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ON THE KMS STATES FOR THE BERNOULLI SHIFT

S. SUNDAR

ABSTRACT. Let Q := {0,1}* be the Cantor space, and let 7 : Q@ — Q be the Bernoulli shift.
For the flow on the crossed product C'(2) x- Z determined by a potential that depends on only
one coordinate, we show that for every 8 # 0, there is an extremal 8-KMS state on C(Q) X, Z
of type Il~. Also, when the potential takes values that are rationally dependent, we determine
the values of A € (0,1) for which there is a an extremal 3-KMS state of type I17,.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The analysis of KMS states on various C'*-algebras has been in vogue for a long time and
has attracted quite a lot of attention over the last two decades. We can consider [9], [g],
[16], [14], [24], [25], [7], [6], [13] as a small sample of papers that deal with this subject. One
of the earliest important example is the case of the Cuntz-algebra O,, which is the universal

C*-algebra generated by isometries {s1, 82, -+ , s, } that satisfy the relation
n
Z sis; = 1.
i=1
Thanks to the universal property of O,,, given positive real numbers A1, Ao, -+ , Ay, there exists
a 1-parameter group of automorphisms o := {0y }s+cr on O, such that for every k € {1,2,--- ,n}

and t € R, oy(s) = ek sy, Evans proved in [9] that, with this action of R, O,, has a unique
KMS state attained at the inverse temperature 3, where 8 is the unique solution for the

n
equation Z e PN = 1. Tzumi ([12]) showed that in the GNS representation, O, generates a

type 111 fz;gtlor.

From the groupoid perspective, due to Renault, O,, is isomorphic to the C*-algebra of the
Deaconu-Renault groupoid associated to the one-sided shift on the Cantor space {0,1,2,--- ,n—
1}, In [13], Kumjian and Renault showed that Evans’ result can be deduced from this reali-
sation, where the action of R is given by a cocycle which in turn is determined by a potential
that depends only on the first coordinate. It is quite natural to ask what phenomena arise if
we replace the one-sided shift by the two-sided shift.

We consider only the two-sided shift on two symbols. The situation is vastly different. As
opposed to Oq, the C*-algebra C({0,1}%) x Z is not simple. This could be one reason why
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the structure of KMS states for the two-sided shift does not seem to be investigated in greater
detail in the literature. Neverthless, the author believes that there are a few questions that are
of interest, and it is worth the effort to resolve them. We pose one such question and resolve
it partially.

Let  := {0,1}%, and let 7 be the Bernoulli shift on Q, i.e 7(z), = z;_1. Let x : @ = R be a
continuous function that depends on only one coordinate. The universal property of the crossed
product C () x, Z grants us a 1-parameter group of automorphisms o := {0} }4cr on C(Q2) X Z
such that for every t € R, o4(f) = f for f € C(Q), and oy(u) = ue™X. Here, u is the canonical
unitary of the crossed product C'(2) x Z. (This type of flow for a more general dynamical
system (X,T), where X is a compact space and T is a homeomorphism, was considered by
Christensen and Thomsen in [7]).

Suppose that y takes values a and b. The analysis of KMS states is interesting only when a,
b are non-zero, and when they are of opposite signs. For a justification, the reader can consult
Theorem 6.2 of [7], and the analysis carried out at Page 18 in [3]. Thus, we can normalise, and
assume that y : 2 — R is given by

1 if r—1 = 0,
x(x) =
—6 if r_1 = 1

for some 6 > 0. The structure of KMS states for the flow o, determined by the potential ¥, is
vastly different from the O case. We have the following contrasting features.

(1) The set of possible inverse temperatures is the whole real line R.
(2) For every § € R and for every t € {I,II,I11}, there is a continuum of extremal 3-KMS
states of type t.

In the case when 6 is rational, it is not difficult to construct extremal KMS states of type I, 11
and I11. In the case when @ is irrational, it is still not hard to construct extremal KMS states
of type I and type I1. However, up to the author’s knowledge, the construction of a type I11
example (in fact, type III;) requires the non-trivial work of Nakada ([I7], [18]). The type I
examples constructed in [3] are of type II;. For more details, we refer the reader to [3] (see
also Remark [2.5]).

Given that all the three factorial KMS states are possible, a more refined question would be
to ask whether every possible Krieger type occurs or not. In particular, the author believes
that it is worth asking the following questions. Let 8 be a non-zero real number.

(1) Does there exist an extremal 5-KMS state of type 1?7

(2) Determine the values of A € (0,1) for which there is an extremal S-KMS state for o of
type I11,.

(3) Does there exist an extremal S-KMS state of type I11y?
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As mentioned earlier, it follows from the work of Nakada ([17], [18]) that type I1I; occurs when
0 is irrational. In this paper, we show the existence of a type Il example. Also, when 6 is
rational, we determine the values of A € (0,1) for which there is a 5-KMS state of type I11,.

Elementary considerations establish a bijective correspondence m — w,, between the set of
non-atomic, ergodic probability measures m on € that are e #X-conformal, i.e.

d(mor)
dm

— ¢ Px

and the set of extremal S-KMS states on C(€2) xZ that are not of type I. Moreover, for every
te{I,I1,I11,: )\ €[0,1]}, mis of type ¢ if and only if w,, is of type . Our main theorem
is stated below.

Theorem 1.1. For every non-zero 8 € R, there exists an ergodic probability measure m on §2
such that m is e PX-conformal, and m is of type Il .

The proof of the above theorem is existential and not constructive. Our proof is also oper-
ator algebraic. Our first reduction, which we undertake in Section 2, is based on the bijection
established in [3] that asserts that the set of e~#X-conformal measures on € is in bijective cor-
respondence with the set of e~#°-conformal, Radon measures on the unit space of the Deaconu-
Renault groupoid X, x N? that encodes two parameter discrete semigroups of isometries with
commuting range projections. Here, the cocycle ¢ : X, xN? — R is given by the homomorphism
c: 72 — R defined by c¢(m,n) = m + né.

Secondly, we show that constructing e~?¢-conformal measures on X,, is equivalent to con-
structing representations ( equivalently, constructing semigroups of isometries, indexed by N2,
with commuting range projections) of C*(X, x N2?) for which the eigenspace of N? correspond-
ing to the character e~ is non-trivial. This translation is inspired by the techniques of [11].
We undertake this translation in Section 3, where we prove the results in a more general set-
ting of a closed subsemigroup of a locally compact, abelian group. We show that proving Thm.
[LI amounts to constructing a two parameter semigroup of isometries with commuting range
projections satisfying certain hypotheses. In Section 4, by appealing to certain results available
in the literature concerning ergodic theory, we produce such a semigroup of isometries which
proves Thm. .11

As far as type II1 examples are concerned, we prove the following. Suppose 6 is rational,
and suppose 0 = g with ged(p,q) = 1. Let 8 be a non-zero real number. Suppose m is an
e PX_conformal measure that is of type III. Since x takes values in %Z, it follows that the

ratio set

r(7) N (0,00) C {e_% :n € 7}

|BIn

which is a closed subgroup of (0,00). Hence, A is necessarily of the form e~ ¢ for some n > 1.
The next theorem ensures that every such A is realised.
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Theorem 1.2. Suppose 0 := 2 is rational, and let B be a non-zero real number. Then, for

q
_18In
every A € {e” @ :n € {1,2,---}}, there exists an ergodic, probability measure m on S such

that m is e~ PX-conformal, and m is of type IIIy.

The author’s interest to analyse the structure of KMS states on C(€2) X, Z stems from the
close relationship, established in [3], that exists between the KMS states on C*(N?) (which is the
universal C*-algebra generated by a semigroup of isometries {U(m,n)}(m,n)eNZ with commuting
range projections) for the time evolution determined by the homomorphism ¢ : Z? — R and
the KMS states on C(€2) x Z. Roughly, at positive inverse temperature, every KMS state on
C*(N?) is an ’amplified version’ of a unique KMS state on C'(£2) x Z. Conversely, every KMS
state on C(Q2) x Z is a ‘corner’ of a unique KMS state on C*(N?). From this, it is apparent
that type II KMS states on C}(N?) are always of type I1,. But it is not at all clear why type
I, occurs for C'(2) x Z. In fact, the examples constructed in [3] are of type II;. Thus, it is
of intrinsic interest to investigate whether there are type I, KMS states on C(Q) x Z.

Convention: For us, the set of natural numbers N contains 0. All the Hilbert spaces con-
sidered in this paper are assumed to be separable, and the inner product is linear in the first
variable.

2. A REDUCTION

Let Q := {0,1}” be the Cantor space, and let 7 : @ — Q be the Bernoulli shift defined by
T(z) = xx—1. Suppose 6 > 0. Let x : 2 — R be the continuous map defined by

1 if r—1 = 0,
x(@) =
—0 if r_1 = 1.
Recall that the potential x defines a flow o := {0 }1er on C(2) X, Z, where the automorphism
oy is given by
oi(f) = f and oy (u) = ue™
for f € C(£2). Here, u stands for the canonical unitary of the crossed product C(2) % Z.
Fix a real number 5. Let w be a S-KMS state on C(2) x, Z for 0. Let m := m,, be the

probability measure on €2 that corresponds to the state w|c(q). Then, m is an e PX_conformal

measure on 2, i.e.

m(T(B)):/ e PXdm

B
for every Borel set B C Q. Conversely, suppose m is an e~ ?X-conformal probability measure
on . Then, there exists a unique S-KMS state w = wy, on C(2) %, Z such that

i) = by [ fdm.

Also, my,,, = m.
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For a B-KMS state w on C(Q2) x, Z, we denote the associated GNS representation by .
Let us make the following observations regarding the set of extremal S-KMS states.

(1) Suppose m is a non-atomic probability measure on 2. Since 2 has only countably many
periodic points, it follows that the action of Z on (2, m) via 7 is essentially free.

(2) Suppose m is an e~ PX_conformal probability measure that is non-atomic and ergodic.
It follows from Thm. 4.13 of [7] that w,, is an extremal S-KMS state of type ¢ where
te{ll,III}.

(3) Suppose w is an extremal S-KMS state. Let m be the associated e #X-conformal mea-
sure. Then, it follows from Lemma 3.7 of [7] that m is ergodic.

(a) Suppose m is atomic and concentrated on an orbit of a non-periodic point. Then,
by Corollary 1.4 of [20], it follows that w = w,,. In this case, it follows from Thm.
4.13 of [7] that w is of type I.

(b) Suppose m is atomic and concentrated on an orbit of a periodic point of period p.
Then, by Corollary 1.4 of [20], it follows that there exists z € T such that

0 if k ¢ pZ

w(z‘uk) =
k i .
Z / f(@)dm(z) if k € pZ

In this case, it is not difficult to prove as in Prop. 3.4 of [3] that the von Neumann
algebra 7, (C(Q) %, Z)" = L®(Q,m) x Z/pZ = M,(C). In this case, w is of type
I,.

(¢) Suppose m is non-atomic. Since 2 has only countably many periodic points and
m is non-atomic, it follows from Thm. 1.3 of [20] that w = w,,. In this case, it
follows from Thm. 4.13 of [7] that w is of type ¢ where t € {II,II1}.

Thus, the association

m — W

sets up a bijective correspondence between the set of non-atomic, ergodic, e #X-conformal
probability measures on 2 and the set of extremal S-KMS states on C(€2) x, Z that are not
of type I. Thanks to Thm. 4.13 of [7], for an ergodic, e~#X-conformal probability measure m
on Q and t € {II,11,III\}, m is of type t if and only if w,, is of type ¢t. Thus, exhibiting
an extremal S-KMS state of type Il is equivalent to exhibiting an ergodic, e~ #X-conformal
probability measure m on € such that m is of type Il.

For a real number S, let Mg(§2) denote the set of e~ PX_conformal probability measures on
Q, and let

M p(Q) := {m € Mg(Q2) : m is ergodic}.
Next, we establish a bijection between Mg(£2) and M_g(Q2) for every 5. Let x: Q — 2 be
the homeomorphism defined by

K(T)k = T 1.
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Note that x is of order two, and Tox = ko771

Proposition 2.1. Let 3 € R be given. If m € Mg(Q2), then mox € M_g(2). Moreover, the
map

Mﬁ(Q) SmM— MoK E M_B(Q)

s a bijection. Also, the map
Mﬁ(Q) SmM—> MoK E M_B(Q)
preserves ergodicity and the Krieger type.

Proof. Using the fact that ok = ko7 1, it is routine to check that for a probability measure
m on , m € Mg() if and only if mor € M_5(Q). Again, for m € Mg(Q2), using the fact
that 7o k = ko771, it can be verified that m is ergodic if and only if m o & is ergodic.

Let m € M, 5(€2) be given. Clearly, m is atomic if and only if m ok is atomic. Suppose that
m is non-atomic. Idenfity L>(2,m o k) with L*°(2, m) via the map

L*(Q,mokr)> f— fore L*(Q,m).

