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ABSTRACT. In this dissertation we develop aspects of ergodic the-
ory for C*-dynamical systems for which the C*-algebras are al-
lowed to be noncommutative. We define four ergodic properties,
with analogues in classic ergodic theory, and study C*-dynamical
systems possessing these properties. Our analysis will show that, as
in the classical case, only certain combinations of these properties
are permissable on C*-dynamical systems. In the second half of
this work, we construct concrete noncommutative C*-dynamical
systems having various permissable combinations of the ergodic
properties. This shows that, as in classical ergodic theory, these
ergodic properties continue to be meaningful in the noncommuta-
tive case, and can be useful to classify and analyse C*-dynamical
systems.
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Introduction

Ergodic theory, in the most general sense, is the study of the asymp-
totic behaviour of some dynamical system, where the latter term is used
very loosely. This description, by no accident, also describes statisti-
cal mechanics. A little less generally, ergodic theory is the study of the
conditions under which a dynamical system’s asymptotic behaviour has
certain preferred/interesting properties. These are the ergodic proper-
ties in the sense that, if a system has ergodic property A, then that
tells us something about how the system evolves in the long term, i.e.
asymptotically. In ergodic theory there are

ergodic systems

weakly mizing systems
strongly mizing systems
compact systems

which, note, do not form a partition. There is a significant body of
knowledge around these properties in the classical case, i.e. commu-
tative case, the most standard of which is a measure space X with a
measure preserving transformation 7' : X — X, or a whole group of
measure preserving transformations {7, : ¢ € R}. Usually the mea-
sure space is finite and is then normalized to a probability space. In
this setting, it is known that there are several different, but equiva-
lent, formulations, and interesting relationships between the various
properties. There is also no manner of shortage of concrete dynamical
systems having various combinations of these ergodic properties.

Our main objective is to define analogues of these properties on
noncommutative dynamical systems, and to determine whether these
properties can then be similarly (to the classical case) analysed and
identified on concrete noncommutative dynamical systems. By a non-
commutative dynamical system we mean for example a quantum dy-
namical system which, in the C*-algebraic formulation of quantum
dynamics, has an observable algebra given by a noncommutative C*-
algebra. For example, the observable algebra of the quantum harmonic
oscillator is the operator algebra .2 (L?(R)) which contains the position
measurement projection Xy and momentum measurement projection
Py, for any Borel set V' C R, with Xy Py # Py Xy in general. C*-
dynamical systems provide a fertile ground for such noncommutative
dynamical systems and so will form the basis of our study. The study
of C*-dynamical systems play a prominent role in quantum mechanics,
and [4, p. 3-p. 15] provides historical context and an outline of how
the importance of these systems were gradually understood.

It would be a great pity to dive headlong into the C*-dynamical
formulations of these ergodic properties without first giving a brief ac-
count of the elegant theoretical considerations that naturally gave rise
to them, and in so doing develop a deeper understanding of what these
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properties represent, at least classically. We will then also be afforded
the opportunity to understand how these properties can be translated
to a C'*-algebraic setting. As a bonus we will also learn why the ergodic
property, ergodicity, is the namesake of the entire field of ergodic the-
ory. An excellent, and far more detailed, account of the development
of ergodic theory is given in [15], which will also act as the inspiration
for the discussion to follow.

A general starting point is a measure space (X, ), with o-algebra
Y, and a one-parameter group of measure preserving transformations
{T; : X — X :t € R}. The motivation for these mathematical struc-
tures comes from the evolution of a system governed by Hamiltonian
equations and a fundamental theorem from statistical mechanics. The
state space of a system of N particles is R® and the Hamiltonian equa-
tions determine the Hamiltonian flow {7} : R®Y — R : —c0 < t <
oo} of the system. That is, if the system is initially in state zo € RV,
then after time t it is in state x; = T;xg. According to Liouville’s The-
orem, the Hamiltonian flow preserves the Lebesgue measure on R?" for
any n € N. The Hamiltonian flow is therefore a one-parameter group
of Lebesgue measure preserving transformations on X = RV, Tt is
within the context of statistical mechanics, i.e. when N is very large,
that Ludwig Boltzmann started to think in terms of asymptotic be-
haviour to get past physical problems he encountered. We will return
to this a little later, and will first look at some of the questions raised
by Poincaré which, even though it came later, is simpler and more nat-
ural from a purely mathematical perspective. Nonetheless, Poincaré
himself was also motivated by physical problems.

Returning to (X, ) and {7} : t € R}, we would like to make two
simplifications for the sake of this introductory discussion. Firstly, let
us suppose measurements occur only at discrete time intervals in R, so
that our time group in effect becomes Z, i.e. we consider T, = T}, for
alln € Z and ty € R\{0}. So, instead of the one-parameter group {7},
we only work with a single T" representing time evolution over a fixed
time interval. We will cover more general “time” groups, including R as
a special case, later on in the dissertation. Secondly, let us assume that
X is a finite measure space. Even though R%" is not a finite measure
space, in many cases the system can be restricted to a subset of R"
with finite measure. That is, there is a set with finite measure in R%”
that is invariant under the Hamiltonian flow. For example, this would
be the case for a classical gas in a closed container.

Some of the earlier asymptotic questions were raised by Poincaré.
If x € E C X then x is called recurrent, with respect to E, if T"z € £
for some positive integer n. This lead to the recurrence theorem:

THEOREM 0.1. (The Recurrence Theorem) If T : X — X is a
measure preserving transformation on a space X of finite measure, and

© University of Pretoria
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E C X is a measurable set, then almost every point of E is recurrent.
Moreover, for almost every point x € E there is a sequence (n;) € N
such that T"x € E for alli € N

The Recurrence Theorem states that, not only does almost every
point of E return to E eventually, it does so infinitely often. Naturally
one can now ask, if a point x € E returns to E infinitely often, how
long does it spend in E on average? If we consider the orbit of x,
{T™z : n € N}, then the ratio of the number of these points in E to
the total number of points, after n “steps” is given by

) LS st

where f is the characteristic function of F, i.e. xg. How long the orbit
of z spends in E on average, is then given by the limit of (1) as n
tends to infinity. An ingenious generalization comes from relaxing the
restriction that f is a characteristic function. Of course the immediate
question then becomes: when does lim,, . = S0) f(Th2) exist, ie.
when does the sequence f(7T™x) converge in the sense of Cesaro? If we
define U : f — foT, then U defines an operator between function
spaces. We say that T induces the operator U. The investigation of
U yielded some undoubtedly surprising results. Restricted to L*(X),
the induced operator U : L*(X) — L*(X) is a linear isometry, and
if T': X — X is an invertible measure preserving transformation,
then the invertibility carries over to U. L?(X) is of course a Hilbert
space, and any linear invertible isometry on a Hilbert space is a unitary
operator. The problem of Cesaro convergence thus reduces to the study
of the limiting behaviour of

) LS
2 — Utz
"o

where U is a unitary operator on a Hilbert space H and x € H. That
mean convergence, i.e. the limits of these Cesaro averages, always takes
place in the strong topology, is considered the starting point of modern
ergodic theory. It is addressed in two important theorems, the mean
ergodic Theorem of von Neumann and the pointwise ergodic theorem of
G.D. Birkhoff. The mean ergodic theorem establishes the convergence
of (2) for unitary operators U, and the individual ergodic theorem
directly establishes the convergence of (1). In this dissertation, we will
rely on the Hilbert space approach, instead of the pointwise approach,
and so we focus on the former case. [15] focuses more on the pointwise

approach. A precise formulation of the mean ergodic theorem, in the
case of discrete time, is contained in Theorem 0.2.

THEOREM 0.2. (Mean Ergodic Theorem) If U is a contraction on a
complex Hilbert space H and if P is the projection onto the fized point

© University of Pretoria
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space of U, {x € H : Ux =z}, then
1 n—1
. k..
JLIEOEZU xr=Px forallx e H.

k=0

This theorem naturally leads to the notion of ergodicity which we
now explain. Ergodicity is one of the formulations of the natural, and
preferred, asymptotic behaviour wherein a transformation does a good
job of stirring up the points of the space it acts upon. A precise, and
quite straight-forward, formulation is as follows: T is ergodic if and
only if

THE)=FE = u(E)=0or u(X\E)=0

for all measurable sets £ C X. The connection between this formu-
lation and a transformation that mixes up the space, is quite clear.
However it is not especially convenient, so an immediate incentive is
to find more useful formulations of ergodic transformations. A more
useful, and equivalent, formulation is: 7' is ergodic if and only if ev-
ery measurable invariant function is constant up to a set of measure
zero. An L? function f is invariant if f o T = f. This formulation can
now show the connection of ergodicity with its historic anchorage. If
the measure space X is finite, u(X) < oo, and T is ergodic then, by
Theorem 0.2

1 1
lim — oTF=Pf=(— du )
J 2 S / (M<X>/Xf “)

where Q =1 € L?(X). Here P denotes the projection P = ﬁ@ ® Q
in L2 ie. Pf = ﬁQ(Q,f}Lz. What we are looking at here is an

L? version of the highly sought after conclusion of Boltzmann’s ergodic
hypothesis, that the phase space mean of a physical variable f (right)
should equal the, generally harder to obtain, time mean of the variable
(left). All that was wrong with the hypothesis was the premise. Boltz-
man speculated that if the orbit of a point reached all corners of the
space X then this conclusion should follow. So, the ergodic property as
we formulated it, yields the conclusion of the ergodic hypothesis and
the subsequent further development of these ideas became known as
ergodic theory.

For convenience, we will now assume that p(X) = 1, if u(X) < co.
This is mostly the standard framework for work in ergodic theory, and
it is what we will generalize to C*-dynamical systems.

So how are the other ergodic properties formulated? From our ini-

tial definition of ergodic transformations it is not exactly clear how a
variation in the definition might suggest other interesting asymptotic

© University of Pretoria
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behaviours. This is one of the advantages in alternate equivalent for-
mulations, as we shall shortly observe. Not only can an equivalent
formulation prove to be more useful analytically, it can also suggest
other interesting properties worth investigating. Let us humour two
additional formulations of ergodic transformations, one because it will
lead us to the weak mixing and strong mixing property, and the other
since it connects to spectral properties of U, which will prove to be
very useful.

First the latter, which follows from the discussion above regarding
invariant functions. The ergodic property of a transformation 7" has a
surprising influence on the spectral properties of the unitary operator
induced by T, as discussed earlier.

THEOREM 0.3. A measure preserving transformation T : X — X
on a probability space X is ergodic if and only if 1 is a simple eigenvalue
of U, or equivalently, the fixed point space of U is one-dimensional,
namely CS2.

In Chapter 2 we will prove this for the C*-dynamical case using the
mean ergodic theorem, albeit a generalized version.

For the former, again consider an ergodic transformation 7" on a
probability space X. Consider any measurable F,G C X and let f =
XF,9 = Xg. Using the mean ergodic theorem we can show that

n—1 n—1
1
—k — e & k

D uFNTHE) = lim — > (xr, Uxe)
k=0 k=0

= (xr: Pxc)

= <XF7 Q<Q, XG>>
(3) = p(F)(G)
In fact, conversely it can easily be shown that if (3) holds for all mea-
surable F,G C X, then T is ergodic. The formulation of ergodicity as

in (3) readily allows us to formulate other possible properties that a
system may have:

. 1
lim —
n—,oo N,

(@) 1im Y (FOTHG) — p(F)u(@)| =0 ¥V RGeS

(5)  lim p(FNT"G) = p(F)p(G) ¥V F,.G e

It is easy to see that (5)=(4)=(3). If a transformation 7" satisfies
(5), we call it strongly mizing, and if T satisfies (4) we call it weakly
mizing. It turns out that these properties are very useful in classifying
dynamical systems, and indeed there are systems that are ergodic but
not weakly mixing, weakly mixing but not strongly mixing, and systems
which are strongly mixing.

© University of Pretoria
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Weak mixing in particular is of particular structural importance,
In a sense it is one type of “extreme” behaviour a system can have,
with the “opposite extreme” being compactness. This will be discussed
further below and in Chapter 2, by building on the theory developed
in Chapter 1.

The simplest way to transfer these ergodic properties to a C*-
algebraic setting is to consider a C*-algebraic formulation of the clas-
sical setting described above, and to literally translate (3),(4) and (5)
in terms of C*-algebraic related structures.

All of the physical information of the system (X, u,T") is given by
real, or complex, valued measurable functions on X. Mathematically,
we are thus looking at a C*-algebra 2 of functions, e.g. the space
B (X) of all bounded complex valued measurable functions on X.
There are other spaces as well, such as L>(X), or C(X) if X is topo-
logical. Suppose that 2 = B (X). We can recover all of the probabil-
ities from the functions in B (X) since for any measurable W C X
(W) = [ xw du, and xw € By (X). For instance, if

f: X =R

represents some physical quantity of the system, defined at each point
of the phase space X, then the quantity after one step is given by foT
and the probability that, at some initial time, the quantity will have a
value in V' C R is

/X iy d = p(F (V)

So, the probabilities are given by the mapping

w:91—>(C:gr—>/gd,u

b's

and the time evolution by the mapping
T:A->A: fr foTl

w is a state on A and 7 is a *-automorphism of 2. We delay precise
definitions until Chapter 2.
So let us see what (3) translates into, in terms of the C' *-algebra 2,

state w and x-automorphism 7. Let f = yr, and g = x for measurable
F.G. Then

n—1

lim = S (P 1 TG = u(F(G)
becomes
(6) Tim = 3" w(f74(9)) = w(f)elo)

© University of Pretoria
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(6) is precisely how ergodicity is formulated in a C*-algebraic system,
for a general, possibly noncommutative, C*-algebra 2, *-automorphism
7 and 7-invariant state w. Of course the weak mixing and strong mixing
properties’ formulation may similarly be obtained. The triple (2, w, 7)
is called a C*-dynamical system. We will however opt for a more
general approach not confined to discrete time. That is, in the preced-
ing discussion, time evolution operated in a discrete manner through
iterations of the measure preserving transformation 7', or translated,
iterations of the x-automorphism 7. We say the time evolution of the
system is a Z-action. Instead we will allow for more general groups
G that determine a group of *-automorphisms {7, : ¢ € G} such that
Tg 0 Th = Ty for all g, h € G.

To allow for the successful characterization of the ergodic proper-
ties on a dynamical system that evolves under the action of a general
group G, certain structural features will have to be assumed on G.
These assumptions, the definition of a C*-dynamical system and the
characterization of the ergodic properties on C*-dynamical systems
will be the topic of the first two sections of Chapter 2. The rest of
Chapter 2 will be devoted to analysing the defined properties to deter-
mine what combinations of the properties are permissable on the same
C*-dynamical system. This will be done by deriving different, but
equivalent, characterizations of the ergodic properties. Some impor-
tant tools and results used to this end form the entirety of Chapter 1.
We will show in Chapter 2 how the group GG may always be represented
by a group of unitary operators on a Hilbert space, known as the GNS
representation, and how the ergodic properties can be characterized in
terms of this representation. We will show that ergodicity relates to the
fixed point space of the representation, and the weak mixing and com-
pactness properties to the eigenspace of the representation. We will
prove that a C*-dynamical system is weak mixing if and only if the
eigenspace of the GNS representation is one dimensional. The other
end of this extreme, is when the eigenspace spans the entire Hilbert
space in which case the C*-dynamical system will be called compact.
Why the property is coined “compact” is explained in Chapter 2.

By the end of Chapter 2 we will know which combinations of the
ergodic properties on a C*-dynamical system are ruled out by general
theory. It will then become our final objective to obtain/construct
concrete examples of C*-dynamical systems exhibiting the remaining
combinations. We will consider C*-dynamical systems on three differ-
ent noncommutative C*-algebras:

(i) Quantum mechanical systems with discrete energy spectrums
on .Z(H), with H separable (Chapter 3),
(ii) Systems of algebraic origin on reduced group C*-algebras (Chap-
ter 4),
(iii) Two types of systems on quantum tori (Chapter 5).

© University of Pretoria
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These examples are not arbitrary and do carry significance, which we
will elaborate on in their respective Chapters. Here we only note that
these examples are either basic in quantum physics (namely the quan-
tum harmonic oscillator as a special case of a system with discrete en-
ergy spectrum), or are built on C*-algebras, which are some of the most
important examples of noncommutative C*-algebras other than .2 (H)
(namely the reduced group C*-algebras and quantum tori). These
examples are therefore very natural in the noncommutative context.
This is a relevant point, since in principle we could simply take classi-
cal systems with various combinations of properties and extend them
to Z(H) using the GNS representation U of T, to obtain noncom-
mutative systems with the same combinations of properties. However,
unlike the examples mentioned above, this would not be very natu-
ral or interesting from the point of view of quantum physics or even
C*-algebras, and would therefore not have any true significance.

