[somorphisms between determinantal point processes with
translation invariant kernels and Poisson point processes

Shota OSADA
s-osada@math.kyushu-u.ac.jp

September 17, 2019

Abstract

We prove the Bernoulli property for determinantal point processes on R¢ with
translation-invariant kernels. For the determinantal point processes on Z¢ with translation-
invariant kernels, the Bernoulli property was proved by Lyons and Steif [4] and Shirai
and Takahashi [12]. As its continuum version, we prove an isomorphism between the
translation-invariant determinantal point processes on R¢ with translation-invariant
kernels and homogeneous Poisson point processes. For this purpose, we also prove the
Bernoulli property for the tree representations of the determinantal point processes.

1 Introduction and the main result

We consider an isomorphism problem of measure-preserving dynamical systems among
translation-invariant point processes on R? such as homogeneous Poisson point pro-
cesses and determinantal point processes with translation-invariant kernel functions.

The homogeneous Poisson point process is the point process such that numbers
of particles on disjoint subsets follow independent Poisson distributions. The homo-
geneous Poisson point process is parameterized using the intensity » > 0. From the
general theory of Ornstein and Weiss [9], homogeneous Poisson point processes are
isomorphic to each other regardless of the value of r.

The determinantal point process is the point process such that the determinants
of a kernel function give its correlation functions. The determinantal point process
describes a repulsive particle system and appears in various objects such as uniform
spanning trees, the zeros of a hyperbolic Gaussian analytic function with a Bergman
kernel, and the eigenvalue distribution of random matrices.
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These two classes of point processes have different properties in correlations among
particles. For example, determinantal point processes have negative associations [3].
The sine point process is a typical example of a translation-invariant determinantal
point process, that has number rigidity [I]. On the other hand, Poisson point pro-
cesses do not have this property because the particles are regionally independent.
Nevertheless, we prove they are isomorphic to each other.

We start by recalling the isomorphism theory.

An automorphism S of a probability space (2, F,P) is a bi-measurable bijection
such that PoS™! = P. Let S¢ = {S, : g € G} be a group of automorphisms of (2, 7, P)
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parametrized by a group GG. A measure-preserving dynamical system of G-action is
the quadruple (Q, F,P,S¢). We call (Q, F,P,S¢) the G-action system for short.

Let (92, F,P,Sg) and (', F',",S¢) be G-action systems. A factor map is a
measurable map ¢ : @ — Q' such that

Pogp ! =P, $o0S,(z) =50 ¢(x) for each g € G and a.s. x € Q.

In this case, we call (', F,P',S'¢) the ¢-factor of (2, F,P,Sg) or simply a factor
of (2, F,P,S¢). An isomorphism is a bi-measurable bijection ¢ : Q@ — ' such that
both ¢ and ¢! are factor maps. If there exists an isomorphism ¢ : Q — €', then
(Q,F,P,S¢) and (', F',P',S') are said to be isomorphic.

Let (92, F,P,Sg) be a G-action system with a measurable map ¢ from (Q,F)
to (¥, F'). Then (Q’,.ﬂ,,P@S‘é) is a G-action system. Here, (0, F,;,Py) is the
completion of (Q,c[p],Po¢~1t), and Sg ={poS,0¢7!: g € G}. We also call the
G-action system (€, Fy, Py, Sg) the ¢-factor of (2, F,P,Sq).

A typical system with discrete group action is a Bernoulli shift. A G-action
Bernoulli shift is a system formed from the direct product of a probability space
over G and the canonical shift. Ornstein [6] [7] proved that the Z-action Bernoulli
shifts with equal entropy are isomorphic to each other. We call a system (2, F,P,S¢)
Bernoulli if (92, F,P,S¢) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift. Ornstein and Weiss [9]
extended the isomorphism theory to amenable group actions. As a consequence of the
general theory, all the homogeneous Poisson point processes on R¢ are isomorphic to
each other regardless of their intensity.

Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space with countable basis. We denote by
Conf(X) the set of all nonnegative integer-valued Radon measures on X. We equip
Conf(X) with the vague topology, under which Conf(X) is a Polish space. We call a
Borel probability measure p on Conf(X) a point process on X. We say p is simple
when p(({z}) > 2) =0 for each z € X.

