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KUDO-CONTINUITY OF ENTROPY FUNCTIONALS

MICHAEL BJORKLUND, YAIR HARTMAN, AND HANNA OPPELMAYER

ABSTRACT. We study in this paper real-valued functions on the space of all sub-o-algebras
of a probability measure space, and introduce the notion of Kudo-continuity, which is an a
priori strengthening of continuity with respect to strong convergence. We show that a large
class of entropy functionals are Kudo-continuous. On the way, we establish upper and lower
continuity of various entropy functions with respect to asymptotic second order stochastic
domination, which should be of independent interest. An application to the study of entropy
spectra of p-boundaries associated to random walks on locally compact groups is given.

1. INTRODUCTION
1.1. The rough goal of the paper

The need to understand the asymptotic behaviour of conditional expectations with respect
to non-monotone sequences of sub-o-algebras, arises in a plethora of research fields, ranging
from stochastic optimization [5, 6, 7] to mathematical economy [1, 2, 16, 17] to jump processes
[15] to entropy theory of random walks on groups [10, 11, 12] (see Section 3 below for a
discussion about the latter connection). An extensive analytic theory for non-monotone
sequences of o-algebras has been developed in [3, 4, 7, 14, 18, 22, 24, 28, 29]. Contrary
to what happens for monotone increasing (or decreasing) sequences of sub-c-algebras, in
which case classical martingale theory is applicable and shows that the join (or meet) of
the o-algebras involved is always a natural “limit” of the sequence, non-monotone sequences
typically lack convergent sub-sequences with respect to strong convergence (see Subsection
2.1 for definitions). Various remedies for this sequential non-compactness have been suggested
over the years (see e.g. [22, 7, 28]). In this paper we shall follow the ideas of Kudd in his
very insightful paper [22]: under some mild assumptions on the underlying measure space,
it is possible to associate with every sequence of sub-c-algebras a minimal upper Kudo-limit
and a mazimal lower Kudo-limit (see Subsection 2.1 for definitions and further discussions).
These o-algebras are unique (up to null sets) and they coincide (modulo null sets) if and
only if the sequence converges strongly. Furthermore, the minimal upper (maximal lower)
Kudo-limit is typically strictly smaller (larger) than the set-theoretical limsup (liminf) of the
sequence of sub-g-algebras.

We shall consider a class of convex functionals, known as entropy functionals, defined on
the convex set of probability densities on a given probability measure space. Our aim is to
understand the asymptotic behaviour of these functionals along conditional expectations of
a fixed probability density with respect to a (not necessarily monotone) sequence of sub-o-
algebras. In particular we are interested in whether these functionals are lower and upper
semi-continuous with respect to the notions of lower and upper Kudo-limits of the sequence
of sub-c-algebras (see Subsection 2.1 for definitions). These questions naturally occur in
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the entropy theory of random walks on groups, and some applications are discussed in more
details below.

We believe however that the main ideas of this paper are best phrased in the language of
asymptotic second order stochastic domination and averaged entropy, which is why the first
part of this paper is devoted to developing an asymptotic theory for entropy functions in this
setting. Only later shall we connect this theory to the discussion about Kudo-limits above.
1.2. Entropy functions and asymptotic second order stochastic domination

Let us now define our basic set up. Throughout the rest of this section, let (X, Bx) be a
measurable space, and let £ be a probability measure on Bx. We denote by P the set of prob-
ability densities on (X, ¢), that is to say, the set of all measurable functions f : X — [0, 00)

with [, fd¢ =1.
Given f € P, we define

ap(t) = /too E{f>=71})dr, fort>D0.

We recall the classical notion of second order stochastic domination: if fi, fo € P, then we
say that fi is second-order stochastically dominated by fo if ay, (t) < oy, (t) for all t > 0. We
suggest the following asymptotic extension of this notion.

Definition 1.1 (Upper and lower limits). Let (f,) be a sequence in P and let f € P.
e We say that f is an upper limit of (f,) if
limay, (t) < ag(t), forallt>0.

e We say that f is a lower limit of (f,) if
ap(t) <limay, (t), forall t>0.

Let @ : [0,00) — R be a convex function with ®(1) = 0, and define the ®-entropy functional
Entg) : P — [0, 00], Entg)(f) = /X O(f(x))d¢(x), for feP.

Note that Jensen’s inequality, together with the assumption that ®(1) = 0, shows that
Ent?( f) >0 for all f € P. We shall mostly work with the subset Pp C P consisting of those
f € P which satisfy

/ |®(f)|dé <oo and lim ay(t)®'(t) = 0.
X t—00
Throughout the rest of this introduction, we shall assume that

(i) ® is twice continuously differentiable on (0,00) and lim,_,q+ t ®'(¢) = 0.
(ii) ®(0) = 0 and there exists a point 0 < t, < 1 such that @ is strictly negative on
(0,%,) and strictly positive on (¢,, 00).
These assumptions are clearly satisfied by the function

0 fort =0
o(t) = , (1.1)
tlogt fort >0

with t, = e~!. The corresponding ®-entropy functional is usually denoted by Ente, and is
often referred to as the standard entropy functional on P. The literature devoted to the
study of this functional is vast, and we simply refer the reader to Section [9, Section 5] or
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[30, Section 16] for nice surveys, along with extensive references.

Our main result concerning upper/lower limits and ®-entropy functionals can now be
formulated as follows. It will be proved in Section 4.

Theorem 1.2. Let (f,) be a sequence in Py and let f be an element of Poy.
(i) Suppose that f is a lower limit of (f,). Then,
Entg)(f) < liTmEntg)(fn).

(ii) Suppose that f is an upper limit of (fy), and that for some 5 >0,

/ tPd"(t)dt < oo and Sup/ fé‘w dé < 0.
1 X

Then,
lirrln Ent?(fn) < Ent?(f).

Remark 1.3. It is an easy exercise to show that the additional assumptions on @ in (ii) are
satisfied for the standard entropy functional, where @ is given by (1.1).

Roughly speaking, Theorem 1.2 asserts that Entg) is both upper and lower semi-continuous
with respect to the notions of upper and lower limits in P. In particular, we have the following
corollary.

Corollary 1.4. Let (fy,) be a sequence in Py and let f be an element of Py which is both a
lower and an upper limit of the sequence (fy). If for some B > 0,

/ tP@"(t)dt < oo and sup/ fé‘w dé < o0,
1 n Jx

then lim,, Entg)(fn) = Entg)(f).

1.3. Entropy functionals and their Kudo-continuity

Let us now connect upper and lower limits to our discussion about Kudo-limits above. We
give the following definition here, and refer to Subsection 2.1 for a more detailed discussion
about the notions involved. For simplicity, we shall assume that L'(X,¢) is separable in the
norm topology.

Definition 1.5 (Upper and lower Kudo-limits). Let (A;,) be a sequence of sub-c-algebras of
Bx and let A be a sub-c-algebra of Bx. We say that

e (A,) converges strongly to A if

lim [E4(f) ~ Ea, (Dl = 0. for every f € L'(X,€).
e Ais an upper Kudo-limit of (A,) if

T B, (F)lh < [EA(Pl for every f € L(X.6).
e Ais a lower Kudo-limit of (A,) if

IEA(H)]1 < lm[[Eg, (f)ll, for every f e L'(X,€).
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Given a sequence (A,,) of sub-g-algebras, Kudo ([22, Theorem 3.3] and [22, Theorem 3.2])
shows that there are always a minimal upper Kudo-limit A" and a maximal lower Kudo-limit
A~ of the sequence. Furthermore, (A,) converges strongly to A™ if and only if AT and A~
coincide modulo ¢-null sets [22, Theorem 2.1 (ii)].

In what follows, we let (X, ) denote the space of information, that is to say, the set of all
sub-c-algebras of By, identified up to £-null sets (see also Subsection 2.1 for more details).

Definition 1.6 (Kudo-continuity). A function F' : &(X,&) — [0,00] is Kudo-continuous if
for every sequence (A,) in &(X,§), we have

F(AT) <lmF(A,) and TmF(A,) < F(AY),

where AT and A~ denote the minimal upper Kudo-limit and the mazimal upper Kudo-limit
of the sequence (Ay,).

Remark 1.7. Since (A,) converges strongly to A" if and only if AT ~¢ A~, we see that
every Kudo-continuous function is also continuous with respect to strong convergence. We
do not know to which extent the converse holds.

We relate in Corollary 5.5 below, the notions of upper and lower limits to upper and lower
Kudo-limits. More precisely, we show that if (A,) is a sequence of sub-o-algebras of Bx and
AT and A~ are sub-o-algebras of By, then

e AT is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,) if and only if for every non-negative p on X with
[x pd¢ =1, the function E 4+ (p) is an upper limit of the sequence (E 4, (p)).
e A~ is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,) if and only if for every non-negative p on X with
[x pdé =1, the function E 4-(p) is a lower limit of the sequence (E 4, (p)).
Let ® be as in the previous subsection. Given p € Pg, we define the (®, p)-entropy HY (A)
of a sub-g-algebra A C Bx by

Hy (A) = Entg (Ea(p))-

It readily follows from Jensen’s inequality that the map A — H ;I)(.A) is increasing with respect
to inclusions of o-algebras. In what follows, we shall establish monotonicity with respect to
upper and lower Kudo-limits. The following theorem is a straightforward consequence of
Theorem 1.2. We will provide the details of the proof in Section 5.

Theorem 1.8. Let p € Py and let (A,,) be a sequence of sub-c-algebras of Bx. Let A be a
sub-c-algebra of Bx .
(i) Suppose that A is a lower limit of (Ay). Then,

o o ®
HJ(A) < hTme (Ap).
(ii) Suppose that A is a lower limit of (Ay), and that for some >0,

/ tPo"(t)dt < oo and / PP de < .
1 b'e

Then,
T HY (A,) < HP(A).

