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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 D and an abelian locally von Neumann algebraM , does there exist a

locally standard measure space and a family of locally Hilbert spaces such that

(1) the locally Hilbert space D is identified with the direct integral of family of locally Hilbert

spaces;

(2) the abelian locally von Neumann algebra M 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

H and an abelian von Neumann algebra in B(H ), 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 D and an

abelian locally von Neumann algebraM contained in the locally C∗-algebra of all locally bounded

operators on D, does there exist a locally standard measure space and a family of locally Hilbert

spaces such that the locally Hilbert space D is identified with the direct integral of the family

of locally Hilbert spaces, and the abelian locally von Neumann algebraM 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
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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 σ-compact locally compact (Borel measure) space,

µ is the completion of a Borel measure on X , and {Hp}p∈X is a family of separable Hilbert spaces

indexed by points p in X , we say that a separable Hilbert spaceH is the direct integral of {Hp} over

(X ,µ)
�
we write: H =

∫ ⊕
X
Hp dµ(p)

�
when, to each x ∈H , there corresponds a function p 7→ x(p)

on X such that x(p) ∈ Hp for each p and

(1) p 7→ 〈x(p), y(p)〉 is µ-integrable, when x , y ∈H and

〈x , y〉 =

∫

X

〈x(p), y(p)〉 dµ(p)

(2) if xp ∈ Hp for all p in X and p 7→


xp, y(p)

�
is integrable for each y ∈ H , then there is a

x ∈ H such that x(p) = xp for almost every p. We say that
∫ ⊕

X
Hp dµ(p) and p 7→ x(p) are

the (direct integral) decompositions ofH and x respectively.

Note 1.2. In view of Theorem 1.5, our discussion gives a special attention to standard measure

space (X ,µ). That is, X is a complete, separable, metric space and µ is a finite, positive measure

on X .

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] LetH be the direct integral of Hilbert spaces {Hp} over the

standard measure space (X ,µ). Then an operator T inB(H ) is said to be:

(1) decomposable, if there is a family {Tp ∈B(Hp)}p∈X such that for each x ∈H , we have

T x(p) = Tp x(p)

for almost every p ∈ X . Subsequently, T is denoted by
∫ ⊕

X
Tp dµ(p). Moreover, the norm of

‖T‖ is defined by

‖T‖ := ess sup
�
‖Tp‖ : p ∈ X

	
. (1)

(2) diagonalizable, if T is decomposable and there exists a function f ∈ L∞(X ,µ) such that for

each x ∈H , we have

T x(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.



4 KULKARNI AND PAMULA

Theorem 1.4. [17, Theorem 14.1.10] Let H =
∫ ⊕

X
Hp dµ(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] LetH be a separable Hilbert space, andM be an

abelian von Neumann algebra inB(H ). Then there exists a standard measure space (X ,µ), a family

of separable Hilbert spaces {Hp}p∈X , and an isomorphism ofH onto
∫ ⊕

X
Hp dµ(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 (Hα, 〈·, ·〉Hα)α∈Λ be a net of Hilbert spaces. Then E =
{Hα}α∈Λ is said to be a strictly inductive system (or an upward filtered family) of Hilbert spaces if:

(1) (Λ,≤) is a directed partially ordered set;

(2) for each α,β ∈ Λ with α ≤ β ∈ Λ we haveHα ⊆Hβ ;

(3) for each α,β ∈ Λ with α ≤ β ∈ Λ the inclusion map Jβ ,α : Hα →Hβ is isometric, that is,

〈u, v〉Hα = 〈u, v〉Hβ for all u, v ∈Hα.

It is evident from equation 1.13 of [11] that for a strictly inductive system E = {Hα}α∈Λ of

Hilbert spaces, the inductive limit denoted by lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα, and it is given by

lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα. (2)

Definition 1.7. [11, Subsection 1.3] A locally Hilbert space D, is defined as the inductive limit of

some strictly inductive system E = {Hα}α∈Λ 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, D is the quantized domain given by the family

E = {Hα}α∈Λ. Moreover, if Λ = N, then E is countable and D is called a quantized Frechet domain.

For details, see Definition 2.3 of [4].

Example 1.8. Let {en : n ∈ N} be a Hilbert basis of ℓ2(N). For each k ∈ N, define the closed (in

fact, finite dimensional) subspace Hk := span{e1, e2, ..., ek}. It follows that Hm ⊆ Hn for m ≤ n.

In other words, the family E = {Hn}n∈N forms a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces. The

inductive limit of the strictly inductive system E = {Hn}n∈N is given by

D = lim
−→
n∈N

Hn =
⋃

n∈N

Hn.

Hence D is the locally Hilbert space (or the quantized domain) given by E . Moreover, we obtain

D = ℓ2(N). For a more general construction, one can see Example 2.9 of [4].

From now onwards, the notation D = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα will indicate that D is the locally Hilbert space

given by a strictly inductive system (or an upward filtered family) E = {Hα}α∈Λ of Hilbert spaces.
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The reader may note that in article [4], the authors used the notation {H ;E ;D}, whereas in the

work of [16], the author used the notation DE . However, we stick to the symbol D 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 D = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα =
⋃
α∈Λ
Hα and O = lim

−→
α∈Λ

Kα =
⋃
α∈Λ
Kα be two locally

Hilbert spaces. A linear map T : D → O is said to be a locally bounded operator if

T (Hα) ⊆Hα, T (H ⊥
α ∩D) ⊆H

⊥
α ∩D and T

��
Hα
∈B(Hα)

for each α ∈ Λ.

LetD and O be the locally Hilbert spaces given by the strictly inductive systems of Hilbert spaces

E = {Hα}α∈Λ and F = {Hα}α∈Λ respectively. We denote the collection of all locally bounded

operators from D to O by the notation C∗E ,F (D,O ). In particular, C∗E ,E (D,D) = C∗E (D).

Example 1.10. Let D be the locally Hilbert space given by the strictly inductive system E as in

Example 1.8. Define a operator T : D →D by using the following matrix

T =





1 0 0 · · · 0 · · ·
0 2 0 · · · 0 · · ·
0 0 3 · · · 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .
...

...

0 0 0 · · · m · · ·

0 0 0 · · · 0
...





.

This gives Ten = nen for each n ∈ N. Clearly, T is a densely defined closed operator. For each

n ∈ N,Hn = span{e1, e2, · · · , en} is a reducing subspace of T and the restriction T
��
Hn
∈B(Hn) is

given by

T
��
Hn
=





1 0 0 · · · 0

0 2 0 · · · 0

0 0 3 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · n




.

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

Remark 1.11. [11, Subection 1.4] Let T ∈ C∗E ,F (D,O ), and for each α ∈ Λ take Tα = T
��
Hα

. For

a fixed α ∈ Λ, we denote the inclusion maps by the notations JD ,α :Hα→D and JO ,α :Kα→ O .

Then the collection {Tα}α∈Λ satisfies the following properties:

(1) for each α ∈ Λ, Tα ∈B(Hα,Kα) and T JD ,α = JO ,αTα;

(2) for α,β ∈ Λ with α≤ β , we get T ∗
β

��
Kα
= T ∗α .

In view of Remark 1.11 and following the notations of [11], we say that every T ∈ C∗E (D) can

be seen as a projective (or inverse) limit of the net {Tα}α∈Λ of bounded operators. That is,

T = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Tα. (3)

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 A be a unital ∗-algebra. A seminorm p on A is said to be a C∗-

seminorm, if

(1) p(1A ) = 1

(2) p(ab) ≤ p(a)p(b)

(3) p(a∗) = p(a)

(4) p(a∗a) = p(a)2,

for all a, b ∈ A . Let (Λ,≤) be a directed poset and P := {pα : α ∈ Λ} be a family of C∗-

seminorms defined on a the ∗-algebra A . Then P is called a upward filtered family if for each

a ∈ A , we have pα(a) ≤ pβ (a), whenever α≤ β .

Definition 1.12. [4, Definition 2.1] A unital ∗-algebra A which is complete with respect to the

locally convex topology generated by an upward filtered family {pα : α ∈ Λ} 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 A be a locally C∗-algebra. Then for each α ∈ Λ, take

Iα := {a ∈ A : pα(a) = 0}, which is a two-sided closed ideal in A , then Aα :=A/Iα is a C∗-

algebra with respect to the C∗-norm induced by pα. Whenever α≤ β , since Pα(a) ≤ pβ (a) for each

a ∈ A , there is a C∗-homomorphism (surjective) πα,β :Aβ →Aα given by πα,β(a+Iβ) = a+Iα.

This shows that
�
{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β

�
forms a projective system of C∗-algebras. There is a canon-

ical projection map πα :A →Aα for each α ∈ Λ satisfying

πα,β ◦πβ = πα, whenever α ≤ β . (4)

Equivalently, the pair (A , {πα}α∈Λ) is compatible with the projective system
�
{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β

�
�
see Subsection 1.1 of [11]

�
. Further, we consider the projective limit of the projective system�

{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β
�
, which is given by

�
refer Subsection 1.1 of [11]

�

lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα :=

¨
{xα}α∈Λ ∈

∏

α∈Λ

Aα : πα,β(xβ) = xα, whenever α ≤ β

«
. (5)

Here the topology on lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα is the weakest locally convex topology that makes each linear map

φα : lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα → Aα defined by φα({xα}α∈Λ) := xα is continuous. It is known as the projective

limit topology. Since Aα is complete for each α ∈ Λ, the projective limit lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα is complete

with respect to the projective limit topology
�
see Subsection 1.1 of [11]

�
. Moreover, the pair�

lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα, {φα}α∈Λ
�

is compatible with the projective system
�
{Aα}α∈Λ, {πα,β}α≤β

�
in the sense of

Equation (4). It follows that the map φ :A → lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα given by a 7→ {a +Iα}α∈Λ is a continuous

linear map satisfying,

πα = φα ◦φ, for every α ∈ Λ. (6)

If there is any other continuous linear map φ′ : A → lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα satisfying, πα = φα ◦φ
′ for every

α ∈ Λ, then for a ∈ A , we have φ′(a) ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα and φα
�
φ′(a)

�
= πα(a) = φα

�
φ(a)

�
for every

α ∈ Λ. Since each πα is a canonical projection, we get φ′(a) = φ(a) for every a ∈ A . In

conclusion, there is a unique continuous linear map φ :A → lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα satisfying Equation (6).
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From here onwards, we write A = lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα with the understanding that there exists such a

unique continuous linear map φ 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) If we start with a projective system
�
{Bα}α∈Λ, {ψα,β}α≤β

�
of unital C∗-algebras, where

ψα,β : Bβ → Bα is a unital surjective C∗-homomorphism, whenever α ≤ β , then we

get the inverse limit lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα of the projective system
�
{Bα}α∈Λ, {ψα,β}α≤β

�
defined as in

Equation (5). Further, for any two elements {xα}α∈Λ and {yα}α∈Λ in lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα , we define

{xα}α∈Λ · {yα}α∈Λ := {xα yα}α∈Λ and {xα}
∗
α∈Λ := {x∗α}α∈Λ.

We see that if {xα}α∈Λ, {yα}α∈Λ ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα then {xα yα}α∈Λ ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα and {x∗α} ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα

since

ψα,β(xβ yβ) =ψα,β(xβ)ψα,β(yβ ) = xα yα

and

ψα,β(x
∗
β) = (ψα,β (xβ))

∗ = x∗α, whenever α≤ β .

Next, for each β ∈ Λ, define a C∗-seminorm on lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα by

pβ
�
{xα}α∈Λ

�
:= ‖xβ‖Bβ , for all {xα}α∈Λ ∈ lim

←−
α∈Λ

Bα. (7)

Since ψα,β is a contraction (whenever α≤ β), for each {xα}α∈Λ ∈ lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα, we get

pα
�
{xα}α∈Λ

�
=
xα


Bα
=
ψα,β(xβ)


Bα
≤
xβ


Bβ
= pβ

�
{xα}α∈Λ

�
.

That is, {pα}α∈Λ is an upward filtered family of C∗-seminorms on lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα. We know that

the projective limit topology on lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα is the weakest locally convex topology that makes

the ∗-homomorphism ψβ : lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα → Bβ given by ψβ
�
{xα}α∈Λ

�
= xβ continuous for

every β ∈ Λ. Then from Equation (7), one can see that the locally convex topology

induced by the family {pα}α∈Λ coincides with the projective limit topology on lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα.

