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Abstract

A countable discrete group is called Choquet–Deny if for any non-

degenerate probability measure on the group, the corresponding space

of bounded harmonic functions is trivial. Building on the previ-

ous work of Jaworski, a complete characterization of Choquet–Deny

groups was recently achieved by Frisch, Hartman, Tamuz, and Fer-

dowski. In this article, we extend the study of the Choquet–Deny

property to the framework of discrete measured groupoids. Our pri-

mary result offers a complete characterization of this property in terms

of the isotropy groups and the equivalence relation associated with the

given groupoid. Additionally, we use the implications derived from our

main theorem to classify the Choquet–Deny property of transforma-

tion groupoids.

Introduction

Motivated by analogous concepts in complex analysis, a pair (G, µ) consisting
of a countable discrete group G and a probability measure µ on G is called
Liouville if the space of complex-valued bounded harmonic functions f on G
that are µ-harmonic, i.e., satisfying f(g) =

∑
h∈G µ(h)f(gh) for every g ∈ G,

contains only constant functions. This property is equivalently described by
the triviality of the Poisson boundary of the pair (G, µ). Poisson boundaries
were introduced by Furstenberg in a series of papers [Fur63a; Fur63b; Fur71;
Fur73] as a tool for studying random walks on countable discrete groups.
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Since then, the concept has been widely generalized and viewed from various
perspectives. A significant breakthrough in the study of Poisson boundaries
(and consequently the Liouville property) is the Kaimanovich–Vershik theo-
rem in [VK79; KV83], which provides an affirmative answer to Furstenberg’s
conjecture in [Fur73]. Kaimanovich and Vershik demonstrated that every
countable discrete amenable group admits a probability measure with a triv-
ial associated Poisson boundary. This result was later extended to more
general topological groups [Ros81; ST20]. Conversely, it is known that the
Poisson boundaries of non-amenable groups are always non-trivial [Fur73].

Note that the probability measure µ of a Liouville pair (G, µ) must
be non-degenerate, meaning its support generates the entire group as a
semigroup. It is natural to ask for countable discrete groups for which all
non-degenerate probability measures admit only constant bounded harmonic
functions. Such groups are said to possess the Choquet–Deny property. The
first examples of Choquet–Deny groups were given by Blackwell in [Bla55]
and by Choquet and Deny in [CD60], who demonstrated that Abelian groups
have the Choquet–Deny property. This result was later extended to virtually
nilpotent groups in [DM61] and more generally to FC-hypercentral groups in
[Jaw04]. Recall that a group is called FC-hypercentral if each of its quotients
contains a non-trivial finite conjugacy class. Despite the discovery of many
examples of amenable groups that do not possess the Choquet–Deny property
[Kai83; KV83; Ers04b; Ers04a], a complete characterization of this property
remained an open question for a long time. Only recently, Frisch, Hartman,
Tamuz, and Ferdowski provided a significant breakthrough by proving that
every Choquet–Deny group is FC-hypercentral [FHTF19, Theorem 1]. The
analogous concept for tracial von Neumann algebras with separable preduals
was first investigated by Das and Peterson in [DP22]. Later, Zhou provided a
complete characterization of Choquet–Deny von Neumann algebras in terms
of their types in [Zho24].

In this article, we initiate the study of the Choquet–Deny property in
the context of measured groupoids. A groupoid is a small category where
all morphisms are invertible, thus generalizing the notion of groups. The
concept is motivated by its profound connections to various fields such as dy-
namics and ergodic theory [Li18], operator algebras [Ren80; Ren08; AR01],
non-commutative geometry [Con94], and homotopy type theory [Uni13]. In
particular the connection between measured groupoids and von Neumann al-
gebras have been studied extensively, for example in [Mac49; FM77a; FM77b;
Hah78; ST85; Yam94]. In [Kai05], Kaimanovich introduced the fiberwise Li-
ouville property for measured groupoids. Drawing an analogy to invariant
Markov operators on groups corresponding to random walks, he considered
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invariant Markov operators on groupoids that act fiberwise with respect to a
Haar system. A measured groupoid equipped with such an invariant Markov
operator is called fiberwise Liouville if almost all of its fiberwise actions admit
no non-trivial bounded harmonic functions (for precise definitions see Sub-
section 1.1 and Section 2). Similar to the group case, this notion is closely
related to amenability: results in [Kai05; CL18] (see also [BK21]) imply that
a measured groupoid is amenable in the sense of [Ren80; AR01] if and only
if it admits an invariant Liouville Markov operator.

In the context of measured groupoids, the analogue of countable discrete
groups are discrete measured groupoids. Building on the previous discussion,
we introduce the following definition.

Definition. A (σ-finite) discrete measured groupoid is called Choquet–Deny
if it is fiberwise Liouville for every non-degenerate invariant Markov operator.

In this article, we assume all measures to be σ-finite. Under this assump-
tion, we provide a complete characterization of the Choquet–Deny property
in terms of the groupoid’s isotropy groups and the associated equivalence
relation.

Theorem A. A discrete measured groupoid (G, µ) is Choquet–Deny if and
only if the following two conditions hold:

(1) The countable Borel equivalence relation associated with (G, µ) has fi-
nite orbits µ-almost everywhere.

(2) Almost all isotropy groups of G are Choquet–Deny.

Our proof of Theorem A is divided into several steps and extensively uti-
lizes the construction presented in [FHTF19]. The theorem notably implies
that a discrete measured groupoid is Choquet–Deny if and only if it admits
no icc quotients apart from finite equivalence relations, see Proposition 2.31.
The concept of icc discrete measured groupoids was introduced by the first
four authors in [BCDK24].

Measured groupoids admit an analogue of the Poisson boundary, studied
by Kaimanovich in [Kai05]. Similar to groups, the triviality of a measured
groupoid’s Poisson boundary can be understood in terms of the fiberwise
Liouville property. Theorem A illustrates that discrete measured groupoids
with the Choquet–Deny property are relatively rare, as demonstrated by the
following result:

Corollary B. Let Γ be a countable group acting on a Borel probability space
(X, µ). If Γ is not Choquet–Deny or if Γ y (X, µ) does not have finite orbits
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µ-almost everywhere then the transformation groupoid (Γ ⋉ X, µ) admits a
non-trivial Poisson boundary.

This is an indication that the corresponding Poisson boundaries present
in many cases interesting objects of study.

Structure

The article is structured as follows. In Section 1 we remind the reader of
basic notions surrounding the theory of measured groupoids, Borel equiva-
lence relations, semi-direct product groupoids, Markov chains, and martin-
gales. In Section 2 we introduce and explore the Choquet–Deny property for
groupoids: first we characterize this property within the realm of countable
Borel equivalence relations and demonstrate that a non-trivial icc measured
field of groups does not exhibit the Choquet–Deny property. In combination
with results on the preservation of the Choquet–Deny property under suit-
able quotients, this allows us to obtain the “only if” direction of Theorem
A in Subsection 2.3.1. The converse direction is then attained in Subsection
2.3.2 by employing Doob’s optional stopping theorem on Markov chains de-
rived from discrete measured groupoids. In the final Subsection 2.4 we collect
implications of Theorem A by considering additional examples and the proof
of Theorem 2.32, which immediately implies Corollary B.
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1 Preliminaries

1.1 Measured groupoids

Given a groupoid G we denote its unit space by G(0) and write s and t for
the source and target maps respectively. The source and target fibers of an
element x ∈ G(0) are given by Gx := s−1({x}) and Gx := r−1({x}). The
isotropy subgroupoid of G is defined as Iso(G) := {g ∈ G | s(g) = t(g)} and
G(2) := {(g, h) ∈ G×G | s(g) = t(h)} denotes the subset of composable pairs.
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A discrete Borel groupoid is a groupoid G that is also a standard Borel
space for which G(0) ⊆ G is a Borel subset, for which the structure maps
(i.e., the source and target maps, the multiplication and the inverse) are
Borel measurable functions, and for which s and t are countable-to-one in
the sense that all source and target fibers are at most countably infinite.
Given such a groupoid and a Borel measure µ on G(0), we introduce two
measures µs and µt on G via

µs(A) :=

∫

G(0)

#(s−1(x) ∩ A)dµ(x)

and

µt(A) :=

∫

G(0)

#(t−1(x) ∩ A)dµ(x)

for a Borel subset A ⊆ G. The pair (G, µ) is a called a discrete measured
groupoid if (G(0), µ) is a standard probability space and if the measures µs

and µt are equivalent (i.e., if their null sets coincide). In this article we will
always assume the groupoid G to be discrete and the measure µ to be σ-finite.
Since every σ-finite measure is equivalent to a probability measure, we may
furthermore restrict to probability measures.

Let (πg)g∈G ⊆ Prob(G) be a family of Borel probability measures on G.
We say that the family is Borel if for any non-negative Borel function f : G →
R the map g 7→

∫
G
f(h)πg(h) is again Borel. Associated to a Borel family of

probability measures (πg)g∈G is its Markov operator P on L∞(G, µs), defined
by Pf(g) =

∫
G
f(h)πg(h) for f ∈ L∞(G, µs), g ∈ G. We say that the family

(πg)g∈G (or equivalently, the Markov operator P ) is invariant if g · πh = πgh

for any pair (g, h) ∈ G(2), where (g ·πh)(A) := π(g−1A). Note that in this case
the measure πg must be concentrated on Gt(g). Moreover, the family (πg)g∈G
is uniquely determined by the πx, x ∈ G(0) via πg = g ·πs(g) for g ∈ G [Kai05,
Proposition 3.4]. We may hence view an invariant Markov operator P as a
collection of Markov operators (Px)x∈G(0) associated to probability measures
(dxP )x∈G(0) with dxP ∈ Prob(Gx) for x ∈ G(0) and where Px ∈ B(ℓ∞(Gx)) is
defined by

Pxf(g) :=
∑

h∈Gs(g)

(
ds(g)P (h)

)
f(gh)

for f ∈ ℓ∞(Gx), g ∈ Gx. We recursively obtain Markov operators P n for every
n ∈ N by setting P nf := P (P n−1f). The associated probability measures
are given by

dxP
n(g) =

∑

h∈Gx

(dxP (h))
(
ds(h)P

n−1(h−1g)
)

5



for x ∈ G(0), g ∈ Gx.

Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured groupoid equipped with an invariant
Markov operator P and let x ∈ G(0). The subspace H∞(Gx, Px) ⊆ ℓ∞(Gx) of
Px-harmonic functions is given by

H∞(Gx, Px) := {f ∈ ℓ∞(Gx) | Pxf = f} .

We say that Px is Liouville, if the space H∞(Gx, Px) is trivial in the sense
that it only consists of constant functions.

Following [Kai05], we introduce the Liouville property for groupoids.

Definition 1.1 ([Kai05, Definition 4.1]). An invariant Markov operator P
on a discrete measured groupoid (G, µ) is called fiberwise Liouville if for µ-
almost every x ∈ G(0) the operator Px ∈ B(ℓ∞(Gx)) is Liouville.
The groupoid is called Liouville, if it admits a fiberwise Liouville invariant
Markov operator.

For countable groups (and more generally Hausdorff second-countable
topological groups [ST20]) it is well-known that amenability is equivalent
to the existence of a Liouville Borel probability measure on the group, see
[KV83]. Similarly, Kaimanovich’s results in [Kai05] (see also [BK21]) imply
in combination with the ones by Chu and Li in [CL18] that a (discrete)
measured groupoid is amenable in the sense of [Ren80; AR01] if and only if
it admits an invariant Liouville Markov operator.

1.2 Countable Borel equivalence relations

In this section we state preliminaries on Borel equivalence relations. For
detailed proofs and a rigorous treatment, we refer the reader to [FM77a;
FM77b].

A discrete measured groupoid (G, µ) with unit space X := G(0) and
the property that Iso(G) is trivial is called a non-singular countable Borel
equivalence relation. We usually denote such an equivalence relation on the
standard Borel space (X, µ) by R. For a Borel subset E ⊆ X , we write
R(E) := {y ∈ X | (x, y) ∈ R for some x ∈ E} for its R-saturation. An
equivalence relation R on (X, µ) is called ergodic if every Borel subset E ⊆ X
satisfying R(E) = E is either a µ-null set or a µ-co-null set.

An equivalence relation R is finite if its orbits are finite. It can be
checked that any finite ergodic equivalence relation is isomorphic to the full
equivalence relation on a finite set. Note that the restriction R|X1 of R to
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a Borel subset X1 ⊆ X is again an equivalence relation on (X1, µ|X1). Such
an equivalence relation will be called a summand of R. A countable Borel
equivalence relation R on (X, µ) is said to be of type In for n ∈ N ∪ {∞} if
it is isomorphic to an equivalence relation R′ on S × Y where S is a set of n
elements equipped with the full σ-algebra and the counting measure, Y is a
standard Borel space and where (s, y) ∼R′ (s′, y′) if and only if y = y′. The
equivalence relation R is said to be of type I or discrete if X admits a Borel
partition X =

⊔
n∈N∪{∞}Xn such that each R|Xn

is of type In.

Recall that an equivalence relation R on (X, µ) comes equipped with the
measures µs and µt. We say that R is invariant with respect to µ if µs = µt,
and that it is quasi-invariant with respect to µ if µs ∼ µt. If R on (X, µ) is
invariant with respect to an equivalent probability measure ν ∼ µ, it is called
probability measure preserving (p.m.p.). For a non-type I ergodic equivalence
relation R, we have the following classification: it is said to be of type II1 if
it is p.m.p., it is said to be of type II∞ if it is not of type II1 and invariant
with respect to an equivalent infinite measure, and it is said to be of type III
if R is not invariant with respect to any µ-equivalent measure.

By [FM77a, Proposition 3.1], for any countable Borel equivalence relation
R on (X, µ), the measure space X admits a Borel partition

X =

(
⊔

n∈N

Xn

)
⊔X∞ ⊔XC

into R-invariant Borel subsets, where R|Xn
is of type In, R|X∞

is of type I∞,
and where R|XC is not of type I. We will denote the Borel subset

⊔
n∈NXn

by Xfin and call R|Xfin
the finite part of R.

Recall that an equivalence relation R on a standard probability space
(X, µ) is called smooth if it admits a Borel transversal, i.e., there exists a Borel
subset E ⊆ X which intersects every R-orbit exactly once. The following
result is well known and for a quick proof of the various implications we refer
the reader to [Cal20, Chapter 2].

Theorem 1.2. Let R be a countable Borel equivalence relation on a standard
probability space (X, µ). The following statements are equivalent:

(i) R is of type I.

(ii) R is smooth.

(iii) R admits a Borel selector, i.e., a Borel function f : X → X such that
(f(x), x) ∈ R for all x ∈ X and f(x) = f(y) if (x, y) ∈ R.
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(iv) The quotient X/R is a standard Borel space.

Ergodic equivalence relations can be thought of as building blocks of
general Borel equivalence relations. We make this more precise in the next
theorem which was proved by Dang Ngoc Nghiem in [Dan75]. Our formula-
tion is similar to the one in [FM77a, Proposition 3.2] except that we do not
assume the field of standard Borel spaces to be constant. Instead we relate
it to the unified new framework of measurable fields of separable structures
introduced in [Wou23, Appendix A], [VW24]. We note here that there occurs
a more general ergodic decomposition theorem for measured groupoids with
a Haar system in [Hah78, Theorem 6.1] which in the case of principal dis-
crete measured groupoids corresponds to our setting. As noted by Hahn in
[Hah78], the theorem was also proved independently by Ramsay in [Ram80].
Note that the space of essentially bounded measurable functions L∞(X, µ)
on a standard probability space (X, µ) forms an Abelian von Neumann alge-
bra. If R is an equivalence relation on (X, µ), we denote by L∞(X, µ)R its
subalgebra of R-invariant functions.

Now suppose that (Z, η) is a standard probability space, let Y := (Yz)z∈Z
be a measurable field of standard Borel spaces as in [Wou23, Definition A.2.1]
and let π : Y → Z be the Borel projection map. Suppose furthermore
that (νz)z∈Z is a measurable field of probability measures on Y . Then a
family of ergodic equivalence relations R := (Rz)z∈Z that are quasi-invariant
with respect to νz forms a measurable field of Borel equivalence relations
if R is a Borel subset of Y × Y . By abuse of notation we denote by Y
and R the measurable fields as well as the standard Borel structures on the
respective disjoint unions. Let ν be the probability measure on Y obtained by
integration of (νz)z∈Z with respect to η. Then we can define a countable Borel
equivalence relation R on (Y, ν) via (y, y′) ∈ R if and only if π(y) = π(y′)
and (y, y′) ∈ Rπ(y). We call R the direct integral of the field (Rz)z∈Z and

denote it by
∫ ⊕

Z
Rzdη(z).

Theorem 1.3 ([Hah78, Theorem 6.1], [FM77a, Proposition 3.2]). Let R be
a countable Borel equivalence relation on a standard probability space (X, µ)
and let (Z, η) be a standard probability space such that the Abelian von Neu-
mann algebra L∞(X, µ)R is isomorphic to L∞(Z, η).
Then R is isomorphic to

∫ ⊕

Z
Rzdη(z) for a measurable field of countable

non-singular equivalence relations (Rz)z∈Z on a Borel field of standard Borel
spaces and probability measures Y := (Yz, νz)z∈Z such that, denoting the pro-
jection Y → Z by π, any invariant Borel subset of X is of the form π−1(A)
for a Borel set A ⊆ Z up to measure zero and such that for η-almost every
z ∈ Z the equivalence relation Rz is ergodic.
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Moreover, if Xk := π−1(Zk) are the summands of R corresponding to the
different types, then Rz is of type k for η-almost every z ∈ Zk.

An equivalence relation R on (X, µ) is called hyperfinite if it can be
written as a countable union

⋃
nRn of finite equivalence relations. As a

consequence of the main result in [CFW81], an equivalence relation is hy-
perfinite if and only if it is amenable. Notice that if R admits an ergodic
decomposition

∫ ⊕

Z
Rzdη(z), then R is hyperfinite if and only if Rz is hyper-

finite for η-almost every z ∈ Z. It is furthermore easy to see that every
type I equivalence relation (in particular every finite equivalence relation) is
hyperfinite.

Up to isomorphism there is for every n ∈ N ∪ {∞} a unique ergodic
equivalence relation of type In given by considering the full equivalence re-
lation on a set of n elements with respect to the counting measure. There
also exists a unique hyperfinite ergodic equivalence relation of type II1 and
of type II∞.

For an ergodic equivalence relation R on (X, µ), recall the notion of its
Maharam extension. This is an equivalence relation c(R) on X ×R together
with a measure scaling R-action. The restriction of the induced R-action to
the Abelian von Neumann algebra L∞(X × R)c(R) is called the associated
Krieger flow of R. For type I and type II ergodic equivalence relations,
the flow is always isomorphic to the translation action R y R. Ergodic
hyperfinite type III equivalence relations are completely classified by their
associated flows and every ergodic flow arises as the associated flow of some
hyperfinite ergodic type III equivalence relation. For a detailed treatment of
equivalence relations, Maharam extensions and flows we refer the reader to
[Ver22, Chapter 1.6].

Finally, recall from [JS87] that a countable Borel equivalence relation R
is called stable if R×R0 is isomorphic to R for the unique p.m.p hyperfinite
ergodic equivalence relation R0. It is well known (and follows in particular
from [JS87, Theorem 3.4]) that every hyperfinite ergodic equivalence relation
that is not of type I is stable.

1.3 Semi-direct product groupoids

A discrete measured groupoid (G, µ) comes with an associated countable
Borel equivalence relation R on (X, µ) with X := G(0), defined by

R := {(t(g), s(g)) | g ∈ G} .