Remark 1.9. One might believe that the lower semi-continuity-assertion in (i), at least in the
case when @ is given by (1.1), is a straightforward consequence of the entropic inequality (see
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e.g. [9, Equation 5.1.3]), which in particular implies that the map f — Ent¢(f) is lower semi-
continuous with respect to the weak topology on P C L'(X,¢). Hence, if (A,) is a sequence
of sub-o-algebras of By, then for every p € P, the family (E4,(p)) is weakly pre-compact
by the Dunford-Pettis Theorem. Since we assume that L!'(X,¢) is separable, a diagonal
argument shows that we can construct a non-negative operator P : L'(X, &) — L(X, €) with
P1 = 1 such that the sequence (E-Ank) converges in the weak operator topology to P along
some sub-sequence (ny), whence

lim Ente(E 4, (p)) > Ente(Pp), for all p € L'(X, ).
k
If P were the conditional expectation with respect to a lower Kudo-limit of the sequence
(A;,), then (i) in Theorem 1.8 would indeed follow. However, as is demonstrated by the

examples [22, Example 3.1] and [7, Example 2.1], the weak operator topology accumulation
points of the sequence (E 4, ) might not contain any conditional expectation operators.

The following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 1.10. Let p € Pg and suppose that for some 5 > 0,
oo
/ tPo"(t)dt < oo and / PP de < .
1 X

Then the map A — H;I’ (A) is Kudo-continuous, whence also continuous with respect to strong
convergence.

Remark 1.11. We stress that continuity of the map A — H;I’(.A) with respect to strong
convergence can be established in simpler ways.

1.4. Quantifying strong convergence in terms of entropy

Let us now specialize our discussion to the standard entropy functional Ent, associated
to the convex function ® given by (1.1). Given p € Py, we set

H,(A) = Ent¢(Ea(p)), for Ae &(X,E).

We know by Corollary 1.10 that A — H,(A) is continuous with respect to strong convergence.
The following theorem provides a kind of converse to this continuity: If H,(A,) — H,(AT),
where A™ is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,,), then E 4, (p) converges to E 4+ (p) in the L!'-norm.

Theorem 1.12. Let A > 1 and suppose that p : X — (A1, )] is a measurable function such
that [y pdé = 1. Then, for every sequence (A,) of sub-o-algebras of Bx, we have
- N ) 1/2
i [Eg-(p) — Ea, (o)1 < V2(H,(AY) - lim H,(A,))

1/2
< VR(H(AT) — B(4)) ",
where AT and A~ denote upper and lower Kudo-limits of (A,,) respectively.
Remark 1.13. The last inequality in Theorem 1.12 follows from (i) of Theorem 1.8.

1.5. Averaged entropy

We now arrive at the second main theme of the paper, namely the notion of averaged
entropy. To define it, we need a measure space (7,7) and a measurable kernel K : 7' x X —
[0, 00) which satisfies
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e for every t € T, the function p; = K (t,-) on X is measurable, satisfies
/ pedé =1 and / Ente(pe) dn(t) < oo,
X T

and there exists \; > 1 such that p; only takes values in [A; *, \¢].

e The bounded linear map ¢ +— fy from L>(T,n) to L'(X, &), defined by

fo = /T B(t) prdn(t), for v € L(T,m)

has a norm-dense image V' C L!(X, ).

In Subsection 3.3 below we shall see that Poisson boundaries of random walks on locally
compact groups provide a large collection of examples of (7, 7), (X,£) and K for which these
conditions hold.

Given (T',7n) and a kernel K as above, we define the n-averaged entropy h,(A) of a sub-o-
algebra A C Bx by

h(A) = [ H(A)dn()
Again we obtain continuity for this notion of entropy.

Theorem 1.14. Let (T,n) be as above and A, be a convergent sequence in &(X,&) with
limit A e 6(X,§), then
h(An) = Ty (A).-

Note that the assumptions on the kernel allow us to apply Corollary 1.10, which already
proves the above theorem.

The following question will occupy us from now. Let (A,) be a sequence of sub-o-algebras
of Bx and let A be a sub-o-algebra of Bx. Suppose that h,(A,) — hy,(A). Does this imply
that A, — A strongly? In other words, can we determine whether (A,) converges strongly
to A by considering whether or not the sequence (h;,(Ay)) of real numbers converges to hy(A)?

Our next theorem provides an affirmative answer in the cases when A is either the trivial
o-algebra (modulo null sets) or an upper Kudo-limit of (A,). We shall prove it in Section 7.

Theorem 1.15. Let (A;,) be a sequence of sub-o-algebras of Bx.

(1) Suppose that h,(A,) — 0. Then the sequence (A,) converges strongly to the trivial
o-algebra (modulo £-null sets).

(i1) Let A be an upper Kudo-limit of (Ay). If hy(An) — hy(A), then A, — A strongly.
1.6. An application to the entropy spectrum of random walks on groups

Let us now discuss the main application in this paper of the theory developed in the
previous theorems. Let G be a locally compact, second countable and compactly generated
group, and fix a left-invariant Haar measure mg on G. Define the probability measure
dp = udmg on G, where we assume that u is a continuous function on G with relatively
compact support such that

G=J {w*>o0}. (1.2)

k>1
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We shall refer to (G, ) as a measured group. Given a u-stationary Borel (G, u)-space (we
refer the reader to Section 3 for definitions and notation), we define its u-entropy (first
introduced by Furstenberg in [21]) by

hiauw(X,8) = /

G

( _ /X log dgdzg dé“) dp(g). (1.3)

The reader might recognize the p-entropy of (X, &) as the p-integral of the Kullback-Leibler
divergence between the measures ¢ and g~ €.

Starting with the works [26, 27, 25] by Nevo and Zimmer, the topological and categorical
structure of the image of the map

(X,8) = b (X, 8),

as (X, &) ranges over various sub-classes of p-stationary Borel G-spaces, have been subject
to intense studies (see e.g. [11, 13, 31]). In this paper we shall be concerned with the re-
striction of this map to the class of p-boundaries (we refer the reader to Section 3 for the
necessary definitions and notation). The Poisson boundary of the measured group (G, ),
that we denote by (B, v) is the maximal u-boundary, in the sense that all other py-boundaries
are G-equivariant images of (B,v). The one-point space (on which G acts trivially) is the
minimal pg-boundary, and is called the trivial p-boundary.

In order to state our main results here, we need to be able to talk about limits of u-
boundaries. By this we shall mean the following. Let ((Z,,6,)) be a sequence of p-boundaries,
together with measurable and G-equivariant maps 7, : (B,v) — (Zy,0,). Consider the
sequence (A,,) of G-invariant sub-o-algebras defined by A,, = 7, *(Bz,) (where By, as usual,
is the sigma algebra implicit of (Z,,6,)). We denote by A" and A~ the minimal upper and
maximial lower Kudo-limit of the sequence (A;,) respectively. We prove in Lemma 3.3 that
both AT and A~ are G-invariant, whence there are p-boundaries (Z+,0%) and (Z7,07),
together with measurable and G-equivariant maps

74 : (B,v) = (Z%,6%)

such that 7' (B+) = AT (modulo v-null sets). We shall refer to (Z1,07) and (Z,07) as
the minimal upper and mazimal upper Kudo-limits of ((Z,0,)) respectively. In particular,
we say that ((Z,,0,)) converges strongly to (Z*,07) if (A,) converges strongly to (AT), or
equivalently, if AT = A~ (modulo v-null sets).

We say that (G, u) has bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives, if for every g € G there
exists a constant A\, > 1 such that pj(b) = Czlg—yy(b) € [\, 1 Ag] for v-ae. b € B. It is well
known that any discrete group with generating measure (see eq. 1.2) has bounded Radon-
Nikodym derivatives. In Lemma 3.4 we will see that in fact a large class of measured groups
has bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives. Bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives satisfy the
conditions of being a kernel in the sense of Subsection 1.5 (see Section 8). Thus we can apply
Theorem 1.14 and obtain a continuity statement as follows.

Theorem 1.16. Let (G, ) be a measured group with bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives.
Then for every sequence ((Zy,0y)) of u-boundaries which converges strongly to a p-boundary

(Z,0), it holds that
h(G,u)(Zna Hn) - h(G,u)(Z’a)a

i.e. ha ) 18 continuous w.r.t. the strong topology.
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It is known that for groups with Kazhdan’s property (T), there is a gap in the p-entropy
(see e.g.[25, 11]) hence one concludes the following:

Corollary 1.17. Let (G, ) be a measured group with bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives.
If G has Kazhdan’s property (T), then the trivial p-boundary is isolated in the topology of
strongly convergent p-boundaries.

It is natural to ask about the converse direction of Theorem 1.16 which leads to our next
result. See Section 8 for a proof using Theorem 1.15.

Theorem 1.18. Given (G, i) as above with bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives. Let ((Zp,0r))
be a sequence of p-boundaries.

(i) Suppose that h(gu)(Zn,0n) — 0. Then ((Zn,0,)) converges strongly to the trivial
p-boundary.

(i) Let (Z7F,0%) be an upper Kudo-limit of (Zn,0n)). If hiG ) (Zn, 0n) = hi ) (Z7,607),
then the sequence ((Zy,0y,)) converges strongly to (Z+,07).

In particular, if a sequence of p-boundaries ((Zy,0y)) satisfies that hq ;,y(Zn, 0n) — ha ) (B,v),
then the sequence ((Zy,,0,)) converges strongly to the Poisson boundary (B,v).

