
CONVERGENCE OF TSIRELSON CONVOLUTION

SYSTEMS OF PROBABILITY SPACES

REMUS FLORICEL AND PATRICK MELANSON

Abstract. We associate two specific projective systems of probability
spaces with any Tsirelson convolution system. If the projective limits
of these systems exist, then we call the convolution system convergent
and K-convergent, respectively. It is shown that convergent convolution
systems give rise to continuous products of probability spaces, while K-
convergent convolution systems lead to flow systems. We investigate the
relationship between convergence and K-convergence, as well as their
connections to two-parameter product systems of Hilbert spaces.

1. Introduction

Motivated by Arveson’s theory of product systems [1, 2], B. Tsirelson
initiated the study of two-parameter product systems of Hilbert spaces in
[12,13] (see also [11]) through probabilistic methods, including the analysis
of stochastic processes and flows. Considering that convolution semigroups
of measures can naturally be used to construct stochastic processes via Kol-
mogorov’s extension theorem, which in turn lead to product systems, one
of Tsirelson’s initial steps in his investigation was to introduce the concept
of a convolution system of standard probability spaces as a generalization
of convolution semigroups. However, unlike convolution semigroups of mea-
sures, convolution systems may not always give rise to a stochastic flow.
This limitation primarily stems from the fact that the category of probabil-
ity spaces generally does not admit projective limits, making any attempt
to generalize Kolmogorov’s extension theorem quite challenging [3, 4, 10].
When a convolution system leads to a stochastic flow, or a flow system, as
it is called in [13, Sec. 3b], the flow system can then be directly used to
construct a continuous product of probability spaces (CPPS), largely due to
the specific properties of the standard spaces used in this construction (see
[13, Sec. 3c]). This, in turn, leads to a two-parameter product system of
Hilbert spaces by transitioning to the corresponding L2-spaces.

The purpose of this note is to show that continuous products of (not
necessarily standard) probability spaces over a linearly ordered set can be
obtained from some convolution systems, even if they may not admit flow
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systems. It also explores the interplay between convolution systems that
admit CPPS and those that admit flow systems. This is achieved by associ-
ating two projective systems of probability spaces with a given convolution
system (see Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 4.1). If the projective limits of
these systems exist, they will be referred to as convergent and K-convergent,
respectively. In these cases, they give rise to a continuous product of prob-
ability spaces and a flow system, respectively

We show in Theorem 3.3 that the product system of L2-Hilbert spaces of
the projective CPPS associated with a convergent convolution system can
be described in terms of the subproduct system of L2-Hilbert spaces of the
convolution system through an inductive limit construction. We also show
in Proposition 4.2 that any K-convergent system is convergent and find in
Theorem 4.5 the necessary and sufficient conditions for a convergent system
to be K-convergent.

At this end, we note that some of the techniques employed in this paper
can be regarded as the projective counterparts to the inductive techniques
used in [5] within the context of C∗-algebras.

Notation 1.1. All the notation used in this article is standard. The cat-
egory Prob of probability spaces consists of probability spaces (Ω,F , µ),
where F is a σ-field of subsets of Ω and µ is a probability measure on
F , with morphisms T : (Ω,F , µ) → (Ω′,F ′, µ′) given by measurable and
measure-preserving transformations T : Ω → Ω′. Any such morphism T
induces the Koopman isometry UT : L2(µ′) → L2(µ) by UT (f) = f ◦ T
for f ∈ L2(µ′). As usual, relations between sets and functions are to be
interpreted up to a set of measure zero.

2. Background

2.1. Convolution systems of probability spaces and subproduct sys-
tems of Hilbert spaces. In this subsection, we present the main objects
of study in this article, all of which were formally introduced by B. Tsirelson
in [12, 13]. It is important to note that Tsirelson’s work assumes all prob-
abilistic spaces to be standard. To maintain the highest level of generality
in this note, and in line with the development of an ”uncountable” measure
theory as proposed in [7], we entirely drop this assumption. Additionally,
we will work with convolution systems over arbitrary linearly ordered sets
instead of R, as suggested in [13]. Similarly, for the same reasons, we do
not automatically assume the separability of Hilbert spaces, which is an
important requirement in Arveson’s theory of product systems.

Definition 2.1. (i) A convolution system S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S over
a linearly ordered set (S,≤) consists of a family {(Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t) | s, t ∈
S, s < t} of probability spaces and a family {Tr,s,t | r, s, t ∈ S, r < s < t} of
morphisms Tr,s,t : (Ωr,s,Fr,s, µr,s)× (Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t)→ (Ωr,t,Fr,t, µr,t), called
the multiplication of the system, which is associative in the sense that the
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diagram

(1)

Ωr,s × Ωs,t × Ωt,u Ωr,t × Ωt,u

Ωr,s × Ωs,u Ωr,u,

Tr,s,t×idΩt,u

idΩr,s ×Ts,t,u Tr,t,u

Tr,s,u

commutes for all r < s < t < u in S.
(ii) A continuous product of probability spaces, abbreviated as CPPS,

is a convolution system whose multiplication consists of isomorphisms of
probability spaces.

