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DIRECT INTEGRAL AND DECOMPOSITIONS OF LOCALLY HILBERT SPACES

CHAITANYA J. KULKARNI AND SANTHOSH KUMAR PAMULA

ABSTRACT. In this work, we introduce the concept of direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces by using
the notion of locally standard measure space (analogous to standard measure space defined in the
classical setup), which we obtain by considering a strictly inductive system of measurable spaces
along with a projective system of finite measures. Next, we define a locally Hilbert space given by
the direct integral of a family of locally Hilbert spaces. Following that we introduce decomposable
locally bounded and diagonalizable locally bounded operators. Further, we show that the class
of diagonalizable locally bounded operators is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra, and this
can be seen as the commutant of decomposable locally bounded operators. Finally, we discuss the
following converse question:
For a locally Hilbert space 2 and an abelian locally von Neumann algebra .#, does there exist a
locally standard measure space and a family of locally Hilbert spaces such that
(1) the locally Hilbert space 2 is identified with the direct integral of family of locally Hilbert
spaces;
(2) the abelian locally von Neumann algebra .# is identified with the abelian locally von Neu-
mann algebra of all diagonalizable locally bounded operators?
We answer this question affirmatively for a certain class of abelian locally von Neumann algebras.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

The concept of the direct sum of Hilbert spaces can be generalized to the notion of the direct
integral of Hilbert spaces. In the context of direct integrals, the discrete index set used in direct sum
is replaced by a suitable measure space known as a standard measure space (see Note 1.2). The
notion of the direct integral of Hilbert spaces is associated with an abelian von Neumann algebra,
referred to as the algebra of diagonalizable operators. Conversely, given a separable Hilbert space
¢ and an abelian von Neumann algebra in %(¢), there exists a family of Hilbert spaces and a
standard measure space such that the given Hilbert space can be identified with the direct integral
of Hilbert spaces, whereas the abelian von Neumann algebra can be identified with the algebra of
diagonalizable operators (see Theorem 1.5). This process is referred to as the “disintegration” of
the Hilbert space. The concept of disintegration of Hilbert spaces (see [9, 20, 19]) is crucial in the
decomposition of a representation of a separable C*-algebra into irreducible representations, or in
the disintegration of a von Neumann algebra into factors (see [5, 6, 7, 17, 18] for further details
on this topic). We strongly recommend articles [ 1] and [2] for useful insight related to the theory
of C*-algebras. W. B. Arveson proved in [3] a long-standing open problem of whether all opertaor
systems have sufficianetly many boundary representations. In particular, the author shows that
the answer is affirmative if the operator system is separable. The proofs of several results in [3]
are based on the theory of disintegration of Hilbert spaces.

In this article, we extend the concept of direct integral and disintegration to the context of
locally Hilbert spaces in order to study non-commutative Choquet boundary problems in case of
local operator systems. We begin by proposing a definition of the direct integral of locally Hilbert
spaces, which involves the introduction of a generalization of the standard measure space. We call
it as a locally standard measure space (see Definition 2.6). In this framework, we also introduce
the classes of decomposable locally bounded operators and diagonalizable locally bounded oper-
ators. We show that these classes individually form a locally von Neumann algebra. Moreover,
the locally von Neumann algebra of all diagonalizable locally bounded operators is abelian. In
the general case, it can be observed that the locally von Neumann algebra of all decomposable
locally bounded operators is contained in the commutant of the locally von Neumann algebra of
all diagonalizable locally bounded operators. However, from Part (a) of Theorem 2.19 and The-
orem 2.20, both of these locally von Neumann algebras can be viewed as the projective limit of
the same projective system of von Neumann algebras (also see Remark 2.21). The set equality
between these two locally von Neumann algebras is not completely known yet. We establish the
set equality in Theorem 2.23 for certain cases. Towards the end of the article, we address the ques-
tion of disintegratiion of a locally Hilbert space. That is, given a locally Hilbert space 2 and an
abelian locally von Neumann algebra ./ contained in the locally C*-algebra of all locally bounded
operators on 2, does there exist a locally standard measure space and a family of locally Hilbert
spaces such that the locally Hilbert space 2 is identified with the direct integral of the family
of locally Hilbert spaces, and the abelian locally von Neumann algebra .# is identified with the
abelian locally von Neumann algebra of diagonalizable locally bounded operators? (see Theorem
3.1). Throughout this article, we employ the concepts of inductive limits and projective limits of
locally convex spaces along with the framework of direct integrals. For this, we use the results
presented in [4, 8, 11, 16], as well as the results on the theory of locally von Neumann algebras
discussed in [10, 14, 15].

This article is organized into three sections. In Section 1, we review key definitions and results
from the theory of direct integrals of Hilbert spaces, as well as from the theory of locally C*-
algebra and locally von Neumann algebra. In Section 2, we begin by introducing the notion of
a locally standard measure space. We then present the definition of the direct integral of locally
Hilbert spaces and prove that the direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces is again a locally Hilbert



DIRECT INTEGRAL AND DECOMPOSITIONS OF LOCALLY HILBERT SPACES 3

space. We also provide some examples of this concept. Subsequently, we introduce the notions of
decomposable locally bounded operators and diagonalizable locally bounded operators, showing
that each individually forms a locally von Neumann algebra. Further, in the later part of this
section we explore the relation between the locally von Neumann algebra of decomposable locally
bounded operators and diagonalizable locally bounded operators. In Section 3, we examine the
converse question of disintegrating a locally Hilbert space. To address this, we consider a particular
class of abelian locally von Neumann algebras and with respect to such an algebra, we disintegrate
a given locally Hilbert space. The details of this are presented in Theorem 3.1.

1.1. Direct integral of Hilbert spaces. We recall a few definitions and results from the theory of
direct integral of Hilbert spaces. The reader is directed to [5, 6, 7, 17, 18] for a comprehensive
reading of this topic. Throughout this article, for terminology and notations related to the theory
of direct integral of Hilbert spaces, we refer to Chapter 14 of [17].

Definition 1.1. [17, Definition 14.1.1] If X is a o-compact locally compact (Borel measure) space,
u is the completion of a Borel measure on X, and {#,},ex is a family of separable Hilbert spaces
indexed by points p in X, we say that a separable Hilbert space S is the direct integral of {,} over

X,u) (We write: 5 = f; 76, du(p) ) when, to each x € 5, there corresponds a function p — x(p)
on X such that x(p) € 5, for each p and
(1) p— (x(p),y(p)) is u-integrable, when x,y € 5 and

(x,¥) =J (x(p), y(p)) du(p)
X

(2) if x, € 4, forallp in X and p — <xp,y(p)> is integrablefo; each y € 5, then there is a
X € 5 such that x(p) = x, for almost every p. We say that fx 76, du(p) and p — x(p) are
the (direct integral) decompositions of # and x respectively.

Note 1.2. In view of Theorem 1.5, our discussion gives a special attention to standard measure
space (X, u). That is, X is a complete, separable, metric space and u is a finite, positive measure
onX.

Next, we recall the definition of a decomposable and diagonalizable bounded operators on the
direct integral of Hilbert spaces.

Definition 1.3. [17, Definition 14.1.6] Let 5 be the direct integral of Hilbert spaces {,} over the
standard measure space (X, u). Then an operator T in B(#) is said to be:
(1) decomposable, if there is a family {T, € %(5,)}pex such that for each x € 7, we have

Tx(p) = T,x(p)
for almost every p € X. Subsequently, T is denoted by f; T,, du(p). Moreover, the norm of
||T|| is defined by
[| T :=ess sup{llTpll : pGX}. (D

(2) diagonalizable, if T is decomposable and there exists a function f € L°°(X, u) such that for
each x € s, we have

Tx(p) = f(p)x(p)

for almost every p € X.

The following theorem provides a structure on the set of all decomposable and the set of all
diagonalizable operators, and describes the relationship between them.
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Theorem 1.4. [17, Theorem 14.1.10] Let ## = f ; #6,du(p). Then the set of all decomposable
operators is a von Neumann algebra with the abelian commutant coinciding with the set of all diag-
onalizable operators.

The disintegration (or decomposition) of a given Hilbert space with respect to an abelian von
Neumann algebra is given below.

Theorem 1.5. [7, Part II, Chapter 6, Theorem 2] Let 5# be a separable Hilbert space, and # be an
abelian von Neumann algebra in B(5¢). Then there exists a standard measure space (X, u), a family
of separable Hilbert spaces {#,},cx, and an isomorphism of 5 onto f; 6, du(p) which transforms
M into the algebra of diagonalizable operators.

Our aim is to establish suitable notions like direct integrals, decomposable operators, diagona-
liazable operators, etc (that are described earlier) in locally Hilbert space setting. Before that, we
turn our attention towards basic notations, terminologies and necessary concepts from the theory
of locally C*-algebra. The following definitions are mainly drawn from [11], and for a detailed
discussion on various topics of locally C*-algebra one can see [4, 8, 12, 14, 15, 16].

1.2. Locally Hilbert space. A locally Hilbert space is the inductive limit of a strictly inductive
system (or an upward filtered family) of Hilbert spaces. The formal definition is given below:

Definition 1.6. [11, Subsection 1.3] Let (5, (-,")s,)aen be a net of Hilbert spaces. Then & =
{H,} 4 1s said to be a strictly inductive system (or an upward filtered family) of Hilbert spaces if:
(1) (A, <) is a directed partially ordered set;
(2) for each a,f3 € A with a < € A we have 56, C p;
(3) for each a,f € A with a < 8 € A the inclusion map Jg , : 5, — 4} is isometric, that is,
W, V) e, = (u,v)%pfj forall u,v € #,.

It is evident from equation 1.13 of [11] that for a strictly inductive system & = {5€,}4en Of
Hilbert spaces, the inductive limit denoted by 11>n ,, and it is given by

aceA
lim o, = L #. 2)
aEA aeA

Definition 1.7. [11, Subsection 1.3] A locally Hilbert space 9, is defined as the inductive limit of
some strictly inductive system & = {5€,}4en of Hilbert spaces.

It is worth to point out that in the work of [4, 8], the authors used the term “quantized domain"
in place of locally Hilbert space. In particular, 2 is the quantized domain given by the family
& = {#,}4en- Moreover, if A =N, then & is countable and 2 is called a quantized Frechet domain.
For details, see Definition 2.3 of [4].

Example 1.8. Let {e, : n € N} be a Hilbert basis of {2(N). For each k € N, define the closed (in
fact, finite dimensional) subspace %, := span{e;, s, ..., ex}. It follows that , C 5, for m < n.
In other words, the family & = {#,},ey forms a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces. The
inductive limit of the strictly inductive system & = {4, } ey is given by

9 = lim 4, = | #.
neN neN
Hence 9 is the locally Hilbert space (or the quantized domain) given by &. Moreover, we obtain
9 = ¢2(N). For a more general construction, one can see Example 2.9 of [4].

From now onwards, the notation 9 = li_r)n%a will indicate that 2 is the locally Hilbert space

a€A
given by a strictly inductive system (or an upward filtered family) & = {5, },c, of Hilbert spaces.
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The reader may note that in article [4], the authors used the notation {5#; §; 2}, whereas in the
work of [16], the author used the notation 2,. However, we stick to the symbol 2 while denoting
locally Hilbert space given by some strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces. Next, we recall the
notion of a locally bounded operator between locally Hilbert spaces.

Definition 1.9. [4, Section 2] Let 2 = lim %, = U #, and 0 = lim ¢, = J #, be two locally
aEA aceN aEA aceA
Hilbert spaces. A linear map T : 9 — 0 is said to be a locally bounded operator if

T(#,) S #,, T(HND)CHLIND andT|,, € B(H,)
foreach a€A.

Let 2 and O be the locally Hilbert spaces given by the strictly inductive systems of Hilbert spaces
& = {#,}yep and F = {H,} e respectively. We denote the collection of all locally bounded
operators from 2 to € by the notation Cg (2, 0). In particular, Cg .(2,92) = C4z(2).

Example 1.10. Let 2 be the locally Hilbert space given by the strictly inductive system & as in
Example 1.8. Define a operator T : 2 — 2 by using the following matrix

100 -+ 0 \
020 -+ 0 -
00 3 --- 0
r=1. . .
0O 00 ---m
\0 0 0 o )
This gives Te, = ne, for each n € N. Clearly, T is a densely defined closed operator. For each
neN, #, =span{e;, ey, ,e,} is a reducing subspace of T and the restriction T|% € B(A,) is
given by
1 00 0
o 20 ---0
—-10 0 3 --- 0
T|, =
000 ---n

Therefore, T is a locally bounded operator, but not bounded.