The main point in this theorem is that in some cases we can establish strong convergence
of a sequence of p-boundaries by merely proving convergence of their u-entropies.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The space of information and Kudo-continuity

Let (X, Bx) be a measurable space. We denote by &(X) the set of all sub-o-algebras of
Bx. Given a probability measure £ on By, we endow &(X) with the following equivalence
relation: two elements A and A’ are £-equivalent, written A ~¢ A, if they differ only by
&-null sets. In other words, A ~¢ A’ if for every A € A and for every A’ € A’, there exist
B’ € A" and B € A such that

E(AAB) =0 and ¢(A’AB)=0.

Since the symmetric differences AAB’ and A’AB both belong to By, this equivalence relation
does not require £ to be a complete measure. The quotient space &(X,§) := &(X)/ ~¢ is
sometimes referred to as the space of information of (X, Bx,§) in the literature (see e.g. [16]).
Furthermore, the choice of a measure £ on Bx provides a map

E:&(X) — B(LY(X,€)), A Ey,

where B(L'(X, €)) is the set of all bounded linear maps on L!(X, £) and [E 4 is the conditional
expectation with respect to the sub-c-algebra A, relative to {. As is well-known (see e.g. [14,
Theorem 2]), we have E4 = E if and only if A ~¢ A’, whence E descends to a map
&(X,¢) — B(LY(X,€)), which we still denote by E.

We shall always assume that L'(X,€) is separable. This assumption allows us to put a
sequential topology on &(X,¢) as follows. Let (A,,) be a sequence in &(X,&) and let A be
an element of (X, ) (we shall, somewhat abusively, denote elements in &(X) and &(X,¢)
by the same letters). The sequence (A,,) is said to converge to A if for every f € L'(X, &), we
have E4, (f) — E4(f) in the norm-topology on L!(X,¢). The reader might recognize this as
the pull-back to &(X,¢), under the map E, of the strong operator topology on B(L!(X,¢)).
Various aspects of this topology have been studied in for instance [14, 24, 29, 18, 1, 2, 16, 17,
3,4, 7,22
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Unfortunately, the space &(X,¢), endowed with this topology is not compact (unless £
is rather special, e.g. purely atomic), and several explicit examples of sequences in &(X,¢)
with no convergent sub-sequences have been given in the literature; see e.g. [22, Example
3.1] and [7, Example 2.1]. In the very insightful paper [22], Kudo suggests a remedy for the
non-compactness of the space of information along the following lines. He first observes [22,
Theorem 3.1] that if A and A" are sub-o-algebras of By, then A C A’ (modulo &-null sets) if
and only if

IEA(H) L1y < 1Ear(Hllzrgey. forall fe LN(X,E).

Motivated by this equivalence, he goes on to prove that if (A;,) is a sequence of sub-o-algebras,
then the set

ST ={Ae6(X,) | m|Ea,(flrie < B, forall fe L'(X,€)}

is closed under intersections [22, Lemma 3.2], whence by a straightforward application of
Zorn’s Lemma, there is a unique minimal element A" in % [22, Theorem 3.3]. Kudo also
proves that the set

N7 ={Ac6(X,8) | [Ea(f)llLr(e) < liTmHEAn(f)”Ll(g)7 for all f € L'(X,&)}

has a unique maximal element A~, which, modulo &-null sets, is given by [22, Theorem 3.2]

A = {B € By | there exists B,, € A,, such that lim{(BAB,,) = 0}.

Finally, Kudo shows that the sequence (A,,) converges to A" in the sense described above if
and only if AT ~¢ A~ [22, Theorem 2.1 (ii)]. With these observations at hand, it is natural
to introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.1 (Upper and lower Kudo-limits). The elements 1 and X~ are called the
upper and lower Kudo-limits of the sequence (A,) respectively. We refer to AT and A~ as
the minimal upper and the mazimal lower Kudo-limit of (A, ) respectively.

Given the work of Kudo, the following strengthening of the notion of continuity of functions
on 6(X, &) seems natural.

Definition 2.2 (Kudo-continuity). We say that a function F' : &(X,&) — [0,00] is upper
Kudo-continuous if for every sequence (A,) in (X, &), we have

T F(A,) < F(A"),

where AT denotes the minimal upper Kudo-limit of (A,), and we say that F is lower Kudo-
continuous if for every sequence (A,) in 6(X,¢), we have

F(A7) < lim F(Ay),

where A~ denotes the maximal upper Kudo-limit of (A4,,). We say that F' is Kudo-continuous
if it is both upper and lower Kudo-continuous.

Remark 2.3. Since a sequence (A,) in 6(X, £) converges to AT if and only if AT ~¢ A™, we
see that every Kudo-continuous F': &(X, &) — [0,00) is continuous in the usual sense (with
respect to the sequential topology induced from the strong operator topology on B(L!(X, €))).
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2.2. Asymptotic second order domination and Kudo-limits

It turns out that we can link the notions of upper and lower Kudo-limits of a sequence in
S(X, &) to the more classical notion of second order stochastic domination between functions
on X as follows. We denote by P the set of measurable functions f : X — [0,00) such that
S [ d§ = 1. Given a measurable function f € P, we set

ar(t) = /too E{f>71})dr, fort>0. (2.1)

We recall the classical notion of second order stochastic domination: If fy, fo € P, then we
say that fy is second order stochastically dominated by fo if

ap (t) < ay(t), forallt>0.
There is also an asymptotic version of this relation:

Definition 2.4 (Upper and lower limits). Let (f,,) be a sequence in P and let f be an element
in P. We say that f is an upper limit of (f,) if

limay, (t) < ap(t), forallt>0,
n
and we say that f is a lower limit of (f,) if
ap(t) <limoay, (t), forall t >0,
n

In Corollary 5.5 below, we relate the notions of upper and lower limits to Kudo-limits of
sub-cg-algebras. More precisely, we show that if (A4,) is a sequence in &(X,¢) and A" and
A~ are elements in the space &(X,¢), then

(i) AT is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,,) if and only if for every p € P, the conditional
expectation E 4+(p) is an upper limit of the sequence (E 4, (p)).

(ii) A~ is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,,) if and only if for every p € P, the conditional
expectation E 4-(p) is a lower limit of the sequence (E 4, (p)).
2.3. Entropy functions
The (standard) entropy Ent¢ is defined by

Ente(f) = /Xf(:v) log f(x)d¢(x), for feP.

Since the function t — tlogt is convex on (0, c0) and equal to zero at t = 1, Jensen’s inequality
guarantees that Ente(f) > 0 for all f € P, and that Ent¢(f) = 0 if and only if f = 1 £&-almost
everywhere. More generally, given a convex function ® : [0,00) — R with ®(1) = 1, we define
the ®-entropy EmtgI> : P — [0,00] by

Entg’(f):/xcb(f)dg, for f € P.

In this paper, we shall assume that

(i) ® is twice continuously differentiable on (0,00) and lim,_,q+ t ®'(¢) = 0.

(ii) ®(0) = 0 and there exists a point 0 < ¢, < 1 such that @’ is strictly negative on the
interval (0,t,) and strictly positive on the interval (¢,,c0).
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These properties are clearly satisfied by the function

0 fort =0
D(t) =
tlogt fort >0

with ¢, = e 1.

We shall mostly work in the sub-space Pp C P defined as the set of all f € P such that

t—o0

/ |®(f(z))]dé(z) <oo and  lim ag(t) ' (t) =0,
where ay is given by (2.1).

3. PRELIMINARIES ON MEASURED GROUPS
3.1. Borel G-spaces

Let G be a locally compact, second countable and compactly generated group, and fix a
left-invariant Haar measure mqg on G. Consider a Borel action G x X — X on a standard
Borel space (X, Byx), equipped with a Borel probability measure £, which is quasi-invariant
with respect to the G-action, i.e. for every g € GG, the measures g and £ are equivalent.

In particular, this means that for every g € G, the Radon-Nikodym derivative Cﬁd—gf exists

¢-almost everywhere. We shall refer to (X, ) as a Borel G-space.

Although it is not completely necessary for our arguments, it will be convenient to work

with the following global version of 62—5?:

Lemma 3.1. [33, Theorem B.9], [19, Proposition 2.22] There exists a Borel measurable
function K : G x X — [0,00) such that

K(g192,x) = K(gl,x)K(gg,gl_lx), for all g1,92 € G and z € X, (3.1)
and for every bounded measurable function f on X, we have
/ f(gzx)d&(x / flx )d&(x), forallxz € X, (3.2)
In what follows, we interchangeably write:
d
K(g,z) = pg(x) = dis(x), for g € G and x € X. (3.3)
We note that
pg >0 and / pg d¢ =1, forallged. (3.4)
X

We recall that a G-factor of (X, &) is another Borel G-space (Z, ), together with a {-conull
G-invariant subset X” C X and a G-equivariant measurable map 7 : X” — Z such that
7«(§ |x#) = v. We shall sometimes abuse notation and write 7 : (X,£) — (Z,0) for the
G-factor, suppressing the dependence on X”, and we note that the pull-back 7~1(B) of the
Borel o-algebra By is a G-invariant sub-o-algebra of Bx (restricted to the conull subset X”).
The following lemma is standard; we only give a proof below for completeness.

Lemma 3.2. Let 7 : (X,§) — (Z,0) be a G-factor between two Borel G-space. Then, for all

g € G, we have

pyom=Erp,(p5) inL'(X,E).
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Suppose now that ((Z,, 6,,)) is a sequence of G-factors of (X, £), together with G-equivariant
Borel maps 7, : (X,&) — (Z,,0,), as above, for every n. Then A, := ﬂEi(BZn) is a G-
invariant sub-sigma algebra of By (modulo &-null sets) for every n, and we denote by A~
and AT the mazimal lower and minimal upper Kudo-limits of the sequence (A,,) respectively.
These are uniquely determined up to &-null sets. The following lemma is proved below.