9



Given a countable Borel equivalence relation R on a standard probability
space (X, µ), one way to construct a discrete measured groupoid with asso-
ciated equivalence relation R (that is not simply R itself) is by looking at
actions of R on bundles of groups and considering the corresponding semi-
direct products. We now make this more precise. Suppose that Γ := (Γx)x∈X
is a measurable field of discrete countable groups. An action of R on Γ is
given by a family of group isomorphisms δ(y,x) : Γx → Γy for all (y, x) ∈ R
such that outside a µ-null set the equalities δ(z,y) ◦ δ(y,x) = δ(z,x), δ

−1
(y,x) = δ(x,y)

and δ(x, x) = idΓx
hold.

The semi-direct product groupoid G := Γ⋊δ R consists of elements of the
form (g, (y, x)) for all g ∈ Γx and (y, x) ∈ R. Heuristically, these elements
can be viewed as “arrows” from x to y. Accordingly we define the source
and targets maps on G via s(g, (y, x)) := x and t(g, (y, x)) := y. The unit
space consists of the elements {(e, x, x) | x ∈ X} and we identify it with X .
Multiplication and the inverse in G are respectively defined by

(h, (z, y)) ◦ (g, (y, x)) = (δ(x,y)(h) · g, (z, x))

and
(g, (y, x))−1 = (δ(y,x)(g

−1), (x, y)) .

Recall that a countable Borel equivalence relation R on (X, µ) is called
treeable if there exists a Borel graph T on (X, µ) such that T ⊆ R and if
for µ-almost every x ∈ X the connected component of x in T is a tree with
vertex set T · x. Following [PSV20, Proposition 6.5], an equivalence relation
R on (X, µ) is treeable if and only if any discrete measured groupoid (G, µ)
with unit space G(0) = X and associated equivalence relation R is isomorphic
to a semi-direct product as above. One immediate consequence of [CFW81]
is that any amenable equivalence relation is treeable and hence by [PSV20,
Proposition 6.5], we obtain the following statement.

Proposition 1.4. Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured groupoid. Let Γ :=
(Γx)x∈G(0) be the corresponding isotropy bundle and let R be the associated
equivalence relation. If R is amenable, then G is isomorphic to Γ ⋊δ R for
an action δ of R on the isotropy bundle Γ.

1.4 Markov chains and martingales

The final step in the proof of Theorem A requires the study of Markov chains
on discrete measured groupoids, as well as the theory of martingales. For the
convenience of the reader, we introduce the basic notions of these topics.
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1.4.1 Markov chains

Consider a stochastic matrix P := (P (x, y))x,y∈X on a countable set X , i.e.,
P (x, y) ≥ 0 and

∑
z∈X P (x, z) = 1 for all x, y ∈ X . Similar to the setting

in Subsection 1.1, such a matrix induces a Markov operator on ℓ∞(X) by
mapping a function f ∈ ℓ∞(G) to x 7→

∑
y∈X p(x, y)f(y). By abuse of

notation we will denote the Markov operator corresponding to the matrix
P by P as well. A Markov chain with transition matrix P and starting
point x ∈ X is a sequence of random variables (Xi)i∈N on a probability space
(Ω,F , µx) with values in X such that

µx ({ω ∈ Ω | X0(ω) = x0, . . . , Xi(ω) = xi}) = δx,x0

i−1∏

j=0

P (xj , xj+1)

for any finite sequence of elements x0, . . . , xn ∈ X . Here δ denotes the Kro-
necker delta function. The Markov chain (Xi)i∈N is said to be irreducible, if
for any two elements x, y ∈ X there exists a sequence x0 := x, x1, . . . , xi−1,
xi := y in X with µx ({ω ∈ Ω | X0(ω) = x0, . . . , Xi(ω) = xi}) > 0. Equiva-
lently, (Xi)i∈N is irreducible if the matrix P is irreducible in the sense that for
any two elements x, y ∈ X there exists a natural number i with P i(x, y) > 0.

For more details on Markov chains see [Lal23, Chapter 6] or also [Yad24,
Chapter 3].

1.4.2 Martingales

Let (Ω,F , µ) be a probability space and F ′ ⊆ F a sub-σ-algebra. For any
F -measurable, integrable random variable X : (Ω,F , µ) → R there exists
an µ-almost surely unique F ′-measurable, integrable random variable Y :
(Ω,F ′, µ) → R such that

Eµ[X1F ] =

∫

F

X(ω)dµ(ω) =

∫

F

Y (ω)dµ(ω) = Eµ[Y 1F ]

for every F ∈ F ′ [Lal23, Appendix A9]. The random variable Y is usually
called the conditional expectation ofX with resepct to F ′ and we denote it by
Eµ[X | F ′]. The map X 7→ Eµ[X | F ′] is linear and restricts to the identity
on F ′-measurable random variables. Note that Eµ[Eµ[X | F ′]] = Eµ[X ] for
every F -measurable, integrable random variable X .

A filtration (Fi)i∈N is a nested sequence of sub-σ-algebras F0 ⊆ F1 ⊆
. . . ⊆ F . A sequence (Xi)i∈N of real-valued random variables on (Ω,F , µ)
is called adapted to (Fi)i∈N if for every i ∈ N the random variable Xi is
Fi-measurable.
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Definition 1.5. Let (Ω,F , µ) be a probability space and (Fi)i∈N a filtra-
tion. An adapted sequence (Xi)∈N of real-valued random variables is called
a martingale, if Eµ[|Xi|] < ∞ and Eµ[Xi+1 | Fi] = Xi µ-almost surely for all
i ∈ N.

We will make use of Doob’s optional stopping formula. The version we
will use occurs in [Yad24, Theorem 2.3.3].

Definition 1.6. Let (Ω,F , µ) be a probability space and (Fi)i∈N a filtration.
A random variable T : (Ω,F , µ) → Z+ ∪ {∞} is called a stopping time for
(Fi)i∈N, if T

−1({i}) ∈ Fi for every i ∈ N. If (Xi)i∈N is a martingale, we
denote the random variable (Ω,F , µ) → R, ω 7→ XT (ω)(ω) by XT .

Theorem 1.7 (Doob’s optional stopping formula). Let (Ω,F , µ) be a prob-
ability space, (Fi)i∈N a filtration, (Xi)i∈N a matingale and T a stopping time
for (Fi)i∈N. Assume that T < ∞ µ-almost surely, that (Xi)i∈N is uniformly
integrable in the sense that limK→∞ supi∈N Eµ[|Xi| · 1{ω∈Ω||Xi(ω)|>K}] = 0 and
that Eµ[|XT |] < ∞. Then,

Eµ[X0] =

∫

Ω

X0(ω)dµ(ω) =

∫

Ω

XT (ω)dµ(ω) = Eµ[XT ] .

More information on martingales can be found in [Lal23, Chapter 8] or
[Yad24, Chapter 2].

2 The Choquet–Deny property for groupoids

Let Γ be a countable discrete group, equipped with a probability measure µ ∈
Prob(Γ). Analogous to the general definition in Subsection 1.1, a function f
on Γ is called µ-harmonic if f(g) =

∑
h∈G µ(h)f(gh) for all g ∈ Γ. As before,

the pair (Γ, µ) is called Liouville if the space of all bounded µ-harmonic
functions is trivial.

A probability measure on a countable discrete group is non-degenerate, if
its support generates the whole group as a semigroup. Initiated by Choquet
and Deny in [CD60], the characterization of groups that are Choquet–Deny in
the sense that all non-degenerate probability measures on them are Liouville
was a long-standing open question. Building on Jaworski’s results in [Jaw04],
a full characterization was finally obtained by Frisch, Hartman, Tamuz and
Ferdowski in [FHTF19]. The main result in [FHTF19] states that a countable
discrete group is Choquet–Deny if and only if it is FC-hypercentral. Recall
that a group is called FC-hypercentral if it admits no icc quotients, i.e., no
quotients whose conjugacy classes are all infinite.
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Motivated by the notions in the group setting, we introduce the following
definitions.

Definition 2.1. Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured groupoid and P a Markov
operator on L∞(G, µs). For x ∈ G(0) the support of Px is given by the set of
all elements g ∈ Gx with dxP (g) > 0 and we denote it by supp(Px).
The Markov operator P is called non-degenerate, if

⋃
n∈N supp(P

n
x ) = Gx for

all x ∈ G(0).

Definition 2.2. A discrete measured groupoid (G, µ) is called Choquet–Deny
if it is fiberwise Liouville for every non-degenerate invariant Markov operator
P .

Note that a countable discrete group is Choquet–Deny as a group if and
only if it is Choquet–Deny in the sense of Definition 2.2.

In the proofs of the later sections it will be convenient to restrict our
attention to Markov operators that are in a certain sense fully supported.
This step is legitimized by the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. A discrete measured groupoid (G, µ) is Choquet–Deny if and
only if every invariant Markov operator P on L∞(G, µs) with supp(dxP ) = Gx

for every x ∈ G(0) is fiberwise Liouville.

Proof. The assertion of the “only if” direction is trivial. For the “if” di-
rection assume that every invariant Markov operator with fully supported
transition probabilities is fiberwise Liouville and let P be a non-degenerate
invariant Markov operator on L∞(G, µs). As discussed in Subsection 1.1,
for every n ∈ N the operator P n is a Markov operator as well. The se-
quence (

∑n

i=1 2
−iP i)n∈N is furthermore Cauchy and thus norm converges to

an element P̃ . The element P̃ is also a Markov operator, induced by the
family (dxP̃ )x∈G(0) of probability measures given by dxP̃ =

∑∞
i=1 2

−i(dxP
i),

and for x ∈ G(0) any Px-harmonic function must also be P̃x-harmonic. To
conclude the statement of the lemma it hence suffices to show that P̃ satisfies
supp(P̃ ) = Gx for all x ∈ G(0). But this is clear since P is non-degenerate.

