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ON ORDER ISOMORPHISMS INTERTWINING SEMIGROUPS
FOR DIRICHLET FORMS

LIPING LI AND HANLAI LIN

ABSTRACT. This paper is devoted to characterizing the so-called order iso-
morphisms intertwining the L2-semigroups of two Dirichlet forms. We first
show that every unitary order isomorphism intertwining semigroups is the
composition of h-transformation and quasi-homeomorphism. In addition, un-
der the absolute continuity condition on Dirichlet forms, every (not necessarily
unitary) order isomorphism intertwining semigroups is the composition of h-
transformation, quasi-homeomorphism, and multiplication by a certain step
function.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a famous paper [7], Kac asked the following question: Let ; C R% i =
1,2, be bounded domains satisfying certain regularity condition, and A; be the
Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary condition on €2;. Does it follow that €, and s
are congruent if knowing that A; and As have the same series of eigenvalues? This
question can be formulated in terms of the L?-semigroups (7});>0 generated by A;.
Take an orthogonal basis {ef, : n > 1} of L?(€2;) consisting of eigenfunctions of A;
and let U : L?(Q1) — L?(€2) be the linear operator such that Uel = €2 for n > 1.
Then the assumption the the spectra coincide is equivalent to that

UT! =T?U, t>0. (1.1)

Kac’s problem amounts to asking that does it follow that ©; and 22 are congruent
if (1.1) holds for a certain unitary operator U : L?(Q;) — L?(Q2)? It has been
shown in [6] that, in general, the answer is negative.

In [2], Arendt studied Kac’s problem under an additional condition that U is
a so-called order isomorphism: U is bijective, and for f € L?(Q1), f > 0 if and
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only if Uf > 0. The main result of [2] stated that if U is an order isomorphism
satisfying (1.1), then ©; and 2 are congruent. In a recent paper [9], Lenz et al.
investigated an analogical problem in terms of Dirichlet forms. The terminologies
and notations concerning Dirichlet forms are referred to [3,5]; see also §2.1. Let
(&%, F%) be two quasi-regular and irreducible Dirichlet forms on L?(E;, m;), whose
L2-semigroups are denoted by (7} )¢>0, for i = 1,2. Consider an order isomorphism
U: L?(Ey,m1) — L?(Ea,ms), which is defined by the same way as the Laplacian
case, and assume that U intertwines (T})i>0 and (T7);>o in the sense of (1.1).
Then Lenz et al. showed that the topologies of E; and E5 coincide in the following
sense: There exist & -nests {F} : n > 1} and a map j : By — E such that j|p is a
homeomorphism from F! to F? for any n > 1. This problem is also considered in [4]
for possibly reducible Dirichlet forms and unitary order isomorphisms intertwining
their L2-semigroups by an argument involving the so-called ergodic decompositions
of Dirichlet forms.

The main purpose of the current paper is to characterize the order isomorphisms
intertwining the L2-semigroups of two Dirichlet forms by means of transformations
of Dirichlet forms. We first note that two transformations of Dirichlet forms, i.e. h-
transformation and quasi-homeomorphism, are corresponding to particular unitary
order isomorphisms intertwining semigroups, as will be explained in §2.2 and §2.3.
Then it turns out in Theorem 3.1 that every unitary order isomorphism intertwin-
ing semigroups is the composition of h-transformation and quasi-homeomorphism.
Regarding general (not necessarily unitary) order isomorphisms intertwining semi-
groups, we assume the absolute continuity condition for the probability transition
semigroup of the Markov process associated with (€1, F') and obtain an irreducible
decomposition of E; for (€',F1) in the sense of Kuwae [8]. Then E, also admits
an irreducible decomposition for (€2, F2). Our main result, Theorem 4.6, concludes
that every order isomorphism intertwining semigroups is the composition of three
transformations: h-transformation, quasi-homeomorphism, and multiplication by a
step function which is constant on each invariant set of (€2, F?2).

The paper is organized as follows. In §2 we prepare some terminologies and
notations about Dirichlet forms and order isomorphisms. Particularly, Lemmas 2.2
and 2.3 show that h-transformation and quasi-homeomorphism give special unitary
order isomorphisms intertwining semigroups. The characterization of unitary order
isomorphisms intertwining semigroups will be completed in §3. Then the general
case will be studied in §4.