Lemma 3.3. The sub-o-algebras A~ and A" are G-invariant (modulo &-null sets).

By Mackey’s Point Realization Theorem (see e.g. [23]), we can now conclude that there
exist Borel G-spaces (Z7,07) and (Z1,0"), together with G-equivariant measurable maps

7 (X,6) = (Z27,07) and 7y (X,€) — (Z7,07)

such that 7~ (Bz-) = A~ and 7 '(Bz+) = A" modulo é-null sets. Moreover, these spaces
and maps are uniquely determined up to G-equivariant isomorphisms, that is to say, if
(W=,A7) and (W*,\T) are two other Borel G-spaces, endowed with G-equivariant mea-
surable maps

(X, 6 = (W ,A7) and 7, :(X,6) — (WH AT

such that 7-!'(By-) = A~ and 7' (By+) = A" modulo &-null sets, then there are G-
equivariant measurable isomorphism 4 : (ZF,0F) — (W*, A\*) such that 74 = ki omy. We
shall refer to the G-factors (2,07 ) and (Z1,07) as the lower and upper Kudo-limits of the
sequence ((Z,, 6,,)) respectively.

3.2. Measured groups and stationary measures

Suppose that p is a Borel probability measure on G which is absolutely continuous with
respect to mg. We write du = udmg and shall assume throughout the rest of this section
that u is a continuous function on G with relatively compact support such that

G=J {w*>o0}. (3.5)
k>1

We shall refer to the pair (G, ) as a measured group. In particular, (3.5) implies that the
Borel probability measure 77, on G defined by

me=»_ 2%, (3.6)
k>1

is absolutely continuous with respect to mg with an everywhere positive density.

Let (X, &) be a Borel G-space. We shall throughout the rest of this section assume that &
is p-stationary, i.e.

M*&Z/Ggﬁdu(g):&

in which case we refer to (X, &) as a Borel (G, p)-space.
The following lemma will be proved below.

Lemma 3.4 (Harnack’s inequality). For (G, ) as above every u-stationary space (X, &) has
bounded Radon-Nikodym derivatives, i.e. for every g € G there exists Ay > 1 such that

A< (@) < A,

for &-almost every x € X. Furthermore, the map g — )4 is locally bounded on G, i.e. bounded
on compact subsets of G.
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3.3. Boundary theory of measured groups

We say that ¢ € L*°(G,n,) is p-harmonic if

(0 * p)( / Y(gh)du(h) = (g), forall g € G.

Since we assume that p is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure on G,
every p-harmonic function must be continuous (in fact, right uniformly continuous, see [8,
Lemma 1.2]). We denote by H*°(G, u) the space of u-harmonic functions on G. Given a
Borel (G, pu)-space (X, &), we consider the Poisson transform

Pe: L™(X,&) = L=(G,nu), fr ¢f / flgx)d¢(x), for g € G. (3.7)

It readily follows from p-stationarity of & that the image of P: is always contained in
H>®(G, ). A fundamental observation of Furstenberg (see e.g. [20, Theorem 2.13]) is that
for every measured group, there is always a Borel (G, u)-space (B, v) such that the Poisson
transform is an isometric isomorphism between the Banach spaces L>°(B,v) and H*®(G, u),
where the latter inherits the norm from the ambient L>°(G,n,)-space. This Borel (G, u)-
space is further unique up to measurable and G-equivariant isomorphisms, and it (or any of
its isomorphic versions) is referred to as the Poisson boundary of (G, ). A G-factor of the
Poisson boundary of (G, p) is called a p-boundary.

The following lemma is proved below.
Lemma 3.5. Let (B,v) be the Poisson boundary of (G,u). Then the map ¢ — fy from
L>®(G,n,) to L'(B,v) given by

M:mewmm(meNam

has a norm-dense image V C L*(B,v).

3.4. The Furstenberg entropy of a stationary action
The Furstenberg p-entropy h(g, (X, &) of the Borel G-space (X, §) is defined by

w0 = [ ([ ~10 w0 acta)) duto)

It is well-known (see e.g. [20, Subsection 2.7]) that h(g ,)(X,§) = 0 if and only if & is
G-invariant. Furthermore, if (B, v) denotes the Poisson boundary of (G, i), then

hiaw(B,v) = hg ) (Z,0), for every u-boundary (Z,0),

with equality if and only if (Z,0) is isomorphic to (B,r) via a measurable G-equivariant
isomorphism. We further prove below:

Lemma 3.6. Let (X,§) be a Borel (G, p)-space and set v = > 22, 2% Then,

(i) with 1, as defined in (3.6),
hiGm(X,€) =77 /G Ente (p) diju(9)-

In particular, if h (X, €) is finite, then so is [, Entg(pg) dnu(g)-
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(ii) if m: (X,&) — (Z,0) is a G-factor, we have

ha(Z,0) =~ /GEntg (Er-15,(05)) dnu(g)

These alternative formulas relate the Furstenberg entropy to the notion of averaged entropy
of a sub-o-algebra, as discussed in connection with Theorem 1.15.

3.5. Proof of Lemma 3.2

Let (X, &) be a Borel G-space and suppose that 7 : (X,£) — (Z,0) is a G-factor. We shall
prove that for all g € G,

pg om = IE,TA(BZ)(,OE), &-almost everywhere,

or equivalently, that for every g € G and f € L*°(Z,0), we have

[ Gomhomds = [ (FomE i, () ds

To prove this, pick g € G and f € L*°(Z,0), and note that

Jenhona = [ raa= [ sgo s
= [ romign) deta) - / (f o) o d
. /X(fow)EWZl(BZ)(pg)df,

which finishes the proof.

3.6. Proof of Lemma 3.3
Let (X, &) be a Borel G-space, and suppose that (A,,) is a sequence of G-invariant sub-o-
algebras of By. We denote by AT and A~ the minimal upper and maximal lower Kudo-limits
of the sequence (A,,) respectively. We shall show that both A" and A~ are G-invariant.
Let us begin with the proof that A~ is G-invariant. By [22, Theorem 3.2], we have
A™ = {A € By | there exists A, € A, such that £(A4,AA) — 0}.
Pick A € A~ and a sequence A,, € A,, such that {(4,AA) — 0. Note that this implies that

the sequence (x4,A4) converges to zero in the weak™* topology on L (X, &), and thus

£(gAAgA,) = E(g(AAAy)) = / XAAA,, pg d¢ — 0, forall ged.
X

Since gA,, € A,, this shows that gA € A~ (modulo {-null sets), whence A~ is G-invariant.

The proof that AT is G-invariant is a bit more involved, and requires the following lemma.
Lemma 3.7. For every sub-c-algebra A C Bx, we have
EA(Pffl (f Og))) o o1

EA(Pg—l) !

for every g € G and f € LY (X, &). In particular HIEgA(f)HLl(g) = HIEA(pg_I (f og)) ||L1(§) for
every g € G and f € LY(X,¢).

EgA(f) = <
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Proof. Let A C Bx be a sub-c-algebra. Fix g € G and f € L!(X,¢), and note that for every
Ae A,

/QAEgA(f)df = /gAfdé“z/Apgl(fog)dg

E 5_1 o
= [ Balf o= | Ao 09N o e ae

EA(pg—lg)
B o) o Balfa Fog)y
= Ty A L Gy )

Since the integrand in the last integral is g.A-measurable, and A € A is arbitrary, the first
identity is proven.

Now let us consider the above identity when applying the norm. Given f € L'(X, &) we see
that

_ ’EA(pffl (fog))‘ ¢ _ ¢
[ Eastplae= [ St [ BAGE - (7 09)) ¢
as claimed. O

To show that AT is G-invariant, it suffices to prove that for every g € G, the sub-o-algebra
g AT is again an upper limit of (A,). Indeed, assume that we know this, then for every g € G,
the intersection AT N g A" is again an upper limit of (A,) by [22, Lemma 3.2 (i)], whence
must coincide with the Kudo upper limit AT by minimality of the latter.
So given g € G let us show that g A" is an upper limit for (A,). Let f € L'(X,€) be arbitrary.
Applying Lemma 3.7 two times and using G-invariance of (A, ) we see that

B a+ (Nl ey = NEar (951 (f 0 9)l3e) = Tm [Boa, (01 (f ©9)) e

= @ 1Eqg.a, (f) ”Ll(ﬁ) = @ IE.A, (f) HLl(g),

thus gA™ is an upper limit of (A,,).

3.7. Proof of Lemma 3.4

We assume that du = udmg, where u is a continuous function on G with {u > 0} C @ for
a compact set @@ and such that

G = U {u*k>0}.

k>1

The following lemma is the main ingredient in the proof of Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.8. For every g € G, there exists a strictly positive constant Cy such that for every
measurable non-negative function ¥ on G with the property that

W xp)(g) = ¥(g) and (dxp)(e) =v(e) =1,
we have Y (g) < Cj.
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Proof of Lemma 3.4 assuming Lemma 3.8. Let us fix g € G throughout the proof. Since £ is
p-stationary, we see that for every f € L*>°(X,¢),

/ F(@) (o) de(z) = / F(gz) dé() = / F(gha) dpu(h) dé(z)
X X X
=[] stoho) du(h de(e
X JG

_ /X 7o) ( /G () du(h) ) d€(a),

whence there exists a {-conull subset X, C X such that

/ pgh(x) du(h) = pg(az), for all z € X,.
G

Since pg(x) =1 for all z, we conclude that for every x € X, N X,, the function

Vu(s) = pS(z), fors e @,
satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.8, whence pg(x) < Cy for all x € XyNX,. Furthermore,
we note that the identities in (3.1) now imply that
1 1
pg(x) = Py (92) > o, for all z € X1 N Xe.
If we set Ay = max(Cy, Cy-1), then

A< pS(x) < Ay, forallz € Xgn X -1 N Xe.

