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GENERALIZING THE KANTOROVICH METRIC TO
PROJECTION-VALUED MEASURES

Trubee Davisdh

ABSTRACT. Given a compact metric spadg the collection of Borel probability mea-
sures onX can be made into a compact metric space via the Kantorovittorig]. We
partially generalize this well known result to projectisalued measures. In particular,
given a Hilbert space(, we consider the collection of projection-valued meastres

X into the projections oft{. We show that this collection can be made into a complete
and bounded metric space via a generalized Kantorovichenetowever, we add that
this metric space is not compact, thereby identifying anartgnt distinction from the
classical setting. We have seen recently that this gezethtnetric has been previously
defined by F. Werner in the setting of mathematical phy$i [To our knowledge,
we develop new properties and applications of this metrideéd, we use the Contrac-
tion Mapping Theorem on this complete metric space of ptajeevalued measures
to provide an alternative method for proving a fixed poinutedue to P. Jorgensen
(seel[8] and[[P]). This fixed point, which is a projection+wedl measure, arises from
an iterated function system ox, and is related to Cuntz Algebras.
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2 GENERALIZING THE KANTOROVICH METRIC TO PROJECTION-VALUE MEASURES

1. BACKGROUND:

Let (X, d) be a compact metric space, and defiieéX') to be the collection of Borel
probability measures oX. It is well known, see[6], that/(X) can be equipped with
= {

the Kantorovich metricfZ, given by:
[ otn= [ oar}, (1)
eLip, (x) UJ/x X

wherep andv are elements of/ (X'), and where
Lip,(X) = {¢: X = R: [(x) - d(y)| < d(x,y) forall z,y € X}.

Definition 1.1. A sequence measurés, }>°, C M(X) converges weakly to a measure
p e M(X), written i, = p, ifforall f € Cr(X), [y fdpn — [ fdu, whereCgr(X)
is the collection of continuous real valued functionsXn

We record the following two well known fact8.

Proposition 1.2.

(1) (M(X), H) is compact.
(2) The topology induced by the metfiton M/ (.X) coincides with the weak topol-
ogy onM (X).

Corollary 1.3. (M (X), H) is a complete metric space.

We continue with additional preliminaries. L&t = {oy,...,on_1} be an iterated
function system (IFS) oX, d). Thatis, forall0 <i < N — 1, 0; : X — X such that
forallz,y € X

d(oi(x), 0:(y)) < rid(z,y),
where0 < r; < 1. Indeed, eaclr; is a Lipschitz contraction oX, andr; is the
Lipschitz constant associateddg Leto : X — X be a Borel measurable function
suchthat oo; =idx forall0 <i < N — 1.
Assume further that

N-1
X =] a(x), (1.2)

=0
where the above union is disjoint. We provide a standard el@ffor the above sce-
nario:

e Let X = Cantor SefC [0, 1], with the standard metric dR.
e Letoy(z) = sz andoy(z) = 32 + 3.
e Leto(z) = 3z modl.

We now state the following important result due to Hutchmso

These facts were presented in F. Latremoliere’s Ulam Semaintne University of Colorado (Fall
2013)
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Theorem 1.4.[6] The magl’ : M (X) — M(X) by

k
is a Lipschitz contraction in théV/ (X'), H) metric space, with Lipschitz constant=
MaX<i<n-1{7i}

By applying the Contraction Mapping Theorem to the Lipschintractiorl’, there
exists a unique measure,c M (X ), such that/'(11) = u. Thatis

p) = Y wnlor' ().

This unique invariant measure, is called the Hutchinson measure associatesl to
Consider the Hilbert space’( X, ). Define

Sit LA(X, 1) — LA(X, 1) by ¢ = (¢ 0 0)V Ny x)
foralli =0,..., N — 1, and it's adjoint
e L2(X, 1) = LA(X, 1) by 6 > \/Lﬁ(gb o0;)

foralli =0,..., N — 1. This leads to following result due to Jorgensen.

Theorem 1.5.[7] The maps{s; : 0 < i < N — 1} are isometries, and the maps
{Sf: 0 < i < N — 1} are their adjoints. Moreover, these maps and their adjoints
satisfy the Cuntz relations:

N—-1

@ 38 = 1
1=0
(2) SZ*SJ = 51-7le where( < 1, < N —1.

Corollary 1.6. [7] The Hilbert spacel?(X, ) admits a representation of the Cuntz
algebra,Oy, on N generators.