2. h—TRANSFORMATION, QUASI-HOMEOMORPHISMS AND ORDER ISOMORPHISMS

In this section we prepare some terminologies and notations about Dirichlet
forms and order isomorphisms.

2.1. Dirichlet forms. Let (FE,B(E)) be a measurable space and m be a o-finite
measure on it. The completion of B(E) with respect to m is denoted by B™(E). A
Dirichlet form (€, ) is a symmetric Markovian closed form on L?(E, m), for which
we refer to the standard textbooks [3,5]. Set €1(f, 9) := E(f,g9) + (f,9)r2(E,m) for
any f,g € F.

Assume further that E is a Hausdorff topological space with the Borel o-algebra
B(E) being assumed to be generated by the continuous functions on E and that
m is fully supported on E. An ascending sequence {F,, : n > 1} of closed subsets
of F is called an &-nest if Up>1Fp, is €1-dense in F, where Fp, ;= {f € F: f =
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0,m-a.e. on F¢}. A subset N of E is called €-polar if there is an E-nest {F,, : n > 1}
such that N C Np>1(E \ F,,). A statement depending on € A is said to hold
&-quasi-everywhere (E-g.e. in abbreviation) on A if there is an E-polar set N C A
such that the statement is true for every x € A\ N. A function f on E is said to
be &-quasi-continuous (E-g.c. in abbreviation) if there is an &-nest {F,, : n > 1}
such that f|g, is finite and continuous on F,, for each n > 1.
The Dirichlet form (€, F) is called quasi-regular, if
(i) There exists an E-nest {F, : n > 1} consisting of compact sets;
(if) There exists an €;-dense subset of F whose elements have E-q.c. m-versions;
(iii) There exists {f, : n > 1} C F having &-quasi-continuous m-versions { f,, :
n > 1} and an &-polar set N C E such that {f, : n > 1} separates the
points of E'\ N.
It is called regular, if E is a locally compact separable metric space, m is a Radon
measure on F with full support, and FNC,(F) is £;-dense in F and uniformly dense
in C.(FE) respectively, where C.(FE) is the family of all continuous functions with
compact support on E. Note that a regular Dirichlet form is always quasi-regular.

2.2. h-transformation. Let (€, F) be a quasi-regular Dirichlet form on L?(E,m).
Denote by (T;):>o the L2-semigroup of (€,F). Note that Tt|L2+(E,m) can be ex-
tended to an operator, still denoted by T}, on L (E,m), where L2 (E,m) = {f €
L?*(E,m) : f > 0} and Ly (E,m) is the family of all m-equivalence classes of
B™(E)-measurable functions from E to [0, cc]. More precisely, take a strictly pos-
itive function n € L?(E, m) and define for any f € Ly (E,m),

T.f := lim Ti(f Ann).
n—oo

Since Tyg > 0 for any g € L?(E,m), it follows that Ty(f Ann) 1+ T;f and T,f €
L (E,m). This definition is independent of:che choice of 7. In fact, set f,, := fAnn.
For a~nother sequence g, € Lﬁ_ (E,m) 1 f, Tof :=lim,— 00 Tigy is also well defined
and T; f = T} f can be obtained as follows: For any h € L3 (E, m), we have

n—oo

/ h-Tifdm = lim h-Tifndm = lim Tih - fndm

:/Tth-fdm: lim Tth-gndm:/ h-T,fdm.

As aresult, T,f =T, f.
We introduce a family of excessive functions with respect to (13);>0 as follows:
Exc’ := {h € L (E,m): T;h < h,Vt > 0 and 21
h admits an &-q.c. m-version h with k > 0, S-q.e.}. '
This family is not necessarily contained in L?(E,m) (cf., e.g., [3,5]), and constant
functions belong to Exct. For h € Exc™,

Ep={ze€EF:0<h(z) <o} =FE, mae,
and .
h —

is called the h-transformed semigroup on L?(E, h%?-m). Clearly (T}*);>¢ is a strongly
continuous contraction Markovian semigroup on L?(E, h? - m).