Since Xy, X-1 and X, are all {-conull sets, we have finished the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 3.8. We shall need some notation. For k > 1, we set

S, =1{g€G | u*(g) > 0}.

k

Since u*”" is a continuous function on G, we note that Sy is open and for every s € G, the set

Vi(s) = {t € G | ut(st) > %u*k(s)}

is an open identity neighbourhood in G. If u**(s) > 0, then Vj(s) is non-empty. Since

G = U, Sk, we have
G= U U s Vi(s).

seG k>1

Since the support of u is contained in a compact set ), there exists a finite set F;, C G x N
such that

glu>0CgQC ] sWls), (3.8)
(s,k)EFy

which has the property that u**(s) > 0 for all (s, k) € F,.

Let us now fix g € G and a measurable non-negative function ¢ on G such that

(Y xp)(g) =(g) and (¢ *p)(e) =y(e) =1.
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Since (¢ % p)(g) = ¥ (g) and m¢ is left-invariant, we have

W) = /G b(gh) u(h) dme (h) < [[ullso / b(gh) dma(h)

{u>0}
= Mol [ wmdme) <l [ b dma(n)
g{u>0} (s,k)EF, Vi (s)
S / $(sh) dma (h).
(s,k)eFy
Using the bound
u**(sh) > % F(s) >0, forall h € Vi(s),

and the non-negativity of ¢, we now get

o) < e 3 [ wten) S aman)
(s,k)EFy
< 2ulleo —_— sh)uw*™* (sh) dmea(h
< 2| @,mzepgw(s) [, vty omydmetn)
<

1
2 [t oo —— [ ¢(sh)u**(sh) dma(h)
(%JF u*k(s) /G “

2ile Y i [ oo dme(n)

(Svk)ng

where we in the last step used the left-invariance of mg. Since

/G B(hya (k) dme (h) = b(e) = 1,

we can now conclude that

WO < Cyi=2lule Y s

(Svk)ng

Moreover, g — Cy is locally bounded since Eq. (3.8) can be adapted to the case when we run
over a collection of elements g taken from a compact set. U

3.8. Proof of Lemma 3.5

Let (G, 1) be a measured group and let (B, ) denote the Poisson boundary of (G, u). We
shall prove that the set V' of all functions of the form

fo = /G (g) o, dnu(g).

as ¢ ranges over L*°(G,n,) is norm-dense in L'(B,v). Assume that this is not the case.
Then, by Hahn-Banach’s Theorem, there exists a non-zero ¢ € (L'(B,v))* = L*>°(B,v) such
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/B fpddy = / / (9)0(6) 6(b) dv(b) d, (g)

that

for all ¢ € L*°(G,n,), where P, denotes the Poisson transform of (B, v), introduced in (3.7).
This readily shows that P,¢ = 0in L>(G,7,). Since (B,v) is the Poisson boundary of (G, p),
the map P, is an isometric isomorphism from L>(B,v) into L>(G, 1n,), whence ¢ = 0, which
is a contradiction. This finishes the proof.

3.9. Proof of Lemma 3.6
By Lemma 3.1, we have
d(g192) "¢ dg ‘¢, | dgy'¢
dg dg dg

for all g1,g92 € G and &-almost every x € X. Hence, if 47 and uo are two Borel probability
measures on G such that uy * & = us x £ = &, then

— (@)= (g22) (), (3.9)

_1 -1
/G / 108 2 (2) de(2) d(un * p2)(g) = / “1og 2918 (2 de () dpus (1)

: * GJX d§
dgflg
+ /GX—log 55 (x) dé(z) dpa(go).

In particular,

[ [ o @aewyant o) = [ [ —10g @) deto) auto)

for all £ > 1, whence, with the Borel probability measure 7, on G defined as

k=1
we have
d -1 d -1
[ —roe it i@ na) = [ [ ~108 " E @ ag(o duto)
where
=k
7= ok
k=

It also follows from (3.9) that for every g € G,

dg~t¢ 1
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whence

dg'¢ _ dgé
/G [ oLt @) de@yaute) = v /G | Tog 5 (g2) de(a) (o)

dg
1 dg§ dg€
= 7 s ke o

— /G Ente(5) dny(g),

which finishes the proof of (i). Now (ii) follows from Lemma 3.2.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Throughout this section, we adopt the notation and assumptions in Subsection 2.3. The
following proposition is the main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.1. For every 0 < § < t,, we have

sup
fE€Ps

Entg)(f) — /500 ap(t)®"(t)dt — @'(5)‘ < —2max (®(6),0 '(9)).

Remark 4.2. We stress that ®'(§) is typically unbounded as § — 0T. For instance, if
®(t) = tlogt, then ®'(§) = 1+ logd, which tends to —oo as § — 0. This is why we must
always keep track of the term ®'(4) throughout our estimates.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 assuming Proposition 4.1. Fix € > 0. Since ® is a continuous function
with ®(0) = 0, and lim;_,o+ ¢®'(t) = 0, we can choose 0 < 0 < t, such that

—2max (9(5),0 D'(4)) < e/2.

Let (f,) be a sequence in Py and let f be an element in Pg. By Proposition 4.1, we have

o0

/500 ay, () @"(t) dt + @'(5) — £/2 < Entd (f,) < /5 ay, (t) ®"(t)dt + @' (6) +¢/2, (4.1)

for all n, as well as,

o0

/;o ap(t) " (t)dt + ®'(5) — /2 < Ent (f) < /5 arp(t)®"(t)dt + ®'(0) +¢/2.  (4.2)

Since ® is a convex and twice differentiable function on (0,00), we have ®” > 0 on this
interval, whence dw,(t) = ®”(t) dt is a non-negative measure on [4, 00).

Let us first prove (i). We assume that f is a lower limit of the sequence (fy,) so that
ar(t) <limay, (t), forall t>0.
n
By Fatou’s Lemma, applied to the first inequality in (4.1), we conclude that
/;O ap(t) () dt + ¥'(5) — /2 < li_m/;o o, (6) @7 (1) di + ®/(5) — £/2
n
< liTmEntZD(fn).

Now the second inequality in (4.2) implies that

Entg(f) —e < /OO ap(t) ®"(t)dt + ®'(5) — /2 < lim Entg (f,).
J n
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Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we have proved (i).
To prove (ii), let us assume that f is an upper limit of (f,), so that
limay, (t) < ap(t) forall t> 0.
n

We shall in addition assume that for some 5 > 0,
/ t P " (t)dt < oo and sup/ AP de < 0.
1 n JX

The first condition says that the measure dwg(t) = t=B®"(t) dt is a finite non-negative mea-
sure on the interval [9, 00) (since ®” is bounded on [4, 1)), while the second condition implies
that the sequence (¢,) of non-negative functions on [6,00) defined by ¢, (t) = tPay, (t)
satisfies

1
sup ||¢nllee < Cp = —Sup/ f,i+6 d¢ < 0.
n /8 n X

To see this, note that Markov’s inequality implies that

1
ag, (t) < 5 /X B de, for all n.

If we now apply Fatou’s Lemma to the non-negative sequence (Cz — ¢,) and the measure
dwg, we conclude that

@/6 on dwgs(t) g/o @@n(t) dw[g(t)g/é ayp(t) @ (t) dt, (4.3)

since f is an upper limit of (f,,). We now observe that the second inequality in (4.1), together
with (4.3) implies that

@Entg(fn) < @/;O ay, (t) " (t) dt + ®'(6) + /2
- @/;o o dwg(t) + () + /2
< /:O ap(t) @ (t)dt + ®'(8) +¢/2.
The first inequality in (4.2) now shows that
T Ent? (£,) < Ent2(f) + =,
and since € > 0 is arbitrary, we have proved (ii). O

4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.1
Lemma 4.3. For every f € Py,

Ent? (f) = /0 T > u)) ¥ () du.

Remark 4.4. We stress that this lemma would be immediate if & were assumed to be
a strictly increasing continuously differentiable function on (0,00). However, the ® under
study here is strictly decreasing on (0, t,) and strictly increasing on (¢,,00), why our analysis
below will need to handle these intervals separately.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1 assuming Lemma 4.5. Pick f € Pg and 0 < § < t,. We use Lemma
4.3 to write

é 0
Euef() = [ 607 2 a) ¥ dus [ eUs 2 ) ') du
Let us consider the second term on the right hand side. Since f € Py, we have

lim ay(t)®'(¢) =0,

t—o00

and since t — af(t) is decreasing, it is differentiable almost everywhere, with derivative
op(t) = —=6({f > t}), for Lebesgue almost every ¢ € (4, 00).