The ultimate goal of this dissertation is to show that the various
ergodic properties discussed above, remain meaningful in the noncom-
mutative case. In particular one would like to know that there are
noncommutative systems having the various properties, and that the
properties are indeed distinct, as they are in the classical case. Our
study of these systems will yield all of the combinations, except for two,
and the possible resolution of this shortcoming will form part of the
discussion in the section “Further research”. To connect the beginning
with the end, we end by providing a summary of what our efforts will
yield:

The last column on the following page list the examples we obtained
having the properties indicated in the various rows, and indicates the
combinations of properties which are impossible to have in the same
system due to general theory. It is important to note that aside from
the combinations marked “7”, this is in exact correspondence to the
classical case, where the same combinations are impossible, and there
are classical examples satisfying the remaining combinations.

© University of Pretoria
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QTA3(0) : Def. 6.4, Proposition 6.7, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2

(b) DESS2 : Def. 2.4, Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 5.1
ReFG2 : Def. 3.3, Proposition 3.5, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2
QTA2(0) : Def. 6.4, Proposition 6.6, Theorems 5.1 and 5.2

(j) DESSI : Def. 2.4, Proposition 2.5 and Theorem 5.3
QTT(0) : Def. 3.2, Propositions 4.4, 4.5 and Theorem 5.3

(0) ReFG1 : Def. 3.3, Proposition 3.4, Theorems 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3

QTA1(#) : Def. 6.4, Proposition 6.5, Theorems 5.1 - 5.3

(
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(f),(g),(h) : Theorem 5.1

(n),(p) : Theorem 5.3

(i),(m) :

refer to the section “Further research”
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Index of Symbols and Conventions

N : natural numbers, {1,2,3,...} 7 : set of Integers
R : real field C : complex field
S' : unit circle in C T? : torus, T x T = R?/2nZ?
Q : rational numbers
X : Banach space H : Hilbert space
2A . C*-algebra A . Borel g-algebra
Z(X) : space of bounded linear operators X — X
U(X) : collection of unitary operators in £ (X)
C(K) : space of continuous functions on the compact set K
X" . continuous dual of X
% : canonical mapping X — X, with x(z)(f) = f(z) for all z €
X
(h,x) : alternative notation for h(x), with h € X" and z € X, used in
Chapter 1

T" : adjoint operator in Z(X") of T € Z(X), defined (T"h,x) =
(h,Tz) for all x € X
A" : adjoint operator in Z(H) of A € Z(H)
Q® ) : projection operator in .Z(H) defined z — Q(Q, )
id : identity mapping of a space onto itself
Epn : the function T? — T? : (z,y) v ™™y
1 : either 1 € R, unit element of a group, unit element of a C*-
algebra or a constant valued function with value 1 € R
X, : characteristic/step function of V
Aut () : collection of all s-automorphisms of 2

wo- : weak operator topology prefix w- : weak topology prefix
so- : strong operator topology prefix w*- : weak™ topology prefix

Zz : complex conjugate of z € C
: real part of f, Re(f)(x) :== 2 (f(:c) + f(z ))

: imaginary part of f, Im(f)(z) := 3 <f(x) flz ))
f1 : positive part of f, f(x) := max{0, f(z)}
f~ : negative part of f, f(z):= max{0,—f(z)}
x, — x : convergence in associated metric/norm topology
>~ : partial order on a directed set
cl V' : closure of V' in associated topology
co (V) : convex hull of V/
co (V) : norm closure of co (V)
span V' : vector/algebra span of V' depending on whether V' is a subset
of a vector space or algebra
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(i) Unless explicitly stated otherwise, any vector space or algebra
will be over the field of complex numbers.

(ii) A locally compact space will always be assumed to be Haus-
dorff.

(iii) An inner product in a Hilbert space will always be taken to
be linear in the second argument and conjugate linear in the
first argument.

(iv) Concerning the function space L?, we will adopt the customary
approach as pointed out in [26]: L? is a not a function space
but a space whose elements are equivalence classes of functions,
however, for the sake of simplicity of language we relegate this
distinction to the status of a tacit understanding and continue
to speak of L? as a function space.

© University of Pretoria
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CHAPTER 1

Splitting Theorem of Jacobs-Deleeuw-Glicksberg

In this chapter we review the splitting Theorem of Jacobs-Deleeuw-
Glicksberg, closely following [19, 2.4 p. 103 -p. 109], but expanding and
expounding the arguments and proofs given there. The results that we
shall derive are for semigroups of continuous linear operators in Banach
Spaces. In Chapter 2 we will restrict these results to the case of Hilbert
spaces, and use them to derive the spectral formulations of a weakly
mixing C*-dynamical system and a compact C*-dynamical system, in
terms of the GNS representation. The advantage in deriving these
spectral formulations will be twofold. First, it will illuminate more
clearly the relationship between the two properties. Secondly, for the
majority of systems that we will consider, it will be a far simpler matter
to determine whether a system is weak-mixing or compact using these
spectral formulations. The reason, as we shall see, will be due to the
relative ease in which the GNS representation can be obtained in most
cases, and the remarkably concise formulation of the two properties in
terms of the GNS representation.

The reason that the results are proved for Banach spaces and not
for Hilbert spaces, which is all that we need, is that it is serves as a
great example of the richness of Banach spaces even when compared to
Hilbert spaces. Several of the results to follow are far easier to obtain
when the space under consideration is not only a Banach space but also
a Hilbert space. Yet, perhaps surprisingly, the results hold even when
all that we know is that the space under consideration is a Banach
space. In addition, adopting such a general framework also opens the
door for possible further work on ergodic properties within the context
of Banach spaces.

The main results in this chapter are Theorems 2.8, 2.13 and 2.18.
Theorem 2.8 is the Splitting Theorem, and it is states how a complex
Banach space can be “split” into a direct sum derived from a semigroup
of bounded linear operator with certain properties. Theorems 2.13 and
2.18 then derive alternate characterizations of the the closed subspaces
in the direct sum of Theorem 2.8. Theorem 2.18 is a modified version
of [19, Theorem 4.7].

17
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18 1. SPLITTING THEOREM OF JACOBS-DELEEUW-GLICKSBERG

Take note that in this section X will always refer to a complex
Banach space and that the value of a functional h € X* at z € X will
be denoted ' by (h, z).

1. Locally convex topologies

Apart from the norm topology on X, we will consider three dif-
ferent topologies in this chapter, on X and on Z(X) = {T : X —
X : T is bounded linear}. Z(X) is equipped with the operator norm
of its bounded linear operators, and under this norm it is itself a Ba-
nach space. There is the weak topology (w-topology) on X, the weak*
topology (w*-topology) on X* and the weak operator topology (wo-
topology) on .Z(X).

(i) In the w-topology on X each x € X has a base of neighbour-
hoods consisting of all sets of the form :
Vira,hme =12€ Xt |(hj,z) —(h;,2)| <eVj=1,.,n}
where € > 0 and hy,...,h, € X .

(ii) In the w*-topology on X* each h € X™* has a base of neigh-
bourhoods consisting of all sets of the form :
Vigrrame =19 € X [(h,x;) — (g,2j)| <eVj=1,..,n}
where € > 0 and z4,...,x, € X.

(iii) In the wo-topology on Z(X) each T' € Z(X) has a base of
neighbourhoods consisting of all sets of the form :
VT,$1,...,$n,h1...hn,e -

{Re Z(X):[(hj,Tx;) — (hj,Rx;)| < eV j=1,..,n}
where € > 0,hy,....,h, € X and 21, ..., 2, € X.

It it is easy to see that the w-topology on X is the smallest topol-
ogy such that all elements in X* are continuous and is therefore coarser
than the norm-topology of X. Similarly the w*-topology is the small-
est topology such that the mappings z : X* — C : h — (h,z),
where x € X, are continuous. The wo-topology is the smallest topol-
ogy such that the mappings Z(X) — C : T +— (h,Tz) , where
h € X* and x € X, are continuous. Hence it can be seen that the
wo-topology is coarser than the operator-norm topology of Z(X). The
w-topology, w*-topology and wo-topology are typically defined as the
smallest topologies for which the above mappings are, respectively, con-
tinuous. That their bases are of the above forms is then easily derived.

IThis notation is akin to attaching a Ferrari badge to a Porsche Boxster and
painting it red. It might look a bit like a Ferrari but it wont get you around the
Nurburgring quite as fast...
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1. LOCALLY CONVEX TOPOLOGIES 19

Two tools, in particular, from functional analysis are of indispens-
able use when working with these topologies. The first, unsurpris-
ingly, is the Hahn-Banach theorem [20, Theorem 4.3-2] and the second
Banach-Alaoglu [8, V.4.2]. The latter states that the closed unit ball in
X" is w¥-compact. As a first application of the Hahn-Banach theorem,
we show that a w-compact set of X is w-closed and bounded in the
norm of X.

THEOREM 1.1. Consider a subset V- C X. If h(V) is bounded in
C, for allh € X~, then V is bounded in the norm of X.

PROOF. If h(V) is bounded in C for all € X, then it follows that
for any h € X there is some M;, > 0 such that |[(h,z)| < M, for all
x € X. Therefore, for any € > 0 and h € X", it follows that

35>0:zeV, |z >6=[(h )| <elz]

which can be seen to follow from the fact that for any z € V and § > 0

]l My

lzll 2 0 = == = 1= [(h,2)] < —=|l«]].
Suppose that V' is unbounded, so for all N € N there is some x € V for
which ||z]| > N. Since for any x € X there exists, by the Hahn-Banach
Theorem, an h € X" such that (h, z) = ||z|| and ||| = 1, we can define
a sequence (h,,) in X" in the following way:

hy : Pick any 2; € V such that ||a1| # 0. Choose an h; € X~
such that (hy,x1) = ||z1]] and ||hq]| =1
h, : Pick any z,, large enough, such that
(n>1) [{h1, 20}, ooy (o1, Ta)| < g l|oall and [|za]] > 37n.
Choose an h,, € X* such that (h,,z,) = ||z,|| and ||h,] =1

As ||h,|| = 1 for all n € N, the sequence

"1
Py
n=1 meN

is clearly Cauchy and hence convergent in X*. Define

oo

1
b= —h,,
3n

n=1
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20 1. SPLITTING THEOREM OF JACOBS-DELEEUW-GLICKSBERG

Thus &' € X*. However it can be shown that h/(V) is unbounded as
for any m € N, with m > 2, it follows that

1
|1 (2)] = |Z 3_nhn(xm)|
n=1
1 m—1 o0
= | g () + S —ha(@m) + D bl
n=1 n=m-+1
1 m—1 00 1
= 3_m|hm<xm)| - Z 3_hn<xm) + Z nhn(xm)
n=1 n=m-1
m—1 o0 1
> B ()| — | ()| — Z 3n|hn(75m)|
n=1 n=m-+1
m—1 00
1 1 1
2 3—m||$m\| - Z W||$m|| - Z 3—n|’$m||
n=1 n=m-+1
m—1 00
1 1 1
- gl (1- 3 =320
11 1
> el (1-5 53
3 3 2 2
lenl
= —_— :[jm —_
3m 3
m
>
-3
Thus &' has arbitrarily large values on V' which, since ' € X", contra-
dicts the premise that h(V) is bounded for all h € X". d

COROLLARY 1.2. If V is a w-compact subset of X, then it is w-
closed and bounded in the norm of X.

PROOF. If V is w-compact, then h(V) is compact for all h € X, by
the w-continuity of the elements of X". Thus h(V) C C is bounded for
all h € X" from which it follows that V is norm bounded by Theorem
1.1.

Since the w-topology is Hausdorff, all w-compact sets are w-closed
[21, Theorem 26.3]. O

The bases generating these weak topologies suggest that communi-
cation between them ought to be fairly easy. This is indeed the case
with several easily verifiable relationships between the topologies. For
the sake of completeness and easy reference, we include in the follow-
ing theorems those that will most aid our analysis in the subsequent
section.

© University of Pretoria



1. LOCALLY CONVEX TOPOLOGIES 21

For any T' € Z(X), the adjoint operator of T" is the operator
T X = X
with (T"h,z) = (b, Tz) forallz € X, h € X". T" € Z(X") and

1Tl = sup [IT"Al|
Inl=1

*

— sup sup |(T"h, )|
llhl[=1 [|z]|=1

= sup sup [(h,Tz)]
Ihll=1 flo]=1

< T sup sup |||l
Ill =1zl =1

= I

THEOREM 1.3. Let (Ty)aen be a net in £ (X), and T an operator
in Z(X). Then the following are equivalent:
(1) lim(h, Toz) = (h,Tz) Vo € X,h € X"
(2) wo-lim T, =T
(3) w-lim Tpx =Tz Vo e X
(4) w*lim T_h=T"hV he X~
PROOF. (1)=(2) Let W be a wo-neighbourhood of T'. It follows
that there are z1,....,z, € X, h1,...,h, € X and an € > 0 such that

T eV =Vra wohi,hne S W

where

VTyxl 7777 xnyhl 7777 hn7€

={Re Z(X): [{hi, Rx;) — (h;,Tx;)| <eVi=1,..,n}

Clearly, V' = (_; Vrpwie- For each i = 1,....n it follows that, as
(hi, Tox;) — (h;,Tx;), there is a §; € A such that [(h;, Tox;) —
(hi,Tx;)| < € for all @ > B;, ie. T, € Vpp, 4, for all o = f;. As
there is a f§ € A with § = §; for all i = 1,...,n, it thus follows that
T, € ﬂ?zl Vihize =V C W for all « = 8, and as W was arbitrary,
(2) follows.

(2)=(3) Let x € X be arbitrary and let W be a w-neighbourhood
of Txz. It follows that there are hq, ..., h, € X" and an € > 0 such that
Tr €V :=Vighy, e CW

where
Viwhs e =12 € X 1 [(hiy2) — (hi,Tx)| <eVi=1,..,n}
The wo-base element

U:=Urzhyhne ={REZL(X):|[(hi, Re)—(h;,Tz)| <eVi=1,..n}

© University of Pretoria



22 1. SPLITTING THEOREM OF JACOBS-DELEEUW-GLICKSBERG

is a wo-neighbourhood of T" so that, since wo-lim T, = T, there is a
B € A such that T,, € U for all a = . In other words, |(h;, Tpz) —
(hi,Tz)| <€,ie Tor eV CW, forall a = 5. As W was arbitrary,
(3) follow for arbitrary = € X.

(3)=(4) Let h € X" be arbitrary and let W be a w*-neighbourhood
of T"h. It follows that there are zq, ..., x, € X and an € > 0 such that

.....

where

Vi hayane =19 € X" (g, z;) — <T*h,xi)| <eVi=1,..,n}.
Clearly V' = (\;_; Vp*p, 4, - For each i = 1,...,n, the w-base element

U =Urgne={2€ X :|(h,2) = (h,Tx;)| <eVi=1,..,n}
is a w-neighbourhood of Tz; so that, since w-lim T,x; = Tz, there is
a [; € A such that T,x; € U; for all a = S;. In other words, for each
1=1,...n

\(h, Toz;) — (h,Tx)| = (Toh,x;) — (T h,2;)| < e

ie T h¢ Vi*ha oo foralla = 3. As thereis a 8 € A such that 8 = f;,
for each i = 1,...,n, it thus follows that T,h € V = (\\_, Virpp,c C W
for all a = 3. As W was arbitrary, (4) follows for arbitrary h € X .

(4)=(1) Let x € X,h € X" and € > 0 be arbitrary. The w*-base
element

V=Vinee={9€X :[(g,x) — (T h,z)| < e}

is a w*-neighbourhood of 7"h so that, since w*-lim 7/, = T"h, there is
a B € A such that T, € V for all @ = 3. In other words, [(h, Tpz) —
(h,Tz)| = (T h,z) — (T h,z)| < € for all @ = B, and as € > 0 was
arbitrary, (1) follows. d

As a bounded linear operator between normed spaces, each T €
Z(X) is continuous with respect to the norm topology of X. That T
is continuous with respect to the weaker w-topology on X, is easy to
show.

THEOREM 1.4. If w-lim z, = z, for some net (xy)aen in X, then
w-lim Tx, =Tz for ol T € £ (X).