Let u be a point process on X. Throughout this paper, we write the completion of
u by the same symbol. We also write (Conf(X), u, Tz) as the G-action system made of
the completion of (Conf(X), B(Conf(X)), ) and a G-action group of automorphisms
Tg.

A homogeneous Poisson point process with intensity r > 0 is the point process on
R? satisfying:

(1) £(A) has a Poisson distribution with mean r|A| for each A € B(RY).

(2) £(Ay),...,&(Ag) are independent for any disjoint subsets Aj,..., A € B(RY).
Here, £(A) is the number of particles on A for £ € Conf(X) and |A| is the Lebesgue
measure of A.

A determinantal point process p on X is a point process associated with a kernel
function K : X x X — C and a Radon measure A\ on X, for which the n-point
correlation function with respect to A is given by

pn(x1, ... xy) = det[K (24, z4)] (1.1)

n
i,j=1
for each n € N. See Definition .1l for the definition of the n-point correlation function.
We call i a (K, A)-determinantal point process. If the context is clear, we omit A calling
1 a K-determinantal point process. Throughout this paper, we assume that A is the
Lebesgue measure if X = R,

Now, we state the main theorem:
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Theorem 1.1. Let K € LY(R?) such that K(t) € [0,1] for a.e. t € R®. Let u* be a
determinantal point process on R? with translation-invariant kernel K such that

K(z,y) = y K (t)e?mi@=v)t gy, (1.2)

Then (Conf(R%), u, Tga) is isomorphic to a Poisson point process. Here, T, : > ien Oz
> ien Ozita for a € RY and Tga = {T, : a € R%}.

We remark that the assumption for K in Theorem [[1] implies the following con-

dition (1)—(4) with X = R? and the Lebesgue measure .

(1) K: X x X — C is Hermitian symmetric.

(2) For each compact set A C X, the integral operator K on L?(A, \) is of trace class.
(3) SpecK C [0,1].

(4) K(‘Tay) = K(‘T - Y, O)

Under assumptions (1)—(3), there exists a unique (K, A)-determinantal point process
p with the kernel function K [10} [I1].

The K-determinantal point process p is translation-invariant because its n-correlation
functions are translation-invariant.

For determinantal point processes on Z¢ with translation-invariant kernel and
the counting measure, Lyons and Steif [4] and Shirai and Takahashi [12] indepen-
dently proved the Bernoulli property, the latter giving a sufficient condition of the
weak Bernoulli property under the assumption K : Z¢ x Z¢ — C satisfying (1), (2),
Spec(K) C (0,1), and (4). We recall that the weak Bernoulli property is stronger than
the Bernoulli property. Lyons and Steif [4] proved the Bernoulli property for the case
K satisfying (1)—(4). Theorem [[T]is its continuum version.

One of the ideas in [] is using the dbar distance, which is a metric on the set
of Z%-action systems and the Bernoulli property is closed under the metric [8) [, [13].
However, the dbar distance does not work for systems with infinite entropy because
entropy is continuous with respect to the dbar distance. In general, a translation-
invariant point process on R? has infinite entropy. Therefore, we cannot apply the
dbar distance to our case. Therefore, we construct point processes on a discrete set
that approximate the determinantal point process on R%. We prove the Bernoulli
property of the discrete point processes. In turn, we can prove the isomorphism of
the determinantal point process on R? and the Poisson point process via the tree
representation [5].

To prove Theorem [Tl we apply the general theory given by Ornstein and Weiss
[9]. We quote them in the form applicable to the R%- and Z%-actions. We also refer
to [§] for the Z- and R-actions, and [I3] for the Z-action.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section[2] we collect notions related to the
Bernoulli property. In Section [B] we introduce the kernel functions that approximate
the determinantal kernel K in Theorem [T uniformly on any compact sets on R%. In
Section @ we introduce the tree representations of the determinantal point processes
on R%. We combine these representations with the kernels introduced in Section[3l The
tree representations are determinantal point processes on Z? x N and are translation-
invariant with respect to the first coordinate. In Section Bl we prove the Bernoulli
property of the tree representation using the properties of the dbar distance introduces
in Section 2l In Section [6] we prove Theorem [[LT] using the Bernoulli property of the
tree representations.