Partial integration now yields,
JACTER L IO [—af @]+ [T aswea
_ )+ / o s (H)3" (1)

)
= (as(0) — 1)) + B(5) + /5 o (1B (1) dt,

and thus

00 é
Ent¢ (f) —/5 ay(t)®"(t) dt — @'(6) = /O §{f = u}) @'(u) du + (af(8) — 1)@'(9).  (4.4)

Let us now estimate the right hand side above. Since ®(0) = 0 and ®'(u) < 0 for all
u € (0,t,), and since £({f < u}) <1 for all u, we have

0 0
[ ets = up@yan] < - [ @) du < 0 + 0(0) = ~06),
0 0
as well as,
6
{af(5) -1l=N —/0 E{f = u})du—1| <6

Since both ® and @’ are negative on (0,t,), this shows that the right hand side in (4.4)
is bounded above in absolute value by —2max(®(d),d ®'(d)), which finishes the proof of
Proposition 4.1. U

4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3

To prove Lemma 4.3, we shall make use of the following standard identity, which follows
from Fubini’s Theorem. Let 6 be a non-negative measure on X, and let h be a non-negative
measurable function on X. Then,

/X h(z) do(x) = /X ( /0 o (@) dr) do(z) = /0 Toh s rdr (45)

=h(z)

Pick f € Ps and define the sub-probability measures
5; =&{(-N{f < to}) and f}r =&(-N{f = to}), onBx.
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We set @, = ® — ®(¢,), and note that ®, > 0 on [0, c0), and

/X o(f)de = /X D,(f) de + B(t,) = /{f<to}<1>o(f)d§+ /{m} D,(f) dé + (t,)

_ - +
= [ @undes + [ wulr)dsf + 0(0) (4:6)

The identity (4.5) applied to 0 = fjf now allows us to write

/cho(f)dg:/o & ({Do(f) > 7}) dr
and

e = + T T.
| wtnas = [ (@ =)

Let us begin by analysing the integral against f; Since @, is decreasing on |[0,%,], we see
that
D,(0) > D,(f) > Dy(t,) =0 on the set {f < t,},

whence

[ etz )= | " e (o) = ) dr
o o= —Jo ! o= '

We make the variable substitution 7 = ®,(¢) so that ¢ runs from ¢, to 0 and dr = ®'(t) dt.
Hence,

@ (0) 0
/0 & ({@o(f) = 7}) dr =/ &7 ({2o(f) > To(1)}) @'(t) dt
to
The assumption that @, is decreasing on [0,¢,] implies that

{f <t} ={Po(f) = Po(t)} N{f <to}, forall0<t<t,

whence
0 0 0
R RO O R (T DR / E({f < 1)) /(1) dt
to
- - [Ta-ets = o
to
= —0t)+ | US>,
where we in the last identity have used our assumption that ®(0) = 0. Since the map

t — &({f > t}) is monotone decreasing, it has at most countably many discontinuities. In
particular, we have £({f > t}) = £({f > t}) for Lebesgue almost every ¢, and thus

e (Wdt= [ E({f > 1)@ (t)dt,

0 0
from which we conclude that

/X o(f)de; = —0(ts)+ [ €{f = 1) (1) dt.

0

Let us now turn to the S}F—integral above. Since @, is increasing on [t,, 00), we can make the
variable substitution 7 = ®,(¢), so that ¢ runs from ¢, to co and dr = ®'(t) dt. Furthermore,
we have

{f >t} ={Pu(f) > Po(t)} N{f >t,}, forallt>t,,
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whence

[ gu@an=mar = ["g@n > em) oo

to
- [Cewzmvna
to
We now conclude that

_ - +
[ends = [ i+ [ wndef + o)

= (i) + [ S ) () di+ /too£({f2t})<1>’(t)dt+‘1>(to)

0

= /0 Tetr = 1)

which finishes the proof.

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.8

We retain the assumptions on ® from Theorem 1.2. Throughout the rest of this section,
we fix p € Pg, a sequence (A,) of sub-o-algebras of Bx and a sub-c-algebra A C Bx. We
set

fn=Ea,(p) and [f=Eulp)
To deduce Theorem 1.8 from Theorem 1.2, we need to prove:

(1) fn € Pg for all n, and f € Psy.

(2) If A is a lower Kudo-limit of (A,,), then f is a lower limit of the sequence (f,).
(3) If A is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,), then f is a upper limit of the sequence (f,,).
(4) If [y p'+P d¢ for some B > 0, then sup, [y B ge < 0.

We note that (4) is immediate from Jensen’s inequality for conditional expectations. The
other points are consequences of the following simple lemma (see details below):

Lemma 5.1. Suppose that f is a non-negative E-integrable function on X. Then,
[ 1) —tldgte) = 20,0 [ s@ds(@)+t. Jor every e > 0.
X X

Proof. Fix t > 0 and note that

/ (@) — ) dé(a) = / (fF(x) — ) de(y) — / (f(z) — £) dE(y)
X {f>t} {f<t}
— x) —t)dé(x) — x)—1)d
[ U@ =0~ [ (1@ -0 dew

=2 f@del) - 26 = ) - [ 1) d@) +r 5
{r>t} X
Let hy = fx{s>t}, so that

E{f>t}) ift>r
E{ >} = , forall 7> 0.

§{f=7)) it <r



24 MICHAEL BJORKLUND, YAIR HARTMAN, AND HANNA OPPELMAYER

We recall that

[ s@a@ = [ ([“xgsad) aso = [ e (52)

=f(=z)

/{f>t}f(m) dé(z) = /Xht(x) dé(z) = /OOO ({h > 1) dr

— [ ethzrpars [ T (b > 1Y) dr
0 t

whence

_ /5({f2t})d7+/w£({f27})d7
0 t

= €{f = t}) +ay (1)
If we plug this into (5.1), we conclude that

[ 1#@) = tde@) =200 - [ fl@asto

The following result is an immediate corollary of Lemma 5.1.

Corollary 5.2. Let (f,) be a sequence of non-negative &-integrable functions on X and let
f be a non-negative &-integrable function on X. Suppose that fX fndé = fX fd¢ for all n.
Then:

(i) f is a lower limit of (f,) if and only if
[ V@) tlde(a) <tim [ \g, ~tlde(o). for aite >0
X n Jx
(ii) f is an upper limit of (fy) if and only if
hm/|fn ) —t| d¢(x /|f ) —t|d(x), for allt > 0.

5.1. Proof of (1)
We recall that Pg denotes the set of all measurable functions f : X — [0, 00) such that

/f )dé(x) =1 and /|<I> N dé(x) < oo and lim af(t)®'(t) = 0.

t—o00

So the first condition is fulfilled for E 4, (p) and E 4(p), as p belongs to Pg.Since ® is assumed
to be convex and bounded from below, the second condition essentially follows from Jensen’s
inequality for conditional expectations. To verify the third condition, we need the following
corollary of Lemma 5.1.

Corollary 5.3. Let h be a non-negative &-integrable function on X and let C C Bx be a
sub-c-algebra. Then,

e (n)(t) < ap(t), for allt > 0.
Remark 5.4. In particular, this implies that if p € Pg, then
T o) (19(1) < Jim () 9'(2) =
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for any sub-o-algebra C C Bx. Since we assume that ®'(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > ¢,, this shows that
Ec(p) belongs to Pg as well, which finishes the proof of (1).

Proof of Corollary 5.5. Fix a {-integrable function h : X — [0,00) and let C C Bx be a
sub-o-algebra. Then,

| (Betn) g = [ [Ben—o]as < [ 1n—dlas

for all t > 0. Hence, by Lemma 5.1, applied to f = E¢(h) and f = h respectively, we have

20, () (1) — / Ec(h)dé +t < 2ap(t) — / hd¢+t, forallt >0,
X b's
whence ag,)(t) < ap(t) for all ¢ > 0. O

5.2. Proofs of (2) and (3)

We recall that a sub-o-algebra A C Bx is a lower Kudo-limit of the sequence (A,) (with
respect to &) if

IEA) |1 () < lim [E.a, ($)llr1(e),  for all v € L1(X,¢), (5-3)
and it is an upper Kudo-limit of (A,) (with respect to &) if
T B, (D)l 20 < IEAW@) e, for all p € LI(X,8) (5.4)

Lemma 5.1 allows us to reformulate these notions in the language of lower and upper limits
of a sequence of functions. The following corollary clearly proves (2) and (3).

Corollary 5.5. Let (A,,) be a sequence of sub-o-algebras of Bx and let A C Bx be a sub-o-
algebra. Then:
(i) A is a lower Kudo-limit of (Ay) if and only if for every non-negative p € L (X, &)
with [y pd€ =1, the function E4(p) is a lower limit of the sequence (E 4, (p)).
(ii) A is an upper Kudo-limit of (Ay,) if and only if for every non-negative p € L (X, &)
with [y pd& =1, the function E4(p) is an upper limit of the sequence (E4, (p)).
Proof. The proofs of (i) and (ii) are almost identical, so we only write out the details for (i).

Let us first assume that A is a lower Kudo-limit of (\A,,) and pick a non-negative p € L*>°(X, ).
Fix ¢t > 0, and set ¢ = p — t. Since A is a lower Kudo-limit of (A4,,), we have

IEa(p) = tllre) = IBa(@) L1 ey < Lm[[Ea, ()lL1(e) = Lim [|E4, (p) — tllr1(g),

whence Corollary 5.2, applied to g, = E 4, (p) and g = E 4(p), shows that E4(p) is a lower
limit of the sequence (E 4, (p)). This shows the “only if”-direction.

For the “if”-direction, we first observe that a straightforward approximation argument
shows that (5.3) holds if and only if it holds for all bounded functions 1. Furthermore, (5.3)
trivially holds for ¢ which are constant -almost everywhere). In what follows, let us fix
1 € L*(X, &), which is not constant &-almost everywhere, and set

p=c(t)+[[¥]),

where ¢ is a strictly positive constant chosen so that [ y pd¢é = 1. Then p is a non-negative
&-integrable function, and by assumption, E 4(p) is a lower limit of the sequence (E4,(p)).
By Corollary 5.2, this is equivalent to

[ Bt ~tlde <tim [ £, (0)~tlde foralle =0,
X n X
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In particular, if we take ¢ = ¢||¢)||, then this inequality can be rewritten as

/ E.4()] dé < lim / B4, ()] de,
X n X

and thus (5.3) holds for ¢. Since v is arbitrary, we conclude that A is a lower Kudo-limit of
the sequence (\A,,), which finishes the proof of the “if”-direction. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.12

Throughout this section, we let

0 fort =0
o(t) =
tlogt fort >0

To avoid cluttering, we write

Bute(f) = [ o(7)ds= [ flogfde for f e Po.
X X
where Pg denotes the set of all non-negative measurable functions on X such that
/ fdé=1 and / |f|log® fdé < oo and  lim ay(t) logt = 0.
X X t—o00
We note that if f is a bounded ¢-measurable function on X with [ v fd§ =1, then all of
these conditions are satisfied.