2.1 Equivalence relations

The goal of this section is to give a complete characterization of the Choquet–
Deny property for countable Borel equivalence relations. As a first step, we
show in the following proposition that every finite equivalence relation is
Choquet–Deny.
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Proposition 2.4. Let R be a finite equivalence relation on a standard prob-
ability space (X, µ). Then R is Choquet–Deny.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3 it suffices to restrict to invariant Markov operators P
on L∞(G, µs) with supp(dxP ) = Gx for every x ∈ G(0). Thus, let P be such an
operator and assume for x ∈ X with #Rx < ∞ that f ∈ ℓ∞(Rx) is a function
with Pxf = f . We may choose an element g ∈ Rx with f(g) = maxh∈Rx f(h).
By applying the pigeonhole principle to the equality

f(g) = Pxf(g) =
∑

h∈Rs(g)

(ds(g)P )(h)f(gh) ,

we obtain f(gh) = f(g) for all h ∈ Rs(g). It follows that f is constant and
hence R is Choquet–Deny.

Recall that for a non-singular action of a countable discrete group Γ
on a standard probability space (X, µ), the corresponding transformation
groupoid Γ ⋉ (X, µ) is an equivalence relation precisely when the action is
essentially free. The following proposition shows that if a transformation
groupoid of a (not necessarily free) action is Choquet–Deny then the acting
group must be Choquet–Deny as well.

Proposition 2.5. Let Γ y (X, µ) be a nonsingular action of a countable
discrete group Γ on a standard probability space (X, µ) and assume that the
corresponding transformation groupoid is Choquet–Deny. Then Γ is Choquet–
Deny as well.

Proof. Let ν be a non-degenerate probability measure on Γ and write G :=
Γ ⋉ (X, µ). For every x ∈ X define a probability measure πx on Gx by
πx(g, g

−1 · x) := ν(g) for g ∈ Γ. Since the support of ν generates Γ as a
semigroup (by the discussion in Subsection 1.1) the family (πx)x∈X gives rise
to a non-degenerate invariant Markov operator P on Γ ⋉ (X, µ). From the
assumption it thus follows that this Markov operator is fiberwise Liouville.

Now let F ∈ ℓ∞(Γ) be a ν-harmonic function, pick an element x ∈ X
for which the Markov operator Px : ℓ

∞(Gx) → ℓ∞(Gx) is Liouville, and define
H ∈ ℓ∞(Gx) by H(g, g−1 · x) := F (g) for g ∈ Γ. We compute that for all
g ∈ Γ,
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PxH(g, g−1x) =
∑

h∈Γ

ν(h)H
(
(g, g−1 · x)(h, h−1g−1 · x)

)

=
∑

h∈Γ

ν(h)H(gh, h−1g−1 · x) =
∑

h∈Γ

ν(h)F (gh)

= F (g) = H(g, g−1x)

so that H ∈ H∞(Gx, Px). Since Px is Liouville, it follows that H is constant.
But then also F must be constant. We conclude that Γ is Choquet–Deny.

To prove a converse to Proposition 2.4, we will need a few auxiliary
lemmas. The next result is well known, but we give a proof for completeness.
Recall that the group of all permutations of N that fix all but finitely many
elements is denoted by S∞. It is amenable and icc and therefore not Choquet–
Deny by [FHTF19, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2.6. Let (R, µ) be an ergodic hyperfinite equivalence relation with
infinite orbits µ-almost everywhere. Then there exists an essentially free
ergodic action S∞ y (X, µ) on a a standard probability space (X, µ) such
that the corresponding orbit equivalence relation is isomorphic to (R, µ).

Proof. Recall that there exist unique ergodic hyperfinite equivalence relations
of types I∞, II1 and II∞ and the associated Krieger flow for all of them is the
translation action R y R. Furthermore, for any ergodic flow R y (Z, η) that
is not isomorphic to the translation flow, there exists a unique type III ergodic
hyperfinite equivalence relation with associated Krieger flow R y (Z, η).

First, note that the left translation action of S∞ on itself is ergodic and
essentially free of type I∞.

Next, for any non-trivial non-atomic standard probability space (X0, µ0)
the generalized Bernoulli action of S∞ on (X, µ) :=

∏
n∈N(X0, µ0) defined by

(σ · x)n = xσ−1(n) for σ ∈ S∞ and x := (xn)n∈N ∈ X is ergodic, essentially
free and preserves the measure µ. Its orbit equivalence relation is hence of
type II1.

Finally, let α : R y Z be any ergodic non-singular flow and as in [VV23,

Definition 3.2] let α̂ : R y Ẑ denote its adjoint flow. By [VW18, Theoerm
6.1] there exists an ergodic essentially free non-singular action S∞ y (X, µ)
with weakly mixing Maharam extension. Thus this Maraham extsion is er-
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godic and of type II∞. Let

ω : S∞ ×X → R, ω(σ, x) := log

(
dσ−1µ

dµ
(x)

)

denote the Radon–Nikodym cocylce associated to S∞ y (X, µ) and consider

the non-singular action of S∞ on X × Ẑ via σ · (x, z) := (σ · x, α̂ω(σ,x)(z)) for

σ ∈ S∞, x ∈ X , z ∈ Ẑ. Since the action S∞ y (X, µ) is essentially free, the

one of S∞ on X × Ẑ is essentially free as well. By [VV23, Proposition 3.4] it
is thus ergodic and has associated flow R y (Z, η).

As an immediate corollary of Proposition 2.5 and Lemma 2.6, we obtain
that if an ergodic equivalence relation is Choquet–Deny, it has finite orbits
almost everywhere. We prove that the same holds for general equivalence
relations, i.e., without assuming ergodicity. We need the following lemma
before stating the main theorem.

Lemma 2.7. For every i ∈ N, let (Gi, µi) be a discrete measured groupoid

with unit space Xi := G(0)
i . Consider the disjoint union X :=

⊔
i Xi equipped

with the σ-finite measure µ :=
∑

i µi. Then the discrete measured groupoid
(
⊔

i Gi, µ) is Choquet–Deny if and only if Gi is Choquet–Deny for every i ∈ N.

Proof. Suppose first that G is not Choquet–Deny, and let (πx)x∈X be a
Markov operator that is not fiberwise Liouville. Then there is a positive
measure set E ⊂ X such that πx is not Liouville for all x ∈ E. Since the
union is countable, there exists i ∈ N such that Ei = Xi ∩ E is non-null.
Hence the Markov operator (πx)x∈Xi

is not fiberwise Liouville and Gi is not
Choquet-Deny.

On the other hand if Gi is not Choquet–Deny for some i, then there is
a Markov operator (π0

x)x∈Xi
that is not fiberwise Liouville, and taking any

Markov operator π on G such that π|Xi
= π0, we see that it is not fiberwise

Liouville either.

Theorem 2.8. Let R be a countable Borel equivalence relation on a standard
probability space (X, µ). Then (R, µ) is Choquet–Deny if and only if µ-almost
all R-orbits are finite.

Proof. The “if” direction immediately follows from Proposition 2.4.

For the “only if” direction suppose that R is Choquet–Deny. Since by
[Kai05, Theorem 4.2] non-amenable equivalence relations are not Choquet–
Deny, R must be hyperfinite. Furthermore, the discussion in Section 1.2
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implies that the space X can be partitioned into R-invariant Borel subsets
Xfin, X∞, and XC , such that R|Xfin

has finite orbits, R|X∞
is of type I∞ and

R|XC is the non-type I part. Assume that µ(X∞ ⊔ XC) > 0. By Lemma
2.7 it is then enough to show that the restrictions R|XC and R|X∞

are not
Choquet–Deny. Without loss of generality we may further restrict to the
cases where X = XC or X = X∞.

Case 1. Assume that X = XC and let (Z, η) be a standard probability
space for which L∞(Z, η) is isomorphic to the Abelian von Neumann algebra
L∞(X, µ)R. If we let R =

∫ ⊕
Rzdη(z) be the ergodic decomposition of

R as in Theorem 1.3, we know that for η-almost every z ∈ Z the ergodic
equivalence relation Rz is hyperfinite and hence stable. Denoting the unique
p.m.p. ergodic hyperfinite equivalence relation by R0, we then see that

R0 ×R ∼= R0 ×

∫ ⊕

Z

Rzdη(z)

∼=

∫ ⊕

Z

(R0 ×Rz)dη(z)

∼=

∫ ⊕

Z

Rzdη(z)

∼= R .

The main theorem in [CFW81] implies that R is isomorphic to the orbit
equivalence relation of a Z-action on a standard probability space (Y, ν), i.e.,
it is generated by a single transformation T . Moreover, this Z-action is free,
since for any n ∈ N the elements x ∈ Fix(n) = Fix(T n) have an orbit of length
n, but by assumption R has infinite orbits µ-almost everywhere. By Lemma
2.6 we may furthermore pick an essentially free ergodic action S∞ y (Z, η)
such that the corresponding orbit equivalence relation is isomorphic to R0.
Now we consider the action S∞ × Z y (Z × Y, η × ν) and note that this is
still an essentially free action whose orbit equivalence relation is isomorphic
to R0 × R ∼= R. But since R is Choquet–Deny, by Proposition 2.5 the
group S∞ × Z must then be Choquet–Deny as well. However, S∞ is an icc
quotient of S∞ × Z, hence by the main result of [FHTF19] S∞ × Z cannot
be Choquet–Deny.

Case 2. Now assume that X = X∞ and notice that in this case R is isomor-
phic to the groupoid C × Z, where C is the full equivalence relation on any
fixed countable set and Z is a standard Borel space. Consider any infinite
non-Choquet–Deny group G, for example G = S∞ under the left translation
action G ylt G. Identifying G as the unit space for C gives us an isomor-
phism of C with G ⋉lt G. Thus, R is isomorphic to the free action of G on
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G × Z given by translation on the first coordinate and the trivial action on
the second coordinate. If R is Choquet-Deny, then again by Proposition 2.5,
we arrive at a contradiction.

2.2 Measured fields of groups

Suppose that G is a discrete Borel field of groups. That is, Iso(G) = G.
We shall say that G is a discrete measured field of groups if G is endowed
with a discrete measured groupoid structure. The goal of this section is
two-fold: first we consider an analogue of FC-hypercentrality for discrete
measured fields of groups. After this, we demonstrate that a non-trivial
discrete measured field of groups with icc fibers almost everywhere is never
Choquet–Deny. For a more elaborate treatment of Borel and measurable
fields of Polish groups, we refer the reader to [VW24].