Remark 1.11. [11, Subection 1.4] Let T € Cg (9, 0), and for each a € A take T, = T|,, . For
a fixed a € A, we denote the inclusion maps by the notations Jo, , : 7, —» 2 and J, , : X, — 0.
Then the collection {T,},c, satisfies the following properties:

(1) foreacha € A, T, € B(H,, #y) and TJgy 4 =Jg o Ty;

(2) for a,p € A with a < f3, we get Tg|% =T;.

In view of Remark 1.11 and following the notations of [11], we say that every T € CZ(2) can
be seen as a projective (or inverse) limit of the net {T,},c5 of bounded operators. That is,

T =lim T,. 3)
—
aEA
Now we are in a position to discuss the notion of locally C*-algebra. For a comprehensive study

of such algebras and local completely positive maps, one can see [4, 11, 8, 16, 13] and references
therein.
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1.3. Locally C*-algebra. Let .« be a unital x-algebra. A seminorm p on .¢/ is said to be a C*-
seminorm, if

M) p(1,)=1 (3) p(a*)=p(a)
(2) p(ab) < p(a)p(b) (4) p(a*a) =p(a)?,

for all a,b € .. Let (A,<) be a directed poset and & := {p, : a € A} be a family of C*-
seminorms defined on a the *-algebra .. Then £ is called a upward filtered family if for each
a € .o/, we have p,(a) < pg(a), whenever a < f3.

Definition 1.12. [4, Definition 2.1] A unital x-algebra ./ which is complete with respect to the
locally convex topology generated by an upward filtered family {p, : a € A} of C*-seminorms is
called a locally C*-algebra.

It is well known that every locally C*-algebra can be realized as the projective limit of a pro-
jective system of C*-algebras. The construction of such projective system is given in [4, 11].
However, we recall a few points here: Let .« be a locally C*-algebra. Then for each a € A, take
£, :={ae .o : p,(a) =0}, which is a two-sided closed ideal in .«/, then .«/, := .&//.¢, is a C*-
algebra with respect to the C*-norm induced by p,. Whenever a < 8, since P,(a) < pg(a) for each
a € .¢/, there is a C*-homomorphism (surjective) 7, g : .o/ — ./, given by 7, g(a+.F5) = a+.4,.
This shows that ({,afa}ae o iTaplas /3) forms a projective system of C*-algebras. There is a canon-
ical projection map 7, : & — ./, for each a € A satisfying

Tqp © T = My, Whenever a < f3. 4)

Equivalently, the pair (.«/, {7, } ,cA) is compatible with the projective system ({sza Yaen> {Ta,pla<p )
(see Subsection 1.1 of [11] ) Further, we consider the projective limit of the projective system
({- At aen {map }ag/s), which is given by (refer Subsection 1.1 of [11] )

lim ¢, := {{xa}aeA € “ﬂa i g p(xg) = X4, whenever a < /5} . (5)
aeA aeA

Here the topology on lln -/, is the weakest locally convex topology that makes each linear map

a€A
bq : li(_mﬂ'a — o, defined by ¢,({x4}een) := X, is continuous. It is known as the projective

aeA
limit topology. Since .¢/, is complete for each a € A, the projective limit liLn"‘Zfa is complete

a€A
with respect to the projective limit topology (see Subsection 1.1 of [11] ) Moreover, the pair
(h(Ln Ly APatac A) is compatible with the projective system ({ﬂfa}ae/\, {map }agﬁ) in the sense of

a€A
Equation (4). It follows that the map ¢ : .o — lln o, given by a — {a + .#,},c, is a continuous

aEA

linear map satisfying,

T, = ¢, 0 ¢, for every a € A. (6)
If there is any other continuous linear map ¢’ : .o — lim .o/, satisfying, m, = ¢ © ¢’ for every

aEA
a € A, then for a € .«f, we have ¢’(a) € li(LnVefa and qba(d)’(a)) = m4(a) = d)a(gb(a)) for every
aeA

a € A. Since each 7, is a canonical projection, we get ¢’(a) = ¢(a) for every a € .. In

conclusion, there is a unique continuous linear map ¢ : .o — 11(1_11 o, satisfying Equation (6).
a€A
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From here onwards, we write .o = liLn"‘Zfa with the understanding that there exists such a

acA

unique continuous linear map ¢ satisfying Equation (6).

Remark 1.13. In this remark, we show that the projective limit of a projective system of unital
C*-algebras is a unital locally C*-algebra.

1)

(2)

If we start with a projective system ({%a}aa\, {wa’ﬁ}asﬁ) of unital C*-algebras, where
Yop : B — B, is a unital surjective C*-homomorphism, whenever a < f3, then we

get the inverse limit h(_m A, of the projective system ({%O‘}O‘E o Waplasc /5) defined as in

aEA
Equation (5). Further, for any two elements {x,},cx and {y4}qen in lim 28, , we define
aEA

{Xa}aeA : {J’a}aeA = {Xaya}aeA and {Xa}zeA = {X:;}aej\-

We see that if {Xa}aeA, {ya}aeA € h(Ln %a then {Xaya}aeA € h(Ln gga and {X:;} € h(Ln 98(1

aeA aeA aeA
since

wa,ﬁ(x[j.)’[j) = /l’ba;ﬁ(xﬁ)wa,ﬁ(y[j) = xaya
and
Ya,p(xp) = (a,p(xp))" =x;, whenever a <p.
Next, for each 8 € A, define a C*-seminorm on lln A, by
aEA
pﬁ({xa}ae/\) = ”xﬂ”%ﬁ: for all {x,}qep € 11(_1‘1’1 By (7)
acA

Since Y, g is a contraction (whenever a < 8), for each {x,},ep € h(_m By, We get
a€A

pa({xa}aeA) = ||xa| B, = ||wa,ﬁ(xﬁ)||%a < ||x[5||%ﬂ zpﬁ({xa}aej\)'

That is, {p,}4ea is an upward filtered family of C*-seminorms on 11<_m B,. We know that

aEA
the projective limit topology on 11<_m A, is the weakest locally convex topology that makes

aeA
the x-homomorphism v : h(_m B, — PBp given by wﬂ({xa}ae\) = xp continuous for
acA
every B € A. Then from Equation (7), one can see that the locally convex topology

induced by the family {p,},ex coincides with the projective limit topology on 11<_m B,-

aEA
Since each 43, is a complete space, we get that the inverse limit 11<_m A, is also a complete

aeN
space (see Subsection 1.1 of [11] ) Hence, in view of Definition 1.12, we obtain that the
locally convex space h(Ln A, is a unital locally C*-algebra.

a€A
From the above discussion, we get that h(_m o, defined in Equation (5) is a locally C*-

a€A
algebra and the map ¢ appeared in Equation (6) is a x-homomorphism.

Example 1.14. Let 9 be the locally Hilbert space given by the strictly inductive system & as in
Example 1.8. Here A = N and consider the family {%(%n)}neN of C*-algebras. For m < n, define
amap ¢, : B(H,) - B(A,) by

Gmn(S) =7 ST
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where J,, ,, : 7, — 5, is the inclusion map. Then the family ({93(%“)}“61\,, {¢m’n}m5n) forms a
projective system of C*-algebras. Now consider the projective limit 11<_m B(#,) that is defined

neN
as in Equation (5) along with the family {¢,},cy, Where ¢, : li(_m%(%”n) — RB(H,) given
neN
by {T,}nen — T, is a surjective *-homomorphism satisfying ¢, , © ¢, = ¢,,, whenever m <

n. This means that the pair (h;n B(,),{P,}nen | is compatible with the projective system
neN
({ B(H) nens {Pmon }mSn). On the other hand, for every n € N, there is a surjective *-homomorphism

Y1 Ce(2) — B(A,) givenby T — T|% satisfying, ¢, , © Y, = Y, whenever m < n. Equiva-

lently, the pair (C +(2),{¢, }HGN) is also compatible with the projective system ({ B(F6) nen> {Pmn }mgn).
Thus there exists a unique unital x-homomorphism (refer Subsection 1.1 of [11] ) Y Cy(2) —
h;n%(%n) given by Y(T) = {T|%,n}nGN such that v, = ¢, o). In other words Cg(2) =

neN
li(Ln AB(,). Hence, CZ(2) is a unital locally C*-algebra. The following commuting diagram will

neN
summarize Example 1.14.

C:(2) 11m B(H,)

/\0/ X

B(H,) < B(H,) > B(HAy)

1.4. Locally von Neumann algebra. In this subsection, we recall some results from the notion
of locally von Neumann algebra. Let 2 be the locally Hilbert space given by a strictly inductive
system & = {#, },ep of Hilbert spaces. If u,v € 9, then u,v € 5, for some y € A and we define

qu(T) :=[|Tull ,, and gq,,,(T) :=

Thus g, and q,,,, are C*-seminorms. Then

(u, TV)%Y‘ for all T € C4(2).

(a) (SOT) strong operator topology on C(2) is the locally convex topology generated by the
family {q, : u€ 2} of C*-seminorms;

(b) (WOT) weak operator topology on C;(2) is the locally convex topology generated by the
family {q,, : u,v € 2} of C*-seminorms.

For a detailed introduction to locally von Neumann algebras, a reader is directed to [10, 14, 15].

Definition 1.15. [14, Definition 3.7] Let 2 be a locally Hilbert space given by a strictly inductive
system & of locally Hilbert spaces. Then a locally von Neumann algebra is a strongly closed unital
locally C*-algebra contained in Cg(9).

Let # C C3(2). Consider the set .4’ :={T € C;(2) : TS = ST forall S € .#} which is
called as the commutant of .#. We denote (.#")" by the notation .#”. The following theorem
proved in [14] is the double commutant theorem in the setting of locally von Neumann algebra.

Theorem 1.16. [14, Theorem 3.6] Let .# < C4(2) be a locally C*-algebra containing the identity
operator on 9. Then the following statements are equivalent:

D) A =4";

(2) A is weakly closed;

(3) A is strongly closed.
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2. DIRECT INTEGRAL OF LOCALLY HILBERT SPACES

Motivated from the theory of direct integral of Hilbert spaces, we propose an approach to define
the notion of direct integral in locally Hilbert space setting. Before we define this formally, it is
required to understand the terminology analogous to the standard measure space. In view of this,
we introduce the concept of “locally standard measure space" below.

2.1. Locally standard measure space. First, we recall the definition of the standard measure
space from Section 4.4.1 of [5]. A Borel measure space X with a finite positive measure is called
a standard measure space, if the Borel structure on X is defined by a complete, separable, metric
space (also see Chapter 4, Section 8 of [18]). For example, consider the Borel measure space
X =[0,1] with the Lebesgue measure. The following definition is inspired by the concept of a
strictly inductive system of measurable spaces discussed in [12].

Definition 2.1. Let A be a directed POSET. We say that a family {(X,, 24)}aep forms a strictly
inductive system of measurable spaces, if

(1) Xa gXﬁ;
2 Z,={EnX, : Ee 2,5} (this implies %, C ),

whenever a < 3.

Next, we give the construction of inductive limit in this context. Suppose {(X4, Xq)}qen is @
strictly inductive system of measurable spaces, then define

X=|JX, and E:={ECX : ENX, €%, forall a €A}. (8)
aeA

Now, we prove that the collection X is a o-algebra.
Proposition 2.2. The set ¥ defined above is a o-algebra.

Proof. Let E € X. This means E C X, and ENX, € &, for all a € A. Since X, is a o-algebra, we
have (ENX,)NX, €X, for all a € A. However,
(ENX,)NX,=E‘NX,.

Therefore, E‘NX, € %, for all @ € A. Hence, E° € %. This shows that the set 3 is closed
under the set complement. Next, we show that the set X is closed under countable union. Let
{E, | E, € ,n € N} be a collection of subsets of X in . This means that for each fixed n € N, we
have E, C X and E,NX, € %, for all a € A. If a € A is fixed, then

(gEn)ﬂXa = Tg(En ﬂXa) €2y

Since a € A was chosen arbitrarily, we get U E, € X. This proves that the set X is a o-algebra. [
neN

2.2. Observations I. Here we list out a few observations related to the notion of strictly inductive
system {(X,, 2,)},ex Of measurable spaces.