Bernoulli property for determinantal point processes on R?

2 Notions related to the Bernoulli property

In this section, we collect properties of point processes without determinantal structure
and notions related to the Bernoulli property.

We first recall the notion of the monotone coupling. For ¢! = {(!}.czq € {0, 1}Zd
(i = 1,2), we write ¢! < ¢2if ¢! < (2 for each z € Z%. We equip {0,1}%" with the
product topology. We call a continuous function f : {0, 1}Zd — R a monotone function
on {0,1}2" if ¢* < ¢2 = f(¢') < £(¢?). Let B be the Borel o-field of {0,1}%". For
probability measures p and v on ({0, 1}Zd,B), we write p < v if for each monotone

function f,
/ fdu < / fv.
0,13 {0,13

Let 14 and v be probability measures on {0, 1}Zd. We say a probability measure «
on {0, I}Zd x {0, I}Zd is a monotone coupling of v; and vy if the following hold:

(1) (A x {0,1}%") = 1y (A) for A € B.

(2) ({0,112 x A) = 15(A) for A € B.

(3) v({(¢". ) € 0.3 x {0,117 < P = 1.

Lemma 2.1 (e.g.[2]). For probability measures p and v on {0, 1}Zd, the following
statements are equivalent:
(Hp<v.
(2) There exists a monotone coupling of p and v.

We naturally regard a simple point process p on Z% x N as a probability measure on
{0, I}ZdXN, denoted by the same symbol p. We write u < v for simple point processes

p and v if the corresponding probability measures on {0, 1}ZdXN satisfy u < v. We

introduce the notion of monotone coupling for simple point processes on Z¢ x N from

that of the corresponding probability measures on {0, 1}ZdXN in an obvious fashion.

Fix N € N. We set [N] = {1,...,N}. Let QN = {QL, : (2,1) € Z% x [N]} be a
partition of Z¢ x N such that

N {(z,1)} for I € [N —1]
Qo= 4o B (2.1)
{(z,m)€Z*xN;m>1} forl=N
for each (z,1) € Z* x [N]. For ¢ € Conf(Z¢ x N), we set
w2 (€) = Ligoy 13-
Let wy : Conf(Z4 x N) — {0, I}ZdX[N] denote the map
> {wgl(f)}(z,l)ezdx[m- (2.2)

We denote the image measure v o wg,l by vx for a point process v on Z¢ x N.

Proposition 2.2. Let i and v be simple point processes on Z¢ x N. Assume ju < v.
Then uny < vn.
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Proof. By assumption and Lemma 2] there exists a monotone coupling v of u and
v. Let yn(€,1) = vy o (wn(€),@n(n)) L. Then for A € B({0,1}2"*N]

v (A x {0, FEINT) = ({(&,m); (@ (§), () € A x {0,1}27INT})
=y(wy'(A) x @R ({0, 137V
=y(wy' (A) x Conf(Z* x N))
7M(WN (A>)
=un (A).
The fourth equation follows from the fact that v is a coupling of p and v. Since the
same is true for {0, I}ZdX[N] x A, we get that

({0, 112XV 5 4) = wy(A).
Moreover, by yn(£,1) = v o (wn(£),wn(n)) !

v ({(Gw) € {0,127V 5 {0, 1)2 %IV ¢ < w})
=v({(¢&,n) € Conf(Z? x N) x Conf(Z? x N);wn(£) < wn(n)})
=1.

The last equation follows from the fact that v is a monotone coupling of p and v.
Hence vy is a monotone coupling of pn and vy. From this and Lemma 211 we obtain
the claim. 0

We recall the notion of finitely dependence, which is a sufficient condition of the
Bernoulli property.

Definition 2.3. Let Q2 be a countdable set.
(1) A probability measure v on Q%" is called r-dependent if, for each R,S C 74,

inf{d(z,w); z € R,w € S} > r = o[rr] and o[rs] are independent.

Here, d(z,w) is the graph distance on Z* and 7g : 0L 5 Qf s the projection given

by {wz}zeZ’i = {wz}zeR-
(2) v is called finitely dependent if v is r-dependent for some r € N.