1

With the above identification, and thanks to the equality xk o7 = 77" o k, we have

L®°(Q,mok) X Z = L>®(Q,m) x,—1 Z = L>®(Q,m) x, Z.

Therefore, m and m o k have the same Krieger type. This completes the proof. O

The first key step is to convert the problem of constructing conformal measures on € into a
problem of constructing conformal measures on ‘the universal dynamical system’ that encodes
discrete two parameter semigroups of isometries with commuting range projections. First, we
make a few definitions in a more general context.

Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff abelian group. A second countable,
locally compact, Hausdorff space which has a continuous G-action will be called a G-space. Let
Y be a G-space, and suppose u is a quasi-invariant, ergodic, non-zero, Radon measure on Y.
We say that

(1) wis of type I if p is supported on an orbit.

(2) p is of type Iy if p is not of type I, and if the measure class [u] has a a non-zero
G-invariant, Radon measurd].

(3) pisof type Il if p is not of type I, and if the measure class [u] has a non-zero o-finite,
G-invariant measure but has no non-zero G-invariant, Radon measure.

(4) p is of type I11 if the measure class [p] has no non-zero o-finite, G-invariant measure.

If pis of type 111 and X € [0, 1], we say that p is of type I11) if L°(Y,) x G is a factor of type
117,.

1We warn the reader that, type II;, in this sense, does not mean that the associated crossed product
L*°(Y, ) x G is a type 11 factor.
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Suppose ¢ : G — R is a continuous homomorphism, and suppose Y is a G-space. A non-zero,
Radon measure y is said to be e~#¢-conformal if ju(E + s) = e 7°()u(E) for every s € G and
for every Borel subset £ C Y.

Let G be a countable, discrete abelian group, and let P C G be a subsemigroup containing

0 such that P — P = G. Define
Y. ={ACG:-P+ACA A#D},
X, ={A€Y,:0c A}
We identify Y, with a subset of {0,1}% in the usual way, and we endow Y, with the subspace

topology inherited from the product topology on {0,1}“. Note that Y, is a locally compact,
Hausdorff space, and X, is a compact subset of Y. The map

YuxG2(As) > A+scY,
defines an action of G on Y, and P leaves X, invariant, i.e. X, + P C X,,.

Remark 2.2. It was demonstrated in [22] that the dynamical system (Y ,,G) encodes all
semigroups of isometries, indexed by P, that has commuting range projections. In particu-
lar, C*(X, % P), where X, x P is the Deaconu-Renault groupoid, is the universal C*-algebra
generated by isometries {v, : a € P} such that

(1) fora,b € P, vayp = vavp, and

(2) the family {vav} : a € P} is a commuting family of projections.
Moreover, C*(X,, x P) is a full corner in Co(Y ) x G. For more details, the reader is referred
to [22] and Section 2 of [3].

Set Y, := Y, \{G}, and let X, := X, NY,. In [3], when G = Z2 and P = N2, a nice
parametrisation of Y, was obtained which we explain next. For the remainder of this section,
assume G = Z2? and P = N2. Set e := (1,0), ez := (0,1), v1 := ey, and vg := e1 + €. Define a
Z?-action on € x Z by setting

(x,t) + vy : = (1(x),x_1 + 1),
(x,t) +vg: = (z,t+1).
For (z,t) € Q X Z, let a(z,t) be the bi-infinite sequence defined by
t—(ro+z1+ -+ xmo) ifm>0,
(2.1) a(x,t), =<t ifm=0,
t+(xg+zo+- 4z, ifm<O.
For (z,t) € Q X Z, set
A(z,t) .= {mvi + nvg : n < a(z,t)m}.

Then, A(z,t) € Y, for every (z,t) € Q x Z. The following proposition is Prop. 4.1 of [3].
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Proposition 2.3 ([3]). The map

QAXZ> (z,t) = Az, t) €Y,
is a Z2-equivariant homeomorphism.

We identify Y,, with € x Z via the map given by Prop. 23] and by abusing notation, we write
Y, = QxZ. Then, X, = Q@ xN. Let ¢ : Z?> — R be the homomorphism such that c(e;) = 1 and
c(ez) = 6. Let B € R. Denote the set of e~#X-conformal probability measures on Q by M 5(82),
and denote the set of e~#°-conformal, non-zero, Radon measures on Y, by Mg(Y,,). Set

e,8(Q) : = {m € Mg(Q) : m is ergodic},
<Yu> = (€ My(¥,) : o is ergodic},
Mg, vz(Yu) = {M € Mp(Ya) : (X \(Xu + v2)) = 1},
Me g, (Yu) : = Meg(Yu) N Mg, (Ya).

For a probability measure m on €, define a Radon measure m on Y,, = 2 X Z by setting
(2.2) m(E x {n}) = e P00 m(E)

where F C 2 is a Borel subset.
It is routine to prove the following proposition as in Prop. 4.2 of [3]. Hence, we omit the
proof.

Proposition 2.4. The map
Mg(Q) >Sm—me Mgy, (Y)

is a bijection. Moreover, for m € Mg(), m is ergodic if and only if M is ergodic. Suppose
m € M. g(Q). Then, fort e {I,111,11,I11}, m is of type t if and only if ™ is of type t.

Remark 2.5. Let p € Mg(Y,). It is clear from the condition
p @+ {n+1}) = p((Q x {n}) + v2)) = e I pu(Q x {n})

that (2 x {0}) # 0. Thus, there exists a unique positive real number r and a unique m €
Mp(Q) such that p = rm.

For B > 0, it was proved in [3] that there is a continuum of e~Pe_conformal, ergodic, non-
zero, Radon measures on'Y,, of type t for eacht € {I,I1,I11}. Combining Prop. and Prop.
21, we see that for every non-zero S, there are uncountably many ergodic, e PX-conformal
probability measures on 0 of type t for each t € {I,I1,I11}.

Lemma 2.6. Let m € Mg(Q2) be such that m is ergodic and is of type II11. Let T be the
Radon measure on'Y, defined by Eq. [22. For X\ € [0,1], m is of type IIIy if and only if M is
of type I111y.
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Proof. Note that m on Y, = Q X Z is absolutely continuous w.r.t. dmdn, where dn is the
counting measure on Z. The crossed product L>(Y,,) x Z? can be written as an iterated crossed
product (L*®(Yy) x Zvg) x Zv;. But

L®(Y,) = L®(Q,m) ® (¥(Z).

Note that the vo-action is on the second factor, and it acts by translation by 1 on Z. Therefore,
L(Yy) % Zs = L=(Q,m) @ B(E2(Z)).

Let 7 : L®(Q,m) — L*(Q,m) be the map defined by 7(f)(z) = f(77'z). Denote the
bilateral shift on ¢2(Z) by U, i.e. Ue, = epy1, where {e, : n € Z} is the standard orthonormal
basis for £2(Z). Define p € L>(Q,m) by p := 11, —0}.

Once L*°(Y,,) X Zvs is identified with L>(Q, m) ® B(¢%(Z)), by a routine direct computation,
we see that the vi-action on L*®(Q.m) ® B(¢*(Z)) coincides with the automorphism Ad(p ®
1+4(1—-=p)®@U)o (r®1). Thus, the automorphism corresponding to the vj-action is outer
conjugate to 7 ® 1. Hence,

L®(Y,,m) x 72 = (L®(Q,m) x Z) ® B((*(Z)).

The result follows. O

We have now proved that proving Thm. [Tl is equivalent to exhibiting an ergodic, non-zero,
Radon measure p on Y, such that p is e “-conformal, and p is of type I1.,. How to construct
ergodic, e~#¢-conformal, Radon measures on Y;,? We take inspiration from the results of [L].
Let us recall the main result of [I1I]. Suppose I' is a discrete group that acts on a compact
space X by homeomorphisms. Then, the set of I'-invariant, ergodic probability measures on
X is in bijective correspondence with the collection (up to unitary equivalence) of irreducible
representations of the crossed product C(X) x I for which T" has an invariant unit vector. We
establish an analogous result here. We show that M. ,,(Y,) is in bijective correspondence
with the set of irreducible representations of C*(X, x N?) for which the eigenspace of N2
corresponding to the character e~ is non-trivial. In the next section, we prove this bijection
for a general closed, subsemigroup of a locally compact abelian group.

Remark 2.7. The author’s reason for proving the results in the topological setting, and not
just in the discrete setting, is because the results developed in the next section are needed for
future applications to Ey-semigroups. To avoid duplication, in the next section, the results are

developed in the setting of subsemigroups of locally compact abelian groups.

3. A TRANSLATION

Let G be a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff abelian group. Let P be a closed
subsemigroup of G containing 0. We assume that P — P = G and P has dense interior. For
s,t€eG,wesay s <tift—se€ P,and s <tift—s e Int(P). We assume that P has an order
unit, i.e. there exists ag € Int(P) such that for every s € G, there exists a positive integer n
such that nag > s. Let ¢: G — R be a continuous group homomorphism. The group G, the
semigroup P, and the homomorphism ¢ : G — R are fixed for the rest of this section.
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We first collect a few definitions concerning semigroups of isometries. A semigroup of isome-
tries V' := {Va }aep is said to be pure if (), p Ran(V,) = {0}. We also call a strongly continuous,
semigroup of isometries, indexed by P, an isometric representation of P. Let V := {V,}4.ep
be an isometric representation of P on a Hilbert space H. Let U := {Us}seq be a strongly
continuous, group of unitary operators on a Hilbert space K. We say that (U, K) is the minimal
unitary dilation of (V, H) if

(1) the Hilbert space K contains H as a closed subspace,

(2) for a € P, Uy|g =V,, and

(3) the union |J,cp UsH is dense in K.
For the existence and the uniqueness (up to a unitary equivalence) of the minimal unitary
dilation of an isometric representation, we refer the reader to [15].

Let V :={V, }4ep be a pure, isometric representation of P on a Hilbert space H. Set
Dy = | Ker(Vy).
acP
Since V is pure, Dy is a dense subspace of H. Also, for every a € P, V, leaves Dy invariant.
Let
Ly :={¢:Dy — C: ¢ is linear, and @|g, v+ is bounded for every a € P}.

For a € P, let T, : Ly — Ly be defined by

Tad(§) := ¢(Vak).

Then, T := {T, }acp is a semigroup of linear operators on Ly .

ope . . . . _Be .
Definition 3.1. Let § € R. With the foregoing notation, we say that V is e~ 2 -conformal if
there exists a non-zero element ¢ € Ly such that

_ Be(a)

Ta¢ =€ T(b
for every a € P. We say that V is 1-conformal if V is e_%—conformal for B=0. For g € R,
let

Ag(V)={p e Ly : Typ = e_Bczga)qb for all a € P}.
Remark 3.2. Suppose V=W @ W'. Then, for B € R, we have
Ag(V) = Ag(W) & Ag(W").

Thus,
dim Ag(V) = dim Ag(W) + dim Ag(W").

. . _Be . _Be
Hence, if V is not e~ 2 -conformal, then W is not e~ 2 -conformal.

Lemma 3.3. Keep the foregoing notation. Let 5 € R. Suppose there exists a non-zero vector
¢ € H such that
Be(a)
Vi§=e 2°¢

for alla € P. Then, V is e_%-conformal.
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Proof. Define ¢ : Dy — C by ¢(n) := (n|§). Since Dy is dense in H and £ # 0, ¢ # 0.
Clearly, ¢ € Ly, and
Be(a)

Twp=e 2 ¢

for every a € P. The proof is complete. a

Remark 3.4. Let V := {V,}4ep be a pure, strongly continuous semigroup of isometries on a
Hilbert space H. For a € P, let E, :== V,V. Let ¢ € Ly. For a € P, let &, € Ker(V}) be
such that ¢(&) = (£|€,) for & € Ker(V)). Then, the section
P>a—¢& € HKer(Vb*)
beP
is coherent, i.e. given a,b € P with a < b, we have E+&, = &,.

Conversely, given a coherent section & : P — H Ker(V)), there exists a unique ¢ € Ly

aeP
such that, given a € P, ¢(&) = (€|&q) for every & € Ker(V)). This way, we can identify Ly

with the set of coherent sections £ : P — H Ker(V)). We freely use this identification.

aceP
The space Ly can be given a Fréchet space structure, and the space Ly appears naturally in

the analysis of decomposable product systems ([5], [19]) in the theory of Eg-semigroups.

Let V :={V, }4ecp be an isometric representation of P on a Hilbert space H. For a € P, set
E, :=V,V*. We say that V has commuting range projections if {E, : a € P} is a commuting
family of projections. We say that V is irreducible if {V,,V; :a € P} =C.

Next, we recall from [22] the relevant results that we need for this paper. Fix an order unit
ag € Int(P) once and for all for the rest of this section. Let C(G) be the set of closed subsets
of G endowed with the Fell topology. Define the following subsets of C(G).