(1) It follows from Proposition 2.2 that (X, X) is a measurable space and for each a € A, the
inclusion map J, : X, — X is measurable. Whenever a < 8, we have %, € %5 and the
inclusion map J , : X, — X is measurable such that

Jﬁ O‘]ﬁ,a =Ja'

In this situation, we say that ((X, %), {Ja}aeA) is compatible with ({(Xa, Yo )} aens {Jﬂ,a}asﬁ)-
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(2) Let (Y,£2) be a measurable space and f, : X, — Y be a measurable map for each a € A.
Suppose ((Y,Q), {fa}aeA) is also compatible with ({(Xa, Yo aens {Jﬁ,a}agﬂ), that is,

fpoJpq=fa Whenever a <p, )]

then we define a map ¢ : X — Y by &(x) := f,(x) for some a € A such that x € X,,.
From Equation (9), we get that the map & is well defined. Now we show that the map &
is measurable. Let E € (, for any 8 € A, we obtain

XpN® (E)={x€Xp : ®(x)= fg(x) €E} =f,;1(E) € 3.

By using the definition of the o-algebra ¥ and since 3 € A was arbitrarily chosen, we get
that the map & is measurable. Moreover, the map & satisfies the following condition

®oJ,=f, foreach a € A. 10)

(3) We show that the such a measurable map from X to Y satisfying Equation (10) is unique.
Suppose there is another measurable map ¥ : X — Y satisfying Equation (10), that is,
WoJ, = f, for each a € A. Then for an arbitrary x € X such that x € X, for some a € A,
we get

U(x)=WolJy(x)=fa(x) and (x) =@ oJy(x)= fo(x).
This shows that ¥(x) = ®(x). Since x € X was arbitrarily chosen, we obtain ¥ = &. This
gives the existence of a unique measurable map ® : X — Y such that ® oJ, = f, for each
a € A.

(4) In view of (1), (2) and (3) we call the measurable space (X, %) as the inductive limit of
the strictly inductive system of measurable spaces {(X o Za)}ae , and we denote this by

(X) z:) = li_rr)l (Xa) Za)'
aEA

We conclude the above discussion by using the following commutative diagram.

X 2 %
Xﬁ < Jpu Xq Jpa > Xﬁ

Remark 2.3. If we define &, = |J Z,, then %, may not be a o-algebra (see Example 2.4).
aEA
However, we see that ¥, C X.. Suppose E C X such that E € %, meaning E € ¥, for some a’ € A.

This implies E € X for all § € A such that a’ < 8. Let a € A. Then there exists 8’ € A such that
a < B’ and o’ < p’. Therefore, E € %/, and ENX, € %,. Since a was chosen arbitrarily, we get
E € X. This proves X, C 2.

In the following example, we illustrate that X, the union of o-algebras is not necessarily a o-
algebra.

Example 2.4. Consider the family of measurable spaces {([—n, n],En)}neN, where I, denotes
the o-algebra of Lebesgue measurable subsets of [—n, n]. For each n € N, we have [—n,n] € %,,.

However, | J[-n,n] =R ¢ &y = | J %,. This example demonstrates that %, is not necessarily a
neN neN
o-algebra.

Next, we introduce the notion of projective system of finite measures. We begin by considering a
strictly inductive system {(X,, 2, )},ca of measurable spaces. Suppose for each a € A, (X, 2y, Ug)
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is a finite (positive) measure space, then we call the family {u,},ca a projective system of measures,
if for each E, € %, we have

to(Eq) = up(E,), whenever a < f.

This implies that for every E € X, we see that
Ua(ENXy) = .uﬂ(E NXg) < .UJ/S(E mXﬂ)

Proposition 2.5. Suppose {(X, 2y, ha)}aep is afamily of finite measure spaces such that {(X,, 24)}aen
is a strictly inductive system of measurable spaces and {4 }qep 1S a projective system of measures. If
X,2)= h_I)Il (X o, 2Zy), then the map u : 3 — [0, oo ] defined by
a€A
lim nu'a(E mXa)) lf {U’a(E ﬂXa)}aeA converges;
a
u(E) :=

00, otherwise

is a measure. In this situation, we call the measure u as the projective limit of the projective system
{Ua}aen of measures and denote by the notation y = 11<_m Y
a€A

Proof. Let @ denote the empty set of X. Then w(@) = lim{u,(# N X,)} = 0. Further, assume that
a
{E, € X : neN}is a collection of pairwise disjoint subsets of X in X. Then, we obtain

u( U E,)= hén pa(( U E,) ﬂXa)

neN neN

= hén pa U (Ex ﬂXa))

neN

o0
=1lim > ta(En[ ) Xa)
n=1

and

D u(E) = D lim (B, () Xa)-
n=1 n=1

For each a € A, define a function f, : N — [0, o0) by f,(n) := u,(E, N X,). Whenever a < f3,
we have f,(n) = uq(E, NX,) < fg(n) = up(E, N Xp) for all n € N. If we define a function
f N — [0,00] by f(n) := u(E,), then for all n € N we get liénfa(n) = f(n). By using the
monotone convergence theorem, we have

lim > f,(n) = £ (n).
n=1 n=1

This implies that
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oo
This proves u( | J E,) = . u(E,), and hence the map u is a measure. O
neN n=1
Definition 2.6. (Locally standard measure space) We call the measure space (X, %, u) obtained in
Proposition 2.5 a locally standard measure space, if (X, %, 4g) is a standard measure space for
each a € A. That is, (X,%) = h_r)n Xy, 2Z,) and u = lln Uq Where (X4, %, U,) is a standard

aeA aeA
measure space for each a € A.

Throughout this article, (X, 3, u) indicates a locally standard measure space along with the
family {(X4, Zg, Uo)}aep Of standard measure spaces such that (X,3) = h_r)n Xy 2y) and u =

aEA
liLn Uq, unless otherwise stated.

aceA

Example 2.7. Let A = N and X, = [—n,n] for each n € N. Suppose B(X,,) denotes the Borel
o-algebra of X, and u, denotes the Lebesgue measure on B(X,). Then {(X,,B(X,),U,)}ney iS
a family of standard measure spaces such that {(X,, B(X,)},ey is a strictly inductive system of
measurable spaces and {u,},ey iS @ projective system of finite measures. As we know that a
subset U of R is Borel if and only if U N X,, is Borel for every n € N, it follows from Equation (8)
and (4) of Observations I that

(R, B(R)) = lim (X, B(X,,)).

neN

Moreover, if u is the Lebesgue measure of R and E € B(R), then E = U (EnX,), where

neN
ENnX, CEnX,, whenever m <n and u,(ENX,)=wENX,) forall neN.
This implies that either u(E) = oo or u(E) = nlirgo WENX,) = nlggo un(ENX,). Thus u = lln“n'
n

Hence, (R, B(R), u) is a locally standard measure space.

Remark 2.8. Let (X, %, u) be a locally standard measure space. Then the set X is equipped with the
inductive limit topology, which is the strongest topology that makes the inclusion map J,, : X, = X
continuous for each a € A. In fact, U € X is open in X with respect to the inductive limit topology
if and only if U N X, is open in X, for every a € A.

2.3. Direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces. Now we are in a position to state the notion of
direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces.

Definition 2.9. Let (A, <) be a directed POSET and (X, %, u) be a locally standard measure space.

For each p € X, assign a locally Hilbert space 2, = li_r)n.%”a,p, where {€, ,}qep forms a strictly

a€A
inductive system of separable Hilbert spaces. The direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces {2, },ex over

the locally standard measure space (X,%, u) comprises functions of the form u : X — U 9, with
peEX
u(p) € 9, for all p € X satisfying the following conditions:

(1) foreachu:X — | 9,, there exists a, € A such that the support of u,
peEX

supp(u) := {p €X : u(p) # 04} C Xy,

and u(p) € 7, p for almost every p € X, ;
(2) for any u and v satisfying the property (1), the function {,,,, : X — C defined by

Cup(p) = (u(p),v(p))g,, forallp € X
is in LY(X, w);
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(3) let {vg}qex be a family of vectors such that v, € 9, for all q € X and there exists a € A such
that vy = 0g, forallq e X\ X,. Foreachu:X — |J 2, with u(p) € 2, for all p € X,
peX

define the function n, flgex X 2 C by
N toyger () 7= (u(p), v )y, for all p €X.

If the map N vy oex € LY(X, u) for every u satisfying the property (1) and Cuu € LY(X,w),
then there exists a function v : X — |J 9, satisfying the property (1) and {,,, € L'(X,u)
peX

such that v(p) = v, for almost every p € X.
In this case, we denote the direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces {2, },ex over the locally standard

Do Diloc Do
measure space (X, %, u) by J Dy du(p) and the vector u € J Dy du(p) by f u(p)du(p).
X X X
Dloc
Next, we show that the set J 9, du(p) is indeed a locally Hilbert space.
X

Proposition 2.10. Let (X, %, u) be a locally standard measure space and {9,},ex be a family of

Do
locally Hilbert spaces, where 9,, = h_n} o p- Then J 2, du(p) is a locally Hilbert space.

aeA X
Dloc

Proof. To prove that 9, du(p) is a locally Hilbert space, first we construct a strictly inductive

X
system of Hilbert spaces. For each fixed a € A, we define the set 5, by

D1oc
A, = {u IS J 92, du(p) : supp(w) € X,, u(p) € 5, , for almost every p EXa} . an
X

The set 7€, can be {0, } for some a € A. For instance, if the family {Z,},cx is such that for a

fixed a € A, 5, , = {0 %P} for almost every p € X, then we get that , to be the zero space.
D1oc

However, 2, du(p) need not be the zero space. On the other hand, let a € A be fixed, and

X
E C X, be such that u(E) = uy(E) > 0 with 5, , is non-trivial Hilbert space for all p € E. Then

consider the family {v,},cx, where v, is a unit vector in %, , € 9, if p € E and v, = 04, if

pE€X\E. Supposeu : X — LEJX 9, is a function satisfying the property (1) of Definition 2.9 and
p

Cuu € LY(X, u), (equivalently, the map p — ||u(p)||% is in L2(X, u) ) then
Ay,p

J|(u(p),vp)|du(p)s J 1u(P)lse, , 1Vplloe,, du(p)
X

Xo, NE

= J lu(P)le,,, b,

Xo, NE
< 0Q.

The last inequality holds true as the map p — ||u(p)|| L isin L2(X, , Uy ), Wwhere u, is a finite
ay.p u u u
D1oc

measure. So, from the property (3) of Definition 2.9, there exists v € J 2, du(p) such that
X
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v(p) = v, if p € X, and v(p) = 0g, if p € X \ X,. In particular, 0,, # v € J#,. Thus J, is
non-trivial.
Let u,v € #,, and define

(W, v)se, = J (u(p), v(p)),,  dbta- (12)
X

a

This gives an inner product on J,. Whenever a < f3, it is clear that 5¢, € 5 and since X, € Xg,
for u,v € #,, we have

()., =J<u(p), v(P)) , ditp =J<u(p), v(P)) 5, dbia+ f (u(p), v(p)) 5, At = (V) sz,

Xp Xa Xp \Xq
(13)
Thus the inclusion map Jg , : 7, — 73 is an isometry. Now for each a € A, we will show that the

inner product space %, is complete. Fix a € A, and consider f ;; Hy,p Aug(p), the direct integral
of the family {5, ,},ex, of Hilbert spaces over the standard measure space (X a,Z}a,,ua). Now
define V,, : 52, — f;l Hyp dug(p) by

V,(w)(p) :=u(p) forall peX, and u € #,. (14
Then we get

(u,11) 5, = J (u(p), u(p)),, duq

X

a

= J (Va(@)(p), Va()(p)),, At = (Vaw), Va(w)-
X, )
This proves that the map V, is an isometry. Now, we show that the map V,, is surjective. If v/ €
f;l 4, p dug(p), then consider a function v € , such that v(p) = v/(p)ifp e X, and v(p) = ng
if p € X \ X,. Then we get V,(v) = v'. Hence, the map V, defines an isomorphism between the
inner product space %, and the Hilbert space f;i Hyp dug(p)- Since a € A is arbitrary, each ¢,

is a Hilbert space. Thus, {#,},c, forms a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces and from
Equation (2), we get that

lim 7, = U #. (15)
aEA a€A
Bloc Dloc
Clearly, | J £, € 2, du(p). fu € 2, du(p), then from the property (1) of Defini-
acA X X
tion 2.9 there exists a, € A such that supp(u) € X,, and u(p) € 5, , for almost every p € X, .
Dloc
This implies that u € 5, . Hence, we get J 2, du(p) € U J,, and this proves
X aEA
Dloc
J D, du(p) = ] Ao (16)
X aEA

Then Equation (15) and Equation (16) imply that

ealoc
J 2, du(p) =h'_r)n3fa. a7
X a
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Dloc
Therefore, from Definition 1.7, we conclude that J 92, du(p) is a locally Hilbert space. O
X
Dloc
Note 2.11. Note that, one can define an inner product on f 2, du(p) as follows. If u,v €
X

ealoc
2, du(p), then from Proposition 2.10, there exists a € A such that u,v € 5, (o, a, < a)

X
and define

(V) = {1,v)p, = J (up), V)., bt

X,
Dioc
In view of Equation (13), the map (-, -) is well defined and it gives an inner product on J 2, du(p).
Dioc X
In particular, if u € J 2, du(p), then
X

Julf? = J (eI, i,
X

ay

Example 2.12. In this example, we see two distinct cases, namely the discrete and the non discrete
case.