Let Piny (M) be the set of translation-invariant probability measures on [M ]Zd. For
z,y € Z%, define x < y if x; < y; for i = min{j = 1,...,d;x; # y;}. For P,Q C Z4,
weset P<Qifr<yforallz € Pand y € Q .

Definition 2.4 (Very weak Bernoulli). We call v € Piny(M) very weak Bernoulli
if for each € > 0, there is a rectangle R C 7% such that if, for any finite set Q =
{z1,...,2m} < R, there exists an A C o|nq] satisfying (Z3) and 24):

v( U A)>1—e (2.3)
AeA
B[

inf —_— 1 <efor Ac A 9.4
VEF(V‘R,VA‘R) #R Z {XZ?éYz}] f ( )

zER

Here vy denotes the conditional probability measure under A, vl = v o F}_%l, and
valr = vaomg'. Furthermore, I'(v|p,val|R) is the collection of the couplings of v|r
and valg, and ((X.).er, (Yz2):er) is a random variable corresponding to .
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Lemma 2.5. If v € Py, (M) is finitely dependent, then v is very weak Bernoulli.

Proof. By definition, there exists an rg such that v is rp-dependent. For € > 0, let
R C Z% be a rectangle such that (ro)?/#R < €. Let Q = {21,...,2m} C Z% be a finite
set such that @ < R. We set

Qro = {w € Z%d(z,w) < 1y for some z € Q}.

Then #RNQ., < (r9)%. By ro-dependence, o[mg] and o[mqg, ] are independent under
v. Hence for each A € o[mg], v =v4 on J[ngo]. Let 74 be the coupling of v o 5"
and v4 o 7T;21 such that X, =Y, for 2 € RNQy and X, L Y, for z € RN Qy,. Then

E'VA[L Z 1{X £Y, }] < (TO)d < €.
#R zER #R

This implies the claim. (|

The very weak Bernoulli property is equivalent to the Bernoulli property for ele-
ments of P, (M):

Lemma 2.6 ([8,9,13]). For v € P, (M), the following statements are equivalent:
(1) v is very weak Bernoulli.
(2) v is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Lemma 2.7 (e.g. [@]). If v € Pino(M) is finitely dependent, then v is isomorphic to
a Bernoulli shift.

Proof. From Lemma and Lemma [2.6] we obtain the claim. O

We quote Theorem 5 in II1.6 in [9]:

Lemma 2.8 ([8,[]). Let (2, F,P,Sza) be an ergodic system. Let {F, :n € N} be an
increasing sequence of Sza-invariant sub o-fields. Let \/, .y Fyn be the completion of

0Upen Fnl- Assume that {F, : n € N} satisfies (23) and [2.6):

\/ Fn=F. (2.5)
neN
Fn-factor is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift for each n. (2.6)

Then (Q, F,P,Sya) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.
Let p and v € Pipy(M). Define d : Py (M) X Pipy (M) — [0,1] by

dv) = dnf y({(Gw) € [T x M]3 Go # wo}). (2.7)

Then d gives a metric on Py, (M). The Bernoulli property is closed under d:
Lemma 2.9 ([8 [0 13]). Let v and {v, : n € N} be elements of Piny,(M). Suppose

that lim,, o d(vp, v) = 0 and that each v, is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift. Then v
s isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.
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Proposition 2.10. Let (Conf(Z¢ x N),v, Tza) be ergodic. Let v be simple. Suppose
that there exists a sequence {v, : v € N} of point processes on Z% x N such that

vy N 15 isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift for each r and N € N. (2.8)
lim d(v n,vN) =0 for each N € N.
r—00

Here, v, n = vy 0 w;,l and vy = Vo w;,l. Then, v is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Proof. Recall that QY = {le : (2,1) € Z4 x [N]} is a partition of Z¢ x N. Here, le
is defined in ([Z.1)). Then Q¥ becomes finer as N — oo and Vnven QN separates points
of Z% x N by construction. Here, Viven QY is the refinement of partitions {Q" } yen.
From this, we obtain that {o[wn]} nen is increasing and \/ y o o[w ]| separates points
of Conf(Z? x N). Hence {o[wn]}nen satisfies ([2.35).