Y,:={A€C(Q): —P+AC A A#0},
X,:={A€eY,:—PCA}={A€Y,:0€ A},
Vy:={AeY,: A#G},
Xy :=Y,NXy,
={AeY,:AnInt(P)# 0} ={A€Y,:0¢€ Int(Ad)},

XO . ={AeY,: AnInt(P) # 0}.
Then, Y, is a locally compact, second countable, Hausdorff space which is also a G-space,
where the action of G on Y, is given by

YuxG>(As) > A+s€Y,.

Moreover, X, is a compact subset of Y, and X, + P C X,. Observe that YQ(LO)

subset of Y, contained in X,,, and YSLO) + P C Y&O). Also, Y, is an open subset of Y, and
X&O) is an open subset of Y, that is contained in X,,.

is an open

Remark 3.5. Let us a record a few facts that we keep appealing to.
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(1) The sequence (X, — nag), increases to Y. For a proof of this, we refer the reader to
Eq. 2.1 of [23] (Pages 1515-1516). Also, (X, —nao)n /Y.

(2) The sequence (X ,+nag)n>1 decreases to {G}. It is clear that (X ,+nag), is decreasing,
and {G} C (N,>1(Xu + nag). Suppose A € (,»;(Xu + nag). Then, A—nag € X, for
everymn > 1, i.e. nag € A for every n > 1. Since —P +ACA, —P+nayg C A. Since
ag is an order unit, G = |J,~1(—P + nag) C A. Consequently, A = G. This proves
that N,,>1(Xu + nag) = {G}._Also, the sequence (X, + nag)n>1 decreases to ).

(3) Notice that for a € Int(P), X, +a C x9. Consequently, for everyn > 1, X, + (n+
Dag C XQ(LO) + nag, and X, —nag C XQ(LO) — (n+ 1)ag for every n > 1. Therefore, by
(1), and (2), (X&O) + nag)n \( 0, and (XQ(LO) —nag)n Y.

(4) The collection {X, +s: s € G} generates the Borel o-algebra of Y, and the collection
{(Xy +s)N Xy, : s € G} generates the Borel o-algebra of X,,. Also, the collection
{Xyu+s:s € G} generates the Borel o-algebra of Y,,, and the collection {(X,+s)NX, :
s € G} generates the Borel o-algebra of X,,. This follows from Lemma 2.1 of [23].

Let V := {V, }4ep be an isometric representation of P on a Hilbert space H with commuting
range projections. For s € G, write s = a — b with a,b € P, and set W := V;*V,,. Then, by
Prop. 3.4 of [22], Wy is a well-defined partial isometry. For s € G, set Fy := W,W. Thanks
to Prop. 3.4 of [22], {Es : s € G} is a commuting family of projections.

Proposition 3.6. Keep the foregoing notation. There exists a unique projection valued measure
R on X, that takes values in B(H) such that for a Borel set E C X, and s € G,

W.R(E)W? = R((E + 5) N Xa).

Proof. For the existence of such a projection valued measure, we refer the reader to Lemma
7.1 of [22]. Suppose R; and Ry are two projection valued measures on X,, such that for i = 1,2,

WR;(EYW? = R;(E +s)N X))
for every s € G and for every Borel set E C X,,. Then, for s € G,
Ri(Xy+38)NXy) =W WS =Ro((Xy+5) N Xy).

As observed in Remark BB, {(X, + s) N X, : s € G} generates the Borel o-algebra of X,.
Hence, Ry = Ry. This completes the proof. 0.

For an isometric representation V' := {V, },ep of P with commuting range projections, we call
the projection valued measure R, given by Prop. 3.6 the projection valued measure associated
to V.

Proposition 3.7. Let V := {V, }scp be an isometric representation of P on a Hilbert space H
with commuting range projections, and let R be the projection valued measure associated to V.
Then, V is pure if and only if R is supported on X,, i.e. R({G})=0.
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Proof. Since {nag : n > 1} is a cofinal sequence, (,cp Ran(Va) = (\,ep Ran(Vig,). The
covariance relation

Voao R(E)V,,

nao = R(E +nag)

for every Borel subset E C X, implies that the orthogonal projection onto Ran(Vyg,) is
R(Xy + nap). By Remark B8 (X, +nag)n>1 N\ {G}. Thus, R(X, + nag) \« R({G}). Hence,
Ny>1 Ran(Vig,) = {0} if and only if R({G}) = 0. This completes the proof. O

Next, we introduce notation to denote various subsets of the set of non-zero, Radon measures

on Y,. Denote by M(Y,,) the set of non-zero, Radon measures on Y,. Let 5 € R. Set
Mp(Yy) 1 = {n € M(Y,) : pis e P*-conformal},
My (Yu) o = {p € M(Ya) : p(Xu\(Xu + a0)) = 1},
M .ao(Yu) 2 = Mp(Yu) 0 My (Yar),
M (Yy) i ={u e M(Y,) : pis ergodic for the G-action on Y, },
Mep(Yu) : = Mp(Yu) N Me(Ya),
Me g.a0(Yu) : = Me g(Ya) N Moy (Yar).

Lemma 3.8. For every a € P, X,\(X, + a) has compact closure. Suppose K C X, is a
compact subset. Then, there exists a € P such that K C X, \(X, + a).

Proof. Let a € P be given. Observe that X, \(X, +a) C Xu\(XQ(LO) +a) = Yu\(Yio) +a),
©) 45 open. Hence, X, \(X, + a) has

and the latter set is compact as X, is compact, and X,

compact closure.

Let K C X, be a compact subset. Note that X,\(X, + nag) is open in X, for every
n > 1, and by Remark B3 (X, \(Xy + nao))n * Xu. Thus, there exists n > 1 such that
K C X, \(Xy + nap). This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.9. Let p € Mg(Y,) be given. Then, u(X,\(Xy+ao)) € (0,00). Consequently, there
ezists a unique v € Mg q,(Yy) and a unique positive number r such that p = rv.

Proof. it follows from Lemma [3.8 that 1(X,\(Xy + ao)) is finite. Suppose that pu(X,\ (X, +
ap)) = 0. Then, by the conformality condition, X, + kao\(Xy + (k+1)ag) is a null set for every
k > 0. By Remark B8, (X, + kag)r \ 0. Hence,

Xy o= [[(Xu + kao\(Xu + (k + 1)ap)).
k>0
Thus, X, is a null set. The conformality condition forces that X, — nag is a null set for every
n > 1. Again by Remark B3] Y, = |, (Xu — nag). Consequently, ;(Y,) = 0 which is a
contradiction. Hence the proof. - O

Remark 3.10. Let (31,32 be real numbers, and let i € Mg, (Y,). Suppose ¢ : X, = C is a
measurable function such that for every a € P,

P(A+a) — ¢(A) = Pac(a)
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for p-almost all A € X,,.
Using the equality Yy, := Uuep(Xu — a) = U,>1(Xu — nao), it is not difficult to prove that
there exists a measurable function 5: Y, — C such that glxu = ¢, and for every s € G,

H(A+ 5) — G(A) = Bac(s)
for p-almost all A € Y,,. We omit the proof as this is elementary.

Let B € R be a real number, and let u be a non-zero, Radon measure on X, such that
w(E +a) = e‘ﬁc(“)u(E) for every Borel subset E C X,, and for every a € P. Using the fact
that Yy, = Uyep(Xu —a) = Uagp(Xz(LO) —a), it is not difficult to prove that there exists a unique
non-zero, Radon measure i on Y, such that fi|x, = u, and [i is e P¢-conformal. We leave the
details to the reader.

Let p € Mg(Y,) be given. Consider the Koopman representation U := {Us}seq of G on
L2(Yy, p), ie.
/362(5)

Usf(A) = e f(A—s).

We view L2(X,, 1) as a closed subspace of L?(Y,, ). The fact that X, + P C X, implies that
{U,}aep leaves L%(X,, i) invariant. For a € P, set

Va = Ua|L2(Xu,u)‘

Then, V := {V,}aep is a strongly, continuous semigroup of isometries on L?(X,,u) with
commuting range projections. To denote the dependence of V on u, we denote V' by V#.

Proposition 3.11. Let 5 € R, and let p € Mg(Y,). Then, V* is e_%—conformal. Moreovoer,
dim Ag(V) =1 if and only if p is ergodic.

Proof. Let V := V#. Note that, in this case, the space Ly can be written as

Ly :={¢: X, — C: ¢ is measurable, and for every a € P, / |p(A)|?du(A) < oo}
Xu\(Xu+a)
As usual, we identify two functions if they agree almost everywhere. Thanks to Lemma [3.8]
Ly = L2 (Xy,u). The action of P, T := {T, }aep, on Ly is then given by

—Bc(a)
2

Tap(A) = e

—Bc(a) . . . .
Take ¢ = 1x,. Then, T, = e 2 ¢ for every a € P. Thus, the isometric representation V is

H(A+a).

_Be
e” 2 -conformal.
Be(a)
Suppose that p is ergodic. Let ¢ € Ly be such that T,¢o = e~ 2 ¢. Then, for every a € P,

P(A+a) = ¢(A)

for almost all A € X,,. Thanks to Remark B.I0, there exists a Borel function 5 1Y, — C that
extends ¢ and for every s € G, ¢(A + s) = ¢(A) for almost all A € Y,. The ergodicity of
1 implies that there exists ¢ € C such that ¢ = ¢ a.e. Thus, ¢ = cly,. Hence, Ag(VH) is
1-dimensional if u is ergodic.
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Conversely, suppose that Ag(V) is 1-dimensional. Let ¢ : Y, — C be a bounded Borel
function that is G-invariant. Then, ¢|x, € Ag(V). Since dim Ag(V') is 1-dimensional, there
exists ¢ € C such that ¢|x, = clx,. Thus, ¢(A) = ¢ for almost all A € X,,. Since Y, =
U,>1(Xu — nag) and ¢ is G-invariant, it follows that ¢(A) = ¢ for almost all A € Y,,. Hence,
n is ergodic. O

Remark 3.12. Let u € Mg(Yy), and let V := V. Let M : L>(Xy,p) — B(L*(Xu, 1)) be
the multiplication representation. Suppose R is the projection valued measure associated to V.,
then R(E) = M(1g) for every Borel set E C X,,.

To see this, for s =a—b &€ G, with a,b € P, set W, := V,*V,. Then, for s € G,

Be(s)
e 2

f(A—s) ifA—se Xy,
Wi f(A) :=
0 if A—s ¢ X,
for f € L3(Xy, ). Routine computations show that for a Borel set E C X,
W M)W = M(L(pis)nx,)-
It follows from Prop. that R(E) = M(1g) for every Borel subset E C X,,.

Proposition 3.13. Let 1,82 € R, and suppose pn € Mg, (Yy,) and po € Mg, (Yy). Then, the
following are equivalent.

(1) The isometric representations V' and V#2 are unitarily equivalent.
(2) The measures py and pg are absolutely continuous w.r.t. each other.

Proof. Clearly, (2) = (1). Suppose that (1) holds. Then, the projection valued measures
associated to V#! and V#2 are unitarily equivalent. It follows from Remark that the mul-
tiplication representations of Co(X,) on L?(X,, p1) and on L?(X,, u2) are unitarily equivalent.
Hence, u1|x, and ps|x, are absolutely continuous. Thanks to the conformality condition of
w1 and pg, it follows that, for every n > 1, p1|x, —nao and p2]x,—na, are absolutely continuous
w.r.t. each other. As observed in Remark BB (X, — nag), ,* Y,. Hence, u; and ps are
absolutely continuous. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.14. Let f € R, and let p € Mg(Y,). Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) The isometric representation V* is irreducible.
(2) The measure u is ergodic.

Proof. Let V := V# and let M : L>°(X,, 1) — B(L?(Xy, 1)) be the multiplication represen-
tation. Assume that V is irreducible. Suppose p is not ergodic. Let E be a G-invariant subset
of Y, such that F is neither null nor co-null. We claim that £ N X, and E°N X, have positive
measure. Suppose £ N X, is a null set. Then, for every n > 1,

w(EN(Xy —nag)) = p((E —nag) N (X, —nag)) = p((ENX,) —nag) = e 70 (BN X,) = 0.
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Thus, £ N (X, — nag) has measure zero for every n. Thus, E = {J,,~,(E N (X, — nag)) has
measure zero, which is a contradiction. Therefore, £ N X, is of posi{ive measure. Similarly,
E° N X, is of positive measure.

Therefore, @ := M(1gnx,) is a non-trivial projection. Let a € P be given. Calculate as
follows to observe that for ¢ € L?(X,, ) and A € X,

Be(a)

QViE(A)=¢" 2 lpnx,(A)E(A+a)
= e 1p(A)E(A +a)
— e_@ 1p—a(A)lx,—a(A)E(A + a) (since E is G-invariant, and X,, —a C X,,)
— 7% lenx, (A +a)§(A+a)
=V, Q¢(A).