Given a discrete group Γ, its FC-center is the normal subgroup FC(Γ)
of elements in Γ whose conjugacy class is finite. If Γ has cardinality κ,
one may recursively construct an increasing sequence of normal subgroups
(FCα(Γ))α<κ+ of Γ in the following way:

(1) For α = 0 set FC0(Γ) := {e}.

(2) For sucessor ordinals α + 1 let FCα+1(Γ) be the preimage of the FC-
center FC (Γ/FCα(Γ)) under the quotient map Γ ։ Γ/FCα(Γ).

(3) For limit ordinals α > 0 set FCα(Γ) :=
⋃

β<α FCβ(Γ).

Note that the sequence FCα(Γ) being strictly increasing would imply that
#Γ ≥ κ+; thus the sequence eventually stabilizes. We call the least ordinal α
for which FCα(Γ) = FCα+1(Γ) the FC-rank of Γ. The corresponding normal
subgroup FCα(Γ) E Γ is called the FC-hypercenter of Γ and we denote it by
FCH(Γ). The quotient Γ/FCH(Γ) is an icc group and Γ is FC-hypercentral
if and only if FCH(Γ) = Γ. Thus, [FHTF19, Theorem 1] states that Γ is
Choquet–Deny precisely when FCα(Γ) = Γ eventually.

As noted in the remark after [McL56, Lemma 7], it is possible to construct
for each infinite ordinal α, a group Γα of cardinality #α for which the FC-
rank of Γα is α. Thus, although eventually constant, we have no control over
when such a phenomenon must occur.

In [BCDK24], the first four authors define the icc property for dis-
crete measured groupoids. We say that a discrete measured groupoid (G, µ)
is icc if for all Borel bisections A ⊆ Iso(G) \ G(0), the conjugacy class
ΩA :=

⋃
g∈G gAg

−1 has infinite measure. In [BCDK24, Proposition 6.1] it
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is demonstrated that a discrete measured field of groups (G, µ) is icc pre-
cisely when µ-almost every fiber Gx, x ∈ G(0) is an icc group.

Our goal is to first define an analogue of the FC-center for Borel fields
of groups, and then do a recursion process similar to the one above in order
to eventually arrive at an icc groupoid. For this purpose we introduce the
following definition.

Definition 2.9. Let G be a Borel field of groups. The FC-center of G is the
subgroupoid

FC(G) := {g ∈ G | #Cg < ∞} ,

where Cg denotes the conjugacy class of g in Gs(g).

Proposition 2.10. For a discrete Borel field of groups G the FC-center
FC(G) is Borel.

Proof. By the Lusin–Novikov Theorem, there exists a sequence (τn)n∈N of
Borel sections τn : Xn → Bn, where Xn ⊆ G(0), Bn ⊆ G and G =

⊔
n∈N Bn.

Without loss of generality assume that B0 = G(0). Furthermore, note that
for any n ∈ N the set

Ωτn(Xn) =
⊔

x∈Xn

Cτn(x) =
⋃

i∈N

Biτn(Xn)B
−1
i

is Borel. Since the projection s|Ωτn(Xn)
: Ωτn(Xn) → G(0) is Borel, it follows

from an application of the Lusin–Novikov Theorem that the map fτn : G(0) →
N ∪ {∞} given by fτn(x) := #(s|Ωτn(Xn)

)−1(x) must Borel as well. But this

implies that the set Yn := f−1
τn

(N) ⊆ Xn, consisting of those points x ∈ G(0)

for which Cτn(x) is finite, is also Borel. Observing that FC(G) =
⊔

n∈N τn(Yn)
completes the proof.

As a corollary to the proof of Proposition 2.10 we have the following
result.

Corollary 2.11. Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured field of groups and suppose
that µs(FC(G) \ G(0)) = 0. Then Gx is an icc group for µ-almost every
x ∈ G(0).

Proof. Define a sequence (τn)n∈N of Borel sections and Borel sets Yn, n ∈ N

as in the proof of the previous proposition. Note that by the assumptions on
the codomains of the sections, for any n ≥ 1 the intersection of τn(Yn) and
G(0) is trivial and the sets τn(Yn) are disjoint bisections. In particular, the
assumption µs(FC(G)\G(0)) = 0 implies that µs(Yn) = µs(τn(Yn)) = 0 for all
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n ≥ 1. It follows that the union
⋃

n∈N Yn is a negligible set. By construction
we have

⋃

n∈N

Yn = {x ∈ G(0) | #Cg < ∞ for some non-trivial g ∈ Gx} .

Thus, outside of this negligible set, the fibers are all icc groups.

By [Sut85, Theorem 3.1], if G is a Borel field of groups, and N ⊆ G is
a Borel field of normal subgroups, then the quotient space G/N is also a
standard Borel space.

We are now ready to define the analogue of FCα for a discrete Borel field
of groups.

Definition 2.12. Let G be a discrete Borel field of groups. Define a ℵ1-

indexed sequence of quotients G
πα

։ Gα as well as maps πβ,α : Gβ → Gα for
β < α < ℵ1 by using recursion on α:

(1) For α = 0 let G0 := G and π0 := id.

(2) If α < ℵ1 is a limit ordinal, then set Gα := G/
⋃

β<α ker(πβ) and let
πα denote the corresponding quotient map. For each β < α, since
ker(πβ) ⊆ ker(πα), the quotient map πα factors to a map πβ,α : Gβ →
Gα.

(3) If α = β + 1, then set Gα := Gβ/FC(Gβ) and let πα denote the compo-
sition of the map πβ with the quotient map πβ,α : Gβ → Gβ/FC(Gβ).
Similarly, for any γ < β, let πγ,α := πγ,β ◦ πβ,α.

For each α < ℵ1 denote the kernel of the map πα by FCα(G).

One may ask whether, similar to the group setting, the sequence in Def-
inition 2.12 eventually stabilizes. Although we are not able to prove such a
statement, the next proposition illustrates that the sequence stabilizes out-
side of a negligible set.

Proposition 2.13. Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured field of groups. Then
there is an ordinal α < ℵ1 such that FCβ(G) \ FCα(G) is a negligible set for

all β > α. In particular, FC(Gα) \ G
(0)
α is a negligible set.

Proof. Decompose G into Borel bisections G =
⊔

n∈N Bn. For a fixed integer
n ∈ N, the quantities µs(Bn∩FCα(G)) give an increasing sequence of numbers
between 0 and 1. Let αn be the least ordinal for which µs(Bn ∩ FCαn

(G)) =
µs(Bn ∩ FCβ(G)) for all β > αn. Such an ordinal must exist since otherwise
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our sequence would be unbounded. As a countable supremum of countable
ordinals, α := supn∈N αn must too be a countable ordinal. For all β > α we
then have

FCβ(G) \ FCα(G) =
⊔

n∈N

Bn ∩ (FCβ(G) \ FCα(G)) ,

so that FCβ(G) \ FCα(G) has measure zero.

Since FCα(G) is the kernel of πα, we get that FC(Gα) = πα(FCα+1(G)) =

πα(FCα+1(G) \FCα(G))∪G(0)
α . It finally follows that FC(Gα) \ G

(0)
α must be

negligible.

The following corollary, along with Corollary 2.11 demonstrates that
eventually G/FCα(G) is an icc groupoid.

Corollary 2.14. Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured field of groups. Then
there exists an α < ℵ1 and a co-null Borel subset E ⊆ G(0) such that

FCα(G)|E =
⊔

x∈E

FCH(Gx) .

In particular, the groupoid Gα is an icc groupoid.

Proof. By Proposition 2.13 we find α < ℵ1 for which FCβ(G) \ FCα(G) is
negligible for all β > α. By applying the Lusin–Novikov Theorem, fix a
partition G =

⊔
n∈NBn of Borel bisections Bn. Since En := s(FCα+1(G) \

FCα(G)∩Bn) is negligible for all n ∈ N, the set
⋃

n∈NEn is also negligible. We
claim that for every point x ∈ E := G(0) \ (

⋃
n∈N En), we have FCα+1(G)x =

FCα(G)x. Indeed, the inclusion FCα+1(G)x ⊇ FCα(G)x follows from the
construction. Conversely, if g ∈ FCα+1(G)x \ FCα(G)x, then there is some
n ∈ N for which g ∈ Bn and hence x = s(g) ∈ En, which is a contradiction.
We obtain that FCα(G)x = FCH(Gx) for all x ∈ E.

Finally, to see that Gα = G/FCα(G) is icc, first observe that FC(Gα)\G
(0)
α

is a null set. By Proposition 2.13 and Corollary 2.11, (Gα)x is an icc group

for µ-almost every x ∈ G(0)
α . By [BCDK24, Proposition 6.1], the discrete

measured field of groups (Gα, µ) is icc if and only if µ-almost every (Gα)x is
icc, hence completing the proof.

Remark 2.15. As remarked in the preamble to Proposition 2.13, we do not
currently know whether FCα(G) must eventually stabilize. It would be in-
teresting to know whether this is true since this would allow us to define a
definitive notion of the FC-hypercenter of a discrete measured field of groups.
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The final goal of this subsection is to show that a non-trivial icc discrete
measured field of groups cannot be Choquet–Deny. We do this by exploiting
the explicit nature of the proof of [FHTF19, Proposition 2.2] in the case
of groups. The following lemma generalizes the concept of a switching and
super-switching element from [FHTF19, Definition 2.3].

Lemma 2.16. Let G be a discrete Borel field of groups and let A ⊆ G be any
Borel subset. Define the set of switching and super-switching elements of A
by

SA := {g ∈ G | gAg−1 ∩ A ⊆ G(0)}

and

TA := {g ∈ G | (gAg ∪ gAg−1 ∪ g−1Ag ∪ g−1Ag−1) ∩A ⊆ G(0)}

respectively. Then both SA and TA are Borel sets.

Proof. By the Lusin–Novikov Theorem, there is a partition A =
⊔

n∈N An of
A such that the restriction s|An

is injective for all n ∈ N. For a fixed element
n ∈ N and x, y ∈ {±1}, observe that the function fx,y

n : G → G defined by
fx,y
n (g) := gx · (s|An

)−1(s(g)) · gy is Borel. By

SA =
⋂

n∈N

{g ∈ G | f 1,−1
n (g) ∈ G(0) ∪ (G \ A)}

and
TA =

⋂

n,x,y

{g ∈ G | fx,y
n (g) ∈ G(0) ∪ (G \A)}

it follows that the sets SA and TA are both Borel.