Ty(hf)(z), t>0,f¢€L*(E,h* m) (2.2)
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Lemma 2.1. Let (&,F) be a quasi-reqular Dirichlet form on L*(E,m) and h €
Exct. Then the h-transformed semigroup (T]}')¢>o is associated with the quasi-
reqular Dirichlet form on L*(E,h? - m):

Fh={f € L*(E,h* -m), fh € F}
e"(f.9) = &(fh.gh). f.geT".
Furthermore, the following hold:

(2.3)

(1) An ascending sequence {F,} of closed subsets of E is an &"-nest, if and
only if it is an E-nest.

(2) A set N C E is E"-polar if and only if it is E-polar.

(3) f is EM-q.c. if and only if it is E-q.c.

Proof. Clearly h?-m is o-finite and has full support in E, and (", F") is a Dirichlet
form on L2(E,h%-m). It is easy to verify that Unzl?}n is €-dense in F", if and
only if U,>1FF, is €1-dense in F. Hence {F),} is an E"-nest if and only if it is an
&-nest. Particularly, N is €"-polar if and only if it is E-polar; every €-q.c. function
is €"-q.c. and vice verse. In addition, the first condition (i) in the definition of
quasi-regularity holds true for (", F%). For another two conditions (ii) and (iii),
it suffices to note that for any €-q.c. continuous f € F, f-h € ¥ is €"-q.c. That
completes the proof. (I

The Dirichlet form (€, 3") is called the h-transform of (€,F). Define an isom-
etry

Uy : L*(E,m) — L*(E,h*-m), fr~ % (2.4)

for h € Exc®. Then (&",F") is the image Dirichlet form of (€, F) under Uy, in the
sense that
gt =05, Ef.9)=EU, 1,0, 9), fgeT",
where U, ' is the inverse of Uj. Note that (2.2) yields the following.
Lemma 2.2. Let h € Exc™. Then UyTif = TMUnf fort >0 and f € L?(E,m).

2.3. Quasi-homeomorphism of Dirichlet spaces. Given another Dirichlet form
(é,f}") on a second L2-space LQ(E,m), where F is also a Hausdorff topological
space and m is fully supported on E, (€,9) is said to be quasi-homeomorphic to
(&,F) if there is an &-nest {F, : n > 1}, an &nest {F, : n > 1} and a map
§ : Up>1F, = Up>1F, such that

(i) j is a topological homeomorphism from F,, onto F, for each n > 1.

(i) m =moj L

(iii) It holds that

5"‘ =
&f.9)=e(fojged, f.9€7.

The map j is called a quasi-homeomorphism from (&, F) to (&, F). Define an isom-
etry

{feL?E,m): fojeT),
)

Uj: L*(E,m) — L*(E,m), fw foj ! (2.5)
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for a quasi-homeomorphism j. Then (&,7) is the image Dirichlet form of (&, )
under Uj, i.e.

F=U;3, &(f,9)=eU;'f,U"g), fged,

where U ;1 is the inverse of U;. It is worth pointing out that a quasi-regular
Dirichlet form is always quasi-homeomorphic to a certain regular Dirichlet form,
and the quasi-homeomorphic image of a quasi-regular Dirichlet form is still quasi-
regular.

Denote by (T})i>0 and (1});>0 the L2-semigroup of (&, F) and (&, F) respectively.
The following lemma is obvious and the proof is omitted.

Lemma 2.3. Let j be a quasi-homeomorphism from (&,F) to (&,F). Then TtUjf =
U;Tif for anyt >0 and f € L*(E,m).

2.4. Order isomorphisms. Let (E;, B(E;)) be a measurable space and m; be a
o-finite measure on it for ¢ = 1,2. The following concepts play a central role in
this paper. Note that we do not impose any topological structure on FE; for these
concepts.

Definition 2.4. (1) A linear map U : L?*(E1,m1) — L?(E2,ms) is called pos-
itivity preserving if Uf > 0, mo-a.e., for f € L2 (Ey,mq).
(2) A positivity preserving map U is said to be an order isomorphism if U has
a positivity preserving inverse.

Remark 2.5. A positivity preserving operator is always bounded; see, e.g., [1, The-
orem 4.3]. An order isomorphism U is an invertible operator U : L?(Ey,m1) —
L?(E3,m2) such that for any f € L2(E1,m1), Uf > 0 if and only if f > 0. Mim-
icking the argument concerning 73 in the beginning of §2.2, we can also extend
U|L2+(E17m1) to an operator from Ly (Fy,m1) to Ly (Fa, m2), which is still denoted
by U.

