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THE HOPF DECOMPOSITION

NACHI AVRAHAM-RE’EM AND GEORGE PETERZIL

In memory of George Abraham (1934-1984)

ABSTRACT. Let G be a locally compact second countable group. We present
a comprehensive treatment of the classical Hopf Decomposition (also known
as the Conservative-Dissipative Decomposition) for general nonsingular G-
spaces, and provide several fundamentally different characterizations of it.
Subsequently, we establish a complete structure theorem for totally dissipative
nonsingular G-spaces through the construction of Krengel G-spaces, extending
Krengel’s structure theorem on flows.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let G be a locally compact second countable (lcsc) group. Our main object of
study is nonsingular G-space: a standard measure space (X, u), finite or o-finite,
such that GG acts on X in a Borel fashion and p is quasi-invariant, namely the action
preserves the ideal of p-null sets.

In the heart of this work lie two complementary properties of nonsingular G-
spaces: being conservative or being dissipative. Those dynamical properties
play a crucial role in the study of nonsingular G-spaces, but their formulation in
general tends to be complicated. Many authors, to say the least, have dealt with
various formulations, conditions and characterizations of these properties; from the
classical works of Poincaré, Hopf, Halmos, Maharam and Krengel for G = Z (see
the bibliographical notes in [24] §1.3] and the references in [I, §1.1]) to the works
of Schmidt [33] §1] and Kaimanovich [21] for countable G. In fact, it was observed
by Krengel that when G admits a lattice, there is a reduction, in a certain sense, to
the countable case. In recent years many studies in Ergodic Theory, Homogeneous
Dynamics, Probability, Operator Algebras and related fields have dealt with more
general acting groups, and this emphasized the necessity for developing a thorough
and detailed theory encompassing conservativity and dissipativity for nonsingular
G-spaces with a general Icsc acting group G.

The idea that one can formulate the notion of conservativity and dissipativity for
a general lcsc acting group G, as well as decomposing every nonsingular G-space
into its ’conservative part’ and its ’dissipative part’, is natural and was used by
many, and should be considered as part of the folklore. Indeed, one may define
conservativity by exploiting the following natural approach to recurrence: starting
from every point in every positive measure set, outside every compact set in GG there
is a group element, not belonging to the stabilizer of the point, that returns the point
into the set (see e.g. [2, Proposition 4.29], [9, Definition 2.1], [I0, §6.3]). Another
natural approach to recurrence that can be found in the literature is that, in the
previous situation, there can be found infinite-volume amount of group elements
that return the point into the set (see e.g. [30, §4.6 p.40], [31, §1E]). While these
approaches are useful and natural for a general lcsc group G, and clearly coincide
when it comes to a countable acting group, the general theory which is known in
countable groups for long time seems to be unknown when it comes to lcsc groups.

Recently, two treatments of the theory were presented: one by Arano, Isono &
Marrakchi [2] §4.10], where a general form of the Hopf Decomposition was presented
as well as many of its properties (see also [0, §2], continuing their approach), and
another by Blayac, Canary, Zhu & Zimmer [7, §2.11], [8, Appendix A], where they
have treated measure preserving actions of unimodular groups. The Hopf Decom-
position is not the central focus of these studies, and many of the fundamentals of
the theory, as are fully known for countable acting groups, are not covered in these
treatments.

Our main goal is to provide a thorough treatment of the theory in full generality.
Thus, we establish the Hopf Decomposition and characterize it from an analytic
perspective, a dynamical perspective as well as a descriptive set-theoretic perspec-
tive. In particular, we will demonstrate that the two aforementioned approaches
to recurrence yield the same decomposition. It is noteworthy that each of these
approaches will be proving itself useful in various applications we will discuss.

For the rest of this introductory section we formulate our main results.
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1.0.1. The Hopf Decomposition. Let G be an lcsc group with a left Haar measure
A and (X, p) be a nonsingular G-space. Our aim is to establish the Hopf Decom-
position of (X, ) that will be denoted generally by

X=CuD.

Denote by L1 (X, p) the class of (strictly) positive-valued functions of L* (X, p),
and for f € L} (X, u) look at the average transform

dpog
sf (@)= [ L@ fgo)irg), sex.
¢ dp
Then every such f yields a Borel decomposition of X into
Cri={reX: Sf (z) = 400} and Dy := X\Cy.
The upcoming Theorem [A] is considered part of the folklore of ergodic theory
(see the formulation in [2, Theorem 4.30]).

Theorem A (Hopf Decomposition). Let G be an lesc group and (X, p) a nonsin-
gular G-space. There exists an essentially unique decomposition
X=CuD
into G-invariant Borel sets C and D, depending only on the measure class of p,
with the property that
1 (CACy) = 0 and p (DADy) = 0 for every f e LY (X, p).
In particular, C¢ and Dy are independent of f e L<1F (X, u) modulo p.

The dependence only on the measure class is in the sense that the G-invariant
decomposition of equivalent measures is the same modulo u. However, the average
transform S? defining the decomposition does depend on the measure itself.

Following the standard terminology (see the introductory part of [I1]), a non-
singular G-space (X, 1) with the Hopf Decomposition X = C u D is called:

e conservative: if u (D) = 0;

e dissipative: if (D) > 0; and

e totally dissipative (or completely dissipative): if u (C) = 0.
The following useful property will be deduced from Theorem [Al

Proposition 1.1. Let G be an lesc group and (X, 1) a nonsingular G-space. On
the dissipative part D of (X, u) there is an invariant measure equivalent to p |p.

Next we characterize the Hopf Decomposition from the point of view of recur-
rence. We first make a useful notation that will be used extensively. For a Borel
set A< X and z € X denote

Ra(z) :={geG:xeg.A}.

A set A is being recurrent when R4 () is large in G for every x € A. As we
mentioned previously, there are two natural approaches to formulate this:

Definition 1.2. Let G be an lcsc group and (X, p) a nonsingular G-space. A Borel
set A< X is called:

e Transient: if A (R4 (z)) < +0 for p-a.e. € X[|

1n [30} §4.6 p.40] and [31] §1E] this is called a wandering set. Since this does not fully align
with the concept of a wandering set for countable groups, we prefer calling it differently.
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e Recurrent: if A\ (R4 (z)) = +© for p-a.e. x € A.
e Strongly transient: if R4 (z) is relatively compact for p-a.e. x € X.
e Strongly recurrent: if R4 (x) is not relatively compact for u-a.e. x € A.

One should carefully note that (strong) transience and (strong) recurrence are
not complementary; the former is defined over all of X while the latter inside the
reference set A. Every subset of a (strongly) transient set is (strongly) transient,
thus the class of (strongly) transient set is hereditary.

Theorem B (The Recurrence Theorem). Let G be an lesc group and (X, p) a
nonsingular G-space. The Hopf Decomposition X = C u D is determined by:

(1) Ewery subset of C is (strongly) recurrent.
(2) Every u-positive subset of D, if exists at all, contains a p-positive (strongly)
transient subset.

Note: Theorem [B] should be interpreted to mean that any of the four combinations of recur-

rent/strongly recurrent and transient/strongly transient characterizes the Hopf Decomposition.

Next we discuss a significant strengthening of the condition for conservativity
as in the Hopf Decomposition [Al in unimodular groups. This characterization was
discovered by Kaimanovich in [2I, Theorem 29] when G is countable and p is a
probability measure, asserting that if a nonsingular probability G-space (X, u) is
conservative, then for p-a.e. € X not only that », _, V, (z) = +o0, but further
there is r, > 0 such that

geG

#{ge G :V, () =1y} = +00.
We establish this for all lesc unimodular groups and all standard measure spaces:

Theorem C (Kaimanovich-Type Characterization). Let G be an lcsc unimodular
group and (X, 1) a nonsingular G-space. Then (X, ) is conservative iff there exists
fe Ll (X,un) (equivalently, for every f e LY (X, u)) with the following property:

For p-a.e. x € X there exists r = r(y ) > 0 such that
MgeG:Vy(z) f(gx) =7r)=+00.

Kaimanovich’s theorem, when G is countable and (X, ) is a nonsingular prob-
ability G-space, is recovered from Theorem [C] by taking the function f = 1. While
Theorem [Clis presented in a straightforward manner, its proof relies on the upcom-
ing Theorems [Dl and [E] which are of a different nature.

1.0.2. The Borel perspective. In the following we turn into a descriptive set-theoretic
point of view. When G is countable and (X, u) is an essentially free nonsingular
G-space, the dissipative part can be presented as

D= UgeG g.Wo,

where W is a wandering set, which is a strong form of transient set: J%g.VVO : g€ G}
are pairwise disjoint (see [24] §1.3], [I §1.1 & §1.6]; see also [35,40])

2According to Aaronson’s approach in [I §1.6], totally dissipative nonsingular G-spaces are
measurable unions of wandering sets, hence they are essentially free (see [Il Proposition 1.6.1]).
Our approach uses transient sets instead, hence allows non-essentially free nonsingular G-spaces
to be totally dissipative. The example one should bear in mind is the measure preserving G-
space (G/F,#), where F is a finite subgroup of G and # is the counting measure. It admits no
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When it comes to continuous groups, of course there cannot be any p-positive
wandering set. Nevertheless, for G = R Krengel made essential use of wandering
sets of zero measure which are Borel transversals, namely a Borel set that meets
the orbit of every point exactly once. He then showed that if (X, p) is a totally
dissipative nonsingular R-space, then it admits a Borel transversal Wy on which
one can construct a measure vy in such a way that (X, u) would be isomorphic (as
nonsingular G-spaces, see Section 2] below) to the nonsingular G-space

(1.0.1) (Wo x R, 9 ® Lebesgue) with the action g. (w, h) = (w, gh) .

Let us put this generally. The orbit equivalence relation of a nonsingular
G-space (X, p1) is defined to be

EY :={(z,92)e X x X :2e X,ge G}.

We say that Eé is smooth if it admits a Borel transversal, i.e. a Borel set W ¢ X
that meets every orbit exactly once. This property has a few useful characterizations
that will be mentioned in Theorem below. Nonsingular G-spaces whose orbit
equivalence relation is smooth were long been studied, since the celebrated works
of Glimm and Effros [I2l[I7] (see also [14, §5] and [41] §2.1]).

Smoothness of the orbit equivalence relation will be shown in the upcoming
theorem to be a necessary condition for dissipativity, but it is not sufficient: com-
pactness of the stabilizers is also required to fully capture dissipativity. In some
sources this was taken as the definition of dissipativity (see [9, Definition 2.1(i)]),
and in others it was observed that it is sufficient for dissipativity (see [7), §2.11]).

Theorem D. Let G be an lcsc group and (X, p) a nonsingular G-space. TFAE:

(1) (X, u) is totally dissipative.
(2) EX is smooth and all stabilizers are compact modulo fu.

Since Z% and R¢ have no nontrivial compact subgroups, we obtain:

Corollary 1.3 (Krengel Rosinski). When A = Z¢ or R?, a nonsingular A-space
(X, ) is totally dissipative iff E% is essentially smooth, and in this case the action
is essentially free.

Another corollary of Theorem [D] follows from Becker’s Glimm Effros—Dichotomy
in orbit equivalence relations [16, Theorem 6.5.2]. Let Ey be the tail equivalence
relation on {0, 1}N. Denote by - =g - the relation of Borel reduction of equivalence
relations. (See [16] §6] for background and details).

Corollary 1.4. Let G be an lesc group and (X, 1) a nonsingular G-space such that
essentially all stabilizers are compact (e.g. free actions). Then (X, u) is conserva-
tive iff Eo g ES for every u-positive G-invariant set C < X.

1.0.3. The structure of totally dissipative nonsingular G-spaces. The aforementioned
theorem of Krengel about totally dissipative nonsingular flows provides the general
structure of such spaces: up to an isomorphism, all totally dissipative nonsingular
flows are obtained from some standard measure space (W, 1) via the later Con-
struction (LOJ). Our aim is to establish a structure theorem for totally dissipative
nonsingular G-spaces for a general lcsc group G. As we shall see, when G admits
nontrivial compact subgroups the general structure may be very different.

wandering sets unless F' is trivial, but every singleton gF € G/F forms a transient set. This subtle
point was discussed extensively by Kaimanovich [2I] Remarks 19-22].
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Krengel G-spaces

N

+free +transitive
K Totally dissi i C : ly fibered
Translation G-spaces ot-a y dissipative ompactly fibere
nonsingular G-spaces coset, G-spaces
+transitive +free
A ik
G~ (G, \)

FIGURE 1. An arrow A~+P »B presents the passage from class A of totally dissi-
pative G-spaces to its subclass B that satisfies the restrictive property P.

The prototype of a totally dissipative nonsingular G-space is (G, A) itself, which
becomes a measure preserving G-space with the action by (left) translations. This
extends to two substantially different constructions: translation G-spaces of the
form (Wy x G, 19 ® A) (see Construction [1]), and compactly fibered coset G-spaces
of the form (G/K, k) for a compact subgroup K of G (see Construction[7.3]). Those
constructions turn out to be prime instances of dissipativity; the former is free and
generally non-ergodic, and the latter is typically non-free and transitive.

For free actions, Krengel’s structure theorem can be directly generalized:

Theorem E (Following Krengel-Rosinski). Let G be an lcsc group. An essentially
free nonsingular G-space is totally dissipative iff it is isomorphic to a translation

G-space (Construction [71)).

For ergodic actions, using Theorem [D| we have the following structure theorem
that is probably due to Glimm-Effros (cf. [41 Proposition 2.1.10], [14] Definition
5.2]). A different treatment can be found in [2, Theorem 4.30].