Thus, @ commutes with V* for every a € P. The fact that @ is self-adjoint implies that @
commutes with V, for every a € P. Consequently, () is a non-trivial projection such that
Qe{V,,Vi:ac P}’. This contradicts the assumption that V is irreducible. Hence, if V is
irreducible, then p is ergodic.

Conversely, suppose p is ergodic. Let U be a unitary that lies in the commutant {V,, V.* : a €
P}/. Since U intertwines V and V, U intertwines the associated projection valued measures.
By Remark B.12] we have

UMg)U* = M(1g)
for every Borel set E C X,,. Thus, U € M(L®(X,,u)) = M(L®(Xy, ).

Let ¢ : X, — T be a Borel function such that U = M(¢). Thanks to the equality

VIM(¢)Vy = M(9), for every a € P, we have

(3-3) P(A+a) = ¢(A)

for almost all A € X,,. Apply Remark B.I0 to extend ¢ to a Borel function on Y, which we
again denote by ¢, such that given s € G,

P(A+s) = ¢(4)

for almost all A € Y,,. As pu is ergodic, it follows that there exists a scalar ¢ such that ¢ = ¢
a.e. Therefore, U is a scalar multiple of the identity operator. Hence, V is irreducible. This
completes the proof of the implication (2) = (1). O

Let Z(P) be the collection (up to unitary equivalence) of pure isometric representations of

P with commuting range projections. Define
Z,(P):={V € Z(P) : V is irreducible}
Ig(P):={V €Z(P):V is e_%—conformal}
Is,(P):=TIs(P)NZI.(P).
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We have shown that for § € R and for an ergodic, e~ #°-conformal, non-zero Radon measure p
onY,, V* €Zs,.(P).

Proposition 3.15. The map
Megay(Yu) 2 p— VH* ey, (P)
15 1-1.
Proof. Let u,v € M g.4,(Yy) be such that V# is unitarily equivalent to V¥. By Prop. B.I3]
it follows that p and v are absolutely continuous w.r.t. each other. Let f : Y, — (0,00) be

a Borel function such that du = fdv. The fact that both p and v are e~ ?°-conformal implies
that for every s € G,

f(A+s)=f(A)
for v-almost all A € Y,,. Since v is ergodic, there exists ¢ € (0,00) such that f = ¢ a.e. Thus,
pu = cv. The equality u(X,\(Xy + ag)) = v(Xu\(Xy + ag)) = 1 implies that ¢ = 1. Hence,
@ = v. This completes the proof. O
The main point of this section is to show that the map

Megay(Yu) 2 p— VH* ey, (P)

is surjective. As mentioned earlier, the proof is inspired by the techniques of [11].

Let V = {V, }acp be a pure, isometric representation of P with commuting range projections
on a Hilbert space H. For a € P, set E, := V, V. Let 8 € R, and suppose that V is e_%—
conformal. The isometric representation V' is fixed until further mention.

Let Dy := U,ep Ker(Vy), and let

Ly :={¢: Dy — C: ¢ is linear, and for every a € P, ¢|gep(v+) is bounded}.
Recall that the action of P, T := {T, }scp, on Ly is given by
Ta9(§) = o(Val)

for ¢ € Ly and £ € Dy. Choose a non-zero ¢ € Ly such that for every a € P, T,¢p = ¢
For a € P, let & € Ker(V,) be such that

¢(&) = (€l€a)

for £ € Ker(V)). Thanks to Remark B4l the family {{,}scp is a coherent family, i.e. for
a,b e P,if a <b, then

(3.4) Ef& = &

_Be(a)

2(;5‘

Let R be the projection valued measure associated to V. Set

Hy := span{R(E)¢, : E C X, is Borel, and a € P}.

The key theorem is the following.
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Theorem 3.16. With the foregoing notation, the closed subspace Hy is invariant under {Vy, V.* :
a € P}, and there ezists p € Mg(Yy,) such that V* is unitarily equivalent to Vg, .

The construction of the required measure p for the above theorem is next explained in a

series of steps. Let a,b € P be given, and let £ € Ker(V}") be given. Then, V,{ € Ker(Va’Zrb).

Calculate as follows to observe that
_ Be(a) Be(a)

ez ({lG) =e 2 9(f)
= Ta9(¢)
= ¢(Vaé)
= (Va&l&a+s)
= IV Eatn)
= (€1 By Vi €aro)-

Thus, for a,b € P,

Be(a)
(3.5) EyVi€op =€ 2 &.

Let R be the projection valued measure associated to V. Recall that we have the following
equations. For every a € P and for a Borel subset £ C X,

(3.6) VIR(E)W, =R((E —a)NXy)
and
(3.7) VoR(E)V,) = R(E + a).

(1) Let a € P, and let y, be the measure on X, defined by the equation

ta(E) == (R(E)&a|&a)
for a Borel subset FE of X,,. Observe that
pa(Xy +a) = <R(Xu + a)ga’§a>
= (VaVi'&léa) (by Eq. BT)
=0 (since &, € Ker(V))).
In other words, u, is supported on X, \(X, + a). Moreover, for a Borel subset E C
X \(Xy +a),
pa(E) = <R(E)§a’§a>
(2) The family of measures {u, : a € P} is consistent in the following sense. Suppose E is
a Borel subset such that £ C X,\(X, +a) and F C X,\(X,, + b) for a,b € P. Then,
tq(E) = pp(E). To see this, first consider the case where b > a, i.e. b —a € P. Write

b=a+dwith d € P. Suppose E C X,\(Xy + a). Then, £ C X,\(Xy + a + d).
Calculate as follows to observe that

1(E) = (R(E)&atdléa+d)
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= (R(Xu\(Xu + @) R(E)R(X,\(Xu + @))€araléara)
= (B} R(E)Ey£adléa+a) (by Eq. BI)

= <R(E Ej£a+d|E¢i_£a+d>

= (R(E)&|&q) (by Eq. BA)

= pa(E).

Let a,b € P be given. Suppose E is a Borel subset of X,, such that F is contained in
(X \( Xy +a) N (X \(Xy + ) € Xy \(Xy +a+b). The reasoning made so far implies
that

)
)

1a(E) = patv(E) = my(E).
Consequently, the family of measures {u, : a € P} is consistent.
Using the fact that (X, \(Xy + nao))n * Xy and the fact that the family of measures
{ltnay : m > 1} is consistent, we see that there exists a unique measure p on X, such
that if E is a Borel subset of X\ (X, + nag) for some n > 1, then

N(E) = <R(E)§nao ‘gnao>’

Since {nag : n > 1} is cofinal and the family of measures {yu, : @ € P} is consistent, we
see that for a € P and a Borel subset £ C X,,\(X, + a), we have

IU(E) = <R(E)€a‘€a>
In particular, for every a € P, u(X,\(Xy + a)) = (E&|¢) = (&4]€.) < co. Tt follows

from Lemma B8 that i is a Radon measure. Since £, is non-zero for some a € P,

(X \(Xu + a)) = (§al€a) > 0

for some a € P. Thus, p is a non-zero, Radon measure.

We claim that for every Borel subset E C X, and a € P, u(E + a) = e %) 4 (E). Let
a € P andlet E C X, be a Borel subset. Since X,, := J,;~(Xu\(Xy +nao)), it suffices
to consider the case when E C X\ (X, + b) for some b € P. Then,

E+acCX,+a\(Xy+a+b) C X,\(Xy +a+Db).
Calculate as follows to observe that
R(E + a)atb/Ea+ts)
VaR(E)V; §asb|€atn)

p(E +a) = (
(
(R(E)V Catn| Vi Earts)
(
{

By R(E)E; V; €a4b|Vy €aty) (since By R(E) = R(E))
R(E)E}Vy €ary| By Vi €ars)

= ¢ P (R(E)&]&) (by Eq. BH)

= e_ﬁc(a)u(E).
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This proves the claim.
Thanks to Remark [3.10] there exists a unique e~ ?°-conformal, non-zero, Radon mea-
sure on Y, that extends u. We denote the extension again by u.

We keep the foregoing notation in the following proof.

Proof of Thm. [3.10. For a € P, let B be the set of Borel subsets E of X, that are contained
in X,\(Xy +a). Set By := ,ep B§- Note that if € By, then E +b € By for every b € P.

Also, if E € By and b € P, then (E —b) N X, € By. To see this, suppose E € By and
b € P. We can choose n large such that nag — b € P and E C X,\X, + nag. Then,
(E—b)NXy, C((Xy —0)\(Xy +nag — b)) N Xy, C Xy \(Xy + nag —b).

Let a € P be given. Since §, € Ker(V,"), and R(X,\(X, + a)) is the orthogonal projection
onto Ker(V}), we have R(X,\(Xy + ))&, = & Hence, for a Borel subset £ C X,

(3’9) R(E)Sa = R(E N (Xu\(Xu + a)))fa,

Thus,

Hy := span{R(E){, : E € By,a € P}.
We claim that Hy is invariant under {V,,V}* : a € P}.
Let a € P, E € By and b € P be given. Calculate as follows to observe that

VoR(E)a = ViR(E)Vy Via

Be(b) N N
e 2 VWR(E)V;VoE; Viéays (by Eq. BE)

Be(b) 1 1

=€ 2 R(E + b)(Ea—i-bga-‘rb - Eb ga—i—b)(by Eq- B:ZD
Be(b)

=e 7 R(E+b)(Cats — &)

Hence, V,R(E)¢, € Hp.
Now, we show V;*R(E){, € Hy. By Eq. B9, we can assume that £ C X, \(X,+a). Calculate
as follows to observe that
Vi R(E)éa = Vi VoV R(E)E; &ayp (by Eq. B4)
= VWV R(E)R(X,\(Xy + a))Sa+b
= ViV Vi R(E) a4 (since E C X, \(Xy +a))
= Vi R(E)VuVy &avo
= VE)*R(E)(%E;_VE)* + Ea+b)€a+b

= Vi R(E)Vy Ey Vi €aqp (since Eyypars = 0)
_ Be(b)
=e 2 R((E-b)NX,)& (by Eq. BE).
Hence, Hy is invariant under {V,,V;* : a € P}. Let W be the restriction of the isometric
representation V to Hy. Then, W is a direct summand of V. We prove that W is unitarily

equivalent to V.
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Let E € By be given. We claim that R(E)&, is independent of a as long as F is contained in
Xu\(Xy + a). Suppose E C X,,\(Xy +a) and E C X,,\(X,, + b) for some a,b € P. Note that
E c X,\(Xy +a+b). Now,

R(E)é, = R(E)E; favp = R(E)R(Xu\(Xu + @))éats = R(E)éarts.
Similarly, R(E)& = R(E)&q+s. Hence,
(3.10) R(E)é = R(E)&

For n > 1, let H) := L?(X,\(Xy + nag)). We view H}; as a closed subspace of L2( Xy, 11).
Note that H), increases to L?(Xy,pt). Let n > 1, and let E, F be Borel subsets of X, contained
in X, \(Xy + nag). By Eq. B8, we have

<1E’1F>HM = <R(E)€nao’R(F)€nao>'

Thus, there exists an isometry U™ : H); — Hy such that
Un(lE) = R(E)gnao

whenever F is a Borel set contained in X\ (X, + nay).
Thanks to Eq. B0, the isometries U™ patch together to define a well defined isometry
U : L?(X,, ) — Hp such that

whenever F is a Borel set contained in X\ (X, + nao).

Suppose E is a Borel set contained in X, \(X, + a) for some a € P. Choose a large n such
that nag — a € P. Then, E C X, \(Xy, + nap) and by Eq. BI0

U(lg) = R(E)&a-

It follows from the above equality and Eq. [3.9], that the range of U is Hy.
We claim that U intertwines V* and W. Let E be a Borel subset of X, contained in
Xu\(Xy + b) for some b. Let a € P be given. Calculate as follows to observe that

™

UVE(Lp) = ¢ 2  U(lpsa)

= "3 R(E + a)ayp ( since E+a C X, \(Xy +a+ D))

— "V R(E)W sy

"V R(E)R(X,\ (Xu + )V, Ears

= " VuR(E) BV €ar

= VaR(E)& (by Eq. B.I)
= VaU(lE)

This proves the claim and the proof is complete. a



22 ON THE KMS STATES FOR THE BERNOULLI SHIFT

Remark 3.17. Note that Hy is the smallest closed subspace that contains {&, : a € P} and
that is invariant under {V,,V.* : a € P}.

The case B = 0 deserves special emphasis. Let € : P — H be a map. The map £ is called an
additive cocycle if

(1) forae P, & € Ker(V}), and
(2) & satisfies the cocycle equation, i.e for a,b € P, Eqvp = € + Va&p.