From the assumptions ([2.8) and (Z9) and Lemma 20 vy is isomorphic to a
Bernoulli shift. Hence {o[wn]} ven satisfies (226]).

From the above and Lemma 2.8 the claim holds. [l

3 Approximations of the determinantal kernel

In this section, we introduce three approximations of the kernel K introduced in (L2).
For r > 0, let w, : R? — R be the product of the tent function such that

d
H (1= |z5[/7)1{1e; 1 <ry (2).
We denote by w, its Fourier transform

d
. t
Wy (t) = /Rd wy(2)e*™ dy = r~ | | Sm r

Let K € L'(R?) such that K (t) € [0,1] for a.s. t € R% Set K, (t) = K i, (t). Then
by ||t ray = 1, K, (t) € [0,1] for ae. t € R%. Let

K (2,y) = /R (Rt AR ()70, 51)

K (z,y) = | K,(t)e* @ v)tq, (3.2)
Rd

T, (2,y) = /]R (o) v ()20 (3.3)

Here, a Ab = max{a,b} and a Vb = min{a, b} for a,b € R, respectively. Then K, K,,
and K, satisfies (1)—(4) before Theorem L1l

For K : X x X — C, we denote O < K if K is nonnegative definite as an integral
operator on LQ(Rd) and K7 < K if Ko — K is nonnegative definite.

Lemma 3.1. Let K, K,, and K, be as B1), B2)), and [B3)), respectively. Then

K, <K<K, (3.4)
K, <K, <K,.
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Proof. By construction, we see
K, ANK(t) < K(t) < K.(t)V K(t)
K, ANK(t) < K.(t) < K,.(t) VEK(t).
From BI)-B.3) combined with above inequalities, we obtain ([8.4) and (B.5). O

4 'Tree representations of determinantal point pro-
cesses

In this section, we introduce tree representations of determinantal point processes on
R?. Then we apply it to the determinantal point processes associated with the kernels
introduced in Section Before doing this, we recall the definition and well-known
facts about determinantal point processes.

Let p be a point process on X. A locally integrable symmetric function p™ : X™ —
[0, 00) is called the n-point correlation function of p (with respect to a Radon measure
Aon X ) if

) [13 €A — )l /A o P @ m)Mdzy) o Adza) - (41)

for any disjoint Borel subsets Aj,..., Ay and for any n; € N, ¢ = 1,...,k such that
Zle n; =n. Let K : X x X — C. We call i a determinantal point process with the
kernel K and the Radon measure A if the n-point correlation function p™ of p with
respect to A satisfies (ILI]) for each n.

Assume K : X x X — C satisfies:

K(z,y) = K(y,z). (4.2)
K 4 is trace class for any compact A C X. (4.3)
Spec(K) C [0,1]. (4.4)

Here, K in (@) is an integral operator on L?(X, A) such that K f(z) = [y K (z,y)\(dy)
and K4 in ([@3) is its restriction on L?(A, \). Then there exists the unique determi-
nantal point process on X with the kernel function K.

Next, we introduce the tree representations of the determinantal point processes.
Let 1% be the determinantal point process on R¢ with the kernel function K satisfying
([E2)— (). First, we introduce a partition of R? and the associated orthonormal basis
on L%(RY). Let P = {P, : z € Z%} be a partition of R? such that each P, is relatively
compact and

P,y =P, +wfor z,we Z-.

Here, A+ 2= {a+ ;0 € A} for ACR? and 2 € R Let & = &p = {021} z0yezaxn
be an orthonormal basis on L?(R%) such that supp¢.; C P, and

¢z+w,l($) = (bz,l(w - ’LU) (45)

For the kernel function K above, let

K®(, L w,m) = / $2.0(2) K (2, 9) o (y)drdy. (4.6)
Rd xR4



SHOTA OSADA

Then K? is a kernel function on Z¢ x N. K? satisfy (@2)-(@4)) with respect to the
counting measure on Z% x N:

Lemma 4.1. Assume that K satisfies ([&2)-(@4) with respect to L>(R?). Then K
satisfies (E2) @A) with respect to the counting measure on Z< x N.