(1) Consider the locally standard measure space (N, %, ,u), where u is the counting measure
on N and {2, } .y is a sequence of locally Hilbert spaces. The direct integral is given by

Dloc
f 92, du(n) = @ 7

N neN

(2) Consider the locally standard measure space (R,B(R),u) (see Example 2.7, here A =

N). For each p € R, assign a locally Hilbert space 2, = li_n}%n,p, where 56, , = C for
neN

each n € N. Then for each p € R, we get 2, = C and from Proposition 2.10, we have

Dloc
J 2, du(p) = li_r)n%”n, where
R neN

Dloc
H, = {u € J 2, du(p) : supp(u) € [—n,n], u(p) € 54, , for almost every p € [—n,n]} .
R

Further, we know from the proof of Proposition 2.10 that the Hilbert space 5, is isomor-
phic to f [:,n] 76, p duy, the direct integral of the family {5€, ,},e[_n ) Of Hilbert spaces
for each fixed n € N. That is, ., consists of all Borel measurable functions u : R — C
such that supp(u) € [—n,n] and f lu(p)|? du < oo. Therefore,

R

e9loc
f 2, du(p) = {u € Lz(]R,B(]R), u) : supp(u) € [—n,n] for some n € N}.
R

Remark 2.13. By following Definition 1.1, we see that (R,B(R), ,u) is a standard measure space.
Since each 9, = C in 2 of Example 2.12 is indeed a Hilbert space, we can consider the direct
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integral of Hilbert spaces {2, = C},cg over the standard measure space (R,B(R), ,u), which is

®
J 2, du(p) = {u :R— C : u is Borel measurable and J lu(p)? du < oo}
" R
=1%(R,B(R), u).

Dloc

Further, it is clear from (2) of Example 2.12 that J 2, du(p) is dense subspace of f; 2, du(p).
R

Now we turn our attention towards a sub-collection of locally bounded operators defined on

D1oc
9, du(p) that adheres to the notion of direct integrals. We introduce this class motivated

X
from the classical setup. For this, we use the same set of notations as used in Definition 2.9.

Bioc

Definition 2.14. A locally bounded operator T : J

Oioc
2, du(p) — J 2, du(p) is said to be:
X X

(1) decomposable, if there exists a family {Tp 2Dy = 9D, }p ox Of locally bounded operators such
Do

that for any u € J 2, du(p), we have
X

(Tw)(p) = T,ulp)
Bioc
for almost every p € X. In this case, we denote the operator T by the notation J T, du(p)

X
Biloc Do Bioc
( J T du(p)) ( J u(p)du(p)) =J T u(p) du(p);
X X X

and so

(2) diagonalizable, if T is decomposable and there exists a measurable function f : X — C such

Do

that for any u € J 2, du(p), we have

X
(Tu)(p) = f (p)u(p)

foralmost every p € X. In this situation, we get T = J T, du(p) = f(p)-Id@P du(p).
X X

We denote the collection of all decomposable locally bounded operators and the collection of all

D1oc

diagonalizable locally bounded operators on J 92, du(p) by Mpgc and AMppg Tespectively.
X

Example 2.15. Consider the direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces

e9loc
f 2, du(p) = {u IS LZ(R,B(]R),,u) : supp(u) € [—n,n] for some n € N}
R

as in Example 2.12. Let f : R — C be a measurable function defined by f(p) := p for all p € R.

Corresponding to the function f, we define a locally bounded operator

Dloc Dioc
Ty :J 2, du(p) — 2,du(p) by (Tru)(p) = f(plu(p) = pu(p)
R R
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Dioc

for almost every p € R and for every u € f 2, du(p). Then T is a decomposable and moreover

R
Dloc

a diagonalizable operator on J 2, du(p)-
R

Now we give an example of a decomposable locally bounded operator (defined on direct integral
of locally Hilbert spaces) that is not diagonalizable .

Example 2.16. Consider the locally standard measure space (N, 3, u) and direct integral of locally
Hilbert spaces {Z,} ey given by

Dloc
f @I‘l dnu’(n) = @ @n’

N neN

where 9, = | J span{ey,ey,...,e,} C (%(N) (here {e, : n € N} is a Hilbert basis of ¢2(N) ) and
neN
2, = {0} for n > 2. Now define a locally bounded operator T : p 2,, —» P 2, as

neN neN

T({u(n)}neN) = {Tnu(n)}neN’

where T is as defined in Example 1.10 and T,, = 0 for n > 2. For instance,

N N
T ({ Akek,O, 0,0, 0,}) = { klkek,0,0, 0,0,} .
k=1 k=1

It shows that T is a decomposable locally bounded operator on € 2,,. Now we show that T is not
neN
diagonalizable. By following (2) of Definition 2.14, if there is a measurable function f : N —» C

satisfying T({u(n)}neN) = {f(n)u(n)}nGN for every {u(n)}nGN € &p 2,, then for all N € N
neN

N N N
{f(l)( Akek),o, 0,0, 0,} =T ({ Akek,O, 0,0, 0,}) = { klkek,0,0, 0,0,}
k=1 k=1 k=1

(18)
which is a contradiction.
However, in view of Equation (18), we can see that the operator T is diagonalizable if and only
if the locally bounded operator T; (defined in Example 1.10) is equal to A - Id,, for some A € C.

We furnish the following example with the intention that such a decompoable, non diagonaliz-
able locally bounded operator exists even when A is an arbitrary (possibly uncountable) directed
POSET.

Example 2.17. Let A = [0,00) and consider the locally standard measure space (R,B(R), ,u)
along with the family {([—a,a],B([—a,a]),ua)}ae[o 00) of standard measure spaces. Corre-

sponding to each p € R and a € [0, o0) assign a Hilbert space Hyp = (R, ). Then for each
p € R, we assign a locally Hilbert space 2, = h_r)n Hyp = L2(R,u). Note that here each P, is
a€[0,00)
indeed a Hilbert space and for any p,q € R, we have 2, = L2(R,u) = 9,- Next, we consider the
Dloc
direct integral J 9, du(p) which contains functions u : R — L2(R, u) satisfying the properties
R
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Dloc
listed in Definition 2.9. By using Equation (16), we get f 2, du(p) = U €, where
R a€[0,00)

S, = {u € J N 2, du(p) : supp(u) € [—a, a]} .

R
Dloc Dloc
Now define an operator T : J 2, du(p) — J 2, du(p) as
R R
Dioc Dioc
T (u = J u(p)du(p)) = J a(p)du(p),
R R
where 1i(p) : R — C is defined as @i(p)(t) := u(p)(2t) for every t € R. Since supp(u) = supp(Tu)
Dloc
for every u € J 2, du(p) it follows that each €, is a reducing subspace for T. Hence T is a
R

locally bounded operator. Further, T is decomposable. Because there is a family {Tp }pe]R of locally
bounded operators (in fact, bounded linear operators) on %, given by T, : L2(R,u) — L2(R, u),

Bloc

where T,(f)(t) = f(2t) for every f € L2(R,u) and t, p € R such that for each u € J 2, du(p),
we have .

(Tu)(p) = T,(u(p)) for almost every p € R.
Now we show that T is not diagonalizable. Let u : R — L?(R, u) be given by

1, if te[-10,10], pe[-1,1];
u(p)(t) = {0 otherwise.
Bloc

Thenu € 2, du(p)- By following (2) of Definition 2.14, suppose there exists a measurable

R
function f : R — C such that

(Tu)(p) = f(p)u(p), for almost every p € R. (19)
By the definition of T, we get Tu(p)(t) = 1, whenever p € [—1,1] and t € [-5,5]. From Equation
(19), it follows that f(p) = 1 for almost every p € [—1,1]. On the other hand Tu(p)(t) = 0,
whenever p € [—1,1] and t € [-10,—5) U (5,10]. That is, f (p) = O for almost every p € [—1,1]
(from Equation (19)). This is a contradiction. Therefore, T is not diagonalizable.

Next, we present an example of a locally bounded operator which is not decomposable.

Example 2.18. Let A = {1}U[2, o0) and consider the locally standard measure space (R, B(R), ,u)
along with the family {([—a, a],B([—a, a]), ,ua)}a <, Of standard measure spaces. Corresponding
to each p € R and a € A assign a Hilbert space ¢, , = C. Then for each p € R, we assign a locally

Hilbert space 2, = 1i_r>n%a,p = C. Note that here each 9, is indeed a Hilbert space and for any

a€A
p,q €R, we have 9, = C = 9. Then the direct integral

Dloc
J 2, du(p) = {u € LZ(]R,B(R),M) : supp(u) € [—a, a] for some a € A},
R

Dloc
which is dense in Lz(R,B(R), u). In fact, J 2, du(p) = U #,, where
R

aceN

#, = {u e L*(R,B(R),u); supp(w) C [—a,al}.
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Dloc Dloc

Now we define T : f 2, du(p) — f 2, du(p) by

R

eloc e9loc

T (u = f u(p) d,u(p)) = f X, %](p) u(2p)du(p)

R R
ealoc

It is immediate to see that supp(Tu) C [_71, %] for every u € 2, du(p). Precisely, for every

R
a €A, T(s,)C # and T*(5£,) C 74 and so, T is a locally bounded operator. Now we show
that T is not decomposable. Let u, v be defined on R as follows

_[p. ifpel53) p, if pe[F.30;
u(p):= {0 otherwise vp) = otherwise.

Dioc
Then u,v € J 2, du(p). By the definition of T, we have
R

2p, if pe[Z,3]; 2p, if pe[F,5];
(rwp) =1 P LA )= P T P T
otherwise. otherwise.

Suppose by (1) of Definition 2.14, there exists a family {Tp :C— (C}peR of locally bounded (in
fact, bounded) operators such that

(Tu)(p) = T,u(p) and (Tv)(p)=T,v(p)

for almost every p € R. Since the family {T b }peR consists of bounded operators on C, we can

replace T, by c, for some c, € C. Then for almost every p € [_71, _81] U [8, 4] we get

Tyu(p) = c,p = (Tu)(p) = 2p,
that is ¢, = 2. Whereas, for almost every p € [t e L1y [8, 4] we obtain
T,v(p) = c,p = (Tv)(p) =0,

that is ¢, = 0. This is a contradiction. Therefore, T ¢ #pgc. Further, consider a measurable
function f : R — C defined by f(p) := p for all p € R and define a digonalizable operator

Bloc Oloc
Sf J 2, du(p) — J 9, du(p) corresponding to f. Then for almost every p € [_71, %], we
get R R
TSpu(p) = T(f (Plu(p)) = T(p*) = 4p°
while
S¢Tu(p) =S;T(2p) = 2p2.
This shows that TSy # S; T and hence T ¢ (/ﬂDIAG)/.

2.4. Observations II. The following key observations are useful to understand the notion of de-

D1oc
composable and diagonalizable locally bounded operators on J 2, du(p).
X
D1oc
(1) Let T be a locally bounded operator on 2, du(p). If T € Mpgc, then unique up to a

X
measure zero set there exists a family {T b }p x> Where T, : 9, — 9, is a locally bounded
Dloc

operator such that T = f T, du(p).
X
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Dioc

Proof. Suppose {T,},ex and {T, 1; }pex are two distinct families such that J T, du(p) =
X

D1oc
T = J TI; du(p). Then from point (3) of Definition 2.9, we get T, = T, 1; for almost

X
every p € X. O

Dloc

(2) We know from Equation (15) that J 2, du(p) = U #,. Thus the locally Hilbert space
X a€A

Dloc
f 2, du(p) is given by the strictly inductive system & = {5, },e, of Hilbert spaces.