Denote the set of additive cocycles by A(V). It is clear, from the cocycle equation, that if
&€ A(V), then {&}tacp is coherent. Let & € A(V). Let ¢ € Dy be such that

$(§) = (£l€a)

for § € Ker(Vy). Let a,b € P, and let { € Ker(Vy"). Then, V,§ € Ker(V,,,), and

a

O(Val) = (Vall&ats)
= (Va&l€a + Valp)
= (£1&)
= (&)

Hence, Ty = ¢ for every a € P. It is not difficult to show that every T = {1} }qep-invariant
element arises this way, and we could identify the invariant elements of Dy with A(V).

Theorem 3.18. Let 8 € R. The map
Megay(Yu) 2 p—VF eIy, (P)
is a bijection.

Proof. It was observed in Prop. that the prescribed map is 1-1. Let V € Zg,(P)
be given. It follows from Thm. that there exists u € Mg(Y,) such that V# is a direct
summand of V. Thanks to Lemma [3.9, we can assume that p(X,\(Xy + ap)) = 1. Since V is
irreducible, V' and V* are unitarily equivalent. The ergodicity of p follows from Prop. [B.14l
The proof is complete. O

Proposition 3.19. Let B € R, and let V € Ly . (P). Suppose i € M, g(Yy) is such that V* is
unitarily equivalent to V.. Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) The measure class [p] contains a G-invariant, non-zero, Radon measure on Yy,.
(2) The isometric representation V is 1-conformal.

Proof. The proof follows from Thm. B.I8 and Prop. B.13l O
Let H C G be a closed subgroup. Note that G acts on G/H by translations. By a P-space
in G/H, we mean a non-empty, proper, Borel subset B C G/H such that B+ P C B. Let B
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be a P-space in G/H. For a € P, let V, be the isometry on L?(B) defined by
flx—a) ifz—ac€B,
Vaf(z) =
0 ifr—a¢ B

for f € L?(B). The measure that we consider on B is the Haar measure. Then, V := {V, }scp
is a strongly continuous semigroup of isometries with commuting range projections. We denote
V by VB, and call V' the isometric representation associated to B.

The proof of the following proposition is clear, and hence omitted.

Proposition 3.20. Let § € R, and let V € I3 ,.(P) be given. Suppose p € M, 5(Yy,) is such
that V* is unitarily equivalent to V. Assume that p is concentrated on an orbit of a point
A €Y,. Denote the stabiliser of A by G4. Let m : G — G/G 4 be the quotient map, and let
B := —n(A). Then, B is a P-space in G/G, and V is unitarily equivalent to VB,

Let B € R, and let V € Z3,.(P). For t € R, let V' := {V!},cp be the semigroup of isometries
defined by V! := ey,

Proposition 3.21. Keep the foregoing notation. Suppose  # 0. Let p € M, g(Yy) be such
that V' is unitarily equivalent to V*. Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) The measure class [p] contains a G-invariant, o-finite measure on Yy,.

(2) For everyt € R, V and V' are unitarily equivalent.

(3) There exists § > 0 such that V and V' are unitarily equivalent for every t € [0,4].
(4) There exists § > 0 such that for every t € [0,6], V' is e_%wonformal.

Proof. We can assume that V = V#. Let M : L%®(X,,u) — B(L*(Xy,p)) be the multi-
plication representation. Suppose that [u| contains a G-invariant, o-finite measure v on Y.
Write dv = eP9dy for some Borel function g : Y, — R. The fact that v is G-invariant and y is
e P-conformal implies that for every s € G,

g(A+s) = g(A) = c(s)
for almost all A € Y,. For t € R, set Uy := M(e'9). Then, it is routine to verify that for a € P,
UV, U = ey,

Hence, for every t € R, V and V! are unitarily equivalent.

Conversely, assume that (2) holds. Choose a dense, countable subsemigroup I'; of P, and let
C*(I';) be the universal, unital C*-algebra generated by a semigroup of isometries {v}yer, .
By the universal property of C*(I'y), there exists a representation m of C*(T') on L?(X,, 1)
such that m(v,) =V, for every v € I'{. Again by the universal property of C*(I'}.), for every
t € R, there exists a representation 7, of C*(T'y) such that m;(v,) = eV, Tt is clear that
the family {7 };cgr moves ‘measurably’, i.e. for £, € L*(X,,u), and z € C*(T'y), the map

R>t— (m(x)|n) € C
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is measurable.

The given hypothesis implies that for every ¢ € R, 7 and m; are unitarily equivalent. By the
corollary to Lemma 4.1.4 of [4], for every ¢t € R, there exists a unitary operator U; on L?(X,, 1)
such that

(1) for &, € L?(Xy, 1), the map R >t — (U€|n) € C is measurable, and
(2) for every t, Uy (-)U; = my(+).
In particular, for every ¢ € R, and for every v € I'y, U;V, U = ette() V,. Since I'}. is dense
in P, it follows that for every ¢t € R and for every a € P, U,V U} = eite@y, .
Let s,t € R. For a € P, calculate as follows to observe that

UU VU Ur = ey, v,U*
— eitc(a) eisc(a) V.,

= UspiVaU .
Thus, Ut ,UsU; € {V,, Vo :a € P}, Since V is irreducible, there exists w(s, ) € T such that
UsUp = w(s,t)Usty.

Clearly, w : R x R — T is measurable, and is a multiplier. As H?(R,T) = 0, it follows that
there exists a Borel function f : R — T such that for s,t € T, w(s,t) = % Replacing Uy
by f(t)U;, we can assume that U;Uy = Usyy for every s,t € R.

Thus, there exists a strongly continuous (as every weakly measurable 1-parameter group of
unitaries is strongly continuous) l-parameter group of unitaries U := {U;}ter on LQ(XU, )
such that for every a € P and for ¢t € R,

(3.11) UV, U = @y,

Write U; = e*P with D being the Stone generator.

Let R be the projection valued measure associated to V. It is also clear that R is the
projection valued measure associated to V! for every t € R. Moreover, R(E) = M(1g) for
every Borel subset E C X,,. Eq. BI1limplies that for every ¢t € R, U.R(E)U; = R(FE). Hence,
D is affiliated to L®°(X,,p). Thus, D is given by a multiplication operator determined by a
Borel function g : X,, — R. Then, for t € R, U; = M ().

Calculate as follows to observe that for a € P, t € R, and ¢ € L?(X,, p),

(@) eta( A e(A) = D V*Y, UE(A)
=V, U;Va&(A) (by Eq. BII)
= ealAtalg(4),

Thus, for every a € P and for every t € R, e(c(a)+9(4) — citg(A+a) for almost all A € X,,.

Hence, for every a € P,

9(A+a) —g(A) = c(a)
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for almost all A € X,,. By Remark 310, there exists a Borel function, which we again denote
by g, g : Y, = R such that for every s € G,

9(A+s) —g(4) = c(s)

for almost all A €Y,,.
Define a measure v on Y, by

v(E) := / B9 L (A)du(A).

Then, v is a G-invariant, o-finite measure that is absolutely continuous w.r.t. u. This completes
the proof of the equivalence (1) <= (2).
Clearly, (2) = (3). Let

T:={tc€R:V and V' are unitarily equivalent}.

Note that T is a subgroup of R. Therefore, (3) == (2). This completes the proof of the
equivalence (2) <= (3).

Clearly, (3) = (4) as V is e~ % -conformal. Assume that (4) holds. Let 6 > 0 be such
that for every t € [0,4], V! is e~ '% -conformal. Let t [0, 6] be given. As in Prop. BI1] we can
write Ly = L2 (Xu, ). The action of P, T = {T},}4cp, corresponding to V, on Ly is given by

c(a)
T.f(A) = e_BTf(A +a).
Similarly, we can write Ly¢ = L2 (X,,p). Then, the action of P corresponding to V', T* =
{T!},ep, is given by
TIf(A) = e_itc(“)e_ﬁcwa(A +a).

The hypothesis implies that there exists a non-zero g € L? (X,, i) such that for every a € P,

loc

Tég =e Bcz(a)g.
In other words, for every a € P,
(3.12) g(A+a) = e g(A)

for almost all A € X,,. Then, for every a € P, |g(A 4+ a)| = |g(A)| for almost all A € X,,.
Appealing to Remark B.10] and using the fact that u is ergodic, we see that there exists ¢ > 0
such that |g| = ¢ a.e. Without loss of generality, we can assume |g| = 1. Let U := M(g),
where M : L®(X,, 1) — B(L?(X,, 1)) is the multiplication representation. Then, by routine
computation, we see that for every a € P,

Uv,U* = V=

This completes the proof of the implication (4) = (3). O
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Theorem 3.22. Let § be a non-zero real number. Let V := {V,}acp be a pure, isometric
representation of P on a Hilbert space H with commuting range projections. Assume that V is
e_%—conformal, and dim Ag(V) = 1. Assume that there exists a strongly continuous group of
unitaries U := {U; }1er on H such that for every a € P and t € R, UV, U} = eite(a)y

Then, there exists p € M, g(Y,) such that

(1) the isometric representation V* is a direct summand of V', and
(2) the measure class [p] contains a G-invariant, o-finite measure.

Proof. Let Dy := J,cp Ker(V;"). Let ¢ € Ly be such that ¢ is non-zero, and
c(a)
(3.13) T, =e "5 ¢
for every a € P. For every a € P, let &, € Ker(V,) be such that

$(§) = (£l€a)

for every & € Ker(Vy).

Denote the smallest closed subspace that contains {{, : a € P} and that is invariant under
{Vo,V} :a € P} by Hy. Define an isometric representation W := {W,},ep on Hy by setting
Wo = Valn, for a € P. Then, by Remark B.17 and by Thm. B.I6] there exists u € Mga(Y,,)
such that V*# is unitarily equivalent to W.

Write V = W @ W' for some isometric representation W'. Then,

1 =dim Ag(V) = dim Ag(W) 4 dim Ag(W").

Since W is e_%—conformal, dim Ag(W) > 1, and the above equality forces that Ag(W) is of
dimension one. Thanks to Prop. Bl i is ergodic.

For t € R and for a € P, let V! = e(@V. . Note that for ¢t € R, U; commutes with
E, :=V,V* = VIV for every a € P. Thus, for a € P and for t € R, U; maps Ker(V,*) onto
Ker(V}) for every a € P. Let

Dy = ] Ker(Wy).

For t € R, let W' be the isometric representation defined by W! = eite( @), . Clearly,
Ker(W) = Ker(W}) for every a € P and for every t € R. Thus, Dy = Dy for every
teR.

Moreover, Dy C Dy. Choose a; € P such that &,, # 0. Since U;&,, — &, as t — 0, there
exists d > 0 such that (&4, |Uia,) # 0 for every ¢t € [0,4]. Fix t € [0,0]. Let ¢ : Dy+ — C be
defined by

() = H(U7E).

Let b € P. Note that for £ € Ker(W[*) C Ker(Vy), Uf¢ € Ker(Vy"). Thus, for € € Ker(W[),
(&) = (UFEl&) = (€|Us)-

Thus, ¢ is bounded on Ker(W/*) for every b € P.
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Also, note that ¥(&,,) = ¢(Ujéa,) = (Uiéa,|€ay) = (€a1|Ut&a,) # 0. Thus, ¥ is a non-zero
linear functional on Dyy¢. Let a,b € P, and let £ € Ker(W/*) be given. Calculate as follows to

observe that

P(Wee) = " h(Wa)
— eitc(a) (Ut* Waf)
(Ut* Va& )
— eitc(a) e—itc(a) ¢(Va Ut*f)

_ eitc(a)

< S

Be(a)

— "5 §(U}€) (by Bq. BII)

Be(a)

=e 2 ().

Therefore, W? is e~ -conformal. Hence, for every t € [0,5], W is e~ -conformal. By Prop.
B.21] it follows that the measure class [u| contains a G-invariant, o-finite measure. The proof
is complete. a

Let V be a pure, isometric representation of P with commuting range projections on a
Hilbert space H. Let U := {Us}sec be the minimal unitary dilation of V on a Hilbert space K.
For s € G, let E; be the orthogonal projection onto UsH. Then, {Es : s € G} is a commuting
family of projections. Also, for s,t € G,

(3.14) UEU! = Eps.

Let D be the von Neumann algebra generated by {Fs : s € G}. It is clear from Eq. BI4] that
U DU} = D for every t € G. This way, the unitary group U := {U; };c implements an action
of G on D.

Proposition 3.23. Keep the foregoing notation. Suppose V € Lg,, and let p € M, g(Yy,) be
such that V* is unitarily equivalent to V.. For X\ € [0,1], p is of type I11y if and only if D x G
is a factor of type I11y.

Proof. We can assume V = V¥, Let U := {Us}seq be the Koopman representation of G on
L?(Y,, ), and let H := L%*(X,, u). By definition, for a € P, U,|g = V,. Note that, for n > 1,
UrooH = L*(X, — nag). Since J,~,(Xu — nag) =Yy, it follows that |J,~, U, H is dense in
L?(Y,, ). Thus, U satisfies the reqiuired properties for it to be the minimal unitary dilation of
V.