Theorem F (Following Glimm-Effros). Let G be an lesc group. An ergodic non-
singular G-space is totally dissipative iff it is isomorphic to a compactly fibered coset
G-space (Construction [7.3).

It is a well-known fact that when G is countable, a dissipative nonsingular G-
space is never ergodic provided the measure is non-atomic. This fails in general,
since coset G-spaces (which can be non-atomic when G is continuous) are transitive.
Recall that a nonsingular G-space is called properly ergodic if it is ergodic but
is not essentially transitive, i.e. p is not supported on a single orbit. A direct
corollary of Theorem [[ is:

Corollary 1.5. Dissipative nonsingular G-spaces are never properly ergodic.

In the next we unify Theorems [E and [[] into a general structure theorem. To
this end we make use of a construction that we call Krengel G-spaces, which simul-
taneously generalizes translation G-spaces and compactly fibered coset G-spaces,
as illustrated in Figure [
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Recall that by Theorem [D] one may associate with a totally dissipative nonsin-
gular G-space (X, pu) a standard measure space (Wp, 1) and a map o : Wy —
K, (G), where K, (G) is the space of compact subgroups of G. Indeed, W, would
be a Borel transversal, vy the image measure of u via a Borel selector X — Wy,
and 1y the usual stabilizer map. The construction of Krengel G-space is designed
to recover (X, 1) out of (Wy,vp) and g in a canonical way up to an isomorphism.

The general construction will be introduced in detail as Construction in
Section [[.3] where a measure preserving isomorphism will be constructed, and here
we describe a softer version, where a nonsingular isomorphism is constructed. The
input of the construction, called Krengel G-datum, consists of two ingredients:

e A standard measure space (W, 1) (possibly atomic);

e An arbitrary Borel function g : Wy — K (G)E
With it we associate a measure preserving G-space (Xg, o), which is called Kren-
gel G-space, by the factor map

(WO X G7 o ®)‘) - (X(JvMO) via (wvg) = (wagiﬂo (w))7

where the action on Wy x G is the aforementioned (LOT]). Thus, the points of X,
are pairs consist of a point of W, and a coset of the compact subgroup associated
with it by 1. Then (Xo, o) has the following basic properties:

(1) Wo = {(w, o (w)) : we Wy} is a Borel transversal for E5°.

(2) The stabilizers of (w, gio (w)) € Xo is the conjugation of ¢y (w) by g.

(3) (Wo, o) is the space of the ergodic components of (Xo, f10): a point w € Wy
corresponds to a compactly fibered coset G-space G/ (w).

Theorem G. Let G be an lcsc group. A nonsingular G-space is totally dissipative
iff it is isomorphic to the Krengel G-space arising from its natural Krengel G-datum.

1.1. Roadmap. After reviewing general preliminaries in Section Bl in Section
we prove the Hopf Decomposition [A] and lay the foundations for the proof of the
Recurrence Theorem [Bl Then Section @l focuses on further properties, including the
recurrence theorems of Poincaré and Maharam, mazimal transient sets, Hopf De-
composition under ergodic decomposition and with respect to subactions of closed
subgroups. Section [His dedicated to Borel dynamics and includes a structure theo-
rem for Borel G-spaces whose orbit equivalence relation is smooth (without a mea-
sure). In Section [ we carry out the proof of Theorem[D] and complete the proof of
the Recurrence Theorem [Bl The general structure theory of totally dissipative non-
singular G-spaces, including Construction of Krengel G-spaces and the proofs
of Theorems[El [l and [G] will be carried out in Section[ll Then Section Rl goes back
to prove Theorem [C] and using it to provide a new proof to the conservativity of
Maharam Extensions in unimodular groups. The final Section [9]is complementary
and presents a treatment of the related Positive—Null Decomposition.

Acknowledgments. We extend our heartfelt thanks to Michael Bjorklund for a
few illuminating discussions, and particularly for his Remark [.7l1 We also thank
Sasha Danilenko for answering several questions and for pointing to us the reference
[14]. We are deeply grateful to Zemer Kosloff who initiated this project, for his
advice, dedicated mentorship and invaluable support. We finally thank Johanna
Steinmeyer for her assistance in creating the figures.

3In a sense, Yo is a random compact subgroup, but the measure vg may be infinite.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.0.1. Locally compact second countable groups. Throughout this work, G stands
for a locally compact second countable (Icsc) group and A for a fixed version of its
left Haar measure. While typically our results will be nontrivial when G is non-
compact, we do not exclude the case when G is compact. We also do not exclude
countable discrete groups. The identity element of G will be denoted by e. We
denote the modular function of G and A by A : G — R,;. Thus, for every test
function ¢ : G - R,

f o (9) A(g)dA () = f o (g7 dA(g).
G G

Recall that by Struble’s theorem [38], every lcsc group G admits a proper compatible
metric, namely a metric that induces its topology for which balls are relatively
compact. Thus, if B, is the ball of radius » > 0 around e with respect to such a
metric on G, then not only that B, / G as r / 400, but also every compact set
K c G is eventually contained in B,.
We denote by
K, (G) c K(G) and Fy, (G) < F (G)

the spaces of compact subgroups of G and of compact subsets of G, and the spaces
of closed subgroups of G and of closed subsets of G, respectively. These are known
to be standard Borel spaces in the Chabauty—Fell topology. (see e.g. [22, Exercise
(12.7) & §12.E(2)]).

2.0.2. Borel G-spaces. By a standard Borel space we refer to a measurable space
X whose o-algebra is the Borel o-algebra of some Polish topology (separable, com-
pletely metrizable) on X. This c-algebra on X is fixed and will remain implicit. If
G is an lcsc group, a Borel G-space is a standard Borel space X with a jointly
Borel map G x X — X, (g,z) — g.x, such that e.x = = and gh.xz = g. (h.x) for
every g,h € G and z € X. The orbit equivalence relation associated with a
Borel G-space X is the equivalence relation

EX :={(z,9x):ze€ X,ge G}.

Since G is lesc EX is Borel, namely a Borel subset of X x X, and for every point
x € X the orbit G.z := {g.x: g € G} is Borel (see [16, Exercise 3.4.6, Theorem
3.3.2]). We denote the stabilizer of a point = € X by

Gy :={9eG:gx=uxa}.
The following fact will be essential for us (see [16, Theorems 3.3.2 & 8.2.1]).

Theorem 2.1 (Miller; Becker—Kechris). Let G be an lesc group and X a Borel
G-space. Then the stabilizers of all points in X are closed subgroups of G, and the
map X — Fg (Q), x — Gy, is a Borel map.

2.0.3. Nonsingular G-spaces. A standard measure space is a measure space
(X, u), where X is a standard Borel space and p is a Borel measure which is
either a probability measure or an infinite o-finite measure. Generally speaking,
we do not exclude the case when u has atoms. We will say that a Borel set A ¢ X
is p-null if 4 (A) = 0 and that it is y-conull if u (X\A) = 0. Similarly, we will say
that a Borel set A ¢ X is u-positive if u (A) > 0. We may also use the convenient
writing of A = B modulo p for Borel sets A, B ¢ X when AAB is a p-null set.



THE HOPF DECOMPOSITION 9

Here A denotes symmetric difference of sets. We use similar terminology for con-
tainment of Borel sets, equality and inequality of Borel functions, etc. When the
measure is clear from the context, we will say that a certain property essentially
occurs when it occurs on a conull set (e.g. essentially free for actions).

The following is a classical lemma about standard measure spaces. A proof can
be found in [24] p. 17] and [I, Lemma 1.0.7].

Lemma 2.2 (The Exhaustion Lemma). Let (X, u) be a standard measure space.
Every hereditary (closed to taking subsets) collection $) of Borel sets in X admits
a measurable union, namely a Borel set H < X such that:

(1) Every element of $) is a subset of H modulo p.
(2) Every p-positive subset of H contains a p-positive element of .

Moreover, H is the union of countably many disjoint elements of $).

Let v, u be Borel measures on the same standard Borel space. We say that v is
absolutely continuous with respect to u, denoting it v « pu, if every u-null set
is also v-null. We say that v and u are equivalent, denoting it v ~ u, if they are
mutually absolutely continuous: v « p and p < v.

A nonsingular G-space is a standard measure space (X, ) such that X is a
Borel G-space and p is quasi-invariant to the action; that is,

pog~ puforevery g e G,

where p o g denotes the measure A — p(g.A) (each g defines an invertible mapping
of X). When further po g = u for every g € G we will call (X, u) by a measure
preserving G-space. Occasionally we deal with the case where u is a probability
measure, in which we refer to (X, u) as a nonsingular probability G-space or a
probability preserving G-space.

A Borel set A < X is said to be G-invariant if g.A = A for each g € G, and
it is said to be p-almost G-invariant if p(g.AAA) = 0 for each g € G. The
following is a well-known fact that will be essential to our discussion. For a proof
see [B, Theorems 1.2.8-1.2.9] (cf. [13] Proposition 8.3]).

Theorem 2.3. Let G be an lesc group and (X, p) a nonsingular G-space. For every
p-almost G-invariant Borel set A — X there is a G-invariant Borel set A" < X with
w(ANA") = 0.

Finally, two nonsingular G-spaces (X, 1) and (Y, v) are said to be isomorphic if
there are G-invariant Borel sets X, < X and Y, < Y, the first is py-conull and the
second is v-conull, and a Borel bijection ¢ : X, — Y,, such that 4u ~ v and such
that for every g € G we have that ¢ (g.2) = g.¢ (z) for p-a.e. x € X,. Similarly,
two measure preserving G-spaces (X, 1) and (Y, v) are said to be isomorphic if they
are isomorphic as nonsingular G-spaces via ¢ as above with the further property
that p.p = v.

2.0.4. The Radon—Nikodym cocycle. For a nonsingular G-space (X, 1), we have the
collection of Radon—Nikodym derivatives
dpog
dp
By the properties of Radon—Nikodym derivatives, for every g, h € G we have
dp dc;gh () = d‘;; 9 (h)- d/zl : h

(Ve L' (X,pn), geG.

(z) for pra.e. x € X.
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By the Mackey Cocycle Theorem (see e.g. [39, Lemma 5.26, p. 179]), there exists
a (pointwise defined) cocycle

V:GxX >Ry, V:(g,2)—~V,(2),
namely
Ve(z) =1and Vg, () = V, (h.z) - Vi, (z) for every g,h € G and every z € X,
such that for every g € G,

d
Vg (z) = kog (x) for p-a.e. z € X.
dp
A fundamental property of V, which is a direct computation using the Fubini

Theorem and the basic property of the Radon—Nikodym derivatives, is the following;:
H Vg (@) fo(g-x) f1 (x) 0 (9) AA Q@ (g, 7)

GxX

(1)
~ | @ aG D) @S ul0).
GxX
for all Borel functions fo, f1 : X — [0,00), ¢ : G — [0,00).
3. THE HorF DECOMPOSITION: A GENERAL FORM

Let G be an lcsc group and (X, ) a nonsingular G-space. Using the associated
Radon—Nikodym cocycle V as in BX0.4 define an averaging transform of Borel
functions f : X — [0, +o0) by

5921~ 57, SF @)= | V() fla)dr(o).
Denote by Ll (X, u) the class of (strictly) positive-valued elements of L' (X, ).
For f e L} (X, p) consider the sets
Cri={reX:5¢(z) =+w} and Dy := X\Cs.
These are Borel sets (see [22, Theorem (17.25)]).

Definition 3.1. A nonsingular G-space (X, p) is said to have the Hopf Decom-
position if there is a decomposition

X=CuD
of X into G-invariant disjoint Borel sets C and D, such that
1 (CAC) = 0 and pu (DADy) = 0 for every f e LY (X, ).

Theorem 3.2. Let G be an lcsc group and (X, u) be a nonsingular G-space. Fix
an arbitrary f € LY (X, p) and an arbitrary Borel set A< X. TFAE:

(1) A < Cy modulo .
(2) For every p-positive set B < A it holds that

J 1p (g_l.:zr) d)\ (g) = +0 for p-positively many x € X.
G
(3) For every p-positive set B < A it holds that

f 15 (97" .2) dX(g9) = + for p-a.e. z € B.
G
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Using the notation we introduced before, for a Borel set A ¢ X and x € X write
Ra(z):={9geG:xeg.A}, sothat A(Ra (z)) = J 14 (g7 z) dX (g).
G

Observe the basic identity
(3.0.1) Ra(g.x) =gRa(z), z€eX,g€qG.

Recall the notations of transience and recurrence for sets as in Definition 1.2l Thus,
a Borel set T' < X is called transient when

MRy (z)) < 400 for every z € X.

Let ¥ be the collection of transient sets in (X, u). Since in general if A < B then
R4 (z) < Rp (x) for every x € X, we see that ¥ is hereditary, so by the Exhaustion
Lemma it admits a measurable union that we denote by

T.
Proposition 3.3. For every f € L' (X, pn) it holds that ;1 (T ADy) = 0.

Proof of Proposition[3.3. We start by showing that u (D;\7) = 0. Let A < T* be
an arbitrary Borel set and put

Ay :={zeA:SF (z) < +w0}.