The following proposition presents a representation for order isomorphisms,
which is crucial to our treatment, and the proof is referred to [4, Proposition 3.2].

Proposition 2.6. Assume that E; is a standard Borel space, i.e. isomorphic to a
Polish space with its Borel o-algebra, fori =1,2. Let U : L*(Ey,m1) — L?(Eq,m2)
be an order isomorphism. Then there exists a measurable map s : (Ey, B™ (Fy1)) —
(0,00) and a measurable map 7 : (E1,B™(E1)) — (E2,B™2(E>)) with measurable
a.e. inverse T~ such that

Uf = (é) ot Vfe L*(Er,m). (2.6)

Here s and T are unique up to equality almost everywhere.

Remark 2.7. The map 7 is an almost-isomorphism from E; to Es in the sense that
there exist m;-negligible sets N; € B™i(E;) such that 7: By \ Ny = F2\ Ny is a
strict isomorphism.

The s and 7 are called scaling and transformation associated with the order
isomorphism U respectively. Clearly, the inverse of U
Ulg=s-gor, ge&L*(Eymy)

is also an order isomorphism. The scaling and transformation associated with U !

are % or 1 and 771,
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3. UNITARY ORDER ISOMORPHISMS INTERTWINING SEMIGROUPS

Let (€%, F%) be a Dirichlet form on L?(E;, m;), where L?(E;, m;) is given in §2.4,
for i = 1,2. Denote by (T});>0 the L?-semigroup of (€%, F%). An order isomorphism
U: L*(Ey,m1) = L?*(Ea,ms2) is said to intertwine (T} )i>0 and (T7)¢>o0, if

UT}f=T2Uf, VfeL*(E,m). (3.1)

Denote by O the family of all order isomorphisms intertwining (7}});>0 and (T7)¢>0-
Set

u:= {U €0: (Ufu Ug)LQ(EzﬂTLQ) = (f7 g)Lz(El,m1)7Vf7g € L2(E17m1)} ;

i.e. the family of all unitary order isomorphisms intertwining (7}});>0 and (T7):>o.
Any U € U is an isometry between L?(E1,m;) and L?(Ea,m2) and it is easy to
verify that

F*=UF", & f,9)=¢E"U'f,U g, f[fgeF? (3.2)

in other words, (2,3?) is the image Dirichlet form of (!, F') under U.

We endow F; with a Polish topological structure, i.e. F; is assumed to be a
Polish space and B(E;) is the Borel o-algebra generated by the continuous functions
on E;, for i = 1,2. Further assume that (&%, F%) is quasi-regular. It is worth
emphasising that these assumptions are not necessary for the set-up of U € O.
Denote by Exc] the family of excessive functions defined as (2.1) with respect
to (T})i>o and by (EL! FLM) the h-transform of (€!,F') for h € Excl. The
&'-q.c. mq-version of h € Exc]L is denoted by h. Note that both Up and U;
corresponding to h-transformation and quasi-homeomorphism are unitary order
isomorphisms intertwining semigroups; see Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3. In general we have
the following characterization of unitary order isomorphisms intertwining (7}');>0
and (Tt2)t20-

Theorem 3.1. Assume that E; is a Polish topological space with the Borel o-algebra
B(E;) and (&%, F7) is a quasi-reqular Dirichlet form on L?(E;,m;) fori =1,2. Then
U € U, if and only if there exists h € Exc] and a quasi-homeomorphism j from
(ELP FLY to (€2,F2) such that U = U;Uy. The pair (h,j) for U € U is unique up
to E1-q.e. equality.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let (h, j) be such a pair. Clearly U;U}, is invertible because so
are U; and Uy,. In addition, U;Up f > 0 if and only if f > 0 for any f € L*(E1, mq).
Hence U;Uj, is an order isomorphism. For the intertwining property, it follows from
Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3 that for any t > 0 and f € L%(Ey, my),

T? (U;Uy) f = (T2U;) Unf = (UjTtl’h) Unf
~U; (Ttl’hUh) f=U; (UTY) f = (U;U,) T

Finally U,U; is unitary because so are U, and Uj.

