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ON POSITIVE DEFINITENESS OVER LOCALLY COMPACT QUANTUM GROUPS
VOLKER RUNDE AND AMI VISELTER

ABSTRACT. The notion of positive-definite functions over locally compact quantum groups was re-
cently introduced and studied by Daws and Salmi. Based on this work, we generalize various well-
known results about positive-definite functions over groups to the quantum framework. Among
these are theorems on “square roots” of positive-definite functions, comparison of various topolo-
gies, positive-definite measures and characterizations of amenability, and the separation property
with respect to compact quantum subgroups.

INTRODUCTION

Positive-definite functions over locally compact groups, introduced by Godement in [17], play
a central role in abstract harmonic analysis. If G is a locally compact group, a continuous
function f : G — C is called positive definite if for every n € N and sy, ...,s, € G, the matrix
(f(s7's)) \<ij<n is positive (we always take continuity as part of the definition). Positive-definite
functions are tightly connected with various aspects of the group, such as representations, group
properties (amenability and other approximation properties, property (T), etc.), the Banach
algebras associated to the group and many more, as exemplified by the numerous papers dedi-
cated to them. It is thus natural to extend this theory to a framework more general than locally
compact groups. This was done in the context of Kac algebras by Enock and Schwartz [13,
Section 1.3]. Recently, Daws [6] and Daws and Salmi [8] generalized this work to the much
wider context of locally compact quantum groups in the sense of Kustermans and Vaes [30, 31].
They introduced several notions of positive definiteness, corresponding to the classical ones, and
established the precise relations between them.

These foundations being laid, the next step should be generalizing well-known useful results
from abstract harmonic analysis about positive-definite functions to locally compact quantum
groups. This is the purpose of the present paper, which is organized as follows.

In Section 2 we generalize a result of Godement, essentially saying that a positive-definite
function has a “square root” if and only if it is square integrable.

A theorem of Raikov [40] and Yoshizawa [57] says that on the set of positive-definite functions
of norm 1, the w*-topology induced by L' coincides with the topology of uniform convergence
on compact subsets. This result was improved by several authors, and eventually Granirer and
Leinert [18] generalized it to treat the different topologies on the unit sphere of the Fourier—
Stieltjes algebra. Hu, Neufang and Ruan asked in [22] whether this result extends to locally
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compact quantum groups. We give an affirmative answer to their question in Section 4. Gener-
alizing other results from [18] as well, we require the theory of noncommutative LP-spaces of
locally compact quantum groups. The background on this subject appears in Section 3.

Another notion due to Godement is that of positive-definite measures. He established an
important connection between these and amenability of the group in question. In Section 5 we
extend this result to locally compact quantum groups.

The separation property of locally compact groups with respect to closed subgroups was in-
troduced by Lau and Losert [34] and Kaniuth and Lau [26], and was subsequently studied by
several authors. A fundamental result is that the separation property is always satisfied with
respect to compact subgroups. Section 6 is devoted to generalizing this to locally compact quan-
tum groups. We introduce the separation property with respect to closed quantum subgroups,
find a condition under which the separation property is satisfied with respect to a given com-
pact quantum subgroup, and show that it is indeed satisfied in many examples, including T as a
closed quantum subgroup of quantum FE/(2).

We remark that most sections are independent of each other, but results from Section 4 are
needed in other sections.

1. PRELIMINARIES

We begin with fixing some conventions. Given a Hilbert space H and vectors (,n € H, we
denote by w, the functional that takes z € B(H) to (z(,n), and let w, := wc . The identity
map on a C*-algebra A is denoted by id, and its unit, if exists, by 1. For a functional w € A*,
we define @ € A* by T(z) := w(z*), + € A. When no confusion is caused, we also write w for
its unique extension to the multiplier algebra A/ (A) that is strictly continuous on the closed unit
ball of M(A) [33, Corollary 5.7].

Let A, B be C*-algebras. A x-homomorphism from A to B or, more generally, to M (B) that
is nondegenerate (namely, span ®(A)B is dense in B) has a unique extension to a (unital) x-
homomorphism from M(A) to M(B) [33, Proposition 2.1]. We use the same notation for this
extension.

For an n.s.f. (normal, semi-finite, faithful) weight ¢ on a von Neumann algebra M [46, Chapter
VII], we denote NV, := {z € M : p(z*x) < co}.

The symbol o stands for the flip operator r ® y — y ® z, for x,y in some C*-algebras. We
use the symbols ®, ®, ®,,;, for the Hilbert space, normal spatial and minimal tensor products,
respectively.

The basics of positive-definite functions on locally compact groups are presented in the book
of Dixmier [10]. From time to time we will refer to the Banach algebras associated with a locally
compact group G, such as the Fourier algebra A(G) and the Fourier—Stieltjes algebra B(G); see
Eymard [14]. For the Tomita—Takesaki theory, see the books by Stratila [43] and Takesaki [46],
or Takesaki’s original monograph [44]. We recommend Bédos, Murphy and Tuset [1, Section 2]
for statements and proofs of folklore facts about the slice maps at the C*-algebraic level.
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1.1. Locally compact quantum groups. The following axiomatization of locally compact quan-
tum groups is due to Kustermans and Vaes [30, 31] (see also Van Daele [55]). It describes the
same objects as that of Masuda, Nakagami and Woronowicz [35]. Unless stated otherwise, the
material in this subsection is taken from [30, 31].

Definition 1.1. A locally compact quantum group (henceforth abbreviated to “LCQG”) is a pair
G = (L>(G), A) with the following properties:
(a) L>(G) is a von Neumann algebra;
(b) A : L*(G) — L>*(G)®L>*(G) is a co-multiplication, that is, a faithful, normal, unital
«x-homomorphism which is co-associative: (A ® id)A = (id ® A)A;
(c) there exist n.s.f. weights ¢, 1 on L>°(G), called the Haar weights, satisfying

o((w®id)A(z)) = w(l)p(x) for allw € L®(G)},z € L™(G)" such that p(z) < co (left invariance),
P((id @ w)A(z)) = w(l)Y(z) for allw € L=(G)},z € L®(G)™" such that ¢/(z) < oo (right invariance).

Let G be a LCQG. The left and right Haar weights, only whose existence is assumed, are unique
up to scaling. The predual of L>°(G) is denoted by L'(G). We define a convolution * on L!}(G)
by (w1 * wy)(z) = (W1 @ wo)A(x) (w1, ws € LYG), x € L*°(G)), making the pair (L'(G), *) into
a Banach algebra. We write L?(G) for the Hilbert space of the GNS construction for (L=(G), ¢),
and let A : N, — L?(G) stand for the canonical injection. A fundamental feature of the theory
is that of duality: G has a dual LCQG G = (L=(G), A). Objects pertaining to G will be denoted
by adding a hat, e.g. ¢, . The GNS construction for (L>(G), ) yields the same Hilbert space
L2(G), and henceforth we will consider both L>°(G) and L>(G) as acting (standardly) on L?(G).
We write J, J for the modular conjugations relative to L>(G), L>(G), respectively, both acting
on L*(G).

Example 1.2. Every locally compact group G induces two LCQGs as follows. First, the LCQG
that is identified with G is (L>(G), A), where (A(f))(t,s) := f(ts) for f € L>°(G) and t,s € G
using the identification L>*°(G)®L>*(G) = L>*(G x @), and ¢ and ¢ are integration against the
left and right Haar measures of G, respectively. All LCQGs whose L>°(G) is commutative have
this form. Second, the dual of the above, which is the LCQG (VN(G), A), where VN(G) is the left
von Neumann algebra of G, A is the unique normal *-homomorphism VN(G) — VN(G)®VN(G)
mapping the translation A\, ¢t € G, to \; ® A, and ¢ and ¢ are the Plancherel weight on VN(G).
The LCQGs that are co-commutative, namely whose L'(G) is commutative, are precisely the
ones of this form. The L?-Hilbert space of both LCQGs is L*(G).

~

The left regular co-representation of G is a unitary W € L*(G)®L>*(G) satisfying A(x) =
W*(1 ® x)W for every x € L>*°(G) and (A ® id)(W) = Wy3Wa3 (using leg numbering). The lelft
regular co-representation of G is W = o(WW*). The set Co(G) := {(id@)(W): & e Ll(G)}”'”
is a weakly dense C*-subalgebra of L>°(G), satisfying A(Cy(G)) € M(Co(G) @min Co(G)). This
allows to define a convolution * on Cy(G)*, which becomes a Banach algebra. Viewing L'(G)

as a subspace of Cy(G)* by restriction, the former is a (closed, two-sided) ideal in the latter.
We define a map \ : LY(G) — Cy(G) by AMw) := (w ® id)(W). It is easily checked that X is a
contractive homomorphism.
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We review the construction of the left-invariant weight » of G. Let Z stand for all “square-
integrable elements of L'(G)”, namely all w € L'(G) such that there is M < oo with |w(z*)| <
M ||A(z)]| for every x € N,,; equivalently, there is £ = £(w) € L*(G) such that w(z*) = (£, A(z))
for every ©+ € N,. Then ¢ is the unique n.s.f. weight on L>=(G) whose GNS construction
(L%(G), A) satisfies A(A(w)) = &(w) for all w € Z and that A(Z) is a *-ultrastrong-norm core
for A.

A fundamental object for G is its antipode S, which is a x-ultrastrongly closed, densely defined,
generally unbounded linear operator on L>°(G). It has the “polar decomposition” S = Ro 7_; s,
where R stands for the unitary antipode and (), for the scaling group. We will not discuss

here the definitions of these maps. The subspace
Ly (G):={we Li(G): (3pec L'(G)Vz € D(5)) p(z) =w(S(z))}

is a dense subalgebra of L!(G). For w € L}(G), let w* be the unique element p € L'(G) such
that p(z) = W(S(x)) for each z € D(S). Then w — w* is an involution on L(G), and A| ;1 (g is
a x-homomorphism. Moreover, L!(G) is an involutive Banach algebra when equipped with the
new norm [Jwl], = max([lw]], Jo*])-

A useful construction is the opposite LCQG G°? [31, Section 4], which has L>(G) := L>(G)
and co-multiplication given by A°? := g o A.