Suppose toward a contradiction that Ag is p-positive. Passing to some p-positive
subset B < Ay with p(B) < +00, using the formula (f]) we obtain

+ o0 > JB S? () dp (x)

_ H VY, (2) f (9.2) 15 (x) dA® pi (g, )

GxX

- H f(@)1p (97" 2) dA® (g, )

GxX
:J f (@)X (R (x)) du (x).
X

Since f is positive on a p-conull set, it follows that A (Rp (z)) < 4o for u-a.e.
x € X. Thus, A o B € T which is a contradiction to that A < 7°. We deduce
that SJ? (z) = +oo for p-a.e. z € A, namely A = Cy. Since A = T is an arbitrary
p-positive set it readily follows that p (T*\Cy) = 0, hence p (Df\T) = 0.

We now show that p (7\Dy) = 0. Fix an arbitrary transient set T' € ¥. For
r > 0 denote

X,i={zeX:A(Rr(z))<r} and T, :=T n X,.

These are Borel sets (see [22, Theorem (17.25)]). Since T' € ¥ it follows that
X, /' X asr / +00 modulo u, hence T,, /T as r /" +00 modulo pu.
For a fixed r > 0 and every x € X, using (B.0.1)) and the invariance of A we have

g€ Ry () (gfl.x € T) AA(Rr(gx)<r)
— (g_l.x eT) A (AN(Rr(2) <1),
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hence

= e <

This readily implies that A (R, (z)) < r for every € X. Then using the formula
(f) we deduce that for every r > 0,

5§ () du ()

Ty
= Jf Vg (z) f(g.2) 11, () dA® p (g, )

GxX

- ” f@) g, (97 2) dA@ (g, x)

GxX
_ J f (@) (R, (x)) dps ()
X

<7l < +oo-

(3.0.2)

It follows that S§ (z) < +oo for p-a.e. x € T,. Since r is arbitrary it follows
that S? (x) < 400 for p-a.e. x € T. By the definition of D this implies that
w(T\Dy) = 0. Since T € ¥ is arbitrary we deduce that p (7\Dy) = 0. O

Proof of Theorem[32 Let A c X be a p-positive set. By Proposition [3.3] we have
w(AnDy) =0 < p(AnT) =0. Thus, p(AnDy) = 0 iff A contains no
p-positive transient set. This is precisely condition (2) for A as in the theorem.
Thus, we have established the equivalence of conditions (1) and (2) for A as in the
theorem.

It is obvious that the failure of condition (2) for A implies the failure of condition
(3) for A. Let us show the converse. Thus, suppose that A is a p-positive set
containing no transient set, and let B ¢ A be an arbitrary p-positive set. Consider
the set

Tg := {JJEB)\(RB(JJ)) <+OO}.

As the notation suggests, we claim that Tz is a transient set. Indeed, let x € X
be arbitrary and, as we argued in the proof of Proposition with the identity
B01), one directly verifies that

Rp(z) A(Rp(z)) <+

[%) otherwise

Ry (I) = { )

so that A (Rry (z)) < 400 for every x € Ty, concluding that Ty is a transient set.
As Tp € B < A and A contains no p-positive transient set, A (Tg) = 0. This is
precisely condition (3) for A. O

Proof of Theorem[4l Recall the identity (B.0.I]) from which it follows that if 7' is a
transient set then, for every g € G, also ¢.T is a transient set. This readily implies
that 7 is almost p-invariant. By Theorem there is a G-invariant set 7' < X
with u (TAT’) = 0, thus T’ is also a measurable union of the class of transients
sets. We then put

D=7 and C = X\D.
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It follows from Proposition directly that this G-invariant Borel decomposition
constitutes the Hopf Decomposition of (X, u) as in Definition Bl The fact that
this decomposition depends only on the measure class of u follows directly from the
Recurrence Theorem ]

As for Theorem [B] its version with transient sets (rather than strongly transient)
follows from Theorem The complete proof will be given in the end of Section
We end this discussion by proving Proposition [[L1]

Proof of Proposition [[l Fix any fo € L} (X, ) and define the function

fEX SRy S (@)= 5 (2) = L Y, (@) fo(g.2) dA(g)

Assuming for simplicity that X = D, we have f§ < +00 on a p-conull set, so define
a measure 79 on X by

dno (z) = f§ (z) dp () .
Since f§ is positive on a p-conull set, 7y is equivalent to p. In order to show that

no is G-invariant note that by the formula (), for every nonnegative Borel function
f1: X — R we have

fX fr@dm @ = [[ V. @ folg) fi @) @1 (g.0)

GxX

= f fo@) fi (g7 x)dA@pu(g,z).
GxX
In follows by the invariance of the Haar measure together with the Fubini Theo-
rem that, for an arbitrary h € G, if we replace f; by f1 o h this integral remains
unchanged, namely 79 is G-invariant. (I

4. FURTHER PROPERTIES

Here we gather a few general facts about conservativity and dissipativity, some
are known and others would be new in the generality of lcsc groups.

4.0.1. Recurrence Theorems in measure preserving G-spaces.

Theorem 4.1 (Poincaré Recurrence Theorem). For every lesc non-compact group
G, totally dissipative nonsingular G-spaces admit no absolutely continuous G-invariant
probability measure.

One can easily deduce this from Theorems [Al and [Bl The following more general
theorem was proved by Maharam for G = Z (see [I, Theorem 1.1.7]).

Theorem 4.2 (Maharam’s Recurrence Theorem). Let (X, p) be a measure pre-
serving G-space. If there exists a Borel set A, € X with

0 < pu(Apy) <+ and A(Ra, (z)) = +© for p-a.e. € X,
(in particular G is non-compact) then (X, u) is conservative.
Proof. Suppose that T'c X is a transient set. With the sets
T, :={xeT:A(Rr(z))<r}, r>0,
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as in the previous proof, the computation (30.2) for f = 14, (which was applied
there to positive functions but holds true for nonnegative functions) shows that for
every r > 0,

J SlGAD () dp () < ru(A,) < +00, so SlGAD () < +oo for p-a.e. x €T,

However, as we are in the measure preserving case and by the assumption,
ST, () = A(Ra, (x)) = +o0,
hence p(T,) =0. As T, /" T asr /" +o we deduce that p (T") = 0. O

4.0.2. Mazimal transient set. In the case of a countable group G, it is known that
there exists a wandering set Wiax € X with D = G.Wiax modulo p (see [11
Proposition 1.6.1]). The following is the analog for transient sets:

Proposition 4.3. Let G be an lcsc group and (X, 1) a nonsingular G-space. There
exists a transient set Tyax € X with D = G.Tmax modulo u. Moreover, when
(D) > 0 one may assume further that p (Tmax) > 0.

The following proof is essentially due to Aaronson [I, Proposition 1.6.1].

Proof. W may assume that p is a probability measure. Recall the hereditary col-
lection ¥ of transient sets of (X, u). Let us proceed in an inductive way as follows.
First, if u (D) = 0 set Thax := . Otherwise

ag :=sup{u(T): Te%} >0,

so pick Ty € ¥ with p(Th) > a1/2. Suppose Ti,...,T, € ¥ were defined. If
w(D\G. (T u---uTy)) =0set Tmax =:T1 u - uT,. Otherwise set

ap =sup{u(T): TeX,T<cD\G.(T1u..uT,)}.

If this process is indefinite, so that Ti,ax is undefined, set Tipax :=T1 W To L ---.
We now claim that T,.x is @ maximal transient set. For every x € X, either
Rt (x) = @ or Ry, (v) = Ry, (x) for some n, € N, hence A (Rr,,,, (z)) < +o0
and Tinax € T. We note that for every g € G, since p (Tax) > 0 also p (9. Tmax) > 0,
and since g.Tax € ¥ we have g.T11ax € D modulo . This implies that S. Ty, € D
modulo p for whatever countable set S © G. By the continuity of the mapping
G — [0,1], g — p(g.Tp), the separability of G and using that p (Tmax) > 0, we
deduce that G.Tax © D modulo . Finally, since T4, 75, ... are disjoint we have

=2 5 () £ 200 0) < 42
so we have p (D\G.Tmax) < oy, ——> 0, thus D © G.Tyax modulo . O
n—0o0

4.0.3. Dissipativity and ergodic decomposition. Another consequence of the Recur-
rence Theorem [Blis that dissipativity is preserved when passing to ergodic compo-
nents. Recall that by the ergodic decomposition theorem (see [19, Theorem 1.1])E
for a nonsingular G-space (X, i) there is a standard probability space (E,v) and a
family {u. : e € E} of Borel measures on X such that:

(1) For each e € E, the space (X, 1) is an ergodic nonsingular G-space.

(2) For every Borel set A ¢ X, the map E — [0, +®], e — p. (A), is Borel

and i (A) = § pe (A) dv (e).

4While this is formulated for nonsingular probability G-spaces, one can derive the general case
by passing to an equivalent probability measure.
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Proposition 4.4. A nonsingular G-space is totally dissipative iff essentially each
of its ergodic components is totally dissipative.

Proof. For an arbitrary Borel set A < X let
={zeX :A(Ra(x)) = +ow0}.

With the ergodic decomposition, u(Ay) = 0 iff pe (Ay) = 0 for v-a.e. e € E, so
the proposition follows directly from the Recurrence Theorem (Il

Combining Theorem [F] and Proposition 4, we obtain the characterization of
totally dissipative nonsingular G-spaces as those whose each ergodic component is
isomorphic to a compactly fibered G-space.

4.0.4. Subactions of closed subgroups. The coming proposition relates the Hopf De-
composition when is taken with respect to a closed subgroup of the acting group.
Halmos showed that for every nonsingular transformation 7, the Hopf decompo-
sition of 7 coincides with that of its self-iteration 7P, for any positive integer p
(see [1, Corollary 1.1.4]). Krengel observed that the analog statement holds for
nonsingular group actions and their lattices subactions (see [I, Theorem 1.6.4]).

Proposition 4.5. Let G be an lcsc group and (X, 1) a nonsingular G-space. If H
is a closed subgroup of G the following hold.
(1) If (X, ) is totally dissipative, then it is also totally dissipative with respect
to H (in the subaction of H ).
(2) If H is further a lattice then the converse of (1) is also true, and the Hopf
Decomposition with respect to G coincides with the one with respect to H.

Proof. We start to prove part (1). By Proposition 4] it is sufficient to show that
every ergodic component of (X, 1) is dissipative as a nonsingular H-space, and by
Theorem [E] every such ergodic component is isomorphic to a compactly fibered
coset G-spaces (G/K, k). Note that the stabilizers of the action of H on G/K are
of the form H n K'Y for some g € GG, hence are all compact. We also apply Theorem
[A2] by which the orbit equivalence relation E5 /5 is smooth. Then from Theorem

it follows that (G/K, k) is totally dissipative also as a nonsingular H-space.

As for part (2), when H is a lattice we may fix a fundamental domain 2 ¢ G for
H, so that 0 < A(Q) < +o0 and the translations {w:w e H} of  are pairwise
disjoint and G = |J__p w2 Fix any f e L% (X, ) and let

fo: X =Res falo)i= | V(@) f (0.0 A0,
Note that fo € L1 (X, u) since A (92) < +00. We now have the relation
Vg (z) f(g-x)dA(g)

wGHJ
el JQ Vg (@) f (gw.z) dX (g)

. f%@@ﬂw@ﬁ@
Q

w (@) fo (wa) = Sf, (@),

\Y%
weH
V
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where the last equality is nothing but the very definition of the averaging transform
SH for the discrete countable acting group H with its Haar (counting) measure.
This completes the proof. ([l

5. SMOOTH ORBIT EQUIVALENCE RELATIONS

Our aim here is to present a structure theorem for Borel G-spaces whose orbit
equivalence relation is smooth. This result will serve us well in proving the gen-
eral structure theorem of totally dissipative nonsingular G-spaces, but it will be
formulated without measures and it is of its own interest.

5.1. Preliminaries: Smooth Equivalence Relations. An equivalence rela-
tion on a set X is a set F < X x X such that z ~ 2/ < (z,2') € E defines an
equivalence relation on X. When X is a standard Borel space, such an equivalence
relation is called Borel if it belongs to the product Borel o-algebra of X x X.

Definition 5.1. An equivalence relation E on a standard Borel space X is smooth,
if there is a standard Borel space Y and a Borel function s : X —'Y such that

(z,2") € E «= s(z)=s(a') forallz,a’ € X.

The function s is referred to as a reduction map (in that it is a reduction of F
to the equivalence relation of equality). Note that a smooth equivalence relation
is necessarily Borel, as it is the inverse image of the diagonal of Y under the map
XxX->Y XY, (x,2') — (s(x),s(2')). In the following we collect a few well-
known characterizations for smoothness.

Theorem 5.2. Let G be an lesc group and X a Borel G-space. TFAE:
(1) EX is smooth.
(2) Eé is countably separated: there exists a countable collection of Borel
functions uy,us, ... from X to some standard Borel space, such that

(x,x/) €F — (Vn, Up () = Uy, (:17’)) for all z,2’ € X.
(3) EX admits a Borel selector: a Borel function s : X — X such that
(z,s(x) € E and (z,2') € E < s(z) =s(2') for all z,2" € X.

(4) EX admits a Borel transversal: a Borel subset of X that intersects every
orbit in exactly one point.