PROOF. Let T € Z(X) be arbitrary and let W be a w-neighbourhood
of Tz. Tt follows that there are hy, ..., h, € X and an € > 0 such that

Tex eV = ‘/115,;7h1 Rne cw

77777

where

he =12 € X 1 |(hi,z) — (hi, Tx)| <eVi=1,..n}

.....
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1. LOCALLY CONVEX TOPOLOGIES 23
Clearly V = ﬂ?zl Vg h, e For each i =1,...,n, the w-base element
Up=U,prp,e={2€X: (T Ry, 2) — (T hg,z)| < eVi=1,..,n}

is a w-neighbourhood of = so that, since w-lim z, = z, thereisa 3; € A
such that x,, € U; for all & = §;. In other words, |(h;, Txy)—(h;, Tx)| =
(T hi, wa) — (T hi,z)| < €, ie. Toy € Vigp,., for all a = B;. Since
there is a § € A such that g > 3; for each i = 1,...,n, it thus follows
that Tz, € V. = N, Vigne € W for all o = f, and as W was
arbitrary the result follows. U

If (z4) and (c,) are nets in X and C respectively then, if z, — x,
i.e. in the norm topology, and ¢, — ¢, for some x € X and ¢ € C,
then it easy to show that c,z, — cx. Of greater significance to us is
that the same result holds in the w-topology.

THEOREM 1.5. If w-lim z, = z and limc, = ¢ for nets (x)aeca <
X and (¢o)aen C C, then

w-lim ¢z, = cx

ProOF. Let W be a w-neighbourhood of cx. It follows that there
are hy,...,h, € X" and an € > 0 such that

cr € V = ‘/c:p,hl B e C W

..... =

hnye = {Z e X: |<h“Z> — <hl,C[L'>| <eVi= 1,...,n}.

-----

Clearly V = Vewhe- For each i =1,....n it follows that

|<h27 Cozxa> - <hl7 C.T>| S |<h27 CaIa> - <h17 CI’a>| + |<h’l7 Cxa> - <h’l7 CZL'>|
= |ca — |[(hi, za)| + |{chi, xa) — (ch;, ).

Since h; is w-continuous and w-lim z, = x, (h;, 2o) —> (h;, ). Thus
|(hi, xa)| — |(hi, )| so that if we fix some M > [(h;, z)| then there is
a p1 € A such that |(h;,z,)| < M for all & = p;. Since ¢, —> ¢ there
is a pp € A such that |c, — ¢ < 357 for all @ = p,. Since ch; € X", and
is therefore w-continuous, we likewise have that (ch;, x,) — {(ch;, ).
Thus there is a p3 € A such that |(ch;, q) — (ch;, z)| < § for all v = ps.
As there is a 3 € A such that 8; = p; for j = 1,2 and 3,

€ €
a hi7 « hi, a) — hi, M— - =
o = cll (i, 7ad 1 (chi, 20 = (ehey2)] < Mg+ £ = ¢
for all @ > f;. In other words, c,xq € Vigp, e for all a = f3;, so that
as there is a § € A such that § > §; for all i = 1,....n, coxy €
V=N, Vewne €W for all @ = 5. As W was arbitrary, the result
follows. O
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2. The splitting theorem

We will now begin our study of a more abstract version of the Z
actions briefly considered in the introduction. Our aim is simply to
be able to consider more general group actions than the Z case. We
also mentioned, that if a dynamical system has a G action, where G
is a general group, then G has a representation as a group of unitary
operators on a Hilbert space in terms of which we can describe the time
evolution of the system. This will be described in detail in Chapter 2.
To consider this in a more abstract setting we will focus on semigroups
on which we assume, but do not explicitly mention, the presence of a
unit element. In particular we will consider semigroups of operators in
Z(X), containing the identity operator.

For an abstract semigroup we will denote by, and refer to, the semi-
group operation as multiplication.

If S is an abstract semigroup equipped with some topology then
multiplication in S is said to be separately continuous if for each s € S
the mappings S — S :t— st and S — S : t +— ts are continuous. The
multiplication is said to be jointly continuous if the mapping S x S :—
S : (s,t) — st is continuous.

DEFINITION 2.1. A semitopological semigroup is a semigroup which
is a Hausdorff space in which multiplication is separately continuous,
and a topological semigroup is a semigroup which is a Hausdorff space
in which multiplication is jointly continuous.

THEOREM 2.2. Any compact Abelian semitopological semigroup S
contains a unique minimal ideal K, the kernel of S. K is contained in
any ideal, and

(7) K =(ts

tes
Furthermore, K is a group, and if ¢ denotes the unit of this group, then
K =q¢S.

Proor. If Jy,...,J; are ideals in S, their product J; - ... - Jj is
nonempty, and is contained in their intersection J; N...N J. Therefore
the collection of all closed ideals of S has the finite intersection property.
As S is compact it thus follows that the intersection of all closed ideals
is nonempty [21, Theorem 26.9], and is itself an ideal which we take to
be K.

If J is an ideal in S and ¢ € J then tS C J and since clearly
15189, Sotsy € tS for all s1, 55 € S, S is itself an ideal. As the contin-
uous image of a compact set in a Hausdorff space, tS is compact and
therefore a closed ideal contained in J. As each ideal contains a closed
ideal of the form ¢S, it follows that K is the intersection of all ideals in
S. Thus K is minimal and necessarily unique. As each ideal contains
a closed ideal of the form ¢S, and each tS is a closed ideal, (7) follows.
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2. THE SPLITTING THEOREM 25

For any s € K, sK is an ideal contained in K which, by the mini-
mality of K, is equal to K. Thus since sK = K there exists some ¢ € K
such that sq = s. If t € K is arbitrary, then again since sK = K, there
is some r € K such that sr = t. It follows that

qt =qsr =sr =1

which reveals that ¢ is the unit element in K. Similarly, since sK = K,
there is some s’ € K such that ss’ = q. Therefore every element in K
can be seen to have an inverse and we have that K is a group.

The last assertion follows from the fact that ¢S C K, since ¢ is an
element of the ideal K, and the fact that K = gK C ¢S. O

We now move towards semigroups of operators in .Z(X) and start
by proving some preliminary results.

PROPOSITION 2.3. Multiplication in £ (X) is separately continuous
with respect to the wo-topology.

PROOF. Let R € Z(X) be arbitrary, and consider any wo-convergent
net (Th)aea in Z(X) with, say, wo-lim T\ = T'. To establish the sepa-
rate continuity we wish to show that wo-lim T\ R = TR and wo-lim RT) =
RT. By Theorem 1.3

(8) wolim Ty =T < (h,Thx) — (h,Tz)Vze X, he X’
Therefore, in particular, we have that
(h,T\Rx) — (h,TRz) , and
(h, RT\z) = (R"h,Thz) — (R"h,Tx) = (h, RTz)

forall 7 € X,h € X and R € Z(X). Hence, by (8), wo-lim T\R =
TR and wo-lim RT)\ = RT as required. O

Proposition 2.3 allows us to easily show that any semigroup in
Z(X) becomes a semitopological semigroup under its wo-closure.

PROPOSITION 2.4. If .7 is a semigroup in £(X), then ./ =

wo-cl % is a semigroup, and in particular a semitopological semigroup.
If .7 is Abelian, then so is ..

PRrROOF. We will chiefly rely on the separate continuity of Z(X),
in terms of the wo-topology, established in Proposition 2.3.

Since . is a semigroup, .. C . and therefore, by the separate
continuity of Z(X), .. C .. Applying separate continuity once
more it follows that . . C .. To see why, consider any R,T €
7. Hence there are two wo-convergent nets, say (R, )er and (Th)ea,
in . converging to R and 7' respectively. Since R,T) € ., for all
v€Tland A € A, R, T = wo-limy R, T\ € .7 for all ¥ € T, and thus
RT = wo-lim, R, T € .#. Thus .7 is a semigroup, and in particular
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a semitopological semigroup since it is a wo-closed subspace of .Z(X)
on which we have separate continuity.

To show that .7 is Abelian if . is Abelian, let us again consider
the arbitrary operators R,T € .. It similarly follows that TR, =
wo-limy Th\R, € . for all y € T, and TR € .¥ = wo-lim, TR,. Since,
now, ThR, = R,T\ for all A € A and v € I', RT" = TR follows from
the uniqueness of limits in the Hausdorff space £ (X). O

LEMMA 2.5. A subset .¥ C L (X) is conditionally wo-compact if
and only if L x is conditionally w-compact in X for each x € X. In
this case . is norm bounded in £ (X), and Sx = w-cl (Lx) holds
forallz e X.

Proor. Consider the mapping
pe: LX) = X Tw—Tx

for an arbitrary x € X and, to communicate compactness between X
and Z(X), let us proceed by showing that p, is wo-w-continuous. If
T € Z(X) is arbitrary and U is some w-neighbourhood of p,(T) = T'z,
then there is some w-open set of the form

..... hn,e — {Z €X: |<h],TZL'> - <hj7z>| \V/] = 17...,’/’L}
such that V' C U. Therefore, if
,,,,, he =R € X : [(h;,Tz) — (hj,Rx)| ¥V j=1,..,n}

then W is a wo-neighbourhood of T" and it clear that p, (W) CV C U
which, as T" and U were arbitrary, establishes the continuity of p,.

Now, if .# is conditionally wo-compact, then .# is wo-compact, by
definition, and .#z is w-compact as the image of a wo-compact set
under the continuous mapping p,. Since the w-topology is Hausdorff,
Zx is w-closed and hence .7z 2 w-cl (.#z). To show the forward
inclusion let Tz € .Zx be arbitrary, with T' € .. Thus T' = wo-lim T}
for some net (7y) in .. It follows by the continuity of p, that

Tx = p,(T) = py(wo-lim 7)) = w-lim p, (7)) = w-lim Thz

which, as Th\z € .Yz for all A, shows that Tz = w-lim Thx € w-cl ().
Thus, 2 = w-cl (.#) for all z € X, and we already know the former
to be w-compact. Thus .z is conditionally w-compact for all x € X.
Note that the inclusion .72z C w-cl(z) holds in general, as to
show it, we did not require the conditional wo-compactness of ..

Conversely, assume that .« is conditionally w-compact for all x €
X. Then by Corollary 1.2 w-cl (.x) is norm bounded for all z € X.
Since Zx C w-cl(x), as established in the first part, it follows by the
uniform boundedness principle [8, 11.3.21], that .7 is norm bounded by,
say M > 0.
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For each » € X, let B, = w-cl(¥r) and E = [],.¢ E, be the
Cartesian product of the spaces E, with the product topology. Since
each E, is w-compact, E is compact by Tychonoft’s Theorem [21,
Theorem 37.3]. Now let (T))aca be an arbitrary net in .. The wo-
compactness of .7 will follow if we can identify a wo-convergent subnet
of (Th)xea. Since .Zx C w-cl (Lx) for each 2 € X, ((ThZ)pex )ren is a
net in I/, which, by its compactness, contains a subnet ((Th,7)zcx)gen
converging to some element in F, say (0,).cx. We will now show that
w-lim Ty,z = 0,, for all z € X, and that the operator

9) T:X—=X:z—0,

is the wo-limit of (T),)ea’, a subnet of (Tx)xea. To show that w-lim T,z =
0, in X, for all z € X, consider any y € X and w-neighbourhood V' of
0, in X. The set

W:H{Ax:A$:E$ifx7éyandAy:EyﬁV}

is a neighbourhood of () in the product topology of E. Hence, as
(0;) is the limit of the subnet ((Th,7)sex)penr, and (Th,2).ex € W if
and only if Ty € V', we have that

Ve>03pelN : Bro=TayeV.

In other words, w-lim Ty = 0,,.
Now we wish to show that (9) defines an operator in .Z(X). Since

(10) Tz w-lim T,z

it is easy to see that T is linear. To see why 7' is bounded linear,
consider any z € X and let g € X” be a functional such that (g, Tz) =
|Tx|| and ||g|| = 1. That there is such a g € X, follows by the Hahn-
Banach Theorem. By (10), (h,Tz) = limg(h,Tpz) for all h € X .
Hence, in particular, for any € > 0, there is a v such that for any 5 = v

Tz = (g, Tz)| < |<97T)\5$>| +e< Mx +e.

Thus ||[Tz]| < M|jz| for all z € X and we have that T is a bounded
linear operator in Z(X). To complete the proof we need only recall
from Theorem 1.3 that, for an operator T' € Z(X), and net {T,} C
Z(X)

wo-lm T, =T & w-lim T,o =Tz V 2z e X.

Thus, by (10), 7' = wo-lim T3 which completes the proof. O
DEFINITION 2.6. Let .7 C Z(X) be a semigroup. A vector x € X

is called reversible if for any T € . there exists an R € . with
RTz = x. A vector v € X is called a flight vector if there exists an
S € & with Sz = 0. The set of reversible vectors is denoted by X,

and the set of flight vectors by Xy;.
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For our intended purposes, the real interesting and useful properties
of reversible and flight vectors are obtained, when instead of considering
general semigroups in .Z(X ), we consider only those semigroups under
which the elements of X have “almost” compact orbits:

DEFINITION 2.7. A semigroup . C Z(X) of continuous linear
operators in a Banach space X is called weakly almost periodic if for
any x € X the orbit Sz = {Tz : T € ¥} is conditionally w-compact,
ie. if w-cl(.#x) is w-compact.

Clearly, X, N X = {0}. We shall only consider the case in which
. is weakly almost periodic, i.e. when W—Cl_(&”x) is w-compact for

all z € X. By Lemma 2.5 this means that . wo-compact, and the
identity .7z = w-cl (%) then yields

Xeew={rx € X :yewc (S2)=1z€cw-cl (LY}
Xp={reX:0€w-cl (Sx)}

If . is an Abelian weakly almost periodic semigroup in Z(X)
then, by Proposition 2.4, . is a semitopological Abelian semigroup.
By Lemma 2.5, .% is wo-compact and we can therefore apply Theorem

2.2 to .Z.

THEOREM 2.8. (Jacobs-Deleeuw-Glicksberg). Let .7 be an Abelian
weakly almost periodic semigroup in £ (X) and Q the unit in the kernel
K of . Then X,e, = QX and Xz = Q71(0) = (1 — Q)X where 1 is
the unit operator in £ (X). In particular, X is the direct sum of the
w-closed subspaces X,e, and Xy, which are both invariant under EZ
The restriction of . to Xyep is a group.

Proor. If x € QX, then z = Qy for some y € X. By Theorem
2.2, forany T € .7, TQ = QT € K and therefore there is an R € K
such that RT'Q) = Q). Thus RTrx = RTQy = Qy = x, which shows
that x € X,.,. Conversely if © € X,.,, then there is an R € . such
that © = RQx = QRx, which reveals that + € QX . Hence

(11) Xyew = QX.

It is clear that @(0) C Xy. Conversely, if z € Xy then Ta = 0
for some T € .. Thus QTz = 0 and since, by Theorem 2.2, QT € K
there is an R € K such that RQT = (). Therefore Qz = RQTx = 0
revealing that x € Q~*(0). Hence Xy = Q1(0) follows.

By the projection property Q? = Q it is clear that (1 — Q)X C
Q1(0). Conversely, if Qv = 0 for some z € X then Qv = z — x or,
rearranged, z = r — Qz = (1 — Q)x. Thus Q1(0) C (1 - Q)X and we
have that

(12) Xp=(1-Q)X.
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(11) and (12) clearly show that X,., and Xy, are subspaces invariant
under .7, since .# is Abelian. By Theorem 1.4, @ is w-continuous
and hence Xy = Q7 (0) is w-closed. If (Qx,) is any w-convergent
net in QX = X,., with, say, w-lim Qz, = z, then w-lim Qz, =
w-lim Q?z, = Qx by Theorem 1.4. Since the w-topology is Hausdorff,
limits are unique, and thus x = Qz € QX = X,.,. That is, X,., is
w-closed.

Any z € X can be written in the form x = x; + x5 with x; €
QX,zs € (1 — Q)X by setting

(13) r1 = Qx and o = (1 — Q).