The universal setting of G was defined by Kustermans [29] as follows. Let Cy(G) be the
enveloping C*-algebra of L!(G). The canonical embedding of L1(G) in C(G) is denoted by
Au. By universality, there exists a surjective *x-homomorphism m, : CHG) — Cy(G) satisty-
ing m,(Ay(w)) = A(w) for every w € LL(G). There exists a co-multiplication A, : C2(G) —
M(CH(G) @min C3(G)) satistying (m, ® m,)A, = Am,, inducing a convolution in C(G)*, making
it an involutive Banach algebra. Using the isometry 7 : Co(G)* — C{'(G)*, one can see Cy(G)*
as a subset of C}(G)*, which is a (closed, two-sided) ideal. Furthermore, L' (G) is also a (closed,
two-sided) ideal in C(G)* [5, Proposition 8.3].

The left regular co-representation of G has a universal version. It is a unitary W € M (C§(G)®min
Cu(G)) satisfying (A, @ id)(W) = W13W,3 and (m, ® 7,)(W) = W. Its dual object is W =
o(W*). Letting W := (id®#,)(W) and W := (m,®id)(V7), we have W € M(C¥(G) @min Co(G)),
W € M(Co(G) @min CHG)) and (id ® m)Au(z) = W*(1 ® my(x))W for every = € CXG).
Moreover, representing C{(G) faithfully on a Hilbert space H, and viewing the operator W ¢
M(C(G) @min Co(G)) as an element of B(H, ® L2(G)), we have W € M (C(G) @min K(LA(G))).
Also \y(w) = (w ® id)(W) for every w € LL(G), and the map A" : CX(G)* — M(Cy(G)),
w i (w®id)(W) for w € CY(G)*, is a x-homomorphism.

The universality property of C§(G) implies the existence of the co-unit, which is the unique
«-homomorphism e € Cj(G)?. such that (e®id) oA, = id = (id®e) o A,,. It satisfies (e ®id)(W) =
LT

For a Banach algebra A, the canonical module action of A on its dual A* is denoted by juxta-
position, that is,

(na)(0) = p(ab) and  (ap)(b) = p(ba) — (Yp € A a,b € A).
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This notation will be used for the actions of L>(G), Cy(G) and C(G) on their duals.
The canonical module actions of L' (G) on L>(G) will be denoted by ‘, so we have

w-a=(1d®w)A(a) and ¢ w=(w®id)A(a) (Vw € LY(G),a € L™(G)).

Each of {w-a:w e LY (G),a € Cy(G)} and {a-w:w € LYG),a € Cy(G)} spans a norm dense
subset of Cy(G).

More generally, every 1 € C{(G)* acts on L>*(G) as follows: for a € L*(G), - a and a - 4 are
defined to be the unique elements of L>°(G) satisfying

w(p-a) = (wxp)(a), wla-p)=(pxw)a) (weL(G)).
Note that if yy, uo € C§(G)* and a € L>(G), then

wlpr - (p2 - a)] = (W p1)(p2 - a) = (w* 1 * pg)(a) = w[(p * p2) - al,

thus py - (pe - a) = (p1 * p2) - a. Similarly, (a - py) - pe = a - (g1 * ps).
Lemma 1.3. If a € Cy(G) and p € C§(G)*, then p - a,a - p € Cy(G).

Proof. Fix p € C}(G)*. f w € LY(G) and b € Cy(G), then p- (w-b) = (pxw)-b € Co(G) as
pxw € LYG). By density, i1 - a € Cy(G) for all a € Cy(G). The proof for a - u is similar. O

1.2. Types of LCQGs. Compact quantum groups were introduced by Woronowicz in [56], and
discrete quantum groups by Effros and Ruan [12] and by Van Daele [54]. We will not present
their original definitions, but define them through the Kustermans—Vaes axiomatization. Com-
plete proofs of the equivalence of various characterizations of compact and discrete quantum
groups can be found in [41].

A LCQG G is compact if its left Haar weight ¢ is finite. This is equivalent to Cy(G) being unital.
In this case, we denote C)(G) by C(G). Moreover, the right Haar weight ¢ is also finite, and
assuming, as customary, that both ¢ and ) are states, they are equal.

A LCQG G is discrete if it is the dual of a compact quantum group. This is equivalent to
(L'(G), ) admitting a unit e. In this case, we denote Cy(G), L(G) by ¢4(G), £~(G), respectively,
and have

G Zc— P My and (*G)=*— P My,
a€clrred(G) aclrred(G)
where Irred(G) is the set of equivalence classes of (necessarily finite-dimensional) irreducible
unitary co-representations of G, and for every a € Irred(G), n(a) € N denotes the dimension of
the representation. Particularly, the summand corresponding to the trivial co-representation of
G gives a central minimal projection p in (>°(G), satisfying ap = e(a)p = pa for every a € (=(G).

A LCQG G is called co-amenable (see Bédos and Tuset [2] or Desmedt, Quaegebeur and Vaes
[9], who use a different terminology) if L'(G) admits a bounded approximate identity. This is
equivalent to the Banach algebra (Cy(G)*, ) having a unit [2, Theorem 3.1], which is called the
co-unit of G and denoted by e. It is also equivalent to the surjection m, : C(G) — Cy(G) being
an isomorphism, in which case we simply identify C{'(G) with Cy(G).
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Every locally compact group G is co-amenable as a (commutative) quantum group, while its
co-commutative dual G is co-amenable if and only if G is amenable as a group. Discrete quantum
groups are trivially co-amenable.

1.3. Positive-definite functions over LCQGs. Let G be a LCQG. In [6, 8], Daws and Salmi
introduced four notions of positive definiteness for elements of L>°(G). Here we will need only
two of them, namely (1) and (2) of [8]. Note that we use different notation: @, w* are denoted
by w*,w* in [6, 8].
Definition 1.4. Let G be a LCQG.
(a) A positive-definite function is x € L>(G) satisfying (w* * w)(z*) > 0 for every w € LL(G).
(b) A Fourier-Stieltjes transform of a positive measure is an element z of the form (id ®

1) (VT*) = A%(j1) for some i € CE(G)%. Note that = € M(Cy(G)) in this case.

Theorem 1.5 ([8, Lemma 1 and Theorem 15]). For z € L*>(G), we have (b) = (a), and the
converse holds when G is co-amenable.

For co-amenable G, we will therefore just use the adjective “positive definite” for these ele-
ments.

Remark 1.6. Let G be a co-amenable LCQG with co-unit ¢ € Cy(G)*. Write ¢ also for its strictly
continuous extension to M (Cy(G)). If x € L>(G) is positive definite, then ||z| = €(x), for writing

A

r = (id ® o) (W*) with i € C§(G)?%, we have
2] > e(z) = e((id @ p) (W) = fi((e @ id)(W)) = (1) = [[a]| = [|=|]
(see [1, Corollary 2.2] and [2, Theorem 3.1]).

2. SQUARE-INTEGRABLE POSITIVE-DEFINITE FUNCTIONS OVER LOCALLY COMPACT QUANTUM
GROUPS

This section is dedicated to proving a generalization of Godement’s theorem on square-integrable
positive-definite functions. It can be established directly along the lines of [ 10, Section 13.8], but
we feel that it is more correct to do it through the generalization of this result to left Hilbert al-
gebras given by Phillips [39]. We start with some background. Let A be a full (that is, achieved)
left Hilbert algebra [44, 46] and H be the completion of .A. We denote by () (resp. 7'(£)) the
operator corresponding to a left-bounded (resp. right-bounded) vector ¢ € K.

Definition 2.1 (Perdrizet [38], Haagerup [19]). Let P* := {n € 3 : (,&*¢) > 0 for every ¢ € A}.
This set is evidently a cone in K.

Remark 2.2. Letn € 3. [46, Theorem VI.1.26 (ii)] implies that n € P’ if and only if (n, 7(£)*¢) >
0 for every left-bounded vector ¢ € K.

Definition 2.3 ([39]). Let n € P".
(a) Say that 7 is integrable if sup {(n, ) : £ is a selfadjoint idempotent in A} < co.
(b) Say that ¢ € P’ is a square root of n if (¢,7) = (n(£)(, ) for every € € A.
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We denote the set of all integrable elements of P’ by P,

nt*

Theorem 2.4 ([39, Theorem 1.10]). Let € P’. Then n is integrable if and only if it has a square
root ( € P’. Ifn € A, then also ¢ € A’, and (¢ = .

Moreover, the span of P’

1

. can be endowed with a natural norm making it isometrically iso-
morphic to a dense subspace of the predual of the (left) von Neumann algebra R,(.A) of A [39,
Theorem 2.9]. In particular, n € P},
Ri(A)..

Let G be a LCQG, and set J :=Z N LLY(G).

with square root ¢ € P’ induces the element w|g,(4) of

Lemma 2.5. Let z,y € L°°(G). If (w} * wq)*(y) = (Wi * W) (z) for every wy,wy € J, then y € D(S)
and S(y) = x.

Proof. The assertion follows by repeating the argument of [8, proof of Lemma 5] with L!(G)
being replaced by 7. This is possible as Z, and hence .7, are invariant under the scaling group
adjoint (7)., and J, J* are norm dense in L'(G) [31, Lemma 2.5 and its proof]. O

We need a slight strengthening of [8, Theorem 6] and part of [31, Proposition 2.6].