(5) The space of orbits X /EJ is standard Borelld

We refer to the proofs of the various parts of Theorem The equivalence
(1) < (2) is [16, Proposition 5.4.4]. The equivalence (1) <= (3) is the most
difficult part of this theorem and a version of this in the presence of a measure on
X is attributed to von Neumann (see [41l Appendix A] and in particular Theorem
A.9). Without a measure this is a result of Burgess, which holds even for Polish
groups (see [16, Corollary 5.4.12]); for a proof due to Kechris see [I6, Proposition
5.4.10 and Theorem 5.4.11]. The equivalence (3) <= (4) appears in the proof
of [16 Proposition 3.4.5]. For the implication (4) = (5), note that whenever
Wo is a transversal for Eg, the natural map Wy — X /Eé that takes a point
to its orbit is a bijection, and thus when W, is a Borel set this becomes a Borel

5By definition, the measurable sets in X/Eé{ are those collection of orbits whose union set is
a Borel set in X.
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bijection inducing a standard Borel structure on X /Eg Finally, the implication
(5) = (1) follows since there is a natural reduction s : X — X/EZX.

5.2. The Structure of Smooth Borel G-Spaces.

Definition 5.3. Let G be an lcsc group. A Borel G-datum is a pair

(W07 2/10)
consists of a standard Borel space Wy and a Borel map o : Wy — Fg, (G).

Counstruction 5.4. For a Borel G-datum (Wy, 1), define the space
Xo = {(w, g¢po (w)) : w e Wo,g € G},
with the action
g- (w, hipo (w)) = (w, ghapo (w)), g € G, (w, hip (w)) € X.
Lemma 5.5. The space Xo becomes a (standard) Borel G-space.

Proof. Consider the Borel map
\IJO:WOXG_’WOXF(G)u \IJO(wug):(wvgz/JO(w))

Thus, Xo = ¥ (Wy x G). In order to deduce that X, is a Borel subset of Wy x
F (G), note that the fiber of every point (wq, goto (wo)) € Wo x F (G) under ¥y is
Uyt (wo, gotbo (wo)) = {(w, ) : (w, gvbo (w)) = (wo, gotbo (wo))}

= {wo} x {g € G : gho (wo) = gotpo (wo)}

= {wo} x gotho (wo) .
Pick any o-compact Polish topology on W, that induces its Borel structure (which
always exists by the isomorphism theorem of standard Borel spaces), and consider
the product topology of this with the given (o-compact) topology of G. Then with
this product topology the space Wy x G becomes o-compact and Polish. It is also
clear that {wg} x gowo (wo) is closed Wy x G, hence o-compact. We thus found that
all fibers of ¥ are o-compact in some Polish topology that is compatible with the
Borel structure of Wy x G, and by Kallman’s theorem (a strong generalization of

the fact the injective image of a Borel set is Borel; see [41] Corollary A.6]) it follows
that the image of Wy x G under ¥, namely Xy, is a Borel set. (|

A crucial feature of the Borel G-space X in Construction [5.4] is that the stabi-
lizers are explicit in terms of ¥g:

Observation 5.6. The stabilizer of a point (w, hipg (w)) € Xy is

(5.2.1) G (w,hpo(w)) = 19 € G = ghtbo (w) = hapo (w)} = 1o (w)",
which is also the stabilizer of hipg (w) in the coset G-space G/ (w).
We now come to the structure theorem of Borel G-spaces with smooth orbit

equivalence relation:
Theorem 5.7. Let G be an lcsc group and X a Borel G-space. TFAE:

(1) EX is smooth.

(2) There exists a Borel G-datum (Wy, o) whose associated Borel G-space is

isomorphic to X.
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We will start with a technical lemma. While it follows from [41l Lemma B.8],
we give a more direct proof and highlight its basic properties.

Lemma 5.8. Let X be a Borel G-space such that EE is smooth and fix a Borel
transversal Wy for Eé There exists a Borel map r : X — G such that r (x) .x € Wy
for p-a.e. xe X, and the map

s: X > Wy, s(z):=r(z).w,
is a Borel selector. Every such map r satisfies the following properties:

(1) r(g.x)g.x =r(z).x for everyge G and x € X.
(2) r(ga)gr(z)'e Gr(z).2 for every ge G and v € X.

Proof. Extending the notation G, for stabilizers, for z,z’ € X let us denote
Gow ={9eG:gx=2a}.

Note that either G ,» = J or that for an arbitrary g € G, we have Gy v =
gGy, then in view of Theorem [Z] we have that G, and G, are closed for all
xz,2’ € X. Consequently, we may see each G, as an element of the standard
Borel space F (G) of closed subsets of G. Consider the standard Borel subspace
F*(X) = F(X)\{g}. By the Kuratowski-Ryll-Nardzewski Selection Theorem
(see [16, Theorem 1.4.6]) there is a Borel map

£:F*(G) » G with £(C) € C for every C € F* (G).

Let us fix a Borel selector s : X — X for Eé( Observing that G, 4,) # J for
every x € X, we put

r:X -G, r(@) =£¢(Gosw)-
We claim that this is a Borel map. Indeed, r is the composition of mappings

z—(z,5(x)

z,x’ )G, —
) XxX( ) CE(0)

——5F(Q) G,
the first and the third are clearly Borel maps, and the second is a Borel map by
Becker—Kechris Theorem (see e.g. [16l Theorem 8.2.1]). It is then evident that r is
the desired mapping.

Finally, property (1) follows from the fact that r (¢g.x) g.x and r (x) .z both lie
in the same orbit and at the same time both belong to the Borel transversal Wj.
Property (2) follows from property (1) since

X

r(z).a=r(ga)gx=r(gx)gr@) 'r(@) e O
Proof of Theorem[5.7 First, if X is (isomorphic to) the Borel G-space Xy that is
constructed from a Borel G-datum (W, 1), then the graph
{(w, o (W) rwe Wy} c X

of 1 is clearly a transversal for (X, p), so E& is smooth in light of Theorem
Let us prove the converse.

Thus, suppose X is a Borel G-space for which Eé is smooth, so it admits a Borel
transversal Wy < X. Define the Borel G-datum (Wy, 19) by

Yo : Wo = Fgr (G), o (w) =Gy, weWo.

By Theorem [2.7] this is a Borel map. Let X be the Borel G-space associated with
the Borel G-datum (Wy, 1), and we show that X and X are isomorphic as Borel
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G-spaces. Let us pick a Borel function r : X — G corresponding to Wy as in
Lemma 5.8 and define the Borel map

1 X > XocWo xF(G), (z)= (T ()., (2)”" Gr(w»w) :

In proving that ¢ is the desired isomorphism, we will constantly use the properties
of r as mentioned in Lemma 5.8

e . is equivariant. For every g € G and x € X we have
L (g,’E) = (’f‘ (g.’L’) g.x,r (g'x)_l Gr(g.z)g.z)
— (r@) 2,97 @) Grya) = g0 ().

e , is surjective. To this end note that for every w € Wy and g € G, the
properties of r as in Lemma [5.8] become

w=r(w)w=r(gw)w=r(gw)g.w,

and in particular 7 (g.w) € G,,. We obtain that
2 (gw) = (’f‘ (gw) g.w,r (g'w)_l GT(g.w)g.w)
= (w97 (@) Grwy) = (w,9Guw) = (w, gt (w).

e . is injective. Define j3: Xo — X by

7 (w, gt (w)) = a(g,w) = gw, (w,gho (w)) € Xo.
We verify that 7 is well-defined. If (w, gt (w)) = (w', g'1ho (w')) then
g0 (w) = g’ (W) = g'thg (w) hence g.w = g’.w so that
7 (w, g0 () = gw =g'w =g'w' =7 (w, g% ().
We then obtain that jo0: = Idx: for every z € X,

1(x)) =2 (r (z) .z, 7 (x)"" GT(I).w) —r(@) 'r@)a=z 0O

Once we have established a canonical correspondence between Borel G-spaces
with smooth orbit equivalence relation and Borel G-datum, it is of interest to
identify their isomorphism type in terms of Borel G-datum:

Theorem 5.9. For i € {0,1}, let (W;,4;) be a Borel G-datum and denote by X;
the associated Borel G-space as in Construction[5.4 TFAE:
(1) Xo and X1 are isomorphic as Borel G-spaces.
(2) There is a Borel isomorphism o : Wy — Wy as well as a Borel map T :
Wo — G, such that 1 (w)T(w) =11 (o (w)) for all w e W.
(8) There is a Borel isomorphism o : Wy — Wy such that 1o (w) and ¢ (o (w))
are conjugated for all w e Wy.

Proof. (1) = (2): If 7 : Xy — X; is an isomorphism of Borel G-spaces, define
Vo = {(w, %o (w)) : w e Wy} and Vi := 7 (Vo).
Since Vj is a Borel transversal for X, V; is a Borel transversal for X;. Define

w—(w,ho (w)) V()Lvl

z—s1(x)

o:Wo—->Wyi, o: Wy

Wla
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where s; : X7 — W is a Borel selector for the transversal W;. Let us fix a Borel
map r1 : X1 — V; corresponding to s; as in Lemma [5.8 and put

T: Wy > G, 7(w)=r1(r(w,y(w))), weWy.
We obtain that
Y1 (o (w))
= 1 (51 (7 (w, %0 (w))))
= Stabg (s1 (7 (w, Yo (w))))
= Stabg (7 (w, o (w)))rl(ﬂ'(w&bo(w)))

= tho ()™
where in the last equality we used that 7 is a Borel G-isomorphism so that g (w) =

Stabg (w, o (w)) = Stabg (7 (w, o (w))).
(2) = (1): Suppose Borel maps o and 7 as in (2) are given. Define a map

m: X9 — X1 by
7 (w, gt () = (o (w) ,gvo ()T (w)"") = (o (w) g () i1 (0 (w)) .

One can directly verify that 7 is well-defined and is equivariant. Using that o is a
Borel isomorphism, one can routinely verify that 7 is also a Borel isomorphism.
(2) < (3): One implication is trivial so we prove the converse. Let o : Wy —
W1 be as in (3). Using Lemma 58 pick a Borel map 1 : X3 — G for the Borel
transversal {(w, 1 (w)) : w e Wi} of X5, and define
T:Wo— G, 7(w)=r1(0(w),¥1(c(w))), weWp.

We claim that the bare assumption that 1y and ¥, o o are conjugated, implies that
T conjugates them. Since 7 is a Borel map this will complete the proof. Fix an
arbitrary w’ € Wy. As g (w') and 1, (o (w’)) are conjugated, say by ¢'~! € G, we
have that

(o () v () ) = (o (') %1 (0 ()
— g (o () (o ()
€G. (o (w),¢¥1 (o (v))) < Xy,
and it follows from the transversal property that
7 () (o (') o (') g) = (o ('), 1 (o (')
Since the action is leftwise, Stabg (o (w') o (w') ¢') = ¥ (w'). We deduce
41 (o () = Stabes (o (') 6 (o (u)))
= Stabe (r () . (o (w') 40 () ¢')) =0 ()" ). O
The following theorem was proved by Kosloff & Soo in the context of nonsingular

G-spaces [23] Theorems 11 & 14]. In lights of Theorem .7 and Lemma we
formulate a Borel version of this theorem.

Theorem 5.10 (Following Kosloff-Soo). Let G be an lesc group and X a free Borel
G-space. TFAE:

1) X/EX is an uncountable standard Borel space.
G
2) X is G-factor universal: it factors onto any other Borel G-space.
Y
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Proof. (1) = (2): By Theorem 52 X/EX being a standard Borel space is equiv-
alent to that Eé is smooth. Then by Theorem 5.7l we deduce that X is isomorphic
to the Borel G-space that is constructed out of the Borel G-datum (Wy, 1g), where
Wp is an uncountable standard Borel space and 1y = {e} (as the action is free).
That is, X =@ Wy x G.

Let Y be any Borel G-space and consider the diagonal Borel G-space X x Y.
Since the action on X is free then so is the action on X x Y. Furthermore, we claim
that since the action of G on X is free and since Eé is smooth, then also Eg *Y g
smooth. Indeed, if s : X — X is a Borel selector for Eé, using Lemma 5.8 we may
write s (z) = r (z) .x for all x € X, and define

S: XxY->XxY, Sy =) zr.y, (@yeXxY

One can easily verify, using that the action on X is free, that S is a Borel selector
for Eé( XY Then by Theorem 5.7 X x Y is isomorphic to the space constructed
from the Borel G-datum (W7,11), where W is some standard Borel space and
1/)1 = {6} That iS, X xY ~ W1 x G.

Since X /Eé is uncountable, Wy is an uncountable standard Borel space, hence
there is a surjective Borel map f : Wy — Wi. It is then evident that the desired
factor map is obtain by the composition

X oWy x G- 92U®9) o aa x xy B9y

(2) = (1): Pick any free Borel G-space Y such that E} is smooth and has
uncountably many orbits, e.g. Y = [0,1] x G. As X is factor universal, there is
a factor map 7 : X — Y. Since EY, admits uncountably many orbits and since 7
maps orbit to orbit, it follows that Eé admits uncountably many orbits. Let us
show that EJ is smooth. Pick some Borel selector s : Y — Y for EY, and using
Lemma 5.8 we may write s (y) = r (y) .y for all y € Y. Define

S:X—->X, Sk =r(rk)z zeX.

Of course S (x) € G.x for every x € X. The selector property can be verified using
the freeness of the action as well as the basic properties of r as in Lemma B8 O

6. BOREL DESCRIPTION OF TOTAL DISSIPATIVITY

The following theorem in the case G = R was proved by Krengel, and in the case
G = R? by Rosinski. In the following we formulate this generally, and the proof we
provide is greatly inspired by Rosinski’s proof [32) Theorem 2.2].

Theorem 6.1 (Following Krengel-Rosinski). If (X, 1) is a totally dissipative non-
singular G-space, then Eé{ 18 essentially smooth.