Since eachBα is a complete space, we get that the inverse limit lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα is also a complete

space
�
see Subsection 1.1 of [11]

�
. Hence, in view of Definition 1.12, we obtain that the

locally convex space lim
←−
α∈Λ

Bα is a unital locally C∗-algebra.

(2) From the above discussion, we get that lim
←−
α∈Λ

Aα defined in Equation (5) is a locally C∗-

algebra and the map φ appeared in Equation (6) is a ∗-homomorphism.

Example 1.14. Let D be the locally Hilbert space given by the strictly inductive system E as in

Example 1.8. Here Λ = N and consider the family
�
B(Hn)

	
n∈N

of C∗-algebras. For m ≤ n, define

a map φm,n :B(Hn)→B(Hm) by

φm,n(S) = J∗
n,m

SJn,m,
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where Jn,m :Hm→Hn is the inclusion map. Then the family
�
{B(Hn)}n∈N, {φm,n}m≤n

�
forms a

projective system of C∗-algebras. Now consider the projective limit lim
←−
n∈N

B(Hn) that is defined

as in Equation (5) along with the family {φn}n∈N, where φn : lim
←−
n∈N

B(Hn) → B(Hn) given

by {Tn}n∈N 7→ Tn is a surjective ∗-homomorphism satisfying φm,n ◦ φn = φm, whenever m ≤

n. This means that the pair

�
lim
←−
n∈N

B(Hn), {φn}n∈N

�
is compatible with the projective system

�
{B(Hn)}n∈N, {φm,n}m≤n

�
. On the other hand, for every n ∈ N, there is a surjective ∗-homomorphism

ψn : C∗E (D)→B(Hn) given by T 7→ T
��
Hn

satisfying, φm,n ◦ψn = ψm, whenever m ≤ n. Equiva-

lently, the pair
�
C∗E (D), {ψn}n∈N

�
is also compatible with the projective system

�
{B(Hn)}n∈N, {φm,n}m≤n

�
.

Thus there exists a unique unital ∗-homomorphism
�
refer Subsection 1.1 of [11]

�
ψ : C∗E (D)→

lim
←−
n∈N

B(Hn) given by ψ(T ) =
�

T
��
Hn

	
n∈N

such that ψn = φn ◦ ψ. In other words C∗E (D) =

lim
←−
n∈N

B(Hn). Hence, C∗E (D) is a unital locally C∗-algebra. The following commuting diagram will

summarize Example 1.14.

C∗E (D) lim
←−
n∈N

B(Hn)

B(Hm) B(Hn) B(Hm)

ψm

ψ

ψn φn φm�

φm,n φm,n

1.4. Locally von Neumann algebra. In this subsection, we recall some results from the notion

of locally von Neumann algebra. Let D be the locally Hilbert space given by a strictly inductive

system E = {Hα}α∈Λ of Hilbert spaces. If u, v ∈ D, then u, v ∈Hγ for some γ ∈ Λ and we define

qu(T ) := ‖Tu‖Hγ and qu,v(T ) :=

���〈u, T v〉Hγ

��� for all T ∈ C∗E (D).

Thus qu and qu,v are C∗-seminorms. Then

(a) (SOT) strong operator topology on C∗E (D) is the locally convex topology generated by the

family {qu : u ∈ D} of C∗-seminorms;

(b) (WOT) weak operator topology on C∗E (D) is the locally convex topology generated by the

family {qu,v : u, v ∈ D} 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 D be a locally Hilbert space given by a strictly inductive

system E of locally Hilbert spaces. Then a locally von Neumann algebra is a strongly closed unital

locally C∗-algebra contained in C∗E (D).

Let M ⊆ C∗E (D). Consider the set M ′ := {T ∈ C∗E (D) : TS = ST for all S ∈ M} which is

called as the commutant of M . We denote (M ′)′ by the notation M ′′. 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] LetM ⊆ C∗E (D) be a locally C∗-algebra containing the identity

operator on D. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) M =M ′′;

(2) M is weakly closed;

(3) M 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 Λ be a directed POSET. We say that a family {(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ forms a strictly

inductive system of measurable spaces, if

(1) Xα ⊆ Xβ ;

(2) Σα = {E ∩ Xα : E ∈ Σβ} (this implies Σα ⊆ Σβ),

whenever α≤ β .

Next, we give the construction of inductive limit in this context. Suppose {(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ is a

strictly inductive system of measurable spaces, then define

X =
⋃

α∈Λ

Xα and Σ := {E ⊆ X : E ∩ Xα ∈ Σα, for all α ∈ Λ}. (8)

Now, we prove that the collection Σ is a σ-algebra.

Proposition 2.2. The set Σ defined above is a σ-algebra.

Proof. Let E ∈ Σ. This means E ⊆ X , and E ∩ Xα ∈ Σα for all α ∈ Λ. Since Σα is a σ-algebra, we

have (E ∩ Xα)
c ∩ Xα ∈ Σα for all α ∈ Λ. However,

(E ∩ Xα)
c ∩ Xα = Ec ∩ Xα.

Therefore, Ec ∩ Xα ∈ Σα for all α ∈ Λ. Hence, Ec ∈ Σ. This shows that the set Σ is closed

under the set complement. Next, we show that the set Σ is closed under countable union. Let

{En | En ∈ Σ, n ∈ N} be a collection of subsets of X in Σ. This means that for each fixed n ∈ N, we

have En ⊆ X and En ∩ Xα ∈ Σα for all α ∈ Λ. If α ∈ Λ is fixed, then
� ⋃

n∈N

En

�⋂
Xα =

⋃

n∈N

�
En

⋂
Xα
�
∈ Σα

Since α ∈ Λwas chosen arbitrarily, we get
⋃

n∈N
En ∈ Σ. This proves that the setΣ is aσ-algebra. �

2.2. Observations I. Here we list out a few observations related to the notion of strictly inductive

system {(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ of measurable spaces.

(1) It follows from Proposition 2.2 that (X ,Σ) is a measurable space and for each α ∈ Λ, the

inclusion map Jα : Xα → X is measurable. Whenever α ≤ β , we have Σα ⊆ Σβ and the

inclusion map Jβ ,α : Xα→ Xβ is measurable such that

Jβ ◦ Jβ ,α = Jα.

In this situation, we say that
�
(X ,Σ), {Jα}α∈Λ

�
is compatible with

�
{(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ, {Jβ ,α}α≤β

�
.
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(2) Let (Y,Ω) be a measurable space and fα : Xα → Y be a measurable map for each α ∈ Λ.

Suppose
�
(Y,Ω), { fα}α∈Λ

�
is also compatible with

�
{(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ, {Jβ ,α}α≤β

�
, that is,

fβ ◦ Jβ ,α = fα, whenever α≤ β , (9)

then we define a map Φ : X → Y by Φ(x) := fα(x) for some α ∈ Λ such that x ∈ Xα.

From Equation (9), we get that the map Φ is well defined. Now we show that the map Φ

is measurable. Let E ∈ Ω, for any β ∈ Λ, we obtain

Xβ ∩Φ
−1(E) = {x ∈ Xβ : Φ(x) = fβ (x) ∈ E}= f −1

β (E) ∈ Σβ .

By using the definition of the σ-algebra Σ and since β ∈ Λ was arbitrarily chosen, we get

that the map Φ is measurable. Moreover, the map Φ satisfies the following condition

Φ ◦ Jα = fα for each α ∈ Λ. (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 Ψ : X → Y satisfying Equation (10), that is,

Ψ ◦ Jα = fα for each α ∈ Λ. Then for an arbitrary x ∈ X such that x ∈ Xα for some α ∈ Λ,

we get

Ψ(x) = Ψ ◦ Jα(x) = fα(x) and Φ(x) = Φ ◦ Jα(x) = fα(x).

This shows that Ψ(x) = Φ(x). Since x ∈ X was arbitrarily chosen, we obtain Ψ = Φ. This

gives the existence of a unique measurable map Φ : X → Y such that Φ ◦ Jα = fα for each

α ∈ Λ.

(4) In view of (1), (2) and (3) we call the measurable space (X ,Σ) as the inductive limit of

the strictly inductive system of measurable spaces
�
(Xα,Σα)

	
α∈Λ

and we denote this by

(X ,Σ) = lim
−→
α∈Λ

(Xα,Σα).

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

X Y

Xβ Xα Xβ

Φ

Jβ

�
Jβ ,α

Jα fα

Jβ ,α

fβ

Remark 2.3. If we define Σ0 =
⋃
α∈Λ

Σα, then Σ0 may not be a σ-algebra (see Example 2.4).

However, we see that Σ0 ⊆ Σ. Suppose E ⊆ X such that E ∈ Σ0, meaning E ∈ Σα′ for some α′ ∈ Λ.

This implies E ∈ Σβ for all β ∈ Λ such that α′ ≤ β . Let α ∈ Λ. Then there exists β ′ ∈ Λ such that

α ≤ β ′ and α′ ≤ β ′. Therefore, E ∈ Σβ ′ , and E ∩ Xα ∈ Σα. Since α was chosen arbitrarily, we get

E ∈ Σ. This proves Σ0 ⊆ Σ.

In the following example, we illustrate that Σ0, the union of σ-algebras is not necessarily a σ-

algebra.

Example 2.4. Consider the family of measurable spaces
�
([−n, n],Σn)

	
n∈N

, where Σn denotes

the σ-algebra of Lebesgue measurable subsets of [−n, n]. For each n ∈ N, we have [−n, n] ∈ Σn.

However,
⋃

n∈N
[−n, n] = R /∈ Σ0 =

⋃
n∈N
Σn. This example demonstrates that Σ0 is not necessarily a

σ-algebra.

Next, we introduce the notion of projective system of finite measures. We begin by considering a

strictly inductive system {(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ of measurable spaces. Suppose for eachα ∈ Λ, (Xα,Σα,µα)
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is a finite (positive) measure space, then we call the family {µα}α∈Λ a projective system of measures,

if for each Eα ∈ Σα, we have

µα(Eα) = µβ(Eα), whenever α≤ β .

This implies that for every E ∈ Σ, we see that

µα(E ∩ Xα) = µβ(E ∩ Xα) ≤ µβ(E ∩ Xβ).

Proposition 2.5. Suppose {(Xα,Σα,µα)}α∈Λ is a family of finite measure spaces such that {(Xα,Σα)}α∈Λ
is a strictly inductive system of measurable spaces and {µα}α∈Λ is a projective system of measures. If

(X ,Σ) = lim
−→
α∈Λ

(Xα,Σα), then the map µ : Σ→ [0,∞] defined by

µ(E) :=






lim
α
µα(E ∩ Xα), if {µα(E ∩ Xα)}α∈Λ converges;

∞, otherwise

is a measure. In this situation, we call the measure µ as the projective limit of the projective system

{µα}α∈Λ of measures and denote by the notation µ = lim
←−
α∈Λ

µα.

Proof. Let ; denote the empty set of X . Then µ(;) = lim
α
{µα(; ∩ Xα)} = 0. Further, assume that

{En ∈ Σ : n ∈ N} is a collection of pairwise disjoint subsets of X in Σ. Then, we obtain

µ
� ⋃

n∈N

En

�
= lim

α
µα
�� ⋃

n∈N

En

�⋂
Xα
�

= lim
α
µα
� ⋃

n∈N

�
En

⋂
Xα
� �

= lim
α

∞∑

n=1

µα
�
En

⋂
Xα
�

and
∞∑

n=1

µ(En) =

∞∑

n=1

lim
α
µα
�
En

⋂
Xα
�
.

For each α ∈ Λ, define a function fα : N→ [0,∞) by fα(n) := µα(En ∩ Xα). Whenever α ≤ β ,

we have fα(n) = µα(En ∩ Xα) ≤ fβ (n) = µβ(En ∩ Xβ) for all n ∈ N. If we define a function

f : N → [0,∞] by f (n) := µ(En), then for all n ∈ N we get lim
α

fα(n) = f (n). By using the

monotone convergence theorem, we have

lim
α

∞∑

n=1

fα(n) =

∞∑

n=1

f (n).