X
Dioc

Recall that the collection of all locally bounded operators on f 2, du(p) is denoted

X
D1oc

D1oc
by C; (J Dy d,u(p)), and from Example 1.14, we know that Cg (J Dp dM(P)) is

X X
D1oc

a locally C*-algebra. Further, we have .#pjag & Mpgc € C; (J

Dy d,u(p)). Also we
X

D1oc

get Mpgc is a locally convex x-subalgebra of C (J

Dy d,u(p)) with respect to the
X

following operations

®loc Dloc
(a) T+S=J Tp+Spd,u(p) (©) T-Szf TP-SPd,u(p)
éloc @ic
b A-T =J A - T, du(p) (d T* =J T, du(p),
X X
D¢ D1oc
for every T = T,du(p) and S = J Spdu(p) in AMpgc and A € C. Similarly,

X X
with respect to the above operations .#pa¢ also forms a locally convex x-subalgebra of

Dloc
Cg (J D, du(p)).
X o

(3) Supose T € My, then there is a family {T,},cx such that T = f T,, du(p). We have
X

Dloc
f 2, du(p) = U 7%, (see Equation (16)), where

X aEA
Dloc
S, = {u € J 2, du(p) : supp(u) € X,, u(p) € 5, , for almost every p GXa} .
X

Now we consider for each @ € A the isomorphism V, : 5, — f; Hyp dug(p) given
by V,(u)(p) := u(p) for all p € X, and u € 5%, (refer Equation (14) ) Fix a € A and
V,(u) e f; 4 p dug(p) for some u € 5, then

Vo TV, (Ve (W)(p) = Vo (Tu)(p) = (Tu)(p) = T,u(p) =T, |”a’PU(p),
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for almost every p € X,,. In other words, V,, TV is a decompoable bounded operator on
@ .
fxa Hy,p dug(p), that is,

3]
V,TV; = JX T, |%a)p du,(p) forevery a€A. (20)
Moreover, for each a € A, we obtain ||V, TV;|| = ess sup {”Tp P |} < 00.
X, p
Dloc F
In particulay, if T € Mpg with T = f(p)- Idg, du(p), for some measurable
X
function f : X — C, then for each a € A, we have
52
Vo TVy =J f(p)-1ds,, dua(p), (21)
X,

where f | y ELZ (X w ,ua). As aresult V, TV is a diagonalizable bounded linear operator

for each a € A.
e9loc

(4) If T € Mpjpg, then T = f(p)- Id_@p du(p), for some measurable function f : X — C

X
and from the previous observation, we get that for each a € A, the bounded linear op-

erator V, TV} on f; Hy p du, is diagonalizable. By following (2) of Definition 1.3, cor-

responding to each V, TV} there is a function f, € L°°(X a,,ua). As a result, to define
diagonalizable locally bounded operator, one may think of considering the family of mea-
surable measurable functions { fq €L (X w ,ua)}ae , such that

(Tu)(p) = fo(p)u(p) for almost every p € X,

and for every u € 5€,. In that case, by using the fact that J#, C 5 (whenever a < f3),
we see that

fa(Plu(p) = (Tu)(p) = fp(pulp)

for almost every p € X, and for every u € ;. Thus, f,(p) = fg(p) for almost every
p € X,. On the other hand, if a, 8 € A are not comparable, then there exists y € A such
that a <y and f§ <y. For any u € ¢, € /€, and v € £} C 5, we have

fa(Plu(p) = (Tu)(p) = f,(plu(p) and fg(q)v(q) =(Tv)(q) = f,(9)v(q)

for almost every p € X,, and for almost every q € Xg. Consequently, we get f,(p) =
f,(p) = fp(p) for almost every p € X, NXg NX,.

Therefore, this shows that for any a, 8 € A, if X, NXg # @, then f,(p) = fg(p) for
almost every p € X, N Xg. In view of this, by defining f : X — C by f(p) := f,(p),
whenever p € X,, we get f to be measurable such that f | x € L°°(Xa,,ua) for every
a € A and (Tu)(p) = f(p)u(p) for almost every p € X. Tﬂerefore, considering such
family { fq €L (X o “a)}ae » Is equivalent to saying that there is a measurable function
f :X — C as defined in (2) of Definition 2.14.

Next, we prove that #pgc and g are locally von Neumann algebras.

Theorem 2.19. Let (X , 2, ,u) be a locally standard measure space and for each p € X assign a locally
Hilbert space 2, where 9, = lim ¢, ,,. Then
2 Iy,
a€A
(@) Apgc is a locally von Neumann algebra.
(b) Apjac is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra.



22 KULKARNI AND PAMULA

Proof. Given that {5, ,}4ep is a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces for each p € X. We
denote the inclusion map Jg  , : 5, , = #3 ,, whenever a < f§ and p € X. For a fixed a € A, let

us consider the Hilbert space f ; H p g, the direct integral of Hilbert spaces {#, ,},ex,. We
denote the collection of all decomposable bounded linear operators and the collection of all diago-
nalizable bounded linear operators on f; 0, pdg by f; RB(H, ) du, and f; C-1d Koy du, re-

spectively. Then by Theorem 1.4, f; RB(H, ) du, is avon Neumann algebra and f ; C-1d Hogy du,

is an abelian von Neumann algebra. We use these facts to prove our assertions.
Proof of (a): Firstly, note that for a fixed p € X and Tg , € B(53 ), the Hilbert space ¢, ,
is not necessarily an invariant subspace for Ty , whenever a < f3. In view of this, we use the

inclusion map Jg , , and define the map ¢, 4 : f;; RB(Hp ,)dug — f; RB(H, ) du, by

® &
¢a’/5 (J Tﬁ,P d‘u’ﬁ) = J J;;,a,p Tﬁ,pJﬁ,a,p d.u'a) (22)
Xp Xq

whenever a < . Clearly, ¢, g is a surjective x-homomorphism. In particular ¢, is the iden-
tity map. Now we show that, ¢, g is a normal map between von Neumann algebras To see

this, let us consider a sequence {fx duﬂ} in fx RB(p ,)dug such that fx duﬂ —
fXﬁ Tg , dug in the weak operator topology. For any x,y € fX[x w,p Ay, define

x(p)  ifpeEXy; y(p)  ifpeXy;
x(p) = . and y(p):= _
O, ifp €Xp\ X, Oy, ifpEXp \ Xq»
~ o~ 52
then X,y € fxﬁ 7, dug and we have

(5]
<x, ( J b ap(Thp Tﬁp)Jﬁapdua)(y)>= f (Tp.00%®), (T8, = Tpp Wp.ap¥ (@), dita(p)
X *P

Xa

f %), (15, = Tp.,)7®)) . dup(P)

{{nanal

as n — oo. Thus ¢, is a normal surjective x-homomorphism. Let « < § < y and for any
® ®
fXY T, pdu, € fXY RB(H, p)du,, we get

3] (5]
Pap (qbﬁ,r (JX Ty p duy)) = Pap (L J;,ﬁ,pTY,PJY,ﬂ,P d“ﬁ)
p

Y
(5
- JX E a,p Y g.p Lr.pdv.8.00B.ap dug

(5]
:J J;apTYPJYan‘U’
X

a
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(&3]
= Pay (J Ty p duy) .
XY

This implies ({f; B(Hyp) dua} A’ {dap }a</5) is a projective system of von Neumann algebras.
a > a ’ -

We know from (2) of Observation II that .#pg is a locally convex x-algebra. Since, for each a € A,

there is a unitary operator V,, : 4, — f ; Hy p duq given in Equation (14) and from Equation (20),

it follows that the map ¢, : Appc — f ; B(H, ) du, defined by

Dloc D¢ (5
ba (J T, du(p)) = Vg U T, du(p)) V)= J T,| s, dlq (23)
X X X, o

is a continuous *-homomorphism satisfying

Sloc ®
Pup o Pp U T, d.u(p)) = Pap (f Tolse,, duﬁ)
X X/j >

@
— *
- L Jﬁ,a,pTP |”ﬁ’pJﬂ!a!p dua

3
= f Tp|%a,p d‘LLa

Xll

= ¢4 U 1, du(p)),
X

whenever a < f. This shows that the pair (//{DEC, {Patac A) is compatible with the projective
system ({f; %(%ap)dua} o’ {¢a/5}a<,3) of von Neumann algebras ( see Subsection 1.1 of
a > a g -

[11] ) Therefore, by the uniqueness of the projective limit, we get

®
AMprc = h(_mf B(Hyp) dlhy-

aeAJ X,

Then by following [10, Section 1] and the above discussion, we conclude that .#pg is a locally
von Neumann algebra.

Proof of (b): From Equation (22), we note that, if Tg , =cg ,-1d Hog > where cg , € C for almost
every p € Xg, then

5] 5] 5]
¢a,ﬂ (J Cﬂ,p . Id%ﬁ,p duﬁ) = J J;,a,pcﬂ,l? . Id%ﬁ’p‘]ﬂ,a,p d‘LLa = J Cﬁ,p . Id%a,p d,ua.
Xﬁ Xq Xa

This shows that ¢, g (f;ﬁ (C-Id%ﬁ’p d,uﬁ) = ffa«: . Idﬁa’p dpg. Thus the map (a < B), Yo p :=
¢a’/5| f;ﬁ Cldgy , dit defines a surjective x-homomorphism and normal on f ;ﬁ C-1d Hp, dug. In

particular, v, , is the identity map and ¢, g0 g, =1, ,, Whenever a < § < y. This means that

({f;ﬂ C-1d Koy d,ua}ae A’ {Yaptas< ,3) is a projective system of abelian von Neumann algebras.
On the other hand .#p is a locally convex x-algebra (see (2) of Observations IT). From Equa-
tion (21), we know that ¢a(//tDIAG) = f; C- Id%,ap du,- As a consequence, for each a € A, the
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5] . . .
map Y, 1= ¢, | Mo Mpiag — fX[x C-1d Koy du, is a continuous x-homomorphism. Moreover

Dloc Dloc

wa,ﬁowﬁ(h f(p)~1d@pdu(p))=¢a,ﬁo¢ﬁ( f(p)'ld@,,du(p))

X X

Dloc
=¢a( f@)Jd%duuﬁ)

X

- wa( FP)-1dy, du(p)),

X
whenever a < 3. This shows that the pair (//tDIAG, {wa}ae/\) is compatible with the projective

system ({f; C-1d,, ) d,ua} r’ {Vapla< /5) of abelian von Neumann algebras. Therefore, by the
a ., a ’ -
uniqueness of the projective limit, we get

@
Mpiac = llnf C- Idﬁfa,p dptg.

aeAJ X,

Then again by following [10, Section 1], we conclude that ./, is an abelian locally von Neu-
mann algebra. U

Motivated by the classical setup, where the abelian von Neumann algebra of diagonalizable
bounded operators is the commutant of the von Neumann algebra of decomposable bounded
operators (see Theorem 1.4), we explore in the remaining of this section the relationship between

the locally von Neumann algebras .4 and (//tDIAG)/.
Theorem 2.20. Let (X , %, ,u) be a locally standard measure space and for each p € X assign a locally

Hilbert space 9,,, where 2, = h'_r)n%”a’p. Then we get
aeA

@
(/ﬂDIAG)/ = h(_mJ %(%a,p)d.u'a'

aEA
Proof. From the proof of Theorem 2.19, we recall that ({f; %(%”ap)dua} o’ {da ﬂ}a</3) isa
a > a g -

projective system of von Neumann algebras given by decomposable bounded operators on f ; Ty p g
D1oc

for each a € A. Since .#pg is a locally von Neumann algebra in Cg (J

Dy d,u(p)), the com-
X

mutant defined by

Dloc
('ﬁDIAG)/ = {T (S C; (J @p d‘UJ(p)) : TS=ST for all S e 'ﬁDIAG}

X
is also a locally convex x-subalgebra. Firstly, note from Theorem 1.4 that the commutant
® / ®
(J C- Id%a,p d,ua) = J RB(Hyp)dlg- (24)
Xq Xa

Next by assuming T € (#pag) and considering the unitary operator V,, defined in Equation (14),
we show that the bounded operator V, TV, on f; 7, p du is decomposable for each a € A. Fix

a€ A and f; Cap -Id%p du, € f; C- Id%ap du, and define a function f : X — C as

Caps if peX,;

0 otherwise,

f@%={
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then f is measurable. Further, for a fixed x = f; x(p)du, € f; 4, p du, consider the function
u:X—-J2,as
peX

() = x(p), if pE€Xy;
P = 0g,  otherwise.

loc

It is immediate to see that u = f; u(p)du € £, (see Equation (11)). Since T € (Mpjag), we

get

& 52 &
(vaTv;)( J ca,p-ldm,pdua” x(p)dua=(vaTv;)J Cap - X(P)ditg

Xa Xa Xa

= (VaTV;) (Va f(p)-u(p)d,u)
X

Bioc ®Bioc
=V,T ( f(p)-1dg, du) (J u(p)dﬂ)
X X
r@loc D1oc
=V ( f(p)-1dg, du) T (J u(p)du)
JX X

f'@loc Dioc
f(p)- Id.@p du) (f (Tu)(p) du)

Jx X

( (' S1oc
[

Dloc

f(p)- (Tu)(p) du)
Jx

= f Cap* (Tu)(p) dUa
X

a

52 52
= (J Cap1dse,, dua) (VaTVj)J x(p)dug.
X X,

a

Since f;i x(p)dug, f;a Cap-ld Sy du, and a € A were arbitrarily chosen, by using Equation (24),
we get the bounded operator V, TV € f ;Z %(%a’p) du, for every a € A. In particular, we denote
the family by {Sa’p }p ex, such that V, TV, = fz Sa,pdug. This observation yields the following
well defined map 7, : (Mpng) — f;, B(#, ,)du, given by

Ya(T) =V, TV forevery T € (Mpc) - (25)

It follows from the definition that y, is a continuous map. Moreover, for T € (#pag) and
whenever a < 3, we have

(52]

Gaporp(T)=dap (V/S TVE) = J Jb 0pSp.pIp.ap dba =1a(T),
X,

where the last equality holds true as the operator T is locally bounded and the Hilbert space 7,
remains invariant under T. Thus the pair ((/ﬂDIAG)/, {ratae A) is compatible with the projective
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system ({ f ; B(Hyp) d,ua} o’ {baptas /5) of von Neumann algebras. Therefore, by the unique-
a > a ’ -
ness of the projective limit, we get

o
(Mpiac) = &HJ B(Hy ) AUy

aeA VX,

This proves the theorem. O

Remark 2.21. An appeal to the Part (a) of Theorem 2.19 and Theorem 2.20, we can see that
the locally von Neumann algebras .#pgc and (#pag) are both projective limits of projective

system ({f; B(A, p)dua} o’ {¢q ﬂ}a</3) of von Neumann algebras. So there exists a unique
a > a ’ -
continuous *-homomorphism ¥ : Appc — (Mpag) such that

Ya© v = ¢a
for every a € A, where ¢, is defined as in equation (23) and y,, is defined as in equation (25).