We will deduce Theorem 1.12 from the following two propositions.

Proposition 6.1 (Pinsker-Csizsar-Kullback inequality). Let (X, &) be a probability measure
space and let f be a non-negative &-integrable function on X with [y fd¢ =1. Then,

[ 1= 5@ dete) < VEBute(7),

X

Proposition 6.2. Let (A,,) be a sequence of sub-c-algebras of Bx and let A be an upper
Kudo-limit of (Ay). Then, for every ¢ € L*(X,€), we have

Remark 6.3. A short and elegant proof of the celebrated Pinsker-Csizsar-Kullback inequality
(Proposition 6.1) can be found in [9, Subsection 5.2.1].

The proof of Proposition 6.2 is short as well, and can be presented on a few lines as follows:
Let ¢ € L1(X,¢) and set ¢ = ¢ — E 4(¢) so that E4(¢)) = 0. Since A is an upper Kudo-limit
of the sequence (A,), we have

@HEA,L(@ —Ea, Ea(@)llrre) = @HEAn(ib)HLl(g) < “EA(w)“Ll(g) =0

Let us now turn to the proof of Theorem 1.12. We fix A > 1 and a measurable function
p: X = AL, with / pdé =1,
X

as well as a sequence (A,,) of sub-o-algebras of Bx. We denote by A™ and A~ the maximal
lower and minimal upper Kudo-limits of the sequence (A,,) respectively. We write

B (0) ~ Bau (o)lse = [ [1- Ea, () de,

E.A+ ‘
Ea, (p
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and for each n, we apply Proposition 6.1 to

= Ejg and dju = B, (p) de.

We conclude that
IE4+(p) —Ba,(p)llrie) < V2Ente(f)"/?

1/2
= V2 (Bnte(Ea- () - /X E () 10gEa, (p)dS) .
‘We now note that

[ B togEap)de = [ Ea s (0) 10 () de
X X
= [ Ban(p) logEu (o)

[ (BauBar(o) ~ Ba,(0)) o, (o) de
X

— H(A)+ /X (B (Ea+ () — B, (9)) logE, () de.

Since p: X — [A71, )], we see that
| /X (Eu (B (0) = B, (9)) 108 Bt (p) | < [[Ep, (Bt (9)) = By ()| o) Tog
which tends to zero as n — oo by Proposition 6.2. Hence,

h_m/ E4+(p) logE, (p) d§ = lim H,(A,),
n X

n

and thus
T [Ear (0) - Ea, (e < VE(H(AD) ~lim [ Bas (o) loga, () d)
< VB (A% i r,(4,))
which finishes the proof of Theorem 1.12.

7. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1.14 AND 1.15

27

Throughout this section, we fix a probability measure space (7',7) and a measurable kernel

function K : T'x X — [0, 00) with the properties:

(I) for every t € T', the function p; = K(t,-) on X is measurable, satisfies
/ pedé =1 and / Ent¢(p;) dn(t) < oo,
X T
and there exists A\; > 1 such that p; only takes values in [\, 1, At
(II) The bounded linear map ¢ — fy from L>(T,n) to L'(X,&), defined by

fo= /T B(t) pedn(t), for ¢ € L¥(T,n)

has a norm-dense image V C L'(X,¢).
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Remark 7.1. It suffices to assume in (I) that the {-essential range of p; is contained [\, L,
that is to say, A\ := max(]|p¢|leo, [|07 *llee) < 00 for every t € T.

Let (A,) be a sequence of sub-o-algebras of Bx. We make the following observations:

(1) To prove (i) in Theorem 1.15, we need to show that if h,(A,) — 0, then
=0, forall feV. (7.1)

lm | /des B9

Since V is norm-dense in L'(X, ¢), this proves that A, — {0, X} (modulo null sets)
in the strong operator topology.

(2) To prove (ii) in Theorem 1.15, we need to show that if A" is an upper Kudo-limit
of (Ay) and hy(Ayp) — hy(AT), then

lim |E 4+ (f) — Ea, (£l 1 =0, forall feV. (7.2)

Since V is norm-dense in L'(X,¢), this proves that A, — A% (modulo null sets) in
the strong operator topology.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.14

We need to show that the assumptions above imply that the conditions of Corollary 1.10
are fulfilled. In fact, they are fulfilled for any 8 > 0.

First, since we consider the standard entropy function, for any § > 0, we have that
ffo t=Pp” (t)dt < oo. Also, the assumption that p; is bounded for every ¢, implies that for

any 3 > 0, we have that [, pi+6 dé < o0o. Hence by Corollary 1.10 we get convergence for
each t € T.

Since we assumed in (I) that the n-integral of the entorpies of the p; is finite, the Bounded
Convergence Theorem now concludes the proof.

7.2. Proof of (i) in Theorem 1.15
Let us pick ¢ € L>(T,n), and consider fy, € V. We have

| [ reas=Bantta)] o <l [ 1=Batonl g dn@), foralin.  (73)

By the Pinsker-Csizsar-Kullback inequality (Proposition 6.1), applied to the functions f =
E ., (pt), we see that

H/XfwdE—EAn(fw)‘

IN

V2o /T H,, (Ay)"2 di(t)
VAl ([ HotA) dn)
Ve (A2,

where we have used Holder’s inequality in the second inequality. Hence, if h,(A,) — 0, then
Tim H / d¢ —F,, ( —0
1 Xfw §—Ea,(fp) i)

Since fy, € V is arbitrary, we have established (7.1), and thus (i) in Theorem 1.15, in view of

(1.

LX)

IN
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7.3. Proof of (ii) in Theorem 1.15

Let us assume that hy,(A,) — hy(AT). We shall show that for every sub-sequence (ny),
there is a further sub-sequence (ny,) such that

li]m |E 4+ (f) — Ea,, (f) =0, forall feV. (7.4)

e

In view of (2), this establishes (ii) in Theorem 1.15. We will need the following lemma, whose
proof is presented in the next sub-section.

Lemma 7.2. If hy(Ay,) — hy(AT), then there exists a sub-sequence (my) such that
H, (Ay,) — H, (AT),  for n-almost every t € T.

Let us now pick a sub-sequence (nj). Since A™ is also an upper Kudo-limit of (A, ) and
since limy, hy(An, ) = hy(A"), Lemma 7.2 allows us to extract a further sub-sequence (ny;)
such that

lim H,, (Ankj) = H,,(A%), for n-almost every t € T. (7.5)
J
Let us now pick ¢ € L>(T,n), and consider f,, € V. We have
[B.as () = Bt ol ey < Wl [ 1Bt (o) = Bt o)l tnt®). (79
for all j, so to prove (7.4), we need to show that
IIJIH/T HE.A+ (pt) - E.Ank]. (pt)HLl(g) dﬁ(t) = 0. (77)

Since sup; HEA+ (pt) _EA%J- (pt)HLl(g) < 2forallt € T, the limsup-version of Fatou’s Lemma

can be applied, so (7.7) follows if we can prove:

/T@ HE.A+ (pt) - E.Ank]. (pt)HLl(g) dﬁ(t) = 0. (78)

By Theorem 1.12, applied to p = p; for every t € T, and the n-almost sure limit (7.5), we
have

SR IE (00 = Bty (00| tn(®) < VE [ (B (A7) ~ i Hy (A ) ) =0

which proves (7.8), and thus (ii) in Theorem 1.15.
7.4. Proof of Lemma 7.2
We shall show that if h, (Ay,) — hy (A1), then

hm/‘ Ap)| dn(t) (7.9)

whence, by a standard Borel-Cantelli argument, we can extract at least one sub-sequence
(my) such that H,, (A, ) — H,,(A") for n-almost every ¢t € T. To prove (7.9), we set

@m(t) = Hpt(Am) and (P( ) Pt(A+)
By Jensen’s inequality for conditional expectations, we have for every t € T and for every
sub-c-algebra C C By,
H,,(C) < Ent¢(py)- (7.10)

‘We now know that:

(A) both sup,, ¢, and ¢ are n-integrable (by (7.10) and (I)).
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(B) lim,, om(t) < @(t) for every t € T (by (ii) in Theorem 1.8).
(C) limy, [ ¢mdn = [ ¢dn (by our assumption that hy,(Apy) — hy(A1)).

We claim that these properties force lim,, fT | — @m|dn = 0. To see this, we write

/\w—wm!dn = —/ (w—wm)dnJr/ (¢ —¥m)dn
T {‘P<‘Pm} {992%0771}
= —/ (w—wm)dnJr/(w—wm)dn
{p<epm} T
- / (¢ — om)dn
{p<pm}

= /sodn—/somdn—Q/ (@ — ©m)dn.
T T {p<om}

By Condition (C), the difference of the first two terms in the last identity tend to zero as
m — 00, so to prove (7.9), it suffices to show that the third term tends to zero as well. This
will clearly follow if we can prove:

M/ Fdn=0, (7.11)
™ J{e<pm}

where F' = sup,,, om + ¢. By (A), F is an n-integrable non-negative function on 7', so by the
limsup-version of Fatou’s Lemma, we have

H/ Fdng/FmX{wwm}dn.
™ He<eom} T m

By Condition (B), we see that lim,, X{¢ < om} = 0 n-almost surely, and thus (7.11) follows.
This finishes the proof of Lemma 7.2.

8. PROOFS OoF THEOREMS 1.16 AND 1.18

Let (G, pu) be a measured group and let (B,v) denote the Poisson boundary of (G, ).
We recall from the introduction that if (Z,0) is a Borel (G, p)-space, then its Furstenberg
p-entropy hi ) (Z,0) is defined as

o (Z:0) = [ [ <loxsls () a0(:) auto).