This implies that

lim
α

∞∑

n=1

µα
�
En

⋂
Xα
�
= lim

α

∞∑

n=1

fα(n) =

∞∑

n=1

f (n) =

∞∑

n=1

µ(En)

=

∞∑

n=1

lim
α
µα
�
En

⋂
Xα
�

= µ
� ⋃

n∈N

En

�
.
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This proves µ
� ⋃

n∈N
En

�
=
∞∑
n=1

µ(En), and hence the map µ is a measure. �

Definition 2.6. (Locally standard measure space) We call the measure space (X ,Σ,µ) obtained in

Proposition 2.5 a locally standard measure space, if (Xα,Σα,µα) is a standard measure space for

each α ∈ Λ. That is, (X ,Σ) = lim
−→
α∈Λ

(Xα,Σα) and µ = lim
←−
α∈Λ

µα, where (Xα,Σα,µα) is a standard

measure space for each α ∈ Λ.

Throughout this article, (X ,Σ,µ) indicates a locally standard measure space along with the

family {(Xα,Σα,µα)}α∈Λ of standard measure spaces such that (X ,Σ) = lim
−→
α∈Λ

(Xα,Σα) and µ =

lim
←−
α∈Λ

µα, unless otherwise stated.

Example 2.7. Let Λ = N and Xn = [−n, n] for each n ∈ N. Suppose B(Xn) denotes the Borel

σ-algebra of Xn and µn denotes the Lebesgue measure on B(Xn). Then {(Xn, B(Xn),µn)}n∈N is

a family of standard measure spaces such that {(Xn, B(Xn)}n∈N is a strictly inductive system of

measurable spaces and {µn}n∈N is a projective system of finite measures. As we know that a

subset U of R is Borel if and only if U ∩ Xn is Borel for every n ∈ N, it follows from Equation (8)

and (4) of Observations I that

(R, B(R)) = lim
−→
n∈N

(Xn, B(Xn)).

Moreover, if µ is the Lebesgue measure of R and E ∈ B(R), then E =
⋃

n∈N
(E ∩ Xn), where

E ∩ Xm ⊆ E ∩ Xn, whenever m ≤ n and µn(E ∩ Xn) = µ(E ∩ Xn) for all n ∈ N.

This implies that either µ(E) =∞ or µ(E) = lim
n→∞

µ(E ∩Xn) = lim
n→∞

µn(E ∩Xn). Thus µ = lim
←−

n

µn.

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

Remark 2.8. Let (X ,Σ,µ) 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 Jα : Xα→ X

continuous for each α ∈ Λ. In fact, U ⊆ X is open in X with respect to the inductive limit topology

if and only if U ∩ Xα is open in Xα for every α ∈ Λ.

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 (Λ,≤) be a directed POSET and (X ,Σ,µ) be a locally standard measure space.

For each p ∈ X , assign a locally Hilbert space Dp = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα,p, where {Hα,p}α∈Λ forms a strictly

inductive system of separable Hilbert spaces. The direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces {Dp}p∈X over

the locally standard measure space (X ,Σ,µ) comprises functions of the form u : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp with

u(p) ∈ Dp for all p ∈ X satisfying the following conditions:

(1) for each u : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp, there exists αu ∈ Λ such that the support of u,

supp(u) := {p ∈ X : u(p) 6= 0Dp
} ⊆ Xαu

and u(p) ∈Hαu,p for almost every p ∈ Xαu
;

(2) for any u and v satisfying the property (1), the function ζu,v : X → C defined by

ζu,v(p) := 〈u(p), v(p)〉Dp
, for all p ∈ X

is in L1(X ,µ);
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(3) let {vq}q∈X be a family of vectors such that vq ∈ Dq for all q ∈ X and there exists α ∈ Λ such

that vq = 0Dq
for all q ∈ X \ Xα. For each u : X →

⋃
p∈X

Dp with u(p) ∈ Dp for all p ∈ X ,

define the function ηu,{vq}q∈X
: X → C by

ηu,{vq}q∈X
(p) :=



u(p), vp

�
Dp

for all p ∈ X .

If the map ηu,{vq}q∈X
∈ L1(X ,µ) for every u satisfying the property (1) and ζu,u ∈ L1(X ,µ),

then there exists a function v : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp satisfying the property (1) and ζv,v ∈ L1(X ,µ)

such that v(p) = vp for almost every p ∈ X .

In this case, we denote the direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces {Dp}p∈X over the locally standard

measure space (X ,Σ,µ) by

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) and the vector u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) by

∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ(p).

Next, we show that the set

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is indeed a locally Hilbert space.

Proposition 2.10. Let (X ,Σ,µ) be a locally standard measure space and {Dp}p∈X be a family of

locally Hilbert spaces, where Dp = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα,p. Then

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is a locally Hilbert space.

Proof. To prove that

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is a locally Hilbert space, first we construct a strictly inductive

system of Hilbert spaces. For each fixed α ∈ Λ, we define the setHα by

Hα :=

�
u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) : supp(u) ⊆ Xα, u(p) ∈ Hα,p for almost every p ∈ Xα

�
. (11)

The set Hα can be {0Hα} for some α ∈ Λ. For instance, if the family {Dp}p∈X is such that for a

fixed α ∈ Λ, Hα,p = {0Hα,p
} for almost every p ∈ Xα, then we get that Hα to be the zero space.

However,

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) need not be the zero space. On the other hand, let α ∈ Λ be fixed, and

E ⊆ Xα be such that µ(E) = µα(E) > 0 with Hα,p is non-trivial Hilbert space for all p ∈ E. Then

consider the family {vp}p∈X , where vp is a unit vector in Hα,p ⊆ Dp if p ∈ E and vp = 0Dp
if

p ∈ X \ E. Suppose u : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp is a function satisfying the property (1) of Definition 2.9 and

ζu,u ∈ L1(X ,µ),
�
equivalently, the map p 7→

u(p)

Hαu ,p

is in L2(X ,µ)
�

then

∫

X

�� 
u(p), vp

� �� dµ(p) ≤

∫

Xαu

⋂
E

‖u(p)‖Hαu ,p
‖vp‖Hα,p

dµ(p)

=

∫

Xαu

⋂
E

‖u(p)‖Hαu ,p
dµαu

<∞.

The last inequality holds true as the map p 7→
u(p)


Hαu ,p

is in L2(Xαu
,µαu

), where µαu
is a finite

measure. So, from the property (3) of Definition 2.9, there exists v ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) such that
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v(p) = vp if p ∈ Xα and v(p) = 0Dp
if p ∈ X \ Xα. In particular, 0Hα 6= v ∈ Hα. Thus Hα is

non-trivial.

Let u, v ∈Hα, and define

〈u, v〉Hα :=

∫

Xα



u(p), v(p)

�
Hα,p

dµα. (12)

This gives an inner product onHα. Whenever α≤ β , it is clear thatHα ⊆Hβ and since Xα ⊆ Xβ ,

for u, v ∈Hα, we have

〈u, v〉Hβ =

∫

Xβ



u(p), v(p)

�
Hβ ,p

dµβ =

∫

Xα



u(p), v(p)

�
Hα,p

dµα+

∫

Xβ\Xα



u(p), v(p)

�
Hβ ,p

dµα = 〈u, v〉Hα .

(13)

Thus the inclusion map Jβ ,α :Hα→Hβ is an isometry. Now for each α ∈ Λ, we will show that the

inner product space Hα is complete. Fix α ∈ Λ, and consider
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα(p), the direct integral

of the family {Hα,p}p∈Xα
of Hilbert spaces over the standard measure space

�
Xα,Σα,µα

�
. Now

define Vα :Hα→
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα(p) by

Vα(u)(p) := u(p) for all p ∈ Xα and u ∈Hα. (14)

Then we get

〈u,u〉Hα =

∫

Xα



u(p), u(p)

�
Hα,p

dµα

=

∫

Xα



Vα(u)(p), Vα(u)(p)

�
Hα,p

dµα =


Vα(u), Vα(u)

�
.

This proves that the map Vα is an isometry. Now, we show that the map Vα is surjective. If v′ ∈∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα(p), then consider a function v ∈Hα such that v(p) = v′(p) if p ∈ Xα and v(p) = 0Dp

if p ∈ X \ Xα. Then we get Vα(v) = v′. Hence, the map Vα defines an isomorphism between the

inner product spaceHα and the Hilbert space
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα(p). Since α ∈ Λ is arbitrary, eachHα

is a Hilbert space. Thus, {Hα}α∈Λ forms a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces and from

Equation (2), we get that

lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα. (15)

Clearly,
⋃
α∈Λ
Hα ⊆

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p). If u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), then from the property (1) of Defini-

tion 2.9 there exists αu ∈ Λ such that supp(u) ⊆ Xαu
and u(p) ∈ Hαu,p for almost every p ∈ Xαu

.

This implies that u ∈Hαu
. Hence, we get

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) ⊆
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα, and this proves

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα. (16)

Then Equation (15) and Equation (16) imply that
∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) = lim
−→
α

Hα. (17)
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Therefore, from Definition 1.7, we conclude that

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is a locally Hilbert space. �

Note 2.11. Note that, one can define an inner product on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) as follows. If u, v ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), then from Proposition 2.10, there exists α ∈ Λ such that u, v ∈ Hα (αu,αv ≤ α)

and define

〈u, v〉 := 〈u, v〉Hα =

∫

Xα



u(p), v(p)

�
Hα,p

dµα.

In view of Equation (13), the map 〈·, ·〉 is well defined and it gives an inner product on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p).

In particular, if u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), then

‖u‖2 =

∫

Xαu

‖u(p)‖2Hαu ,p
dµαu

.

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,Σ,µ

�
, where µ is the counting measure

on N and {Dn}n∈N is a sequence of locally Hilbert spaces. The direct integral is given by

∫ ⊕loc

N

Dn dµ(n) =
⊕

n∈N

Dn.

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

N). For each p ∈ R, assign a locally Hilbert space Dp = lim
−→
n∈N

Hn,p, where Hn,p = C for

each n ∈ N. Then for each p ∈ R, we get Dp = C and from Proposition 2.10, we have∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) = lim
−→
n∈N

Hn, where

Hn :=

�
u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) : supp(u) ⊆ [−n, n], u(p) ∈Hn,p for almost every p ∈ [−n, n]

�
.

Further, we know from the proof of Proposition 2.10 that the Hilbert spaceHn is isomor-

phic to
∫ ⊕
[−n,n]

Hn,p dµn, the direct integral of the family {Hn,p}p∈[−n,n] of Hilbert spaces

for each fixed n ∈ N. That is, Hn consists of all Borel measurable functions u : R → C

such that supp(u) ⊆ [−n, n] and
∫
R

|u(p)|2 dµ <∞. Therefore,

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) =
¦

u ∈ L2
�
R, B(R),µ

�
: supp(u) ⊆ [−n, n] for some n ∈ N

©
.

Remark 2.13. By following Definition 1.1, we see that
�
R, B(R),µ

�
is a standard measure space.

Since each Dp = 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 {Dp = C}p∈R over the standard measure space
�
R, B(R),µ

�
, which is

∫ ⊕

R

Dp dµ(p) =
¦

u : R→ C : u is Borel measurable and

∫

R

|u(p)|2 dµ <∞
©

= L2
�
R, B(R),µ

�
.

Further, it is clear from (2) of Example 2.12 that

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) is dense subspace of
∫ ⊕
R
Dp dµ(p).

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

X

Dp dµ(p) that adheres to the notion of direct integrals. We introduce this class motivated

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

Definition 2.14. A locally bounded operator T :

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)→

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is said to be:

(1) decomposable, if there exists a family
�

Tp : Dp →Dp

	
p∈X

of locally bounded operators such

that for any u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), we have

(Tu)(p) = Tpu(p)

for almost every p ∈ X . In this case, we denote the operator T by the notation

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p)

and so
�∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p)

��∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ(p)

�
=

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tpu(p)dµ(p);

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

that for any u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), we have

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

for almost every p ∈ X . In this situation, we get T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p) =

∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p)·IdDp
dµ(p).

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

diagonalizable locally bounded operators on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) byMDEC andMDIAG respectively.

Example 2.15. Consider the direct integral of locally Hilbert spaces
∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) =
¦

u ∈ L2
�
R, B(R),µ

�
: supp(u) ⊆ [−n, n] for some n ∈ N

©

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

T f :

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p)→

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) by (T f u)(p) = f (p)u(p) = pu(p)
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for almost every p ∈ R and for every u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p). Then T f is a decomposable and moreover

a diagonalizable operator on

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p).