Proof. We prove that on the p-conull set T, the measurable union of the transient
sets as in Proposition B.3] Eé{ is countably separated by Borel functions that we
denote {un, m : n,m € N}. We carry this in a few steps.

Step 1: (constructing {w, m, : n,m € N}).

We recall that 7 is the measurable union of the class of transient sets of (X, p).
As such, the Exhaustion Lemma guarantees that 7 is the union of countably
many transient sets, say {T1,7%,...}. Let us also apply Varadarajan’s compact
model theorem [39, Theorem 5.7, p. 160]. Thus, there is a compact G-space X (i.e.
X is a compact metric space with a jointly continuous action of G), and a Borel
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G-embedding of X in X. We thus can fix a countable base U = {Uy,Us, ...} for
the topology of X, and we may further assume that it is closed to finite unions and
finite intersections. We now put, for every n, m € N, the function

Unm : X 2 R, Upm (2) := ARy, ~1,, (2)) = J 1u, ~T,, (gil.:zz) d\(g).
G

We recall that each U,, n T}, being a subset of a transient set is again a transient
set, so that uy, », takes only finite values on the p-conull set 7.

Step 2: (a positivity property of {u, m : n,m e N}).

We will show that for every xo € T there are ng, mo € N such that wun, m, (o) >
0. Since {U,, " T}y, : n,m € N} covers T, for every g € G also {g.U,, n g.T,, : n,m € N}
covers 7. Thus, for every xg € T we have

Zn,meN Lo, o1, (97" 20) > 1.

It then follows that

Zn,mEN Un,m (z0) = JG (Zn,meN 1y, T, (g_l.xo)) dX\(g) = +o0,

which readily implies the desired property.

Step 3: (each uy n, is constant on along orbits).
Let (xo, h.wo) € EJ for some 2o € X and h € G. By the identity (3.0.1]) it follows
that for every n,m e N,

Unm (h.o) = A (Ru, ~T,, (h.T0))
= A(h.Ry, ~t,, (x0)) = ARy, ~1,, (Z0)) = Un,m (Zo) -

Step 4: (EZ is separated by {uy m : n,m € N}).
Let (zo,71) ¢ E&. Using Step 2 we may pick some ng,mg € N for zy with
Ung,mo (£0) > 0. If Ung mg (X0) # Ung,me (¥1) We are done, so assume otherwise that

€ 1= Ung,me (T0) = Ung,me (1) > 0.

By the inner regularity of A, there is a compact symmetric set K < G such that
JK Ly, T, (97" m0) > ¢/2, i€{0,1}.

By the continuity of the action on X, the sets K.xg and K.z, are compact in X
and, since (zg,x1) ¢ Eé, necessarily K.xg n K.x1 = .
As U is closed to finite unions, we may pick n; € N such that

K.axyc Uy, and K.x1 nU,, = J.
As U is closed to finite intersections, we may pick ne € N such that
Upy " Up, = Up,.

We then claim that w,, m,, assigns different values to zg and z;.
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On one hand, from K.zg n U,, < Uy, n U,, = Uy, we have
_ -1
Uns,mo (330) = J 1U’n.2 ATy (g -330) dX (g)

G

> J 1K 20nUny Ty (97" -20) dA (9)
G

= J LU, ATy (97" .20) dX (g9) > ¢/2.
K

On the other hand, from K.z1 nU,, € K.x1 nU,, = & we have

f 1, Ty (97121) dX (g) < f Loy Uy Ty (97 121) dA (g) = 0,
K G
hence

Uny,mo (71) = J 10, ATy, (97 1) dX (9)
G\K

N

f 10, T, (97" 21) dX (9)
G\K

= un07m0 (:El) - f 1U710me0 (g_l'xl) d)\ (g)
K
<c—c/2=c/2.

Thus, Un, me (T0) # Uny,me (21), concluding the proof of Step 4.
Finally, by the virtue of Steps 3 and 4, Eé( is countably separated by Borel
functions, and from Theorem we deduce that it is smooth. O

Dissipative nonsingular G-spaces may not be free, as the coming Construction[7.3]
suggests. However, a fundamental phenomenon in dissipative nonsingular G-spaces
is that all stabilizers are compact:

Theorem 6.2. If (X, ) is a totally dissipative nonsingular G-space, then the (G-
invariant) set X. X of points whose stabilizers are compact is p-conull.

For the proof of Theorem we will need the following elementary fact, gen-
eralizing that an lcsc group with finite Haar measure is compact. The proof is an
adaptation of [28 Chapter II, §5, Proposition 4].

Lemma 6.3. Let H be an lcsc group with a left Haar measure Agr. If v : H — Ry
is a continuous multiplicative group homomorphism with SH WwdAg < +00, then ¢
is the trivial homomorphism and H is compact.

Proof. If 4 is bounded it is necessarily the trivial homomorphism hence Ay (H) =
§ g YdAg < +o0, in which case H is compact. Suppose toward a contradiction that
1) is unbounded and, since it is continuous, H is non-compact and % is unbounded
outside every compact set in H. Fix some compact set K < H such that

I = J wdAp € (0,+0).
K

Construct a sequence h1, ha, . .. € H inductively as follows. After defining h1, ..., h,
such that hi K, ..., h, K are pairwise disjoint and ¢ (h;) = 1 for i = 1,...,n, pick
hnt1 so that h,41K is disjoint from hiK U ... U h, K (H is non-compact) and
Y (hnt1) = 1 (¢ is unbounded outside hi K U ... U h, K).
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Let n € N be arbitrary. By the construction of hi, ho,... we have
n -1
D lx(hith) <1, hed,

and, using the left invariance of Ay and that 1 is a homomorphism, we get

+ >f ¥ (h)d g (h)
/Zl lf L (') ¢ (h) dAg ()
- wah) D (1) v h

Since Ik € (0,+00) and n € N is arbitrary we got to a contradiction. O

In the following proof we make use of the construction of measures on homoge-
neous spaces and Weil’s formula. See Theorem [A.3]in Appendix [Al

Proof of Theorem[6.2. Pick some f € L} (X, p) and let z € Dy be fixed from now
until (nearly) the end of the proof. In light of Proposition [Tl we may assume that
p is G-invariant, and thus that V,; = 1 for every g € G. We apply the construction
of measures on homogeneous spaces as in Theorem [A.3] to the group pair G, < G
(recall Theorem 2)). Thus, G has the Haar measure A and the corresponding
modular function A, and for G, we fix a Haar measure )\, and the corresponding
modular function A,. Pick a rho-function p, : G — Ry for G, < G and a quasi-
invariant measure ,, on G/G, with respect to p,. Applying Weil’s formula (A-0.T))
to the function G — R4, g — f (g.z), we obtain

= L f(g-)dX(g)
- L/Gz U I f(gex) Ae) Ay () d, (c)] p(9)"" drs (9Gs)

[, sersr ]

Since x € Dy we have S? (z) < +o0, and since all terms in the above expression
are strictly positive we obtain that

=U £ (g.2) p(g) " dia (4G)
G/Gq

J Afe L, (¢) < +o0.

The map G, — Ry, ¢ — A(c) A, (c)f , is a continuous group homomorphism, so
by Lemmal[6.3] applied to H = G, and ¢ : ¢ — A (c) /A, (¢), we deduce that G, is
compact.

Letting X. be the set of points in X whose stabilizer is compact (which is Borel
by Theorem 2.1]), we have shown that Dy < X, modulo p. Since (X, p) is totally
dissipative we deduce that X. is p-conull. O

Proof of Theorem[Dl The implication (1) = (2) is the virtue of Theorems
and Let us show the implication (2) = (1). By the assumption, the G-
invariant set X. of points whose stabilizers are compact is p-conull, and by the
other assumption we may find a Borel transversal Wy on some p-conull subset of
X, thus the stabilizer of every point in Wy is compact. Recall that by identity
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B0, a translation of a transient set is again transient. Then by the property of
Wy as a transversal, in order to prove that p-a.e. x € X is contained in a p-positive
transient set it is sufficient to show that this is true for every point in Wy. Since
G.Wy = X and G is lesc, it is sufficient to show that C.Wj is a transient set for
every compact set C' < G. Indeed, note the identity

RC.WO (w) = GwC_l, w e Wy,
by which for p-a.e. x € X there is go € G with go.z € Wy, hence
Row, () = g5 ' Re.w, (90-2) = go ' GgyC "

Since Gy, and C~! are both compact so is gy 'Gy,.»C ™", and we conclude that
C.Wy is strongly transient and a fortiori transient. This shows that (X, p) is totally
dissipative, completing the proof of Theorem (I

The fact that in the previous proof we obtained strongly transient sets enables
us to complete the proof of Theorem [Bt

Proof of Theorem[B. As we mentioned before, the proof of the version with recur-
rent and transient sets follows directly from Theorem .2 so we prove now the
version with strongly recurrent and strongly transient sets. Let ¥ and & be the
collections of transient sets and strongly transient sets, respectively. Since both are
hereditary they admit measurable unions that we denote 7 and S, respectively. As
we proved in Theorem B2] the Hopf Decomposition X = C u D is determined by
the property that pu (DAT) = 0, so it is sufficient to show that 7 = S modulo p.
One one hand, as every strongly transient set is transient it is clear that S < D
modulo p. Conversely, in the proof of Theorem B.2] we have shown that p-a.e. point
in D is contained in a p-positive strongly transient set, so D is a measurable union
of the strongly transient sets, thus D = S modulo pu.

From this we immediately see that every u-positive subset of D has a u-positive
strongly transient subset. We need to show that every subset of C is strongly
recurrent. Given a Borel set A < C, we consider the set

Ta:={xe A: Rr(z) is relatively compact},
and for r > 0 consider the set
Tar:={xe€Ts: Ry, (x) c B},

where B, is the ball of radius r > 0 with respect to some proper compatible metric
on G. We then see that

ge Ry, (x) = (¢97'.weTa) A (Rr, (z) = B,),

hence
Ry, (x) Ry, (x) c B,
%) otherwise,

RTA,T (I) = {

and in any case Rr, , (v) € By, thus Ty, is strongly transient and is contained in
A, and by the assumption p (T4,) = 0. Since Ta, /" Ta asr / +0 we deduce
that u (T4) = 0. Thus, A is strongly recurrent. O
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7. THE STRUCTURE THEOREM FOR TOTALLY DISSIPATIVE ACTIONS

7.1. Free Actions: Translation G-Spaces. A classical theorem of Krengel as-
serts that every totally dissipative nonsingular flow (i.e. R-space) is isomorphic
to a translation flow. The following construction is the obvious generalization of
translation flows from R to general lcsc groups.

Construction 7.1. A translation G-space is a measure preserving G-space of
the form (Wy x G,vg ® ), for some standard measure space (Wy,vp), with the
action that is given by

g-(w,h) = (w,gh), (w,h)eWoxG, geG.
We will refer to it as the translation G-space attached to (W, vp).

It is clear that every translation G-spaces is free and generally non-ergodic.
Indeed, a translation G-space that is attached to a nontrivial measure space (i.e.
not all Borel sets are null or conull) is never ergodic. Krengel’s theorem identify
translation flows as the only source for totally dissipative nonsingular R-spaces, and
this was generalized by Rosinski to R?. In particular, this shows that nonsingular
R?-spaces are essentially free, and in light of Theorem this should not come
as a surprise. As for general lcsc groups, we will generalize this in showing that
non-freeness is the only obstruction to being (isomorphic to) a translation G-space.

Theorem 7.2. Let G be an lesc group and (X, 1) an essentially free nonsingular
G-space with Hopf Decomposition X = C uD. TFAE:

(1) (X, p) is totally dissipative.
(2) Eé 1s essentially smooth and p admits a G-invariant equivalent measure.
(3) (X, u) is isomorphic to a translation G-space.

Proof of Theorem[7.2, We will follow the lines of the proof in [32, Theorem 2.2]
with the assistence of Theorem

(1) = (2). This holds in general by Proposition [Tl and Theorem [61]

(2) = (3). Since EZ is essentially smooth, by Theorem it admits a Borel
transversal Wy < X. Consider the restriction of the action map to Wy, namely

O WyxG—->X, P(w,g)=gw.

Using the transversal property of Wy and that the action of G on S is free, ® is
one-to-one Borel map, so it admits a Borel inverse that we denote

O (z) = (w(x),v(z)) wherew: X - Wyandy: X — G.
We claim that
w(g.x) =w(z) and v (g.2) = gy (z) forallz e X, ge G.
Indeed, the first identity is by the transversal property, and this implies
g7 (x) w(z) = gx =7(g9.2) w(g.x) = 7(9.7) w(x),

which implies the second identity since the action is free.
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Fix some invariant measure 79 equivalent to p. Consider the measure pp := 9o ®.
Then for every Borel sets A € Wy and B < G, and every g € G,

1 (Axg_lB)
=m0 (® (A x g™ B))
=ny(reX :w(z)e A gw(x)eB)
=n(reX:w(gzx)e Aw(g.x) € B)
=n(reX:w(x)eAw(x)eB)
=u (Ax B).