Necessity. The idea of this proof is due to [9] and we present some details for
readers’ convenience. In view of Proposition 2.6, let s and 7 be the scaling and
transformation associated with U € U. Recall that T} and U also stand for the
extended operators on Ly (Eq,m1) or Ly(E3,mgz). Particularly (2.6) and (3.1)
also hold for f € L (FE;,m;), and the Markovian property of (€%, F%) implies that
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T/1 < 1. Set h := s. It follows from
UT'h =TPUh=T?1 <1

that T}h < U~'1 = h. Then [9, Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.7] indicate that
h admits an &'-q.c. mq-version h. Repeating the argument in the proof of 9,
Lemma 3.9], we can obtain that {h = 0} is &!-polar, and thus h € Exc]. In
addition, the same argument as the proof of [9, Theorem 3.11] shows that 7 admits
an mj-version 7 and there exist &'-nests {F}} such that 7|m : F) — F2is a
topological homeomorphism. Set j := 7. We show that j is a quasi-homeomorphism
from (€10 FLh) to (€2,52). In fact, the condition (i) in the definition of quasi-
homeomorphism has been obtained. To conclude (ii), it follows from (2.6) and the
unitary property of U that for any f,g € L?(E1, h%-m1),

foldm: = [ UV (ghdma = [ fodtma o).
E, E, E,

Hence ma = (h?-mq)oj~! and (ii) holds true. For (iii), (3.2) tells us that f € F?2 if
and only if U=1f € 1. Note that U~'f = h- foj € F', if and only if foj € FLh,
Consequently f € F2 amounts to f o j € F". Meanwhile, (2.3) and (3.2) yield
that for f,g € F2,

& (f,9) =€ (WU, U g) =€ (fojgoy).

As a result (iii) is obtained. Finally it suffices to note that, on account of (2.4),
(2.5) and (2.6), U = U;Uy, holds true.

Uniqueness. Let (hq,j1) be another pair for U such that U = U;,Uy,. Then
h = hy and j = ji, mi-a.e., due to the uniqueness stated in Proposition 2.6. The
identity j; = j, &l-q.e., is a result of [9, Lemma 3.10]. Another identity h = hy,
&l-q.e., follows because both h and hi are £'-q.c. That completes the proof. O

This characterization particularly shows that the existence of unitary order iso-
morphism intertwining (7}});>0 and (7?)+>0, which depends only on the measurable

structures of E; and FEs, leads to the coincidence of topological structures of Fj
and Fs in a q.e. sense. That is the following.

Corollary 3.2. Adopt the assumptions of Theorem 3.1. If U # (), then there exist
Elnests {F. :n > 1} fori=1,2 and a map j : Up>1F! — U,>1F2 such that JlE
is a homeomorphism from F} to F? for anyn > 1.

4. GENERAL ORDER ISOMORPHISM INTERTWINING SEMIGROUPS

4.1. Invariant sets. Let (&, F) be a Dirichlet form on L*(E, m) and (T}):>0 be its
L?-semigroup. A set A € B™(E) is called T;-invariant if

La-Tif =T, (1af), f€L*(B,m).
Given a Ti-invariant set A, we can define the restriction of (€, F) to A as follows:
FUi={fla: f €T}, €4fla,gla) :=E(1af,1a9), fg€TF.
Note that (£4,F4) is a Dirichlet form on L2(A, m|4) whose L2-semigroup is
TtA (f|A) = Tt(flA)|A7 f € LQ(E,’ITI,)

We would write m for m|4 if no confusions caused. For f € L2?(A,m), denote
its zero extension to E still by f if there is no risk of ambiguity. In view of [3,
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Proposition 2.1.6], we may write L?2(A,m) C L?(E,m) and ¥4 C F in abuse of
notations.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that E is a Hausdorff topological space and let A be a Ty-
imwvariant set. Endow A with the restricted topology of E. Then the following hold:
(1) If {F, :n > 1} is an E-nest, then {F, N A:n > 1} is an E4-nest.
(2) fla is E4-g.c. for any E-q.c. function f.
(3) If N C E is &-polar, then N N A is E4-polar.