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,Σ,µ

�
and direct integral of locally

Hilbert spaces {Dn}n∈N given by

∫ ⊕loc

N

Dn dµ(n) =
⊕

n∈N

Dn,

where D1 =
⋃

n∈N
span{e1, e2, ..., en} ⊂ ℓ

2(N)
�
here {en : n ∈ N} is a Hilbert basis of ℓ2(N)

�
and

Dn = {0} for n≥ 2. Now define a locally bounded operator T :
⊕
n∈N
Dn→

⊕
n∈N
Dn as

T
��

u(n)
	

n∈N

�
=
�

Tnu(n)
	

n∈N
,

where T1 is as defined in Example 1.10 and Tn = 0 for n≥ 2. For instance,

T

�¨
N∑

k=1

λkek, 0,0,0,0, ...

«�
=

¨
N∑

k=1

kλkek, 0,0,0,0, ...

«
.

It shows that T is a decomposable locally bounded operator on
⊕
n∈N
Dn. Now we show that T is not

diagonalizable. By following (2) of Definition 2.14, if there is a measurable function f : N→ C

satisfying T
��

u(n)
	

n∈N

�
=
�

f (n)u(n)
	

n∈N
for every

�
u(n)

	
n∈N
∈
⊕
n∈N
Dn, then for all N ∈ N

¨
f (1)

�
N∑

k=1

λkek

�
, 0,0,0,0, ...

«
= T

�¨
N∑

k=1

λkek, 0,0,0,0, ...

«�
=

¨
N∑

k=1

kλkek, 0,0,0,0, ...

«

(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 T1 (defined in Example 1.10) is equal to λ · IdD for some λ ∈ C.

We furnish the following example with the intention that such a decompoable, non diagonaliz-

able locally bounded operator exists even when Λ is an arbitrary (possibly uncountable) directed

POSET.

Example 2.17. Let Λ = [0,∞) and consider the locally standard measure space
�
R, B(R),µ

�

along with the family
��
[−α,α], B

�
[−α,α]

�
,µα

�	
α∈[0,∞)

of standard measure spaces. Corre-

sponding to each p ∈ R and α ∈ [0,∞) assign a Hilbert space Hα,p = L2(R,µ). Then for each

p ∈ R, we assign a locally Hilbert space Dp = lim
−→

α∈[0,∞)

Hα,p = L2(R,µ). Note that here each Dp is

indeed a Hilbert space and for any p,q ∈ R, we have Dp = L2(R,µ) = Dq. Next, we consider the

direct integral

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) which contains functions u : R→ L2(R,µ) satisfying the properties
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listed in Definition 2.9. By using Equation (16), we get

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

α∈[0,∞)

Hα, where

Hα :=

�
u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) : supp(u) ⊆ [−α,α]

�
.

Now define an operator T :

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p)→

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) as

T

�
u =

∫ ⊕loc

R

u(p)dµ(p)

�
:=

∫ ⊕loc

R

û(p)dµ(p),

where û(p) : R→ C is defined as û(p)(t) := u(p)(2t) for every t ∈ R. Since supp(u) = supp(Tu)

for every u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) it follows that each Hα is a reducing subspace for T . Hence T is a

locally bounded operator. Further, T is decomposable. Because there is a family
�

Tp

	
p∈R

of locally

bounded operators (in fact, bounded linear operators) on Dp given by Tp : L2(R,µ)→ L2(R,µ),

where Tp( f )(t) = f (2t) for every f ∈ L2(R,µ) and t, p ∈ R such that for each u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p),

we have

(Tu)(p) = Tp(u(p)) for almost every p ∈ R.

Now we show that T is not diagonalizable. Let u : R→ L2(R,µ) be given by

u(p)(t) :=

�
1, if t ∈ [−10,10] , p ∈ [−1,1];

0 otherwise.

Then u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p). By following (2) of Definition 2.14, suppose there exists a measurable

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)∪ (5,10]. That is, f (p) = 0 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 Λ = {1}∪[2,∞) and consider the locally standard measure space
�
R, B(R),µ

�

along with the family
��
[−α,α], B

�
[−α,α]

�
,µα

�	
α∈Λ

of standard measure spaces. Corresponding

to each p ∈ R and α ∈ Λ assign a Hilbert spaceHα,p = C. Then for each p ∈ R, we assign a locally

Hilbert space Dp = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα,p = C. Note that here each Dp is indeed a Hilbert space and for any

p,q ∈ R, we have Dp = C = Dq. Then the direct integral
∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) =
�
u ∈ L2

�
R, B

�
R
�
,µ
�

: supp(u) ⊆ [−α,α] for some α ∈ Λ
	
,

which is dense in L2
�
R, B

�
R
�
,µ
�
. In fact,

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα, where

Hα :=
�
u ∈ L2(R, B(R),µ); supp(u) ⊆ [−α,α]

	
.
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Now we define T :

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p)→

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) by

T

�
u=

∫ ⊕loc

R

u(p)dµ(p)

�
:=

∫ ⊕loc

R

χ
[−1

2 , 1
2 ]
(p) u(2p)dµ(p)

It is immediate to see that supp(Tu) ⊆ [−1
2 , 1

2] for every u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p). Precisely, for every

α ∈ Λ, T (Hα) ⊆ H1 and T ∗(Hα) ⊆ H1 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

u(p) :=

�
p, if p ∈ [−1

2 , 1
2];

0 otherwise
v(p) :=

�
p, if p ∈ [−1

4 , 1
4];

0 otherwise.

Then u, v ∈

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p). By the definition of T , we have

(Tu)(p) :=

�
2p, if p ∈ [−1

4 , 1
4];

0 otherwise.
(T v)(p) :=

�
2p, if p ∈ [−1

8 , 1
8];

0 otherwise.

Suppose by (1) of Definition 2.14, there exists a family
�

Tp : C → C
	

p∈R
of locally bounded (in

fact, bounded) operators such that

(Tu)(p) = Tpu(p) and (T v)(p) = Tp v(p)

for almost every p ∈ R. Since the family
�

Tp

	
p∈R

consists of bounded operators on C, we can

replace Tp by cp for some cp ∈ C. Then for almost every p ∈ [−1
4 , −1

8 ]∪ [
1
8 , 1

4], we get

Tpu(p) = cpp = (Tu)(p) = 2p,

that is cp = 2. Whereas, for almost every p ∈ [−1
4 , −1

8 ]∪ [
1
8 , 1

4], we obtain

Tpv(p) = cpp = (T v)(p) = 0,

that is cp = 0. This is a contradiction. Therefore, T /∈ MDEC. Further, consider a measurable

function f : R → C defined by f (p) := p for all p ∈ R and define a digonalizable operator

S f :

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p)→

∫ ⊕loc

R

Dp dµ(p) corresponding to f . Then for almost every p ∈ [−1
4 , 1

4], we

get

TS f u(p) = T ( f (p)u(p)) = T (p2) = 4p2

while

S f Tu(p) = S f T (2p) = 2p2.

This shows that TS f 6= S f T and hence T /∈
�
MDIAG

�′
.

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

composable and diagonalizable locally bounded operators on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p).

(1) Let T be a locally bounded operator on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p). If T ∈MDEC, then unique up to a

measure zero set there exists a family
�

Tp

	
p∈X

, where Tp : Dp→Dp is a locally bounded

operator such that T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p).
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Proof. Suppose {Tp}p∈X and {T ′p}p∈X are two distinct families such that

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p) =

T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

T ′p dµ(p). Then from point (3) of Definition 2.9, we get Tp = T ′p for almost

every p ∈ X . �

(2) We know from Equation (15) that

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα. Thus the locally Hilbert space

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is given by the strictly inductive system E = {Hα}α∈Λ of Hilbert spaces.

Recall that the collection of all locally bounded operators on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is denoted

by C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
, and from Example 1.14, we know that C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
is

a locally C∗-algebra. Further, we have MDIAG ⊆ MDEC ⊆ C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
. Also we

get MDEC is a locally convex ∗-subalgebra of C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
with respect to the

following operations

(a) T + S =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp + Sp dµ(p)

(b) λ · T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

λ · Tp dµ(p)

(c) T · S =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp · Sp dµ(p)

(d) T ∗ =

∫ ⊕loc

X

T ∗
p

dµ(p),

for every T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p) and S =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Sp dµ(p) in MDEC and λ ∈ C. Similarly,

with respect to the above operations MDIAG also forms a locally convex ∗-subalgebra of

C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
.

(3) Supose T ∈MDEC, then there is a family {Tp}p∈X such that T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p). We have

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

α∈Λ

Hα (see Equation (16)), where

Hα :=

�
u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) : supp(u) ⊆ Xα, u(p) ∈ Hα,p for almost every p ∈ Xα

�
.

Now we consider for each α ∈ Λ the isomorphism Vα : Hα →
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα(p) given

by Vα(u)(p) := u(p) for all p ∈ Xα and u ∈ Hα
�
refer Equation (14)

�
. Fix α ∈ Λ and

Vα(u) ∈
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα(p) for some u ∈Hα, then

VαT V ∗α (Vα(u))(p) = Vα(Tu)(p) = (Tu)(p) = Tpu(p) = Tp

��
Hα,p

u(p),
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for almost every p ∈ Xα. In other words, VαT V ∗α is a decompoable bounded operator on∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα(p), that is,

VαT V ∗α =

∫ ⊕

Xα

Tp

��
Hα,p

dµα(p) for every α ∈ Λ. (20)

Moreover, for each α ∈ Λ, we obtain ‖VαT V ∗α ‖ = ess sup
p∈Xα

�Tp

��
Hα,p

	 <∞.

In particular, if T ∈ MDIAG with T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ(p), for some measurable

function f : X → C, then for each α ∈ Λ, we have

VαT V ∗α =

∫ ⊕

Xα

f (p) · IdHα,p
dµα(p), (21)

where f
��
Xα
∈ L∞

�
Xα,µα

�
. As a result VαT V ∗α is a diagonalizable bounded linear operator

for each α ∈ Λ.

(4) If T ∈MDIAG, then T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ(p), for some measurable function f : X → C

and from the previous observation, we get that for each α ∈ Λ, the bounded linear op-

erator VαT V ∗α on
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα is diagonalizable. By following (2) of Definition 1.3, cor-

responding to each VαT V ∗α there is a function fα ∈ L∞
�
Xα,µα

�
. As a result, to define

diagonalizable locally bounded operator, one may think of considering the family of mea-

surable measurable functions
�

fα ∈ L∞
�
Xα,µα

�	
α∈Λ

such that

(Tu)(p) = fα(p)u(p) for almost every p ∈ Xα

and for every u ∈ Hα. In that case, by using the fact that Hα ⊆ Hβ (whenever α ≤ β),
we see that

fα(p)u(p) = (Tu)(p) = fβ (p)u(p)

for almost every p ∈ Xα and for every u ∈ Hα. Thus, fα(p) = fβ (p) for almost every

p ∈ Xα. On the other hand, if α,β ∈ Λ are not comparable, then there exists γ ∈ Λ such

that α ≤ γ and β ≤ γ. For any u ∈Hα ⊆Hγ and v ∈Hβ ⊆Hγ, we have

fα(p)u(p) = (Tu)(p) = fγ(p)u(p) and fβ (q)v(q) = (T v)(q) = fγ(q)v(q)

for almost every p ∈ Xα and for almost every q ∈ Xβ . Consequently, we get fα(p) =

fγ(p) = fβ (p) for almost every p ∈ Xα ∩ Xβ ∩ Xγ.

Therefore, this shows that for any α,β ∈ Λ, if Xα ∩ Xβ 6= ;, then fα(p) = fβ (p) for

almost every p ∈ Xα ∩ Xβ . In view of this, by defining f : X → C by f (p) := fα(p),

whenever p ∈ Xα, we get f to be measurable such that f
��
Xα
∈ L∞

�
Xα,µα

�
for every

α ∈ Λ and (Tu)(p) = f (p)u(p) for almost every p ∈ X . Therefore, considering such

family
�

fα ∈ L∞
�
Xα,µα

�	
α∈Λ

is equivalent to saying that there is a measurable function

f : X → C as defined in (2) of Definition 2.14.

Next, we prove thatMDEC andMDIAG are locally von Neumann algebras.

Theorem 2.19. Let
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
be a locally standard measure space and for each p ∈ X assign a locally

Hilbert space Dp, where Dp = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα,p. Then

(a) MDEC is a locally von Neumann algebra.