Conversely, if x = x7 + x9 with 1 € QX,xs € (1 — @)X, then since
Qr; = 1 and Qro, = 0, we have that Qz = Qz; + Qro = x1 and
consequently © = Qx + x5, or x5 = x — Qx. Hence, the decomposition
(13) is necessarily unique and we conclude that X is the direct sum of
Xrew and Xy,

The group property of .7 restricted to X,eo, -7|x,., = {T|x,., :
T € .7}, follows from

L xpew = L Jox = 7 Qlox = QL |ox

since Q* = @ and . is Abelian. That is, . |x,., = Q?]QX is a group
by Theorem 2.2. o

The group property of . in X,., follows from the group property
of K. O

DEFINITION 2.9. A nonzero vector x € X is called an eigenvector of
& C ZL(X) if there is a map A : . — C such that Ta = A\(T)z for all
T € .. We say that the eigenvalues of x is given by A. If |\(T)| = 1 for
all T € .7, then z is called an eigenvector with unimodular eigenvalues.
The norm closure of the subspace of X spanned by all eigenvectors of
. with unimodular eigenvalues is denoted by X,4s.

We will show that, in the case that .# is an Abelian weakly almost
periodic semigroup, any reversible vector can be approximated to an
arbitrary accuracy by a linear combination of eigenvectors with uni-
modular eigenvalues, which motivates the definition of X, 4. This will
be our next main result. However, we first prove some useful properties
of the eigenvectors in definition 2.9.

PROPOSITION 2.10. For any ¥ C Z(X), if x is an eigenvector
with unimodular eigenvalues, of &, and the eigenvalues of x given by
A — C, then X\ is wo-continuous.

PROOF. Let T € .7, € > 0 be arbitrary and let h € X~ be a func-
tional, obtained with the Hahn-Banach Theorem, such that (h,z) =
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l|z||. The set
Vi=Vranda = {R €S : [(h, Rx) — (h,Tx)| < €|z|}
={Re 7 Rz = ND)|l=]l| < ellz]}

is a wo-neighbourhood of T in .7 and it directly shows that if R € V
then [AM(R) — A(T)| < e. Ase > 0and T € % were arbitrary, the
wo-continuity of A : . — C follows. |

PROPOSITION 2.11. For any ¥ C Z(X), if x € X is an eigenvec-
tor with unimodular eigenvalues, of &, then x is also an eigenvector
with unimodular eigenvalues, of % .

PROOF. Suppose that x € X is an eigenvector with unimodular
eigenvalues of . C Z(X), given by A : .¥ — C, and consider any
T € . If we let (T,) be any net in .# such that wo-lim T}, = T,
then the numbers A(7,) necessarily converge to a uniquely determined
wr € C, and if T' € % then wy = A(T"). To see why this is the case,
recall from Theorem 1.3 that

wo-lim T, =T < (h,NT.)y) = (h, T.y) — (h,Ty)Vy € X, h € X .

In particular, using the Hahn-Banach theorem, for y = x and an h €
X" such that (h,z) = ||z|| we have that A\(T,)|z|| — (h,Tz) and
therefore that \(T,) — (h, Tx)||z||~*. If we let wp = (h, Tz)||z| ",
then it promptly follows that (h, \(T,))z) — (h,wrz) for all h € X~
and therefore that w-lim A\(7},)x = wrz. As wo-lim T,, = T implies
that w-lim A\(7,)x = w-lim 7,2 = Tz, by Theorem 1.3, it follows by
the uniqueness of the weak-limit that Tx = wpx. If T € &, then
Tx = AN(T)x which shows why wp = A(T'). If the limit T ¢ .7, i.e. if
T € #\.7, then this reveals that z is also an eigenvector of .# and
that A can be extended to all of ., by simply setting A\(T) = wr.
To show that |A(7)| = 1 consider again the wo-convergent net (7,,) in
. By Proposition 2.10, A is wo-continuous so that A\(7") = lim, A\(7,)
from which it follows that

IN(T)| = lim |A(T3)] = lim1 = 1.
O

There is a convenient feature in how the space X4, is defined and
to see that, let us denote, temporarily, the w-closure of the subspace
of X spanned by the eigenvectors with unimodular eigenvalues, of
S C Z(X), by X¥.. Since X,45 is convex, as the norm-closure of
convex set, X,qs is w-closed by [8, V3.13]. Hence, X%, C X,4s. How-
ever, as the w-topology is coarser than the norm topology, X,4s € X...
Thus X,4s = X2, or in other words, X, is also the w-closure of the
subspace of X spanned by all eigenvectors of . with unimodular eigen-

values.
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In the theorem to follow we will investigate the relationship between
Xuds, Xrev and find that in our case, i.e. when . is an Abelian weakly
almost periodic semigroup, the two spaces are in fact the same. How-
ever, a simple question of geometric nature will be encountered that
we wish to consider beforehand: If a € S', then is there a sequence
(n;) € N such that a™ — 1 7 The question is geometric in the sense
that, if a = €, then the powers of a correspond to rotations on S' C C
by multiples of §. In the event that 6 is of the form “m, for some
m,n € Z, then the answer to the question is obviously affirmative.
The more interesting case is when the rotations are instead irrational.
For irrational rotations the answer is still affirmative and this can be
proven directly, barring some unpleasant algebraic wizardry?. Instead,
we will find the solution in classic ergodic theory.

LEMMA 2.12. For any a € S', there is a sequence (n;)ien of natural
numbers such that a™ — 1.

PROOF. The transformation
T,:S' > S': 2z az

for any a € S!, is an example of a measure preserving transformation
on S!. Suppose first that a is not a root of unity, i.e. a is not in the
form e’»™ with m,n € N. By [28, Theorem 1.8] T}, is ergodic if and
only if @ is not a root of unity. Thus 7, is ergodic, so that by [28,
Theorem 1.9], {a™ : n € Z} is dense in the compact group S'. To see
that {a" : n € N} is therefore also dense in S', let z € S! and d > 0 be
arbitrary. Since {a" : n € Z} is dense in S, we can find n; < ny, € Z
such that a™,a™ € B,y = {x € S' : |[r — 2| < d}. Let n = ny — ny.
Then n € N and it is easy to see that a™" € B, for some m € N.
Hence, as z € S' and d > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that {a" : n € N}
is dense in S as well, from which a sequence (n;);en can readily be
found such that a™ — 1.

If a = e'=™, for some m,n € N, then a®* = 1 so that the lemma

follows trivially. O
THEOREM 2.13. (Jacobs-Deleeuw-Glicksberg). If .7 is an Abelian
weakly almost periodic semigroup in L (X), then X ey = Xuas-

Proor. To show that X,., O X4, consider any eigenvector x of
%, with unimodular eigenvalues, and any T € .. It follows from the
identity 7"z = A(T)"z, and Lemma 2.12, that a sequence (n;) C N
may be found such that 7"z — z. As a consequence, for any h € X"
and € > 0, the set

Whe={R € .7 :|{h, RTz — 1)| < ¢}

2The author worked out a proof, misplaced it, and made no effort to find it
again.
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is non-empty and any finite intersection of such sets is non-empty. This
simply follows from the fact that |(h, RT'x — z)| < ||h||||RTx — z|| can
be made as small as needed by setting R = T™~! and choosing i large
enough. Moreover, W},  is closed, which can be seen by letting (R4 )aea
be any net in W),  with, say, wo-lim R, = R and establishing that I? €
Wi.e. As the limit of a net in ./, R € .. Since (h, Ryy) — (h, Ry)
for all y € X implies that (h, R,Ty) = (R.h,Ty) — (R°h,Ty) =
(h, RTy) for all y € Y, it follows by Theorem 1.3 that wo-lim R,T =
RT and furthermore that, for any 6 > 0, there is a § € A such that
|(h, R,Tx) — (h, RTz)| < ¢ for all & = . Thus

|(h, RTx) — (h,z)| < |{h, RTxz) — (h, RyTx)| + |(h, R,Tx) — (h, )]
<{d+e

which, since 0 > 0 is arbitrary, shows that |(h, RT'z—x)| = |(h, RTz) —
(h,z)| < e. Thatis, R € W, asrequired. By the wo-compactness of .7
it now follows that the intersection over all sets of the form W), . is non-
empty. Consequently, there is an S € .# such that |(h, STx—z)| < e for
alle > 0 and h € X", in particular for h € X" such that (h, STz —z) =
|ST2 — z||. But then STz = z and since T € . was arbitrary, this
shows that z € X,.,. Thus X,., contains all eigenvectors with unimod-
ular eigenvalues. By Theorem 2.8 we know that X,., is a w-closed, and
hence norm closed, subspace of X. Thus, as X,4s is the norm closure
of the span of all eigenvectors of . with unimodular eigenvalues, it
follows that X,4s C X, ev.

The proof of the converse will be lengthy and technical and so it is
prudent to first summarize the argument that we will follow:

(i) Let I' be the dual group of K where K is the kernel, in the
sense of Theorem 2.2, of .. Establish that K is compact,
equip it with the normalized Haar measure o and for each
v €'z € X cleverly define a functional ®,, € X ™ using o.

(ii) Show that for each v € I and = € X, ®,, corresponds to
Kk(2yz), for some z, , in a certain w-compact set A C X, where
% is the natural /canonical mapping of X into X

(iii) For each v € I', use the correspondence = — z,, to define a
operator T, : X — X.

(iv) Show that the range of these operators 7', consist of eigenvec-
tors with unimodular eigenvalues.

(vi) Define U to be the norm-closure of the span of the ranges of
these operators {7} so that U C X,,s.

(vii) By using the result from harmonic analysis that I' is a total
orthonormal set in L?(K, p), show that for any Qx € X,., (see
Theorem 2.8), Qx is necessarily an element of U.
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Our proof of the converse starts with the kernel K of .7 obtained
by yet again applying Theorem 2.2 to .. By Theorem 2.2

(14) K=(1Ts
TeS

and is a group. We know that . is wo-compact and that multiplication
in .Z(X) is separately continuous. Thus 7.7 is wo-compact and hence
wo-closed for all T € .#. Therefore (14) ensures that K is wo-closed as
well, and as K C .7, K is wo-compact. It now follows, by Proposition
2.4, that K is a semitopological group. That K is in fact a topological
group follows from [13, Theorem 2| where Ellis shows that any locally
compact Hausdorff semitopological group is necessarily a topological
group.

Let T" be the dual group of K as in [14, p. 88|, that is, the group
of continuous homomorphisms K — S! also known as characters. Let
o be the normalized Haar measure on K. For any v € I', 7 will denote
the complex conjugate of 7, which is itself a character. For each v € T’
and x € X, define

(15) D, X —C:he /K<h,7(T)T:z:>dQ(T).

To show that @, , is well defined we consider the mapping
(16) K—C:Tw (h5(T)Tx)

which we need to show is integrable. (16) is the composition of h :
X — C, which is w-continuous, and ¥ : K — X : T — 5(T)Tx,
which we can easily show to be wo-w-continuous. Let (7},) be a wo-
convergent net in K with wo-lim 7, = T for some T € K. Then
w-lim T,z = T« by Theorem 1.3, and 7(7,) — 7(7') since 7 is a
character, from which it follows that w-lim 5(7,,)T,x = 7(T)Tx, by
Theorem 1.5. Thus (16) is wo-continuous and hence measurable with
respect to the Haar measure p. Furthermore, .# and in particular K
are bounded in norm, by Lemma 2.5, and so it is clear that (16) is a
bounded mapping. Since K is compact, o(K) < oo, and we thus have
that (16) is integrable.

It is clear in addition that @, , is bounded linear and thus defines
a functional in X"

As the image of a compact set under a continuous mapping, the set
VK)={5(T)Tz:T € K} is w-compact. By the Krein-Shmulian the-
orem [8, V.6.4], the norm closure of its convex hull, ¢o {F(T)Tz: T €
K} =: A is w-compact. We will now show that @, , is an element of
the canonical embedding of A in X, denoted xA. Since the canonical
embedding x : X — X is continuous with respect to the w-topology
on X and w*-topology on X, which is easy to confirm, it follows that
kA is w*-compact and thus w*-closed. Therefore to show that ®.
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is an element of kA, it suffices to show that any w*-neighbourhood of
&, , contains an element of KA.

Let W be a w*-neighbourhood of ®. . It follows that there are
hi,....hy, € X" and an € > 0 such that

Py €V =V e CW
where

V@%I,hl,..‘,hm,e

—{ee X7 () — D u(hi)| <e,i=1,..,m}

= {ee X" |&(h) - /K<hiﬁ(T)T:p>dg(T)| <e,i=1,..,m}

We will now proceed to define, though a measure theoretic construc-
tion, a vector z € A such that 2 = k(z) : X~ — C: h~ (h,2) is an
element in V.

Let us use the notation ©;(7") = (h;,7(T)Tx). So, as shown above,
foralli =1,..,m, ©; : K — C is w-continuous on K and bounded
with, say, |0;(K)| < M; < oco. Let M = max; M;. Define

1 M M M M
Woipa =07 (0] ¢ (2o 2 a1 )

It is easy to see that, forall 7 =1,...,mand n € N, W, ;,,, for p,q =
—n, ...,n—1 defines a measurable partition of K. The partition W,,;,,
for p,q = —n, ...,n—11is relative to h; only. However, for any n € N, we
would like a common partition relative to all h;. Therefore we consider,
for each n € N, the common refinement of these partitions. So, for a
given n we consider all intersections of the form

m
m Wn,i,pi,qi
i=1

where p1, ..., Py G1s -y Gm € {—n, ..., n—1}. The collection of all nonempty
intersections of this form now forms a new partition of K which we de-
note by

Vn,la R} Vn,rn

for some r, € N, the number of nonempty intersections. Using this
partition, we define a simple function by first taking, for all n € N and
Jj€A{l,....rm.}, T, to be any element of V,, ;. Then, for eachi =1,....,m
and n € N we define a simple function K — C as follows:

Oin = Z Xv, 0;(Tn.;)
j=1

It can now be shown that, for each i = 1,...,m, 0,,(T) — O6,;(T)

)

for all T € K. To see why, consider any R € K,i € {1,...,m} and

© University of Pretoria



2. THE SPLITTING THEOREM 35

e > 0. Let £ € N be a number such that % < \% Now, consider
any n > k and the partition V,,,...,V,, of K. Hence R € V,; for
some j € {1,...,7,}, so that by the definition of V,, ; it follows, for any

T e Vn,j7 that

o e < () (1) = <

In particular, for T,, ; € V,, ,
Oin(R) — ©i(R)| = |0:(Th,;) — Oi(R)| <e
holds for our arbitrary choice in n > k. Thus lim,, ©,,(R) = 0;(R) =
<hj77(R)Rx>'
For all ¢« € {1,...,m}, the fact that |0,;,(K)| < M < oo clearly
implies that ©;,, is “dominated” by the measurable L'(K) function

with constant value M over K. Consequently, by Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem for complex measurable functions [26, 1.34]

(17) /K O (T)do(T) = /K (hi, (T T} dg(T)

However, by the definition of ©; ,,

[ ©uyien) = 3 otV o1

= Z o(Voj) (b, ¥(T )T )
=1

where S, = > 77", 0(Vyj)7(Th ) Tnjz.  Importantly, S, € A for all
n € N since o(K) = 1 and the sets V,, ; form a partition of K.

Let us now again consider the w*-neighbourhood V. By (17), for
every i € {1,...,m}, there is an n; € N such that | [, ©;,(T)o(dT) —
S (hi, 7(T)Tx)o(dT)| < € for all n > n;, or in other words, such that

[(hiy Sni) = @y w(hi)| <€
That is, in terms of the canonical mapping x : K — X,
|K(Sn,) (hi) = Py0(hi))| <€

Thus, if n’ = max;n; then it is clear that x(S,,) € V C W. As W
was arbitrary and k(S,/) € kA and since w*-closed we thus have that
¢, , € kA for our arbitrary choice in v € I' and = € X.

Since ®,, € kA there is, for each + € X, a necessarily unique
element z,, € A such that ®. ,(h) = (h,z,,) for all h € X". We can
now, for all v € I' define the operator

T,: X =X 22,
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Thus, for any h € X~
(h,T\x) = / (h,¥(T)Tx)do(T).
K

We will now show that the range of this operator consists only of eigen-
vectors with unimodular eigenvalues. Consider any R € K. Then, for
any z € X,h € X" it follows by the invariance of ¢ that

(h, RT\x) = (R*h,T,x)

_ /K (R*h,5(T)Tx)do(T)
- /K (h,y(Ry¥(R)¥(T)RTx)do(T)

—(R) / (h,7(RT)RTx)do(T)

=

=) [ (AT de(T)
— A (R)(h, Ty2)
= (h,y(R)T,z).
Thus, for every x € X, RT,x = v(R)T,z, or simply,
(18) RT, = v(R)T, V R € K.

In particular, for the unit @ € K, v(Q) = 1 and therefore QT = T,.

Now consider any S € .. Since SQ € K we may apply (18) to find
that

(19) ST, = S(QT,) = (SQ)T, =~(SQ)T, VS e.”.