Definition 2.17. Let G be a discrete Borel field of groups. For a Borel
subset A ⊆ G, we say that an element g ∈ G is a switching element for A
if g ∈ SA. Furthermore, We say that g is a super-switching element for A if
g ∈ TA.

Theorem 2.18. Suppose that (G, µ) is a non-trivial icc discrete measured
field of groups. Then G is not Choquet–Deny.

Proof. By the results of [Kai05; CL18], we can assume that all Gx, x ∈ G(0)

are infinite amenable. We proceed by proving the following claim.

Claim. Let A,B ⊆ G be Borel subsets with finite fibers. Then there exists
a Borel section σ : G(0) → G such that σ(x) is super-switching for A and
σ(x) /∈ B for every x ∈ G(0).
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Proof of the Claim. Note that since the source map s : G → G(0) is countable-
to-one, we can find Borel sections σn : G(0) → G for each n ∈ N with
G =

⋃
n∈N σn(G

(0)). By Lemma 2.16, for each n ∈ N the set of all elements
x ∈ G(0) for which σn(x) is super-switching for A is Borel. We can hence
define the Borel function fn : G(0) → N ∪ {∞} by

fn(x) :=

{
∞ , if σn(x) is not super-switching for A or σn(x) ∈ B

n , if σn(x) is super-switching for A and σn(x) /∈ B
.

and let f := infn∈N fn. By [FHTF19, Proposition 2.5], there are infinitely
many super-switching elements for each fiber Ax in Gx. It follows that f
is finite. We can then set σ(x) = σf(x)(x) to obtain the statement of the
claim.

Let now τ : G(0) → G \G(0) be any Borel section. We adapt the construc-
tion of [FHTF19, Proposition 2.2]. First fix 0 < ε < 1

8
and let p, K,N ∈ N

and Eε,m ⊆ N
m be the probability measure, the constants, and the events

from [FHTF19, Lemma 2.6] respectively. Using the Lusin–Novikov Theorem,
we may decompose G via G =

⋃
n∈N Gn where the restrictions s|Gn

, n ∈ N are
bijective. By shifting and replacing Gn with G(0) if necessary, we may assume
that for every n ≤ N , Gn = G(0). We define Borel sections τn : G(0) → G and
Borel sets An, Bn, and Cn recursively as follows. First set τ1 = . . . = τN = id.
Given τ1, . . . , τn, set An := τn(G(0)) ∪ τn(G(0))−1 ∪ Gn ∪ G−1

n , Bn :=
⋃

i≤n Ai

and Cn := Bn ∪ τ(G(0)) ∪ τ(G(0))−1. Lastly we let τn+1 be a Borel section
of super-switching elements for (Cn)

2n+1 that has trivial intersection with
(Cn)

8n+1. Such a Borel section exists by the claim above.

For each n ∈ N define a symmetric probability measure µn,x on (An)x by

µn,x := ε2−n

(
1

2
δs|−1

Gn
(x) +

1

2
δ(s|−1

Gn
(x))−1

)

+(1− ε2−n)

(
1

2
δτn(x) +

1

2
δτn(x)−1

)
.

To see that (µn,x)x∈G(0) will induce an invariant Markov operator Pn, it suffices
by [Kai05, Proposition 3.4] to check that for all non-negative Borel functions
f on G, the map Pnf : x 7→

∫
Gx f(g)dµn,x(g) on G(0) is Borel. But this easily

follows from the identity

Pnf(x) = ε2−n

(
1

2
f
(
s|−1

Gn
(x)
)
+

1

2
f
(
(s|−1

Gn
(x))−1

))

+(1− ε2−n)

(
1

2
f(τn(x)) +

1

2
f
(
τn(x)

−1
))

.
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Finally, we define µx :=
∑

n∈N p(n)µn,x for every x ∈ G(0). Every such mea-
sure has full support since supp(p) = N and by [FHTF19, Proposition 2.2],
each pair (Gx, µx) is not Liouville. It then follows that the associated Markov
operator

∑
n p(n)Pn is not Lioville, so that G is not Choquet–Deny.

2.3 Proof of Theorem A

In this subsection, we prove our main result Theorem A. The proof splits up
into two parts: in Subsection 2.3.1 we show that the Choquet–Deny property
is inherited by its equivalence relation and by going over to the corresponding
isotropy subgroupoid. The converse implication will be treated in Subsection
2.3.2 by introducing suitable Markov chains and by applying Doob’s optional
stopping formula (see Theorem 1.7).

2.3.1 The Choquet–Deny property under quotients

First we show that under suitable conditions, the Choquet–Deny property
passes to quotients.

Proposition 2.19. Let (G, µ) and (H, ν) be discrete measured groupoids.
Suppose that there is a surjective Borel groupoid homomorphism ρ : G → H
such that the restriction ρ|G(0) : G(0) → H(0) is measure class preserving
and countable-to-one, and suppose that ρ|Gx : Gx → Hρ(x) is surjective for
µ-almost every x ∈ G(0). If (G, µ) is Choquet–Deny, then (H, ν) is Choquet–
Deny as well.

Proof. Since ρ is countable-to-one, the Lusin–Novikov Theorem implies the
existence of Borel bijections ρn : Un → H on Borel subsets Un ⊆ G such that
the map ρ decomposes via ρ =

⋃
n<κ ρn and where κ is an at most countable

cardinal. Note that the Un need not be mutually disjoint.

Claim. We may assume that for µ-almost every x ∈ G(0) and every n < κ
either Gx ∩ Un = ∅ or the restriction ρ|Gx∩Un

: Gx ∩ Un → Hρ(x) is bijective.

Proof of the Claim. Write G(0) =
⋃

n<κ1
Xn for suitable Borel subsets Xn ⊆

G(0) for which ρ|Xn
: Xn → H(0) is a bijection for every n. Note that then

the restriction ρ|t−1(Xn) : t
−1(Xn) → H is still surjective. For each n we may

apply the Lusin–Novikov Theorem to find Borel subsets Un
m ⊆ t−1(Xn) with⋃

m Un
m = t−1(Xn) such that the restriction ρ|Un

m
: Un

m → H is a bijection.
The subsets Un

m then satisfy the required conditions.
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Now suppose that P is an invariant Markov operator on H with an
associated family of probability measures (dyP )y∈H(0). By Lemma 2.3 we

may assume that supp(dyP ) = Gy for every y ∈ H(0). For every n ∈ N define
a family (πn

x)x∈G(0)of probability measures on G via

πn
x :=

{
δx , if x /∈ t ◦ σn(H)

σn,∗(dρ(x)P ) , if x ∈ t ◦ σn(H)
,

where σn := ρ−1
n and where σn,∗ denotes the push forward measure of dyP

with respect to σn. Since σn is Borel, it follows that for every positive Borel
function f : G → [0,∞) the map x 7→

∑
g∈Gx πn

x(g)f(g) is Borel as well.
Hence, by [Kai05, Proposition 3.4] the family (πn

x)x∈G(0) induces an invariant
Markov operator Qn on L∞(G, µs).

Given an element y ∈ H(0), suppose that f ∈ H∞(Hy, Py). Furthermore,
let x := t(σn(y)) and let g ∈ G be an element with s(g) = x, so that
s(ρ(g)) = y. Then,

Qn(f ◦ ρ)(g) =
∑

h∈Gs(g)

πn
s(g)(h)(f ◦ ρ)(gh)

=
∑

h∈Gs(g)

(σn,∗(dyP )(h)) f (ρ(g)ρ(h))

=
∑

h∈Gs(g)∩Un

(dyP (ρn(h))) f(ρ(g)ρn(h))

=
∑

k∈Hy

(dyP (k)) f(ρ(g)k)

= (f ◦ ρ)(g) (1)

Now fix a probability measure θ on the ordinal κ with full support and
consider the Markov operator Q on G induced by dxQ :=

∑
n<κ θ(n) (dxQ

n)
for x ∈ G(0). Since P satisfies supp(dyP ) = Gy for every y ∈ H(0) and
ρ|G(0) is measure class preserving, Q also satisfies supp(dxQ) = Gy for every
x ∈ G(0). Indeed, if g ∈ Gx, then g ∈ Un for some n and hence dxQ

n(g) =
(dρ(x)P )(ρ(g)) 6= 0. The calculation in (1) furthermore shows that f ◦(ρ|Gx) ∈
H∞(Gx, Qx) for every x ∈ ρ−1(y). It follows that f ◦ ρ is constant.

Finally, suppose there is some non-negligible subset E ⊆ H(0) such that
for all y ∈ E there exists a non-constant function fy ∈ H∞(Hy, Py). Then,
by the above we get that fy◦(ρ|Gx) ∈ H∞(Gx, Qx) for each x ∈ ρ−1(E). Since
ρ|G(0) is measure class preserving, the set ρ−1(E) is non-negligible in G(0), so
the statement of the proposition follows by contraposition.
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As a first immediate corollary of Proposition 2.19, we deduce that the
Choquet–Deny property of a groupoid is inherited by its equivalence relation.

Corollary 2.20. Suppose that (G, µ) is a Choquet–Deny discrete measured
groupoid. Then its associated equivalence relation is Choquet–deny and hence
has finite orbits µ-almost everywhere.

Proof. Let R be the equivalence relation associated with (G, µ). Note that
the map G → R defined by g 7→ (t(g), s(g)) is a surjective groupoid ho-
momorphism. Hence, by Proposition 2.19 the equivalence relation R is
Choquet–Deny. The finiteness condition follows from Theorem 2.8.

As a second implication of Proposition 2.19, we obtain a describtion of
when a discrete measured field of groups is Choquet–Deny.

Corollary 2.21. A discrete measured field of groups (G, µ) is Choquet–Deny
if and only if for µ-almost every x ∈ G(0) the isotropy group Gx is Choquet–
Deny.