(iii) A morphism of convolution systems, from S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S
to S ′ = {Ω′

s,t,F ′
s,t, µs,t, T

′
r,s,t}S, is a family θ = {θs,t}s<t of morphisms of

probability spaces θs,t : (Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t) → (F ′
s,t,Σ

′
s,t, µ

′
s,t), which makes the

diagram

(2)

Ωr,s × Ωs,t Ω′
r,s × Ω′

s,t

Ωr,t Ω′
r,t

θr,s×θs,t

Tr,s,t T ′
r,s,t

θr,t

commutative, for all r < s < t in S
(iv) A flow system ((Ω,F , P ), {Xs,t})S over a convolution system S =

{Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S consists of a probability space (Ω,F , P ) and a family
{Xs,t | s, t ∈ S, s < t} of morphisms of probability spaces Xs,t : (Ω,F , P )→
(Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t) that satisfies the following conditions:

(1) F is the joint of the σ-fields F∗
s,t = X−1

s,t (Fs,t), i.e., the σ-field gen-
erated by the field F0 =

⋃
s<tF∗

s,t;
(2) Xt1,t2 , Xt1,t2 ,...., Xt1,t2 are independent, for all t1 < t2 < · · · < tn in

S;
(3) Xr,t(ω) = Tr,s,t(Xr,s(ω), Xs,t(ω)), ω ∈ Ω, for all r < s < t in S.

Example 2.1. i) Let (S,G) be a measurable semigroup, consisting of a
semigroup S and a σ-field G on S such that the semigroup operation (s, t) 7→
st is G-measurable. The convolution µ∗ν of two probability measures µ and
ν on G is defined as the push-forward of the product measure µ × ν by
the semigroup operation. Suppose that µ is an indempotent probability
measure on G, i.e., µ ∗ µ = µ. Then it gives rise to a trivial convolution
system Sµ = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t = µ, Tr,s,t}S over any linearly ordered set (S,≤),
where Ωs,t = S, Fs,t = G and Tr,s,t is given by the semigroup operation, for
all r < s < t in S. We recall that the structure of idempotent regular
Borel probability measures on locally compact Hausdorff second-countable
topological semigroups is well-understood (see e.g. [8, Th. 2.8]).

ii) More generally, let {µt}t∈R be a one-parameter convolution semi-
group of probability measures over a measurable semigroup (S,G). Then
S{µt} = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}R is a convolution system over the set of all
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real numbers, where Ωs,t = S, Fs,t = G, µs,t = µs−t, and Tr,s,t is given by
the semigroup operation, for all real numbers r < s < t.

Observation 2.1. Tsirelson’s method for constructing CPPSs from convo-
lution systems of standard probability spaces [13, Sect. 3c] does not directly
involve the given convolution system, but rather the flow system associated
with it, if one exists. Also, Tsirelson showed in [13] that a convolution sys-
tem over S = (R,≤) admits a flow system if and only if it is separable, in
the sense of Definition 3b4 in [13]. For example, taking S = (Z/mZ,+)
and µ being the uniform distribution on Z/mZ, the convolution system con-
structed as in Example 2.1 (i), based on this data, is not separable. On the
other hand, taking S = (R,+), the system constructed in Example 2.1 (ii)
is separable.

Convolution systems and CPPSs can be regarded as the probabilistic
counterparts to the notions of two-parameter subproduct systems and prod-
uct systems of Hilbert spaces, respectively. However, the former appear to
be more versatile than the latter. The concept of two-parameter product
systems of Hilbert spaces was first introduced by Tsirelson in [12] under the
name “local continuous product of Hilbert spaces”, obtained by excluding
unbounded intervals from the definition of a continuous product of Hilbert
spaces. Meanwhile, two-parameter subproduct systems were formally intro-
duced in [5] under the name “Tsirelson subproduct system”, although the
concept was well-known long before their formal introduction.

Definition 2.2. A two-parameter subproduct system of Hilbert spaces, or
subproduct system for short, H = {Hs,t, Ur,s,t}S over a linearly ordered set
(S,≤) consists of a family {Hs,t | s, t ∈ S, s < t} of Hilbert spaces Hs,t and a
family {Ur,s,t | r, s, t ∈ S, r < s < t} of isometries Ur,s,t : Hr,t → Hr,s ⊗Hs,t

that satisfy the co-associativity law(
1Hr,s ⊗ Us,t,u

)
Ur,s,u =

(
Ur,s,t ⊗ 1Ht,u

)
Ur,t,u,(3)

for all r < s < t < u in S.
If the operators Ur,s,t are all unitary operators, then H = {Hs,t, Ur,s,t}S

will be referred to as a two-parameter product system of Hilbert spaces, or
product system for short.