(b) MDIAG is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra.
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Proof. Given that {Hα,p}α∈Λ is a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces for each p ∈ X . We

denote the inclusion map Jβ ,α,p :Hα,p→Hβ ,p, whenever α≤ β and p ∈ X . For a fixed α ∈ Λ, let

us consider the Hilbert space
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα, the direct integral of Hilbert spaces {Hα,p}p∈Xα

. We

denote the collection of all decomposable bounded linear operators and the collection of all diago-

nalizable bounded linear operators on
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα by

∫ ⊕
Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα and

∫ ⊕
Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα re-

spectively. Then by Theorem 1.4,
∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα is a von Neumann algebra and

∫ ⊕
Xα
C·IdHα,p

dµα
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 Tβ ,p ∈ B(Hβ ,p), the Hilbert space Hα,p

is not necessarily an invariant subspace for Tβ ,p whenever α ≤ β . In view of this, we use the

inclusion map Jβ ,α,p and define the map φα,β :
∫ ⊕

Xβ
B(Hβ ,p)dµβ →

∫ ⊕
Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα by

φα,β

 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

Tβ ,p dµβ

!
:=

∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗β ,α,p
Tβ ,pJβ ,α,p dµα, (22)

whenever α ≤ β . Clearly, φα,β is a surjective ∗-homomorphism. In particular φα,α is the iden-

tity map. Now we show that, φα,β is a normal map between von Neumann algebras. To see

this, let us consider a sequence

n∫ ⊕
Xβ

T n
β ,p

dµβ

o

n∈N
in
∫ ⊕

Xβ
B(Hβ ,p)dµβ such that

∫ ⊕
Xβ

T n
β ,p

dµβ −→
∫ ⊕

Xβ
Tβ ,p dµβ in the weak operator topology. For any x , y ∈

∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα, define

ex(p) :=






x(p) if p ∈ Xα;

0Hβ ,p
if p ∈ Xβ \ Xα

and ey(p) :=






y(p) if p ∈ Xα;

0Hβ ,p
if p ∈ Xβ \ Xα,

then ex , ey ∈
∫ ⊕

Xβ
Hβ ,p dµβ and we have

®
x ,

�∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗β ,α,p

�
T n
β ,p
− Tβ ,p

�
Jβ ,α,p dµα

�
(y)

¸
=

∫

Xα

¬
Jβ ,α,p x(p),

�
T n
β ,p
− Tβ ,p

�
Jβ ,α,p y(p)

¶
Hα,p

dµα(p)

=

∫

Xβ

¬
ex(p),

�
T n
β ,p
− Tβ ,p

�
ey(p)

¶
Hβ ,p

dµβ (p)

=

*
ex ,

 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

�
T n
β ,p
− Tβ ,p

�
dµβ(p)

!
ey
+

−→ 0,

as n → ∞. Thus φα,β is a normal surjective ∗-homomorphism. Let α ≤ β ≤ γ and for any∫ ⊕
Xγ

Tγ,p dµγ ∈
∫ ⊕

Xγ
B(Hγ,p)dµγ, we get

φα,β

 
φβ ,γ

 ∫ ⊕

Xγ

Tγ,p dµγ

!!
= φα,β

 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

J∗γ,β ,p
Tγ,pJγ,β ,p dµβ

!

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗β ,α,p
J∗γ,β ,p

Tγ,pJγ,β ,pJβ ,α,p dµα

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗γ,α,pTγ,pJγ,α,p dµα
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= φα,γ

 ∫ ⊕

Xγ

Tγ,p dµγ

!
.

This implies
�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {φα,β}α≤β

�
is a projective system of von Neumann algebras.

We know from (2) of Observation II thatMDEC is a locally convex ∗-algebra. Since, for each α ∈ Λ,

there is a unitary operator Vα :Hα→
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα given in Equation (14) and from Equation (20),

it follows that the map φα :MDEC→
∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα defined by

φα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p)

�
:= Vα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p)

�
V ∗α =

∫ ⊕

Xα

Tp

��
Hα,p

dµα (23)

is a continuous ∗-homomorphism satisfying

φα,β ◦φβ

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p)

�
= φα,β

 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

Tp

��
Hβ ,p

dµβ

!

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗β ,α,p
Tp

��
Hβ ,p

Jβ ,α,p dµα

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

Tp

��
Hα,p

dµα

= φα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p)

�
,

whenever α ≤ β . This shows that the pair
�
MDEC, {φα}α∈Λ

�
is compatible with the projective

system
�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {φα,β}α≤β

�
of von Neumann algebras

�
see Subsection 1.1 of

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

MDEC = lim
←−
α∈Λ

∫ ⊕

Xα

B(Hα,p)dµα.

Then by following [10, Section 1] and the above discussion, we conclude that MDEC is a locally

von Neumann algebra.

Proof of (b): From Equation (22), we note that, if Tβ ,p = cβ ,p · IdHβ ,p
, where cβ ,p ∈ C for almost

every p ∈ Xβ , then

φα,β

 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

cβ ,p · IdHβ ,p
dµβ

!
=

∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗β ,α,p
cβ ,p · IdHβ ,p

Jβ ,α,p dµα =

∫ ⊕

Xα

cβ ,p · IdHα,p
dµα.

This shows that φα,β

�∫ ⊕
Xβ
C · IdHβ ,p

dµβ

�
=
∫ ⊕

Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα. Thus the map (α ≤ β), ψα,β :=

φα,β

��∫ ⊕
Xβ
C·IdHβ ,p

dµβ
defines a surjective ∗-homomorphism and normal on

∫ ⊕
Xβ
C · IdHβ ,p

dµβ . In

particular, ψα,α is the identity map andψα,β ◦ψβ ,γ =ψα,γ, whenever α≤ β ≤ γ. This means that�¦∫ ⊕
Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {ψα,β}α≤β

�
is a projective system of abelian von Neumann algebras.

On the other handMDIAG is a locally convex ∗-algebra (see (2) of Observations II). From Equa-

tion (21), we know that φα
�
MDIAG

�
=
∫ ⊕

Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα. As a consequence, for each α ∈ Λ, the
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map ψα := φα
��
MDIAG

:MDIAG→
∫ ⊕

Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα is a continuous ∗-homomorphism. Moreover

ψα,β ◦ψβ

�
T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ(p)

�
= φα,β ◦φβ

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ(p)

�

= φα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ(p)

�

=ψα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ(p)

�
,

whenever α ≤ β . This shows that the pair
�
MDIAG, {ψα}α∈Λ

�
is compatible with the projective

system
�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {ψα,β}α≤β

�
of abelian von Neumann algebras. Therefore, by the

uniqueness of the projective limit, we get

MDIAG = lim
←−
α∈Λ

∫ ⊕

Xα

C · IdHα,p
dµα.

Then again by following [10, Section 1], we conclude thatMDIAG is an abelian locally von Neu-

mann algebra. �

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 algebrasMDEC and
�
MDIAG

�′
.

Theorem 2.20. Let
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
be a locally standard measure space and for each p ∈ X assign a locally

Hilbert space Dp, where Dp = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα,p. Then we get

�
MDIAG

�′
= lim
←−
α∈Λ

∫ ⊕

Xα

B(Hα,p)dµα.

Proof. From the proof of Theorem 2.19, we recall that
�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {φα,β}α≤β

�
is a

projective system of von Neumann algebras given by decomposable bounded operators on
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα

for each α ∈ Λ. SinceMDIAG is a locally von Neumann algebra in C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
, the com-

mutant defined by

(MDIAG)
′ :=

�
T ∈ C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
: TS = ST for all S ∈MDIAG

�

is also a locally convex ∗-subalgebra. Firstly, note from Theorem 1.4 that the commutant
�∫ ⊕

Xα

C · IdHα,p
dµα

�′
=

∫ ⊕

Xα

B(Hα,p)dµα. (24)

Next by assuming T ∈ (MDIAG)
′ and considering the unitary operator Vα defined in Equation (14),

we show that the bounded operator VαT V ∗α on
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα is decomposable for each α ∈ Λ. Fix

α ∈ Λ and
∫ ⊕

Xα
cα,p · IdHα,p

dµα ∈
∫ ⊕

Xα
C · IdHα,p

dµα and define a function f : X → C as

f (p) :=

�
cα,p, if p ∈ Xα;

o otherwise,
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then f is measurable. Further, for a fixed x =
∫ ⊕

Xα
x(p)dµα ∈

∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα consider the function

u : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp as

u(p) :=

¨
x(p), if p ∈ Xα;

oDp
otherwise.

It is immediate to see that u =
∫ ⊕loc

X
u(p)dµ ∈ Hα (see Equation (11)). Since T ∈ (MDIAG)

′, we

get

�
VαT V ∗α

�
�∫ ⊕

Xα

cα,p · IdHα,p
dµα

�∫ ⊕

Xα

x(p)dµα =
�
VαT V ∗α

�∫ ⊕

Xα

cα,p · x(p)dµα

=
�
VαT V ∗α

��
Vα

∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · u(p)dµ

�

= VαT

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ

��∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ

�

= Vα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ

�
T

�∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ

�

= Vα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · IdDp
dµ

��∫ ⊕loc

X

(Tu)(p)dµ

�

= Vα

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p) · (Tu)(p)dµ

�

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

cα,p · (Tu)(p)dµα

=

�∫ ⊕

Xα

cα,p · IdHα,p
dµα

�
�
VαT V ∗α

�∫ ⊕

Xα

x(p)dµα.

Since
∫ ⊕

Xα
x(p)dµα,

∫ ⊕
Xα

cα,p ·IdHα,p
dµα and α ∈ Λwere arbitrarily chosen, by using Equation (24),

we get the bounded operator VαT V ∗α ∈
∫ ⊕

Xα
B
�
Hα,p

�
dµα for every α ∈ Λ. In particular, we denote

the family by
�
Sα,p

	
p∈Xα

such that VαT V ∗α =
∫ ⊕

Xα
Sα,p dµα. This observation yields the following

well defined map γα : (MDIAG)
′→

∫ ⊕
Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα given by

γα(T ) = VαT V ∗α for every T ∈ (MDIAG)
′. (25)

It follows from the definition that γα is a continuous map. Moreover, for T ∈ (MDIAG)
′ and

whenever α ≤ β , we have

φα,β ◦ γβ(T ) = φα,β

�
Vβ T V ∗β

�
=

∫ ⊕

Xα

J∗β ,α,p
Sβ ,pJβ ,α,p dµα = γα(T ),

where the last equality holds true as the operator T is locally bounded and the Hilbert space Hα
remains invariant under T . Thus the pair

��
MDIAG

�′
, {γα}α∈Λ

�
is compatible with the projective
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system
�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {φα,β}α≤β

�
of von Neumann algebras. Therefore, by the unique-

ness of the projective limit, we get

(MDIAG)
′ = lim
←−
α∈Λ

∫ ⊕

Xα

B(Hα,p)dµα.

This proves the theorem. �

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 MDEC and (MDIAG)
′ are both projective limits of projective

system
�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {φα,β}α≤β

�
of von Neumann algebras. So there exists a unique

continuous ∗-homomorphism Ψ :MDEC→ (MDIAG)
′ such that

γα ◦Ψ = φα

for every α ∈ Λ, where φα is defined as in equation (23) and γα is defined as in equation (25).

2.5. Observations III. Let
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
be a locally standard measure space and for each p ∈ X assign

a locally Hilbert space Dp, where Dp = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα,p. Then

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is a locally Hilbert space

with the strictly inductive system E =
�
Hα

	
α∈Λ

. We recall that C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
denotes the

collection of all locally bounded operators on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p). We record the following observa-

tions in order to realize the containment of the locally von Neumann algebrasMDEC,MDIAG and

their commutants.

(1) MDEC ⊆ (MDIAG)
′ andMDIAG ⊆ (MDEC)

′

Proof. Let T ∈MDEC, then from (1) of Definition 2.14 we get a family
�

Tp : Dp→Dp

	
p∈X

of locally bounded operators such that for any u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), we have

(Tu)(p) = Tpu(p)

for almost every p ∈ X . Further, if S ∈MDIAG then from (2) of Definition 2.14 there is a

measurable function f : X → C such that for any u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), we have

(Su)(p) = f (p)u(p)

for almost every p ∈ X . So for any u=

∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ(p) ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p), we get

�
TS
��∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ(p)

�
= T

�∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p)u(p)dµ(p)

�
=

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp f (p)u(p)dµ(p)

=

∫ ⊕loc

X

f (p)Tpu(p)dµ(p)

= S

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Tpu(p)dµ(p)

�
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=
�
ST
��∫ ⊕loc

X

u(p)dµ(p)

�

Since T ∈ MDEC, S ∈ MDIAG and u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) were arbitrarily chosen, we obtain

MDEC ⊆ (MDIAG)
′. Consequently,MDIAG ⊆ (MDEC)

′. �

In view of this, we conclude that the map Ψ in Remark 2.21 is the inclusion map.