Lemma 2.6. The set {w; * wy : wy,wy € J} is total in (LL(G), ||-||,). Thus the subspace J N J* is
dense in (L(G), ||"[l.)-

Proof. Since 7 is a left ideal [55, Lemma 4.8], {w} *wy : wy,ws € J} is contained in J N J*.
Adapting the argument of [8, proof of Theorem 6], if {w} * wy : wy,ws € J} were not total in
(LY(G),]|]],), then there would be z,y € L>°(G) such that

0 = (Wi *w2)(w) + (Wi * w2)*(y),

that is, (W} * wy)*(y) = (W} * W) (—a*), for every wy,wy € J. Lemma 2.5 gives that y € D(S) and
S(y) = —x*, and hence the element of (L!(G), ||-||,)* corresponding to (x,7) is zero. O

Considering the full left Hilbert algebra A, associated with the left-invariant weight ¢ of G,
we let 73; stand for the corresponding cone.

Lemma 2.7. Let x € L>*(G). If x € N, then z is a positive-definite function if and only if
Ax) € 733.
Proof. By definition, = is positive definite if and only if (w* * w)(z*) > 0 for every w € LL(G).
From Lemma 2.6, it suffices to check this for w € J. But if w € 7, then also w* * w € J and for
7 := Mw) we have y*y = \(w* *w) and

(" * w)(2") = (A" *w)), A2)) = (5°A(9), A(x)).

By Remark 2.2, A(x) € P} if and only if (A(z), 7*A(9)) > 0 for every € N,. Using [31, Lemma
2.5], that is equivalent to (A(z), 5*A(j)) > 0 for every § € A(J). This completes the proof. [

Proposition 2.8. Let G be a co-amenable LCQG. There exists a contractive approximate identity for

(L:(G), I [l) in T T
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Proof. By [8, Theorem 131, (L!(G), ||-||,) has a contractive approximate identity. Combining this
with Lemma 2.6, the assertion is proved. O

The following result generalizes [39, Theorem 1.6], saying that if GG is a locally compact group
and f € L*(G) is positive definite and essentially bounded on a neighborhood of the identity,
then it belongs to A(G).

Corollary 2.9. Let G be a co-amenable LCQG. If © € N, and z is positive definite, then A(x) is
integrable with respect to A (see Definition 2.3).

Proof. Let (¢;) be a contractive approximate identity for (L!(G), ||-||,) in J N J*. Then letting
& = A(\(g)), we get a net (¢;) in the left Hilbert algebra A;. Since x € N, we have for every i,

(M), &) = (@), A * €))) = (A * ), Ax)) = (6] * &) (27),

and so (A(z),€%,) < ||| lle|| lz]| < ||z||. Since A(z) € 73';3 by Lemma 2.7 and (A(¢;)) converges
strongly to 1 (for L!(G) is dense in L'(G)), [39, Proposition 1.5] applies, and yields that A(z) is
integrable with respect to A,. O

We now prove the main result of this section, generalizing a theorem of Godement [17,
Théoréme 17].

Theorem 2.10. Let G be a co-amenable LCQG. If x € N, and x is positive definite, then A(z) has
a square root in 73';3 (Definition 2.3); equivalently, there exists ( € PE such that x = X(djg). If,
additionally, A(x) € A}, then also ¢ € Aj, in which case A(z) = #'(¢)¢. That is, if w € N, is
positive and JA(w) € A(N,,), then the (positive) square root of w also belongs to N.

Proof. The first part of the first assertion, as well as the second assertion, follow from Theorem
2.4 by using Corollary 2.9. For the part after “equivalently”, A(x) having a square root in 73;
means, by definition, that there exists { € Pg such that (A(7), A(z)) = &c(y) for every § €
NN J\/';f, thus for every y € N, [46, Theorem VI.1.26 (ii)]. In particular, for every w € Z,

w(a®) = (AAW)), A)) = c(Aw)) = wl(id @ &) (W)].

The density of Z in L'(G) entails that z = (id ® &) (W)* = (id ® &¢)(W*) = A(&¢). The converse
is proved similarly.

For the last sentence, note that 77';3 NA; = {JA(w) : @ € Ny and w > 0} (see, e.g., the right
version of [38, Proposition 2.5]). If an element there is in A(N,,), then its square root in PE has
the form JA(%) for 2 € N, with 2 > 0, and the equality JA(w) = JA(2?) implies that & = 2. [

Remark 2.11. In the situation of Theorem 2.10 we have ||z|| = ||&¢|| = ||¢||* by Remark 1.6.

3. CONVOLUTION IN LP(G)

This section contains the preliminaries on non-commutative L?-spaces of LCQGs needed in the
next section. The theory of non-commutative L”-spaces of von Neumann algebras was developed
in three approaches, which turned out to be equivalent: the “abstract” one by Haagerup [20],
the “spatial” one by Connes and Hilsum [21], and the one using interpolation theory, whose
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final form is by Izumi [23] (see also Terp [48, 49]). Here we rely on the work of Caspers [4],
who introduced and studied non-commutative L”-spaces of LCQGs based on Izumi’s approach
with interpolation parameter v = —1. This has two clear virtues. The first, which is intrinsic in
interpolation theory, is the fact that all non-commutative LP-spaces are realized, as vector spaces,

as subspaces of a larger space, allowing the consideration of intersections of them. Caspers

1
—35

second is simplicity: the statement (but not proofs!) of the construction’s basic ingredients does

proved that when o = some of these intersections take a particularly natural form. The
not require modular theory.

We bring now a succinct account of the theory. A pair of Banach spaces (Ag, A;) is called
compatible in the sense of interpolation theory (see Bergh and Lofstrom [3, Section 2.3]) if they
are continuously embedded in a Hausdorff topological vector space. For 0 < 6 < 1, the Calderén
complex interpolation method [3, Chapter 4] gives the interpolation Banach space Cy(Ag, A;). As
a vector space it satisfies Ag N A; C Cy(Ap, A1) C Ay + Ay, and these inclusions are contractive
when Ay N A, and Ay + A, are given the norms ||a| 4 -4, := max(||al| , ,[lall4,), @ € AgN Ay, and
lall 4y sa, == inf {{Jaoll o, + llarll, : a0 € Ao, a1 € A1,a = ag+ ay}, a € Ag+ A;. Moreover, AyN 4,
is dense in Cy(Ag, A1) [3, Theorem 4.2.2]. The functor Cy is an exact interpolation functor of
exponent 6 in the following sense. Given another compatible pair (B, B;), two bounded maps
T, : Ay, — B;, i = 0,1, are called compatible if they agree on Ay N A;. Then the induced
linear map 7' : Ay + A1 — By + B satisfies T'Cy(Ap, A1) C Cy(By, B1), and the restriction
T : Cy(Ag, A1) — Cy(By, By) has norm at most || Tp||' % || 71]|°.

Let M be a von Neumann algebra, and let ¢ be an n.s.f. weight on M. Define

L={zeN,: (3,0 M\VyeN,) ,oy") =y},

R:={zeN;:(Tp. € MVy € N,) @a.(y) = o(ay)}.

The spaces L, R are precisely L(_1/9), L(1/2) in Izumi’s notation [4, Proposition 2.14]. Endow L, R
with norms by putting ||, = max(al,, , I ¢ll,.) for = € L and [lall, := max(lzll;  lpallor.)
for z € R. Define linear mappings I : L — M,, [*: L — M,r' : R — M, and r>* : R — M by
I'(z) := ,p and [*(x) := x for x € L, and similarly r'(z) := ¢, and r>*(z) := z for x € R. These
maps are contractive and injective. Furthermore, the adjoints (I')* : M — L*, (I*°)* : M, — L*,
(r')* : M — R* and (r>)* : M, — R* are also injective (in the second and the fourth we
restricted the usual adjoint from M* to M,). By [23, Theorem 2.5], the diagram on the left-hand
side is commutative:

M M
N N
* P

L& LP(M )y — R*

L R
X %")* \ A
M.

M,

3.1
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In addition, by [23, Corollary 2.13],
((rh) o 1®)(L) = ()" (M) N (r)* (M.) = ((r*)* o I')(L), (3.2)

allowing to regard L as the “intersection of M and M, in R*”.

Viewing M, M, as embedded, as vector spaces, in R* via (r')*, (r>)*, the pair (M, M,) is thus
compatible. For 1 < p < oo, we define (LP(M )i, [|-||,) to be the interpolation Banach space
Cp(M, M,). As above, we have (r!')*(M) N (r)*(M,) € LP(Mere € (r')*(M) + (r>=)*(M,)
(all inside R*) with contractive inclusions and (r')*(M) N (r>*)*(M.) is dense in (L? (M )i, ||-|],)-
From (3.2) we get a contractive injection [ : L — LP(M ) with dense range, and the diagram
on the right-hand side of (3.1) is commutative.

Denote by (3, A) the GNS construction for (M, ¢). The map I*(z) — A(z), x € L, extends to a
unitary U, from L?(M )y to H, allowing us to identify these spaces. We have the useful identity
(U, y) ge g = (& A(y"))q for all € € H and y € R [4, Propositions 2.21, 2.22].

In the sequel we put L°°(M )y := M and L'(M ), := M,, and view M, M, and K as linear
subspaces of R* by eliminating the usage of (r!)*, (r*°)* and U;.

Define Z := {w € M, : (I(w) e HVz € N,) w(z*) = ({(w),A(z))}, and note that this is pre-
cisely Z defined for L>°(G) in the Preliminaries. By [4, Theorem 3.3], we have Z = H N M, in
R*, with w € 7 being equal to £(w). Moreover, the pair (H, M,) is evidently also compatible.
It is proved in [4, Theorem 3.7] using the reiteration theorem that for 1 < p < 2, we have
C2_ (K, M,) = LP(M), in the simplest sense that they are equal as vector subspaces of R* and
have the same norm.