It follows that for every Borel set A < Wy, the map B — pg (A x B) is a left
invariant Borel o-finite measure on G, so it is A up to a positive constant (see
Theorem [A24)(2)). Thus, there is a positive constant g (A) such that

i1 (A % B) = o (A) A (B).
As py is a measure, A — g (A) defines a measure on Wy so we deduce (3).
(8) = (1). For a translation G-space attached to (Wy,vp), since it is measure

preserving we may assume that V (w, h) = 1 for every (w, h) € Wy x G, so for every
feLl (Wyx G,vg®\) we have

5§ (w.h) = | 1 (w.91) DA ).
By the Fubini Theorem and the integrability of f we have

S? (w, h) dvy (w) = ff f(w,gh)dvo ® A (w, h)

WoXG

Wo

= ff f(w,h)drvg @\ (w, h) < +00.
WoXG
It follows that SJ? (w,h) < 400 for vy ® M-a.e. (w,h) € Wy x G, concluding that
the translation G-space attached to (Wp,1p) is totally dissipative. O

7.2. Ergodic Actions: Compactly Fibered Coset G-Spaces. We now come
to the construction of compactly fibered coset G-spaces, following the construction
of measures on homogeneous spaces (Appendix ?7).

Construction 7.3. A coset G-space is a nonsingular G-space of the form (G/K, k),
where K is a closed subgroup of G, with the action

g.hK =ghK, g¢geG, hKeG/K,

and K is a quasi-invariant measure (which is in fact unique up to measure class).
When K is compact we will call (G/K, k) a compactly fibered coset G-space.

The stabilizers of a point hK € G/K is the conjugation K" = h™'Kh, thus the
action is not essentially free as soon as K is nontrivial. As for dissipativity we have:

Lemma 7.4. A coset G-space is totally dissipative iff it is compactly fibered.
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Proof. In the nonsingular G-space (G/K, k), all the stabilizers are compact exactly
when K is compact. Thus, if (G/K, k) is totally dissipative then from Theorem

it follows that K is compact. Conversely, clearly Eg/ K is smooth (it admits a
one point Borel transversal), so if K is compact then every stabilizer is compact,
so from Theorem [Dlit follows that (G/K, k) is totally dissipative. O

We can now prove Theorem [}

Proof of Theorem [El. We have shown in Lemmas [T 4] that a compactly fibered coset
G-space is totally dissipative. Let us show the converse, thus (X, u) is an ergodic
nonsingular G-space which is totally dissipative. We start by showing that (X, u)
is essentially transitive. By Theorem [5.2] since EZ is smooth the space X/EJ is
standard Borel and the quotient map 7 : X — X /Eg is a Borel map. It is then
sufficient to show that the pushforward measure 7, on X /EX is a Dirac measure.
Indeed, if A, B « X/E} are 7, u-positive disjoint Borel sets, then 771 (A) , 71 (B)
are u-positive disjoint Borel sets, and they are clearly G-invariant, a contradiction
to ergodicity.

Now that we came to that (X, u) is essentially transitive, it is isomorphic as a
Borel G-space to (G.xg, ) for some xg € X (orbits are always is G-invariant). Then
the map ¢ : G.xg — G/Gyy, q : g.2o — gGy,, is an isomorphism of the measure
preserving G-spaces (G.zg, ) and (G/Gy,,qspt). However, by Theorem the
stabilizer Gy, is a compact subgroup of G, so by Theorem [A.4](1) there is a unique
measure class of quasi-invariant measures on G/G,,,, namely g is equivalent to the
measure  that forms the compactly fibered coset G-space (G/Gy,, k). All together,
we deduce that the nonsingular G-spaces (X, p) and (G/Gy,, k) are isomorphic. O

7.3. General Actions: Krengel G-Spaces. We now come to the construction
that generalizes translation G-spaces and compactly fibered coset G-spaces simulta-
neously, aiming to obtain a full structure theorem of totally dissipative nonsingular
G-spaces. For an lcsc group G, recall the standard Borel spaces

K. (G) c K (G)

of compact subgroups of G and of compact subsets of GG, respectively. These are
known to have a structure of standard Borel space. Write M (G) for the space
of Radon measures on G, considered as a standard Borel space with the vague
topology. We generalize Construction [£.4] from Borel G-spaces to nonsingular G-
spaces as follows.

Definition 7.5. Let G be an lcsc group. A Krengel G-datum is a triplet
((W07 VO) 7¢07 )\0)

that consists of the following ingredients:

o A standard measure space (Wo,vo) (possibly atomic).

o An arbitrary Borel map 1o : Wo — Kg: (G).

o An arbitrary Borel map Ao : Wy — M (G) such that each Ao (w) is a
positive constant multiple of the fized Haar measure \.

Thus, a Krengel G-datum is a Borel G-datum as in Definition together with
the extra measure vy and the map Ag.
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Construction 7.6. A Krengel G-space is a measure preserving G-space (Xo, po)
constructed out of a Krengel G-datum (Wo, o), %0, Xo) as follows. Define a Borel
measure Ay on Wy x G by

Ao (4) = J Ao (w) (Ay) dvg (w) for a Borel set A < Wy x G,
Wo

where for w e Wy we denote Ay, = {g € G : (w,g) € A}. Put the Borel map
Uo:Wox G- Wy xK(G), ¥g(w,g)=(w,g¢o(w)).
Define a measure space (Xo, 110) to be the image of (Wy x G, Ag) under ¥q:
Xo =g (Wo x G) = {(w, htho (w)) : we Wy, h € G} and po := Wox (Ao),
with the structure of a measure preserving G-space via
- (w, Iy (1)) = (w, ghio (), g & G, (w, kb (w)) € Xo.

Remark 7.7. An alternative approach to define Krengel G-spaces was suggested to
us by Michael Bjorklund. Let Wy be a standard Borel space and g : Wy — K, (G)
a Borel map. Consider Wy x G as a translation G-space, and let vy be any invariant
measure on Wy x G. Define on Wy x G the G-invariant Borel equivalence relation

Ey, = {((w,g) (w,g')) € Wy x G)* : gtho (w) = g'o (w)},

and look at the o-algebra Iy, of Ey,-invariant Borel sets. By Mackey’s point-
realization theorem, the Boolean G-space corresponding to Ly, admits a point-
realization, i.e. a measure preserving G-space (Xo, f10) such that Ly, can be realized
as a measure preserving factor map

(WO X G7 VO) - (X(),,U()) .
It can be shown that (X, o) s naturally a Krengel G-space.

Proposition 7.8. Let (Xo, po) be the Krengel G-space associated with a Krengel
G-datum (Wo, v0) , %o, Xo). Then:

(1) (Xo, to) s a (standard) measure preserving G-space.

(2) The ergodic decomposition of (Xo, o) is given on the space (Wo,vo) by
the measures {d, ® qusAo (W) : w € Wy}, where g, : G — G/ (w) is the
canonical projection for each we Wy.

(3) (Xo, o) s totally dissipative.

Proof. We have shown in Lemma that X, is a standard Borel space, and we
need to show that pg is o-finite. To this end fix an arbitrary Borel set A < W,
with vy (A) < 400 and some compact set K < G. For r > 0 let

K, :={weWy: )\ (w)(K)<r},

so that
A (AnK,)x K)<vg(A)r < +o0.

Since each A\ (w) is a Radon measure, (A N K,) x K / Ax K asr / 400, so that
Ay is o-finite on A x K. As A and K are arbitrary this readily implies that Ag is
o-finite. The G-invariance of Ag follows from the G-invariant of each Ay (w).

Regarding the ergodic decomposition, we note that for every w € Wy the measure
Ao (w) on G is a G-invariant, and since G is a transitive G-space it is necessarily
ergodic. It then follows that the measure d,, ® Ao (w) on the space Wy x G is ergodic
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with the given action, hence the pushforward Wo4 (0, ® Ao (w)) is ergodic on Xj.
This readily implies that the ergodic decomposition of (Wy x G, Ag) has the form

AQ = 6w @ )\0 (w) dl/o (w) .
Wo

As Uy (00 ® Ao (W) = du ® qusx Ao (w) for every w € Wy, we conclude that
po (A) = Ao (V5 (4))

_ J (60 ® Ao (w)) (U5 (A)) dvg (w)
Wo

_ j (G ® qus ho (w)) (A) dvg (w),
Wo

establishing the desired form of the ergodic decomposition of (X, o).

Finally, the stabilizers in (X, 1) are nothing but conjugacy classes of 1y hence
all compact, and also {(w, 4o (w)) : w € Wo} is a Borel transversal so E¢, is smooth.
From Theorem [Dl it follows that (Xg, 1) is totally dissipative. O

We now move to the proof of Theorem [Gl which relies on the fact that in to-
tally dissipative nonsingular G-spaces, the ergodic decomposition is given by the
disintegration theorem along the Borel transversal:

Proposition 7.9. Let (X, u) be a totally dissipative nonsingular G-space. There
exists a model for the ergodic decomposition of (X, u) on a standard measure space
(Wo, vo) with Borel measures {{u, : w € Wy}, such that:
(1) Wo = X and is a Borel transversal for EX.
(2) For vg-a.e. w e Wy, py, is G-invariant and is supported on the orbit G.w.
(8) Foruvy-a.e. w e Wy the measure preserving G-space (G.w, ) s isomorphic
(up to positive constant multiple of the measures) to the compactly fibered
coset G-space (G/Gy, Kyw) via

Gw : Gw > G/Gy, qu(gw) = gGy.

Proof. Since (X, ) is totally dissipative, by Proposition [[L.Tl and Theorem [61] we
may assume that y is G-invariant and EZ is essentially smooth. Then by Theorem
there exists a Borel transversal W, for Eé( . Pick a Borel selector s : X — Wy
and consider the measure vy := sy, S0 we have a measure preserving factor map
s: (X, pu) = (W, 1vp). Using the disintegration theorem (see e.g. [I, Theorem 1.0.8]
and [306], §6]), there is a collection {p.,, : w € Wy} of Borel measures on X such that

(1) For vp-a.e. w e Wy the measure ju,, is supported on s~* ({w}).
(2) The map Wy — R, w — pyy (A), is Borel and

w(A) = f L (A) dvg (w) for every Borel set A < X.
Wo

For vp-a.e. w € Wy, the transversal property guarantees that s=! ({w}) = G.w,
hence the measure p,, is supported on a transitive G-space. Since s is a Borel
selector, s(g.x) = s(x) for every g € G and z € X. This means that if we consider
(Wo, 1) as a trivial measure preserving G-space, then s : (X, u) — (Wo, 1) is
a factor map of measure preserving G-spaces, and it follows from [I Proposition
1.0.11] that for vg-a.e. w € W the measure p,, is G-invariant. Finally, for vp-
a.e. w € Wy, since v (w) is compact in G, by Theorem [A4)3) the canonical
isomorphism ¢, : G.w — G/G,, is equivariant and gy« [ty 1S equivalent to k. O
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Proof of Theorem[G We have shown in Proposition[I.8 that every Krengel G-space
is totally dissipative. Suppose (X, ) is a totally dissipative nonsingular G-space
and we prove that it is isomorphic to a Krengel G-space. We start by associating
with (X, p) a Krengel G-datum

((WOv VO) s Yo, )‘0)

as follows. First, let (Wy, 1) be a standard measure space that supports the ergodic
decomposition {,, : w € Wy} of (X, u) as in Proposition [[9 Let also g : Wy —
K, (G) be the stabilizer map, ¢ (w) = G,,. Note that by Theorem we may
assume that G, is compact for every z € X, so indeed the image of 9 lies in K, (G).
For vp-a.e. w € Wy we have the compactly fibered coset G-space (G.w, fi,,), so let

Ao (W) = Juwsptw, for g : G — Gaw, 34, (9) = g.w.

Since p,, is G-invariant and 7, is equivariant, indeed Ag (w) is G-invariant.

From the Krengel G-datum ((Wp, 1), %0, Ao) that we have just associated with
(X, u) we obtain the Krengel G-space (Xo, o) as in Construction We will
finish the proof by showing that (X, u) is isomorphic to (Xo, 19) as a nonsingular
G-space. As we already showed in Theorem 5.7, X and X are isomorphic as Borel
G-spaces via the map

t: X > Xo, (x)= (T(x).:v,r(:v)_le), reX.

As for the measures, from Propositions [.8 and [.9] both ergodic decompositions
of (Xo, o) and (X, 1) are given on the space (Wp, 11); the first one has the ergodic
components {d,, ® quwsro (W) : w € Wy}, each of which is an invariant measure on
{w} x {gvo (w) : g € G}, and the second has the ergodic components {k,, : w € Wy},
each of which is an invariant measure on G/¢ (w). Both types of ergodic compo-
nents, for vg-a.e. w € Wy, are transitive G-spaces with the structure of a compactly
fibered coset G-space with respect to the compact subgroup o (w). Under the
Borel isomorphism ¢, for vg-a.e. w € Wy the component {w} x {gvg (w) : g € G}
corresponds to the component G.w =~ G/ (w). This completes the proof. O

8. KAIMANOVICH-TYPE CHARACTERIZATION

Here we prove Theorem Our approach will be first to prove it in essentially
free actions and from this case, utilizing an idea due to Arano, Isono & Marrakchi
in their proof of |2 Theorem 4.30], we deduce the general case from it.

From now and until the end of this section, we fix an lcsc unimodular group
G, a nonsingular G-space (X, u) and a function f € L (X, ). We will set some
convenient notations. In this setup define a new cocycle

UV:GxX >Ry, Yy(x)=Vy(z)f(gx)/f(x), (g9,2)eGxX.
For x € X and r > 0 denote the set
D, (z) :={9eG:T,(x)=r}.
Note that for every x € X, a number r > 0 satisfies the property presented in

Theorem [C] precisely when \ (Drf(x) (a:)) = +o0.
In the essentially free case we have:

Lemma 8.1. Let G be an lcsc unimodular group and (X, 1) an essentially free non-
singular G-space such that for p-a.e. x € X, for every r > 0 we have A (D, (x)) <
+00. Then (X, p) is totally dissipative.
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Proof. In the first part of the proof we fix » > 0, aiming to construct a transient
set T, < X. Define

(x): X >Ry, 7 (x)=inf{s>0:A(Ds(x)) <r}.
This is a Borel function by [22] Theorem (17.25)]. For p-a.e. x € X we have

A(Ds (z)) /" +o0 as s\, 0, hence 7, () is strictly positive on a u-conull set. For
x € X consider the set

Gy () = Dr () (2)
={9eG: Ty (x) = 7 (2)}
={geG:AN(heG:T(z) 2T, (x)) <7}.
We claim that for u-a.e. x € X we have the properties
(8.0.1) MG, (z)) < 4+0 and G, (go.x) = G () g, ! for every g, € G.