(2) We have the following inclusion relations

MDIAG ⊆MDEC ⊆ (MDIAG)
′ ⊆ C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
.

Note that,MDIAG =MDEC in some cases. For instance, ifDp = C for each p ∈ X . However,

the inclusion can be strict
�
see Example 2.16 and Example 2.17

�
. Similarly, Example 2.18

shows that (MDIAG)
′ may not be same as C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
. Also, it infers thatMDEC

can be a proper subalgebra of C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
.

(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, MDEC and (MDIAG)
′ are identified as the projective limit of the projective system�¦∫ ⊕

Xα
B(Hα,p)dµα

©
α∈Λ

, {φα,β}α≤β

�
(see Remark 2.21). But the set equality between

MDEC and (MDIAG)
′ is not known yet. However, we have described a few cases where

MDEC coincides with (MDIAG)
′ (see Theorem 2.23).

Lemma 2.22. Let T ∈ C∗E

�∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)

�
, where E =

�
Hα

	
α∈Λ

. Then the family
�

VαT V ∗α

	
α∈Λ

of bounded operators satisfies the following relation,

VαT nV ∗α =
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

��
Vβ T nV ∗β

��
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
,

whenever α≤ β , for all n ∈ N. Here Jβ ,α :Hα→Hβ is the inclusion map (for α≤ β).

Proof. Recall that

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) = lim
−→
α∈Λ

Hα, where Hα is defined as in Equation (11). Let x ∈

∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα and α≤ β . By using the definitions of Vα and Vβ , we have

Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α (x) =






x(p), if p ∈ Xα;

0Hβ ,p
if p ∈ Xβ \ Xα

(26)

and so,

Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α (x)
2
=

∫

Xβ



Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α (x)(p), Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α (x)(p)

�
Hβ ,p

dµβ

=

∫

Xα



x(p), x(p)

�
Hα,p

dµα

=
x
2

.
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This shows that Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α is actually an isometry. Now by using the fact that T is a locally bounded

operator and Vβ is unitary, we obtain
�
VαT V ∗α

��
x
�
=
�
VαT

��
V ∗α x

�
=
�
VαT Jβ ,α

��
V ∗α x

�

=
�
VαJ∗β ,αT Jβ ,αV ∗α

��
x
�

=
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

��
Vβ T V ∗β

��
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

��
x
�
.

Since x ∈
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα was arbitrarily chosen, we get

VαT V ∗α =
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

��
Vβ T V ∗β

��
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
. (27)

Equivalently, the following diagram commutes.

∫ ⊕
Xβ
Hβ ,p dµβ

∫ ⊕
Xβ
Hβ ,p dµβ

Hβ

Hα

∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα

∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα

Vβ T V ∗
β

Vβ Vβ

Jβ ,α

V ∗α

Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

VαT V ∗α

V ∗α

Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

Finally, it follows from Equation (27) that

VαT nV ∗α =
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

��
Vβ T nV ∗β

��
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
, (28)

whenever α ≤ β and n ∈ N. �

Theorem 2.23. Let
�
Λ,≤

�
be a directed POSET and

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
be a locally standard measure space.

Then we getMDEC = (MDIAG)
′ in the following two cases:

(1) if Λ is a countable set;

(2) if µ is a counting measure on X .

Proof. As we know from (1) of Observations III, thatMDEC ⊆ (MDIAG)
′, in order to prove the result

we show (MDIAG)
′ ⊆MDEC. If T ∈ (MDIAG)

′, then from the proof of Theorem 2.20 we know that

VαT V ∗α on
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα is decomposable for each α ∈ Λ. This means that for each α ∈ Λ, there is

a family
�
Sα,p ∈B

�
Hα,p

�	
p∈Xα

of bounded operators such that

VαT V ∗α =

∫ ⊕

Xα

Sα,p dµα.

Further, we claim that Sβ ,p

��
Hα,p
= Sα,p for almost every p ∈ Xα, whenever α ≤ β . Suppose there

exists a measurable set Eα,β ⊆ Xα such that µα(Eα,β) > 0 and Sβ ,p

��
Hα,p
6= Sα,p for every p ∈ Eα,β .
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This implies that there exists a family
�
ξα,p ∈Hα,p

	
p∈Eα,β

of vectors such that

Sβ ,p(ξα,p) 6= Sα,p(ξα,p)

for every p ∈ Eα,β . Without loss of generality, we assume that the family
�
ξα,p ∈ Hα,p

	
p∈Eα,β

consists of unit vectors. Now consider a family
�
ξ̂α,p ∈Hα,p

	
p∈Xα

of vectors, where

ξ̂α,p =






ξα,p, if p ∈ Eα,β ;

0Hα,p
if p ∈ Xα \ Eα,β .

Let y ∈
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα. Then the map p 7→ ‖y(p)‖ is in L2(Xα,µα) and so, it is in L1(Xα,µα) since

µα is a finite measure. It follows that
∫

Xα

�� 
ξ̂α,p, y(p)
� �� dµα(p) ≤

∫

Eα,β

ξα,p

 y(p)
 dµα(p)

=

∫

Eα,β

y(p)
 dµα(p)

<∞.

As y ∈
∫ ⊕

Xα
Hα,p dµα was chosen arbitrarily, by following (2) of Definition 1.1, there exists x ∈

∫ ⊕
Xα
Hα,p dµα such that x(p) = ξ̂α,p, for almost every p ∈ Xα. Finally, by using Equation (27) and

Equation (26), we get
∫ ⊕

Xα

Sα,p x(p)dµα =
�
VαT V ∗α

�
(x)

=
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

��
Vβ T V ∗β

��
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
(x)

=
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

��
Vβ T V ∗β

�
 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

�
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
(x)(p)dµβ

!

=
�
VαJ∗β ,αV ∗β

�
 ∫ ⊕

Xβ

Sβ ,p

�
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
(x)(p)dµβ

!

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

Sβ ,p

�
Vβ Jβ ,αV ∗α

�
(x)(p)dµα

=

∫ ⊕

Xα

Sβ ,p x(p)dµα.

Thus Sβ ,p x(p) = Sα,p x(p) for almost every p ∈ Xα. In particular, for almost every p ∈ Eα,β , we

have

Sβ ,p(ξ̂α,p) = Sβ ,p(ξα,p) = Sβ ,p(x(p)) = Sα,p(x(p)) = Sα,p(ξα,p) = Sα,p(ξ̂α,p)

This is a contradiction. This implies that µα(Eα,β) = 0 and hence

Sβ ,p

��
Hα,p
= Sα,p

for almost every p ∈ Xα, whenever α≤ β .
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Proof of (1):SupposeΛ is countable, then the set E :=
⋃

α,β∈Λ

Eα,β (it is possible that α and β are not

comparable, in that case, consider Eα,β = ;) is a measurable set with µ(E) = 0. Now consider the

family
�
Sα,p : α ∈ Λ, p ∈ X \

⋃
α,β∈Λ

Eα,β

	
of bounded operators. For each fixed p ∈ X \

⋃
α,β∈Λ

Eα,β ,

the family
�
Sα,p

	
α∈Λ

is such that Sβ ,p

��
Hα,p
= Sα,p, whenever α ≤ β . This yields a locally bounded

operator Tp : Dp→Dp given by

Tp := lim
←−
α∈Λ

Sα,p.

Let u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) be such that u ∈ Hα for some α ∈ Λ. This implies Tu ∈ Hα. Therefore,

for almost every p ∈ X \ Xα, we have u(p) = Tu(p) = 0Dp
and for almost every p ∈ Xα, we get

�
Tu
�
(p) =

�
VαTu

�
(p) =

�
VαT V ∗α

��
Vαu

�
(p) = Sα,pu(p) = Tpu(p).

Since u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain

(Tu)(p) = Tpu(p)

for every u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) for almost every p ∈ X . This proves

T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p).

Since T ∈ (MDIAG)
′ was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain (MDIAG)

′ ⊆ MDEC and hence MDEC =

(MDIAG)
′.

Proof of (2): Now assume that µ is a counting measure on X . This gives, for every p ∈ Xα, we

have Sβ ,p

��
Hα,p

= Sα,pwhenever α ≤ β . Consider the family
�
Sα,p : α ∈ Λ, p ∈ X

	
of bounded

operators. For each fixed p ∈ X , the family
�
Sα,p

	
α∈Λ

is such that Sβ ,p

��
Hα,p

= Sα,p, whenever

α≤ β . This yields a locally bounded operator Tp : Dp→Dp given by

Tp := lim
←−
α∈Λ

Sα,p

Let u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) then u ∈ Hα for some α ∈ Λ and Tu ∈ Hα since T is a locally bounded

operator. Therefore, for each p ∈ X \ Xα, we have u(p) = Tu(p) = 0Dp
and for every p ∈ Xα, we

get �
Tu
�
(p) =

�
VαTu

�
(p) =

�
VαT V ∗α

��
Vαu

�
(p) = Sα,pu(p) = Tpu(p).

Since u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain

(Tu)(p) = Tpu(p)

for every u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p). Hence

T =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Tp dµ(p).
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Since T ∈ (MDIAG)
′ was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain (MDIAG)

′ ⊆ MDEC and hence MDEC =

(MDIAG)
′. �

3. DISINTEGRATION OF A LOCALLY HILBERT SPACE

We have seen in Section 2 that for a family
�
Dp

	
p∈X

of locally Hilbert spaces and
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
is a

locally standard measure space (see Definition 2.6), the direct integral

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is a locally

Hilbert space such thatMDIAG

�
it is the collection of all diagonalizable locally bounded operators

on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p)
�

is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra (see Theorem 2.19).

For a locally standard measure space
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
, we define a new class named “locally essentially

bounded measurable functions on X ” as,

EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
:=
¦

f : X → C : f is measurable, f
��
Xα
∈ L∞

�
Xα,µα

�
for each α ∈ Λ

©
. (29)

By following (2) of Definition 2.14 and using (3) of Observations III, there is a one-to-one corre-

spondence between EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
andMDIAG. This shows that EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
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 D is the locally Hilbert space with a strictly

inductive system E =
�
Hα

	
α∈Λ

is 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∗E (D). So, every identification corresponds to some abelian locally von Neumann

algebra in C∗E (D). In view of this, the converse question is framed as follows:

“Given a locally Hilbert space D with a strictly inductive system E =
�
Hα

	
α∈Λ

and an abelian

locally von Neumann algebraM ⊆ C∗E (D), does there exist a locally standard measure space
�
X ,Σ,µ

�

and a family
�
Dp

	
p∈X

of locally Hilbert spaces such that

D =

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) and M =MDIAG?

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 algebraM ⊆ C∗E (D) is of the formM = lim
←−
n∈N

Mn,

where Mn is isomorphic to L∞
�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
for every n ∈ N, the family

��
Xn,Σn

�	
n∈N

forms a

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

	
n∈N

.

Theorem 3.1. Let D be a locally Hilbert space which is the inductive limit of the strictly inductive

system E = {Kn}n∈N of Hilbert spaces. IfM = lim
←−
n∈N

Mn is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra

in C∗E (D) satisfying Condition I, then there exists

(i) a locally standard measure space
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
;

(ii) a family
�
Dp

	
p∈X

of locally Hilbert spaces
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such that D is isomorphic to

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) and the locally von Neumann algebraM is isomorphic

to the locally von Neumann algebra of all daigonalizable operators on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p).

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

Lemma 3.2. Let
�
Kn

	
n∈N

be a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces andD =
⋃

n∈N
Kn be a locally

Hilbert space. IfM is an abelian locally von Neumann algebra satisfying the Condition I, then there

exists a locally standard measure space
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
and a family

�
Dp

	
p∈X

of locally Hilbert spaces.

Proof. Let K be the Hilbert space obtained by completing the locally Hilbert space D. For a fixed

n ∈ N, let Pn : K → Kn be the projection of the Hilbert space K onto Kn. Consider Z ⊆ D, a

countable, dense subset such that Z is closed under linear combinations with rational complex

coefficients. Moreover, we getZ ∩Kn is dense inKn for all n ∈ N andZ ∩Km ⊆ Z ∩Kn whenever

m ≤ n. We fix the notation Zn = Z ∩Kn and thus Z =
⋃

n∈N
Zn. Next, for each n ∈ N, consider the

set

Z ′n := Zn

⋃ �
Pnh j : h j ∈ Zr , whenever n≤ r

	

and then define

Z ′ :=
⋃

n∈N

Z ′
n
.

