) < n\(E,) for all n = 0,1,---, and for each n > 0, F" is one to one on E,,.

Since A\(F'(Ep)) = 0 so A(Ey) = 0. If A(E, N H) =0 for all n > 0 then A\(H) = 0,
which is not the case. Therefore there is a ng > 0 such that \(E,, N H) > 0. But
Fig,,nn = Fig,,nr and clearly F'is one to one on E,, N H. Rename £ = E, N H.

Suppose A(Yy) > 0. By choosing € > 0 small enough one can make sure that the
closed set H in the first part of the proof satisfies A(Yp N H) > 0. The same argument
as the first part applies, and there exists a ng > 0 such that F' is one to one on

Yy =Yy N HN E,, and A(Y7) > 0. 0
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