Therefore S(T,z) = v(SQ)T,x for all x € X, which thus reveals that
T, X consists of eigenvectors of .7 with unimodular eigenvalues.

To conclude the proof we will now show that X,., is contained in
the space U, the norm-closure, which is contained in the w-closure, of
the span of the spaces T, X,y € I'. Suppose we consider some nonzero
2 € Xpep. If (h,z) = 0 for all those h € X" that vanish on U then
we must have that z € U. This is a consequence of the Hahn-Banach
theorem [16, Corollary 1.2.13] for if z ¢ U then there has to be a
h' € X" that vanishes on U but is nonzero at z, which is a contradiction.

Consider any h € X~ that vanishes on U and any element Qz €
QX = X,er. We wish to show that (h, Qz) = 0 so let us assume that
(h,Qz) # 0 and attempt to obtain a contradiction. We know that,
since h vanishes on U,

(20) /K (h, F(TVT2)do(T) = (h, Tor) = 0¥ v € T.

We will now show that (h,Qz) # 0 necessitates the existence of a
character v € I" for which the integral in (20) is nonzero. As % :

=
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K — C: T~ (h,Tx) is wo-continuous and (h, Qz) # 0, there is a wo-
neighbourhood F' of @) such that either (h, Tx) > 0 or (h, T'z) < 0 for all
T € F. Since the collection of all translations RF,R € K forms a wo-
open covering of K which is wo-compact, there is a finite subcollection
of translations Ry F) ..., R, F that covers K. Hence, as o(K) = 1 and
o(R;F) = o(F) for all i, o(F) > 0. Therefore [, x,(h,Tz)do(T) # 0.
However, as the characters v € I' of K form an orthonormal basis
for L?(K, 0) (see [9, XI.1.6] and [14, Prop 4.3]), there is a sequence
Sp = > Gy iYni, With a,; € C, in span I such that S, — xr in
L*(K, o). Therefore

<Sn7°@€>L2 — <XF7 g>L2 )

in other words
S [ (AT TadeT) — [ (b Ta)do(T) 20,
i=1 K K

from which we deduce the existence of a character v such that

(h, Tyw) = /K (h, 7 (T)T2)do(T) £ 0 |

which contradicts (20). Thus (h,Qx) = 0 and as h € X was an
arbitrary functional vanishing on U, Qz € U. The result therefore

follows since Qx € X,., was arbitrary, and U is clearly contained in
Xuds- O

REMARKS 2.14. There are a couple of important remarks to be
made regarding this proof, all relevant to the proposition to follow. To
that end we continue to use the symbols and definitions used in the
proof.

Although it was not needed in the above proof, for the proposition
to follow it will be required to know that 7., € Z(X), for all v € I'.
This can easily be shown. Since (h,T,z) = [ (h,7(T)Txz)o(dT), it is
clear that, for any ci,co € C and z1, 29 € X

<h, T7(61131 + 02I2)> = <h, Cley.%'l + CQT7I2>

for all h € X*. Thus T\ (121 + coxg) = c1Tyxq + 2T x5 and we have
that 7', is linear for all v € I.

Let € X be arbitrary and let h € X~ be a functional, obtained
with the Hahn-Banach theorem, such that (h,T,z) = ||T,z| and || k|| =
1. It follows that

1Tyl = |Ch, Ty)| =

/K (b 7(T)Tx) o(dT)
< M|z

where M = sup{||T|| : T € K} < oo since [(h,7(T)Tx)| < M|z
Thus, for all y € I', T, € Z(X).
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Consider any R € K. Similar to how (18) was derived, it follows
for any x € X, h € X" that

(h, T, Rz) = ~(R) /K (h, (T R)T Ra)do(T)

—+(B) [ (h AT T)do(T)

= (h,v(R)T,x).
Thus, since 2 € X,h € X and R € K was arbitrary, it follows that
1) T,R = A(R)T,.

In Theorem 2.13 we established an equivalent characterization of
Xyev, namely X, 45. In the following proposition we consider Xy and
discover that its elements are exactly those that are mapped to zero
by the eigenvectors of . in X~ with unimodular eigenvalues. Take
note that, in the proof, we will continue working with the operators T,
and character group I' introduced in the proof of Theorem 2.13 and in
remarks 2.14.

PROPOSITION 2.15. If . is an Abelian weakly almost periodic semi-
group in L (X), then x € X is a flight vector if and only if (h,x) =0
for all eigenvectors h € X~ of .#" having unimodular eigenvalues.

PROOF. Let x € Xy be arbitrary and consider any eigenvector
h € X" of .#" with unimodular eigenvalues \ : .~ — S!. By definition
there is a 7' € . such that Tz = 0. Let (T,)aca be a net in . such
that wo-lim T, = T. By Theorem 1.3,

(h,Thyx) — (h,Tx) =0

and as h is an eigenvector of .#", (h, Tox) = (Toh, x) = X(T.)(h, ) so
that we have

ANT,)(h,z) — 0.
Thus, as |A\(T,)| =1 for all @ € A, (h,x) = 0 follows.

Conversely, consider any x € X such that (h,z) = 0 for all eigen-
vectors h € X" of . with unimodular eigenvalues. By Theorem 2.8,
T = Typey + Xfy, S0 to show that o € Xy it will suffice to show that
Zrey = 0. By the same Theorem x4 = 2 — Qz for some z € X. Thus,
forany v € I', Tyapy = Tz — T,Qz = T,z — T,z = 0 by (21), since
7(Q) = 1, so we have that

(22) Ty =TT, Vyel.

By Theorem 2.8, X, ., = QX, and therefore Q@ ¢, = Zrey since Q? = Q.
We saw in the final part of the proof of Theorem 2.13 that if

(23) (h, Tyey) = (B, QTyey) # 0 for some functional h € X
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then
(24) (h,Tyx) = (h,T\Tyer) # 0 for some character . y € T’

Note that the negation of (24), implies the negation of (23) which is
that x,., = 0. To establish the negation of (24) we first consider any
vy €T,r € X and h € X". Then it follows from (21), that for any
R e .7,

(R'T h,z) = (h,T,Rx)
= (h,7(R)T,x)
= (Y(R)T, h, ).

Thus R*T; h = W(R)T:: h, or in other words, T; h is either zero or an

eigenvector of . = {T" : T € .} with unimodular eigenvalues.
Therefore (h, Thxz) = (Tyh,x) = 0 as required. O

We can now prove the final result in this chapter which, as men-
tioned at the beginning of the chapter, will be a modified version of
[19, Theorem 4.7]. To that end we first define what we mean by an
invariant mean and by a function with zero average. An invariant mean
is defined prior to [19, Theorem 4.7] but we will be using a different
definition. [19] defines it as a kind of linear functional on the space of
all bounded complex valued functions g on .. However in Chapter
2, we will have an interest in defining an invariant mean in terms of
an integral, and so it will not be defined for all complex functions. In
other words, [19, Theorem 4.7] is too general for our intended purpose.

DEFINITION 2.16. For any . C Z(X) and function g : ./ — C,
we say that g has zero average if, for any ¢ > 0 there are real values
a, ..., 0, With Z?:l a; = 1 and operators Jy, ..., J, € . such that

n

Zaig(TJi) <eVTe

i=1

As a matter of convenience in the definition to follow, for any R €
Z(X), we denote by R the composite mapping

R:ZX)—>ZX):T—ToR=TR.

DEFINITION 2.17. If .¥ C Z(X), then an invariant mean on ¥,
a space of bounded complex valued functions . — C containing the
constant function 1: %4 — C: g +— 1, is a linear functional L : ¥4 — C
such that

g€9,9g>0=L(g) >0,
L(l)=1,
LigoU)=L(g)Vge94,Uc.?.
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THEOREM 2.18. Let . be an Abelian weakly almost periodic semi-
group in L(X), v € X and L an invariant mean on a subspace 4’
of

%:span{gzyh,lzmeX,heX*}
where gpp © S — C T w— |(h,Tx)|. Assume that 4" contains all
g € 9 with zero average, and that the Banach space X (x) generated

by S x is norm-separable. Then the following are equivalent, for any
re X:

(a) x e Xfl
(b) there is a sequence (T),) in % such that w-lim T,z =0
(¢) for every h € X~ we have Gen €9" and L(g,p) =0

PRrROOF. (a) = (b) Consider any nonzero z € Xy, Hence there is
some T € .7 such that Tz = 0. In the event that Tz € .z, (b)
follows trivially. So suppose that Tz ¢ .#x. To find a sequence (T,)
in . such that T, x converges weakly to zero, we will prove that 0 is
a w-limit point of .z in the w-topology and that the w-topology on
co(Sx) O Su is given by a metric. Once we have the metric it will
be a simple matter to find the sequence.

To show that 0 € X is a w-limit point of .z, let W be a w-neighbourhood
of 0. It follows that there are hq,...,h, € X and an e > 0 such that

OGVI—‘/O}LI ..... hn’E:{ZEX:|(hi,z>|<eVi:1,...,n}§W
The wo-base element
U:=Urahy.vne =R € ZL(X):|(hiy Rx)—(h;,Tz)| <eVi=1,..,n}

is a wo-neighbourhood of 7. Thus, since T’ € . := wo-cl (.¥), there is
an S € . such that S € U, i.e. such that |(h;, Sx) — (h;, Tx)| < € for
all © = 1,...,n. In other words Sx € V. C W since Tx = 0. If Sx =0
then (b) follows trivially. If Sz # 0 then, since W was arbitrary, we
have that 0 is a w-limit point of .%x.

co (S x) is convex and therefore so is its norm closure @ ().
By [8, V.3.13], @0 (%) is w-closed. Since .#x is w-compact, o (Zx)
is w-compact by the Krein-Smulian Theorem [8, V.6.4]. Thus, as
o (Sx) C @ (L), it follows that o (Lx) is w-compact. At this
point it is important to understand that the w-topology of the Banach
space X (x) is the subspace topology of the w-topology of X on X (z).
This is a consequence of the Hahn Banach theorem in that g € X (x)*
if and only if g = h|x(y) for some h € X". Hence, for any y € X ()

{z e X(2): [(g,2) = (g,u)| < e} = X(z)N{z € X :[(h,2) = (h,y)| <€}

which shows us how the weak topology of X (z) and the weak topology
of X on X(x) share a common basis. Thus, since @ (z) C X(z),
co (Yx) is also compact in the w-topology of X (x). It now follows
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that the subspace topology of the w-topology of X (z) on @ (z) is
metric by [8, V6.3], since X (x) is separable.

Now, since 0 is a limit point of .z in the w-topology of X, and
Sr C o (L), 0is a limit point of .z in the subspace topology of
the w-topology of X on ¢o (.x). Hence, by the preceding observa-
tion, 0 is therefore a limit point of .z in the subspace topology of
the w-topology of X (x) on @ (#z). Since the latter topology, say ¥,
is metric, there is a sequence (T,,z) in .z that converges to 0 in ¥.
Since ¥ is, again by the above observation, the same as the subspace
topology of the w-topology of X on ¢ (), it is easy to see that
w-lim T,z = 0, i.e. that (7,,x) converges to 0 in the w-topology of X.

(b) = (c) By the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, the closed unit ball
B C X" is w*-compact. For each n € N define a function f, € C(B)
as follows

fo:B—=C:hw—|(h,T,x)|.

As the composition of the continuous mapping C — C : a +— |a|, and
the clearly w*-continuous mapping X~ — C : h — (h, T,,z) restricted
to B, f, € C(B) is well defined. By recalling from Lemma 2.5 that .# is
norm bounded, it follows that for each n € N, f,, is bounded by M ||z|,
where M = sup{||T|| : T € .}. It also follows, since w-lim T,,x = 0
and each h € X" is w-continuous, that f,(h) = (h,T,z) — 0 for all
h € B. That is, the sequence (f,) converges pointwise to 0 € C(B).
We will show that these results are sufficient to show that f,, converges
weakly to 0 € C(B).

Consider any positive functional A € C(B)". Since the w*-topology
on X" is Hausdorff and B is w*-compact, we may apply The Riesz
Representation Theorem [26, 2.14 Theorem] to A. Thus, for all g €
C(B), A(g) = [, g dp for some finite positive measure ;o on B. Hence,
M|z||1 € L'(u) with 1 € C(B) the constant function with value 1.
As the sequence (f,,) is uniformly bounded by ||z||M1 and converges
pointwise to 0 € C(B), it therefore follows by Lebesgue’s Dominated
Convergence Theorem for complex valued functions [26, 1.34], that

hmAfn—hm/fndu /Od,u:O.
Thus, for an arbitrary € > 0, there is an N € N such that [A(f,)| < €
for alln > N.

More generally, if A € C(B)” is such that A = >_;", byAx where
each Ay € C(B)" is positive then for each k = 1,..,m there is an Ny
such that |Ax(f,)] < . so that

m

A(fn)] = ’ZbkAk<fn Z kAR (fa)] < e
k=1
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Thus in this case A(f,) — 0 as well. If A € C(B)" is completely
arbitrary, then A is the linear combination of at most four positive
functionals in C(B)", by [16, Corollary 4.2.4], so it still follows that
A(f,) — 0. We conclude therefore, that f,, converges to 0 in the weak
topology of C'(B). This will be sufficient to show that g, € ¢’ for all
heX"

Fix an arbitrary nonzero h € X". It now follows by Mazur’s The-
orem [29, Theorem 2 p. 120] that, for any € > 0, there is a convex
combination Y, a;f,, such that

iaifni - iazfm < L
Al P A M T

Therefore Y"1 a;| (W, T, z)| < iy for all h' € B, hence, for any T € .%¥

(Z a;gz.h © Tnz)(T) = Z aig:v,h(TTni)
=1 =1
= ail(n,TT,,z)|
=1
o T"h
= a@(|T7h|+1) ’<—Ta:>‘
; (IT7R| + 1)
. i T"h
—(TH DY g <— T>
; ([IT7R] + 1)
(25) < (IT"h|| +1)7—
||hH
€
(26) <eM+ —
7]

where (25) follows from the fact that W € B, and (26) follows

from the fact that if ||| < M, then ||T7|| < M. As e > 0 was arbitrary
this shows that g, has zero average and is therefore an element of ¢’
Since L is now known to be defined at g, j, it follows from the invariance
of L under translations by 7,,, that

gx h Z az gx h
= Z ai gz,h o Tnl)
- L(Z Q;gz.n © Tnl)
(27) < eM

The last inequality follows from the observation that

M = (Y @igan o T )(T) = K(T)
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which shows that A’ < eM1 and therefore that eM1 — k' > 0. Thus,
L(eM1 — 1) = eM — L(h') > 0, which yields (27). As € > 0 was
arbitrary, (c) follows for our arbitrary choice of a nonzero h € X . If
h =0 then g, = 0 and (c) follows trivially since L is linear.

(c) = (a) If h € X" is an eigenvector of .#’* with unimodular eigen-
values then g, ,(T) = [(h,Tz)| = {T"h,z)| = (h,z) for all T € .. In
other words g, », = (h, z)1 and therefore, by (c) and the definition of an
invariant mean, (h,z) = L(g,,) = 0. Hence (a) follows from Proposi-
tion 2.15. U
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CHAPTER 2

C*-dynamical systems

The ergodic properties of noncommutative C*-dynamical systems,
and in particular WW*-dynamical systems in terms of von Neumann
algebras, remain a relevant and active research field. For some of the
more recent advances in this field, the reader is referred to [3],[24] and
1].

In this chapter C*-dynamical systems are defined as well as several
ergodic properties that such systems can possess. The second half of
the chapter consists of the derivation of equivalent Hilbert space and
spectral characterizations of the ergodic properties. It is in some of
these spectral characterizations that the theory from Chapter 1 will
be used. The chapter concludes with an investigation into the ergodic
properties’ interrelationships. In particular, we will find which combi-
nations of properties are impossible.

1. Basic definitions and concepts

The following definition shows how a dynamical system can be de-
fined on a C*-algebra, given a state on the C*-algebra, and a group of
x-automorphisms under which the state is invariant. Beyond the def-
inition we will show how such systems can be represented on Hilbert
space level by a group of unitary operators on a Hilbert space H, called
the GNS representation. The systems defined in the following defini-
tion are quite abstract, however this definition provides a convenient
setting for the GNS representation. Once the GNS representation is
in place, we will identify a subset of such systems on which to develop
our ergodic ideas.