The concept of morphism/isomorphism of subproduct systems is naturally
defined, similarly to that of morphism/isomorphism of convolution systems.

Observation 2.2. Any convolution system S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S
gives rise to the subproduct system

L2(S ) = {L2(µs,t), UTr,s,t}S,

where UTr,s,t is the Koopman isometry induced by Tr,s,t. If S is a CPPS,

then L2(S ) is a product system. Moreover, any morphism θ = {θs,t}0<s<t of
convolution systems, from S to S ′, induces the morphism Uθ = {Uθs,t}0<s<t

of subproduct systems, from L2(S ′) to L2(S ).
4



2.2. Projective systems of probability spaces. In this sub-section, we
briefly recall the notion of a projective system and projective limit of prob-
ability spaces, which is central to the purpose of this paper. For a compre-
hensive discussion of the subject, we refer the reader to [3, 4, 10].

A projective system of probability spaces over a directed set (I,≤) is a
pair {(Ωi,Fi, µi)}, Ti,j} consisting of a family {(Ωi, ,Fi, µi)}i∈I of probabil-
ity spaces and a family {Ti,j}i, j∈I, i≤j of morphisms of probability spaces
Ti,j : (Ωj ,Fj , µj)→ (Ωi,Fi, µi), i ≤ j, satisfying the compatibility condition
Ti,jTj,k = Ti,k, for all i ≤ j ≤ k, and Ti,i = idΩi .

Let Ω = lim←−{Ωi, Ti,j} be the projective limit of the projective system

{Ωi, Ti,j} over (I,≤) in the category Set of sets, i.e., Ω is the subset of the
cartesian product ΩI =×i∈I Ωi consisting of those elements ω = {ωi}i∈I ,
called threads, such that for each i ≤ j in I, ωi = Ti,j(ωj). We notice that
the set Ω can be empty, even in cases where the mappings Ti,j are surjective
[9, 14]. If Ω is non-empty and the coordinate projections

Ti : Ω ∋ {ωj}j∈I 7→ ωi ∈ Ωi

are all surjective, then, using terminology from [3], we say that the Set-
projective system {Ωi, Ti,j} is simply maximal. In this in case, the mappings
Ti,j must also be all surjective.

Assuming further that the system {Ωi, Ti,j} is simply maximal, we con-

sider the field F0 =
⋃

i∈I T
−1
i (Fi) and the joint F =

∨
i∈I T

−1
i (Fi) of the

σ-fields T−1
i (Fi). Let µ : F0 → [0, 1] be the finitely additive set function,

defined uniquely by the equation

µ(T−1
i (A)) = µi(A), A ∈ Fi.(4)

Generally, µ may fail to be σ-additive and thus cannot be extended to F .

Definition 2.3. A simply maximal projective system of probability spaces
{(Ωi,Fi, µi), Ti,j} is said to be convergent if µ is σ-additive on F0.

If this is the case, then we shall use the same notation, µ, to denote the
(unique) σ-additive extension of µ to F . The resulting probability space

(Ω,F , µ) := lim←−
I

{(Ωi,Fi, µi), Ti,j}

is called the projective limit of {(Ωi,Fi, µi), Ti,j}.
Numerous criteria for the existence of the projective limit have been iden-

tified (see [4, 6, 10] and the references therein); in this paper, we employ a
simple yet effective one for our purposes. If there exists an “upper bound”,
consisting on a probability space (N,N , ν) and a family {Si}i∈I of epi-
morphisms Si : (N,N , ν) → (Ωi,Fi, µi) such that N =

∨
i∈I S

−1
i (Fi) and

Ti,jSj = Si, for all i, j ∈ I with i ≤ j then the set-function µ in (4) must be
σ-additive, and thus the projective limit exists. From this perspective, the
projective limit is the least upper bound (N,N , ν) with the aforementioned
properties. Consequently, it is unique (up to isomorphism) and possesses
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the property that (Ω,F , µ) = lim←−I0{(Ωi,Fi, µi), Ti,j}, for any cofinal subset

I0 of (I,≤).