Proof. By assumption and ([8), K® satisfies (@2) and @3). @&4) follows from
Lemma 2 in p.430 of [5]. O

From Lemma 1] and the general theory in [10, 1], there exists a determinantal
point process v® on Z¢ x N associated with K®. We call v*® the tree representation
of u¥ with respect to ®.

Lemma 4.2 ([5]). Let : Conf(Z% x N) — Conf(Z%) such that

n=w(n) =Y n{z} x N)..

2€24
Then for A € o[{¢ € Conf(Z¢ x N);&(P,) =n}; 2z € Z% n € N|,
v o7l (A) = B (A).
Proof. From Theorem 2 in p.427 of [5], we easily obtain the claim. O

We apply the tree representations for the translation-invariant kernels on R¢ in-
troduces in Section

Assume that K is given by (L2). Then K is translation-invariant. Hence by
construction K ?® is translation-invariant with respect to the first coordinate Z¢. From
this we see that v%® is translation-invariant with respect to the first coordinate.

Define K f, K2 and ?;I) similarly as (6] with replacement of K with K., K, and
K, in BI)-(33), respectively. By construction, K., K,, and K, satisfies (&2)—(E4).
Hence K*, K2, and ?f satisfy (£2)—(4) with respect to the counting measure on
7% x N by Lemma @2l Furthermore, K f, K%, and ff are translation-invariant with
respect to the first coordinate Z%.

Let 5% p5% and 75® be K*-) K2- and ??—determinantal point process,
respectively. We remark that a determinantal point process v on Z¢ has no multiple
points with probability 1. Hence we can regard v as a probability measure on {0, 1}Zd.
We quote:

Lemma 4.3 (B]). Let K; : Z¢ x Z¢ — C satisfying @2)-@4) (i = 1,2). Assume
that K1 < Ko. Let vt and v2 be the determinantal point processes with K1 and
Ko, respectively. Then there exists a monotone coupling of v and vz,

Applying Lemma 3] we obtain the following:

Lemma 4.4. Let v5® K® K2 gngd 75? be determinantal point processes on
7% x N as above. Then

YK < K < P, (4.7)

K,® K& _ —K,®
[ 2 N Vo N Vi
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Proof. Recall that ® is the orthonormal basis of L?(RY) given in ([@H). Let U :
L*(R%) — L*(Z% x N) be the unitary operator such that U(¢,,) = e, n, where
{e2.n}(2,n)ezaxn is the canonical orthonormal basis of L?(Z% x N). Then by Lemma 1
in Section 3 of [5] we see that K® = UKU~!. From this and Lemma 3.1} we obtain

K® <K® <K, (4.9)

E'<KP <K, (4.10)
From ({9) and (#I0) combined with Lemma 3] we conclude (£71) and (£S). O

—3

Recall that K, ¢ , K® and K, are translation-invariant with respect to the first
coordinate. Hence I/K LIS ZAR and 75 are also translation-invariant with respect to
the first coordinate. Let Tze ={T,:a€Z% and

Ty Z 5(%111.) — Z(S(Zﬂra,li) for a € 7.
ieN ieN
Then (Conf(Z¢ x N), v5® T,4), (Conf(Z? x N), v5® T,4), (Conf(Z4 x N), vE® Tya),
and (Conf(Z? x N),v K , Tza) are Z%-action systems.

5 The Bernoulli property of (Conf(Z¢ x N), v® T,.)

We continue the setting of Section @l Let K® be the kernel defined by 8]). Let %
be the K®-determinantal point process as before. The purpose of this section is to
prove the Bernoulli property for (Conf(Z¢ x N), v® T,4).

Let oy be the map deﬁned by 22). Let ({0, 1}ZdX (V] Z/KJ’\;I), TZd) denote the wy-
factor of (Conf(Z4 x N), vX:® T,.). Here, Tza in ({0,1}2" V] K N ® Tya) is the shift
of {0, 1}2°%IN] guch that for each a € Z4

Torw= {wz,l}(z,z)ede[N] = {wz+a,l}(z,1)ezdx[zv]-

We also denote wN -factors of (Conf(Zd X N) ® Tga), (Conf(ZIxN), vE?® T,4), and
on X Zd Y ) az s 1zd ) ) dX[N]aVK,q)aTZd ) and
Conf(Z4 x N),75® T44) by ({0, 1}2" %IV T,NT 0,1}% e
({0, 1}de[ _KN , Tza), respectively. We shall prove that ({0, 1}ZdX[N],1/]IV(’q>, Typa) is
isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Lemma 5.1.