2.5. Observations III. Let (X , 2, ,u) be a locally standard measure space and for each p € X assign

D1oc
a locally Hilbert space 2, where 2, = li_r)n%”a,p. Then J 2, du(p) is a locally Hilbert space

aEA X

D1oc

with the strictly inductive system & = {ﬁfa}ae A+ We recall that Cy (J

Dy du(p)) denotes the
X

S1oc
collection of all locally bounded operators on 2, du(p). We record the following observa-

X
tions in order to realize the containment of the locally von Neumann algebras .#pgc, #pag and
their commutants.

(1) AMpgc (/ﬂDIAG)/ and Apag € (/ﬂDEC)/

Proof. Let T € Mpgc, then from (1) of Definition 2.14 we get a family {Tp 19, > 9, }p
Dloc

of locally bounded operators such that for any u € J 2, du(p), we have
X

ex

(Tu)(p) = Tyu(p)

for almost every p € X. Further, if S € .#p5; then from (2) of Definition 2.14 there is a
Dloc

measurable function f : X — C such that for any u € f 2, du(p), we have
X

(Su)(p) = f (plulp)

Dloc Dloc

u(p)dul(p) € J 2, du(p), we get

for almost every p € X. So for any u = J
X

X

Dloc Dloc Do
(T5) (J U(p)du(p)) = T( f (p)u(p)du(p)) = f T, f (p)u(p) du(p)
X X X
e9loc

= f(p)T,u(p)du(p)
X

Dloc
S U T,u(p) du(p))
X
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ealoc
=(sT) U u(p) du(p))
X
e9loc

Since T € Mpgc, S € Mpipg and u € 2, du(p) were arbitrarily chosen, we obtain

X
Mpgc C (Mpiag)'- Consequently, Mpiag S (Mprc)'- (|

In view of this, we conclude that the map ¥ in Remark 2.21 is the inclusion map.
(2) We have the following inclusion relations
Dloc

Mpiag € Mprc S (Mpiag) € Cy (J D dM(P)) .

X
Note that, #pag = Mprc in some cases. For instance, if 2, = C for each p € X. However,

the inclusion can be strict (see Example 2.16 and Example 2.17). Similarly, Example 2.18
Dioc

shows that (.#pag)’ may not be same as C}; (J

D, d,u(p)). Also, it infers that g
X

Dloc
7, du(p)).
X
(3) In case of direct integral of Hilbert spaces, every bounded operator in the commutant
of diagonalizable bounded operators is decomposable (see Theorem 1.4). While in this
case, Mpgc and (Mppag) are identified as the projective limit of the projective system
({f;:l %(%G,P)d““}ae/\’ {¢a,/5}ag,3) (see Remark 2.21). But the set equality between

Mpgc and (Mpipg) is not known yet. However, we have described a few cases where
Mpgc coincides with (Apag) (see Theorem 2.23).

can be a proper subalgebra of Cj (

®OC
Lemma 2.22. Let T € Cj (f | P, du(p)), where § = {%a}aeA' Then the family {VaTV;}aeA
of bounded operators satisfies fhe following relation,
VaT"V = (VaJj o Vi) (Ve T"V5 ) (V.0 Ve ):
whenever a < f3, for all n €N. Here Jg o: 5, — 3 is the inclusion map (for a < f3).
Sioc
Proof. Recall that JX 2, du(p) = li_r)n%a, where £, is defined as in Equation (11). Let x €
a€A

f;l #ypdu, and a < . By using the definitions of V,, and Vg, we have
x(p), if pE€Xy;

Vgdp oVy(x) = (26)
O%ﬁ,p lfPEXﬁ \Xa

and so,

V.V =J (VeTp.aVa ()P, VpJp,aVa(X)(P)),,  disg
Xp ’

=f (x(p), x(p)),,  dtta
. ,

a

|2

==
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This shows that VgJj .V, is actually an isometry. Now by using the fact that T is a locally bounded
operator and Vj is unitary, we obtain

(VaTVg)(x) = (VaT)(Vex) = (VaTJp.a) (Vi x)
(VaJp o T7p.0Ve)(x)
(VaZs Vi) (VB TV ) (VaTp,aVe ) ()

. ® o
Since x € fx 7, p du, was arbitrarily chosen, we get
LT,

Va TV = (VT (Vi ) (Ve TVE) (Ve Tp,a V). (27)

Equivalently, the following diagram commutes.

® Vs TV/; ®
[, 6.0 duip > Jx, 7.0 duip
N T 4
VI3 Ve
p
VpJp.aV Jpa VpJp.aV
Ay
o
Vi v
Jx, #up dita T > [y, Hup dite
Finally, it follows from Equation (27) that
V, TV = (VaJ;;,avg)(vﬁ T"V,;*)(V,jJﬁ,av;), (28)
whenever a <  and n € N. N

Theorem 2.23. Let (A, < ) be a directed POSET and (X , 2, ,u) be a locally standard measure space.
Then we get Mppc = (Mpipg) in the following two cases:

(1) if A is a countable set;
(2) if u is a counting measure on X.

Proof. Aswe know from (1) of Observations I, that .#pgc € (Mpag) , in order to prove the result
we show (Mpjag) C Mpgc. If T € (Mpiag)’, then from the proof of Theorem 2.20 we know that
VoTV} on f; 7, p dlg is decomposable for each a € A. This means that for each a € A, there is

a family {Sa,p € %(%a,p)}p <y Of bounded operators such that

®
VTV = J Sap dita-
X,

a

Further, we claim that Sg ,| ,, =S, for almost every p € X,,, whenever a < 5. Suppose there
a.p

exists a measurable set E, g € X, such that u,(E, ) > 0 and Sﬂ,p|” # Sqp for every p € E, 4.
a.p
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This implies that there exists a family {E ap € Hap }peE ) of vectors such that
Sﬁ,p(ga,p) 3& Sa,p(ga,p)
for every p € E, g. Without loss of generality, we assume that the family {5 ap € Hup }p CEap

consists of unit vectors. Now consider a family {E ap € Hup }p of vectors, where
. . .

€X,

5a,p5 lfPEEa’/j,
ga,p =
Oy, if pEXy\Eqp.

Lety € f; , , dpig. Then the map p — ||y(p)|| is in L?(X,, 4,) and so, it is in L' (X, u,) since
U is a finite measure. It follows that

J €y (@) | ditalp) < f 1wl 1Y@ dua(p)
X

a

Eap

= J |y @)|| dualp)

Ea’ﬁ
< 0Q.

Asy e f;:l 4 p du, was chosen arbitrarily, by following (2) of Definition 1.1, there exists x €

f;i H, p dug such that x(p) = £ a,p» for almost every p € X,,. Finally, by using Equation (27) and
Equation (26), we get

@
J Sap(P) ity = (Va TV )(x)

X

a

= (Va5 Vs )V TV5) (Ve Jp o Vi ) (x)

&)
) [ oo
B

@
= (Val5.4V) ( J Sp.p(VpJp.aVa )(X)(P)d.“ﬂ)

Xp

(5
:J Sp.p(Vedp,aVe ) (x)(p) dutg
Xa

o
= f S/S,px(p) dnu‘a

Xa

Thus Sg ,x(p) = Sg ,x(p) for almost every p € X,. In particular, for almost every p € E, 5, we
have

Sﬁ,p(éa,p) = Sﬁ,p(ga,p) = Sﬁ,p(x(p)) = Sa,p(x(p)) = Sa,p(ga,p) = Sa,p(éa,p)
This is a contradiction. This implies that u,(E, g) = 0 and hence

Sﬁ,p

for almost every p € X,, whenever a < f3.

Ay = S
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Proof of (1):Suppose A is countable, then the setE := | J E,p (itis possible that @ and f are not
a,BeA
comparable, in that case, consider E,, 5 = @) is a measurable set with u(E) = 0. Now consider the
family {Sa’p raeApex\ | Ea’ﬁ} of bounded operators. For each fixedpe X\ [ J Eups
a,BeA a,BeA

the family {Sa,p}ae , is such that Sg , | 4 =Sap, whenever a < . This yields a locally bounded
a.p

operator T, : 9, = 9, given by

a,p>

T, := liLnSa’p.
aeA
Dloc
Letu e 2, du(p) be such that u € 5, for some a € A. This implies Tu € 5¢,. Therefore,

X
for almost every p € X \ X, we have u(p) = Tu(p) = 04, and for almost every p € X, we get
(Tw)(P) = (VaTu)(p) = (VaTV,;)(Vatt) (p) = S pu(p) = Tpu(p).

Dloc
Since u € J 2, du(p) was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain
X
(Tu)(p) = Tyu(p)
Dloc

for every u € J 2, du(p) for almost every p € X. This proves
X

Dloc
T = J T, du(p).

X

Since T € (pag) was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain (#pjag) € Mpec and hence Mppc =
(Mpiac) -

Proof of (2): Now assume that y is a counting measure on X. This gives, for every p € X, we
have Sﬂ,p|” = Sqpwhenever a < . Consider the family {Sa,p a€MNpe X} of bounded
a.p

whenever

operators. For each fixed p € X, the family {Sa,p}ae » is such that Sﬁ’p| w = Sap
a,p

a < 3. This yields a locally bounded operator T}, : 2, — 2, given by

T, =1lmS,,
aEA

D1oc
Letue J 2, du(p) then u € #, for some a € A and Tu € 5, since T is a locally bounded

X
operator. Therefore, for each p € X \ X, we have u(p) = Tu(p) = 04, and for every p € X, we

get
(Tu)(p) = (Vo Tu)(p) = (Vo TV} )(Vaw)(p) = Sq puu(p) = Tou(p).

Dloc
Since u € J 2, du(p) was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain
X
(Tu)(p) = Tyu(p)
Dloc

for every u € J 2, du(p). Hence
X
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Since T € (pag) was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain (#pag) € #pgc and hence Mppc =
(Mpiag)- O

3. DISINTEGRATION OF A LOCALLY HILBERT SPACE

We have seen in Section 2 that for a family {@p }p x ©Of locally Hilbert spaces and (X , %, ,u) is a
D1oc

locally standard measure space (see Definition 2.6), the direct integral J 2, du(p) is a locally
X
Hilbert space such that .#pag (it is the collection of all diagonalizable locally bounded operators

Dloc
on J 2, du(p) ) is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra (see Theorem 2.19).
X

For a locally standard measure space (X , 2, ,u), we define a new class named “locally essentially

bounded measurable functions on X” as,
EBIOC(X,ZI, u) = {f :X > C : fismeasurable, f|x € L°°(Xa,ua) for each a € A}. (29)

By following (2) of Definition 2.14 and using (3) of Observations III, there is a one-to-one corre-
spondence between EBIOC(X , %, u) and A pjag- This shows that EBIOC(X , 2, ,u) is an abelian locally
von Neumann algebra.