2.3. Finite Partitions. Let (S,≤) be a linearly ordered set. For any two
elements s, t ∈ S, s < t, consider the partially ordered set (Ks,t,⊆) of all
finite partitions of the interval [s, t], ordered by inclusion. We notice that if
I = {s = ι0 < ι1 < ι2 < · · · < ιm < ιm+1 = t} ∈ Ks,t, then any refinement
J ∈ Ks,t of I, i.e., I ⊆ J , can be written as

J = I0 ∪ I1 ∪ · · · ∪ Im,(5)

where Ii = {j ∈ J, ιi ≤ j ≤ ιi+1} = {ιi = ιi0 < ιi1 < · · · < ιinIi
< ιi+1} ∈

Kιi,ιi+1 , for some nIi ∈ N depending on the partition Ii, for all 0 ≤ i ≤ m.
We also consider the set K =

⋃
s<tKs,t of all finite subsets I ⊂ S, |I| ≥ 2,

ordered by inclusion as well. As above, if I ∈ Ks,t and J ∈ K is a refinement
of I, then J can be written as

J = IL ∪ Ĩ ∪ IR,(6)

where IL = {j ∈ J | j ≤ ι0}, IR = {j ∈ J | j ≥ ιm+1} and Ĩ = I0∪· · ·∪Im ∈
Ks,t, with Ik defined as above. Note that Ĩ is a refinement of I.

3. Convergent convolution systems and associated CPPSs

Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a convolution system. For any two
elements s, t ∈ S, s < t, and any partition I ∈ Ks,t, I = {s = ι0 < ι1 < ι2 <
· · · < ιm < ιm+1 = t}, we consider the product measure space (ΩI ,FI , µI)
over I, where ΩI = Ωι0,ι1×Ωι1,ι2×· · ·×Ωιm,ιm+1 , FI = Fι0,ι1⊗Fι1,ι2⊗· · ·⊗
Fιm,ιm+1 , and µI = µι0,ι1 × µι1,ι2 × · · · × µιm,ιm+1 .

For any refinement J ∈ Ks,t of I, we also consider the mapping TI,J :
ΩJ → ΩI defined as follows:

(i) If I is the trivial partition, I = {s, t}, and J = {s = j0 < j1 < j2 <
· · · < jn < jn+1 = t}, then TI,J : ΩJ → Ωs,t is defined iteratively as

TI,J =

{
Tj0,j1,j2 ifn = 1

Tj0,jn,jn+1(T{j0,jn},J\{jn+1} × idΩjn,jn+1
) ifn ≥ 2

where J \{jn+1} ∈ Ks,jn is the partition obtained by removing the endpoint
t = jn+1 from J .

(ii) If I = {s = ι0 < ι1 < ι2 < · · · < ιm < ιm+1 = t}, I ⊆ J , are arbitrary
partitions, then by writing J it as in (5), we define

TI,J = T{ι0,ι1},I0 × T{ι1,ι2},I1 × . . . T{ιm,ιm+1},Im ,

where T{ιk,ιk+1},Ik : ΩIk → Ωιk,ιk+1
are as in (i).

(iii) If I = J , we set TI,I = idΩI
.

The construction carried out above ensures that TI,J : (ΩJ ,FJ , µJ) →
(ΩI ,FI , µI) is a morphism of probability spaces, for all I, J ∈ Ks,t, I ⊆ J .
The newly created system is projective, as shown below.
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Proposition 3.1. Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a convolution system.
Then the system ({(ΩI ,FI , µI)}, {TI,J}) is a projective system of probability
spaces over the directed set (Ks,t,⊆), for all s < t in S.

Proof. Let s < t be two elements of S. We show that TI,K = TI,JTJ,K , for
all partitions I, J, K ∈ Ks,t, I ⊆ J ⊆ K. If I = {s, t} is the trivial partition,
then the identity can be deduced easily. For a general partition I = {s =
ι0 < ι1 < · · · < ιm < ιm+1 = t}, we use (5) to decompose J in terms of I as
J = I0∪I1∪· · ·∪Im, where Ii ∈ Kιi,ιi+1 , for all 0 ≤ i ≤ m. Similarly, we can
decompose K in terms of J , thus K = J0∪J1 ∪ · · · ∪Jℓ, where J0 ∈ Kι00 ,ι01

,
J1 ∈ Kι01 ,ι02

, · · · , Jℓ ∈ KιmnIm
,ιm+1 . However, we can also decompose K

in terms of I. Explicitly, we get K = I ′0 ∪ I ′1 ∪ · · · ∪ I ′m, where I ′0 =
nI0⋃
i=0

Ji

and I ′i =
nIi⋃

j=nIi−1+1

Jj for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Via this new decomposition,

we have that TI0,I′0
= T{ι00 ,ι01},J0 × T{ι01 ,ι02},J1 × · · · × T{ι0nI0

,ι1},JnI0
, and

TIk,I
′
k
= T{ιk0 ,ιk1},JnIk−1

+1
×T{ιk1 ,ιk2},JnIk−1

+2
×· · ·×T{ιknIk

,ιk+1},JnIk
, for all

1 ≤ k ≤ m, so TJ,K =×m
k=0 TIk,I

′
k
. Consequently,

TI,K =
m

×
k=0

T{ιk,ιk+1},I′k =
m

×
k=0

T{ιk,ιk+1},IkTIk,I
′
k
= TI,JTJ,K

as required. □

Definition 3.1. A convolution system S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S is said
to be convergent if for any two elements s < t of S, the projective system
({(ΩI ,FI , µI)}, {TI,J}) over (Ks,t,⊆) is convergent.