Proof. We only need to prove the first assertion. Set F), := F, N A. It suffices to
show Unzlffﬁ is Ef—dense inF4. To accomplish this, take f € FA © F. Then there
exists {gn } CnUn21f,:FFn such that ||g,— f|le, — 0. Without loss of generality assume
that g, € Fp,. Set fn, := gnla € FA. Since g, = 0, m-a.e. on E \ Fp,, it follows
that f, = 0, m-a.e. on A\ F,. Hence f, € 3"? . Applying [3, Proposition 2.1.6],
we get that !
[ fn — fHS{‘ < llgn = flle, = 0.
Therefore the assertion can be concluded. (I

In addition, (T})¢>0 or (€,F) is called irreducible, if either m(A) = 0 or m(E \
A) = 0 for any Tj-invariant set A. It is worth pointing out that the definitions of
invariant set and irreducibility depend only on the measurable structure of E.

4.2. Invariant sets under order isomorphism. From now on let F; be a Polish
topological space and (€%, F%) be a quasi-regular Dirichlet form on L?(E;, m;) whose
L2-semigroup is denoted by (T})¢>o for i = 1,2. Further let U € O, whose scaling
and transformation are s and 7 respectively.

Lemma 4.2. A is T} -invariant, if and only if 7(A) is T7-invariant. Particularly,
(&L, FYY is irreducible, if and only if so is (€%, F?).

Proof. Note that U : L?(Ey,m1) — L?(E2,m2) is a bijective and write g := U f for
f € L?3(Ey,my). Then f = U~ 'g. We have
T f o1 AT} f

, = —or ' =U(luT/f)

LT = LeyUT f = 174 -

and
T (1ray9) = T7 (LoyUf) =T <% o T_l) =TU(1af) = U (T} (1af)) -

Hence 1,129 = T7(1,(a)g) amounts to 14T f = T} (1 f). In other words, A is
T} -invariant, if and only if 7(A) is T?-invariant.

For the equivalence of irreducibility of (€1, 31) and (€2, F2), it suffices to prove
that mjo7~! and my are mutually absolutely continuous. In fact, take A € B™2(FEy)
with ma(A2) = 0. Then 14 = 0 in L?(E3, m2) and hence U114 = 0in L2(Ey,m1).
It follows from

mlonl(A):/ 1Ao7'dm1:/ v Admlz()
El El S

that m; o 77! < my. The contrary can be obtained analogically. That completes
the proof. O

Denote by ||U]| the operator norm of U € O. The following result characterizes
all order isomorphisms intertwining semigroups for irreducible case; see also [9].
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Proposition 4.3. Adopt the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 and assume further that
(Y, F1Y) is drreducible. Then U € O, if and only if there evists h € Exc{ and a
quasi-homeomorphism j from (€0, FL1) to (€2,F2) such that U = c - U;U, for
some constant ¢ > 0. The pair (ﬁ,j) for U € O is unique up to E'-q.e. equality.

Proof. The sufficiency is clear because
U, : L?(By,ma) — L*(Ey,ma), frrc-f

is an order isomorphism such that U.T? = T?U.. For the necessity, on account of
Lemma 4.2, (€2, F2) is irreducible. Then [9, Corollary 2.4] leads to that U/||U]| is
unitary for U € O. In other words, U/|U|| € U. As a result, the representation of
U with ¢ = ||U]|| as well as the uniqueness of (h, j) is a consequence of Theorem 3.1.
That completes the proof. ([

Obviously the analogical result of Corollary 3.2 holds.

Corollary 4.4. Adopt the same assumptions of Proposition 4.3. If O # (), then
there exist E'-nests {FL :n > 1} fori = 1,2 and a map j : Up>1F} — Up>1F?
such that j|F& is a homeomorphism from F} to F? for anyn > 1.

4.3. General characterization. Take a T}-invariant set A. Denote by Ttl’A and

TtQ’T(A) the restrictions of T}! to A and T7 to 7(A) respectively. Clearly (2.6) yields
that (A4, 7(A)) is U-invariant in the sense that

U(fla) =1,Uf, f€L*(Ey,mi).
AS a consequence,
UA(fla) == U(f1a)lra) € L*(7(A),m2), [ € L*(Er,m) (4.1)
is well defined.