Since for each n ∈ N, the set Zn is countable, we get Z ′
n

is also a countable set. This shows Z ′ is

countable as well. Finally, consider the set eZ consisting of the collection of all linear combinations

of vectors from the set Z ′ with rational complex coefficients. This implies eZ is a also a countable,

dense subset of D. We denote the collection of all elements of eZ by
�
ξ j : j ∈ N

	
.

Given that D =
⋃

n∈N
Kn andM = lim

←−
n

Mn satisfying condition I. That is, there is a measure space

�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
such thatMn is isomorphic to L∞

�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
for every n ∈ N with the property that

the family
��

Xn,Σn

�	
n∈N

is a strictly inductive system of measurable spaces and the family
�
µn

	
n∈N

is a projective system of finite measures. By taking X =
⋃

n∈N
Xn, Σ as defined in Equation (8) and

µ as defined in Proposition 2.5, we get a locally standard measure space
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
(see Definition

2.6 ). For a fixed n ∈ N, we know thatMn is an abelian von Neumann algebra in B(Kn). So, let

An be a dense C*-algebra contained inMn, and let Γn : C(Xn)→An be the Gelfand isomorphism.

By the notion of disintegration of a separable Hilbert space (see Theorem 1.5), we obtain a family

{Kn,p}p∈Xn
of separable Hilbert spaces with respect to the abelian von Neumann subalgebraMn

such that the Hilbert space Kn is isomorphic to the direct integral of {Kn,p}p∈Xn
. That is

Kn
∼=

∫ ⊕

Xn

Kn,p dµn(p).

For a fixed m ∈ N and ξ j ,ξk ∈ eV define a linear functional ψ
ξ j ,ξk

m : C(Xm)→ C by

ψ
ξ j ,ξk

m ( f ) :=


Pmξ j , Γm( f )Pmξk

�
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Since ψ
ξ j ,ξk

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

measure, denoted by µ
ξ j ,ξk

m on Xm satisfying, µ
ξ j ,ξk

m ≪ µm and

ψ
ξ j ,ξk

m ( f ) =


Pmξ j , Γm( f )Pmξk

�
=

∫

Xm

f dµ
ξ j,ξk

m , for every f ∈ C(Xm).

Further, by using [7, Part I, Chapter 7, Proposition 1] and the facts that the C∗-algebras C(Xm) and

Am are dense in the von Neumann algebras L∞
�
Xm,Σm,µm

�
and Mn respectively, the Gelfand

isomorphism Γm can be uniquely extended to a bijective homomorphism bΓm : L∞
�
Xm,Σm,µm

�
→

Mm such that



Pmξ j,bΓm( f )Pmξk

�
=

∫

Xm

f dµ
ξ j,ξk

m , for every f ∈ L∞
�
Xm,Σm,µm

�
.

By using the fact that µ
ξ j ,ξk

m ≪ µm there is a unique function (the Radon–Nikodym derivative)

f
ξ j ,ξk

m ∈ L1
�
Xm,µm

�
such that for any E ∈ Σm, we get

µ
ξ j ,ξk

m (E) =

∫

E

f
ξ j ,ξk

m dµm.

It is clear that the function f
ξ j ,ξk

m is defined almost everywhere. Since eZ is countable, there

are countably many such functions. Consequently, we remove the measure zero set from Xm

corresponding to each such function f
ξ j ,ξk

m , where it is not defined. However, without loss of

generality, we continue to work with the modified set Xm, and thus, X .

Next, fix p ∈ X . We can choose the smallest m ∈ N such that p ∈ Xm (i.e. p /∈ X l for any l < m).

Further, we define the map φp : eZ × eZ → C by

φp(ξ j ,ξk) := f
ξ j ,ξk

m (p). (30)

For arbitrarily fixed ξ j ,ξk,ξl ∈ eZ , λ ∈ C and E ∈ Σm, observe that
∫

E

f
ξ j , λξk+ξl

m dµm = µ
ξ j , λξk+ξl

m (E) =

∫

Xm

χE dµ
ξ j , λξk+ξl

m

=


Pmξ j, bΓm(χE)Pm(λξk + ξl)

�

= λ


Pmξ j , bΓm(χE)Pmξk

�
+


Pmξ j, bΓm(χE)Pmξl

�

= λ

∫

Xm

χE dµ
ξ j , ξk

m +

∫

Xm

χE dµ
ξ j , ξl

m

= λµ
ξ j,ξk

m (E) +µ
ξ j ,ξl

m (E)

= λ

∫

E

f
ξ j , ξk

m dµm +

∫

E

f
ξ j , ξl

m dµm.

Since this is true for all E ∈ Σm, we get

f
ξ j , λξk+ξl

m (p) = λ f
ξ j ,ξk

m (p) + f
ξ j ,ξl

m (p)

for almost every p ∈ Xm. Thus we have

φp(ξ j ,λξk + ξl) = λφp(ξ j ,ξk) +φp(ξ j ,ξl) for almost every p ∈ Xm. (31)
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Further, for ξ j ∈ eZ ,

φp(ξ j ,ξ j) = f
ξ j ,ξ j

m (p) ≥ 0 for almost every p ∈ Xm. (32)

Next, for an arbitrarily fixed E ∈ Σm, we observe
∫

E

f
ξ j , ξk

m dµm = µ
ξ j , ξk

m (E) =

∫

Xm

χE dµ
ξ j , ξk

m =


Pmξ j , bΓm(χE)Pmξk

�

=

bΓm(χE)Pmξk, Pmξ j

�

=


Pmξk, bΓm(χE)Pmξ j

�

=

∫

Xm

χE dµ
ξk , ξ j

m

= µ
ξk , ξ j

m (E)

=

∫

E

f
ξk , ξ j

m dµm.

Since this is true for all E ∈ Σm, we get

f
ξ j , ξk

m (p) = f
ξk ,ξ j

m (p)

for almost every p ∈ Xm. Thus we have

φp(ξ j ,ξk) = φp(ξk,ξ j) for almost every p ∈ Xm. (33)

We remove the measure zero sets from Xm corresponding to Equation (31), Equation (32) and

Equation (33), where the equalities are not attained. However, note that since eZ is a countable

set, again without loss of generality, we continue to work with the modified set Xm, and hence

X . The above discussion shows that the map φp defined in Equation (30) is a positive hermitian

sesquilinear form. For the same p ∈ X , let us consider the set

Np =
¦
ξ j ∈ eZ : φp(ξ j ,ξ j) = f

ξ j ,ξ j

m (p) = 0
©

.

We can see that Np is same as
¦
ξ j ∈ eZ : φp(ξ j ,ξk) = 0 for all ξk ∈ eZ

©
. It follows that Np is a

subspace of eZ and for ξ j ,ξk ∈ eZ ,



ξ j +Np, ξk +Np

�
:= φp(ξ j ,ξk) = f

ξ j ,ξk

m (p)

defines an inner product on the quotient space eZ /Np. Let Hp be the Hilbert space obtained by

the completion of the inner product space eZ /Np. For each n ∈ N, consider the subspace Hn,p of

Hp given by

Hn,p := span
��

Pmh j − Pm−1h j

�
+Np : h j ∈ Zn

	
. (34)

Note that if l < m, thenHl ,p =Np andHn,p ⊆Hr,p, whenever n≤ r. This implies that
�
Hn,p

	
n∈N

is a strictly inductive system
�
Hn,p

	
n∈N

of Hilbert spaces. Finally, we define the locally Hilbert

space Dp :=
⋃

n∈N
Hn,p. Since p ∈ X was chosen arbitrarily, we obtain a family {Dp}p∈X of locally

Hilbert spaces. �

Lemma 3.3. The family
�bΓn : L∞

�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
→ Mn : n ∈ N

	
of isomorphisms is such that

bΓn( f )
��
Hm
= 0, whenever f

��
Xm
= 0 for 1≤ m≤ n.
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Proof. It is given in Condition I that the abelian locally von Neumann algebra M is the pro-

jective limit of the projective system
�
{Mn}n∈N, {ψm,n}m≤n

�
of von Neumann algebras. Since�

Xm,Σm,µm

�
is a locally standard measure space, for m ≤ n, the map τm,n : L∞

�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
→

L∞
�
Xm,Σm,µm

�
defined by

τm,n( f ) := f
��
Xm

is a sujective normal ∗-homomorphism. It follows that
�
L∞

�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
, {τm,n}m≤n

�
is a projective

system of abelian von Neumann algebras. By using the notion described in Proposition 3.14 of

[14], for each m≤ n, we haveψm,n(L) = L
��
Hm

for every L ∈Mn, and hence the following diagram

commutes.

L∞
�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
Mn

L∞
�
Xm,Σm,µm

�
Mm

τm,n

bΓn

ψm,n�

bΓm

That is
bΓm ◦τm,n =ψm,n ◦bΓn (35)

In particular, if f ∈ L∞
�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
satisfying that f

��
Xm
= 0, then from Equation (35), we get

bΓn( f )
��
Hm
=ψm,n ◦bΓn( f )
= bΓm ◦τm,n( f )

= bΓm
�

f
��
Xm

�

= 0.

�

Note 3.4. From Lemma 3.2, we get a locally standard measure space
�
X ,Σ,µ

�
and a family

{Dp}p∈X of locally Hilbert spaces. Then, consider the direct integral

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) of the family

{Dp}p∈X of locally Hilbert spaces over the locally standard measure space (X ,Σ,µ). For a fixed

n ∈ N, define

Hn :=

�
u ∈

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) : supp(u) ⊆ Xn, u(p) ∈Hn,p, almost every p ∈ Xn

�
. (36)

From Proposition 2.10, it is clear that Hn is a Hilbert space and moreover the family {Hn}n∈N is

a strictly inductive system of Hilbert spaces such that
∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

n∈N

Hn.

Next, we show that the given locally Hilbert spaceD =
⋃

n∈N
Kn can be identified with

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) =
⋃

n∈N

Hn through a bijective isometry. In this direction, we prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.5. For every n ∈ N, there exists an isometry from the Hilbert space Kn toHn.

Proof. We recall that Zn is a countable dense subspace of the Hilbert spaceKn for each n ∈ N. For

i ≥ 2, we note that (Pi(IdK − Pi−1) is the projection of the Hilbert spaceK ontoKi⊖Ki−1. Using

this, for a fixed n ∈ N, we give a map Wn : Zn→Hn as; for h j ∈ Zn, define Wn(h j) : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp

by

Wn(h j)(p) := (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np if p ∈ X i \ X i−1. (37)

This map is defined on a countable dense subset ofKn. To show that Wn(h j) ∈ Hn, we record the

following observations. For i ≥ n+ 1, if h j ∈ Zn, then

(Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np =Np ∈ Dp.

Otherwise, for i ≤ n, we have

(Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np = (Pi(h j − Pi−1h j)) +Np

= (Pih j − Pi Pi−1h j) +Np

= (Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np ∈Hi,p ⊆Hn,p.

These observations show that the supp(Wn(h j)) ⊆ Xn, and Wn(h j)(p) ∈ Hn,p ⊆ Dp for almost

every p ∈ Xn. Suppose h j ,hk ∈ Zn and λ ∈ Q + ιQ, then λh j + hk ∈ Zn, and the function

Wn(λh j + hk) : X →
⋃

p∈X

Dp is defined as; for p ∈ X i \ X i−1

Wn(λh j + hk)(p) = (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)λh j + hk) +Np

= λ(Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np + (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)hk) +Np

= λWn(h j)(p) +Wn(hk)(p)

This demonstrates that the map Wn is linear on a countable, dense subspace Zn of Kn.

Next, we show that the map Wn is an isometry on Zn. Fix h j ∈ Zn, then we can choose the

smallest l ∈ N such that h j ∈Kl (i.e. h j /∈Kl−1). Now we denote I = ‖Wn(h j)‖
2. Then we have

I =


Wn(h j),Wn(h j)

�

=

∫

X



Wn(h j)(p),Wn(h j)(p)

�
dµ(p)

=

∫

Xn



Wn(h j)(p),Wn(h j)(p)

�
dµn(p)

=

n∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1



Wn(h j)(p),Wn(h j)(p)

�
dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1



(Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np, (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np

�
dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1



(Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np, (Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np

�
dµi(p)

=I1 − I2 − I3 + I4,

where

I1 =

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1



Pih j +Np, Pih j +Np

�
dµi(p)

�
=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

φp(Pih j, Pih j)dµi(p)
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=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pih j ,Pih j

i
(p)dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1



Pih j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pih j

�

=


h j ,bΓl

�
χX l

�
h j

�
= ‖h j‖

2.

