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Semisimplicity and Reduction gd-adic
Representations of Topological Monoids

Tomoki Mihara

Abstract

We give a criterion of the semisimplicity of gadic unitary representation of a
topological monoid by the reduction of the associated dpegdgebra.
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O Introduction

Letk be a local field. The reduction of a unitary representatioa tfpological monoid
./ overk does not preserve the irreducibility. It is because thectdn only reflects the
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action of the integral modé°[.#] c k[.#]. We verify that the reduction with respect
to a larger integral model compatible with the operator npreserves the simplicity of
a left module in Theoreim 2.3. This is extended to the rednabfoan operator algebra
associated to a semisimple unitary representation in Emg@r8 by the lifting of central
idempotents in Corollariy 2.2, and gives a criterion of thenisemplicity of a p-adic
unitary representation of a topological module in Thearefn 3

This theory is a generalisation of the reduction theory efgshectrum of an operator
in [Mih]. The most essential technique of the reduction tigan [Mih] is a repetition
of reductions of an operator. A similar technique is alseesal in this paper for the
calculation of the reduction of an operator algebra witlpees to the suitable integral
model. We deal with the repetition of reductions§ig.l and§3.2.

For a profinite grous, this theory connects the reduction of unitary represamntat
of G and the reduction of thp-adic unitary duals of G. In particular when# = Zp,
then its unitary dual is the open unit ball @), centred at 1 by Amice’s theory, and the
connection between two reductions corresponds to the daiijiaof the reduction and
the Fourier transform.

We recall basic notions gf-adic Banach algebras aipeadic unitary representations
in §1. In order to observe a relation between the semisimplanitg the reduction of
Banach modules, we introduce the lifting properties of igetants and decompositions
in §2. We apply the results ¢l to p-adic unitary representations of a topological module
in §3. Finally we observe the relation between our theory angthdic unitary dual of
the profinite group together with an example on Amice’s thedFourier transfornz,

in §4.

1 Preliminaries

We recall basic notions gfi-adic Banach algebras argadic unitary representations.
Here “unitary” means that the action preserves the integjracture give as the unita
ball. In particular a unitary representation of a group @metric, and then there is no
ambiguity. However, we also deal with a unitary operator sh@noid, and it is just
submetric in general.

1.1 Banach Algebra

Let A be aring. A ring is assumed to be associative and unital, buhecessarily to
be commutative. A ring homomorphism is assumed to be unkal. anS c A, we
denote by §, A) c A the subring of elementswith st = tsfor anys € S. If there is
no ambiguity ofA, then we simply puB’ := (S,A)’. A c € Ais said to becentralin
Aif c € A'. For a commutative ringr, an R-algebrais a ring A endowed with a ring
homomorphisnR — A whose image lies i’

Let k be a valuation field. We do not assume that the valuation istriaal. We
always fix a non-Archimedean nonn: k — [0, o) associated to the valuation kfand
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regardk as a topological field with respect to the induced ultraroe&kinormed k-vector
spaceis ak-vector spac&/ endowed with a non-Archimedean notfm||: V — [0, o)
with ||av| = |a| ||v|| for any @ V) € k x V. For a normedk-vector space/, we set
V@A) ={veV ||Vl <£1}andV(1-) ={veV ||Vl <1} Inparticular, we put
k° == k(1) andk* := k(1-). ThenV(1-) c V(1) c V arek°-submodules oY. We denote
by V the quotienk’-moduleV(1)/V(1-). Sincek> c k° is a unique maximal ideak is
a field. The action ok*° onV is trivial, and hencé/ is ak-vector space.

Let k be a complete valuation field. Banach k-vector spade a normedk-vector
space complete with respect to the ultrametric induced byntirm. For a Banack-
vector space/, we denote by EndV) the k-algebra ofk-linear endomorphisms of the
underlyingk-vector space o¥. The strong topology of Er{V) is the locally convex
topology of pointwise convergence.

A Banach k-algebrds a k-algebra.e endowed with a nornf| - ||: @ — [0, o)
satisfying the following:

(i) The underlyingk-vector space o7 endowed with|| - || is is a Banachk-vector
space.

(ii) llab| < |lall [Ibi| for any (@, b) € 27>,
@) U e{0,1}.
(iv) |lca| = |c| ||lal| for any (C,a) € k x 7.

We also denote by7 the underlying Banack-vector space. Thew/(1-) c .2/ (1) C &/
arek’>-subalgebras, and’ is ak-algebra. For example, for a Banakivector spacé/,
the k-subalgebra BV) c End(V) of continuousk-linear endomorphisms is a Banach
k-algebra with respect to the operator norm given in the valg way:

I 1I: Be(V) — [0, 0)

T > sup|TV| < co.
veV(1)

For a Banaclk-algebra<Z, aBanach lefte7-moduleis a left.«7-moduleM endowed with
a complete non-Archimedean notm||: M — [0, «) of the underlyingk-vector space
with |lam]| < ||a)| ||m]| for any @, m) € &7 x M.