Definition 3.1. Let G be a LCQG. For 1 < p < oo, we define LP(G) to be LP(L®(G))etts
calculated with respect to the left Haar weight . We identify L?(G),. with LP(G) for p = 1, 2, oo.

The following generalization of [4, Theorem 6.4 (i)-(iii)] is proved in the same way, with
obvious modifications. For completeness, we give full details. Handling the last part of the the-
orem, relating convolutions and the Fourier transform on non-commutative LP-spaces, requires
too much background, and is not needed in this paper. It is thus left to the reader. A special case
of this construction was developed by Forrest, Lee and Samei [16, Subsection 6.2].

Theorem 3.2. Let G be a LCQG, i € CJ(G)* and 1 < p < 2. Consider the maps px' € B(L'(G)),
LYG) > w — p*w, and px* := \*(u) € B(L*(G)). Then these maps are compatible, and the
resulting induced operator px? € B(LP(G) ) satisfies ||uxP|| < ||pl-

Proof Fixw € Z. For & € Z, write y := A(w) € Co(G) NN, and calculate
(xw)(y) = (n®w) (WL ®y )W) = (1®w)(W (I (idew)(W)W)
= (1@ W) (Wi,WyuWis) = (1 ®w® o)(Wi3Was)
=0 [(p®id)(W) - (weid)(W)] = o [(A\* (1) Mw))*]
= (A (AW)), Ay)) = (A" (WANW)), Ay))-

As \(Z) is a core for A, we deduce that i xw € Z and &(y *w) A" (p)€(w) (aslight generalization

of [55, Lemma 4.8]). This means precisely that u*! and p*? are compatible.
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Since C: _,(L*(G), L'(G)) = LP(G) and since Cp is an exact interpolation functor of expo-
nent #, we have the existence of u*?, and

||Iu*p|| S Hu*lul—(@/p)—l) HM*QHQ/I’)—I S ||/.L||1_((2/p)_1) ||M||(2/p)—1 _ ||/.L|| ) 0

Remark 3.3. For p > 2 it may be generally impossible to give a proper meaning to y *” w when
n e CS(G)* and w € LP(G)loft.

3.1. Duality. For 1 < p,q < oo with % + % = 1, Izumi, generalizing the classical duality of
LP-spaces, proved that L7(G);, = L(G).f; via a natural sesquilinear form (-|-), over LP(G ) x
LY(G)egs ([24, Theorem 6.1]; as usual, we are taking o = —% throughout). For x,y € L, we have
(P(@)1%(y)), = «(y*) = p(y*z) [24, Theorem 2.5].

fl<p<2wel=L(G)NL*G)andy € L, then (w|l’(y)), = w(y*). Indeed, endow
7 with the natural norm |[jw(|; := max(|[w||;1 ), [[€(W)|[;2@)), w € Z. The embedding L — Z,
L >z — ¢, is contractive with dense range [4, Proposition 3.4]. If (z,,) is a sequence in L such
that , ¢ — winZ, then I?(z,,) — w in LP(G)iets, and so (w|l9(y)), < (P(za)|l9(y)), = 2. 0(y*) —
w(y").

4. COMPARISON OF TOPOLOGIES ON THE UNIT SPHERE OF C§(G)*

In this section we generalize the main results of Granirer and Leinert [18], and in particular
obtain a result (Theorem 4.8) about positive-definite functions over LCQGs extending [40, 57].

Definition 4.1. Let G be a LCQG. We define several topologies on C(G)* as follows.

(a) The strict topology is the one induced by the semi-norms p — |lw * u| L(G) and pu —
e wll 11> w € LHG).

(b) For p € [1,2], the p-strict topology is the one induced by the semi-norms y — ||p+” wl| ,
w € LP(G)efs-

(c) For p € [1,2], anet (ug) in Cy(G)* converges to . € Cy(G)* in the weak p-strict topology
if g *P w — p *P w in the w-topology o (LP (G ), LP(G)1y) for every w € LP(G)jeft.-

(d) Anet (ug) in C(G)* converges to p € C3(G)* in 7+ if 115 N pand |||l — ||l

(e) Anet (ug) in C}(G)* converges to p € CJ(G)* in Ty if 115 “% yiand (up) is bounded.

We now generalize [18, Theorem A], answering affirmatively a question raised by Hu, Neufang
and Ruan [22, p. 140].

Theorem 4.2. Let G be a LCQG. On C§(G)*, the strict topology is weaker than 7,,,+.

Lemma 4.3. Let A be a C*-algebra and (e,) be an approximate identity for A. Let (uz) be a net
in A* and . € A* be such that ug % 1 and l\psll — ||wll. Then for every ¢ > O there are o, fy
such that ||eq, s — |l < € (resp., ||psea, — 1sl| < €) for every 5 > By and ||eqop — ]| < € (resp.,
e = preag || <€)

Proof. If M is a von Neumann algebra (e.g., A**), recall that the “absolute value” of v € M, can
be defined in two ways, as the unique |v| € M} with |||v||| = |v| satisfying either |v(z)|* <
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V|| - |v] (z*z) or |v(x)]* < ||v|| - |v| (xz*) for all z € M. We will use the first way to establish half
of the lemma’s assertion, the other half being established similarly using the second way:.
For every v € A* and a € A we have, writing 1 for 1,,.4),

(v —ear)(@)]” = |v (a (L — ea)|"
< WA = eq) a”a (1 = €q)]
< @il lall* ] (2 = ea)?) < Wl all” |v] (L — ea).

Hence ||v —eqv||> < |lv|||v| (1 — e.). Since (e,) is an approximate identity for A, we have
lv| (1 — e,) — 0 by strict continuity. Let o be such that ||| || (1 — eq,) < €2 Since pg 2, i
and ||us|| — ||/, we have |ug| R |1 (see Effros [11, Lemma 3.5] or [45, Proposition I11.4.11]).

Therefore,

2
15 = Caamisll” < llpsll Iusl (1 = €ay) 2> il Il (1 = €aq) <&,

so we can choose [, as asserted. O

Lemma 4.4. Let a,b € C(G). The map (C§(G)*, Tp+) — (C§(G)*, strict topology) given by . +—
apb is continuous.

Proof. Let (up) be a bounded net in C§(G)* and p € C{(G)* be such that ug AN 1. Representing
C¥(G) faithfully on a Hilbert space J,, we view the operator W € M (C(G) @min Co(G)) as an
element of B(H, ® L*(G)). Recall [29, Proposition 8.3 and its proof] that for every v € C¥(G)*

and w € Cy(G)*, the functional v x w € C(G)* corresponds to the element of C,(G)* given by
Co(G)oz— (reow) (W (lez)W),
which makes sense because W*(1 ® 2)W € M (C§(G) @min Co(G)).

Fix w € L(G), write w = w, for ¢,n € L*(G) (this is possible as L*>°(G) is in standard form
on L*(G)), and let e¢, ¢, € K(L?*(G)) be the projections of L*(G) onto C¢, Cn, respectively. Then
for v € C{(G)*, the functional (avb) * w corresponds to

Co(G) 22— (rQuwe ) (@ 1)W1 ®2)W(e®1))

= (V@ we) (0@ e)) W (Il ©2)W(a®eg)).
Since W € M(CH(G) ®min K(L*(G))), both W(a ® ¢;) and (b ® e,)W* belong to C}(G) Qmin
K(L*(G)). As a result, approximating them in norm by elements of the corresponding algebraic
tensor product, we see that (uz) being bounded and the fact that pg S w imply that (apgb) *
o Iy (aub) * w. By using the universal version of the unitary antipode R, : C}'(G) — CJ(G) and
its properties [29, Proposition 7.2], we conclude that also w * (a/sb) L. (aub). O
Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let (up) be a net in Cj(G)* and p € C§(G)* be such that s LA i, and
let w € L'(G) and ¢ > 0. Fix an approximate identity (e,) for C3(G). By invoking Lemma 4.3
twice, we find a4, as, 51 such that |le,, pseq, — pgl| < € for every 8 > 5y and |leq, eq, — pf < €.
From Lemma 4.4, there is (3, such that

H(emﬂﬁeaz) * W — (ay feay) * W], [lw * (6041/%6042) — W (eay flea,)|| < €
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for every 3 > (3,. We conclude that the strict topology is weaker than 7,,,,:. OJ

We now generalize most of [18, Theorem D] for 1 < p < 2.

Corollary 4.5. Let 1 < p < 2. On C}(G)*, the p-strict topology is weaker than t,,~, and on
bounded sets, the w*-topology is weaker than the weak p-strict topology.

Proof. Let (ug) be a net in C3(G)* and p € CJ(G)*. We use Theorem 3.2 and its notation.
Suppose that pz AN p. Letw € ZTand € := ¢(w) (sow = £ in R*). By Theorem 4.2, (pg—pu)*'w —
0 in L'(G). Moreover, (ug — u) x> & = \*(ug — p)€ — 0 in L*(G) (see Theorem 4.6, (g) = (b)
below). Since the canonical embedding (Z, [|-[|;) < (L”(G)u, [|-][,) is contractive, we infer that
(1 — p) *” w — 0in LP(G)uete. That embedding has dense range and (45 — 11)+”) 4 is bounded in
B(LP(G)eft); hence (ug — p) #” w — 0 for all w € LP(G )ty

For the second statement, suppose that (1) is bounded and that ps — p in the weak p-strict
topology. We claim that (ug — p) * w — 0 in the w*-topology for every w € L'(G). Assume
for the moment that p > 1 and let ¢ € [2,00) be the conjugate of p. Letw € Z and y € L. If
(np — p) *P w — 0 weakly, then by Subsection 3.1, we have

(s — 1) *w)(y") = ((ns — p) *" w|l’(y)), — 0. (4.1)

Denoting by 7, the Tomita algebra of ¢, the set {ab : a,b € 7} is contained in L by [23, Propo-
sition 2.3]. As ¢|c,(c), is a C*-algebraic KMS weight on Cy(G) whose modular automorphism
group is the restriction of that of ¢ to Cy(G) [31, Proposition 1.6 and its proof], 7, N Cy(G) is
norm dense in Cy(G). Hence L N Cy(G) is norm dense in Cy(G), and 7, (L N Cy(G)) is norm
dense in C§(G). Consequently, (4.1) implies that as elements of C'(G)*, (ug — pu) * w — 0
pointwise on a norm dense subset of Cjj(G), which, by the boundedness of (15), implies that
(ug — p) * w — 0 in the w*-topology. By density of Z in L'(G) and boundedness again, this
holds for every w € L'(G), as claimed. In the case that p = 1 we have the same result, since the
assumption that (us — p) * w — 0 in the w-topology o(L'(G), L=(G)) is formally stronger.