DEFINITION 1.1. Let w be a state on a unital C*-algebra 2, i.e.

w : A — C is linear and

w(A) >0 forall A>0

w(l)=1
Let G be a group and let 7 : G — Aut (A) : ¢ — 7, be a group
homomorphism, i.e. a mapping into the group of x-automorphisms of
2l that satisfies

TgOTh =Tgn, Vg,heG
If w is 7-invariant, i.e. if
worg=w YVgei
45
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46 2. C*-DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

then we call (2, w, 7, G) an abstract dynamical system.

Note that, in the above definition, it follows that 7 = id where
1 € G is the unit element of G.

We now proceed towards the definition of a GNS representation
of an abstract dynamical system, which allows us to relegate much of
our study of an abstract dynamical system to a C*-algebra of bounded
linear operators on a Hilbert space H. The first step in finding a GNS
representation, is to identify an appropriate cyclic representation of
(2(,w), which we describe next.

DEFINITION 1.2. A representation of a C*-algebra 2l is a pair
(H,m), where H is a complex Hilbert space and 7 : A — Z(H) is
a *-homomorphism. A cyclic representation of a C*-algebra 2 is a
triple (H,,2), where (H,7) is a representation of 2 and Q € H is a
cyclic vector, i.e. m1(A)Q ={r(A)Q: AecA} =H.

If we were to consider some cyclic representation (H,m, ) of a C*-
algebra 2 and define

wo:A—C: A (Qn(A)0Q)
then it is easy to see that wq is a state over 2, provided (2 has unit norm.
This is referred to as a vector state of the representation, in 2. What
the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal construction (GNS construction) shows is
that every state w over a C*-algebra 2l is the vector state of some cyclic
representation (H,m, Q) of 2, in Q. Moreover, and importantly, such a
cyclic representation is unique up to unitary equivalence [4, Theorem
2.3.16). That is if (H',n',€Q) is a another cyclic representation such
that w is the vector state of (H',7',Q) in Q' then there is a unitary
operator U € Z(H, H') satisfying

Ulr'(A)U=rm(A)VAcA

UQ =,

Thus, combined, these two properties give

Urn(A)Q=7n"(A)Q'VAed

revealing that U € Z(H, H') is necessarily uniquely determined since

()2 = H. Hence we can call (H,m, Q) the cyclic representation
of (A,w). That is, (H,7,) is a cyclic representation of 2 such that
w is the vector state of (H,w, Q) in Q. If we consider an abstract
dynamical system (2, w, 7, G) and a cyclic representation (H,,$2) of
(A, w), then it can easily be seen that, for all g € G, (H,m o 7,4,) is
also a cyclic representation of (2, w), since w o1, = w. Therefore there
exists a unique unitary operator U, € Z(H) such that U,m(A)Q2 =
mo T, (A for all A € A [4, Corollary 2.3.17]. This is how we will
define the GNS representation of a C"-dynamical system.
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DEFINITION 1.3. Let (2, w, 7, G) be an abstract dynamical system
and let (H, 7, Q) be the cyclic representation of (2, w). Define U : G —
Z(H):9— U, by

Uy : m(A)Q — 7m(1,(A)Q VAe,

(H,m,Q,U) is called the GNS representation of the abstract dynamical
system (A, w, 7, G), and U the GNS representation of 7.

Several important properties of the GNS representation in Defini-
tion 1.3 can immediately be derived, which constitutes the following
proposition. The GNS representation is a representation of the group
G, the x-automorphisms 7, can be expressed in terms of the GNS rep-
resentation, and it is an important fact that the GNS representation
always has at least one nonzero fixed vector:

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let (H,m,Q,U) be the GNS representation of
an abstract dynamical system (A, w, T, G). Then

U,Up = Uy,
Uym(A)U, ' = m(14(A)) V AeA, and
U,Q = Q

for all g,h € G.

PROOF. Let g,h € G and A € A be arbitrary. It follows that
U,Up(A)Q2 = Uy (1,(A))Q2
= 7(1y 0 Th(A))Q2
= 7(7n(A))$
= Ugpm(A)SL.

Since A € A was arbitrary, and 7(A) = H, we have that U,Uj, = Ug,.
Let g € G be arbitrary and consider any A, B € 2. Then, 7,(D) =
B for some D € 2. It follows that

Thus Uy (A)U, ' = m(7y(A)) on 7(A)€2, and therefore on w(2A)Q = H.

For the third assertion, we have
UQ=U,m(1)Q=7(7,(1)Q =7(1)Q2 = Q
for all g € G. O

We wish to define and study various ergodic properties on non-
commutative dynamical systems, such as abstract dynamical systems.
However, as [4, p. 400] highlights, apart from a few general results,
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it would be difficult to develop and elaborate on the theory without
further assumptions on the structure of the group GG and the continu-
ity of its action 7 : G — 7,. In Definition 1.6, we state these further
assumptions, and define abstract dynamical systems for which these
assumptions hold, as C' *-dynamical systems. These systems will be the
object of our subsequent study. However, we first include a preliminary
definition

DEFINITION 1.5. A locally compact group G is called amenable if

it possesses a Folner sequence (A,), i.e. a sequence of compact sets
(A,) C G, with p(A,) > 0, such that

A A(A,

lim—u( ( g)):O Vgel
n—o0 Iu( An)

where p is a right Haar measure on G and A denotes the symmetric

difference.

What we are stating here as a definition of amenability is actually a
derived result from amenable group theory, for locally compact groups.
Amenability for a locally compact group is defined in terms of the
existence of a certain invariant mean, hence the term ameanable (see
[25, p. 1]). It can then be proven that amenability on locally compact
groups, under certain conditions, is equivalent to the existence of such
Folner sequences. However, we wish to avoid delving into amenability,
and the derivation of the Fglner conditions, as our only interest at this
stage is in groups that possess such sequences. We opt to use the term
amenable for such groups, as in Definition 1.5, simply because it is
more convenient than to say “group with a Fglner sequence”.

For the locally compact groups that we will encounter in our exam-
ples, which will either be Z, R or R?, it will not be necessary to go to
any great lengths to prove amenability. Some familiarity with these el-
ementary groups will be sufficient to identify a Fglner sequence, and so
when encountered for the first time we will deem it sufficient to supply
an example of a Fglner sequence without any additional motivation.

DEFINITION 1.6. A C*-dynamical system is an abstract dynamical
system (2(,w, 7, G) where
(i) G is a separable Abelian amenable group.
(ii) The GNS representation U : G — U(H) : g — U, of 7 is

continuous in the strong operator topology, where $4(H ) is the
group of all unitary operators in Z(H).

Recall that the strong operator topology (so-topology) on £ (H) is
the locally convex topology generated by the family of seminorms

pe: L(H) >R T — || Tz

for all x € H. So so-continuity of U is equivalent to g — Uyzx being
continuous in the norm of H, for all x € H. We can immediately

© University of Pretoria



1. BASIC DEFINITIONS AND CONCEPTS 49

establish two important properties of C*-dynamical systems. The first
will be needed when we apply Theorem 2.18 in section 2.4.

ProOPOSITION 1.7. Let (A, w, T,G) be a C*-dynamical system with
GNS representation (H,m,Q,U). Then the Hilbert space spanned by
the orbit {Uyx = g € G} is separable in H, for all v € X.

ProoF. Consider any # € X and denote by H(X) the Hilbert
space spanned by the orbits {U,z : ¢ € G}. Since G is separable
it has a countable dense subset I' C G. Let ¢ € G and € > 0 be
arbitrary. Suppose now that z € span {U,z : g € G} is arbitrary, say
z =Y agUy,x, with ay # 0. By the strong continuity of U, for
every k = 1,...,n there is a hy € I such that ||U,,x — Uy, z| < FPAE

Let y = >, ayUp,x. It follows by the triangle inequality that
ly — =l <e

Let § = {>_j_ bjUp,x : hj €T, b; € Q+1iQ,n € N} C span {Ux :
h € I'}. Then § is countable, and it is easy to see that § is dense
in span {Upxz : h € I'}. Now, let z € H(x) and € > 0 be arbitrary.
It follows by the definition of H(z) and the preceding arguments that
there is a 2z’ € span {Uyr : g € G} such that ||z — 2| < 5, ay €
span {Upx : h € T'} such that ||z —¢/|| < § and a y € § such that
ly" —yll < 5. We thus have that

Iz =yl < llz =2+ 12" =/l + Iy =yl <€

so that since z € $ and € > 0 was arbitrary, § is dense in $). As § is
countable, the separability of £ follows. O

The second property is relevant for the definition of ergodic prop-
erties in the next section.

PROPOSITION 1.8. Let (A, w, T, G) be a C*-dynamical system. Then
the mapping
G—C:g— w(Ar(B))

is continuous for all A, B € .

PROOF. Let (H,m, 2, U) be the GNS representation of (2, w, 7, G).
Let (g,) be an arbitrary convergent net in GG, with lim,, g, = g for some
g € G. Since G — Z(H) : g — Uy is so-continuous, lim, Uy, = U,x
for all x € H, and hence

(28) 1EP<W@4S(LLQQW(B)Q)::<WQ4S§LLQW<B)Q>

for any A, B € 2, by the continuity of the inner product. Since
(m(ANQ, Upm(B)Q) = (Q, 7(A)m(10(B))Q) = w(Am,(B)), (28) becomes

lim w(Ar,, (B)) = w(Ary(B)).

Thus G — C : g — w(AT,(B)) is continuous. O
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REMARKS 1.9. As a final note before we proceed with the definition
of the ergodic properties, it should be noted that the properties in Def-
inition 1.6 are trivially satisfied when G = Z. In such a case, i.e. when
we have a 7Z action, we will opt to abuse the notation somewhat: The 7
in (A, w, 7,7) will not denote a homomorphism Z — Aut (1), but an el-
ement of Aut (2() itself, with the homomorphism then given by n — 7".
Similarly, if (H,r, Q,U) is the GNS representation of (2, w, 7,7Z), then
U will denote the unitary operator H — H : 7(A)Q — 7(7(A))<, in-
stead of a homomorphism of Z into the collection of unitary operators
in Z(H). The homomorphism is then given by n — U™.

2. Ergodic properties

In this section we will define what is meant by an ergodic C*-
dynamical system, a weak-mixing C*-dynamical system, a strong-mixing
C"-dynamical system and a compact C"-dynamical system. These are
the ergodic properties that will occupy us for the remainder of the dis-
sertation. For the remainder of the chapter, u will be used to denote a
Haar measure on the Abelian locally compact group G in question.

DEFINITION 2.1. A C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, G) is said to be

ergodic if

li !
im
n—00 PJ(ATJ

/A w(Ary(B)) du(g) = w(A)w(B)

for all A, B € 2 and some Fglner-sequence (A,,) in G.

DEFINITION 2.2. A C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, G) is said to be
weakly mixing if

li 1
im
=00 M(An)

[ letiny(8) ~ (5] dulg) =0

for all A, B € 2 and some Fglner-sequence (A,,) in G.

Note that the integrals in the definitions above are well defined by
Proposition 1.8 and the fact that A,, is compact. It will be seen in
section 2.4 that the above definitions are in fact independent of the
Fglner sequences used.

The following ergodic property will only be defined for actions on
the group Z, since this will be sufficient for our later purposes.

DEFINITION 2.3. If G = 7Z then a C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, G)
is said to be strongly mizing if

lim w(AT"(B)) = w(A)w(B)

n—oo

for all A, B € 2.
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The final ergodic property that we will consider is defined in terms
of the concept of total boundedness. A set B in a pseudo metric space
(X, d) is said to be totally bounded if, for all € > 0, there exists a finite
set M, C X such that

VeeB3Iye M :dzy) <e.

DEFINITION 2.4. A C*-dynamical system (2|, w, 7, G) is said to be
compact if, for all A € 2, the set {r,(A4) : ¢ € G} is totally bounded
in the semi normed space (2, | - ||,) where, for all A € 2, ||A], =

Vw(AA).

It is our intention to study the interrelationship between these prop-
erties, however, we will not do this for C*-dynamical systems in gen-
eral. The reason is that C*-dynamical systems as defined, allow for
certain systems that are entirely uninteresting from an ergodic point of
view, in that all four the ergodic properties are trivially present on such
systems. We wish to identify and exclude these kind of systems from
consideration. In the following proposition we show how such triviality
can come about.

PROPOSITION 2.5. If a C*dynamical system (2A,w,7,G) has a
GNS representation (H,m,Q,U) in which H is one dimensional, then
the C*-dynamical system is ergodic, weakly mizing and compact. If
G =7 then it is also strongly mizing.

PROOF. Since H is one dimensional, H = C(2 so that since m maps
into Z(H) it follows, for any A € 2, that

T(A)Q = a2

for some uniquely determined ¢4 € C. Thus, for any A € 2, we have
that

w(A) = (Q,m(A)Q) = ca(Q,Q) =cy
and therefore for any A, B € 2 that
w(AB) = (Q,7(AB)Q)

= (Q,m(A)7(B)Q)

— CACB
(29) = w(A)w(B).
In particular then,
(30) w(ATy(B)) = w(A)w(1y(B)) = w(A)w(B) V g € G

since wot, = w for all g € G. From (30), (A, w, T, G) can easily be seen
to be ergodic and immediately seen to be weakly mixing. If G = Z,
then (30) also immediately reveals the system to be strongly mixing.
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Finally, consider the orbit of an arbitrary A € 2, {7,(A4) : g € G}.
As per the definition of total boundedness, let € > 0 be arbitrary and
let M = {A}. Then, for all g € G,

14 = 7 (A)IZ = w((A = 7(A)) (A = 74(A)))
= w(A"A) = w(7y(A)"A) = w(A 1y (A)) + w(7y(A) 75(A))

* *

= w(A"A) = w(7y(A")A) — w(A 7y (A)) + w(7y(AT)7y(4))
=0

by (29) and (30). Thus it follows immediately and trivially from the
definition of compactness that (2(, w, 7, G) is compact. O

The existence of a cyclic representation of a C*-dynamical system
allows all of the ergodic properties to be expressed in terms of the GNS
representation. This of course, is due to the fact that w(A) can be re-
placed with (2, 7(A)Q). Proposition 2.5 shows that, because of this, if
the representation is trivial in that its Hilbert space H is one dimen-
sional, then the system is trivially ergodic, weak-mixing, strong-mixing
and compact. However, we do not have to look at a cyclic representa-
tion to determine whether it’s Hilbert space is one dimensional. When-
ever the state of a C*-dynamical system preserves algebraic structure
this one dimensionality manifests, and conversely:

PROPOSITION 2.6. Let (H,m,2) be a cyclic representation of a C*-
dynamical system (A, w, T, G). Then H is one dimensional if and only if
w: A — C is a homomorphism, i.e. if and only if w(AB) = w(A)w(B)
forall A, B € .

Proor. That w(AB) = w(A)w(B) for all A,B € 2 if H is one-
dimensional, was proved in Proposition 2.5.

Conversely, suppose that w(AB) = w(A)w(B) for all A,B € 2.
Define o' : A — Z(C) : A — W'(A) by

W(A):C—C:c—w(Ae.

w’ is linear, and since w(AB) = w(A)w(B) for all A,B € A, &' is a
homomorphism. In addition, since w(A") = w(A) for all A € A by [4,
Lemma 2.3.10], it follows that w’ is a *-homomorphism. It is now easy
to see that (C,w’, 1) is a cyclic representation of (2, w). Hence, by the
uniqueness of a cyclic representation, up to unitary equivalence, H is
necessarily one dimensional since C is one dimensional. U

We may therefore now define what we mean by a trivial C*-dynamical
system.

DEFINITION 2.7. A C*-dynamical system (2|, w, 7, G) is said to be
trivial if w is a homomorphism.

It is important to note that, by this definition, a C*-dynamical
system is trivial only with respect to its ergodic properties, which we
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do not state in the definition precisely because our main objective is
the ergodic analysis of C*-dynamical systems. That is, these systems
are trivial from our point of view.

3. Hilbert space characterization of ergodic properties

For any C*-dynamical system, the existence of the GNS represen-
tation (H,m,,U), allows us to completely characterize the ergodic
properties of the preceding section in terms of (H, 2, U), i.e. purely in
Hilbert space terms.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Consider a C*-dynamical system (2, w, T, Q)
with GNS representation (H, 7, Q,U).

(a) For any Folner sequence (A,) in G

1) Jim s

/ w(ATy(B)) du(g) = w(A)w(B) V A,B e

if and only iof

1

(32) ggom/An@, Ugy,) dpu(g) = (z, Q. y) ¥V 2,y € H.