Proof. First assume that there exists a non-negligible subset E ⊆ G(0) such
that Gx is not Choquet–Deny for all x ∈ E. Let α < ℵ1 be such that
G/FCα(G) is an icc groupoid (see Corollary 2.14) and suppose that F ⊆ G(0)

is a co-null set for which FCα(G)x = FCH(Gx) for all x ∈ F . Then for
all x ∈ E ∩ F the quotient (G/FCα(G))x is non-trivial and in particular
not Choquet–Deny. With Proposition 2.19, it thus follows that G is not
Choquet–Deny.

Conversely, suppose that there is a co-null set F ⊆ G(0) for which Gx is
Choquet–Deny for all x ∈ F and let (πg)g∈G ⊆ Prob(G) be any invariant
Borel family of probability measures on G. By assumption, πx ∈ Prob(Gx) is
Liouville for all x ∈ E. Thus, the family (πg)g∈G is fiberwise Liouville.

As a third corollary, we deduce that the Choquet–Deny property is also
inherited by the isotropy subgroupoid.

Corollary 2.22. Suppose that (G, µ) is a Choquet–Deny discrete measured
groupoid. Then Iso(G) is Choquet–Deny, and hence Gx

x is Choquet–Deny for
µ-almost every x ∈ G(0).

Proof. Denote the equivalence relation associated with G by R. By Corollary
2.20, it follows that R has finite orbits µ-almost everywhere. We may assume
that G is amenable and by Proposition 1.4 we can write G as a semi-direct
product of the form G = Γ⋊δ R where Γ = (Gx

x)x∈G(0) is the isotropy bundle
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of G. Since R is of type I, we can find a Borel selector E : G(0) → G(0) as
in Theorem 1.2. Let Y := E(G(0)) be the fundamental domain. Since Y is
Borel, the restriction Γ|Y is still a discrete Borel field of groups. We construct
a quotient map π : G → Γ|Y by setting π(g, (y, x)) = δ(E(x),x)(g) where g ∈ Γ
and (y, x) ∈ R. It is clear that π is surjective and the restriction of π to
G(0) is a finite-to-one map G(0) → Y . Also, π is surjective when restricted
to target fibers. We show that π is a groupoid homomorphism. To see that
multiplication is preserved, we calculate

π ((h, (z, y))(g, (y, x))) = π
(
(δ(x,y)(h) · g, (z, x))

)

= δ(E(x),x)(δ(x,y)(h) · g)

= δ(E(x),y)(h) · δ(E(x),x)(g)

= δ(E(y),y)(h) · δ(E(x),x)(g)

= π ((h, (z, y))) · π ((g, (y, x)))

for g, h ∈ Γ, x, y, z ∈ G(0). Similarly, we see that the inverse is preserved via

π
(
(g, (y, x))−1

)
= π

(
(δ(y,x)(g

−1), (x, y))
)

= δ(E(y),y)((δ(y,x)(g
−1))

= δ(E(y),x)(g
−1)

= δ(E(x),x)(g)
−1

= π ((g, (y, x)))−1 .

Hence, by Proposition 2.19 it follows that Γ|Y is Choquet–Deny. By Corollary
2.21 it furthermore follows that Γy is Choquet–Deny for µ-almost every y ∈
Y . Since Y is a fundamental domain for G(0), we obtain that Gx

x is Choquet–
Deny for µ-almost every x ∈ G(0).

Note that Corollary 2.20 and Corollary 2.22 together imply one direction
of Theorem A.

Finally, we can exactly describe the icc groupoids which are Choquet–
Deny: they are exactly the finite equivalence relations. The proof of this
characterization requires the following lemma.

Lemma 2.23. Let (G, µ) be an icc discrete measured groupoid and assume
that its associated countable Borel equivalence relation has finite orbits µ-
almost everywhere. Then the isotropy subgroupoid Iso(G) is also icc.

Proof. We argue by contraposition. Suppose that (G, µ) is a discrete mea-
sured groupoid for which the associated countable Borel equivalence relation
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has finite orbits µ-almost everyhwere. Furthermore, let X ⊆ G(0) be a non-
negligable Borel subset such that for every x ∈ X the isotropy group Gx

x is
not icc. By restricting X if necessary, we can assume that there is bound
both on the size of the equivalence classes of x ∈ X , as well as on the size
of the smallest non-trivial finite conjugacy class in Gx

x . Choose a section
ρ : X → Iso(G|X) such that ρ(x) is non-trivial and has finite conjugacy
class of minimal size in Gx

x . Define A := ρ(X). Then A ∩ G(0) = ∅ and

µs

(⋃
g∈G gAg

−1
)
< ∞, so that G is not icc.

Corollary 2.24. An icc discrete measured groupoid is Choquet–Deny if and
only if it is a finite equivalence relation.

Proof. Suppose that (G, µ) is an icc discrete measured groupoid that is
Choquet–Deny. By Corollary 2.20 its equivalence relation is Choquet–Deny
and hence has finite orbits µ-almost everywhere. It follows from Lemma 2.23
that Iso(G) is also icc, i.e., Gx

x is an icc group for µ-almost every x ∈ G(0).
Since Iso(G) is also Choquet–Deny by Corollary 2.22, it then follows from
Theorem 2.18 that Gx

x is trivial for µ-almost every x ∈ G(0). But this precisely
means that (G, µ) is an equivalence relation.

2.3.2 Markov chains from measured groupoids

For this subsection, we fix a countable Borel groupoid G and an invariant
Markov operator P on G that is induced by a Borel family of probability
measures (πg)g∈G . For fixed x ∈ G(0) define a family of σ-algebras (Fi)i∈N on
Ω := (Gx)N via

Fi := σ ({ω ∈ Ω | ω0 = g0, . . . , ωi = gi} | g0, . . . , gi ∈ Gx)

and set F := σ(
⋃

i∈NFi). Note that F0 ⊆ F1 ⊆ . . . ⊆ F , that is (Fi)i∈N
is a filtration. As Gx is countable, by the Daniell-Kolmogorov Extension
Theorem [Yad24, Theorem 1.2.1], any probability measure on the measur-
able space (Ω,F) is uniquely determined by its values on the cylinder sets
Z(g0, . . . , gi) := {ω ∈ Ω | ω0 = g0, . . . , ωi = gi} for i ∈ N and g0, . . . , gi ∈ Gx.
We equip (Ω,F) with the probability measure µx given by

µx(Z(g0, . . . , gi)) := δx,g0

i−1∏

j=0

πs(gj)(g
−1
j gj+1) .

and define a Markov chain (Xi)i∈N with transition matrix

Px := (πs(g)(g
−1h))g,h∈Gx
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by the projection maps Xi : (Ω,F , µx) → Gx, ω 7→ ωi.

The following statement immediately follows from the definitions.

Lemma 2.25. Let x ∈ G(0). The Markov operator Px defined as above is
irreducible if and only if the Markov chain (Xi)i∈N is irreducible.

As in the group setting, the notion of martingales is intimately connected
to that of harmonic functions (see e.g. [Yad24, Exercise 2.16]), as the follow-
ing proposition illustrates.

Proposition 2.26. Assume that the Markov operator P is non-degenerate
and let x ∈ G(0). A function f ∈ ℓ∞(Gx) is contained in H∞(Gx, Px) (i.e.,
satisfies Pxf = f) if and only if (f ◦ Xi)i∈N is a martingale with respect to
the filtration (Fi)i∈N as above.

Proof. First note that for f ∈ ℓ∞(Gx), the family (f ◦ Xi)i∈N is adapted to
the filtration (Fi)i∈N. For the “if” direction suppose that (f ◦ Xi)i∈N is a
martingale with respect to (Fi)i∈N, i.e., Eµz

[|f ◦Xi|] < ∞ and Eµz
[f ◦Xi+1 |

Fi] = f ◦Xi µx-almost surely for all i ∈ N. Then,

Eµx
[(f ◦Xi+1) · 1F ] = Eµx

[Eµx
[f ◦Xi+1 | Fi] · 1F ] = Eµx

[(f ◦Xi) · 1F ]

for every F ∈ Fi. Since P is non-degenerate, for fixed g ∈ G we find i ≥ 1
with µx(F

(i)
g ) > 0, where F

(i)
g := {ω ∈ Ω | ωi = g} ∈ Fi. We thus obtain

f(g) =
1

µx(F
(i)
g )

∫

F
(i)
g

f ◦Xi dµx

=
1

µx(F
(i)
g )

∫

F
(i)
g

f ◦Xi+1 dµx

=
1

µx(F
(i)
g )

∑

h∈Gx

µx(F
(i)
g ∩ F

(i+1)
h )f(h)

=
∑

h∈Gx

πs(g)(g
−1h)f(h) .

It follows that f ∈ H∞(Gx, Px).

For the “only if” direction assume that f ∈ H∞(Gx, Px). For any i ∈ N,
g ∈ Gx we have

Eµx
[|f ◦Xi|] =

∫

Ω

|f ◦Xi| dµx =
∑

g∈Gx

µx(F
(i)
g )|f(g)| < ∞ ,
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where F
(i)
g is defined as before. It remains to show that for all i ∈ N,

Eµx
[f ◦Xi+1 | Fi] = f ◦Xi µx-almost surely. Indeed, for F ∈ Fi,

Eµx
[(f ◦Xi+1) · 1F ] =

∫

F

f ◦Xi+1 dµx

=
∑

g∈Gx

µx(F ∩ F (i+1)
g )f(g)

=
∑

g∈Gx

∑

h∈Gx

µx(F ∩ F
(i)
h ∩ F (i+1)

g )f(g) .

Note that as F is the disjoint union of cylinder sets in Fi, we have the identity

µx(F ∩ F
(i)
h ∩ F (i+1)

g ) = µx(F ∩ F
(i)
h )πs(h)(h

−1g) .

It therefore follows that

Eµx
[(f ◦Xi+1) · 1F ] =

∑

g∈Gx

∑

h∈Gx

µx(F ∩ F
(i)
h )πs(h)(h

−1g)f(g)

=
∑

h∈Gx

µx(F ∩ F
(i)
h )f(h)

=

∫

F

f ◦Xi dµx

= Eµx
[(f ◦Xi) · 1F ] .