We refer to Section 3 for further definitions and standing assumptions.

In what follows, we fix a sequence ((Z,,6,)) of u-boundaries, along with measurable and

G-equivariant maps
T 2 (Byv) = (Zy,,60,), for all n.
Consider the sequence (A,) in &(B,v) defined by A, = 7, !(Bz,) and denote by A" and A~
the minimal upper and maximal lower Kudo-limits of (A,,) respectively. As we point out in
Subsection 3.1, there are u-boundaries (Z1,07) and (Z~,07) and measurable G-equivariant
maps
7y (B,v) = (ZT,07) and 7_:(B,v) = (Z7,07)

such that 7! (Bz+) = At and 72 (B-) = A~ modulo &-null sets.

In this language, Theorem 1.18 amounts to proving:
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(1) If by (Zn, 0n) — 0, then (Ay) converges to {(), B} in &(B,v).

(2) If h(G’,u)(Zna Gn) — h(GM)(ZJr’ 6+), then An — ./4Jr in 6(B, V).
These assertions are in fact special cases of Theorem 1.15. To see this, we first note that
Lemma 3.6 allows us to write

hG ) (Zn,0n) =" /G Ent, (B4, (p))) dnu(g) =: 7" by, (An),

for every n, and
(2500 =7 [ Bt (B (0) dula) =7y (A7),

where v = >"77 2%, and thus (1) and (2) follow from Theorem 1.15 (i) and (ii) respectively,
applied to

(Ta 77) = (G’ 77#) and pg = p;a

provided that we can show that the Radon-Nikodym kernel K(g,y) = Cif’—y”(y) = py(y) on
G x B satisfies the conditions of that theorem. In other words, we need to show that:

a) for every g € G, the function py on B is measurable, satisfies

/ pydv =1 and / Ent, (py) dnu(g) < oo,
B G

and there exists Ay > 1 such that the v-essential range of pj is contained in [A;l, gl

b) The bounded linear map ¢ +— fy, from L>®(G,n,) to L'(B,v), defined by

fo = /G b(g) # dnulg), for & € L(G.n)

has a norm-dense image V C L!(B,v).

Concerning a), we note that the first two assertions are contained in Lemma 3.1, while the
final assertion is contained in Lemma 3.4. Furthermore, by (i) Lemma 3.6, the integral
Jo Enty () dnu(g) is finite if i ) (B, v) is finite, which readily follows from local bounded-
ness of the map g — A4 in Lemma 3.4 and the relatively compactness of u. Finally, we note
that b) is established in Lemma 3.5, and thus the proof of Theorem 1.18 is complete.

The proof of Theorem 1.16 now follows from Theorem 1.14 since we have seen above that
the Radon-Nikodym derivatives fulfill the criteria of being kernels in the sense of Section 1.5.

REFERENCES

1. Beth Allen, Neighboring information and distributions of agents characteristics under uncertainty. J. Math.
Econom. 12 (1983), no. 1, 63-101.

2. Beth, Allen, Convergence of o-fields and applications to mathematical economics. Selected topics in oper-
ations research and mathematical economics (Karlsruhe, 1983), 161-174, Lecture Notes in Econom. and
Math. Systems, 226, Springer, Berlin, 1984.

3. Alberto Alonso, A counterexample on the continuity of conditional expectations. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 129
(1988), no. 1, 1-5.

4. Alberto Alonso and Fernando Brambila-Paz, L?-continuity of conditional expectations. J. Math. Anal.
Appl. 221 (1998), no. 1, 161-176.

5. Zvi Artstein, Sensitivity to o-fields of information in stochastic allocation. Stochastics and Stochastics
Reports, 36, 41-63 (1991)

6. Zvi Artstein, Relazed multi-functions and Young measures, Set-Valued Analysis, 6, 237-255 (1998)



32

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

17.

18.
19.

20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

MICHAEL BJORKLUND, YAIR HARTMAN, AND HANNA OPPELMAYER

. Zvi Artstein, Compact convergence of o-fields and relaxed conditional expectation. Probab. Theory Related

Fields 120 (2001), no. 3, 369-394.

. Martine Babillot, An introduction to Poisson boundaries of Lie groups. Probability measures on groups:

recent directions and trends, 1-90, Tata Inst. Fund. Res., Mumbai, 2006.

. Dominique Bakry, Ivan Gentil and Michel Ledoux, Analysis and geometry of Markov diffusion operators.

Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], 348.
Springer, Cham, 2014. xx+552 pp.

Lewis Bowen, Random walks on random coset spaces with applications to Furstenberg entropy. Invent.
Math. 196 (2014), no. 2, 485-510.

Lewis Bowen, Yair Hartman and Omer Tamuz, Generic stationary measures and actions. Trans. Amer.
Math. Soc. 369 (2017), no. 7, 4889-4929.

Lewis Bowen, Yair Hartman and Omer Tamuz, Property (T) and the Furstenberg entropy of nonsingular
actions. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 144 (2016), no. 1, 31-39.

Yair Hartman and Ariel Yadin, Furstenberg entropy of intersectional invariant random subgroups. Com-
positio Mathematica 154 (2018), no. 10, 2239-2265.

Edward Boylan, Fquiconvergence of martingales. Ann. Math. Statist. 42 (1971), 552-559.

Marcus Christiansen, A martingale concept for non-monotone information in a jump process framework,
Preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00952

Kevin Cotter, Similarity of information and behavior with a pointwise convergence topology. J. Math.
Econom. 15 (1986), no. 1, 25-38.

Kevin Cotter, Convergence of information, random variables and noise. J. Math. Econom. 16 (1987), no.
1, 39-51.

Helga Fetter, On the continuity of conditional expectations. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 61 (1977), no. 1, 227-231.
David Fisher, Dave Witte Morris, and Kevin Whyte, Nonergodic actions, cocycles and superrigidity, New
York J. Math. 10 (2004), 249-269 (electronic). MR2114789 (2005i:37003)

Alex Furman, Random walks on groups and random transformations. Handbook of dynamical systems,
Vol. 1A, 931-1014, North-Holland, Amsterdam, 2002.

Hillel Furstenberg, Noncommuting random products. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 108 (1963) 377-428.
Hirokichi Kudo, A note on the strong convergence of o-algebras. Ann. Probability 2 (1974), no. 1, 76-83.
George Mackey, Point realizations of transformation groups. Illinois J. Math. 6 1962 327-335.

Jacques Neveu, Note on the tightness of the metric on the set of complete sub o-algebras of a probability
space. Ann. Math. Statist. 43 (1972), 1369-1371.

Amos Nevo, The spectral theory of amenable actions and invariants of discrete groups. Geom. Dedicata
100 (2003), 187—218.

Amos Nevo and Robert Zimmer, Rigidity of Furstenberg entropy for semisimple Lie group actions. Ann.
Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 33 (2000), no. 3, 321-343.

Amos Nevo and Robert Zimmer, Homogenous projective factors for actions of semi-simple Lie groups.
Invent. Math. 138 (1999), no. 2, 229-252.

Laurent Piccinini Convergence of mnon-monotone sequence of sub-o-fields and convergence of associated
subspaces (L¥(Br), (p € [1,+00]). (English summary) J. Math. Anal. Appl. 225 (1998), no. 1, 73-90.
Lothar Rogge, Uniform inequalities for conditional expectations. Ann. Probability 2 (1974), 486-489.
Barry Simon, Convexity. An analytic viewpoint. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 187. Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambridge, 2011. x+345 pp.

Omer Tamuz and Tianyi Zheng, On the spectrum of asymptotic entropies of random walks Preprint.
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.01312

Matija Vidmar, A couple of remarks on the convergence of o-fields on probability spaces. Statist. Probab.
Lett. 134 (2018), 86-92.

Robert Zimmer, FErgodic theory and semisimple groups, Monographs in Mathematics, 81, Birkhauser,
Basel, 1984, MR 0776417 (86j:22014), Zbl 0571.58015.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, CHALMERS, GOTHENBURG, SWEDEN
E-mail address: micbjo@chalmers.se

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BEN GURION UNIVERSITY OF THE NEGEV, BE’ER-SHEVA, ISRAEL
E-mail address: hartmany@bgu.ac.il

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, CHALMERS, GOTHENBURG, SWEDEN
E-mail address: hannaop@chalmers.se


https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00952
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.01312

	1. Introduction
	1.1. The rough goal of the paper
	1.2. Entropy functions and asymptotic second order stochastic domination
	1.3. Entropy functionals and their Kudo-continuity
	1.4. Quantifying strong convergence in terms of entropy
	1.5. Averaged entropy
	1.6. An application to the entropy spectrum of random walks on groups

	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. The space of information and Kudo-continuity
	2.2. Asymptotic second order domination and Kudo-limits
	2.3. Entropy functions

	3. Preliminaries on measured groups
	3.1. Borel G-spaces
	3.2. Measured groups and stationary measures
	3.3. Boundary theory of measured groups
	3.4. The Furstenberg entropy of a stationary action
	3.5. Proof of Lemma 3.2
	3.6. Proof of Lemma 3.3
	3.7. Proof of Lemma 3.4
	3.8. Proof of Lemma 3.5
	3.9. Proof of Lemma 3.6

	4. Proof of Theorem 1.2
	4.1. Proof of Proposition 4.1
	4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3

	5. Proof of Theorem 1.8
	5.1. Proof of (1)
	5.2. Proofs of (2) and (3)

	6. Proof of Theorem 1.12
	7. Proofs of Theorems  1.14 and  1.15
	7.1. Proof of Theorem 1.14
	7.2. Proof of (i) in Theorem 1.15
	7.3. Proof of (ii) in Theorem 1.15
	7.4. Proof of Lemma 7.2

	8. Proofs of Theorems 1.16 and 1.18
	References