A local fieldis a complete discrete valuation fidtdwith finite residue fielck. We
denote byp > 0 the characteristic .

1.2 Unitary Representation of a Topological Monoid

A topological monoids a monoid.# endowed with a topology with respect to which
the multiplication# x .# — .# is continuous. In this subsection, lebe a complete
valuation field, and# a topological monoid.



Definition 1.1. A unitary representation of# over k is a pair(V,p) of a Banach k-
vector space V and a monoid homomorphism# — End(V) with respect to the
multiplication of End,(V) such that/jp(m)(v)l| < [V for any (m,v) € .# x V and the
associated action

p. MxN — V
(mv) - p(m(v)

is continuous. A strictly Cartesian unitary representatimf.# over Kk is a unitary rep-
resentation(V, p) of .# over k with||V|| c |K.

If kis a complete discrete valuation field onMfis of countable type, then the con-
dition ||V|| c |k| guarantees the existence of an orthonormal Schauder Bagisitis is
why we use the term “strictly Cartesian”.

The multiplicative submonoid BV)(1) ¢ End(V) of submetrick-linear endomor-
phisms is equicontinuous by Banach—Steinhaus theorerh@g$cCorollary 6.16), and
hence the continuity of the actigns equivalent to the continuity @f with respect to the
strong topology of EngV).

Definition 1.2. Let(V, p) and (W, 7) be unitary representations o over k. We say that
(V, p) is isomorphic to(W, n) if there is a homeomorphic k-linear isomorphismy W
preserving the action of7.

This relation is an equivalent relation. Beware that we dbassume that the iso-
morphismV — W is an isometry, and hence a replacement of the norm by anagqutv
norm with respect to which the action @# is unitary gives an isomorphism. In particu-
lar, there is a one-to-one correspondence between theisenodrphism classes of finite
dimensional strictly Cartesian unitary representatidngzoverk and the set of isomor-
phism classes of finite dimensional continuous representa{V, p) of .# overk which
are unitarisable by a north- ||: V — kwith ||V|| c |k|, and hence it can regarded as a
subset of the set of isomorphism classes of finite dimenkamminuous representations
(V,p) of .# overk. This identification relies on the fact that a Haudtitwcally convex
topology of a finite dimensiondd-vector space is unique and a norm of it is unique up to
iIsomorphisms.

2 Decomposition of Rings

In this section, lek denote a local field. We deal with the relation between a dgomn
tion of a ring by two-sided ideals and the reduction. A decosiijon of a ring is given
by a central idempotent. We observe the lifting propertiggd@mpotents first, and after
then we prove the compatibility of the semisimplicity and teduction.



2.1 Lifting of Idempotents

For aringA, ane € Ais said to be aidempotenif € = e. We verify lifting properties of
idempotents for the reduction of Banach algebras. This isreeiglisation of the lifting
property of (central) idempotents for the projectikiiG] — k[G] for a finite group
G. Since the commutant is not compatible with the reductiogeneral, one needs to
calculate the commutator to lift a central idempotent.

Proposition 2.1. Let &7 be a Banach k-algebra witfie7|| c [k|. For any idempotent
€€ «/, there is an idempotente .o/ (1) such that e+ <7 (1-) = €.

This is the simplest application dof [Mih] Proposition 5.8 fan arbitrary liftPy €
/(1) ofe € «7. Since the proof of Proposition 5.8 for a gend?ais a little complicated,
we give a shortened proof for this simple case.

Proof. If € = 0, thene := 0 is a desired idempotent. There itfisces to assume # 0.
Take a liftPy € <7(1) of 8 € «7. Since@is a non-zero idempotent, we hajya|| = 1
and||A? — A|| < 1. We define a sequenck )i« € /(1) inductively by the recurrence
relationP;,; := —2P% + 3P Then for anyi € N,

Pii— P =-2P2+3P? - P, = (-2P, + 1)(P* - P)) € &/ (1-)

and
P2, — Pi.1 = (=2P? + 3P?)? — (=2P? + 3P?) = 4P° — 12P? + 9P} + 2P° — 3P?
= (P?— P)(4P} - 8P? + P? + 3P)) = (P? — P)(4(P? - P)* - 3(P* - P))
= 4(P?-P)*-3(P? - P)>.
Therefore
IP2, = Prall S PP =P < - < [[P2— Pyl = A2 - AP =5 0
and

1Pyt = Praall < [I(=2Py + L)1 I(P = Pyl = [IP? = il = 0.

Thus P))iay cOnverges to a unique idempotent o7 (1) with e — Py € o7 (1-) because
<7 (1) is a closed subset of a complete topological ririg The relatione — Py € <7 (1-)
impliese+ &7/(1-) = Po + /(1-) = & O

Corollary 2.2. Let </ be a Banach k-algebra withe/|| c |k|, and Oc 2/(1) a closed
k°-subring. For any central idempotegte <7, if € lies in the image of O, then there is
an central idempotent e &7 such thate= O c «/(1) and e+ </ (1-) = €.