Since {(id ® w)(W*(1 ® b)W) : w € L}(G),b € Cy(G)} is dense in Cy(G) and (u4) is bounded,
we infer from the claim that ;153 — p in the w*-topology. O

Let G be a locally compact group. If (gs) is a bounded net in B(G) and g € B(G), then gs — ¢
uniformly on the compact subsets of G if and only if fgs — fg in the Cy(G) norm for every
f € Cy(G). Indeed, one direction is trivial, and for the other, notice that (gz) is bounded in
Cy(G) since |||, ) < [l p(c)- Hence, the following result generalizes [18, Theorem B,].

Theorem 4.6. Let G be a LCQG and let S denote the unit sphere of C'(G)*. If (ug) is a net in S
and i € S, then the following are equivalent:
(a) pug — p in the w*-topology;
(b) A"(11g) — A"() in the strict topology on M(Cy(G));
(@ pg-a—p-aand a-pg — a-pin Co(G) for every a € Cy(G) (see Lemma 1.3);
(d psg-a— p-aand a- pg — a- pin the w*-topology o(L>*(G), L*(G)) for every a € L>=(G),
that is: jg+w — p*w and w * g — w * p in the w-topology o(L'(G), L>(G)) for every
we LYG);
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(€ (us*w)a— (u*w)aand a(pg * w) — a(p*w) in LY(G) for every a € Cy(G), w € LY(G);

) (psg*w)a — (pxw)aand a(ps *w) — a(p*w) in the w-topology o(L*(G), L=(G)) for every
a € Cy(G), we LYG);

(g) pp — p in the strict topology;

(h) for some 1 < p <2, ug — p in the p-strict topology;

() for some 1 < p <2, ug — u in the weak p-strict topology.

Proof. From Theorem 4.2 and Corollary 4.5, conditions (a), (d), (g), (h) and (i) are equivalent.
It is clear that (g) = (e) = (D).

(g) = (b): since \" is a homomorphism, we have \"(ug)A\(w) — A" () A(w) and A(w) A" (ug) —
Aw)A% () for every w € LY(G). As {\(w) : w € L*(G)} is norm dense in Cy(G) and (A\"(y5)) is

~

bounded, we conclude that A" (;3) — A"(p) in the strict topology on M (Cy(G)).

(b) = (a): since \"(p3) — A"(p) in the strict topology on M (Cy(G)) and (A"(uz)) is bounded,
this convergence holds in the ultraweak topology as well. So for all & € L'(G), we have

(g = p)((id © @) (W) = @(A"(ng — p)) = 0.

As {(id ® @)(W) : & € LY(G)} is dense in C(G) and (ug) is bounded, we infer that y3 — y in
the w*-topology.

(g) = (c): we may assume that a = w - b for some w € L'(G) and b € Cy(G), because the set
of these elements spans a dense subset of C,(G). Hence

(g —p) - a= (g —p) - (w-b) = ((up — p) *w) - b — 0,

and similarly a - (g — p) — 0.
The proofs of (c) = (a) and (f) = (a) are left to the reader (see the proof of Corollary 4.5,
and use that Cy(G)? = Cy(G)). O

Remark 4.7. In view of Theorem 4.6, the following is noteworthy. Let G be a compact quantum
group. Generalizing a classical result about discrete groups, Kyed [32, Theorem 3.1] proved that
the discrete dual G has property (T) if and only if every net of states of C"(G), converging in the
w*-topology to the co-unit, converges in norm.

A classical result [40, 57] says that if GG is a locally compact group, then on the set of positive-
definite functions of L>(G)-norm 1, the w*-topology ¢(L>*(G), L'(G)) and the topology of uni-
form convergence on compact subsets coincide. The following generalizes this to LCQGs.

Theorem 4.8. Assume that G is a co-amenable LCQG. On the subset S of M (Cy(G)) consisting of
all positive-definite elements of norm 1, the strict topology induced by Cy(G) coincides with the weak
and the strong operator topologies on L*(G).

Proof By co-amenability, the map /i — A"(ji) is an isometric isomorphism between the unit
sphere of C’(‘)l((f})’jr and S (Theorem 1.5 and Remark 1.6). Now apply Theorem 4.6, (a) < (b),
to G in place of G, and notice that for a bounded net in C*(G)*, w*-convergence is equivalent to
convergence in the weak operator topology of its image under \". Moreover, on bounded sets,

the strict topology on M (Cy(G)) is finer than the strong operator topology. O
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Remark 4.9. Attempting to prove Theorem 4.8 by generalizing the proof of [10, Theorem 13.5.2]
yielded only partially successful: we were able to establish that on .S, the weak operator topology
coincides with the topology on M (Cy(G)) in which a net (x3) converges to x if and only if
yrgz — yxz for every y, z € Cy(G). This topology evidently coincides with the strict one when
G is commutative, but not generally.

However, it is worth mentioning that taking this approach, one encounters a straightforward
generalization of a very useful inequality, namely that if ¢ is a (continuous) positive definite
function on a locally compact group G, then |¢(s) — o(t)|> < 2p(e)(@(e) — Rep(s™'t)) for every
s,t € G [10, Proposition 13.4.7]. As ¢(s™') = ¢(s), that is equivalent to |p(st) — p(t)]* <
2p(e)(p(e) —Rep(s)) for every s,t € G. If G is a co-amenable LCQG and y is positive definite over
G, write y = (id®j1) (W) for a suitable ji € C3(G)*. Now A(y)—1®y = (idid@ji) (W, (W, —1)),
and as id ® id ® [ is a completely positive map of cb-norm ||ji| = |ly||, the Kadison—-Schwarz
inequality implies that

[Aly) =L@y [Aly) — L@y < |yl (d@id @ 2) (Wi — 1) W5 W55 (Wi — 1))
= [lyll (id @id @ ) (21 — W5 — W) (4.2)
= Iyl [yl 1 = (" +y)] @ 1.

5. A CHARACTERIZATION OF CO-AMENABILITY OF THE DUAL

Related to the notion of a positive-definite function is the notion of a (generally unbounded)
positive-definite measure ([17], [10, Section 13.7]). The purpose of this section is to generalize
a classical result of Godement connecting amenability to positive definiteness ([10, Proposition
18.3.6], originally [17, pp. 76-77], see also Valette [53]).

Definition 5.1. An element i € Cy(G)* is called a bounded positive-definite measure on G if \(u)

A

is positive in M (Cy(G)).

Theorem 5.2. Let G be a co-amenable LCQG. The following conditions are equivalent:

(a) G is co-amenable;

(b) every positive-definite function on G is the strict limit in M(Cy(G)) of a bounded net of
positive-definite functions in A\(L'(G),) N N,,;

(c) every positive-definite function on G is the strict limit in M(Cy(G)) of a bounded net of
positive-definite functions in \(L'(G),.);

(d) wu(z*) > 0 for every bounded positive-definite measure p on G and every positive-definite
function x on G;

(€) u(Larcye))) = 0 for every bounded positive-definite measure 1. on G.

Lemma 5.3. Let G be a co-amenable LCQG. Then the cone () := 5\(6’0(@)1) is ultraweakly closed
in L>(G).

Proof By the Krein—Smulian theorem, it suffices to prove that ();, the intersection of () with the
closed unit ball of L>°(G), is ultraweakly closed. Let (z,) be a net in (); converging ultraweakly
to some = € L®(G). Write 2, = A(jla), fla € Co(G)*%, for every a. By Remark 1.6, (ji,) is
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bounded by one, and so it has a subnet converging in the w*-topology to some /i € CO(G)*+.
Hence z = \"(ji) € Q;. O

Proof of Theorem 5.2. (a) = (b): every positive-definite function has the form A(7) for some
ve C’(‘)‘(((A})’jr = C’o((f{})’jr by co-amenability of G (Theorem 1.5). Now 7 is the w*-limit of a bounded
net (&s) in L'(G),. Since each element of L'(G), can be approximated in norm by elements of
f+ of the same norm [55, Lemma 4.7], we may assume that w; € 7, and hence 5\(@/3) e N, for
every (3. From Theorem 4.6 applied to G, we infer that A\(&z) — A(9) strictly in M (Cy(G)).

(b) = (c): clear.

(c) = (d): let i be a bounded positive-definite measure on G. For every w € Ll(G)+,

I(A@)) = (@) (W) = &(A(u)7) > 0.

If z is a positive-definite function on G and (&) is a net in L' (G). such that (&) — « strictly in

M(Cy(G)), then Ti(A(&s)) — 7i(z) = p(z*). Hence pu(x*), or equivalently j(z*), is non-negative.

(d) = (e): trivial, as 1 := 1y cy(c) = 5\“(€) is positive definite.