Lemma 4.5. Adopt the same assumptions of Lemma 4.2 and let A be a T}-
invariant set. Then (4.1) gives an order isomorphism

UA:L2(A,my) — L*(1(A), ms)
intertwining Ttl’A and th’T(A).
Proof. Clearly U4 is linear and injective. For g € L?(7(A),ma) C L?(E2,m2), set
f:=(U"tg)|a € L*(A,m1). Then
UAf =UU g 14)lra) = UU ' g)lr(a) = g-

Hence U4 is surjective. Note that f > 0 if and only if UAf > 0 for any f €
L?(A,my). Thus U* is an order isomorphism. Since 7(A) is T2-invariant, it follows
that for any f € L*(A,mq) C L*(Ey,m),

UATHA f = UA (T} fla) = UT H)lray = TEU )l cay

T(A T(A T(A
=T2Uf - 1r(a)|ray = T} ( )(Uf|T(A)) =777 )(Uf|T(A)) =17y,

That completes the proof. (I
Denote by X! = (X})i>0 the Markov process associated with (€1, F') and by

(P} (x,dy))i>0 the probability transition semigroup of X'. We impose the following
assumption:
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(AC): (P})i>o satisfies the absolute continuity condition with respect to mq, i.e.
P} (z,dy) < mi(dy) for any t >0 and = € Ej.

Under (AC), Kuwae [8] shows that F; admits a unique irreducible decomposition

for (&1, F1):

By = Ui<p<n AL, (4.2)
where {AL € B™(E;) :1<n < N}, N € N or oo, forms a disjoint union, and
each Al is T}'-invariant and contains no proper T}l-invariant subsets. Particularly
the restriction of (€1,F1) to AL is irreducible. Set A2 := 7(AL). On account of
Lemma 4.2,

Ey = UlSHSNA?N mao-a.e. (43)
forms an irreducible decomposition for (€2,32). Define a family of step functions
on FEsy as follows:

N
8 := {(p—ch-lA% :de > 1, s.t. l/cgcngc,lgnSN}. (4.4)
n=1
For any ¢ € 8, define
Ug : L*(Ea,ma) = L*(Ea,ma), frr¢-f. (4.5)
Clearly U, is bijective and f > 0 if and only if U, f > 0. Consequently, U, is an
order isomorphism. The main result is the following.

Theorem 4.6. Adopt the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 and assume that (AC)
holds. Then U € O, if and only if

(i) E2 admits an irreducible decomposition (4.3) for (€2,52);
(ii) There evists h € Excf, a quasi-homeomorphism j from (€7 FLh) to
(€2,5%) and ¢ € 8 such that

U=U,U;Uy. (4.6)
The triple (h, j,¢) for U € O is unique in the sense that if (h1,j1,¢1) is another
triple such that U = U,, U;, U, , then
© =1, ma-a.e.,
j=j, h=hi, &.-qe.
Proof. Sufficiency. Applying Theorem 3.1, we only need to show U,T? = T2U,,.

In fact, let ¢ = Zﬁ;l cn - 142 asin (4.4). Since (4.3) forms an irreducible decom-
position for (€2, F?), it follows that for any g € L*(E, ms),

Laz - Tt29 = th(g ) 1A$l)-
Hence
N N N
U,Tig = Z calaz - Tig = Z T (cnglaz) = T7 (Z CnglA%> =T?U,g, (4.7)
n=1 n=1 n=1

where the third identity is due to the convergence of Zf:’:l cnglaz in L?(Ey, my).

Necessity. Let (4.2) be the irreducible decomposition for (€', F1). Set A2 :=
7(AL). Then (4.3) is an irreducible decomposition for (€2, F?2), i.e. the first asser-
tion holds true. In view of Lemma 4.5,

U, = UAiL : LQ(A}L,WM) — Lz(Aivm2>
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. . . . .. 1 1,4} 2 2,A2
is an order isomorphism intertwining 7, " :=T,""" and T,”" := T,""". Denote by

¢n = ||Uy]| the operator norm of U, and set
N
= ch “1az.
n=1

We first prove that ¢ € 8. In fact, for any f € L?(Ay,m1) C L*(E1,m1),
1Un fllL2(a2 ma) = 1U )] az 12242 ma) < NUFllL2(E2,me)
<O [ le2(B2ime) = U - 11222, ma)-
This implies ||Uy,|| < ||U||. Analogically we have ||U, || < [|[U7!|. In addition, it
follows from Id} = U-'U,,, where Id}, is the identity operator on L?(AL,m;), that
cn = [Unll = 1/1U ] = /11U