Beware that the inclusion’” c <7’ is not an equality in general. Therefore the result
can not be obtained by simply applying Proposition 2.1 toBaeachk-algebras?’.
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Proof. Taking anA € /(1) as an element d in the beginning of the proof of Propo-
sition[2.1, we obtain an idempoteate O with e + &/(1) = € Leta € /. Assume
eae# ae Since|l<|| c |k, there is ac € k* such that(eae- ae) € .o/ (1)\.«/(1-). Put

b := c(eae— a€). Sinceeis an idempotengb— bee «7(1-). On the other hand, we have
eb = c(eae- eag = 0, be = c(eae- ae) = b, and henceb- be = —b. This contradicts
b ¢ o7/(1-). Thereforeeae= ae Similarly eae= ea Thusae = eae= ea We conclude
thateis central ing7. O

2.2 Reductively Semisimple Banach Algebras

Let R be a ring. A leftR-moduleM is said to besemisimplgf M is the direct sum
of simple submodulesR is said to be aemisimple ringf its left regular modulesR
is semisimple. We remark th& is semisimple if and only if every lefR-module is
semisimple, and if and only if Jacobson radicalPois trivial. R is said to be asimple
ring if Rpossesses no non-trivial two-sided ideal. An Artinian demjmg is a semisimple
ring by Wedderburn’s theorem.

Let R be a ring. Asemisimple R-algebr&esp.simple R-algebrais anR-algebra
whose underlying ring is a semisimple ring (resp. a simplg)xi

We give a criterion of the simplicity of the underlyikealgebra of a Banadkalgebra
by the reduction.

Theorem 2.3. Let &/ be a Banach k-algebra withe/|| = |k|. If o is a finite dimen-
sional simplek-algebra, then the underlying k-algebrd is a finite dimensional simple
k-algebra.

Proof. Sincez;is of finite dimension,&7(1) is a freek’>-module of finite rank. Indeed,
letay,...a, € o be ak-basis, and take representatiegs. . ., a, € </(1) of them. For a
uniformiserw € k°°, we haves/(1-) = o/ (1)w and hence

A1) =Ka +---+Ka,+ 7(1-) =k +---+Ka,+ (Vo
= Kay+ - +Ka,+Kayw+ -+ Kayw + Z(1-)o = Kay + - - - + Ka, + o (1)w?
= ..=Ka+-+Ka,+ Q)"

for any N € N. It implies thatk°a; + --- + k’a, c /(1) is a dens&°-submodule.
It is the image of the continuous-linear homomorphismk({)" — <7 (1) associated to
a,...,a, and is closed becaude)" is compact and7 (1) is Hausdait. Therefores7 (1)
is generated byy, ..., a,. Sinces/(1) is torsion freee7(1) is a freek®-module. o

Since./ is of finite dimension again, it is Artinian. By Wedderburtfseorem, o/
is isomorphic toé—algebra M(D) of matrices over aﬂvisioﬁ-algebraD, and through
an identification.s =2 Alg M, (D) every simple leftez-module is isomorphic to the
natural representatioB', wherel _=+/n e N. Take a representatiye of the unique
isomorphism class of simple lefi¥-modules. Sincez is semisimple, every left7-
module is isomorphic to a direct sum of copieg.of



By |l.7|| c |kl, the norm of< coincides with the norm associated to the filtration
(1) 2w/ (1) 2 @’/ (1) 2 - 2 Niew @' <7 (1) = O. Sinces’ (1) is a freek°-module,
<7 is strictly Cartesian, and hence every clokedector subspace o is strictly closed
by [BGR84] 2.4.2. Proposition 1. Sine# is of finite dimension, everig-vector subspace
of <7 is closed, and hence strictly closed.

Let M # O be a cyclic leftez-module, angy, : &7 — Endi(M) thek-algebra homo-
morphism associated with the action@fon M. Leta € ker(oy). Assumea # 0. Since
l<Z|| |k, there is & € k* such thatae «/(1)\.«7(1-). Thencae ker(py). SinceM is
cyclic, M is isomorphic to the quotient’/I by a left ideall ¢ .«7. We identifyM with
</ /1 and we endowM with the quotient seminorm. By the argument abdvis, closed
and strictly closed in. It implies thatM is a left BanachzZ-module, and the identifica-
tion M =gans-mod 7 /1 Induces an isomorphisM =— vod E/I_. Sinceca e /(1) acts
trivially on M(1), so doega+ <7/(1-) € &/ on M. On the other handyl is a direct sum
of u, and hencea + «7(1-) acts trivially on the unique simple left’-moduleu. Thus
ca+ </ (1-) is an element of Jacobson radical«@f which is trivial by the assumption of
the semisimplicity ofe7. It contradicts the faata € .«7(1)\.«#(1-), and we obtaira = 0.
Thuspy is injective.