—K,®
7‘ N S V < Vr N>
Jie _K,®
v, N = V N SV N-
Proof. From Proposition 2.2l and Lemma [£.4] we obtain the claim. O

Lemma 5.2. ({0, 1}ZdX[N], 1/7{7(]’\;1), Tya) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Proof. We identify {0,1}%"<[V] with [2N]Zd and I/K]’\;I) with an element of Pjy,(2V),

respectively. We shall prove that 1/ N is finitely dependent. For this it only remains
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to prove that v5?® is finitely dependent because ({0, 1}ZdX[N], uf;\?,TZd) is the -
factor of (Conf(Z? x N), vE® T,a).
Let d be the graph distance as before. Let 79 > 0 such that for each z,w € Z¢,

d(z,w) > ro = inf{|z; —w;|;i=1,...,d} >r.
For P, C 74 x N, we define a pseudo distance by
d(P, Q) = inf{d(z,w); (z,1) € P,(w,m) € Q}.
Let P,Q C Z¢ x N be finite sets such that d(P, Q) > ry. Then
K2(z,l;w,m)=0 for (z,1) € P, (w,m) € Q . (5.1)
For P C Z? x N, we define a cylinder set by
P = {w e Conf(Z? x N);w({(z,1)}) =1 for all (z,1) € P}.
By construction, 1 N 19 = 1PYQ. Therefore
VER (1P 1Q) = K0P (1PUQ)
=det[K (2, 1; 0, m)] (1), (w,m)e PUQ

=det[K* (2, l;w0,m)] (2.0), (w,m)ep det[K T (2, 1w, m)] (2.0), (w,m) €@
=P (1P (19). (5.2)

The third equality follows from (G1I).
Let R, S C Z% such that d(R x N, S x N) > 7. From (5.2)) and the 7-\ theorem,

v T (AN B) = v (A" (B)

for each A € o[rrxn] and B € o[rgxr]. Hence 1/7{7(]’\? is ro-dependent.
From this and Lemma [2.7] the claim holds. O

Lemma 5.3. For each N,

lim d(vy'®, v53) = 0. (5.3)
r—00 ’

Proof. Because d is a metric on Py, (M),

T Ky g K Ky | T K KD
dlvy™, Ve N ) < d(Zr,N VN ) d(Zr,N Ve N ) (5.4)
2 KO KD 7 Kb Kby | 7 Kd K,

dlvy" vy ) <dvy 7N ) +dv. v Uiy ) (5.5)

From Lemma 2.1] and Lemma [E] there exist a monotone coupling vy of gf]’\(,b and
ufé’q). By the definition ([21)) of d, we deduce

Ay, vn®) <w<{<w1,w2> s w1 ({0} x {1}) # wa({0} x {1}) for 71 € [N]})
< Z v ({(wi,w2) 5 wi({0} x {1}) # w2 ({0} x {1})})

= Z {va ™ wi({0} x {1}) = 1) = 7 (w2({0} x {I}) = 1)} (5.6)

l€[N]
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The last equation follows from the fact that vy is a monotone coupling of Vf}\?
and va'®. Because of Lemma [5.1] (5.0) is true for (gf}\?, Vf(]’\(fb) (ufé@,yfﬁ), and

(Z/KA;I) ,_f{]\? ). From this combined with (54) and (53, we obtain that
dwy ™ i) < Z i @ ({0} x {1}) = 1) — z§ (w@2({0} x {1}) = 1)}
Z {775 (@i ({0} x {1}) = 1) — P (w2 ({0} x {1}) = 1)}

le[N—1]

+ 75 (w1 ({0} x N\[N]) > 1) — 2% (w, ({0} x N\[N]) > 1). (5.7)

The last equation follows from definitions of 7%® and v%®.
For (z,1) and (w,m),
|K, (z,l;w,m) — K (z,l;w,m)] (5.8)