We denote by (Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t) the projective limit,

(Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t) = lim←−

Ks,t

{(ΩI ,FI , µI), TI,J},

of the convergent projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), TI,J} over (Ks,t,⊆), and by

T ♭
I : (Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µ

♭
s,t) → (ΩI ,FI , µI) the canonical epimorphism (coordinate

projection), for all I ∈ Ks,t; they satisfy the compatibility relation T ♭
I =

TI,JT
♭
J , for all I, J ∈ Ks,t, I ⊆ J .

The following result allows the construction of a CPPS from a convergent
convolution system.

Theorem 3.2. Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a convergent convolution
system. For any r < s < t in S, there exists an isomorphism of probability
spaces

T ♭
r,s,t : (Ω

♭
r,s,F ♭

r,s, µr,s)× (Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t)→ (Ω♭

r,t,F ♭
r,t, µ

♭
r,t)

that makes the system S ♭ = {Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t, T

♭
r,s,t}S into a CPPS.
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Proof. Let r, t ∈ S with r < t. For any s ∈ S satisfying r < s < t, let
Kr,s,t be the set of all partitions I ∈ Kr,t such that s ∈ I. Since Kr,s,t is

a cofinal subset of (Kr,t,⊆), we have that (Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t) is the projective

limit of the convergent projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), TI,J} over (Kr,s,t,⊆).
We freely identify the poset (Kr,s,t,⊆) with Kr,s ×Ks,t, considered with the
product order, via the order isomorphism Kr,s,t ∋ I = Is ∪ sI 7→ Is × sI ∈
Kr,s × Ks,t. Given that (ΩI ,FI , µI) = (ΩIs ,FIs , µIs) × (ΩsI ,FsI , µsI), for
all I ∈ Kr,s,t, and TI,J = TIs,Js × TsI,sJ , for all I ⊆ J in Kr,t, we infer that

the product probability space (Ω♭
r,s,F ♭

r,s, µ
♭
r,s) × (Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µ

♭
s,t) is the least

upper bound of the convergent projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), TI,J} over
(Ks,t,⊆). Consequently, there exists an isomorphism of probability spaces

T ♭
r,s,t : (Ω

♭
r,s,F ♭

r,s, µ
♭
r,s)× (Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µ

♭
s,t)→ (Ω♭

r,t,F ♭
r,t, µ

♭
r,t) such that

T ♭
IT

♭
r,s,t = T ♭

Is × T ♭
sI(7)

for all I = Is ∪ sI ∈ Kr,s,t.

It remains to show that the family {T ♭
r,s,t} thus constructed is associative.

Let then r < s < t < u be some elements of S. Identifying, as above,
the poset (Kr,s,t,u,⊆) of all partitions I ∈ Kr,u such that s, t ∈ I with the
product poset Kr,s×Ks,t×Kt,u via I = Is ∪ sIt ∪ tI 7→ Is× sIt× tI, we have

T ♭
IT

♭
r,s,u(idΩ♭

r,s
×T ♭

s,t,u) = (T ♭
Is × T ♭

sIt∪tI)(idΩ♭
r,s
×T ♭

s,t,u)(8)

= T ♭
Is × T ♭

sIt × T ♭
It .

Similarly, T ♭
IT

♭
r,t,u(T

♭
r,s,t×idΩ♭

t,u
) = T ♭

Is
×T ♭

sIt
×T ♭

It
, and the conclusion follows.

□

Definition 3.2. The system S ♭ = {Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t, T

♭
r,s,t}S will be referred

as the projective CPPS associate with S .

If T ♭
s,t : (Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µs,t) → (Ωs,t,F ♭

s,t, µs,t) is the canonical epimorphism
corresponding to the trivial partition I = {s, t}, then the resulting family

τS = {T ♭
s,t}s<t is an epimorphism of convolution systems from S ♭ to S .

The following result follows immediately from Theorem 3.2 and from the
properties of the projective limit.

Corollary 3.2.1. If θ : S1 → S2 is an isomorphism of convergent convo-
lution systems, then there exists an isomorphism of CPPSs θ♭ : S ♭

1 → S ♭
2

such that θτS1 = τS2θ
♭.