We identify o7 as the underlying-algebra. Since# is of finite dimension,o is
Artinian and hence admits a simple left module. Every simgfemodule is cyclic,
and hences is a primitive ring by the argument above. It implies that mgie left
<7/-moduleM is unique up to isomorphisms, apg(<?) is strongly dense in the double
commutant Enghg, .,,m)(M) by Jacobson—Bourbaki density theorem ([Cri04] D 2.2).
SinceM is of finite dimension, the density impligg(=/) = Endkng,,..,(m)(M). 1t fol-
lows from Schur’s lemma thad := End,,») (M) is a divisionk-algebra, and hence
End>(M) is isomorphic to the simpli&-algebra Mim, u(D). We conclude thats is a
simplek-algebra. O

We note that the converse of Theorém] 2.3 does not hold. Fanmea consider
the simpleQ,-algebra M(Q,) of finite dimension. It admits the operator norm with
respect to the natural modu@ endowed with the norm associated to the canonical
basis. It is the norm associated to the integral modglZy) ¢ M,(Q,) and the 2-adic
filtration M2(Zp) 2 2M2(Z2) 2 -+ 2 Niaw 2M2(Z2) = O. The reduction of M(Q2) with
respect to the norm is MF,), and it is surely a simpl&,-algebra. On the other hand,
M2(Q,) admits another equivalent norm. Consider the norm assetia the 2-adic
filtered integral model

Zz Zz Zz Zz i ZZ ZZ
22 22 2 =0.
(222 zz) (222 zz) Q (222 zz)

The reductiorR of M,(Q,) with respect to the norm is naturally isomorphic to ke
subalgebra of M(F3) =r,-aiq M2(F2[X]/F2[X](X? + X)) spanned by

(10 _ (0 X _( 0 o0 (00
ell'_ 0 O 7e12'_ 0 O ’eZl‘_ X+1 o ’622‘_ 0 1 .
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ThelF,-vector subspace
X 0 2
Vo= Pz( A )@Pz( 1 ) C (FaX1/Fo(X? + X))

is stable under the action 8 and the matrix representatiomg,, T1, To1, T22 € M(Fo)
of e11, €12, €1, &7 0NV with respect to thé&,-basis above are

10 01 00 00
Tll::(o O)aTlZZZ(O O)’T21::(0 O)’TZZ::(O 1)

ThereforeV is not completely reducible as a l[&tmodule. ThusR is not a semisimple
[F,-algebra.

Definition 2.4. Let F be a field. An F-algebra A is said to be pro-semisimplbef¢ is
a faithful semisimple left A-module M such that every sirsplamodule of M is of finite
dimension and the image of A End-(M) is strongly closed with respect to the trivial
valuation of F and the trivial norm of M.

The strong closedness in the definition is equivalent wighvikak closedness because
M is a direct sum of finite dimensional simple Iéftmodules. It follows from Jacobson—
Bourbaki density theorem[([CriD4] D 2.2) thAtis isomorphic to the direct product of
simple F-algebras given as the double commutantzgg, (1) for a representative of
each isomorphism class of simple I&tsubmodules oM. In particular, presenting
the identity as the sequence of the identity of the sintplalgebras appearing in the
decomposition, we have a system of orthonormal primitivere¢ idempotents of.

Remark 2.5. If A is of finite dimension, then the pro-semisimplicity isigglent to the
semisimplicity.

Remark 2.6. A pro-semisimple F-algebra A is a semisimple F-algebra d anly if A
is of finite dimension. Indeed, if A is of infinite dimensit&icentre Ais a direct product
of infinitely many fields of finite dimension over F. The speutof A is StoneCech
compactification of the discrete space given as the dispon of the spectra of the
fields, and it possesses a point corresponding to a non-pahaltrafilter of the discrete
set. Such a point corresponds to a non-projective maxingallidf X, and its commutant
Is a two-sided ideal of A which is not generated by a centraingotent. Thus A is not a
semisimple F-algebra.

We verify the relation between a certain topological semjicity of a Banachk-
algebraA and the pro-semisimplicity of its reductio#.

Theorem 2.7.Let.«/ be a Banach k-algebra withe7|| = |K|. If o isa pro-semisimpl&-
algebra, thenzy admits a canonical dense two-sided idealwhich is a direct sum of the
underlying left(.e7 x <7°P)-modules of simple7-algebras and whose simple components
are of finite dimension. Moreover, the decompositiorfinto simple components is
derived from a unique decomposition®@f(1) N <7, into indecomposable projective two-
sided ideals.



In particular, Theorem states that the reduction respéetssémisimplicity in the
finite dimensional case.