Let M : L*(Y,,u) — B(L?*(Yy,p)) be the multiplication representation. Note that for
s € G, M(1x,+s) is the orthogonal projection onto UsH. As {X, + s : s € G} generates
the Borel o-algebra of Y, it follows that the von Neumann algebra generated by {M (1x,+s) :
s € G} is L>®(Yy, ). Thus, D = L*°(Y,,u). Clearly, the action of G on D implemented by
the unitary group {Us}seq coincides with the translation action of G on L*°(Y,,u). Thus,

D x G = L*(Y,) x G. The proof follows. O
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We end this section by describing a useful recipe to build isometric representations with
commuting range projections. Let (Y, B) be a standard Borel space on which G acts measurably.
Suppose X is a measurable subset of Y that is P-invariant, i.e. X + P C X. We assume that
Y = U (X —a). We call such a pair (Y, X) a (G, P)-space. The (G, P)-space (Y, X) is said to

acP
be pure if ﬂ (X +a)=0.

aeP
Let (Y, X) be a pure (G, P)-space. Suppose pu is a G-invariant, o-finite measure on Y. For

a € P, let V, be the isometry on L?(X, 1) defined by

flx—a) ifzx—aclX,
Vaf(z) :=
0 ifr—a¢ X

for f € L?(X). Then, V := {V,}4cp is a strongly continuous semigroup of isometries with
commuting range projections. We call V' the isometric representation associated to the triple
(Y, X,p). Let M : L>®(X,u) — B(L*(X,u)) be the multiplication representation. Clearly,
VoV = M(1x4q) for a € P. Since {nag : n > 1} is cofinal, the intersection (1),,~,(X + nag) =
Nucp(X +a) = 0. Thus, ViV, \ 0 strongly. In other words, the isometricirepresentation
V' is pure.

We keep the above notation till the end of this section.

Remark 3.24. Suppose g € R. Let f : X — C be such that for every a € P,
Be(a)

flata)=e "5 fa)

for almost all x € X. Using the fact that Y = J,cp(X —a) = e p(X —nao), it is not difficult

to prove that there exists a measurable function f:Y — C such that

(1) for every s € G, f(y +s) = e_BCT(S)f(y), and

(2) forxze X, f(z) = f(x).

The proof of the next lemma is omitted as it is elementary.

Lemma 3.25. Suppose i is ergodic, and let B € R. Fori=1,2, let g; : Y — C be a non-zero
. Be(s)
measurable function such that for every s € G, gi(y +s) = e~ 2 g;(y) for almost all y € Y.

Then, there exists ¢ € C such that g1 = cgo.

Proposition 3.26. Suppose u is ergodic. We have the following.

(1) V is 1-conformal if and only if for every a € P, u(X\(X + a)) < oc.
(2) For every B € R, dim Ag(V') € {0,1}.

Proof. As in Prop. BI1l we can write Ly as

Ly :={f:X — C: f is measurable, and for every a € P, |f(z)2dz < oo}
X\(X+a)
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The action of P, T := {1}, }4cp, on Ly is then given by

Tof(z) = f(z +a)

fora € P and f € Ly.

Suppose that V is 1-conformal. Then, there exists a non-zero f € Ly such that for every
a € P, f(x+a) = f(x) for almost all z € X. Appealing to Remark and using the fact
that p is ergodic, we see that there exists a non-zero complex number ¢ such that f(z) = ¢ for
almost all z € X. The fact that for every a € P,

/ (@) Pde < oo
X\(X+a)

implies that u(X\(X + a)) < oo for every a € P. Conversely, suppose (X \(X + a)) < oo for
every a € P. Then, 1x € Ly, and T,(1x) = 1x. Hence, V is 1-conformal. This completes the
proof of (1).

Let 5 € R be given. Suppose that Ag(V') is non-zero. Let g1,92 € Ag(V) be two non-zero

. Be(a)
elements. Then, for i = 1,2, and for every a € P, gj(x+a) = e~ 2 g;(z) for almost all z € X.
Appealing to Remark B24] and to Lemma [B.25] we see that there exists a non-zero complex
number such that g1 = cgs. Hence, dim Ag(V') = 1. O

Proposition 3.27. The Koopman representation of G on L*(Y,p) is the minimal unitary
dilation of V.

Proof. Let U := {Us}scq be the Koopman representation of G on L?(Y,, u). Recall that for
seGandforfeLz( ws 1),

Usf(y) == fly —s).

View L?(X,u) as a subspace of L?(Y, ) in the obvious way. Clearly, for a € P and f €
L2(X,p), Us(f) = Vu(f). Note that, for n > 1, Uz, L*(X,u) = L*(X — nag,p). Since

nag

{nag : n > 1} is cofinal, (X — nag) Y. Consequently, we have that the union

U U;:aOL2 U LY(X — nag, p)

n>1 n>1

is dense in L?(Y,p). Thus, U = {U,}seq satisfies all the required properties for it to be a
minimal unitary dilation of V. Since the minimal unitary dilation is unique, up to unitary
equivalence, U := {Us}seq is the minimal unitary dilation of V. O

4. TypE II,, EXAMPLES

Thanks to Prop. 1] it suffices to prove Thm. [LTfor 8 > 0. Let S8 be a positive real number
fixed for the rest of this section. For the rest of the paper, let G := Z2, and let P := N2, Fix a
positive real number 6, and let ¢ : Z2 — R be the homomorphism defined by c¢(m,n) = m + nf.
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Recall that the potential x : €2 — R is defined by
1 ifx_1 =0,
x(z) =
-0 ifx_q1=1.
Set e1 := (1,0), eg := (0,1), v1 := €1, and vy := €1 + e2. Recall that
Y, ={ACZ?: —-N’ 4+ AC A, A+#0,A+7%},
X, ={A€Y,:0ec A}

Suppose § = % is rational, where ged(p,q) = 1. Choose a matrix [x y] € SLy(Z) such
z w

that z,y, z,w > 0, and
r+z=q;, y+tw=np.

Note that

x
Let ¢ : Z?> — Z? be the isomorphism that corresponds to the matrix [ Y .
z w

#(N?) c N2. We denote the homomorphism Z? — R that sends e; — 1 and e3 — 0 by cy. If
0 = 1, we denote cy simply by c. It is clear that %(c o) = cp.
Let Y :=Y,,, and define a Z?-action on Y by

A® (m,n) =A+ ¢p(m,n).

Proposition 4.1. With the above notation, we have the following.

Be
(1) If p is an e~ @ -conformal measure on Yy, then u is an e~5%-conformal measure on the
Z?%-space Y .
(2) Let ®:Y — Y, be the map defined by

(4) = 71(A).

Then, the map ® is a Z2-equivariant, embedding which is proper, i.e. ®~1(K) is compact
for every compact subset K C Y,. Consequently, if i is an ergodic, e_%—conformal,
non-zero, Radon measure onYy, , then po®~1 is an ergodic, e =5 -conformal, non-zero,
Radon measure on Y,. Moreover, 1 and po ®~1 have the same Krieger type.

Proof. The only thing that requires verification is the fact that ® is proper. Let K C Y, be
a compact subset. Since (X, — nvy), is an increasing sequence of open sets which increases to
Y,, it follows that there exists n > 1 such that K C X,, — nvy. Note that

dYK) = 71K + nvs) © nus.

Thus, it suffices to prove that ®~!(K + nvs) is compact. In other words, we can assume that
K c X,.

By Lemma 3.8 there exists (m,n) € N? such that K C X,,\(X, + (m,n)). Hence, it suffices
to show that ®~1(X,\ (X, + (m,n))) has compact closure. Observe that ®~1(X,) = X,. Thus,
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PN X N\ (Xy+(m,n)) = X \(Xu®(m,n)) = X \(Xu+d(m,n)). Since ¢(m,n) € N2, it follows
from Lemma B8 that X, \ (X, + ¢(m,n)) has compact closure. Hence, ®~1(X,\ (X, + (m,n)))
has compact closure. O

Remark 4.2. In view of Prop. [{.1 and Prop. Thm. [l holds for a rational 0 if we
establish its validity for 6 = 1.

1
Let 1) : Z? — Z? be the isomorphism that corresponds to the matrix ol Then, 1(N?) =

N2. The proof of the following proposition is straightforward, and hence omitted.

Proposition 4.3. With the foregoing notation, the map ¥ :Y, — Y, defined by
U(A) =y (4)

Be
is a homeomorphism. Let 8 > 0, and let § = %. Suppose i is an ergodic, e_Te-conformal,
non-zero, Radon measure onY,. Then, oW is an ergodic, e 5% -conformal, non-zero, Radon
measure on Y,. Moreover, u and oW have the same Krieger type.

Remark 4.4. In view of Prop. [{.3 and Prop. it suffices to prove Thm. [ when 6 > 1.

Proposition 4.5. Let u € M, g. Suppose that i is concentrated on an orbit of a point, say
A. Let G4 be the stabiliser of A, i.e.
Ga:={(m,n) € Z?: A+ (m,n) = A}.
If G4 # 0, then V# is 1-conformal.
Proof. Lemma allows us to assume pu(X,\(X, + v2)) = 1. As in Prop. 23] we identify

Y, with Q x Z via the Z?-equivariant homeomorphism

QAXZ> (z,t) > A(z,t) € Y,.
Recall that the action of Z? on  x Z is given by

(x,t) + vy : = (1(x),x_1 + 1),

(z,t) +vg: = (x,t+1).
Thanks to Prop. 24} there exists a unique e X-conformal, probability measure m on € such

that
WE x {n}) = e ") m(E)
for every Borel set £ C 2 and for every n € Z.

By translating A if necessary, we can assume that A = A(z,0) for some x € Q. The fact
that G4 is non-zero implies that x is a periodic point. Let p be the period of =, and let
Qm = {z,7(x),--- , 7771 (x)}. Then, m is concentrated on €, and u is concentrated on
O, X 7.

Let dmg be the counting measure on €1,,, and let dn be the counting measure on Z. Then,
dmg x dn is a Z’-invariant, non-zero, Radon measure on €, x Z, and hence on Q x Z (as
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Q,, is a compact subset of 2) that is equivalent to p. It follows from Prop. BI9] that V# is
1-conformal. This completes the proof. O
To proceed further, we need the following two facts from ergodic theory.

(A1) There exists an infinite measure preserving, conservative, ergodic transformation 7" such
that the maximal spectral type of the Koopman operator Ur and the Lebesgue measure
are mutulally singular.

(A2) Given an irrational «, there exists an infinite measure preserving, conservative, ergodic
transformation 7" such that T' x R, is ergodic and the maximal spectral type of Urxg,,
and the Lebesgue measure are mutually singular. Here, R, is the irrational rotation
on [0,1) defined by R,(x) = x + a mod 1, and the measure on [0,1) is the Lebesgue

measure.

It follows from the results of [10] and [2] that Kakutani towers over adding machine provide
such transformations. We make a small digression into these issues.
Let

D = {(z1,x2, -+ ) : xy € {0,1}}

be the group of dyadic integers, and let S be the transformation on D that corresponds to
addition by 1. The measure that we consider on D is the Haar measure which we denote by
dv. Then, S is measure preserving, ergodic and conservative. Remove from D the sequences
that are eventually constant, and denote the resulting set again by D.

Let (nx)72, be a sequence of positive integers such that nyi; > 3ng. Define a ‘height
function’ h : D — N as follows: for x € D, let k be the least integer such that x; = 0. Set

k—1
h(z) :=ng — an.
j=1

Let
DM .= {(z,n) e Dx N:1<n<h(z)}
Let T : D" — D" be defined by

(x,n+1) ifn<h(x)-1,
T(x,n):=
(Sz,1) if n = h(z).
Consider the measure dvdn, where dn is the counting measure on N, on D"*. Then, T is a
measure preserving, ergodic, conservative transformation on D". It can be checked that D"

has infinite measure (see Remark (Pages 67-68) in [10]). Let Ur be the Koopman operator
associated to 7. Recall that Uz is the unitary operator on L?(D") defined by

Ur(f)=foT "
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In [10], it was shown (Thm. 4.4.1, Page 66 of [10]) that the maximal spectral type of Ur is the
Riesz product
[e.e]

(1 4 cos(2mngt)).
k=1

o
It is well known ([21]) that the Riesz product H(l + cos(2mngt)) and the Lebesgue measure
k=1
are mutually singular. This ensures (A1).
To ensure (A2), the sequence (ny) has to be chosen appropriately. Let o be an irrational
number. Choose a sequence (ny,) of positive integers such that njyq > 3n; and €27 — e2mia
as k — oo. Thanks to Thm. 2.2 of [2], the set of L*>-eigen values of T', denoted e(T), is given

by
(4.15) e(T) = {e’™ € T: Y |1 - ™™ < oo},
k=1

The fact that ™ — 2™ implies that e2™kf® — 2™ for every £ € Z\{0}. Since « is
irrational, it is clear from Eq. that e?™@ ¢ ¢(T) for every ¢ € Z\{0}. By the ergodic
multiplier theorem (Thm. 2.7.1 of [I]), it follows that T x R, is ergodic.