We end this section by noticing that the product system of Hilbert spaces
L2(S ♭) of the projective CPPS S ♭ associated with a convergent convolu-
tion system S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S can be described in terms of the
subproduct system of Hilbert spaces L2(S ) trough an inductive limit con-
struction. Indeed, for all s < t in S, let

Hs,t = lim−→
I∈Ks,t

L2(µI)

8



be the inductive limit of the inductive system of Hilbert spaces (L2(µI), UTI,J
)

over (Ks,t,⊆) with connecting isometries VI : L2(µI) → Hs,t, I ∈ Ks,t sat-
isfying the compatibility relation VJUTI,J

= VI for all I ⊆ J in Ks,t. Ar-
guing as in Theorem 3.2, one can find a unique unitary operator Ur,s,t :
Hr,t → Hr,s ⊗ Hs,t that satisfies the identity Ur,s,tVI = VIs ⊗ VsI , for all
I = Is ∪ sI ∈ Kr,s,t. The system

H = {Hs,t, Ur,s,t}S
is a product system of Hilbert spaces. We then have:

Theorem 3.3. If S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S is a convergent convolution
system, then the product systems of Hilbert spaces H = {Hs,t, Ur,s,t}S and

L2(S ♭) are isomorphic.

Proof. Because UT ♭
J
UTI,J

= UT ♭
I
, for all I ⊆ J , I, ,J ∈ Ks,t, and the set⋃

I∈Ks,t
UT ♭

I
(L2(µI)) is everywhere dense in L2(µ♭

s,t), it follows from the uni-

versal property of the inductive limit that there exists a unique unitary
operator θs,t : Hs,t → L2(µ♭

s,t) such that θs,tVI = UT ♭
I
, for all I ∈ Ks,t.

Moreover, since

(θr,s ⊗ θs,t)Ur,s,tVI = θr,sVIs ⊗ θs,tVsI = UT ♭
Is
⊗ UT ♭

sI

= UT ♭
r,s,t

UT ♭
I
= UT ♭

r,s,t
θr,tVI ,

for all I = Is ∪ sI ∈ Kr,s,t, and r < s < t in S, we deduce that (θr,s ⊗
θs,t)Ur,s,t = UT ♭

r,s,t
θr,t, i.e., {θs,t} is an isomorphism of product systems. □

4. K-convergent convolution systems and associated flow
systems

Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a convolution system. Consider two

partitions I, J ∈ K, I ⊆ J , and write J = IL ∪ Ĩ ∪ IR as in (6). We set

XI,J =

{
TI,J if I, J ∈ Ks,t, for some s < t in S
(T

I,Ĩ
) ◦ (π

Ĩ,J
) otherwise

where π
Ĩ,J

: ΩJ → Ω
Ĩ
is the coordinate projection. ThenXI,J : (ΩJ ,FJ , µJ)→

(ΩI ,FI , µI) is a morphism of probability spaces. Moreover:

Proposition 4.1. The system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), XI,J} is a projective system of
probability spaces over the directed set (K,⊆).

Proof. The compatibility relation XI,JXJ,K = XI,K , for all I, J, K ∈ K
satisfying I ⊆ J ⊆ K, is verified using the same approach as in Proposition
3.1. For this, suppose I ∈ Kq,r, J ∈ Ks,t, and K ∈ Ku,v. where u <
s < q < r < t < v. Following (6), we decompose J with respect to I as

J = IL ∪ Ĩ ∪ IR, K with respect to J as K = JL ∪ J̃ ∪ JR, and K with

respect to I as K = I ′L ∪ Ĩ ′ ∪ I ′R. Note that the partitions I, Ĩ, Ĩ ′ ∈ Kq,r

satisfy I ⊆ Ĩ ⊆ Ĩ ′, and the partitions J, J̃ ∈ Ks,t satisfy J ⊆ J̃ . It then
9



follows that Ĩ ′ ⊆ J̃ , and decomposition (6) of J̃ with respect to Ĩ ′ is given

by J̃ = (J̃ ∩ [u, s]) ∪ Ĩ ′ ∪ (J̃ ∩ [t, v]). Using this, we have

π
Ĩ,J

◦ (T
J,J̃

) = π
Ĩ,J

◦ (T
J∩[u,s],J̃∩[u,s] × T

J∩[s,t],J̃∩[s,t] × T
J∩[t,v],J̃∩[t,v])

= π
Ĩ,J

◦ (T
IL,J̃∩[u,s] × T

Ĩ,Ĩ′
× T

IR,J̃∩[t,v])

= (T
Ĩ,Ĩ′

) ◦ π
Ĩ′,J̃

.