LetTy = {0,..., N — 1}. Fork € Z,, letTk, = 'y x ... x 'y, where the product is
ktimes. Ifa = (ay, ..., ax) € T, wherea; € {0,1,..., N — 1} for 1 < j < k, define
Ap(a) = 04y 0 ...0 04, (X).
Using that[(1.P) is a disjoint union, we conclude that,(a) } ..« partitionsX for all
k€ Z,. Fork € Z, anda = (a4, ...,a;) € I'}, define,
Py(a) = S,S%,
whereS, = S,, o...0.S,,. The Cuntz relations suggest that(«) is a projection on the

Hilbert spacel?(X, p).
We state another result due to Jorgensen.

Theorem 1.7.[8] [9] There exists a unique projection-valued meastie), defined on
the Borel subsets of, B(X), taking values in the projections di¥ (X, ;1) such that,
(1) E(-) =ik, SiB(o;'(-)S;, and
(2) E(Ai(a)) = Py(a) forall k € Z, anda € T'%,.
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The main goal of this paper is to provide an alternative pafathis theorem. In
particular, we will realize the map,

F() e Y SR ()8

as a Lipschitz contraction on a complete metric space okptign-valued measures
from B(X) into the projections o.?( X, ). The Contraction Mapping Theorem will
then guarantee the existence of a unique projection-vahesabsureF, satisfying part
(1) of Theoreni 1J7. Par®2) of Theoreni 17 will follow as a consequence.

2. RESULTS

2.1. A Metric Space of Projection-Valued Measures on X:.Let (X, d) be the com-
pact metric space defined above. Eebe an arbitrary Hilbert space.

Lemma 2.1.[4] Let F be a projection-valued measure frdfi.X ) into the projections
on?H. Letg,h € H. Forall A € B(X) define

Fyn(B) = (F(A)g, h),
where (-, -) denotes the inner product cH. ThenF,,(-) defines a countably addi-
tive measure om8(X) with total variation less than or equal tg|| ||h||. Moreover,

Fon() = Fhg(:).
Remark 2.2. If h € H, F},;,(-) is a positive measure with total mass equal|td|*.

Claim 2.3. For h € H, the positive measurtg, ,(-) is regular onB(.X).
Proof. This follows from the fact that positive Borel measures agufar on metric
spaces3]. O

Proposition 2.4. [4] Let F' be a projection-valued measure frdst.X) into the projec-
tions on?. Lety : X — C be a bounded Borel measurable function. Then there exists
a unique bounded operator, which we denote/hyd F', that satisfies

((fr)on)-

forall g, h € H. Moreover)| [¢dF|| < ||¢¥||«, Where|| - || denotes the operator norm,
and|| - ||« denotes the supremum norm.

Let P(X) be the collection of all projection-valued measures fiB(X) into the
projections ori{. Define a metrip on P(X) by
} (2.1)

o= g A 0= [ ear

where|| - || denotes the operator normlE’(’H ), andE and F" are arbitrary members of
P(X).

Theorem 2.5. p is a metric onP(X).

Proof.
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(1) LetE, F € P(X). We showp(E, F') < co. Leto € Lip,(X) andz, € X.

H/qsdE _ /¢dFH _ "/¢dE — ()it + b(xo)idy — /¢dFH

- H/gﬁdE—/cb(mo)dE— </¢dF_/¢(x°)dF)H
<ot -

Sincep — ¢(zy) € Cr(X), [(¢— ¢(xo)dE and [ (¢ — ¢(x)dF are self-adjoint
operators. Let € H with ||h|| = 1.

([0t - stana) )| -
/ 16(2) — $(z0)|dBn ()

< /X d(z, 20)dEpp(2)

/ Ay ()

(E(X)h, h)
[1A]]*

' (2.2)

(615(93) d(0))dEnp(z)

IN

IN

diam( X
= diamX
= diam(X
= diam( X

< 00,

— —r SN~—

where dianiX') denotes the diameter of the metric space This quantity is
finite becauseX is compact. Hence,

/ (6 — d(x0))dE|| < diam(X) < oo

and similarly,

/ (6 — d(x0))dF || < diam(x) < oo,

which implies that the last line of (2.2) is less than or edoal diam(X) <
oo. Since dianlX) is independent of the choice of € Lip,(X), p(E, F) <
2 diam(X) < oo.

(2) LetE, F' € P(X). Itis clear from the definition of thatp(E, F') = p(F, E).