Note that

UTXRa — @ e27rz€aUT.
LEL

It follows from the above equality and the fact that the maximal spectral of Ur and the Lebesgue
measure are singular that the maximal spectral type of Ury g, and the Lebesgue measure are
singular. This ensures (A2).

Now, we proceed towards proving Thm. [[11

The case § = 1: Let 8 > 0 be a fixed real number. Let ¢ : Z? — R be the homomorphism
defined by c¢(m,n) =m + n.

Fix a o-finite measure space (X, B,v) and an invertible, measure preserving transformation
T : X — X such that

(1) v(X) = oo, and
(2) T is ergodic, conservative and the maximal spectral type of the Koopman operator Urp
and the Lebesgue measure on T are singular.

Fix a measurable set A C X such that 0 < v(A) < oo. Since T is conservative, |J,~,T"(A)
and X are equal up to a set of measure zero. Set Fy := A, and for n > 1, set E, :=
TPA\(AUTAU---UT" 1A). Then, {E,},>0 is a collection of disjoint measurable subsets.

o

Let F := H FE,, and set F := E°.

n=0
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[e.e]
Let f := Z —nlg,. Since T is measure preserving, v(E,) < v(A) for every n > 0. Conse-
n=1
quently,
(4.16) /eﬁ(’fdu < 00
for every [y > 0.
n+1
Let z € X. Suppose x € E. Choose n such that x € E,. Then, Tx € H E,,. Clearly,
m=0

f(Tz) — f(x) > —1. Suppose x € F. Then, Tx € F U Ey. In this case, f(Tz) — f(x) = 0.
Thus,

f(Tx) = f(z) = -1
for every z € X.

Let Y := X x Z. Consider the measure dvdn on Y, where dn is the counting measure on Z.
Let

X :={(z,n) e X xZ:n>—f(z)}.
Define a Z?-action on Y by
(x,n)+e:=(x,n+1),
(x,n)+e:=(Tx,n+1).
Clearly, the Z2-action on Y is measure preserving. The ergodicity of T implies that the Z2-
action is ergodic. The fact that foT — f > —1 implies that X + N2 C X. Note that (Y, X) is
a pure (Z2,N?)-space.
Let V' := {Visn.n) }m,n)enz be the isometric representation associated to the triple (Y, X, dvdn).
Recall that V{; o) and V(g 1) are defined by
fle,n—1) ifn—-1>—f(x)
‘/(I,O)f($7n) =
0 ifn—1<—f(x),
and
f(Tlen—1) ifn—1>—f(T '2)
Vo) f(z,n) :==
0 ifn—1<—f(T  x).
Let £ : X — C be defined by &(z,n) = e=’3". Note that
1
2 _ —Bk — Bf (=)
/ |€(x,n)|*dv(x)dn /X ( Z e )dy T /X e dv(z) < oo.

k>—f(x)

Hence, ¢ € L*(X). Clearly,
% _8 * _8
Vg =€ 2§ and Vigp§ = e2¢.
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Hence, for (m,n) € N?, V(:n n)f = eiﬁcgm’n)f. Thanks to Lemma B3] V is e~ -conformal.
Also, it follows from Prop. that dim Ag(V') = 1.

Note that
X\(X +(1,0)) ={(z,n) e X XZ: —f(x) <n< —f(x) +1} = {(z,— f(x)) : z € X}

which has infinite measure. By Prop. B.26 it follows that V' is not 1-conformal.
For t € R, let Uy : L*(X) — L?(X) be the unitary defined by

Upf(z,n) = e f(z,n).
Note that U := {U; }1er is a strongly continuous group of unitaries. Also, for ¢ € R,
UVaoUs = "V gy, and UVio 1y Up = eV ).
Hence, for every (m,n) € N?> and t € R,
UiV Us = eitc(m,n)‘/(mm).
Appealing to Thm. B.22, we see that there exists an ergodic, e~#°-conformal, non-zero,

Radon measure y on Y, such that

(1) V*#is a direct summand of V', and

(2) the measure class [u] contains a o-finite, Z2-invariant measure.
Theorem 4.6. The measure p is of type I1.

Proof. Appealing to Remark and the fact that V is not 1-conformal, we conclude that
V*# is not 1-conformal. By Prop. B.I9] it follows that the measure class [u] does not contain a
Z2-invariant, Radon measure. Thus, p is not of type I1;.

Suppose 4 is atomic, and is concentrated on the orbit of a point A € Y,,. Since V* is not
1-conformal, it follows from Prop. A5 that the stabiliser G 4 of A is zero. Set B := —A. Then,
it follows from Prop. that V*# is unitarily equivalent to the isometric representation W on
??(B) defined by

W(m,n)(é(r,s)) = 5(r+m,s+n)'

Since W is a direct summand of V', it follows that the minimal unitary dilation of W is a
direct summand of the minimal unitary dilation of V. It follows from Prop. that the
minimal unitary dilation of W is the regular representation A := {)\(m,n)}(m,n)eZZ of Z? on
(2(Z?). Again by Prop. B.21] it follows that the minimal unitary dilation of V is the Koopman
representation U := {ﬁ(m,n)}(m,n)ezz of Z2 on L2(Y). Hence, ) is a subrepresentation of U.

Thus, for every (m,n), Uy, ) is of the form

~ Aommy 0
Umn) = [ (0 ) |-

Note that [7(_1,1) = Ur ® 1, where Uy is the Koopman operator associated to the ergodic
transformation 7', and A(_y 1) is unitarily equivalent to U ® 1, where U is the bilateral shift on

(7).
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Hence, Ur ® 1 is of the form

U1 0

U 1=
T 0 *

The above equality contradicts the fact the maximal spectral type of Ur and the Lebesgue
measure on T are singular. Hence, u is not atomic. The proof is complete. O

We have now established Thm. [Tl when 6 is rational (see Remark [.2]).

Suppose that 6 is irrational. As observed in Prop. B3] we can assume that 6 > 1. Let
a:=0—|0], where |0] is the integral part of 6. Let ¢ : Z> — R be the homomorphism defined
by ¢(m,n) =m + nb.

Let R, be the map on [0,1) defined by R,(z) = =z + @ mod 1. The measure that we
consider on [0,1) is the Lebesgue measure. Fix a o-finite measure space (X,B,v) and an
invertible, measure preserving transformation 7" : X — X such that

(1) v(X) = oo, and
(2) T x R, is ergodic, conservative and the maximal spectral type of the Koopman operator

Urxgr,, and the Lebesgue measure on T are singular.

Fix a measurable set A C X such that 0 < v(A) < oo. Define the sets (E,)22, and the
function f : X — Z as in the case § = 1. We have f(T'z) — f(z) > —1 for every z € X.

Let Y := X x R. Consider the measure dvds on Y, where ds is the Lebesgue measure on R.
Set

X :={(z,8) € X xR:s5>—f(z)}.

Define a Z?-action on Y by settting

(x,s) +e1:=(z,s+1),

(z,s)+er:=(Tx,s+60)=(Tz,s+ |0] + ).
The ergodicity of T x R, implies that the Z2-action on Y is ergodic. As in the case = 1, we
have X + N2 € X. Moreover, (Y, X) is a pure (Z2, N?)-space.

Let V' := {V(;n.n) } m,n)en2 be the isometric representation associated to the triple (Y, X, dvds).
Recall that V(o) and V| 1) are defined by

flz,s—1) ifs—1>—f(x),
Vo f(@,s) =
0 ifs—1<—f(z),
and
(T e, s—0) ifs—0>—f(T 'a),
Vo f(@,s) :=
0 if s —0 < —f(T'2).
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Let £ : X — C be defined by &(z, s) = e='Z . Tt can be verified using Eq. EI6/that ¢ € L?(X).
Clearly,

* —é * _ﬁ
V(1,0)€ =e 2¢, and V(071)§ =e 2.

Tt follows from LemmalB3that V' is e~ % -conformal. It follows from Lemma 326 that Ag(V) =
1.

The following facts can be established as in the case 6§ = 1.

(a) The isometric representation V' is not 1-conformal.
(b) There exists a strongly continuous group of unitaries U := {U; }+ecr such that for t € R
and (m,n) € N2,
Ut‘/(m7n) Ut* — eitc(m,n) ‘/(m7n)
Appealing to Thm. B:22, we see that there exists an ergodic, e #°-conformal, non-zero,

Radon measure y on Y, such that

(1) V*is a direct summand of V', and

(2) the measure class [i] contains a o-finite, Z2-invariant measure.

We will show that p is of type I1,,. This requires expressing the isometric representation V' in
a slightly different form which we do next.

Let Xo := X x [0,1). The measure that we consider on Xy is dvds, where ds is the Lebesgue
measure on [0,1). Note that the map

Xo X Z 3> ((x,8),m) = (z,s — f(x) +m) €Y

is a measure preserving, Borel isomorphism. This way, we identify Y with Xy x Z. Then, X
gets identified with X x N. Transport the Z?-action on Y to X x Z. Then, the action of e;
is given by
(4.17) ((x,s),m)+er = ((z,8),m+1).
To describe, the action of eo, we introduce some notation. Let ¢ : X — Z be defined by

¢(x) = f(Tx) — f(x) + |6].
For k >0, let I, :== {x € X : ¢(x) = k}. The action of ey is given by

((Tx,Ra(s)),m + k) if x € Iy, and s € [0,1 — @)
(4.18) ((z,s),m) + eg :=

((Tz,Ro(s)),m+k+1) ifxel and s €[l —a,l).
Set I_; = . For k > 0, let P, be the multiplication operator on L?(Xg) that corresponds to
the characteristic function 17, x0,1-a))u(7y_, x[1-a,1))- With the Hilbert space L?(X) identified

with L?(Xg x N) = L?(X,) ® /2(N), Eq. BEI7 and Eq. EI8 allow us to write the operators
‘/(170) and ‘/(0’1) as

(419) ‘/(1’0) =1 ® S,
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and

(4.20) Vo) = Z Urx . P ® S*.
k=0

In the above equations, S stands for the unilateral shift on ¢2(N).
Theorem 4.7. The measure p is of type I1.

Proof. Suppose p is not of type Il,. Then, arguing as in Prop. L6 we see that p is
supported on an orbit of a point, say A, whose stabiliser is zero. Set B := —A. Then, V* is
unitarily equivalent to the isometric representation W := {(Wy, ) }(mnyezz on €2(B) defined
by

W(m,n) (5(7“,8)) = 5(r+m,n+s)'

Since W is a direct summand of V' and V(y ¢y is a pure isometry, W(y ) is a pure isometry.
This implies that
(4.21) () (B+ (m,0)) =0.

m>1

The fact that B + e; C B implies that given n € Z, {m € Z : (m,n) € B} is either empty
or is an interval in Z. Eq. L21] implies that for every n € Z, the set {m € Z : (m,n) € B} is
bounded below. For n € Z, set

an :=1inf{m € Z : (m,n) € B}.

Note that a, could be infinity for some n.

We claim that B = {(m,n) € Z? : m > a,}. The inclusion C is clear. Suppose (m,n) € Z?
is such that m > a,. Then, a, is finite. By definition, (a,,n) € B. Since B+ (m — a,,0) C B,
it follows that (m,n) € B. This proves the claim.

The fact that B 4+ es C B implies that the sequence (a,,) is decreasing, i.e. for n € Z,
ant1 < ap. Let

F={neZ:a, <o}

Note that F' is non-empty as B is non-empty. Also, since (a,,) is decreasing, it follows that
F+1C F. Hence, F is an interval. For k > 0, let

Fp,:={n€eF:a,—an1 =k}

For k > 0, let Q : 2(F) — (2(F) be the projection onto ¢?(F)). We denote both the right
shift on ¢?(F) and ¢2(N) by the same letter S.
We identify B with F' x N via the map

FxN>(rs)— (s+ar) € B.
Once £?(B) is identified with £2(F x N) = (*(F) ® N, the operator W ) on £2(F x N) is given

(4.22) W1,0)0(r,s)) = O(rs41)-
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In other words, W(; gy = 1® S. The operator W ;) on ?2(F x N) is given by

W(O,l) (5(7“,8)) = 5(r+175+k) if r € Fj.

In other words,

(4.23) W(O,l) = Z SQr ® Sk
k=0

Since W is a direct summand of V', it follows there exists a bounded linear operator J :
2(F) ® £?(N) — L?*(Xo) ® £*(N), which is also an isometry, such that

IWinm) = Vimn)J and JW(*mn) = V(“;nn) J.