The first property follows from the assumption, since 7. () > 0. As for the second
property, note that for every g, € G, if g € G, (x) then

MheG: ¥, (go.x) = o (go-) )
MheG:U,(gox) = Uy () W, (90-2))
AheG: WU, () =P, (x))
A v

(he G: ¥ (x) =Ty (x))

N

In the last equality we used the unimodularity in that A is right invariant. This
shows that gg, ! € G, (go-x), thus G, (go.w) D G, (2)g, ! for every g, € G. By
symmetry (apply this to z — g,.z and g, — ¢, ') also the converse containment
follows, establishing the second part of (B.0.Il). We now define the set

T, := Uzex G, (z) .x.
Setting r free, we proceed by showing that T, / X as r / +00 modulo p while
each T, is a u-measurable transient set:

e For every r > 0, T, is p-measurable. Indeed, T, is the image of the set
{(g,2)eGxX:9eG,(2)} ={(g,2) eGx X : ¥y (x) =7 (2)}

under the action map G x X — X and, since this is a Borel set in G x X, we
deduce that T is analytic hence p-measurable (see [22] Theorem (21.10)]).

e For every r > 0, T, is a transient set. Since the action is free and using
(B0I)), one can routinely verify that for every = € X,

zeT, < zeqG,(z).x.
Using again that the action is free it follows that
Rpy () ' ={geG:gaeT}={geG:gaxeCG, (z).a} =G, (2).

Then from (RO and the unimodularity we deduce that T, is transient.

o T, / X asr / +0o0 modulo p. To see this note that for y-a.e. x € X we
have 7, (z) \y Oasr /" +0, so pick r, > 0 sufficiently large with 7, (z) < 1
and, since U, () = V. () = 1, we have e € G, (x), thus z € T}, (x).
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To sum up, fixing any sequence of positive numbers r,, / 400, by the y-measurability
of T, we may pick a Borel set T,, = T}, with u (7}, \T,) = 0 (see [22, Theorem
(17.10)]) and, as a subset of a transient set, T}, is transient. From X = U:iol T,
modulo ¢ we get that X is totally dissipative.

The following fact is the main ingredient in reducing the general case of Theorem
to the essentially free case:

Fact 8.2. FEvery lcsc non-compact group G admits a probability preserving G-space
(Ilg, o) which is essentially free and mizing.

By a theorem of Schmidt & Walters [34, Theorem 2.3], as (Ilg, o) is mixing
it is in particular mild mizing, i.e. for all ergodic nonsingular probability G-space
(X, ), the diagonal nonsingular G-space (X x g, 1 ® o¢) (which is automatically
essentially free) is ergodic.

Remark 8.3. When G is countably infinite Fact[8.2 can be justified by the classical
Bernoulli shift ( {0, 139, (1/2, 1/2)®G). When G is continuous and non-compact,
the natural way to justify Fact[82 is by the Poisson suspension construction, which
is the continuous analog of the classical Bernoulli shift (following Ornstein & Weiss
[29, I1I§4]; a detailed construction can be found in [3, §3 € §4]). Thus, the Poisson
suspension built over the measure preserving G-space (G, \) suffices: it can be proved
to be mizing in an analogous way to that the classical Bernoulli shift is mizing.
Another approach is using a construction of Gaussian actions following Adams,
Elliot & Giordano (see [3, Remark 5.10] and the references therein).

We can now complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [ By Theorem [A] if the condition in the theorem is satisfied
then (X, p) is conservative, so we prove the converse. We then assume that for
p-a.e. x € X and for every r > 0 we have (D, (z)) < +o0, aiming to prove
that (X, 1) is totally dissipative. By Proposition 4] it is sufficient to assume that
(X, p) is ergodic. Pick an essentially free mixing probability preserving G-space
(Tlg, o) as in Fact 82 and by the aforementioned [34, Theorem 2.3] the diag-
onal nonsingular G-space (X x Ilg, u ® o) becomes essentially free and ergodic.
Since the second coordinate is probability preserving, the Radon—Nikodym cocycle
(z,p) — V9 (z,p) of the diagonal action is essentially independent of its p-variable
and is given by

V4 (z,p) = Vg (z) for all ge G and (v,p) € X x Ilg.

Since (Ilg, 0c) is a probability space, we can naturally view f as a function of
LY (X x g, u® og4) via (z,p) — f(x). Letting ¥ and DE be defined analo-
gously for (X x g, u® p4), we see that

Ve (z,p) = ¥y (), hence DE¢ (x,p) = D, (x), hence A (D€ (z,p)) < +oo,

forall g € G and u®pg-a.e. (x,p) € X x g and every r > 0. As (X x Ilg, p ® o¢)
is essentially free, from Lemma Bl we deduce that it is totally dissipative. Since
it is ergodic, by Theorem [[] we deuce that (X x Ilg, 4 ® o) is (isomorphic to a
compactly fibered G-spaces hence) essentially transitive. This immediately implies
that its factor (X, p) is also essentially transitive and in particular Eé( is essentially
smooth (admitting a one point Borel transversal).
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Next we show that essentially all the stabilizers in (X, 1) are compact. Let x € X
be fixed in some appropriate pu-conull set. Note that since ¥ is a cocycle, the map
Gy — Ry, g— ¥, (z), forms a multiplicative group homomorphism, so that

Uy(zx) 21 <= VY, (x)<1foreverygeG,.

It follows that if G, is a non-compact closed subgroup, it is symmetric and un-
bounded, so we can extract a sequence g1, g2, ... € G, with g, / +00 asn 4+
such that ¥, (x) > 1 for every n € N. Now by our assumption there can be found
ry > 0 such that 0 < A (D,, (z)) < +o0, and using the inner regularity of A there
can be found some compact set K, < D, (z) with 0 < A (K,) < +00. Thus, pass-
ing to a subsequence of g1, gs, . .. if necessary, we may assume that K,g1, K,g2, ...
are pairwise disjoint. For every n € N we have

VgeDrI ) Yggn (x) =Wy () ¥y, (z) =1,
implying that
Kygn < D, (2) gn < D, (2).

Since K, g1, K;gs,... are pairwise disjoint and G is unimodular, this implies that
A(Dy, (z)) = +0, contradicting our assumption. Thus, G, is necessarily compact.

We came to that (X, u) is essentially transitive and the stabilizer of p-a.e. point
in it is compact, so by Theorem [D]it is totally dissipative. O

8.1. Maharam Extensions. Here we use Theorem [C] to give a direct proof to
the conservativity of Maharam Extensions for lcsc unimodular groups. Recall that
for an lesc group G and a nonsingular G-space (X, i), the associated Maharam
Extension is the standard measure space

()?,ﬁ) = (X xR, p®mn), where dn (t) := e'dt,
considered as a Borel G-space via
g.(z,t) = (g.x,t —logVy(z)), g€, (z,t)€ X.

One can verify that ()N( , ﬁ) becomes an infinite measure preserving G-space.

For G = Z, it was famously proved by Maharam [27, Theorem 2] that if (X, u)
is conservative then so is ()~( , ﬁ) Maharam’s proof utilized the notion of incom-
pressibility, which does not seem to directly apply for general groups. A proof in
the case of countable groups was presented by Schmidt [33], Theorem 4.2 (p. 47),
Theorem 5.5 (p. 56)]. For general lesc groups it was presented by Arano, Isono &
Marrakchi [2, Proposition 4.34].

Proposition 8.4. Let G be an lcsc unimodular group. A nonsingular G-space
(X, u) is conservative iff its Maharam Extension (X ,ﬁ) 18 conservative.

Proof. Note that if A — X is a transient set in (X, 1), then Ax B < X is a transient
set in ()N( , ﬁ) for whatever Borel set B < R. Hence, by Theorem [B] if ()? , ﬁ) is
conservative then so is (X, ). Let us show the converse.

Since conservativity is unchanged when passing to an equivalent measure, we
may replace i by the probability measure fi that is given by

dfi (z,t) = dp (z) Le7dt.
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Now ()~( , ﬁ) is no longer measure preserving but a nonsingular probability G-space.
The Radon—-Nikodym cocycle V with respect to i takes the form

@g (z,1) = V, (@) eltI=tHloe V@l (5 1) e X,
and by the triangle inequality
69 (z,t) =V, (z) e 108 Vs @) > min {1,v, (z)* }.

By Theorem [Cl given € X which is a member of an appropriate p-conull set,
there is 0 < r, < 1 such that A (D,, (z)) = +c0. Then for every ¢ € R,

J @Q (z,t)dA\(g) = J min {1, Vg (x)2 }d)\ (9) = Ti/\ (D, (x)) = 0.
G Dy (@)

~

It follows from Theorem [Al that ()? , ﬁ) is conservative, hence so is (X , ﬁ) O

9. THE PosSITIVE-NULL DECOMPOSITION

In this complementary discussion we deal with another general decomposition
of nonsingular G-spaces, namely the Positive-Null Decomposition, that regards
the problem of whether a nonsingular G-space (X, 1) admits an invariant measure
absolutely continuous with respect to u. This problem is fundamental in ergodic
theory and it is of great interest already for G = Z (see the bibliographical notes
in [24, §3.4, pp. 144-146 and §6.3, pp. 220-221] and the many references in [IT]).
Let us formulate the most important object of the current discussion.

Definition 9.1. Let G be an lcsc group and (X, p) a nonsingular G-space. A Borel
o-finite measure is called A.C.1.M of (X, p) if it is both G-invariant and absolutely
continuous with respect to pu. An A.C.1.M of (X, u) which is a probability measure
will be called A.C.1.P of (X, ).

We emphasize that an A.C.1.M of (X, 1) need not be equivalent to p but merely
absolutely continuous with respect to u. We also stress that an A.C.I.M is finite or
infinite, thus every A.C.I.P is in particular an A.C.1.M. We will follow the convention
that all finite measures are normalized to be probability measures.

The Poincaré Recurrence Theorem [.1] asserts that only the conservative part
may support an A.C.I.P. It then can be one’s goal to decompose the conservative
part further according to the existence of an A.C.1.P. The Positive-Null Decom-
position for G = Z? is classical [24) §3.4, Theorem 4.6, §6.3, Theorem 3.9], and
for general lcsc groups it can be derived using the machinery of weakly wandering
functions (see [24] §3.4; §3.5 Theorem 4.9; §6.3 Theorem 3.10], [18], [4, §4]). The
following is a refined version of this classical decomposition, in that we also take
into account absolutely continuous invariant infinite measures.

Theorem 9.2 (Positive-Null Decomposition). Let G be an lcsc group and (X, u)
a nonsingular G-space. There is a G-invariant Borel decomposition

X =PiuPyruN,

unique modulo p, such that:
(1) (P1,p|p,), unless p-null, admits an equivalent A.C.1.P.
(2) (P, b [Py, ), unless p-null, admits an equivalent A.C.I.M but no A.C.L.P.
(8) (N, |n) admits no A.C.1M.
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FIGURE 2. The relations between the Hopf Decomposition X = C u D and the
Positive-Null Decomposition X = P; 1 Py L N.

The component D n P; is always empty (Poincaré Recurrence Theorem [£1]), and
also the component D n N is always empty (Proposition [IT]).

The relations of the Positive-Null Decomposition with the Hopf Decomposition
are illustrated in Figure

It is important to note that P; may support an infinite A.C.I.M in addition to
an A.C.1.P. Thus, the part

P :="P1 1Py,

ought to be the maximal part of (X, 1) that supports an A.C.1.M (finite or infinite).
Our approach in proving Theorem [0.2]is the following: in the first stage we decom-
pose X = P u N, with the property that P fully supports an A.c.I.M and A does
not support an A.C.I.M, and in the second stage we decompose P = P U Py, with
the property that P; fully supports an A.C.1.P and Py does not support an A.C.I.P.

The classical Neveu Decomposition deals with A.C.1.P’s only and thus, in our
terminology, it refers to the coarser decomposition

X =P, uX\Py.

We mention here a characterization of the Neveu Decomposition due to Hajian
& Tto. A Borel set W < X in a nonsingular G-space (X, ) is called weakly
wandering if there exists a countably infinite set S < G such that {s.W : s e S}
are pairwise disjoint. The collection of weakly wandering sets is hereditary, so the
following theorem follows from [20, Theorem 1] with the Exhaustion Lemma

Theorem 9.3 (Hajian-Ito). Let G be an lcsc group and (X, p) a nonsingular G-
space. The decomposition X = Py 1 (X\P1) is determined by:

(1) Py contains no weakly wandering set modulo .

(2) Every p-positive set in X \Py contains a p-positive weakly wandering subset.

Toward proving Theorem we establish some convenient terminology.