For fixed x ∈ G(0) assume that #s(Gx) < ∞ and define the return time
T to Gx

x by

T : (Ω,F , µx) → N ∪ {∞}, ω 7→ inf{i ≥ 1 | Xi(ω) ∈ Gx
x} .

Lemma 2.27. Let G be a countable Borel groupoid and let x ∈ G(0) be such
that #s(Gx) < ∞. The return time T to Gx

x defines a stopping time for
(Fi)i∈N such that T < ∞ µ-almost surely.

Proof. For i ∈ N we have that

T−1({i}) = {ω ∈ Ω | X0(ω), . . . , Xi−1(ω) /∈ Gx
x and Xi(ω) ∈ Gx

x}

=
⊔

(g0,...,gi−1)∈(Gx\Gx
x )

i,gi∈Gx
x

Z(g0, . . . , gi)

∈ Fi ,
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so that T is indeed a stopping time. To prove that T < ∞ µ-almost surely,
fix k ∈ N and K > k. We have

µx({ω ∈ Ω | T (ω) > K}) =
∑

g0,...,gK∈Gx\Gx
x

µx(Z(g0, . . . , gK)) .

Note by definition of the measures (µz)z∈G(0) that we have the decomposition

µx(Z(g0, . . . , gK)) = µx(Z(g0, . . . , gk))µs(gk)(Z(g−1
k gk, . . . , g

−1
k gK))

for all g0, . . . , gK ∈ Gx. In particular, if gi 6∈ Gx
x for all i then g−1

k gj 6∈ Gs(gk)
x

for all j. For n ≥ 1 and z ∈ G(0), define the remainder term

Rn(z) = µz({ω ∈ (Gz)N | ω0, . . . , ωn 6∈ Gz
x})

=
∑

h0,...,hn∈Gz\Gz
x

µz(Z(h0, . . . , hn)) .

Rearranging the summation gives us the bound

µx({ω ∈ Ω | T (ω) > K}) =
∑

g0,...,gK−k∈Gx\Gx
x

µx(Z(g0, . . . , gk)) · Rk(s(gK−k))

≤
∑

g0,...,gK−k∈Gx\Gx
x

µx(Z(g0, . . . , gk)) · αk

where αk := maxz∈s(Gx)Rk(z). This establishes the inequality

µx({ω ∈ Ω | T (ω) > K}) ≤ µx({ω ∈ Ω | T (ω) > k}) · αk .

Since the above inequality holds for arbitrary K > k, it follows by induction
on n that

µx({ω ∈ Ω | T (ω) > 2nk}) ≤ αn+1
k

for all n, k ∈ N. By irreducibility of P , for each z ∈ s(Gx), there must be
some k for which have Rk(z) < 1. Since #s(Gx) < ∞, we can choose k large
enough so that we have the bound αk < 1. Letting n tend to infinity tells us
T < ∞ µ-almost surely.

Proposition 2.28. For every function f ∈ H∞(Gx, Px) the restriction to Gx
x

is ν-harmonic, where ν ∈ Prob(Gx
x) is the hitting measure given by

ν(g) := µx({ω ∈ Ω | XT (ω) = g})

for g ∈ Gx
x .
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Proof. Let f ∈ H∞(Gx, Px). As we have seen, T defines a stopping time for
(Fi)i∈N such that T < ∞ µ-almost surely and (f ◦ Xi)i∈N is a martingale.
By the boundedness of f , the family (f ◦Xi)i∈N is uniformly integrable with
Eµx

[|f ◦XT |] < ∞. We can therefore apply Doob’s optional stopping formula
in Theorem 1.7 to obtain

f(x) =

∫

Ω

f (XT (ω)) dµx(ω)

=
∑

h∈Gx
x

µx({ω ∈ Ω | XT (ω) = h})f(h)

=
∑

h∈Gx
x

ν(h)f(h) . (2)

Since the space H∞(Gx, Px) is invariant under the natural action of Gx
x , we

deduce with Equation (2) that

f(g) = (g−1 · f)(x) =
∑

h∈Gx
x

ν(h)(g−1 · f)(h) =
∑

h∈Gx
x

ν(h)f(gh)

for all f ∈ H∞(Gx, Px), g ∈ Gx
x . This implies that for every function f ∈

H∞(Gx, Px) the restriction to Gx
x is ν-harmonic.

Lemma 2.29. Assume that the Markov operator P is non-degenerate. Then
the hitting measure ν ∈ Prob(Gx

x) defined in Proposition 2.28 is also non-
degenerate.

Proof. It suffices to show that every element g ∈ Gx
x can be written as a

product of elements in the support of ν. Since P is non-degenerate, by
Lemma 2.25 we can find a sequence g0 = x, . . . , gi = g in Gx with

µx(Z(g0, . . . , gi)) > 0 .

Define J := {0 ≤ j ≤ i | gj ∈ Gx
x} and let 0 = j0 < j1 < . . . < jk = i

be the elements in J . For every 1 ≤ l ≤ k set ul := g−1
jl−1

gjl ∈ Gx
x . Then,

g = u1 . . . uk and

ν(ul) = µx({ω ∈ Ω | XT (ω) = ul})

≥ µx(Z(x, g−1
jl−1

gjl−1+1, . . . , g
−1
jl−1

gjl))

= µx(Z(gjl−1
, gjl−1+1, . . . , gjl))

≥ µx(Z(g0, . . . , gjl−1−1))µx(Z(gjl−1
, gjl−1+1, . . . , gjl))µx(Z(gjl+1, . . . , gi))

= µx (Z(g0, . . . , gi))

> 0 .

It follows that ν is non-degenerate.
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The discussion above implies the following statement, which gives the
remaining implication in the characterization of Choquet–Deny groupoids
in Theorem A. The proof is inspired by [MY16, Proposition 3.4] (see also
[Yad24, Theorem 3.9.7]).

Theorem 2.30. Let (G, µ) be a discrete measured groupoid. If the countable
Borel equivalence relation associated with (G, µ) has finite orbits µ-almost
everywhere and if µ-almost all isotropy groups are Choquet–Deny, then (G, µ)
is Choquet–Deny as well.

Proof. Let x ∈ G(0) be an element for which Gx
x is Choquet–Deny and whose

orbit is finite, i.e., #s(Gx) < ∞. It suffices to show that every function
f ∈ H∞(Gx, Px) is constant. By Proposition 2.28 the restriction f |Gx

x
of such

a function is harmonic with respect to the hitting measure ν. By Lemma 2.29,
the measure ν is non-degenerate, so that our assumption implies f |Gx

x
≡ C

for some constant C. As in the proof of Proposition 2.28, an application of
Doob’s optional stopping formula in Theorem 1.7 gives

f(z) =

∫

Ω

f (XTz
(ω)) dµz(ω) =

∑

h∈Gx
x

µz({ω ∈ Ω | XTz
(ω) = h})f(h) = C

for every z ∈ Gx. It follows that f is constant and hence that (G, µ) is
Choquet–Deny.

2.4 Applications

2.4.1 The Choquet–Deny property and icc quotients

Let (G, µ) and (H, ν) be discrete measured groupoids. We say that H is
a quotient of G if there exists a surjective Borel groupoid homomorphism
ρ : G → H as in Proposition 2.19.

Proposition 2.31. A discrete measured groupoid is Choquet–Deny if and
only if it admits no icc quotients apart from finite equivalence relations.

Proof. Suppose first that (G, µ) is Choquet–Deny and let (H, ν) be an icc
quotient. By Proposition 2.19, (H, ν) is also Choquet–Deny. By Corollary
2.24 it follows that H must be a finite equivalence relation.

Conversely, suppose that (G, µ) admits no icc quotients apart from finite
equivalence relations. Since the equivalence relation associated with G is a
quotient of G, it must have finite orbits. Then we can proceed as in the proof
of Corollary 2.22: using Proposition 1.4, we write G as a crossed product of
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its isotropy groupoid by its equivalence relation. We then find a fundamental
domain Y ⊆ G(0) such that Iso(G)|Y is a quotient of G. It follows that Iso(G)|Y
also has no icc quotients. But this means that for µ-almost every y ∈ Y ,
the isotropy group Gy

y has no icc quotients as a group. It follows that µ-
almost every Gy

y is Choquet–Deny, which then also implies that for µ-almost

every x ∈ G(0) the isotropy group Gx
x is Choquet–Deny. By Corollary 2.21

this means that Iso(G) is Choquet–Deny. But then Theorem A implies that
(G, µ) is Choquet–Deny.

2.4.2 Transformation groupoids

In this final subsection we classify the Choquet–Deny property for transfor-
mation groupoids. Corollary B immediately follows from the following.

Theorem 2.32. Let Γ be a countable group acting on a Borel probability
space (X, µ). Then the transformation groupoid (Γ⋉X, µ) is Choquet–Deny
if and only if Γ is Choquet–Deny and Γ y X has finite orbits µ-almost
everywhere.

Proof. First assume that (Γ ⋉ X, µ) is Choquet–Deny. By Proposition 2.5,
it follows that Γ is Choquet–Deny.

Conversely, suppose that Γ is Choquet–Deny and that Γ y X has finite
orbits µ-almost everywhere. Since (Γ⋉X)xx is a subgroup of Γ for all x ∈ X ,
it follows that (Γ ⋉ X)xx is Choquet–Deny for µ-almost every x ∈ X . The
converse therefore follows again from Theorem A.

In the case of the group of integers, we obtain the following dichotomy.

Corollary 2.33. Let (X, µ) be a Borel probability space and suppose that
Z y (X, µ) ergodically. Then exactly one of the following two statements
holds:

1. The action Z y (X, µ) is free.

2. The transformation groupoid (Z ⋉X, µ) is Choquet–Deny.

Proof. Since the action Z y (X, µ) is ergodic, either the orbits are periodic
µ-almost everywhere or the action is free. In the periodic case, (Z⋉X, µ) is
Choquet–Deny due to Theorem 2.32.
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