Therefore

XI,JXJ,K = (T
I,Ĩ

) ◦ (π
Ĩ,J

) ◦ (T
J,J̃

) ◦ (π
J̃ ,K

) = (T
I,Ĩ

) ◦ (T
Ĩ,Ĩ′

) ◦ (π
Ĩ′,J̃

) ◦ (π
J̃ ,K

)

= XI,K ,

as needed. □

Definition 4.1. A convolution system S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S is said
to be K-convergent if the projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), XI,J} over (K,⊆)
is convergent.

If S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S isK-convergent, then we denote by (Ω♭,F ♭, P ♭)
the projective limit of this projective system,

(Ω♭,F ♭, P ♭) = lim←−
K
{(ΩI ,FI , µI), XI,J},

and by XI : (Ω♭,F ♭, P ♭)→ (ΩI ,FI , µI) the canonical epimorphism; it satis-
fies the compatibility relation XI = XI,JXJ , for all I, J ∈ K, I ⊆ J . For a
trivial partition I = {s < t}, we simply write Xs,t instead of X{s,t}. Using
the properties of the projective limit, one can readily see that

((Ω♭,F ♭, P ♭), {Xs,t})S
is a flow system over S . In addition, we have the following.

Proposition 4.2. Any K-convergent convolution system is convergent.

Proof. Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a K-convergent convolution sys-
tem, and s < t be two fixed elements in S. It is clear that the Set-
projective system {ΩI , TI,J} over (Ks,t,⊆) is simply maximal. Furthermore,

if πs,t : Ω
♭ → Ω♭

s,t is the coordinate projection onto Ω♭, then T ♭
Iπs,t = XI ,

for all I ∈ Ks,t, so (Ω♭,F ♭, P ♭) is an upper bound of {(ΩI ,FI , µI), TI,J}.
Therefore the the projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), TI,J} over (Ks,t,⊆) must
be convergent. □

Next, we focus on finding a necessary and sufficient condition for a con-
vergent convolution system to be K-convergent. For this purpose, we start
with a convergent convolution system S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S, and let

S ♭ = {Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t, T

♭
r,s,t}S be the projective CPPS associate with S . For

any elements u < s < t < v in S, let T ♭
(s,t),(u,v) : Ω

♭
u,v → Ω♭

s,t be the mapping

T ♭
(s,t),(u,v) = π(s,t) ◦ (idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,t,v)
−1 ◦ (T ♭

u,s,v)
−1,

10



where π(s,t) : Ω♭
u,s × Ω♭

s,t × Ω♭
t,v → Ω♭

s,t is the coordinate projection onto

Ω♭
s,t. If u = s, and/or t = v, then T ♭

(s,t),(u,v) is defined accordingly. It is

clear that T ♭
(s,t),(u,v) : (Ω

♭
u,v,F ♭

u,v, µ
♭
u,v)→ (Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µ

♭
s,t) is an epimorphism

of probability spaces. Furthermore, we have:

Lemma 4.3. For any elements u < s < t < v in S and partitions I ∈ Ks,t

and J ∈ Ku,v we have T ♭
IT

♭
(s,t),(u,v) = XI,JT

♭
J .

Proof. By decomposing J = IL ∪ Ĩ ∪ IR as in (6) , we have

T ♭
IT

♭
(s,t),(u,v) = T ♭

I π(s,t)(idΩ♭
u,s
×T ♭

s,t,v)
−1(T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

= T
I,Ĩ

T ♭
Ĩ
π(s,t)(idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,t,v)
−1(T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

= T
I,Ĩ

π
Ĩ,J

(T ♭
IR
× T ♭

Ĩ
× T ♭

IL
)(idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,t,v)
−1(T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

= XI,J(T
♭
IR
× T ♭

Ĩ
× T ♭

IL
)(idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,t,v)
−1(T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

(8)
= XI,JT

♭
J ,

as needed. □

Proposition 4.4. Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a convergent con-

volution system. The system ({(Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t)}, T(s,t),(u,v)) is a projective

system of probability spaces over the partially ordered set of ordered pairs
C = {(s, t) | s, t ∈ S, s ≤ t} with partial order (s, t) ⊆ (u, v) if u ≤ s ≤ t ≤ v.

Proof. The compatibility relation T ♭
(q,r),(s,t)]T

♭
(s,t),(u,v) = T ♭

(q,r),(u,v), for all

(q, r) ⊆ (s, t) ⊆ (u, v), can be checked by using the laws of associativity.
The process is, however, lengthy and convoluted. We will highlight the key
intermediate steps and leave the detailed completion to the reader.