Definition 9.4. For an A.C.I.M v of a nonsingular G-space (X, ) define:

e Support: A Borel set P < X with v |[p=v and v |x\p= 0.

e Compatible support: A G-invariant support P with u |p~ v |p.

e maximal compatible support: a compatible support that contains, modulo p,
the compatible support of any other A.C.1.M.
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e l-maximal compatible support: a compatible support that contains, modulo
u, the compatible support of any other A.C.1.P.

Lemma 9.5. Fvery A.C.1.M admits a compatible support.

Proof. For an A.c.I.M v of (X, i) look at the Radon—Nikodym derivative dv/du €
L' (X, ). Pick a pointwise version ¢ : X — R of dv/du and set

P:={zeX:¢(z)>0}.

Clearly P supports v. We also have that u |p~ v |p: clearly v |p« p |p, and also
u|p< v |p since if v (E) = 0 then

u(EmP)=f 1/¢ (x)dv (z) = 0.

EnP
We show that P is p-almost G-invariant. Passing to a probability measure equiv-
alent to u if necessary, we may assume that u is a probability measure. Let g € G
be arbitrary. On one hand we have

poPaP) = 1@ = | s =n(eP),

g.P g.P
implying that p (g.P\P) = 0. On other other hand, since v is G-invariant we have
v(P\g.P)=v (g '.P\P) =0,

and using that pu |p~ v |p we deduce that u (P\g.P) = 0. All together we deduce
that p(g.PAP) = 0, and by Theorem 23] and using that v « p we may assume
that P is G-invariant. (]

Lemma 9.6. Unless A.C.1.M does not exist, there exists an A.C.I.M (which is pos-
sibly an A.C.1.P) with a mazimal compatible support.

Similarly, unless A.C.1.P does not exist, there exists an A.C.1.P with a 1-mazimal
compatible support.

The following is a proof of the first statement of Lemma [0.6] and the proof of
the second statement follows with minor modifications.

Proof. Passing to a probability measure equivalent to p if necessary, we may assume
that p is a probability measure. Set

a :=sup {p (P) : P is a compatible support of an A.C.I.M of (X, pu)}.

Choose a sequence of A.C.1.M’S v1, s, ... with corresponding compatible supports
Py, Py, ... such that u(P,) — « as n — 400. Observe that finite convex combina-
tions of A.C.I.M’s is again an A.C.I.M, and the union of the underlying compatible
supports is a compatible support for the sum, so we may assume that P, < P, < - - -.
We then define vy by

vo:=v1/2on P; and vy := Vn/2"+1 on P,\P,_1 for n > 2.

Is is easy to see that v is o-finite (possibly finite) and, since v, is G-invariant and
P, is a G-invariant set for every n € N, we also see that vy is G-invariant. Thus,
Vo is an A.C.I.M of (X, u). Letting

P()::PluPQU"',

it is clearly a compatible support for vy, and we claim that it is also maximal; indeed,
since p (Py) = p(Py) for every m necessarily p(Fy) = a, so for any compatible
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support P of any A.C..M v of (X, u), by taking a convex combination of vy and
v we obtain a new A.C.I.M with compatible support Py U P. Then a = p(FPp) <
u(Pou P) < a, hence pu (P\Py) = 0. O

Proof of Theorem [9.2. 1f there is no A.C.1.M of (X, u) we put AV = X. Otherwise,
using the first statement of Lemmal[0.6] fix an A.C.1.M v with a maximal compatible
support P, let N := X\P and look at the G-invariant Borel decomposition

X =PuWN.

Since P is a compatible support, v |p~ u |p. From the maximality of P, the
compatible support of every A.C.1.M of (X, ), which always exists by Lemma [0.5]
must be contained in P modulo p, hence N supports no A.c.1.M of (X, ). This
establishes the property (3) in the theorem for the set N.

We now restrict our attention to the nonsingular G-space (P, p |p). If there is
no A.C.I.P of (P, |p) we put Py, = P. Otherwise, using the second statement of
Lemma [0.6] fix an A.C.I.P ¢ with a l-maximal compatible support Py, let Py, =
P\P; and look at the G-invariant Borel decomposition

P=P1 \_’7)00

The very same reasoning as in the first part of this proof establishes properties (1)
and (2) in the theorem for the sets P; and Pe.

Finally, the maximality of P as the compatible support of the A.C.1.M v together
with the 1-maximality of P; as the compatible support of the A.C.I1.P p, imply the
uniqueness of the decomposition. O

10. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND FURTHER QUESTIONS

10.0.1. Transience from the Right. Following Definition [[2] one may consider an-
other notion of a transient set, namely a Borel set A = X with A(Rx (z)~" ) < 4w
for every z € X. When G is not unimodular it does not coincide with our working
definition of a transient set.

Question 10.1. Suppose G is a non-unimodular lesc group and (X, ) a nonsingu-
lar G-space. If there is a p-positive set A < X with )\(RA (x)_l) < 40 for every
xe X, is (X, ) dissipative?

Note that the converse is always true: when (X, ) is dissipative it contains even
a p-positive strongly transient set, which obviously has this property.

10.0.2. Shelah—Weiss Pointwise Characterization of Transience. In [35], Shelah &
Weiss showed that for an aperiodic Borel automorphism f of a standard Borel space
X, every Borel set A € X that satisfies u (A) = 0 for every quasi-invariant ergodic
probability measure p on X, is contained in ., f™ (W) for some wandering set
W < X (note that the conclusion is measure-free). It is natural to ask for the
following continuous analog:

Question 10.2. Let G be an Ilcsc non-compact group with a left Haar measure X
and X a free Borel G-space. Suppose that A c X is a Borel set with A\ (R4 (x)) >0
for every x € G.A. Is it true that A < G.T for some transient set T < X provided
that 1 (G.A) = 0 for every quasi-invariant ergodic probability measure p on X ¢
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Note that since every Borel G-space admits a cross-section C, that is G.C = X
and there exists an identity neighborhood U < G such that Ux n Uy = & for
all distinet x,y € C (see e.g. [37, §2] and the references therein), the assumption
A (R4 (z)) > 0 whenever z € G.A is necessary.

10.0.3. Kaimanovich-Type Characterization. Theorem[(is formulated for unimod-
ular groups. We do not know whether it is true generally:

Question 10.3. Suppose G is an lesc non-unimodular group and (X, 1) a dissipa-
tive nonsingular probability G-space. Is it true that for u-a.e. x € X there exists
ry > 0 such that A\ (g€ G : Vy(z) = ry) = +0?

10.0.4. First Cohomology, Skew Products and Maharam Extensions. Schmidt’s mono-
graph [33] provides a thorough study of the cohomology of nonsingular G-spaces for
countable group G. See also [I, Chapter 8]. While we did not include this theory in
this work, one naturally expects to adapt it to an lcsc acting group G, thus defining
cocycles [33] §2], essential values [33] §3] and recurrence of cocycles [33], Definition
3.13]. Tt is then expected that a cocycle is recurrent iff the skew-product it forms is
conservative (following [33] §5]), and that the Radon-Nikodym cocycle of a conser-
vative nonsingular G-spaces is recurrent (following [34], §4]), hereby showing that
the Maharam Extension of a conservative nonsingular G-space is conservative.

APPENDIX A. MEASURES ON HOMOGENEOUS SPACES

The construction of measures on homogeneous spaces was established by Mackey
[25] §1] and extended later by many others. We recall its basics here in a way that
suits our needs. We will follow Mackey’s seminal works [2526] and the presentation
in [I5] §2.6] (see also [39, Chapter V, §4]).

A group pair C < G is a pair of an lcsc group G and a closed subgroup C' of
G. We denote by G/C the coset space {gC : g € G} with the quotient topology it
inherits from G. The group G acts continuously and transitively on G/C via

g.(hC) =ghC, geG,hCeG/C.

We will refer to measures on G/C simply as invariant or quasi-invariant, with the
understanding that this always means invariance or quasi-invariance with respect to
the natural action of G on G/C. Since this action is transitive, it becomes ergodic
with respect to whatever invariant or quasi-invariant measure we may put on G/C.

Theorem A.1 (Mackey). For every group pair C' < G, the coset space G/C be-
comes a standard Borel space. Equivalently, with the natural action of C' on G, the
orbit equivalent relation Eg is smooth.

This theorem was proved by Mackey with two different formulations in [25]
Lemma 1.1] and [26] Theorem 7.2], which are equivalent according to Theorem
See also [41], Corollary A.8]. In fact, it is true also beyond lesc groups (see [22]
Theorem (12.17)] and [16, Theorem 2.2.10]; cf. [16, Proposition 3.4.6]). A useful fact
for the proof of the following extension of Mackey’s theorem, is that the quotient
topology itself is Polish, making G/C a Polish G-space.

Theorem A.2. Suppose C < G is a group pair with compact C, and let H be
a closed subgroup of G. Then, with the natural action of H on G/C, the orbit

. . G/C .
equivalence relation EH/ is smooth.
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Proof. Since H is closed its action on G/C' is continuous in the quotient topology,
which is a Polish topology by [16, Theorem 2.2.10]. The orbits in this action are

Hy,c = HgC, ¢gCeG/C,

and since H is closed and C' is compact we deduce that all orbits are closed. We
finally recall that a Borel equivalence relation with closed equivalence classes is
smooth (see [22] Theorem (12.16)] and [16], Theorem 6.4.4(iv)]). O

The construction of measures on homogeneous spaces yields a quasi-invariant
Radon measure on G/C. In the following we describe it as well as Weil’s formula it
satisfies. Given a group pair C' < G, treating each of G and C as an lcsc group on
its own right, we denote by Ag and A¢ their respective left Haar measures and by
Ag and A the corresponding modular functions. Every group pair C' < G admits
a rho-function, i.e. a continuous function p: G — R, with

plae) = 55T pla), (@G xC.

(See [15, Proposition 2.54]). The following theorem is classical and in many occa-
sions is formulated for locally compact groups that may not be second countable.
We focus solely on lesc groups.

Theorem A.3 (Measures on homogeneous spaces). For a group pair C' < G:

(1) There is an essentially unique (up to a positive constant multiple) invariant
o-finite Radon measure k on G/C iff Ag |c= Ac.

(2) There is always an essentially unique (up to measure class) quasi-invariant
o-finite Radon measure k on G/C, whose Radon—Nikodym cocycle is jointly
continuous.

(3) Weil’s formula: For every s as in (2), there is a rho-function p with

aon [ @it~ [ o0 2ziine | o) a o).

for every Borel function ¢ : G — [0,0).

Proof. Since G is assumed to be o-compact, so is its continuous image G/C. Thus,
every Radon measure on G/C would be automatically o-finite. Part (1) can be
found in [I5], Theorem (2.49)]. Part (2) can be found in [I5, Theorem (2.59)]. As
for part (3), in [15, Theorem (2.56)] there can be found the formula

[ ewr@arce=[ |[ sume]|anuo

G c/c Lo

for every compactly supported continuous ¢ : G — [0, +00). Since we deal with
second countable groups it applies to every Borel function ¢ : G — [0, +0) (see [15]
§2.7, pp. 64-65]). Finally, for every Borel function ¢ : G — [0, +0), substituting
©/p for ¢ in this formula and using the rho-function property, we obtain the formula
appears in part (3). O

The uniqueness of x as stated in Theorem [A3]2) is restricted to the class of
Radon measures whose Radon—Nikodym cocycle is jointly continuous. Also the
famous uniqueness of the Haar measure is formulated in the common literature
under further regularity property (e.g. Radon). We will need to strengthen this
uniqueness which is due to Mackey.
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It was shown by Mackey that in fact quasi-invariance is sufficient to completely
determine the measure class in the construction of measures on homogeneous spaces
(a fact that is already significant when C' is the trivial subgroup). Given that every
o-finite measure is equivalent to a probability measure, which is always Radon,
Mackey’s theorem renders any additional regularity assumptions redundant. We
formulate this for compact C, in which case Ag |¢c= A |¢ hence k is invariant
according to Theorem [A-3](1).

Theorem A.4 (Mackey). For a group pair C < G with compact C, with the
invariant measure k constructed in Theorem [A.3(1), the following hold:

(1) Ewery quasi-invariant o-finite Borel measure is equivalent to k.

(2) Every invariant o-finite Borel measure is a positive constant multiple of k.

(8) The pushforward of A along the canonical projection G — G/C' is precisely
K up to a positive constant multiple.

Proof. Part (1). It was shown in [25] Theorem 1.1] that the measure class of &
is unique among the quasi-invariant o-finite Borel measures on G/C which are
finite on compact sets. As every o-finite measure is equivalent to a probability
measure, which is inherently Radon (see e.g. [22] Theorem (17.10)]), and equivalence
of measures preserves quasi-invariance, the desired uniqueness hereby follows. (cf.
[26, Theorem 7.1 and its Corollary]).

Part (2). If & is any invariant o-finite Borel measure equivalent to &, then dx’/dk
is an invariant function on G/C. Since the action is transitive, dx’/dk is necessarily
a positive constant.

Part (3). Let ¢ : G — G/C be the canonical projection, which is continuous and
open map, and consider the pushforward measure ¢zAg on G/C. This is a Borel
measure and it is invariant since

q¢ ' (9.B) = g¢ ' (B) for every Borel set B < G/C and g € G.

Then with Part (2), in order to finish we have left to show that g.Ag is o-finite
(which fails when C' is non-compact: G = R? and C' = R). For an arbitrary
compact set K < G we have ¢! (K - C) ¢ K.C and then, since K - C is compact
in G,

Qs G (KC) < A\g (K . O) < +00.
As K is arbitrary and G is o-compact, it follows that g« Ag is o-finite. O
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