(e) = (a): as \" is injective, we should establish that 1 belongs to ). By Lemma 5.3,
@ is an ultraweakly closed cone, so it is enough to show that 1 belongs to the bipolar of Q).
Here we are using the version of the bipolar theorem in which the pre-polar of () is given by
Q. = {wel'G): (Vre®) 0<Rew(r)}, and its polar is defined similarly. Note that Q is
invariant under the scaling group, as 7,(\(f1)) = A(fi o 7,) for every i € Cy(G)*, t € R [30,
Propositions 8.23 and 8.25]. Consequently,

V= Qo N D((1)=ij2)

is norm dense in (), by a standard smearing argument (e.g., see [30, proof of Proposition 5.26]).
So picking wy € V, we should show that 0 < Rewy(1). For every & € Cy(G)* we have

0 < Rewo(A(?)) = Rewy(A(D)) = Re(@y ® #)(W) = Re (A(wp)).
Thus 0 < A\(@p) + A(@p)* = A(@g + wo*), that is: Wy + wo*, as an element of L'(G) < Cy(G)*, is a
bounded positive-definite measure. By assumption, 0 < (wg+wo*)(1) = (@Wo+wo)(1) = 2 Rewp(1)

as 1 € D(S) and S(1) = 1. In conclusion, 1 belongs to the bipolar of Q. O

6. THE SEPARATION PROPERTY

6.1. Preliminaries.

Definition 6.1 (Lau and Losert [34], Kaniuth and Lau [26]). Let G be a locally compact group
and H be a closed subgroup of G. We say that GG has the H-separation property if for every
g € G\ H there exists a positive-definite function ¢ on G with ¢|y = 1 but ¢(g) # 1.

It was first observed in [34] that G has the H-separation property if H is either normal, com-
pact or open. Generalizing a result of Forrest [15], it was proved that G has the H-separation
property provided that G has small H-invariant neighborhoods [26, Proposition 2.2]. The prop-
erty was subsequently explored further in several papers, including [27, 28]. It is somewhat
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related to another property connecting positive-definite functions and closed subgroups, namely
the extension property.

In this section we introduce the separation property for LCQGs and obtain a first result about
it. To this end, we continue with some background on closed quantum subgroups of LCQGs.
To simplify the notation a little, throughout this section we will use 7 for the surjection 7, :
CH(G) — Cy(G), G being a LCQG.

Definition 6.2 (Meyer, Roy and Woronowicz [36]). Let G,H be LCQGs. A strong quantum
homomorphism from H to G is a nondegenerate x-homomorphism ¢ : C§(G) — M (C{(H)) such
that (¢ ® ) o Al = A}, 0 .

Every such ¢ has a dual object [36, Proposition 3.9 and Theorem 4.8], which is the (unique)
strong quantum homomorphism & from G to H that satisfies

(@ ®id)(Wg) = (id @ &) (W) (6.1)

(here and in the sequel we use the left version of this theory, in contrast to [7, 36], which use
the right one). As customary, we will write ® also for its unique extension to a x-homomorphism
M(CH(G)) = M(Cg(H)).

Definition 6.3 (Daws, Kasprzak, Skalski and Sottan [7, Definitions 3.1, 3.2 and Theorems 3.3,
3.6]). Let G, H be LCQGs.

(a) We say that H is a closed quantum subgroup of G in the sense of Vaes if there exists a
faithful normal *-homomorphism « : L>*(H) — L>(G) such that (y ® 7) 0 Ay = Ag 0.
(b) We say that H is a closed quantum subgroup of G in the sense of Woronowicz if there exists

a strong quantum homomorphism ¢ from H to G such that ®(C}(G)) = C§(H).

A fundamental result [7, Theorem 3.5] is that if H is a closed quantum subgroup of G in the
sense of Vaes, then it is also a closed quantum subgroup of G in the sense of Woronowicz. In
this case, the maps v and ¢ are related by the identity 7|, g o 75 = 7g © &. The converse is true
if G is either commutative, co-commutative or discrete, or if H is compact [7, Sections 4-6].

6.2. The separation property for LCQGs.

Definition 6.4. Let G be a LCQG and H be a closed quantum subgroup of G in the sense of
Woronowicz via a strong quantum homomorphism ¢ : C3(G) — C{(H). We say that G has the
H-separation property if whenever u € C#(G)% is a state such that (u®id)(W¢) ¢ &(M(CE(H))),

A

there is w € C(G)7 so that ¢((id ® w)(Wg)) = Ly cpmy but p((id @ w)(We)) # 1.

If G (thus H) is commutative, this definition reduces to the classical one. Generally, for w €
C3(G)%, note that ®((id®w)(Wg)) = (id®(@o®))(Wy) by (6.1) and (id®@ég) (W) = Ly e,
hence the equality ((id ® ©)(W¢)) = L) is equivalent to w o P = éy.

Theorem 6.5. Let G be a LCQG and H a compact quantum subgroup of G. Let p be the central

minimal projection in (> (H) with ap = éy(a)p = pa for every a € ¢*°(H), and assume that the
following condition holds:

for every 2 € M(Cy(G)), if Ag(2)(7(p) ® 1) = (p) ® 2 then 2 € Im . (6.2)
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Then G has the H-separation property.

It will be clear from the proof of Theorem 6.5 that a condition weaker than (6.2) is enough.
However, (6.2) is often easier to check.

Before proving the theorem, observe that each # € Im~ indeed satisfies Ag(2)(y(p) ® 1) =
v(p) ® 2 (see Van Daele [54, Proposition 3.1]). Also, if 2 € L>(G) satisfies this identity, then
taking & € L'(G) with &(y(p)) = 1, we get (v(p)& ® id)Ag(2) = 2, so in the terminology
of [42], we have 2 € LUC(G), thus 2 € M(Cy(G)) [42, Theorem 2.4]. Furthermore, if G is
commutative or co-commutative, then (6.2) holds automatically by [7, Sections 4, 5]; we prove
the former case below, and the second one, in which G = G for some locally compact group G
and H = 5/71 for an open normal subgroup A of G, is a simple observation. At the moment it
is unclear whether (6.2) always holds, but we will show in Subsection 6.3 that it holds in an
abundance of examples in which closed quantum subgroups appear naturally, namely via the
bicrossed product construction, and in Subsection 6.4 that it holds for T as a closed quantum

subgroup of quantum F(2).
Proposition 6.6. Condition (6.2) holds when G is commutative.

Proof. Let GG be a locally compact group and H a compact subgroup of G. The embedding
v : VN(H) — M(C}(G)) € VN(G) is the natural one, mapping A\, € VN(H), h € H, to )\,
in VN(G). Also v(p) = [,; A dh. Replacing # by its adjoint in (6.2), suppose that z € VN(G)

and (v(p) ® 1)A(2) = v(p) ® 2. Denote by ¢, t € G, the left shift operators over A(G). For all
wi,wy € A(G) and t € G, one calculates that

(w1 ®w2) [ @ D)A(2)] = (b1 (wn) - w2) (),

and thus

(1 ® ) [(7(p) ® DA(Z)] = /

H

(20 (E) ah = ([ o) ) ) 2

(the second integral is in the norm of A(()), and by assumption it is equal to
(@ ©w)19) ©2) = [ wnlh) dh-ws(a).
H
Fix a closed set C' with C N H = () and w, € A(G) that is supported by C. Noticing that
HCNH =0,letw; € A(G) be such that wy|y =1 and wy|yc = 0 [14, Lemme 3.2]. We have

0= ([ sty - ) () = [ canlh) ah-ne) = (o),

Consequently, the support of Z (see Eymard [14, Définition 4.5 and Proposition 4.8]) is contained
in H. Consequently, by Takesaki and Tatsuuma [47], Z belongs to v(VN(H)), as desired. O

A ~

Proof of Theorem 6.5. Let 1 € C§(G)% be a state such that (1 ® id)(Wg) ¢ ®(M(co(H))). We
should prove that there exists @ € Cy(G)% so that @ o & = ¢y but u((id ® ©)(We)) # 1.
Assume by contradiction that y((id ® ©)(W¢)) = 1 for every & € C#(G)* such that & o & = é.
Representing M (C2(G)) faithfully on some Hilbert space, every unit vector ¢ € Im ®(p) satisfies
& 0 ® = éy. Hence & [(u ®id)(Wg)] = 1 for every such vector, and as ||(u ® id)(We)|| = 1, we
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obtain
(1 ®1id)(W35)®(p) = &(p) = ©(h) (1 ® id) (W).
)

Denote §j := (1 ® id)(Wg) € M(C2(G)). Since y is a state, a variant of (4.2) implies that

[AL@) ~ 109" [AR@) - 1eg] <21 - (" +9)le L
Multiplying by ®(j) ® 1 on both sides we get [A% () —1®¢](®(p)®1) = 0, that is, AL(§)(d(p) ®
1) = ®(p) ® 4. Applying 7, @7 to both sides and using that 750 = v, we get Ag (7 (9))((p) ®
1) = ~(p) ® m5(9)- By (6.2),
(1 ®1d)(We) = m5(9) € (mg 0 D) (M (co(H))).
From Lemma 6.7 below we obtain (1 @ id)(W¢) € ®(M(co(H))), a contradiction. O

Lemma 6.7. Let G be a LCQG and H be a compact quantum subgroup of G. If u € Cy(G)* is such
that & := (u ®id) (W) satisfies 74 (2) € (mg 0 ®)(M(co(H))), then & € O(M (co(H))).

Proof. Recall that up to isomorphism co(H) decomposes as ¢y — Docrrreaq) Mn(a)- For each
o € Trred(H), write p, € co(H) for the identity of M, (o), and let w, € C"(H)* be such that
Do = (W ®1d)(Wy) (which exists by the Peter-Weyl theory for compact quantum groups [56]).
Then (7 © ®)(ja) = ((wa 0 @) ® id)(We) by (6.1), and

(1 1d) (W) - (g 0 ) (pa) € (mg 0 &) (M (co(ED)).
If Jo € M, is such that (¢ ® id)(Wg) - (7¢ o ®)(fa) = (75 © ®)(7a), there exists p, € C(H)*
with §, = (po ® id)(Wyg). Thus

(1 (wa 0 @) @1d)(We) = ((pa 0 @) ©id)(We).
Hence 1 % (w, 0 @) = p, o @ as A}, is injective, and we can replace W¢ by W to obtain
(1 ®1d)(Wg) - &(pa) € D(M(co(H))).