{ng(xay) K, (z,y }¢zl( ¢w7n( )dxdy

R4 xRd

< / B () — Ko, y)|62.0(2) b0 () drdy
R4 x R4

- / Bo(y) — Ko@) |6es(@)bwm@)ldedy.  (5.9)
SUpp .1 XSUPPPw,m

Because K, , K K, e LIOC(R”I x RY) and ¢,; and ¢, are orthonormal basis on L?(R?)
with relatively compact supports, the Schwarz inequality implies that

(lm)g(/

SUPP®,,I XSUPPPy,m

Ko (,y) - K, (2,y)*dady )" (5.10)

Because K, — K in LY(R?) as r — oo, K, and K, converge to K uniformly on any
compact set. Hence RHS of (5.I0) goes to 0 as r — oco. This implies that (.8 goes
to 0 as 7 — co. Hence for each compact set R C Z% x N,

max{|?f(z,l;w,m) —K?(z,l;w,mﬂ i (2,0), (w,m) € R} — 0 as r — oo.
From this and Proposition 3.10 in [11],

pio® R K weakly as r — oo. (5.11)

Finally, (57) and (@I1) imply @&3) . O
Theorem 5.4. (Conf(Z? x N),v5:® T,4) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Proof. From Proposition 2.10] Lemma and Lemma [5.3] the claim holds. O

6 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

The purpose of this section is to complete the proof of Theorem [L.1}
We quote a general fact of isomorphism theory:



SHOTA OSADA

Lemma 6.1 ([8,9]). Let (0, F',P',S'za) be a factor of (Q, F,P,Sza). If (Q, F,P,Sza)
is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift, then (0, F',',S'za) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli

shift.
ForneN,let P, ={P,,:z¢€ Zd} be a partition of R? such that

d zi oz +1
P,.= H[Qnipﬁ) 2= (z1,...,2q) € Z°
=1

Let IIp, : Conf(R?) — Conf(Z?) such that

E Y E(Pn2)6e

2€74

Then ITp,oT.(§) = T.ollp, (¢) for each z € Z? and £ € Conf(R?). Let ufy = MKOHIZ;.
Then (Conf(Z?), ufS , T7a) is the Ilp, -factor of (Conf(R?), u, T7a).

Lemma 6.2. (Conf(Z%), ufs , Tza) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Proof. Let ®, = {¢7,}(.,1)ezaxn be an orthonormal basis on L?(R%) such that (@) =
(o) (x—w) and supp @71 = P,z Let % be the tree representation of 1 with respect

to ®@,,. Let m: Conf(Z? x N) — Conf(Z4) such that

new(n) =Y n({z} x N)d..

z€Z4

By construction, 7o T.(n) = T, o n(n) for each z € Z¢ and n € Conf(Z¢ x N). From
Lemma, [4.2]

Hence (Conf(Z%), s , Tza) is the m-factor of (Conf(Z% x N),v*>® Tya). From Theo-
rem [5.4] (Conf(Z? x N), v® T,4) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift. From this and
Lemma [6.] the claim holds. O

Lemma 6.3. (Conf(R?), u® Tya) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli shift.

Proof. By construction, the sequence of partitions {P, : n € N} is increasingly finer
and separates the points of R?. From this, we obtain that {o[llp,]}nen is increasing
and \/, .y o[Ilp,] separates the points of Conf(R?). Putting this, Lemma and
Lemma 2.§] together implies the claim. O

We quote Theorem10 of II1.6. in [9]:

Lemma 6.4 ([9]). For an R-action system (Q,F,P,Sga), let Sza = {S, : g € Z%}
be the limitation on Z%-action of Sga. If (0, F,P,Sza) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli
shift with infinite entropy, then (Q, F,P,Sga) is isomorphic to a homogeneous Poisson
point process.

We are now ready to complete the proof of Theorem [[1]

13
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Proof of Theorem 11l . From Lemmal6.3] (Conf(R?), uX, T4a) is isomorphic to a Bernoulli
shift. Because the restriction of u® on [0,1)¢ is a non-atomic probability measure,
the entropy of (Conf(R?), u®, T,4) is infinite. Putting this and Lemma together
implies the claim. [l
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