(3) Let E, F' € P(X). We show thap(F,F) = 0ifand only if & = F. The
backwards direction is clear from the definitionmfFor the forwards direction,
suppose thagt(E, F') = 0. We need to show thdf = F. That s, for allA €
B(X), we need to show thaf(A) = F(A). Choose a closed subggtC X.
Definef,, : X - Rforn =1,...00 by f,(z) = max{1 — nd(x,C),0}. Note
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that f,, € Lip,,(X) ={f : X — R : |f(z) — f(y)| < nd(z,y) forall z,y €
X}. Therefore f, € Lip,(X). Sincep(E, F) =0

[t [ Lpar

for all n, which implies
/fndE:/fndF (2.3)

for all n. Note thatf,, | 1- pointwise. Choosé < H with ||h|| = 1. By the
Dominated Convergence Theorem

Eh7h(C) :/ 1CdEh,h = lim fndEth,
X n—oo [y
and

n—oo

/fndEhh—/fnthh

for all n, and hencef, ,(C) = Fy,(C) for all closed sets” C X. Since
Eyn(-) and F), () are regular measuresy, ,(A) = F, ,(A), or equivalently,
((E(A) — F(A))h,h) = 0forall A € B(X). SinceE(A) — F(A) is a self-
adjoint operator (being the difference of two projectiqasid sincé, was arbi-
trary,

Frn(C) = / 1cdFy ), = lim fnth h-
X
By (2.3)

IE(A) = F(A)]] = . [{((E(A) = F(A)h, h)| = 0.

Therefore,E(A) = F(A) forall A € B(X).
(4) LetE, F,G € P(X). We need to show thatsatisfies:

p(E,G) < p(E, F)+ p(F,G). (2.4)
Choosep € Lip,(X). Then,

| ez fouc] < o= [ |« f o~ [ ouc]

By taking the supremum of both sides over all L(ify ) functions, [2.4) follows.
O

Corollary 2.6. The metric spacéP(X), p) is bounded.

Proof. In (1) of the above proof, we showed that for aBy F' € P(X), p(E,F) <
2diam(X') < oo. O
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2.2. (P(X),p) is Complete: We show that the metric spa¢®(X), p) is complete.
We begin with several facts.

Definition 2.7. A representationr : C'(X) — B(H) is a x-homomorphism that pre-
serves the identity.

Theorem 2.8.[4] Let E : B(X) — B(H) be a projection-valued measure. The map
7 : C(X) — B(H) given by

f— /de
is a representation.

Theorem 2.9.[4] Letr : C(X) — B(H) be a representation. There exists a unique
projection-valued measutg : 5(X) — B(H) such that

/ fdE
forall f € C'(X).
Lemma 2.10.Lip(X) is dense irCk (X ), where Lig X ) is the collection of real valued
Lipschitz functions orX .
We now state the main result of this section.
Theorem 2.11.The metric spacéP(X), p) is complete.

Proof. Let {E,}>°, C P(X) be a Cauchy sequence of projection-valued measures
in the p metric. For eaclm = 1,2, ..., use Theoren 2.8 to define a representation
1 C(X) — B(H) by

fH/den.

Claim 2.12. Let f € C'(X). The sequence of operatofs,,(f)}:>, is Cauchy in the
operator norm.

Proof of claim.Lete > 0. Let f = f, +ifo, wherefl,f2 € Cr(X). By Lemmd 21D,
choosey,, g» € Lip(X) such that|fi — g1l|oc < §and||fa — g2lle < §-

There is ak > 0 such that:g; € Lip, (X )anng2 € Lip,(X). Since{E,}>° ,isa
Cauchy sequence in themetric, the sequenc{ern(Kgl) , is Cauchy in the operator
norm, and hencer,(g1)}°°, is Cauchy in the operator norm Similarkyr,, (g2) 122,
is Cauchy in the operator norm. Therefore, chodsguch that fom, m > N,

7a(91) =m0l < & andlima(g) = malgo)]] < .

6
If m,n> N,
() = T (DI < limalf2) = malgo)l |+ lima(90) = ()
+ |lmnlg) = T ()]
< i = gl + 5+ (i = 90
< £

27
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where the third inequality is becauge, (f1—g1)[| < |[fi— 91| and||m,, (f1—g1)|| <
|f1 — g1lloc- Similarly, |[7,(f2) — 7 (f2)|| < §5- Then, ifn,m > N,

T (f) = mm( Ol = [lma(fi +if2) = m(f1 + 0f2)]]
= |[(ma(f1) = T (f1)) + i(ma(f2) + T (f2))]]
[0 (f1) = T (SOOI + (|70 (f2) — T (f2)]]

€.