BUE 3 cprveaqny P(Pa) = 1 strictly in M(CY(G)) since 3, p,yeqq) P = 1 strictly in M (co(H)) and
& is nondegenerate, so we conclude that (1 ® id)(Wg) € ®(M(co(H))). O

Remark 6.8. For ;i € C3(G)*, the condition (u ® id)(Wg) ¢ &(M (Cu(H))) from Definition 6.4
implies that p ¢ ®*(Cy(H)*), because if ;1 = v o ® for some v € C§(H)?*, then (1 ® id)(Wg) =
O((v @ id)(Wy)) € ®(M(CU(H))) by (6.1). Moreover, if G is commutative, the two conditions
are equivalent. We do not know whether Theorem 6.5 holds with this weaker condition as well.

6.3. Examples arising from the bicrossed product construction. A natural way to construct a
closed quantum subgroup of a LCQG is the bicrossed product (see Vaes and Vainerman [50]). Let

G1, Gy be LCQGs. We say that (Gy, G,) is a matched pair [50, Definition 2.1] if it admits a cocy-

cle matching (7, %, 7'), which means that 7 : L>(G;)®L>*(Gy) — L>®(G1)RL>®(G,) is a faithful,
normal, unital x-homomorphism and % € L>®(G;)®RL>(G,)RL>(G,), ¥ € L®(G1)RL>®(G2)RL>(Gs)
are unitaries such that the x-homomorphisms

o LOO(GQ) — LOO(Gl)®LOO(GQ), 6 : LOO(Gl) — L™ (G1)®LOO(GQ)
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given by a(y) := 7(1 ® y), y € L*(Gy), and 5(z) := 7(z ® 1), x € L*>*(G,), satisfy the following
conditions:

(@) (o, %) is a left cocycle action of G; on L*(G,), that is:
(id®a)(aly)) = % (A @id)(aly) % (Vy € L7(G2)),
([deidea)(Z)(A@ideid)(Z) =1 %)(id® A, ®id)(%);
(b) (o8, #391) is a left cocycle action of G, on L>°(G,), that is:
(B @id)(B(z)) = V(id @ AP)(B(x) 7™ (Vo e L7(Gy)),
(BRid®id)(¥)(id®id @ AP) (V) = (¥ @ 1)(id @ AP @ id)(¥);
(0) (a,% ) and (B, ¥') are matched, that is:
Tis(a @ 1d)(A2(y)) = V52 (ld ®@ Do) () V30 (Vy € L7(Go)),
Tos023(8 @ 1d) (A4 (2)) = % (A @ 1d) (B ()% ™" (Vo € L=(Gy)),

(A ®id®id)(¥)(id @ id @ AP ) %™)
= (Z"®1)(idero®id) [(feid®id)(Z")(id®id® a)(¥)] (1 ¥). (6.3)

Suppose that such a matched pair is given. For convenience, write H; = L*(G;), i = 1,2,
and let W := (W, @ 1)%* € L®(G1)®B(H,)®L>®(G,). Recall that the cocycle crossed product
G 4.2 X L>°(Gy) is the von Neumann subalgebra of B(3(;)®L>(G,) generated by a(L>(G)) and
{(w®id ®id)(W) : w € L}(Gy)}. Letting H := H, ® H,, define unitaries W, W € B(H @ H) by

W= (Aeideid[(Wel)Z](deoidea)[¥(1eW)],  W:=aW").

By [50, Theorem 2.13], there is a LCQG G with L>*(G) = G, ,xL>(G,), L*(G) = H and
W being its left regular co-representation. Defining 7 := o070, U = Vi and ¥ := Uy, ONe
checks that (7,%,7) is a cocycle matching making (G,, G;) into a matched pair. Its ambient
LCQG is, up to flipping from H, ® H; to H; @ Hs, precisely the dual G. In what follows we use
a subscript to indicate that a symbol relates to G;, 7 = 1,2, and a lack of subscript if it relates
to G. For instance, J;, J, and J are the modular conjugations of L>°(G,), L>(G2) and L>(G),
respectively.

Since Aoa = (a®a)o A, [50, Proposition 2.4], we see that G, is a closed quantum subgroup
of G in the sense of Vaes, thus also in the sense of Woronowicz.

It is proved in [50, Section 3] that there is a bijection between (cocycle) bicrossed products
and cleft extensions of LCQGs. To elaborate, consider the unitary

Zy = (J1 @ J)(id @ B) (W) () @ J).

Then the formula 6(z) := Z(1 ® 2)Z; defines a map 6 : L®(G) — L>(G,)®L>(G), which
is an action of G on G. The exactness of the sequence at G is manifested by the following
characterization of the fixed-point algebra of 6:

L>(G)? = a(L™(Gy)). (6.4)
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The proof of this is by no means technical: it strongly relies on the structure of G and its dual.

Example 6.9. Assume henceforth that G, is discrete and, denoting by p the central minimal
projection in L>°(G,) with yp = e(y)p = py for every y € L>(G,), that

a(p) = lp~@,) @p, (6.5)
(id® )8 = id, (6.6)
(ld ® ld ® EQ)(V) = ]lL‘X’((Gl) ® ]].LOO(G2) = (ld ® €9 ® 1d)(7) (67)

Condition (6.5) means, essentially, that G, is “connected”, while (6.6) and (6.7) are natural
as G, is discrete (see Vaes and Vergnioux [52, Definition 1.24] and Packer and Raeburn [37,
Definition 2.1]).

For starters, notice that

(ld ®id ® 62)(%) = ]lLOO(Gl) X ]lLOO(Gl)- (6.8)

Indeed, denote the left-hand side by U. Applying the x-homomorphism id ® id ® id ® €5 to (6.3)
and using (6.7), we obtain

U= (id® 7o) [(f®id)(U*)(id ®id ® (id ® e)a)(¥)]
and since id ® 7o is faithful,
(B®id)(U) = (id @ id ® (id ® )a)(¥).

Applying id ® e, ® id and using (6.6) and (6.7), we get U = (id ® (id ® e;)a)(1) = 1, as desired.
We claim that for every z € L>(G),

A(R)(alp) ©1pe@) =alp) @z = z€a(l™(Gy)).

Indeed, suppose that the assumption is met. Then A°(2)(1 1<) @ L@ ®@p) = 2 ®@ Lpe,) @p
by (6.5). From [50, Lemma 2.3] we get

A%(2)(Lr~(6) @ Lp@n) ® p)

= (B®id®id)(W)[(id @ id ® a)(¥ (id ® AP)(2)¥ )] (B @ id @ id)(W*) (1 1x@) @ Lpe) @ p)

— (B@id@id)(W)[(id ©id @ a)(¥ (id ® AP)(2)(1 @) © p)¥*)] (8 ® id @ id) (W)

= (B®@id®id)(W)[(id ®id ® a)(¥ (z @ p)¥™)] (8 ® id ® id)(W™).
By (6.7) and (6.5) we thus have

AP(2)(Lp=@) @ Lpp) @ p) = (B®id®id)(W)[(i[d ® id ® a)(z @ p)] (8 @ id @ id) (W*)
= (B®id ®id)(W)(z ® Lpuy) @ p)(8 ® id @ id) (W*).
The assumption hence implies that
(B®id®id)(W)(z @ Lppe) @ p) (8 @id @id)(W*) = 2 ® L) @ p.

Applying id ® id ® id ® €, to both sides, we deduce from (6.8) that

(B@id)(W1)(z ® 1p@)) (B @id) (W) = 2 @ L)
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Writing w := Jz.J and recalling that w = R(z*) € L™(G) where R is the unitary antipode of G,
the last equation is equivalent to f(w) = 1 ® w, that is, w € L>(G)’. By (6.4), R(z*) belongs
to the image of a. By the von Neumann algebraic version of [30, Corollary 5.46], we have
Roa = ao R,. Therefore z belongs to the image of «, and the proof is complete.

Remark 6.10. The LCQG G constructed in Example 6.9 and its dual are neither necessarily
amenable nor necessarily co-amenable [9, Theorems 13 and 15].

Remark 6.11. The last part of the reasoning in Example 6.9 uses in an essential way the exactness
of the short exact sequence of LCQGs. As mentioned above, bicrossed products are characterized
as cleft extensions. By [50, Propositions 1.22 and 1.24], this amounts to the structure of L>°(G)
as a cocycle crossed product. Examining the argument in Example 6.9, this structure is used
mainly in the simplification of A°(2)(1 ® 1 ® p). It is not clear at the moment whether this
argument generalizes further, thus leaving the general case of compact (or, even more generally,
closed) normal quantum subgroups (see Vaes and Vainerman [51]) open.

6.4. Example: quantum FE(2) group. We prove that the complex unit circle T, as a closed
quantum subgroup of F(2), has the separation property. Considering the quantum groups F(2)
and E(2), we essentially follow the notation of Jacobs [25] although it does not always agree
with ours; further details can be found there. Fix 0 < p < 1. Set R* := {uf : k € Z},
R" := R U {0}, R(p/?) := {y*/? : k € Z} and R(p'/?) := R(p'/?) U {0}.

The following is taken from [25, Section 2.3]. Let (eg),., be an orthonormal basis of /5(Z).
Denote by s the unitary operator over ¢,(Z) which is the shift given by se;, := ex11, k € Z. Denote
by m the strictly positive (unbounded) operator over /,(Z) that acts on its core span {ey, : k € Z}
by mey, := ey, k € Z.

Set H := ly(Z) @ l2(Z) and ey, := ex, ® ¢ for k, | € Z. Consider the unbounded operators over
H defined by

a:=m"?@m, b:=m'?@s.