T ♭
(q,r),(s,t)T

♭
(s,t),(u,v) = π(q,r) ◦ (T ♭

s,q,r × idΩ♭
r,t
)−1 ◦ (T ♭

s,r,t)
−1 ◦

π(s,t) ◦ (idΩ♭
u,s
×T ♭

s,t,v)
−1 ◦ (T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

= π(q,r) ◦ (T ♭
s,q,r × idΩ♭

r,t
)−1 ◦ (T ♭

s,r,t)
−1 ◦

T ♭
s,r,t ◦ π(s,r)×(r,t) ◦ (idΩ♭

u,s
× idΩ♭

s,r
×Tr,t,v)

−1 ◦

(idΩ♭
u,s
×T ♭

s,r,v)
−1 ◦ (T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

= π(q,r) ◦ (idΩ♭
u,s
× idΩ♭

s,q
× idΩ♭

q,r
×T ♭

r,t,v)
−1 ◦

(idΩ♭
u,s
×T ♭

s,q,r × idΩ♭
r,v
)−1 ◦ (idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,r,v)
−1 ◦ (T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

= π(q,r) ◦ (T ♭
u,s,q × idΩ♭

q,r
× idΩ♭

r,v
) ◦ (idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,q,r × idΩ♭
r,v
)−1 ◦

(idΩ♭
u,s
×T ♭

s,r,v)
−1 ◦ (T ♭

u,s,v)
−1

where π(s,r)×(r,t) : Ω♭
u,s × Ω♭

s,r × Ω♭
r,t × Ω♭

t,v → Ω♭
s,r × Ω♭

r,t is the coor-

dinate projection. Noticing that (idΩ♭
u,q
× ◦ T ♭

q,r,v)
−1 ◦ T−♭

u,q,v = (T ♭
u,s,q ×
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idΩ♭
q,r
× idΩ♭

r,v
) ◦ (idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,q,r× idΩ♭
r,v
)−1 ◦ (idΩ♭

u,s
×T ♭

s,r,v)
−1 ◦T−♭

u,s,v, it follows

that T ♭
(q,r),[s,t]T

♭
(s,t),(u,v) = T ♭

(q,r),(u,v), as required. □

We conclude with the following general description of the K-convergence
of a convergent convolution system.

Theorem 4.5. Let S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S be a convergent convolu-
tion system such that the Set-projective system {ΩI , XI,J} over K is simply
maximal. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) The convolution system S is K-convergent;

(2) The projective system {(Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t), T(s,t),(u,v)} is convergent.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2). Suppose that S is K-convergent. Because TI,JXJ = XI ,
for any two elements s < t in S and any two partitions I, J ∈ Ks,t, I ⊆ J , it

follows that there exits an epimorphism X♭
s,t : (Ω

♭,F ♭, P ♭)→ (Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t)

such that

T ♭
IX

♭
s,t = XI ,

for all I ∈ Ks,t and all s < t in S. Using Lemma 4.3, one can readily see

that T ♭
(s,t),(u,v)X

♭
u,v = X♭

s,t, for all u < s < t < v in S. Indeed,

T ♭
IT

♭
(s,t),(u,v)X

♭
u,v = XI,JT

♭
JX

♭
u,v = XI,JXJ = XI ,

for all I ∈ Ks,t, J ∈ Ku,v, I ⊆ J , and the conclusion follows. Consequently

(Ω♭,F ♭, P ♭) is an upper limit for the projective system {(Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t), T(s,t),(u,v)},

so this must be convergent.
(2)⇒ (1). Suppose that the projective system {(Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µ

♭
s,t), T(s,t),(u,v)}

is convergent, and let

(♭Ω, ♭F , ♭P ) = lim←−
C
{(Ω♭

s,t,F ♭
s,t, µ

♭
s,t), T(s,t),(u,v)}(9)

be its projective limit with canonical epimorphisms T ′
s,t : (♭Ω, ♭F , ♭P ) →

(Ω♭
s,t,F ♭

s,t, µ
♭
s,t), for all s < t in S. For any I ∈ K, say I ∈ Ks,t, for some

s < t in S, consider the composite epimorphism T ♭
IT

′
s,t : (♭Ω, ♭F , ♭P ) →

(ΩI ,FI , µI). We deduce from Lemma 4.3 that T ♭
IT

′
s,t = XI,JT

♭
JT

′
u,v for all

I ⊆ J , I ∈ Ks,t, J ∈ Ku,v, u ≤ s < t ≤ v. Thus (♭Ω, ♭F , ♭P ) is an upper
bound for {(ΩI ,FI , µI), XI,J} over (K,⊆), which leads to the convergence
of the projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), XI,J}. □

It is worth mentioning that if S = {Ωs,t,Fs,t, µs,t, Tr,s,t}S is aK-convergent

convolution system, then the probability space (♭Ω, ♭F , ♭P ) defined in (9) is
the least upper bound for the projective system {(ΩI ,FI , µI), XI,J} over
(K,⊆). We postpone the proof of this fact, as well as the discussion of some
relevant examples, for another occasion.
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