IN A

This proves the claim.

Definer : C(X) — B(H) by f — lim,, . m,(f). This map is well defined by
Claim[2.12, and the fact tha8(#) is complete in the operator norm. Moreover, it
is a representation. By Theorém12.9, there exists a unigpjegtion-valued measure
E : B(X) — B(H) such that

n(f)= [ 1aE

forall f € C(X). We show tha¥,, — E in thep metric asn — oo. Lete > 0. Choose
N such that fom, m > N

p(En, Ey) <e.
Letn > N and¢ € Lip,(X). Observe

[ o] s fon- o

<

where the equality is becautien,, ,o [ ¢dE,, = lim,, o Tm(P) = 7(¢) = [ ¢dE,
and the inequality is becaugéF,,, E,,) < e. Since the choice oV is independent of
e = s |

the choice ofp, we have fom > N
/¢dEn_/¢dE"} <e
oclip,(X)

Hence,E, — F in the p metric asn — oo, and the metric space’(X), p) is
complete.

0
We now define a weak topology di(X).

Definition 2.13. A sequence of projection-valued measufés}>, C P(X) con-
verges weakly to a projection-valued meastrec P(X), written F,, = F, if for all
f € Cr(X), [ fdF, — [ fdF, where convergence is in the operator norma{ ).

Theorem 2.14.The topology induced by themetric onP(X') coincides with the weak
topology onP(X).

Proof. The proof of this fact follows the proof of the analogous facthe classical
setting. It depends on Lemrha 2110 and Ascoli’s Theofern [10]. O
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We conclude this section with following discussion. Supmptsat?#, and#, are
two isomorphic Hilbert spaces with isomorphisin: #; — H,. Consider the two
associated complete metric spa¢é%, (X), p) and (Py,(X), p). We can define® :

(PH1(X>7p> - (PH2<X)7P) by

E(:)— SE()S™.
One can show tha® is a bijective isometry of metric spaces. This means that, up

to isomorphism of Hilbert spaces, the associated metricespaf projection-valued
measures are the same.

2.3. An Application for the Metric Space (P(X), p): We now restrict to the situa-
tion thatH = L?(X, ), or more generally, thak is a Hilbert space which admits a
representation of the Cunzt alegra dngenerators. Consider the associated complete
metric spacé€P(X), p).

Theorem 2.15.The mapd : P(X) — P(X) given by

N—-1
E() = Y SiB(o;'(-))S
=0
Is a Lipschitz contraction in thg metric.
Proof. We begin by showing that the mdpis well defined. Indeed, lek € B(X).

(@(E)(A)? = (.Z_S’E(U_l )

-1
- Z SiB(o; (A)S; Y S;E(0;1(A))S;
i=0 j=0
N—-1
SiE(o7 1 (A)*S;
i=0
N—-1
= ) SE(o;(A))S
=0
= ®(E)(A),
where the third equality is becausgs; = ¢, ;idy, and the fourth equality is because
E(o;*(A)) is a projection (in particular an idempotent) for @l i < N — 1. One
can also see thak(F) is self-adjoint, and therefore, a projection#{#). One can

verify the remaining conditions that define a projectiofhsed measure. Next, we note
the following claim, which can be easily computed.

Claim 2.16. Leth € H. Then,

N-1
A) = Z Esnsn(o; H(A)),
i=0

forall A € B(X).
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We now show that is a Lipschitz contraction in the metric. LetE, F' € P(X).
Recall thatr = max<;<y_1{r:;}, Wherer; is the Lipschitz constant associatedsto
and note tha < r < 1. Choosey € Lip,(X), andh € H with ||h|| = 1. Then

E)h,h—/XW‘I)(F)hh

((f oo - [ oam o)

R

N-1

= /deEs*hs* Z/¢dFS*hSh ())‘
i=0
N-1
> /¢
— (/ ¢ oo dEs*hs*h—/(cbOUi)dFs;h,s;h)
0 WX X
1
— r( (¢Oaz>dEsfh,S;h—/ <¢OUZ dFS*hSh)‘
1= X T
-1
/<¢00i)dESZh,th—/ (gboo, dFs hs*h>
X r X
¢OU¢ ¢Oaz * 1
((f () am [ (57 ar) sovsn)
(S ) (25) )

1=

»

¢ o0 0;)dEg: hSh_Z/ ¢ 0 07)dFsn s

|
(]

><

.
Il

r

.
Il

=
[

2

(VAN
ﬁ
=

i

I

.
TEAM
o

i

[e=]

Note that the functioﬁé—l € Lip,(X) forall0 <i < N — 1. Hence

I/ Ce )

< rp(E,F) <Z<S*h S*h>> =rp(E, F) <Z_<5,-5;h, h))

=0 i=0

p(E, F) <<ZS ) >:7’p(E,F) (h,h) =rp(E, F).