Proof. Since< is pro-semisimple, it admits a subgebf central idempotents such that
1=73,g€,6€ =0forany g¥) € (E’)? with & # &, and.«Z€ is a simple ring of finite
dimension for anye € E. Here the sun}. g€ means the limit ling. > g 55 € in the

strong topology of Enﬂ;ﬁ) along the directed se¥ (E) c 2 of finite subsets. NoVE
is the set of primitive central idempotents.af, and hence is independent of the choice
of a faithful semisimple lefter-module M in the definition of the pro-semisimplicity.
By Corollary[2.2,.«7 admits a subseE of central idempotents such that=l Y. e,
e € «/(1), and the correspondenee— e + «7(1-) € </ gives a bijective majt — E.
Here the sun} ..z € means the strong limit again but not the limit in the norm 1opgy.
Moreover, sinced + <7 (1-))(€ + /(1-)) = 0 ande€ = €e, we havee€ = 0 for any
(e, €) € E? with e # €. Indeed € is an idempotent witlee € .7 (1-). Every element
of o/ (1-) is topologically nilpotent, and an idempotent is topotadly nilpotent if and
only if itis zero.

Thus we have obtained a semisimple two-sided idgal= P_ . «/e c </, and
it is dense because the directed systgip.4 €)sc &) Of central idempotents along the
directed set# (E) c 2F of finite subsets forms an approximate unit. The decomusiti
of <7, is the orthonormal direct sum of normdevector spaces because it is derived
from the system of orthonormal idempotents with norm 1. Tives a decomposition
A 1)N o, = P #/(1)e. The reduction ot~ eis the simples/-algebras/ (e+ <7 (1-))
for anye € E. This completes the proof by Theoréml2.3. |

We remark that the norm af/ is restored from the canonical dense integral model
o/ (1)N <f,. Indeed,o’ (1) coincides with thez-adic completion ofe7 (1) N <7, endowed
with the w-adic norm because/(1-) N <, = w( (1) N ), wherew € k™ is a
uniformiser.

Corollary 2.8. Let <7 be a Banach k-algebra withe7|| = |K|. If < is a finite dimen-
sion semisimplé-algebra, then the underlying k-algebra of is a finite dimensional
semisimple k-algebra. Moreover, the decompositioahto simples/-algebras is de-
rived from a unigue decomposition of (1) into indecomposable projective two-sided
ideals.

A counterexample of the converse of Corollaryl 2.8 is giverahynitary representa-
tion of a p-group. For example, consider the group alge®spz/27Z]. It is semisimple
because clf,) = 0. It admits the norm associated to the integral ma&glr/27Z] c
Q,[Z/27] and the 2-adic filtratiorZ,[Z/2Z] 2 27,[Z/27] 2 --- 2 Niex 27Z2[Z/2Z] =
O, and its reduction with respect to the norm is the group al@b[Z/2Z] =, aq
Fo[ X]/F2[ X](X? + 1) =g, aig F2[Y]/F2[Y]Y2. Itis a local commutative ring which is not a
field, and hence is not a simple ring. It is remarkable @4 /27Z] admits another equiv-
alent norm which gives a semisimple reduction. Put [0 + 2Z] + [1 + 2Z] € Z,[Z]/27Z).
Consider the norm associated to the integral maggt/2Z][210] c Q,[Z/2Z] and the



2-adic filtrationZ,[Z/2Z][2 Yo7] 2 2Z,[Z/2Z][27 0] 2 -+ 2 Niew 2Z2[Z/2Z][2 0] =
O. This is the operator norm with respect to the regular repreedion identified with the
orthogonal direct sum of the two charact&/2Z — Q5 : [1 + 2Z] — +1. The reduction
of Q,[Z/27] with respect to the norm i82, and this is a semisimpl&-algebra.

3 Connection to Representation Theory

We continue to assume that the base fleid a local field. We apply the results §2.2

to the operator algebra” associated to a unitary representation of a topologicalaigon
A . As we referred in§Q, the integral models (1) of «# possesses enough operators
unlike the image of the integral modél[.#] c k[.#] so that the reduction respects the
semisimplicity of the natural left module. There is a prablthat it is a little dificult

to determine the structure of the operator algefsrand hence the semisimplicity of the
reductive operator algebra in a direct way. We establish a way to calculatewithout
determininge/ by a repetitive reduction method. This algorithm might eaminfinitely
many steps in general, but when we deal with a finite dimemasigpresentation, then
the algorithm stops in finite steps.

3.1 Semisimplicity of a Unitary Representation

We apply the result o§2.2 to an operator algebra associated to a unitary repedgant
of a topological monoid# . This gives a criterion of the semisimplicity of the repnese
tation. The reduction of a representation itself does nesgnve the semisimplicity. The
unit ball of the operator algebra is larger than the imagéefintegral modek°[.#] of
k[.#], and its reduction possesses enough operators for thaisephicity of the natural
left module to be preserved, while the imagep##] does not.

Theorem 3.1. Let .# be a topological monoid, anfV, p) a finite dimensional strictly
Cartesian unitary representation o# over k. Denote by the closure of the image of
K[.#] by the k-linear extension pfin the Banach k-algebrB(V) of continuous k-linear
endomorphisms endowed with the operator nornx/Ifs a semisimplé-algebra, then
(V, p) is a semisimple representation.af .