Thus, J(1® S) = (1®S)J, and J(1 ® S*) = (1 ® S*)J. Hence, J is of the form J = Jy ® 1,
where Jy : £2(F) — L*(Xj) is an isometry.
Thanks to Eq. 120, Eq. 23] and the equality (Jo ® 1)W(g1) = V(o,1)(Jo ® 1), we have

JoSQk = Urxr, PrJo

for every k > 0. Since >, Qr =1 and > _,_, P, = 1, we have JoS = Urxg, Jo-
The equality (Jo ®@ )W 1) = V(1) (Jo ® 1) leads to the equation JoS™ = Ur, g Jo. In other

(0,1)
words, Urxpg,, is of the form
S 0
UTXRQ = [0 *] .

Hence, S is indeed a unitary operator which forces F' = Z. Let us change notation, and denote
the bilateral shift on ¢2(Z) by U. Then, Urxg, is of the form

U 0
0 =

UTXRQ =

The above equality is a contradiction to our assumption that the maximal spectral type of
Urxr, and the Lebesgue measure on T are singular. Hence, our initial assumption is wrong.
Consequently, u is of type I1,. The proof is complete. a

Theorem [l is now a consequence of Thm. A6 Thm. K7 Prop. 2.4 Remark and
Remark [4.4]

5. TYPE II] EXAMPLES FOR A RATIONAL 0

In this section, we prove Thm. Thanks to Prop. 211 Prop. E.Iland Prop. 2.4], it suffices
to prove Thm. under the assumption S > 0 and § = 1. Let # = 1. Let ¢ : Z?> — R be the
homomorphism that sends e; — 1 and e; — 1.

Let (Y, X) be a pure (Z2,N?)-space. Recall that this means that Y is a standard Borel space
on which Z2-acts measurably, X + N2 C X, Unnyen2 (X = (m,n)) =Y, and [, ,yenz (X +
(m,n)) = 0. Let v be o-finite measure on Y which is e~#“-conformal. Assume that v(X) €
(0,00). Let U := {Um,n) } m,n)ez2 be the Koopman representation of Z* on L*(Y,v). Note that
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X+N? C X implies that L?(X, v) is invariant under {U,, ) : (m,n) € N?}. Set H := L*(X,v),
and let V := {V(m,n)}(m,n)eNZ be the isometric representation on H defined by

Vv(m,n) = U(m,n) |H

Be(m,n) c
Notice that for (m,n) € N2, V(“;n n)(lX) = e 2z 1x. Thus, V is ¢~ % -conformal. Let

M : L>=(Y,v) — B(L*(Y,v)) be the multiplication representation.

Proposition 5.1. Keep the foregoing notation. Assume that v is ergodic. The following are

equivalent.

(1) The isometric representation V is irreducible.

(2) The set {M(1xi(mn)) : (m,n) € Z*} generates the von Neumann algebra L>(Y,v).
Suppose that V' is irreducible. Let p € M. g(Y,) be such that V* is unitarily equivalent to V.
Then, for A € [0,1], u is of type I11y if and only if v is of type IIT,.

Proof. Tt can be proved as in Prop. that U := {Uimnn) }(mn)ez2 is the minimal uni-
tary dilation of V. Note that for (m,n) € Z2, the orthogonal projection onto U H s
M(1x4(mny)- Let D= {M(1xy(nn): (m,n) € Z?}". Let

N:= {‘/(m,n)v VY(* ) (m,n) € N2},

M:=D N {Upn : (m,n) € Z%} .
We leave it to the reader to check that the map M > T — T'|g € N is a *-algebra isomorphism.
Thus, V is irreducible if and only if M = C.

Suppose that (2) holds. Then, D' = L>°(Y,v). The fact that M = C follows from the
ergodicity of v. This completes the proof of the implication (2) = (1).

Conversely, assume that (1) holds. Then, M = C. Denote the o-algebra of Y by B, and let
F be the o-algebra generated by {X + (m,n) : (m,n) € Z%}. Then, L?(Y,,F,v) is a non-zero
closed subspace of L*(Y,B,v) that is invariant under {Ug, ) : (m,n) € Z?} and D. The fact
that M = C implies that L?(Y, F,v) = L?(Y, B,v).

Let E € B be given. For n > 1, let E,, := EN(X — (n,n)). Then, 1g, 1. Let n > 1
be given. Note that E, has finite measure as v(X) < oo and as v is e #°-conformal. Then,
1g, € L3(Y,B,v). Since L*(Y,B,v) = L*(Y,F,v), there exists a F-measurable function f,
such that 1p, = f, a.e. Since f, = 1g, a.e., f, € L>®(Y,F,v). This implies that M(1g, ) =
M(f,) € M(L>*(Y,F,v)) = D. Since 1g, / 1g, it follows that M(1g) € D. Consequently,
D = L*™(Y,B,v). This completes the proof of the implication (1) = (2).

Suppose that V' is irreducible. Thanks to the equivalence between (1) and (2), we have
D = L*>*(Y,v). The final assertion now follows from Prop. B.23

Proposition 5.2. Let > 0, and let \ := e™P. There exists a pure (Z?,N?)-space (Y, X) and
an e~ Pe-conformal measure v on'Y such that

(1) v is ergodic,

(2) the set {M(1x4(mn)) : (m,n) € 72} generates L= (Y, v),
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(3) 0 < v(X) < o0, and
(4) the von Neumann algebra L>(Y) x Z2 is a factor of type I11y.
Here, M : L*°(Y,v) — B(L?(Y,v)) is the multiplication representation.

Proof. Let D := {(z1,x2,--+) : &y, € {0,1}} be the group of dyadic integers. Remove from
D the eventually constant sequences, and denote the resulting set again by D. Let S be the
transformation on D that corresponds to addition by 1.

Let p € (0, %) be such that % = el Let m = ®p— 1Pk be the product measure, where
pr({0}) =1 —p, and py({1}) = p. Then,

d(m 9] S) _ eﬁ(b

dm ’

where ¢ : D — Z is defined by
¢(z) :==min{n > 1:z, =0} — 2.
Let Y := D x Z, and let X := D x N. Define a Z?-action on Y by setting

(x,k)+er:=(x,k+1),
(x, k) +ey:=(Sz,o(x) +k+1).

Since ¢ > —1, it follows that X + N2 C X. Moreover, (Y, X) is a pure (Z2,N?)-space. Let v be
the measure on Y defined by dv = e #*dmdk, where dk is the counting measure on Z. Clearly,
v is e Pe-conformal, and v(X) € (0,00).

The ergodicity of v follows from that of m. By Prop. 4.4 of [3], it follows that {1x(mn) :
(m,n) € Z*} separates points of Y. Thanks to Thm. 3.3.5 of [4], it follows that the translates
of X generate the o-algebra of Y. Now (2) follows.

For £k > 0, let E;, :={z € X : ¢(x) + 1 = k}, and set pp = 1, € L*™°(D). Let U be the
bilateral shift on ¢2(Z). Let S : L=°(D) — L°(D) be defined by

Sf(z) = f(S'a).
Write L>(Y) x Z? as an iterated crossed product (L>(Y) x Ze1) x Zea. Note that L®(Y') =
L>*(D) ® £>°(Z), and the action of e; is by translation by 1 on the second factor. Thus,
L®(Y) x Zey = L™(D) @ B(*(Z)).

Once L*®(Y') x Zes is identified with L>°(D) ® B(¢%(Z)), the action of e on the von Neumann
algebra L>®°(D) ® B({*(Z)) is given by Ad(R) o (S ® 1), where the unitary R is given by
R:=> 72 ope@U k. Thus, the automorphism corresponding to the es-action is outer conjugate
to the automorphism S ® 1. Therefore,

L®(Y) x Z2 = (L*°(D) x5 Z) @ B({*(Z)).

It is well known that L>®(D) xg Z is a type IIIy factor. Thus, L>(Y) x Z? is a type III,
factor. The proof is complete. O
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Proposition 5.3. Let 8 > 0, n be a positive integer, and let X := e~ P™. Then, there exists a
pure (Z2,N?)-space (Y, X) and an e~P¢-conformal measure 1 on'Y such that

(1) the translates of 1x generate L*°(Y, 1),
(2) 0 < p(X) < o0, and
(3) the von Neumann algebra L™ (Y, 1) x Z2 is a factor of type I11,.

Proof. We apply Prop. for the value nf to get hold of a space (Yp, X¢) with a conformal
measure. Thus, let (Y, Xo) be a a pure (Z%,N?)-space, and let v be an e #"*-conformal measure
on Yy such that

(1) the translates of 1x, generate L>(Yp,v),
(2) 0 <v(Xp) < oo, and
(3) the von Neumann algebra L*°(Yy) x Z? is a factor of type I11y.
Denote the subgroup nZ? of Z2 by H. As H is isomorphic to Z?, we can treat Y as a H-space.

We induce the action of H on Yj to get a Z2-space Y.
Let I:=1{0,1,2,--- ,n—1}. Let Y := Yy x I x I. Define a Z?-action on Y as follows:

((y,p+1,9 ifp<n-—1,
(y,p,q) +e1:=
((y+e1,0,q) ifp=n—1,
and
((y,pg+1) ifg<n-—1,
(¥, 0, q) +e2 =
[ (y +e2,p,0) ifg=n—1

Set X := XoxIx1I. It is clear that X +N? C X. Note that for 7,5 > 0, we have X + (nr,ns) =
(Xo+ (r,s)) x I x I. Thus,

ﬂ (X + (nr,ns)) = < m X0+(rs)>><l><I:®.
(r,s)EN2 (r,s)EN2?
Also, for r,s > 0, X — (nr,ns) = (Xo — (r,s)) x I x I. Consequently,
U (X~ (nr,ns)) ( U Xo—rs>><l><I:Y0><[><I.
(r,s)EN2? (r,s)EN2

Thus, (Y, X) is a pure (Z2, N?)-space. Define a measure x on Y by setting

dp := e PPe™Pldudpdy.

—pBnc

Here, dpdq is the counting measure on I x I. Using the fact that v is e -conformal, it is

routine to check that p is e~#°-conformal. We leave this verification to the reader. Clearly,
1(X) € (0,00).
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Let U := {Us)}(rs)ez2 be the Koopman representation of 72 on L*(Yy,v). Denote the
Hilbert space L?(Xo,v) by H, and let V := {V(; 3} s)enz be the isometric representation of
N2 on H defined by

‘/(r,s) = U(r,s)‘H-
Let U := {ﬁ(r,s)}(m)ezz be the Koopman representation of Z? on L?(Y,u). Denote the

Hilbert space L2(X,u) by H, and let V := {‘7(r7s)}(r,s)eN2 be the isometric representation on
H defined by

Virs) == Ut -

Let {0, : p=0,1,2,--- ,n — 1} be the standard orthonormal basis for ¢2(I). Let U : {*(I) —
?2(I) be the unitary operator defined by

dpt1  ifp<n—1,
U(6p) ==
do ifp=n-—1.
Let P be the orthogonal projection onto Cd,,_1. Note that we can identify H with H ® (2 (H®
?2(I). Then,
Vi = Vg ® UPR1+10U(1-P)®1
‘7(071) =Voh@1UP+1®10U(1 - P).

We claim that V is irreducible. Let M be the von Neumann algebra generated by {XN/(T,,S) :
(r,s) € N?}. Suppose T € M . Note that for (r,s) € N2,

‘/(nr,ns) = ‘/(r,s) ®1e 1

Since V is irreducible, it follows that there exists R € B(¢*(I) ® £2(I)) such that T = 1 ® R.
The fact that T‘7(1,0) = ‘7(170)T implies that

Vi, @ RUP®1) +1@RU(1-P)®1)=V30@ UP®1)R+1® (U(1 - P)®1)R.

Since V{19) is an isometry which is not a unitary (as it has an eigenvalue of modulus strictly

less than one), we have

R{UP®1)= (UP®1)R
R{U(-P)®1) = (U(l-P)®1)R.

Routine simplifications of the above equations imply that R commutes with U ® 1 and P ® 1.
Clearly, {U ® 1, P ® 1} generates B(¢*(I)) ® 1. Thus, R € 1 ® B(¢*(I)).

Similarly, the fact that TYN/(OJ) = ‘7(0,1)T leads to the conclusion that R commutes with 1Q U
and 1 ® P. Hence, R € B(¢?(I)) ® 1. Consequently, R is a scalar multiple of the identity.
Hence, V is irreducible. It follows from Prop. 5.1 that the translates of 1x generate L°(Y, p).
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Denote the subgroup nZ? of Z? by H, and let G := Z2. Identify H with Z? via the map
H > (r,s) = (r,s) € Z%. Once H is identified with Z?, we can view Yj as a H-space. The
G-space Y is clearly the one obtained by inducing the H-space Yy, i.e.

Y::}/OXHG.

It can be proved that L®(Yy xy G) x G = (L>®(Yy) x H)® B(¢£?(G/H)). Hence, as L>=(Yy) x H
is a factor of type IITy, L*°(Y) x G is a factor of type I11). O

Theorem is now a consequence of Prop. 5.3, Prop. B, Prop. 1], Prop. 2.1l and Prop.
2.4
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