Therefore

| [eawie) - [ oantr) | <ot
Sinceg is an arbitrary element of Lig.X),
p(B(E), ©(F)) <rp(E, F).

This proves thaf is a Lipschitz contraction in the metric onP(X).
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2.4. An Alternative Proof of Theorem [L.7: By Theoreni 2.11 and Theordm 2,15, we
know that® is a contraction on the complete metric spaeéx ), p). By the Contrac-
tion Mapping Theorem, there exists a unique projectiomedlmeasurely € P(X),
such that

B() = Y S0 ()8 (2.5)

A proof by induction onk yields that thatZ'(Ay(a)) = Px(a) for all £ € Z, and
a €Tk,

2.5. Additional Observations: In the case that = L*(X, u), one can calculate that
Pi(a) = My, o whereMlAkm is the projection or.?( X, ;1) given by multiplication
by 1,4, (. Recallthatd,(a) = 04, 0...00,,(X) fora = (a1, ..., a;). Hence,E£(-) is the
canonical projection-valued measure given by multipiaraby the indicator function.
In the case th&i{ is an arbitrary Hilbert space that admits a representatitmeoCuntz
algebra onV generators, Jorgensen has a generalized result in [8].

We now present an example which shows tfatX), p) is not compact. In partic-
ular, letH = L*(R,m) wherem is Lebesgue measure. L& be the collection of
normal operatorsy, on’H such that|N|| < 1, where|| - || is the operator norm. By the
Spectral Theorem for Normal OperatorsNf € B; there exists a unique projection-
valued measurd; : C — B(H), whose support is contained in the closed ball of radius
1in C centered at the origin3,(1), and satisfies the relationship

N = zdF(z).
Bo(1)

Supposeg N, }22, € By is sequence of normal operators. Kéi,}% ; be the corre-
sponding sequence of projection-valued measures giveheb@pectral Theorem. We
note that the support @, is contained in the compact sB§(1) forall k. = 1,2, .... One
can then consider the sequerdg, };° , as belonging to the metric spaé¥B,(1), p)
of projection-valued measures. We will show that this neetgace is not compact. In-
deed, observe that the map: By(1) — C given byz — = has the property that it's
real and imaginary parts are elements of I(#,(1)). Using this fact, one can prove
via the Stone-Weierstrass Theorem that the sequ@hasonverges to a normal oper-
ator N € Bj in the operator norm if and only if the sequenEg converges tav in
the p metric. This will yield non-compactness. Indeed, the seqaeof normal oper-
ators,{ M, ., }i2; C Bi, has no convergent subsequence in the operator norm, and
therefore, the corresponding sequence of projectionedatneasure$F; }7>, has no
convergent subsequence in fhmetric. HenceP(By(1), p) is not compact.

3. CONCLUSION:
We identify a list of further generalizations that we havengidered (but are not
discussed above).

(1) We have shown that the collection of positive-operatdu®d measures (a gen-
eralization of a projection-valued measure) forms a cotepieetric space.
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(2) We have shown that a certain sub-collection of positiperator-valued mea-
sures on an arbitrary underlying complete and separableasetce (not nec-
essarily compact) forms a complete metric space.

(3) We have considered the map,

B() o Y SE(T()SE,

when the map$o;} constitute a weakly hyperbolic iterated function system on
a compact metric spadeX, d) (see[2] and[[5]). This is a weaker notion than
when eachy; is a Lipschitz contraction oX .

(4) If we equipB(H) with the weak operator topology, define the WOT-weak topol-
ogy to be the weakest topology on the space of projectionit(p@®perator)
valued measures that makes the collection of functighs f € C(X)} given

by A — f(A) := [ fdA continuous (where here we are assumings com-

pact). We have shown that this is a compact topology by dyrgemneralizing
the proof of compactness in the classical setting (Projpo$IL2). Importantly,
we note that this fact has been previously shown byl[Ali [lipgsnore general
theory.
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