Proof. SinceV is of finite dimension, so is7. Therefore< is a finite dimensional
semisimplek-algebra by Corollary 218, and/ admits central idempotents, ..., e, €
/(1) such that 1= e; + --- + &y, g6 = 0 forany (, j) € {1,...,m} withi # j, and
<7 is an Artinian simple-algebra with precisely one isomorphism class of simple lef
modules for anyi € {1,...,m}. ThenV decomposes into simple lef¥-submodules.
Let W c V be a simple lefter-submodule. Sincey contains the image df.#], W

is a leftk[.#]-submodule. We denote kyyy: .# — End(W) the restriction ofo on

W, and verify that Y\, py) is a irreducible representation o overk. LetW c W be a
subrepresentation o#Z. ThenW’ is a leftk[.#]-submodule oV, andawis contained in
the closure oW for any @ w) € &7 x W. On the other hand)V' c W is closed because
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W is of finite dimension, and hend#’ is a left.e7-submodule oWW. SinceW is a simple
left o7-module, we obtaiWw = O or W = W. ThusW is a irreducible representation of
. We conclude tha¥ decomposes into irreducible subrepresentationg/of |

Theoreni 3.1l is a partial generalisation lof [Mih] Theorem. 5A47representation of
a single operator corresponds to a representation of tieeetigsAbelian monoidV, and
[Mih] Theorem 5.7 gives a criterion of the semisimplicity thfe corresponding repre-
sentation by the repetition of finitely many reductions. Teéason why we considered a
reduction only once in Theorelm 8.1 is because we deal witbdke whenz is known.
The repetition of reductions corresponds to the repetialeulation necessary to deter-
mine the reductive operator algebséa The following explains the correspondence.

Let.# be a topological monoid, an®,(o) a strictly Cartesian unitary representation
of .# overk. Since the valuation dt is discrete andlV|| c |k|, the operator norm of
Bk(V) coincides with the supremum norm of ¢beients of the matrix presentation with
respect to an orthonormal Schauder basis,Bufd) is naturally isomorphic to Er¢V).
Denote byT: Bg(V)(1) - Enq;(V) the canonical projection. Take a uniformiser k°°.
SetAy = kK°[.#] c k[.#]. Remark that the image oA, by the k-linear extension
k[p] of p is contained in BV)(1). We defineA c klp] *(B«(V)(1)) in an inductive
way oni € N. Suppose thaty c k[p] 1(Bk(V)(1)) is defined for ari € N. Then
we setA,; = A + @ tker(lT o K[p]la) € Klp] 2(Bk(V)(1)). For each € N, we put
a; = im(IT o k[p]|a) € End(V).
Proposition 3.2. The reductione of the closures” of im(K[p]) c By(V) coincides with
Uian @i
Proof. Let f € K[p] 1(Bx(V)(1)). If f € k°[.#] = Ao, thenf € iy Ao. Otherwise,
take anh € N such thate™'f e k’[.#]\wk’[.#], wherew € k*° is a uniformiser.

Thenw™1'f € ker(I o k[p]|s) for anyi € {0,...,h} and f € A1 € Uias Ao. Thus
K[p]2(Bk(V)(1)) = Ui Ao. We conclude

E =im (H o k[p]lk[p]’l(Bk(V)(l))) =im (H o k[p]luieNAi) = U im (H o k[p]|A|)

ieN
.

ieN

m|
Corollary 3.3. Suppose that there is aneN such that the increasing sequence
Z_kﬁ(m):aocalcazc---
me.#
of k-vector subspaces Efnq;(V) satisfiesy, = ap,1 = - --. Then the reduction? of the

closure« ofim(k[p]) c Bk(V) coincides withy,,.

In_particular, the stability condition holds for a finite damsional representation.
Thus .o/ can be calculated in finite steps with the reductions. Thesesgpond to the
repetition of the reductions in [Mih] Theorem 5.7 and Theor®20. We will compute
</ for several basic examples §8.2.
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3.2 Examples

We give several basic examples of the calculation of theatiulu < of the operator
algebrags associated to a unitary representation in the way with tpetitéve reduction
method we considered #8.1.

Example 3.4. Consider the strictly Cartesian unitary representation

p:Z; — Endy,(Q3) =g,-ag M2(Q2)
1 a
arilo1

of the topological Abelian monoid, overQ», whereQ% is endowed with the norm as-
sociated to the canonical basis. Theds, p) is not semisimple. The clos&g-algebra
o = Qy[p](Q,[Z,]) can be easily computed as

ﬂf:Qz(é g_))GBQz(g é),

and this is isomorphic t@,[X]/Q,[X]X?, which is not a semisimple ring. Its reduction
is isomorphic tdF,[ X] /Fo[ X]X?, and it is not a semisimple ring, either.