In this section, our aim is to prove the converse. Firstly, let us understand the notion of the
converse in case of locally Hilbert spaces. Suppose 2 is the locally Hilbert space with a strictly
inductive system & = {%a}a <, 1s identified (through a bijective isometry) with the direct inte-
gral of some family of locally Hilbert spaces, then the associated locally standard measure space
corresponds (via locally essentially bounded measurable functions) to an abelian locally von Neu-
mann algebra in C;(2). So, every identification corresponds to some abelian locally von Neumann
algebra in CZ(2). In view of this, the converse question is framed as follows:

“Given a locally Hilbert space 9 with a strictly inductive system & = {%a}a <, and an abelian
locally von Neumann algebra # < C4(2), does there exist a locally standard measure space (X , %, ,u)

and a family {@p }p x Of locally Hilbert spaces such that

Dloc
7 =J 2, du(p) and A = Mpipg?
X

We answer this question in the case of Fréchet space with the assumption of an extra condition.
We write the condition here.

Condition I: An abelian locally von Neumann algebra .# € Cg(2) is of the form .# = h(Ln//ln,
neN

where ., is isomorphic to L™° (Xn,Zn,,un) for every n € N, the family {(XH,ZH)}HGN forms a

strictly inductive system of measurable spaces along with a projective system of finite measures

{'un}neN'

Theorem 3.1. Let 2 be a locally Hilbert space which is the inductive limit of the strictly inductive
system & = {#,},en Of Hilbert spaces. If M = li(_m//tn is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra

neN
in C4x(2) satisfying Condition I, then there exists

(i) a locally standard measure space (X , %, ,u);
(i) a family {@p }p ox Of locally Hilbert spaces
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Sioc

such that 9 is isomorphic to f 92, du(p) and the locally von Neumann algebra .# is isomorphic

X
Do

to the locally von Neumann algebra of all daigonalizable operators on J 2, du(p)-
X

We prove the following five intermediate lemmas to construct the proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 3.2. Let {J{n}n oy be astrictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces and 9 = U K, be a locally
neN
Hilbert space. If # is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra satisfying the Condition I, then there

exists a locally standard measure space (X , 0, ,u) and a family {@p }p ox Of locally Hilbert spaces.

Proof. Let & be the Hilbert space obtained by completing the locally Hilbert space 2. For a fixed
n €N, let P, : & — %, be the projection of the Hilbert space .# onto .¢,. Consider & C 2, a
countable, dense subset such that & is closed under linear combinations with rational complex
coefficients. Moreover, we get ZN.¢,, is dense in %, for alln € N and ZN.¢,, € ZN.x,, whenever

m < n. We fix the notation %, = Z N, and thus ¥ = | J %,. Next, for each n € N, consider the

neN
set

% =%, U {P.h; : hj € %, whenevern<r}

and then define

Since for each n € N, the set %, is countable, we get SZ’YQ is also a countable set. This shows %’ is

countable as well. Finally, consider the set % consisting of the collection of all linear combinations
of vectors from the set 2’ with rational complex coefficients. This implies % is a also a countable,
dense subset of 2. We denote the collection of all elements of & by {§ i JE€ N}.

Giventhat 2 = | J A, and /4 = liLn/ﬂn satisfying condition I. That is, there is a measure space
neN

n
(X > 2> un) such that .#,, is isomorphic to L*° (X > 2> un) for every n € N with the property that
the family {(X s Zn)}n <y 18 a strictly inductive system of measurable spaces and the family {,un}n N

is a projective system of finite measures. By taking X = | X,,, £ as defined in Equation (8) and
neN

u as defined in Proposition 2.5, we get a locally standard measure space (X , 2, u) (see Definition
2.6). For a fixed n € N, we know that .#,, is an abelian von Neumann algebra in %(¢,,). So, let
-, be a dense C*-algebra contained in .#,, and let [, : C(X,) — ./, be the Gelfand isomorphism.
By the notion of disintegration of a separable Hilbert space (see Theorem 1.5), we obtain a family
{Anp}pex, of separable Hilbert spaces with respect to the abelian von Neumann subalgebra ./,
such that the Hilbert space %}, is isomorphic to the direct integral of {7}, ,},ex, . That is

(&)
Ay = J A p duy(p)-
X,

gj:&k
m

For a fixed meN and &;, &y € V define a linear functional :C(X,,) > Chby

) i= (P, T (F )P
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Since ng Sk

measure, denoted by u,;

is a bounded linear functional, then by Riesz-representation theorem, there exists a

S8k on X,, satisfying, u é’ < U, and

() = (P, T )Prr) f f duy/ ™, for every f € C(X.,).

Further, by using [ 7, Part I, Chapter 7, Proposition 1] and the facts that the C*-algebras C(X,,) and
-, are dense in the von Neumann algebras L™° (X m,Zm,,um) and ., respectively, the Gelfand

isomorphism I, can be uniquely extended to a bijective homomorphism fm : L™ (X m> Lo ,um) -
M, such that

- £,
(Pméj,Fm(f)PmEk)=Jf du, ", for every f € L (X, Sy bhm)-

By usmg the fact that ,ugf S

fm] € LY(X,, ) such that for any E € %, we get
LS () = J Fotigy,

It is clear that the function fflj’ “ is defined almost everywhere. Since & is countable, there
are countably many such functions. Consequently, we remove the measure zero set from X,,

< U, there is a unique function (the Radon-Nikodym derivative)

corresponding to each such function fff’gk, where it is not defined. However, without loss of
generality, we continue to work with the modified set X,,, and thus, X.

Next, fix p € X. We can choose the smallest m € N such that p € X,,, (i.e. p ¢ X; for any [ < m).
Further, we define the map ¢, : ¥ x % — C by

"g
Dp(E5, €)= fu 7 (p). (30)
For arbitrarily fixed & i»S181 € fg, A €C and E € %, observe that
f FO AR g Ay f yp Al
X

m

= (Pn&;, Tu(Xp)Pu(AEL +E))

= MP&j, Tu(XE)PmEr) + (P& Tn(XE)PRE;)
_ [ . dué,£k+J yedpld

Jx, X

— A,‘l,l,g]’gk

(B)+ ' (B)

ZAJr é] gk Jfgj & d‘u,m.

Since this is true for all E € ,,,, we get

A
nfl gkJrél( )= Aféj gk(p) +f€) gI(P)
for almost every p € X,,,. Thus we have

(&5, Ak + &) = Ad,(E5,E1) + ¢, (€5, &) for almost every p € X,,,. 3D
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Further, for §; € Z,

¢,(&,85) = fmj’gj(p) >0 for almost every p € X,,. (32)

Next, for an arbitrarily fixed E € %,,, we observe

fm“%mr-é%m—J 2o duSir
E X

m

<Pm€j5 /F\m(XE)ngk>

= (TP Puc)
= (Pr&r, Tu(XE)PnE;)

:J Ed.“’m kS
X

m

—uméw)

Jf S T

Since this is true for all E € %, we get

£5 54 (p) = £55 ()

for almost every p € X,,,. Thus we have

¢,(&;,Ek) = ¢, (Ex, &) for almost every p € X,,,. (33)

We remove the measure zero sets from X,, corresponding to Equation (31), Equation (32) and
Equation (33), where the equalities are not attained. However, note that since % is a countable
set, again without loss of generality, we continue to work with the modified set X,,, and hence
X. The above discussion shows that the map ¢, defined in Equation (30) is a positive hermitian
sesquilinear form. For the same p € X, let us consider the set

Hp={&€F  ¢,8)=F"" () =0}.

We can see that .4, is same as {Ej e . ¢,(&;,E) =0forall g, ff} It follows that A}, is a
subspace of & and for €8k € Z,

(Ei+ My, Ext M) o= d,(E5,E) = £ (p)

defines an inner product on the quotient space %, /A, Let 7€, be the Hilbert space obtained by
the completion of the inner product space %/ Ap. For each n €N, consider the subspace ¢, ,, of
€, given by

Fop = span{(P h;—P _1hj) + A4, + hjE 3’“}. (34
Note that if | < m, then 54 , = A, and €, , C 5, ,, whenever n < r. This implies that {%H,P}neN
is a strictly inductive system {%H:P}n oy Of Hilbert spaces. Finally, we define the locally Hilbert
space 9, := U s, p- Since p € X was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain a family {9, },ex of locally

neN

Hilbert spaces. U
Lemma 3.3. The family {/F\n : L°°(Xn,2n,,un) - M, : nE N} of isomorphisms is such that
fn(f)|” =0, Wheneverf|X =0forl<m<n
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Proof. It is given in Condition I that the abelian locally von Neumann algebra .# is the pro-
jective limit of the projective system ({/ﬂn}neN,{wm,n}mSn) of von Neumann algebras. Since
(Xm,Em,,um) is a locally standard measure space, for m < n, the map 7,,, : L (Xn,Zn,,un) -
L% (X Zns U ) defined by

o) = F

is a sujective normal x-homomorphism. It follows that (L°° (X > 2> un), {Tm,n}mgn) is a projective
system of abelian von Neumann algebras. By using the notion described in Proposition 3.14 of
[14], foreachm < n, we have ¢, ,(L) =L | #, for every L € #,, and hence the following diagram
commutes.

T

L% (X oy 2y )

Tm,n ‘ ’ wm,n

~

L% (X s Zins i)

~

My

~
b

T,
That is
Fm °Tmn = 11bm,n o Fn (35)
In particulay, if f € L°°(X > 2> ,un) satisfying that f | «_ =0, then from Equation (35), we get
L) = ¥mnoTa(f)

~

© Tpnn(f)
n(flx,)

Il
o I

O

Note 3.4. From Lemma 3.2, we get a locally standard measure space (X ,2,,u) and a family
Dloc

{2, }pex of locally Hilbert spaces. Then, consider the direct integral f 2, du(p) of the family

X
{2, }pex of locally Hilbert spaces over the locally standard measure space (X, X, u). For a fixed
n € N, define

Dioc
S, = {u 1S f Dy du(p) : supp(u) € X,, u(p) € Fop ps almost every p GXn} . (36)
X

From Proposition 2.10, it is clear that 5, is a Hilbert space and moreover the family {34, },cy is
a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces such that

Dloc
J D, du(p) = | .

X neN

Dioc
Next, we show that the given locally Hilbert space 2 = | ] #,, can be identified with J 2, du(p) =
neN X

U £, through a bijective isometry. In this direction, we prove the following lemma.
neN
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Lemma 3.5. For every n € N, there exists an isometry from the Hilbert space 4;, to F&,.

Proof. We recall that %, is a countable dense subspace of the Hilbert space .#,, for each n € N. For

i > 2, we note that (P;(Id ,, —P;_,) is the projection of the Hilbert space .# onto .¢; © #;_,. Using

this, for a fixed n € N, we give a map W, : &, — ¢, as; for h; € Z,, define W, (h;) : X — U Dy
pEX

by
W, (h)(p) := (P(Idyy —Pi_y)hj) + A, if p€X; \ X . (37)

This map is defined on a countable dense subset of J¢;,. To show that W, (h;) € /,, we record the
following observations. For i > n+ 1, if h; € %, then

(P(Idy — Pi_y)hj) + Ny, = N, € D,,.
Otherwise, for i < n, we have
(P;(Id % — Pi_1)h;) + A, = (Py(hj — Pi_1hj)) + A,
= (P;hj — P;P;i_1hj) + A,
= (Ph;j— P hj) + N, € #,, C #,,
These observations show that the supp(W,(h;)) € X,, and W,(h;)(p) € 5¢,, S 9, for almost

every p € X,,. Suppose hj,h, € %, and A € Q +Q, then Ah; + hy € %,, and the function
W,(Ahj +hy) : X — | 9, is defined as; for p € X; \ X;_4
peEX

W, (Ah; + R )(p) = (P;(Id ¢ — Pi_y)Ah; + by ) + A,
= AP;(Idyy —Pi_1)hj) + A, + (Pi(Id ¢ — Py )hy) + A,
= AW, (h;)(p) + W, (hi)(p)

This demonstrates that the map W, is linear on a countable, dense subspace %, of 4,.
Next, we show that the map W, is an isometry on %,. Fix h; € %, then we can choose the

smallest [ € N such that h; € #; (i.e. hj ¢ #;_;). Now we denote I = ||Wn(hj)||2. Then we have
1= (W,(hy), Wa(h)))