(b) For any Folner sequence (A,) in G
1
33 lim —— w(AT,(B)) —w(A)w(B)| du(g) VA, B2
) Jin s [ (4 (B) ~w(A(B)] duly
if and only iof

1
34 lim
BY B

[ 100~ w2000 dutg) vy € 1

(c) If G =7, then
(35) lim w(AT,(B)) =w(A)w(B) VA Be

n—o0

if and only if
(36)  lim (z,Upy) = (2, )(Q,y) Vx,yeH.

PROOF. (a) Suppose (31) holds and consider any =,y € H. Let € >
0 be arbitrary. Since {m(A)€2: A € 2} is dense in H there are sequences
(Ar), (Br) € 2 such that xp = 7(Ax)Q2 — x, yr = 7(Bg) — v.
Therefore by the continuity of the inner product, and since ||U,|| =1
there is a K1 € N such that [(z, Uyy) — (z, Ugyr)| < § for all k > K
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and all g € G. Therefore

1

1 €
<—M(An) /An 3 du(g)

€
© 3

for all n € N and k > K;. Also, as (xg, Q) — (x,9Q) and (Q,y,) —

(Q,y), there is a Ky € N such that

[(zk, O (Q, yp) — (2, ()] < g

for all & > K. Let K = max{K;, Ky}. By (31) there is an N € N
such that

/ (zr, Ugy) dp(g)

(zx, Ugyr) du(g) — (zx, O(Q, yk)

(5 (A) Uy (Bi)) dp(g) — (m(Ax)2. n><ﬂ,w<BK>ﬂ>\

(0, (Aemy (B ) dulg) — (9, m(Az)2) (2 w(BK>Q>]

/.

/.
Srew / (2, 7(Ar) 7 (7,(Bic))) du<g>—<w<AK>*Q><w<BK>Q>\

) o

/.

/.

1(Ay)
1 . .
= nw<AKTg<BK)) du(g) — w(A))w(Bk)
<3

for all n > N. It now follows that

-+ [ U dut)— (a9 0.0)

< ‘Ain/An<x,Ugy> du(g) — ALH/AR@K,Ugym du(g)‘

" \Ai [ G U ) — (o, 9040,
e O i) — (2 Q) (1)
S

= €

for all n > N. Hence, as € > 0 was arbitrary,

/A (2.Uyy.) dpu(g) = (2, Q)(, y)

lim
oo ((Ay)
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and as z,y € H was arbitrary (32) follows.

Conversely, suppose that (32) holds and consider any A, B € 2.
Set © = m(A*)Q? and y = w(B)S2. Then, by (32)

i s [ U duta) = (.90
i L = s s
tim s [ @ AUR(BI) dule) = (@149 (@ 7(B)9)
) 1
tim s [ wtdn (i) dute) = w(Ape(B).

As A, B € 2 was arbitrary, (31) follows.

(b) The proof of (33) = (34) is as for (31) = (32), except we use
the following instead:

u(in)jﬁ ({2, Ugy) — (2, $0)( y)| dulg)

< 7 | eV — (o Ut
’ M&n) / (o, Uy = s (2, )] dulg)
by [ a0 (200 dut)
<gtgtg—e

The proof of (34) = (33) is overly similar to that of (32) = (31).

(¢) We do not include any technical details as, again, (c) follows by
arguments wholly similar to part (a), modified for the simpler case of
GG = Z and the absence of integrals. U

To characterize compactness on the Hilbert space H of the GNS
representation we first have to understand how the GNS representa-
tion connects totally bounded orbits in the C*-algebra, with totally
bounded orbits in H, from which it will then be a simple task to derive
the characterization of compactness on H.

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let A be a C*-algebra with state w, and let
(H,m, ) be a cyclic representation of (A,w). Then for any V C A, V
is totally bounded in (A, || - ||w), if and only if m(V')Q is totally bounded
in H, if and only if m(V)2 is compact in H.
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Proor. Consider any V' C 2 and suppose that V' is totally bounded
in (2,w). Then, for any € > 0 there is a finite set M, C 2 such that,
for any A € V, there is a B € M, such that

e> A= Bllo = /w((A~ B)'(4- B))

= /i w((A~B)'(A- B)Q)
(37) = r(A)Q — =(B)|.

Hence, for any = € 7(V)€Q, there is a y in the finite set 7(M,)Q2 such
that ||z — y|| < e. As € > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that 7(V)Q is
totally bounded in H.

Conversely, consider any V' C 2 and suppose that 7(V)Q is to-
tally bounded in H. Then, for any € > 0 there is a finite set My =
{z1,...,2,} € H such that, for any A € V, there is a y € M such that

(38) (A2 -yl < 5.

We know that 7(21)€2 is dense in H so we can find a set My = { By, ..., B, }
such that [|z; — n(B;)Q|| < §. Hence, if y = x; in (38) for some
j=1,..,n, then

[ (A)Q2 = 7(B;)Q| < [[7(A)Q2 — ]| + ||lz; — = (B;)Q
€ €
< 5 + 5 = €

or, by (37), ||A — Bj|l. < €. As € > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that V
is totally bounded in (2, || - ||.)-

The final “if and only if” follows from the fact that any set in
a complete metric space is totally bounded if and only if the set is
conditionally compact, by [20, Lemma 8.2-2]. O

Comparing Proposition 3.2 to Definition 2.4 we immediately obtain
the following corollary:

COROLLARY 3.3. Let (U, w,7,G) be a C*dynamical system with
GNS representation (H,w,Q,U). Then (A, w,7,G) is compact if and
only if, for all A € A, the orbits {U,m(A)S2: g € G} are totally bounded
in H, which in turn holds if and only if said orbits have compact clo-
sures in H.

As promised in the introduction, Corollary 3.3 indicates why com-
pact C*-dynamical systems are referred to as such.

4. Spectral characterization of ergodic properties

In this section we will see how to characterize ergodic, weak mixing
and compact C*-dynamical systems in terms of the fixed point space
and eigenspace of the GNS representation. These characterizations,
together with the characterizations in Section 2.3, will become our main
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tools in identifying these ergodic properties on C*-dynamical systems.
The results of Chapter 1 will be used in the case of weak mixing and
compactness, while ergodicity is more elementary to handle, given the
mean ergodic theorem.

Whether or not a C*-dynamical systems is ergodic, is a question
that can be translated in terms of the dimension of the fixed point
space of the GNS representation, i.e. {x € H : Ujx =2V g € G}.
The mean ergodic theorem plays the role of the translator. ! The form
of the the mean ergodic theorem that will be of greatest use is stated
in terms of a Gelfand integral, which provides a way of integrating a
function with values in a Hilbert space. Consider a function f : G — H
where (G is a locally compact group with right Haar measure p, and H
a Hilbert space, such that G — C : g — (f(g), z) is Borel measurable
for every x € H. If A is a Borel set with u(A) < oo and f is bounded
then

H—=C:zw— /A<f(g>7x> du(g)

is a bounded linear functional on H. Using the Riesz-representation
theorem for bounded linear functionals on Hilbert spaces, we then de-
ﬁnefAfd,uEHby

(39) <Afwﬂ>:[@mm@dmmVer.

Ji [ dp is referred to as a Gelfand integral (see [7, p. 53,p. 58]). Note
that (39) is equivalent to

(10) <%Afw>=A@J@MMmVx€H

THEOREM 4.1. (The mean ergodic theorem) Let G be a locally com-
pact group with right Haar measure p, and H a Hilbert space. Let
U:G— ZH): g U, be such that ||U,|| < 1, UUp = Uy, for
all g,h € G, and G — C : g — (Uyz,y) is Borel measurable for all
x,y € H. Take P to be the projection of H onto V. ={v € H : Uyx =
x for all g € G}. For any Folner sequence (A,) in G we then have

1
lim—/ U,z du(g) = Px
n—o0 M(An) An J ( )
forallz € H.
A detailed proof of this particular version of the mean ergodic the-

orem can be found in [10, The mean ergodic theorem, p. 68] where it
is proved in a slightly more general form.

IThe mean ergodic Theorem is akin to a horse. Horses are found all over the
world but their appearance always differ slightly, typically due to the different roles
in society that they have been bred for.
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THEOREM 4.2. Let (A, w, 7, G) be a C*-dynamical system with GNS
representation (H,7,Q,U). If P is the projection of H onto the closed
subspace V.= {x € H : Ujx = x for all g € G} C H then (A, w,7,G)
is ergodic if and only if P = Q ® Q, where (Q ® Q)x := Q(Q, x) for all
reH.

PROOF. The mean ergodic Theorem is applicable to U. We know
that U,Uj;, = Uy, and since the operators U, are unitary, ||U,| = 1 for
all g in the Abelian locally compact amenable group G. The mapping
G — C: g~ (Ugx,y) is continuous for all z,y € H by definition 1.6.

Suppose that lim, e ;i [y w(ATg(B)) dpu(g) exists. From the
mean ergodic theorem it follows that

1
tim s [ wldn(B) duto)

_/A (m(A*)Q,U,m(B)Q) du(g)

(41) — lim <7r(A*)Q, /A (B d,u(g)>

=(m(A%)Q, Pr(B)SY)

where (41) follows from (40), so in particular the limit exists.
Now, assume that (2, w, 7, G) is ergodic. Then, from Definition 2.1
it follows that, for all A, B € 2

(m(A%)Q2, P(n(B)Q)) = w(A)w(B)
= (2, m(A)2)(Q, 7(B))
= (r(AM)Q, (2, m(B)Q2)Q)
= (1(A*)Q, Q@ Q(7(B)Q))

Therefore, since {m(A)Q2: A € A} = H, it follows that P = Q ® (.
Conversely, suppose that P = Q2 ® ). Then

tim s [ wldn(B) duls) = (r(4)0, 2.0 QAx(BI)
= <7T<A*)Qv <Q77T(B)Q>Q>
= (Q, 7 (A)Q)(Q, 7(B)Q)
= w(A)w(B)
Therefore (A, w, T, G) is ergodic. O

Theorem 4.2 states that, if the C*-dynamical system is ergodic, the
fixed point space of its GNS representation is the one-dimensional space
CQ. Conversely, if the fixed point space V' of the GNS representation
of a C*-dynamical system is one-dimensional, then V' = C{ since,
necessarily, 0 € V by Proposition 1.4. And if V' = CS then the
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projection operator is clearly 2 ® 2. We state this as a corollary to
Theorem 4.2.

COROLLARY 4.3. Let (U, w,7,G) be a C*-dynamical system with
GNS representation (H,m,Q,U). Then (A, w,T,G) is ergodic if and
only if the fized point space of U is one-dimensional

The above characterization of ergodicity is remarkable for at least
two reasons. First, it is significantly simpler than our original defini-
tion, and secondly, it answers a question that we have been deliber-
ately avoiding up to this point. Our original definition states that a
C*-dynamical system is ergodic if

1

e (4r,(B)) du(g) = w(A)e( )

for all A,B € 2 and some Fglner sequence (A,). The question we
avoided was: If (42) holds/fails for some Fglner sequence, does it also
hold/fail for any other Fglner sequence? The answer, of course, deter-
mines whether or not we should include the term “ergodic with respect
to the Folner sequence (A,)” in the definition of ergodicity. Corol-
lary 4.3 informs us that this is not necessary, as ergodicity can be
completely characterized by the GNS representation which has no con-
nection whatever to Fglner sequences. In other words, we can conclude
that if (42) holds(fails) for some Fglner sequence, it also holds(fails) for
any other Fglner sequence.

As was the case with ergodicity, whether or not a C*-dynamical
system is weak mixing, is a question that can be translated in terms
of its GNS representation, not in terms of its fixed point space, but
in terms of its eigenspace, which we define shortly. Theorem 2.18 in
Chapter 1 will play the role of the translator this time round. Since
Theorem 2.18 pertains to weakly almost periodic semigroups in .Z(X),
with X a Banach space, we start by identifying such semigroups in our
C*-dynamical system.

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let . be an Abelian semigroup of contractions
on a Hilbert space H. Then . is an Abelian weakly almost periodic
semigroup in L (H).

PRrROOF. We have to show that
w-cl (L) =w-cl {Uzx: U € ¥} is w-compact in H

for all x € H, so let x € H be arbitrary. Since each U € ¥ is a
contraction, .x C {z € H : ||z|]| < ||z]|}, that is, #z is contained in
the closed ||z||-ball By, in H. It therefore suffices to show that B, is
w-compact and w-closed since then w-cl () C w-cl (Bjz)) = Bjja,
from which it would follow that w-cl (z) is w-compact. Since a
Hilbert space is reflexive we have that By, the closed unit ball in H, is
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w-compact by Banach-Alaoglu [8, V.4.7]. As By, is the image of B;
under the w-continuous mapping H — H : z + ||z||z, it follows that
By is w-compact. Finally, B, is w-closed since the w-topology is
Hausdorff and compact sets in a Hausdorff topology are closed. Thus
the result follows. 0

Proposition 4.4 reveals that, for a C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, G),
if U is the GNS representation of 7, then {U, : g € G} is an Abelian
weakly almost periodic semigroup. Of course in this case {U, : g € G}
is in fact a group. We now define, as per Definition 2.6, Hy; to be
the collection of all flight vectors, and H,., to be the collection of all
reversible vectors, relative to . = {U, : ¢ € G}. As per Definition 2.9,
we define H,4s to be the norm closure of the span of all eigenvectors of
S ={U, : g € G}. We will refer to H,4s as the eigenspace of the GNS
representation.

PROPOSITION 4.5. For any Abelian weakly almost periodic semi-
group .7 in £ (H) that is closed under the taking of adjoints, Hj; =
HTG’U'

PRrOOF. Consider any « € Hy; and any eigenvector y of . = {U,, :
g € G} with unimodular eigenvalues. Thus Az = 0 for some A € .
and since ./" = ., for any net (A,) such that wo-lim 4, = A, it is
clear from Theorem 1.3 (a) that wo-lim A’ = A" € .%. It now follows
by Proposition 2.11 that A"y = ¢y for some ¢ € S' so that

(9) = (0 A"y) = - (Azy) =0,

Thus by the linearity of the inner product, = is perpendicular to any
element in the span of all eigenvectors with unimodular eigenvalues, so
that by the continuity of the inner product, x L y for all y € H,4s. By
Theorem 2.13 we thus have that x L y for all y € H,., so that since
H = Hp @ H,e,, we must have that Hy = H,e,. a0

Now that we know where Abelian weakly almost periodic groups are
to be found in our C*-dynamical context, we restrict the final result,
Theorem 2.18, to Hilbert spaces and to a specific invariant mean. This
is done in the proof of the next result.

THEOREM 4.6. Consider a representation U : G — ZL(H) : g —
Uy, of an Abelian locally compact group G, as contractions on any
Hilbert space H. Assume that G — C : g — (x,U,y) is Borel mea-
surable, that G possesses a Folner-sequence (A,) and that the Hilbert
space spanned by {Uyz = g € G} is separable for every x € H. Denote a
Haar measure on G by . Then, for anyy € H we have that: y € Hy,
i.e. y 18 a flight vector, if and only if

1
lim—/ x,Uyy)| du(g) =0V e H
i s [ 14U dito)
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PRrROOF. By Proposition 4.4 .¥ = {U, : ¢ € G} is an Abelian
weakly almost periodic semigroup in .Z(H), and by assumption the
Hilbert space spanned by . = {U,z : g € G} is separable for all
x € H. Therefore the proposition follows as a special case of Theorem
2.18 provided we prove that

(@) L : 9 = C: fw— limnﬁoomf[\n f(U,) du(g) is an in-
variant mean on ¢’ C ¢ = span ({h,, : x,y € H} U {1}) where
hyy: S = C:Uy— [(x,Ugy)], 1: ¥ = C:U,— 1and ¢’ is simply
the subspace of all f € ¢ for which the limit L(f) exists.

(b) ¢’ contains each element of ¢ which has zero average.