Example 3.5.Let.# be the free producZ, = Z, of the copies of the underlying group
of Z,. We denote by, (resp.t;) the embedding, — .# as the first (resp. second)
component. Consider the strictly Cartesian unitary repreation

pi M — Endy,(QF) =g,-ng M2(Q2)

Ll(a) = (g-) ?-)

e (29

of the discrete monoid# overQ,, whereQ3 is endowed with the norm associated to the
canonical basis. The(Q3, p) is irreducible. By the simplicity o®3 as a leftQ,[.#]-
module, the close@-algebra.e’ = Qz[p](Qo[.#]) is the full matrix algebrav»(Q2) by
Jacobson—Bourbaki density theorem ([Cri04] D 2.2). Thistfguarantees that7 is the
full matrix algebraM,(F,), which is a simplé&,-algebra. Indeed, the reductignof p is
given as

p:ZyxZy — ENck,(F3) =g, aig M2(F2)

u@ = ((1) a+1222)

@ o 1 0
‘2 a+27Z, 1)
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and hence

ao D Fp + Z Fo(IT o Fo[p])([6(1)] — 1) + F2(IT o Fo[p])(([«2(1)] - 1)([:2(1)] — 1))

i=1,2
10 01 00 10
= 5o 1)om(5 o)on T g)em(o o)
= May(Fy).
Thuse/ = My(F,).

Example 3.6.Let.Z, 1,1, be as above. Consider the strictly Cartesian unitary repre-
sentation

p: M — Endy,(Q5) =g,-ag M2(Q2)
1 a
u@ = ( 0 1)

2(3) = (2la 2)

of the discrete monoid# overQ,, whereQ3 is endowed with the norm associated to the
canonical basis. The(Q3, p) is irreducible. By the simplicity of3 as a leftQ,[.#]-
module, the close@-algebra.e’ = Qz[p](Qo[.#]) is the full matrix algebrav»(Q2) by
Jacobson—-Bourbaki density theorem ([Cri04] D 2.2). Thistfguarantees thaty is the
full matrix algebraM,(F,), which is a simplé,-algebra. We calculate7 without use of
the irreducibility in the way in Corollar{ 3]3. The reductip of p is given as

P ZyxZy — ENG,(F3) =5,-ag Ma(F2)

u(@ = (g-) a+1222)

(@) - (g-) (1)),

10 01
CU()—Pz(O 1)691?2(0 0)

Moreoverker(1 o Q,[p]l.,) containg[ix(1)] — 1 and([¢2(1)] — 1)([ta(1)] — 1), and hence
Zo|Zo * Zo) + Zo(27H([12(1)] - 1)) + Zo27 ([12(1)] — 1)([t2(1)] - 1) € A It implies thata,
contains theF,-vector subspace

[(D)]-1
2

and hence

@ + Fo(IT 0 Q2[p]la,) ( ([a(1)] 1)2([L1(1)] )

00 10
= Qo+F2(1 O)+F2(O O)

) +Fy(Il o @z[p]m)(
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10 00 01 00
= ]Fz(o 0)@1?2(0 1)@]F2(0 0)@1?2(1 0):M2(P2).

Thus we have succeeded in computirig= M(F>).

4 p-adic Unitary Dual

We continue to assume that the base field a local field. We observe the relation
between the central idempotents arising in the repeti@dection method in the calcula-
tion of the reductive operator algeb#é associated to an infinite dimensional semisimple
multiplicity free unitary representation of a profinite gmG and the topology of the-
adic unitary duaG of G. The case is much simpler whéris an Abelian profinite group.
This observation connects the repetitive reduction methodimice’s theory of Fourier
transform.

4.1 Refined Fell Topology

In this subsection, leG be a profinite group. We introduce the notion of thadic
dual G of G. We endow it with a certain topology finer than the ordinagydiogy. The
definition of thep-adic unitary dual is easily extended to that of a locallyfimite group,
but we see only a profinite group in this paper.

Definition 4.1. We denote by, the set of isomorphism classes of finite dimensional
strictly Cartesian irreducible unitary representations® over k . We endo®y with the
topology generated by subsets of the following form:

IS (Klpl(a)(9)) — wo(S)(KIml(@)(ca (I < T,
“(a,59) e k’[G] xSx S

] W) el S —» Wi S — Hom(WK), st.
U(V,p),r,S,S’ =11eG

where(V, p) is a finite dimensional strictly Cartesian irreducible wamy representation
of G over k, re (0,1], S c V is a finite subset, and’S Homc(V, k) is a finite subset.

The class3y is not a proper class because every finite dimensional yniépresen-
tation of G overk is presented as a continuous group homomorpldsm GL,(k°). We
remark thatGy has enough points because admissible representatidBwvér k sep-
arates points o6G. In the definition ofUy,rss, one may naturally replade[G] by
the lwasawa algebi&[[ G]], which is a compact Hausdfilinear topologicak°-algebra.
This topology is finer than Fell topology. Such refinementaos useful for the unitary
dual overC becaus&[G] is not totally bounded for any Hausdblocally convex topol-
0gy.