_ J (W, (h)(P), W ())(P)) dup)
X

(W, (h))(P), W, (R))(P)) dutn(p)

n

_ f (Wo(h,)(P), Wa(h)()) dpsi(p)
X \Xi1

Il
:h

= f (P (Idy — Pi—l)hj)+%,(Pi(1dx—Pi—1)hj)+%> du;(p)
Xi\Xi1

l
f (Plh] Pi_1h;) + Ay, (Pihj — Pi_qhj) +=/%> dui(p)
X; \Xl 1

_11—12—13+14,

where

l
=Z( f (Pihj+ My, PR+ Ap ) dui(p)) J ¢, (Pih;, Pi;) duy(p)
i=1 X\Xi1 X\Xi1
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[
=ZJ £ () dusg(p)
i Xi\Xi—1

1
Z (P, Ti(xx,\x._, )Pih;)

=1
— _ 2
= <hj,rl(lxl)hj> = [|h;l1°.
Next, in the process of computing I,, I3 and I, we use Lemma 3.3. Thus

l
IzZZ(f <Ph + AN, Piah; +</V d,ul(p)) J ¢,(Ph;j, Pi_1h;)dpi(p)
i Xi\Xim X \Xiq
l
:ZJ £ ) day (p)
i Xi\Xi

!
Z (Pih;,Ti(xx0\x,_, )Pioih;) =
=1

i=1

l !
:Z(J <Pi—1hj+=/%apihj+%> dui(p)) =ZJ ¢, (Pi_1h;, P;h;)du;(p)
Xi\Xi—1 i=1 J X;\X;_;

[
=ZJ £ () duy(p)
i Xi\Xi

l
Z 1h1’ F XX \Xi— )Plh]>

and

[
I4:Z(J <Pl—1h]+‘/V Pl ].h +‘/V dnu’l(p)) f ¢p(Pi—1hj,Pi—1hj)de(p)
L X\Xl 1 X\Xl 1
l
Pi1hj,Pi sk
:ZJ £ (0) du(p)
i X\Xl 1

1
:Z (Pioahy, Ti(Xxx,, JPicthy) =

i=1
Hence, we get
W (hDIP =T=1 =L, — I3+ I, = I; = [|h||>.
Subsequently, we extend the map linearly to .#;. Thus, W, defines an isometry on the Hilbert
space %,. (]

Consider a measurable function f : X — C with the property that supp(f) € X, and f | x €

L (X > B> un). Corresponding to the function f, we define the locally diagonalizable operator
Dloc

denoted by T, on the locally Hilbert space J 2, du(p) (see (2) of Definition 2.14).
X

Lemma 3.6. For each n € N, consider the subset

A2 = {TWo(h)) © f €EBe(X, %), supp(f) S X,, hj € %, }.
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— 0
Then span 7€, = 56,.

Proof Assume thatv € #, and (v, Ty W, (h;)) = 0 forall T; W, (h;) € #°. Now fix f € EBj,.(X, %, 1)
such that supp(f) € X, and also fix h; € Z,,. Then we get

J (v(p), f(PIW,(hj)(P)) du(p) =f F®){(v(p), Wo(h))(p)) dpn(p) = 0.
X X,

Here, note that the function f € EBIOC(X , 2, ,u) with supp(f) C X,, was arbitrarily chosen. Thus by

using the fact that that dual of Ll(Xn, Zn,,un) is L (Xn, Z}n,,un), we get (v(p), Wn(h]-)(p)) =0 for
almost every p € X,,. This implies for almost every p € X; \ X;_;, we have

(v(p), Wo(h))(p)) = (v(p), (Pi(Id — P;_1)h;) + Ap) = 0.

Here note that h; € W, was arbitrarily fixed. Hence we use the definition of ., , (see Equation

(34) with p € X; \ X;_; ) along with the definition of %, (see Equation (36) ) to conclude that
v(p) = O for almost every p € X; \ X;_; and thus for almost every p € X. Therefore, v = 0. This
proves that span £ = . O

Next, by using Lemma 3.6, we show that the map W,, : ¢, — 5%, is surjective.
Lemma 3.7. The map W,, : ¢, — ¢, is surjective.

Proof. Let f € EBIOC(X , 2, ,u) such that supp(f) € X, and h; € %, be arbitrarily fixed. We choose
the smallest m € N such that h; € A7, (i.e. hj & Ay ) Observe that fm(f |x )hj € A,,. Since

%, is dense in %, for a fixed e > 0 there is h € %,, such that
. 2
Bl =] <e, (38)

Let [ € N be the smallest such that h € 4] (i.e. h ¢ A, ) Using Equation (37), we observe that
W, @) € s and Ty W, (h;) € #,. Here, we get | < m. Now let us denote by

1= |7 W, k)~ Wa(B)[],
Then we have
I=L—I—I3+Iy, 39
where

I =(TeW,(hy), Ty Wy(hy))
f If (p)I? <(Pihj —Pi_1hj) + A, (Pihj — Pi_ihj) + %) du;(p)

f ()P ¢p(Pihj, Piqh;)) dui(p))

Xi\Xi1

+Z(—J |f(p)|2¢p(Pi—1hj)Pihj)dUi(p)+J
i Xi\Xiq

Xi\Xi1

(D) ¢p(Pishj, Pighy) dui(p))

=5 U F @I (p) du(p) — F @I ) dui(p)>
= Xi\Xi1

Xi\X;_1

+Z(—J F @I () dug(p) + f |f(p)|2fff1hf”’f1hf(p)dui(p))
i X \X;_1 X\Xi1
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((Pehyj, Ti(xox, . f2)Pihy) = (Pihy, Ti(Xxox, f2)Picahy))

-

N
Il
-

(—=(Picahy, T f2)Pihy) +(Picahy, T(Xxox S 2)Picay))

-

=

+

1=

NgE

({Pihj, Tirx,\x,_, f*)Pih;) —0—0+0).

~.
=

Next,

o ={Tp Wa(h)), W (1))
l

=Zf m((pihj_pi—lhj)+%:(Piil_Pi—1fl)+%> du;(p)
i=1JXi\Xi1

l
=> U F()¢,(Pihj, Pit) dp;(p) — f()¢,(Pihj, Pl dui(p))
=1 \JX;\X;_; Xi\Xi 1

l
+Z(_J \ fTI))¢p(pi_lhj’Piil)dMi(p)+J f(_p)qsp(Pi—lhj’pi—lfl)d.u'i(p))
Xi\Xi1

i=1 Xi\Xiq
1 N by o
=ZU FOU " () dpi(p) — f(p)ff"hf”"1h(p)dui(p))
i=1 X\Xi1 X\Xi1
1 N - o
+Z(—J F@U " 0) dug(p) + f f(p)fip‘lh”P’1h(p)dui(p))
i=1 X\Xi1 Xi\Xi1

= (<Pihj’ /F\i(xxi\xiflf)pii\l>_<pihj) /f‘i(XXi\Xi,lf)Pi_lil>)
1
[
* Z (_ <Pi_1hj’ /F\i(xxi\xi—lf)pii\l> + <pi—1hj) /f‘i(xXi\Xi—lf)Pi—li\l>)

= (P Titxax, PIPR)—0—0+0).
Next,
I3 =<Wn(il)’ Tan(hj)>

l
=>. f FP){((Ph—Pi_yh) + A, (Pihj — Piyhy) + A;) dui(p)
i=1 J X;{\X;1

l

= (J f(P)¢, (P, Pih;) dp;(p) — f(p)qbp(Pifl,Pi_lhj)dui(p))
i Xi\X;1

i=1 Xi\Xi1
1
+> (—J F(0)b,(Pish, Pih;) dui(p) + J F(P)pp(Piosh, Pi_yhy) dui(p))
i=1 Xi\Xi1 Xi\Xi1

l N R
=ZU F@I () dui(p) — f(p)ff"h”’f1hf(p)dui(p))
X\Xi1

i=1 Xi\Xi
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1

+Z(— J FEIEM () dysy(p) + J F)f lhf(p)dul(p))
i Xi\Xi Xi\Xi1
1

=D (P, T(xxx, o f)Pihy) = (P, Tk, f )Picahy)

1
1
+ Z( (Picah, Ti(xxox, ., f)Pihy) + (Picah, Ti(Xxox, f )Picahy)

i=1
l
:Z ((P:h, Ti(xx\x, f)Phj)—0—0+0).
i=1
Finally,
:<Wn h
l

f ((Ph—Pish) + A, (Pih— Py ) + A, ) dui(p)
X \Xi4

_.
~
-

( Ph Ph) du;(p) — ¢p(Piil)pi—li\l) d.ui(P))
Xi\Xi1

i= Xi\Xiq

( P,_1h, P;h) dul(p)+J ¢p(Pi_1fl,Pi_1ﬁ)dui(p))
i= X \X;_1 Xi\Xi1

L\/JN

( J FPRPR (D) dp(p) — ffff“”f-lfl(p)dui(p))
X \X;—1 X \Xi1

,..
—_

_.|_

( Fi- l“h(p)dul(pwj fff-lh’f’f-lh(p)dui(p))
i= X \Xi—1 X \Xi—1

Ao~

(P, Ty xpx, JPiR) = (Pih, Ti(Xxox,, )Picah))

L\/JN

—~.

&NH

Ao~

(‘(Pi—lfl: T(2xx,, )Pih) + (Piih, Ti(2xax,, )Piaht)

,_n

Mm

((Pih, Ti(xx\x, )Ph)—0—0+0).
i=1

Note that in the last equality while computing I, for t = 1,2, 3,4 we obtain zeros using Lemma
3.3. Thus, by using Equation (39), Lemma 3.3 and the above computations, we get

m 1
1= (P, Txxx, . fOPR)) Z< i J’F(Xxi\xi_lf)Piil>
i=1 1
l 1 o " 1
—Z(Pih, T(Xxox, fPih; +Z (Ph, Ti(xxox,_)Pih)
i=1 i=1
m 1

:Z<Pihj5 Li(Xx\x_ f2Ph;) Z< ; ],F(Xxi\xi_j)Piil>

i=1 i=1
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! !
—Z<Pii1, fi(XXi\Xi_lf)Pihj> +Z<PJA1, fi(XXi\Xi_l)Pifl>

i=1 i=1
m m
- Z <Pihj, E(XXi\Xi_l.?)Pifl>_ Z <Pii\l, fi(XXi\Xi_lf)Pihj>

i=l+1 i=l+1

=(Rj, TulF2[x My = (hy, TulFl W) = (R, TlF [ )+ (R )

~ A2
ot
Then Equation (38) implies that
1= |7 wah)~wi (B[, <e.

It follows that W, (%,) is dense in %ﬁ? and so in span of %no. We know from Lemma 3.6 that the
span of ano is dense in 5#,. Hence W, (%,) is dense in 5#,. Finally by using the fact that %, is
dense in ¢, we conclude that the isometry W,, is surjective for each n € N. O

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem.

Dloc

Proof of Theorem 3.1: As discussed in Note 3.4, f 2, du(p) is a locally Hilbert space with the
X
strictly inductive system {an}neN, where ¢, is defined in Equation (36). An appeal to Lemma

3.5 and Lemma 3.7, for every n € N, the map W, : %, — %, is unitary. Recall that if h; € 2,
then

W, (h;)(p) = (P(Idy — Pi_y)hj) + A, if p €X; \ X;.
For the same h; € %, we see that

Wisi(hj)(p) = (P (Id ¢ — Pi_Dhj) + A, if p € X3\ X .

This shows that W, | . = W,. Similarly, we see that W, | 4 =W, for all r < n. In other words,

{Wn}neN is a projective system of unitary operators. Now we define a locally bounded operator

Dloc
(see Equation 3)) W : 9 — Dy du(p) by
X
W :=limW,
b
neN
Dloc
Moreover, W is a bijective and local isometry. Thus, 2 is isomorphic to J 2, du(p). On the
X

other hand, for each n € N, the map 7, : EBIOC(X , 5, u) — M, defined by
() =T(f]y )

is a normal homomorphism. Further, by using Equation (35), for m < n, we have
PYmn© Ta(f) = Ymn o Ta(fx )
=T(flx,)
=Tu(f]x,)
=Tn(f)

Hn
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for every f € EBIOC(X , 2, u). This shows that (EBIOC(X , %, ,u), {Tn}neN) is compatibe with the pro-
jective system ({/ﬂn}neN, {¢m,n}m5n) of von Neumann algebras. So, by the uniquness of projective
limit there exists a unique normal map 7 : EBIOC(X , 2, ,u) — # such that

YpoT =1,

for every n € N. In fact, 7 is can be defined as
()= liLnFn(f |Xn)'
neN

Since fn is isomorphic for each n € N, we conclude that 7 is bijective. Finally by using the fact
that the abelian locally von Neumann algebra of all locally bounded diagonalizable operators

Dloc
on J 9, du(p) is in one-to-one correspondence with EBIOC(X ,E,,u) (see Equation (29)) via

X
bijective map 7 the result follows.
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