As a result, ¢ € 8§ can be concluded. Secondly we assert that U, /||Uy,| is unitary.
Denote by U, the adjoint operator of U,. Set s, := s|[41 and 7, := 7|41 . For any

f,g € L*(AL,m1), we have
(U;Unf7 g)L2(A}L,m1) = (Unf7 Ung)L2(A$l,m2) = / &dm2 o Thp. (48)

Al S5
In view of the proof of Lemma 4.2, we have mao, < my. Set p, := dmgot,/dm;.
It follows from (4.8) that U U, f = ¢, f where ¢, := p,/s2. On the other hand,
U, T}"™ = T}"U, implies T,""U;t = U;T;". Thus
onTy " = UnUnT " f = T "UsUnf = T, (90 f).
Mimicking the proof of [9, Lemma 2.2], we can obtain that ¢, is constant, m1-a.e.
on Al. Then (4.8) leads to

(Unf,Ung)12(A2 my) = € - (£, 9)L2(AL my)

for some constant ¢ > 0. Therefore ¢ = |U,|| and U, /||U,|| is unitary. Finally,
let U be the inverse of (4.5), and set U := U;'U. We show U € U, so that
Theorem 3.1 yields the representation (4.6). To accomplish this, note that U is
clearly bijective and for f € L?(Ey,m1), f > 0 if and only if Uf >0. Thus U is an
order isomorphism. Mimicking (4.7), we get that

U;'Tig =T7US g, g€ L*(Ea,ma).
It follows from U € O that for any f € L%(E1,m1),
UT)f = UG'THUf) = TEUSN(Uf) = TEUf.
Consequently U € O. In addition, (4.1) yields that

N
(O£, 0 r2mams) = Y h - (UFlaz, UF1az) pagy )
1

n

[
hWE

0721 ’ (Un(f|A}L)v Un(f|A7lz))L2(A$“m2) :

n=1
Since U, /||Uy|| is unitary, it follows that
N

UL UF)12Bsms) = D (Flavs Flan)r2arm = (£ F)r2E,my)-

n=1
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Therefore U € U.
Uniqueness. Note that U;'U = Uj, Uy, is unitary. Mimicking (4.9), we can
obtain that ¢1 = ¢, mo-a.e. Particularly, U, = U, and

Uj,Un, = U, U = U;'U = U;Up,.

The second identity is a consequence of the uniqueness obtained in Theorem 3.1.
That completes the proof. ([

We end this section with two corollaries of Theorem 4.6. The first one is the
analogue of Corollary 3.2, and the proof is trivial.

Corollary 4.7. Adopt the same assumptions of Theorem 4.6. If O # (), then there
exist E-nests {F :n > 1} fori=1,2 and a map j : Up>1F} — Up>1F2 such that
JlEy is a homeomorphism from F! to F2? for anyn > 1.

Let U = U, U;Up, be in Theorem 4.6, and denote by U, := UAn the restriction of
U to the T}'-invariant set AL. Although we cannot apply Proposition 4.3 directly to
U, because A’ is not necessarily Polish, the analogical representation holds true for
U,.. To accomplish this, denote by Excfin the family of excessive functions defined

1
as (2.3) with respect to Ttl’A". The h-transform of (14, F140) for h, € Excfin
is denoted by (Sl’Ai’h“,?l’A}wh“). Set

A% .= j(Al), 1<n<N.
Then A2 = A2, my-a.e. and
Ey = Uﬁ[:lfli, Mao-a.e.

also forms an irreducible decomposition for (€2,92). The restriction of (£2,F2) to
A2 is denoted by (£2:4n, F2A70)

Corollary 4.8. Adopt the same assumptions of Theorem 4.6 and let U = U,U;Uj, €
O. For any 1 <n < N, there exists h,, € Excf’n and a quasi-homeomorphism j,

from (El*A;’h",?l’Ah’h") to (82"&%,3’2"43& such that Uy, = ||Uy||U;,, Uh,,

Proof. Set hy, := h|a1 and j, := j|a1. It suffices to note that h, € Excfn and j,

is a quasi-homeomorphism from (ELAnhn FlAwhn) to (€24% F2A0) by virtue of
Lemma 4.1. (]
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