For everyl € G, take a representativi¥/( o) € |. We denote by the completion of
@IGGK V, regarded as the orthogonal direct sum of nori&dctor spaces. The topology

of Gy is T; by Jacobson-Bourbaki density theorem ([Cri04] D 2.2). Ineotwords, the
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k-algebra homomorphisfl, ., pi: KIG] — k®e [T, Bc(Vi)(1) € B(V) is injective.
The density theorem guarantees that the image is stronged&Ve denote by (resp.
Ao) the closure of the image &fG] (resp.k°[G]) in the norm topology. For every integral
modelO c k[G], every orthonormal system of central idempotents of thenst closure
of the image of gives a partition & into clopen subsets. In particular, the B c A, c
[Tiec, Bk(Vi)(1) of the set of primitive central idempotent @f := Aq/(Ao N 27 (1)) C
[Teq, Enqzvvgiven by Corollany 2.R as in the proof of Theoréml2.7 yieldsaaanical
partition of G¢. This is a generalisation of the block decomposition of th#auy dual
of a finite group. Moreover, defining; in a inductive way on € N similar with that in
§3.1, we obtain a refinement sequence of partition§of This repetition of infinitely
many refinements corresponds to the repetition of infinitedyy reductions i [Mih] as
is observed in Propositidn 3.3 in the finite dimensional case

We will observe the most basic example of the structure of sgstem in§4.2. A
system of partitions by clopen subsets works well for a nechAnedean uniform space.
Here a uniform space is said to ben-Archimedeaif it admits a fundamental system of
entourages consisting of equivalence relations. A prefisftace has a canonical Haus-
dorff non-Archimedean uniform structure, and hence a restnatibthe system on a
profinite subset helps us to understand it well.

4.2 Relation to Amice’s Theory

Let G be the profinite groufz,. We fix an algebraic closur€ of Q, and denote by,
the completion ofC with respect to the norm associated to the unique extensitreo
valuation ofQ,. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the opetismit+ C?
centred at X C, and the set of continuous charactégs— Cj sending ara € 1+ C?
to the characteya: Zp, — Cj with ya(1) = a. The latter set coincides with the set of the
isomorphism classes of finite dimensional strictly Cagmrsireducible representation of
Zp over C by Schur's lemma. Lek/Qp be a local field contained i€,. Then every
continuous character &, on k corresponds to the open unit disc+k> c 1+ C}’.
Other finite dimensional strictly Cartesian irreducibletary representations &, onk
are not absolutely irreducible and correspond to conjugéasses of  C*° c 1+ Cy
with respect to the natural action of the absolute Galoisig®alC/k). Thus we obtain
a bijective mapSy — (1 + C)/Gal(C/k). Beware that every finite extensid¢tyk is not
necessarily strictly Cartesian with respect to the nornuaed by the unique extension
of the valuation ok, and hence one needs to consider an equivalent nornk-agetor
space. However, as we remarked at the en$fldd, the norm of the underlying Banach
k-vector space is not an invariant of an isomorphism clasgfasentations unlike the
equivalence class of norms. Therefore the norfK @&fssociated to the valuation works
well when we calculate thk-rational descenf, — Aut(K) of a K-rational character
Zp — K* concretely. We also remark that the fundamental systég).( s s))v,).r.ss Of
the topology ofGy does not reflect the norm &f in the parameter.

By the argument above, calculation of the topologypfusing the valuation of_)p
guarantees that the set-theoretical identificatin— (1 + C)/Gal(C/k) is a homeo-
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morphism. In particular, the subsé(k) c Gy of isomorphism classes of continuous
characters is homeomorphic to the open unit disekt°. We compute the restriction
of the system of partitions 0B(k) given at the end o§4.1. We follow the notation in
§4.1. By Amice’s theory of Fourier transform @f,, o C []ac1.c-- Br(k(@))(1) coincides
with a strongly dens&-algebra of the Banack-algebrak[[Zp]] =gax-aig KI[[T — 1]] of
formal power series regarded as a clokeibalgebra g4(1 + C, C,,) of bounded contin-
uousCp-valued functions on * C. The restriction of the supremum norm kT — 1]]
coincides with the Gauss norm. The integral moflgtoincides with a strongly dense
k>-subalgebra ok°[[Z]] =topc-ag K°[[T — 1]]. Sincek°[[T — 1]] is an integral domain,
the partition ofG(k) = 1 + k> corresponding t@\, is trivial. Take a uniformisets € k*.
For eachi € N, the integral model; containsm (T — 1) € K[[T - 1]], and the cor-
responding partition is finer than or equal to the partitioreg by the quotient modulo
@'*'k°, i.e. the canonical projection

1+k°=1+ok = | | 1+0>1l+ok/a"k ck /oK,
oewke jwi+lke
On the other hand, starting frokA[[ T — 1]], we define an increasing filtratid®, c B; C

B, c --- dominatingAp c Ay C A, C--- as

_ _1\2
1 1+k°(T 1)

K[[T - 1] c K’[[T - 1]] + k°T 2

=

ckﬂT—1H+WT_
w

c ---ck

w

The system of partitions associatedBpc B; c B, c --- is given by the sequence of
projections

1+ ok’ /oK « 1+ ok’ /oK « - « 1+ wk® =1+K”.

Thus the system of partitions associated$a- A; c A, C --- is the same one.
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