Then a is strictly positive, b has polar decomposition b = u |b| with u := 1 ® s and |b| = m'/? ® 1,
and o(a) = R(u'/?) = o(b). Since a, |b| commute, they have a joint Borel functional calculus. As
observed in [25, Remark 2.5.20], the joint continuous functional calculus of a, |b| is determined
by the values of the functions on E := {(p,q) € R(u"/?) x R(u/?) : pg € R"}. Similarly, as |b|,
just like a, is injective, the joint Borel functional calculus of a, |b| is determined by F' := {(p, ¢) €
R(1?) x R(p'/?) : pqg € R*}. Writing B(F) for the algebra of all bounded complex-valued
functions over F', we get an injection B(F') > g — g(a, |b]) € B(H).
The operator W € B(H ® KH) is the unitary that satisfies

((wek,l,ep,q ®1d)(W))€m,” = B(q_l7 k_l_n+ 1>5k‘,pem—k+2q,n—k+l+q (Vku lvp7 q,m,n c Z)7 (6'9)

where (B(k,n)), o, are special scalars in the complex unit disc.

The right, resp. left, leg of W norm-spans a C*-algebra A, resp. A, which is the reduced C*-
algebra underlying the LCQG E(2), resp. E(2), and W € M (A ®uyn A) [25, Sections 2.4, 2.5].
The co-multiplications A : A — M (A @i A), resp. A : A — M(A @i A) of E(2), resp. E(2),
is given by A(z) = W(z ® 1)W* for z € A, resp. A(y) := W*(1 @ y)W for y € A. The duality
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relation between E(2) and F(2) is opposite: E(2) = E(?)OP [25, Proposition 2.8.21], but since T
is commutative, that is meaningless for our purposes.

The unbounded operators a,a~!, b are affiliated with A in the sense of C*-algebras, and a is
“group like”, that is, A(a) = a ® a, where the left-hand side is interpreted as a nondegenerate
x-homomorphism acting on an affiliated element. This makes T a closed quantum subgroup of
E(2): identifying ((Z) = {f(a) : f € Co(R(1"/?))} (recall that a is injective!), the embedding
v : loo(Z) — M(A) is given by mapping g € (..(Z) to f(a), where f(u*/?) = g(k), k € Z [25,
Subsection 2.8.5]. Denote by p the projection k — d; o in £+ (Z). Then ~(p) is the projection onto
{ews: l € Z}. ) )

To establish the separation property, consider all y € M (A) satisfying A(y)(y(p)®1) = (v(p) ®
y). This means that 1 ® y commutes with W (~(p) ® 1), or equivalently, that y commutes with
(wey ®id) (W) for every ¢ € Im~(p) and n € H. Substituting ¢ — [ for ¢ in (6.9), this amounts
to y commuting with each of the operators z;, € B(H), [,t € Z, given by x; e, , := B(t,l —n +
1)emtotnit for myn € Z.

Let [,t € Z. Clearly, x;; commutes with a. For m,n € Z and s € R,

6" 214emn = B(t, L= n+ 1) b eppornee = 1P BE L — 1+ Vet
Tyt |b|ZS Emn = ,uism/2xl,t6m,n = qusm/QB(t’l —n+ 1)6m+2t7"+t’

so that || z;, = p'*'x;, |b|” for every s € R, or formally |b| 2;, = p'z;, |b|. This implies that for
every g € B(F') we have

gla, b))z = z149:(ay|b]), (6.10)
where ¢, € B(F) is defined by ¢,(«a, 8) := g(a, u*3). Moreover, for k, m,n € Z,

ukajl,tem,n = B(t7l —n+ 1>uk€m+2t,n+t = B(t7l —n+ 1>€m+2t,n+t+k7 (6 11)

xl,tukem,n = T tCmn+k = B(t,l —n—Fk+ 1)€m+2t,n+t+k. '
Lemma 6.12. Let ¢ € B(F) and k € 7Z. Assume that u*g(a,|b|) commutes with the operators
(T1),4ep- If kB # 0, then g(a,[b]) = 0; if k = 0, then g is the restriction of h ® 1 for some
h e B(R(u'/2))

Proof. Both cases will use the following computation. Let ¢,m,n € Z. Since Ce,,, is invari-
ant under both « and |b|, it is invariant under g(a,|b|) and g¢:(a, |[b]). Let 7,7 € C be such
that g(a, |b])emn = Yemn and gi(a, |b])em,, = Viemn. By assumption, for all [ € Z we have
zufg(a, b)) = uFg(a, b))z, = uFz;19:(a, [b]) from (6.10), so using (6.11),

21 g(a, b)) emn = YT10 e mn = VBt L — 1 — k + 1)emyotnierk
is equal to
Py ,9:(a, |b))emn = 1" emn = YBt, 1 — 1+ Vemiotnstir,
that is,
VBt —n—k+1) = wB(t, 1 —n+1). (6.12)

Suppose that £k = 0. Let t,m,n € Z and let 7,v; € C be as above. Then for every [ € Z, we
have vB(t,l —n+1) = ,B(t,l —n + 1) from (6.12). Choosing ! such that B(t,l —n + 1) # 0,
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which is possible by [25, Corollary A.11], we get v = ;. As m, n were arbitrary, we deduce that
g(a, |b|) = g:(a, |b]), hence g = g;. By the definition of F', as t was arbitrary, g is of the form h ® 1.

Suppose that & # 0. Since (B(t,0)),., are the Fourier coefficients of a non-constant function
[25, Definition A.4], we can fix 0 # t € Z with B(¢,0) # 0. Assuming that g(a, |b|) # 0, fix
m,n € Z such that g(a, |b|)e,, , # 0. Let 7, v, € C be as above; then v # 0. Replacing [ —n + 1 by
[ in (6.12) for convenience, we get vB(t,l — k) = v, B(t,1) for all | € Z, and in particular, v, # 0
(take | = k). Hence B(t, sk) = (y:/v) *B(t,0) for all s € Z. From [25, Proposition A.9], since
t # 0, we have B(t,l) —— 0, a contradiction. O

[l =00
Let M be the strong closure of A in B(H). We need a certain expansion of elements of M.
Lemma 6.13. Every y € M possesses a (unique) sequence of functions (g;) ez i B(F) such that

N
) k
y = strong— im 3™ (1= <Lyt 0, )
k=—N

Proof. For each \ € T, define a unitary wy € B({(Z)) by wy(e;) := Ne; (I € Z), and a unitary
Wy € B(H) by Wy := 1 ® w,. Then W, commutes with a, |b| and W ulW} = Au. For every k € N
and g, € B(F') we thus get

Ad(Wy) (v g (a, b)) = NeuFgi.(a, |b]). (6.13)

Given n € Z, define the “Fourier coefficient” contraction Y,, € B(B(H)) by

1) = 5 [ATARIW A (€ BE0)

m
where the integral converges strongly. The operator Y, is continuous in the bounded strong
operator topology. Letting { Ky} y_, denote Fejér’s kernel, we have, for y € B(}) and N € N,

N

> =) = [ - RvOAdm) ) 4y

n=—

Thus, the sequence {Zi\;_N(l — ]\‘%I)Tn(y)};f:l is bounded by ||y||, and it converges strongly
to y.

On account of (6.13), if y has the form EQZ_N ukgr(a, |b]) then T, (y) = u"g,(a, |b]) for =N <

n < N and 0 otherwise. Every element y of M is the strong limit of a bounded net (y;) of

elements of the form y; = >, _, u"gii(a, |b|), where g;; # 0 for only finitely-many values of &

for every i [25, Theorem 2.5.21]. Consequently, T, (y;) = u"gn;(a,|b]) — Y, (y) strongly for all

n. As u is unitary, we infer that the net (g,;(a, |b|)); converges strongly for all n, necessarily to

- ]\%‘l)u"gn(a, |b|) strongly.

For uniqueness, have T,, act on both sides of the equation. O

gn(a,|b|) for some g, € B(F'). By the foregoing, y = limy Zi\f:_N(

Lemma 6.14. Let y € M, and let (g;) be the functions corresponding to y as in Lemma 6.13. If y
commutes with all the operators x;;, € B(H), I,t € Z, then so does u” gy (a, |b|) for every k € Z.
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Proof. For m,n € Z, denote by p,, ,, the projection of H onto Ce,, . Fix [,t € Z. Clearly, g(a, |b|)

commutes with Pmmn for every g € ]B(F)J UPmmn = Pmn+1U and L1tPmpn = Pm+2tn+t L1t BY assump-
tion, we have limy_, Z,JCV:_N( - ]\%l)xuukgk(a, b)) = limpy o0 Z]kV:_N( — A‘%l)ukgk(a, b)) 1.t

both limits being in the strong operator topology. Fix ky € Z. For every m,n € 7Z, we get

N
. k|
lim Z (1- m)pm+2t,n+t+koxl,tuk9k(av |b|)pm,n

N—oo

N
k
= lim Z( _N|7_'_|1)pm+2t,n+t+koukgk(a'>|b|)xl7tpm7n~

N—oo

As a result, with 2 := x;,u* gy, (a, |b]) — u* gy, (a, [b|) 1., We have zp,, , = Dmrotnttike2Pmn = 0.
Summing over all m,n € Z we get the desired commutation relation. O

We are now ready to prove that T has the separation property in E(2). If y € M with cor-
Ltez then by
for every k € 7Z. Lemma 6.12 implies that

responding functions (g;) as in Lemma 6.13 commutes with all the operators (z;,)
Lemma 6.14, u"gx(a, |b|) commutes with (x,), .,
gr(a,|b]) = 0 for k # 0 and that g0 = h ® 1 for a suitable h. This precisely means that y is a

function of a, namely y € Im~. So we established (6.2) in our setting, and the proof is complete.
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