Next, in the process of computing I2, I3 and I4, we use Lemma 3.3. Thus

I2 =

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1



Pih j +Np, Pi−1h j +Np

�
dµi(p)

�
=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

φp(Pih j, Pi−1h j)dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pih j ,Pi−1h j

i
(p)dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1



Pih j ,bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pi−1h j

�
= 0,

I3 =

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1



Pi−1h j +Np, Pih j +Np

�
dµi(p)

�
=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

φp(Pi−1h j, Pih j)dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pi−1h j ,Pih j

i
(p)dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1



Pi−1h j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pih j

�
= 0

and

I4 =

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1



Pi−1h j +Np, Pi−1h j +Np

�
dµi(p)

�
=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

φp(Pi−1h j , Pi−1h j)dµk(p)

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pi−1h j ,Pi−1h j

i
(p)dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1



Pi−1h j,bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pi−1h j

�
= 0.

Hence, we get

‖Wn(h j)‖
2 = I = I1 − I2 − I3 + I4 = I1 = ‖h j‖

2.

Subsequently, we extend the map linearly to Kn. Thus, Wn defines an isometry on the Hilbert

space Kn. �

Consider a measurable function f : X → C with the property that supp( f ) ⊆ Xn and f
��
Xn
∈

L∞
�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
. Corresponding to the function f , we define the locally diagonalizable operator

denoted by T f , on the locally Hilbert space

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) (see (2) of Definition 2.14).

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

H 0
n :=

¦
T f Wn(h j) : f ∈ EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
, supp( f ) ⊆ Xn, h j ∈ Zn

©
.
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Then spanH 0
n =Hn.

Proof. Assume that v ∈ Hn and


v, T f Wn(h j)

�
= 0 for all T f Wn(h j) ∈ H

0
n . Now fix f ∈ EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�

such that supp( f ) ⊆ Xn and also fix h j ∈ Zn. Then we get
∫

X



v(p), f (p)Wn(h j)(p)

�
dµ(p) =

∫

Xn

f (p)


v(p), Wn(h j)(p)

�
dµn(p) = 0.

Here, note that the function f ∈ EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
with supp( f ) ⊆ Xn was arbitrarily chosen. Thus by

using the fact that that dual of L1
�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
is L∞

�
Xn,Σn,µn

�
, we get



v(p),Wn(h j)(p)

�
= 0 for

almost every p ∈ Xn. This implies for almost every p ∈ X i \ X i−1, we have


v(p), Wn(h j)(p)

�
=


v(p), (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np

�
= 0.

Here note that h j ∈ Wn was arbitrarily fixed. Hence we use the definition of Hn,p

�
see Equation

(34) with p ∈ X i \ X i−1

�
along with the definition of Hn

�
see Equation (36)

�
to conclude that

v(p) = 0 for almost every p ∈ X i \ X i−1 and thus for almost every p ∈ X . Therefore, v = 0. This

proves that spanH 0
n =Hn. �

Next, by using Lemma 3.6, we show that the map Wn :Kn→Hn is surjective.

Lemma 3.7. The map Wn :Kn→Hn is surjective.

Proof. Let f ∈ EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
such that supp( f ) ⊆ Xn and h j ∈ Zn be arbitrarily fixed. We choose

the smallest m ∈ N such that h j ∈ Km

�
i.e. h j /∈ Km−1

�
. Observe that bΓm

�
f
��
Xm

�
h j ∈ Km. Since

Zm is dense in Km, for a fixed ε > 0 there is bh ∈ Zm such that
bΓm

�
f
��
Xm

�
h j −bh


2

Km

< ε, (38)

Let l ∈ N be the smallest such that bh ∈ Kl

�
i.e. bh /∈ Kl−1

�
. Using Equation (37), we observe that

Wn

�bh
�
∈Hl and T f Wn(h j) ∈ Hm. Here, we get l ≤ m. Now let us denote by

I =
T f Wn(h j)−Wn

�bh
�2

Hm
.

Then we have

I = I1 − I2 − I3 + I4, (39)

where

I1 =


T f Wn(h j), T f Wn(h j)

�

=

m∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2


(Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np, (Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np

�
dµi(p)

=

m∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2φp(Pih j, Pih j)dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2φp(Pih j, Pi−1h j)dµi(p)

�

+

m∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2φp(Pi−1h j , Pih j)dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2φp(Pi−1h j , Pi−1h j)dµi(p)

�

=

m∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2 f
Pih j ,Pih j

i
(p)dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2 f
Pih j ,Pi−1h j

i
(p)dµi(p)

�

+

m∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2 f
Pi−1h j ,Pih j

i
(p)dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

| f (p)|2 f
Pi−1h j ,Pi−1h j

i
(p)dµi(p)

�
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=

m∑

i=1

� 

Pih j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f 2
�
Pih j

�
−


Pih j, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f 2
�
Pi−1h j

� �

+

m∑

i=1

�
−


Pi−1h j, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f 2
�
Pih j

�
+


Pi−1h j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f 2
�
Pi−1h j

� �

=

m∑

i=1

�

Pih j , bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f 2)Pih j

�
− 0− 0+ 0

�
.

Next,

I2 =


T f Wn(h j),Wn

�
ĥ
��

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)


(Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np, (Pi ĥ− Pi−1ĥ) +Np

�
dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pih j, Pi ĥ

�
dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pih j, Pi−1ĥ

�
dµi(p)

�

+

l∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pi−1h j, Pi ĥ

�
dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pi−1h j , Pi−1ĥ

�
dµi(p)

�

=

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pih j ,Pi ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pih j ,Pi−1ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p)

�

+

l∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pi−1h j ,Pi ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pi−1h j ,Pi−1ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p)

�

=

l∑

i=1

�¬
Pih j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pi ĥ
¶
−
¬

Pih j , bΓi
�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pi−1ĥ

¶�

+

l∑

i=1

�
−
¬
Pi−1h j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pi ĥ
¶
+
¬
Pi−1h j , bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pi−1ĥ

¶�

=

l∑

i=1

�¬
Pih j ,bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pi ĥ
¶
− 0− 0+ 0

�
.

Next,

I3 =


Wn

�
ĥ
�
, T f Wn(h j)

�

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)


(Pi ĥ− Pi−1ĥ) +Np, (Pih j − Pi−1h j) +Np

�
dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pi ĥ, Pih j

�
dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pi ĥ, Pi−1h j

�
dµi(p)

�

+

l∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pi−1ĥ, Pih j

�
dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p)φp

�
Pi−1ĥ, Pi−1h j

�
dµi(p)

�

=

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pi ĥ,Pih j

i
(p)dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pi ĥ,Pi−1h j

i
(p)dµi(p)

�
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+

l∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pi−1ĥ,Pih j

i
(p)dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

f (p) f
Pi−1ĥ,Pi−1h j

i
(p)dµi(p)

�

=

l∑

i=1

�

Pi ĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pih j

�
−


Piĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pi−1h j

��

+

l∑

i=1

�
−


Pi−1ĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pih j

�
+


Pi−1ĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

f
�
Pi−1h j

��

=

l∑

i=1

�

Pi ĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pih j

�
− 0− 0+ 0

�
.

Finally,

I4 =


Wn

�
ĥ
�
,Wn

�
ĥ
��

=

l∑

i=1

∫

X i\X i−1


�
Piĥ− Pi−1ĥ

�
+Np,

�
Pi ĥ− Pi−1ĥ

�
+Np

�
dµi(p)

=

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

φp

�
Piĥ, Pi ĥ

�
dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

φp

�
Pi ĥ, Pi−1ĥ

�
dµi(p)

�

−

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

φp

�
Pi−1ĥ, Pi ĥ

�
dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

φp

�
Pi−1ĥ, Pi−1ĥ

�
dµi(p)

�

=

l∑

i=1

�∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pi ĥ,Pi ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p)−

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pi ĥ,Pi−1ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p)

�

+

l∑

i=1

�
−

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pi−1ĥ,Pi ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p) +

∫

X i\X i−1

f
Pi−1ĥ,Pi−1ĥ

i
(p)dµi(p)

�

=

l∑

i=1

�

Piĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Piĥ
�
−


Piĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pi−1ĥ

��

+

l∑

i=1

�
−


Pi−1ĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pi ĥ
�
+


Pi−1ĥ, bΓi

�
χX i\X i−1

�
Pi−1ĥ

��

=

l∑

i=1

�

Piĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

)Pi ĥ
�
− 0− 0+ 0

�
.

Note that in the last equality while computing It 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

I =

m∑

i=1



Pih j , bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f 2)Pih j

�
−

l∑

i=1

¬
Pih j ,bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pi ĥ
¶

−

l∑

i=1



Piĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pih j

�
+

l∑

i=1



Pi ĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

)Pi ĥ
�

=

m∑

i=1



Pih j , bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f 2)Pih j

�
−

l∑

i=1

¬
Pih j ,bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pi ĥ
¶
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−

l∑

i=1



Piĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pih j

�
+

l∑

i=1



Pi ĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

)Pi ĥ
�

−

m∑

i=l+1

¬
Pih j , bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pi ĥ
¶
−

m∑

i=l+1



Pi ĥ, bΓi(χX i\X i−1

f )Pih j

�

=
¬
h j , bΓm( f 2

��
Xm
)h j

¶
−
¬
h j , bΓm( f

��
Xm
)ĥ
¶
−
¬
ĥ, bΓm( f

��
Xm
)h j

¶
+


ĥ, ĥ

�

=

bΓm( f
��
Xm
)h j − ĥ


2

.

Then Equation (38) implies that

I =
T f Wn(h j)−Wn

�
ĥ
�2

Hm
< ε.

It follows that Wn(Zn) is dense in H 0
n and so in span of H 0

n . We know from Lemma 3.6 that the

span of H 0
n is dense in Hn. Hence Wn(Zn) is dense in Hn. Finally by using the fact that Zn is

dense in Kn, we conclude that the isometry Wn is surjective for each n ∈ N. �

Now we are ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 3.1: As discussed in Note 3.4,

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is a locally Hilbert space with the

strictly inductive system
�
Hn

	
n∈N

, where Hn is defined in Equation (36). An appeal to Lemma

3.5 and Lemma 3.7, for every n ∈ N, the map Wn : Kn → Hn is unitary. Recall that if h j ∈ Zn,

then

Wn(h j)(p) = (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np if p ∈ X i \ X i−1.

For the same h j ∈ Zn, we see that

Wn+1(h j)(p) = (Pi(IdK − Pi−1)h j) +Np if p ∈ X i \ X i−1.

This shows that Wn+1

��
Kn
= Wn. Similarly, we see that Wr

��
Kn
= Wn for all r ≤ n. In other words,�

Wn

	
n∈N

is a projective system of unitary operators. Now we define a locally bounded operator

(see Equation (3)) W : D →

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) by

W := lim
←−
n∈N

Wn

Moreover, W is a bijective and local isometry. Thus, D is isomorphic to

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p). On the

other hand, for each n ∈ N, the map τn : EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
→Mn defined by

τn( f ) = bΓn
�

f
��
Xn

�

is a normal homomorphism. Further, by using Equation (35), for m ≤ n, we have

ψm,n ◦ τn( f ) =ψm,n ◦bΓn
�

f
��
Xn

�

= bΓn
�

f
��
Xn

���
Hm

= bΓm
�

f
��
Xm

�

= τm( f )
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for every f ∈ EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
. This shows that

�
EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
, {τn}n∈N

�
is compatibe with the pro-

jective system
�
{Mn}n∈N, {ψm,n}m≤n

�
of von Neumann algebras. So, by the uniquness of projective

limit there exists a unique normal map τ : EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
→M such that

ψn ◦τ = τn

for every n ∈ N. In fact, τ is can be defined as

τ( f ) = lim
←−
n∈N

bΓn
�

f
��
Xn

�
.

Since bΓn is isomorphic for each n ∈ N, we conclude that τ is bijective. Finally by using the fact

that the abelian locally von Neumann algebra of all locally bounded diagonalizable operators

on

∫ ⊕loc

X

Dp dµ(p) is in one-to-one correspondence with EBloc

�
X ,Σ,µ

�
(see Equation (29)) via

bijective map τ the result follows.
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