(a) It is clear that ¢, and therefore &', consist of bounded complex
valued functions on .¥, and that 1 € ¢’ since

1 1 = lim 1 =
43 Jim s / (05 dig) = Jim /Anldmg) 1

It is clear that L(f) > 0 for any f € ¥’ with f > 0 and by (43) that
L(1) = 1. For L : 9" — C to be an invariant mean, it remains to show
that, for any U, € .% and f € ', L(f) = L(f o U). This can be
shown from the invariance of u and that (A,,) is a Fglner sequence. For
any T'=U, € .7 and f € 4, it follows that

- oT(U) duto)
1

=An/f ) dyg /fghdu‘

_ 1n/f An)Ahf() <>‘

- M(An) /An\(AnmAnh)f(U ) diulg) = 0 /1\”) /Anh\(AmAnh)f(Ug) du(g)‘
= (zlxn) /A . h)| Ul dulg) + /1\n> /Anh\(AmAnh)\ (Uy)| du(g)
i L ) )

KLl up |£(0)

which, since (A,) is a Fglner sequence, is arbitrarily small for large
enough n. Therefore, we can conclude that

lim —— / foT(U,) du(g) = lim —— / f(U
n—oo (A n—oo (A
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and in particular that this limit exists. In other words, f oT € 9 and
L(foT) = L(f). Therefore, as T' € . and f € ¢’ was arbitrary, the

final condition for L to be an invariant mean has been met.

(b) Similar to (a), to prove (b), we use the facts that that (A,) is
a Folner sequence and that p is a Haar measure. Let U, € 7, f €
¢,e > 0 be arbitrary and set M = sup,.q [f(U,)|. It follows from the
inequality above that there is an NV € C such that

o [ 1 o)~ s [ ) )| < 5

(44)

for all n > N.

Now assume that f has zero average. If we let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary
then there are gy, ..., g, € G and ay, .., oy, > 0, with >~ a; = 1, such
that

(45) <§Vg€G.

Z azf(UgU z)
i=1

We have from (44) that there are 21, ..., z,, € C with || < § such that
1

n/fU

\

:i%< (1) d <>+zi)

=1 M(An> Angi
=
— o f(U,U,,) du(g —i—Zazzl
1(An) Ja, i—1

for n > N, for some N € N. Note that

m m m

€ €
E ;2| < E a;zi| < E %5 =3
i=1 =1 =1

Hence, since by (45)

1 / = w(Ay,) e

a; f(UU,,) du(g)| < =

Al AZ Uslls) dint9)| < L)
Wehavethat‘ fA g)‘<§+§:ef0rn2N. Ase>0

was arbitrary, hmn_mO o) An) f r, f(Uyg) du(g) = 0, which, since the limit
exists, shows that f € 4. O
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As a fairly straightforward consequence of Theorem 4.6 and Propo-
sition 4.5 we have the following:

PROPOSITION 4.7. Let (2, w, T,G) be a C*-dynamical system with
GNS representation (H,7m,Q,U). Then (A, w, T, G) is weakly mizing if
and only if dim H,., = 1, i.e. if and only if dim H,q4s = 1.

PROOF. Since U,8) = Q for all g € G, it follows from Proposition
1.4 that
CQ C Hugs
and therefore
(46) HE, € CO-

Assume first that (2, w,7,G) is weakly mixing and consider any
y € H perpendicular to €, i.e. such that (€2,y) = 0. Then it follows
by Proposition 3.1 that

0= Jim = [ 1) ~ (2. 20000 duo)
= lin s [l U] duto)

for all x € H. By Proposition 1.7 we can apply Theorem 4.6, from
which it thus follows that y € Hy. Thus we have that

HL, CCQ-C Hy

uds
and since H le = H,., = H,4s by Proposition 4.5 and Theorem 2.13, we
have that CQ) = H,4s.

Now assume that H,4s is one dimensional. Since CQ2 C H, 4, we
thus have that H,qs = CQ. Let x,y € H be arbitrary. Then, by
Theorems 2.8 and 2.13, x = xg + 1 and y = yo + y1 for some xg, 1y €
Hygs and 1, y1 € Hy. Since xg,y0 € CQ, Uy = x9 and Uyyy = 1o for
all g € G, by Proposition 1.4. Since Hy; L H,qs and Q € H,4,, we also
have that (x1,Q) = (,y1) = 0. It now follows by 4.6 that

o @0 - @020 dulo

n—oo 1(An) Ja,
1

=l e [l U)o+ (o Uye) — (0, D620} dilo)
oo i(An) Ja,
~ lm M(in) / ) + o+ 21,0 = (oo, {82, 30)2)] )
= TLILIEO M(fl\n) /An [(z, Ugy1) + (z0,v0) — (w0, v0)| diu(g)
Th;s (2, w, 7, G) is weakly mixing by Proposition 3.1 (b). O
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Note how Proposition 4.7 implies that if (33) holds for one Fglner
sequence it also holds for any other as H,4s has no connection with any
Fglner sequence. Thus, similar to ergodicity, we do not have to include
the term “weakly mixing with respect to a Folner sequence (A,)” in the
definition of a weak-mixing system.

We know that U,Q2 = Q always, so if a C*-dynamical system is
weak mixing, the one dimensional eigenspace of its GNS representa-
tion is given by C().

Again applying the results of Chapter 1, we will now see how a
compact C*-dynamical system can also be characterized in terms of
the eigenspace of its GNS representation. We start by taking a closer
look at the notion of total boundedness and find that it has two easily
verifiable properties.

LEMMA 4.8. If A, B are two totally bounded sets in a semi normed
space, then for any o, 5 € C, aA + BB is also totally bounded.

The proof of Lemma 4.8 is extremely elementary and is therefore
not included.

PROPOSITION 4.9. Consider a group . of unitary operators on a
Hilbert space H. Then H,q4s, for 7, is precisely the set of all elements
x € H whose orbits L x are totally bounded.

PROOF. Define the set
Hy = {z € H : Sz is totally bounded}.

By lemma 4.8, Hy, is a vector space. Let E be the set of eigenvectors
of . with unimodular eigenvalues, or simply the set of all eigenvectors
of . since all eigenvectors of a unitary operator necessarily have uni-
modular eigenvalues. By definition, H,4s is the norm closure of span F,
so we therefore have to show that span £ = Hy,. We can easily show
that span £ C Hy,:

Consider any x € E. Since, for all U, € ., Ujx = c4z for some
¢, € S* we have that Sz C {cz : ¢ € S'} which is a totally bounded
set in H since it is compact. Thus E C Hy and, by Lemma 4.8,
span £ C Hy,.

Consider any sequence (x,) in Hy, with z, — x for some x € H.
Let € > 0 be arbitrary. There is an N € N such that ||z, — x| < § for
all n > N. Since .z is totally bounded there is a finite set M C H
such that for any U € .¥

€

[Ugzn — 2] < B
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for some z € M, and therefore
[Ugz — 2| < |Ugz = Ugan || + |Ugzn — 2|
= |Uy(z —zn)|| + [Ugzn — 2|
= [lz —zn|[ + [[Ugzn — 2]
< €.

Thus * € Hy and hence Hy, is closed, from which we have that
Hyas = Sparn E C Hy

To prove that Hy, C H,q4s, let x € Hy, be arbitrary. By Proposition
4.4 % is a weakly almost periodic semigroup in .Z(H), so that by
Theorems 2.8 and 2.13, x = x¢ + x4, for some zy € Hyqs and xy € Hyy.
Since x € Hy, and xy € Hy, from the first part, x5 = 2 — 29 € Hy,
follows from Lemma 4.8. Therefore, for all 1 > € > 0 there is a finite
set M. C H such that, for any R € .7, ||Rx s — z|| < € for some z € M,

Since x5 € Hyy, Txp = 0 for some T' € wo-cl . by Definition 2.6.
Thus wo-lim T,, = T for some net (T,)aen in . By Theorem 1.3,
and Riesz’s representation Theorem for bounded linear functionals on
a Hilbert space,

<Z,Tal’ﬂ> — <Z,Tl‘fl> =0
for all z € H. In particular, for all z in the finite set M., we obtain
(47) [z Toep)] < ¢
for all z € M, and all a > (3, for some § € A. As mentioned above,
| Tz — 2'|| < € for some 2’ € M,. It now follows that
(T s, Towp)| — (T p, 2) < [(Tawp, Torp — 2')
< | TszpllllTsz s — 2|l
< llzplle
which gives
lzall* = 1 Tszpll* < (Tszp, 2 + ellopll < e+ ellwpll

by (47). As € > 0 was arbitrary we must have that ||zp| = 0. Thus
xr =x9+ x4 = 29 € Hygs which completes the proof. |

THEOREM 4.10. Let (A, w,7,G) be a C*-dynamical system with
GNS representation (H,m,Q,U). Then (A, w,T,q) is compact if and
only if Hygs = H.

PROOF. Suppose that (2, w,7,G) is compact. Then, by Proposi-
tion 3.2 and Corollary 3.3, {U,m(A)Q : g € G} is totally bounded for
all A € 2. By Proposition 4.9, with . = {U, : g € G}, m(20)Q C H,qs.
Therefore, as 7(A)Q = H and H,q; is closed, it follows that H = H,qgs
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Conversely, if H = H,g4s, then since 7(24)Q2 C H and H,q4s is the set
of all elements x € H with totally bounded orbits in .¥ by Proposition
4.9, it follows that

{Um(A)2: g € G}
is totally bounded in H for all A € 2. Thus (2, w, 7, G) is compact by
Corollary 3.3. U

5. Interrelationships of ergodic properties

In this section we investigate the relationships between the ergodic
properties, using the various characterizations developed in the pre-
ceding sections. In particular this will tell us which combinations of
ergodic properties are impossible.

THEOREM 5.1. If a C*-dynamical system is weakly mixing, then it
18 ergodic.

PROOF. Suppose that a C*-dynamical system is weak mixing. Then
the eigenspace of its GNS representation is one dimensional by Propo-
sition 4.7. Thus the fixed point space of the GNS representation, which
is contained in the eigenspace, is also one dimensional. Therefore the
C*-dynamical system is ergodic by Corollary 4.3. U

THEOREM 5.2. If a C*-dynamical system is strongly mizing, then
it 1s weakly mizing.

Proor. Consider a C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7,7Z). If (2, w, T,7Z)
is strongly mixing then

lim w(AT"(B)) = w(A)w(B)

n—oo

for any A, B € 2. Thus, for any € > 0 there is a K € N such that
lw(AT"(B)) —w(A)w(B)| < €

for all n > K. For each n € N, let A, = {1,...,n}. Then (A,) is a
Folner sequence of Z relative to the counting measure p on Z. Suppose

that
K

> |w(AT(B)) — w(A)w(B)| =6

j=1

and select an M € N such that & < e. Let N = max{K, M}. Then

1 n
M/A w(AT"(B)) — w(Aw(B)| dp
= % <5 + Z ‘W(ATj(B)) — w(A)w(B)‘)
€+ (n _;_K)E
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for all n > N. Since ¢ > 0 was arbitrary,

1

lim s / 6(Ar"(B)) ~ w(A)(B)] dur) =0

follows. Since A, B € 2 were also arbitrary, it follows that (2, w, 7, 7Z)
is weak mixing. Il

THEOREM 5.3. A non-trivial C' *-dynamical system cannot be both
weakly mizing and compact.

ProoF. Consider a non-trivial C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, G).
Thus w is not a homomorphism so that the Hilbert space H of the
GNS representation is at least two dimensional by Proposition 2.6. If
(A, w,7,G) is weak mixing then dim H,s = 1 by Proposition 4.7.
Therefore (2, w, 7, G) cannot be compact, since otherwise H = H,ys
by Theorem 4.10, which would contradict dim H > 2. O
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CHAPTER 3

Quantum Systems with Discrete Energy Spectrum

In this chapter we will study the ergodic properties of quantum
systems with discrete energy spectrums. This simply means the set of
possible energies of the system is countable or even finite, i.e. Ey, Fo, ....
Standard examples of such systems which are of great importance in
quantum physics include the harmonic oscillator and the spin % systems
(qubits), as well as systems consisting of finite collections of these.
We will study such systems with discrete energy spectrums in a more
general context, by starting with any Hilbert space H that possesses a
countable total orthonormal basis {h,}, and making no assumption on
the energy values F1, E», ... beyond it being a sequence of real numbers.
Furthermore, we consider states of such systems which have physical
relevance, in particular states which include the canonical ensemble in
quantum statistical mechanics as a special case. This chapter therefore
gives an indication of how ergodic properties fit into quantum physics,
albeit in a fairly simple context.

1. Construction of the C*-dynamical system

We start by showing how, given a Hilbert space with a countable
total orthonormal basis {h,}, an abstract dynamical system can be
defined on Z(H), provided we have an appropriate state on Z(H).
Since we are interested in physical time, our group G from Chapter 2
will now be taken to be R.

ProOPOSITION 1.1. Let H be a Hilbert space possessing a total or-
thonormal basis {hy,}nen, and let (E,)nen be a sequence of real num-

bers. Then, for each t € R, there is a uniquely determined operator
Vi € Z(H) such that

V;fhn = 672’Enthn
for alln € N. Moreover, for each t € R, the operator V; is unitary and
(48) e L(H) = L(H): A=V, AV,

defines a x-automorphism on the C*-algebra £ (H). Furthermore, if
w: Z(H) — C is a state, such that wo 1, = w for all t € R, then
(Z(H),w,T,R) is an abstract dynamical system with T :t — 7.

69
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70 3. QUANTUM SYSTEMS WITH DISCRETE ENERGY SPECTRUM

PROOF. Let $ = span {h, : n € N}, fix an arbitrary ¢ € R, and
consider the mapping

(49) W:9—9: Zakhk — Z age Prth,

k=1 k=1

on the normed subspace $ of H. W is clearly linear and for any
s € span {h, : n € N}, say s = Y "" | a;hy, it follows that

m

o tE L
E aje h;
j=1

2

IWs||* =

Thus, W € Z($)). Hence, as $ = H, there is a unique operator
W e Z(H) such that W = W on $, by [20, Theorem 2.7-11]. It is

now clear that V, = W.
The mapping

W' H—=>H: Z&khk — Zakew’“thk
k=1 k=1

is in Z($) as well, for the same reason that W is, and has the property
WW' = W'W = id. It also follows that, for any s, s, € $ with, say,

51 = Z?Zl jhy; and sy = Y70 Brhi,,

§ : —_— — Byt
<81, W82>f) = oz]ﬂje mj
Jimj=m;
— § GZEnthéij
Jinj=m;

(50) = <W/81,82>.

Let V! € Z(H) be the bounded linear extension of W’ to H. Since
VIV, = Vi,V =idon 9, V/V, = V;V/ =id on H. That is, V/ = V!,
and in particular V; is bijective and thus possesses an inverse. By (50)
and the continuity of the inner product (z,Viy)y = (V/z,y)y for all
x,y € H. That is, V; ' = V/ =V, and we have that V; is unitary.
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1. CONSTRUCTION OF THE C*DYNAMICAL SYSTEM 71

7; is clearly linear, and for any A € Z(H), 7,(V4AV]) = A and
(AT = VAV, = (V] AV,)" = 7,(A)". Thus 7; defines a *-automorph-
ism on Z(H), for any ¢t € R.

For any s,t € R and z € ), say z = >, _, ayhy,, it follows that

n
ViViz =V, E ane Py,
k=1

n
— E ane_zEk (S+t) hTLk
k=1

— Vst-

Thus ViV, = V,; on ), and hence also on H. It therefore follows, for
any A € 2, that

o0 (A) = ViVAV, V) = ViVA(VV,)" = 74 (A).

Since A was arbitrary, 7, o 7, = 7 follows for the arbitrary choice in
s,t € R. All the conditions are now met for (Z(H),w, T,R) to be an
abstract dynamical system. U

For the remainder of the chapter, the notation of Proposition 1.1
will be implicitly assumed.

What remains is to construct concrete examples of the states re-
quired in Proposition 1.1. Since we require wo7; = w it makes physical
sense to construct them from the energy eigenstates h,,. A key prob-
lem that needs to be addressed is to identify the GNS representation
corresponding to whichever states we construct. We will then be able
to determine whether the conditions of Definition 1.6 are met. Our ap-
proach will be to define a suitable state in very general terms. We will
then identify two different states as special cases so that the separate
C*-dynamical systems defined by them have distinct ergodic proper-
ties. We will require a GNS representation sturdy enough for this
general case, and to that end we proceed by first identifying a suitable
Hilbert space.

THEOREM 1.2. Let H be a Hilbert space and define

n=1

Then H®, with addition and scalar multiplication defined by

(51) (Tn) + (Yn) = (0 + yn)
(52) a(r,) = (azy)
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for all (z,), (y,) € H® and a € C, is a vector space. H® is a complex
Hilbert space if equipped with the inner product defined

(53) ((@n)s () = D (s )
for all (z,), (y,) € H®.
PROOF. See [8, 1V.4.19] O

We now consider a Hilbert space that is a generalization of H®, and
which will be general enough for our purposes.

PROPOSITION 1.3. Let H be a Hilbert space and let p = (p,,) be any
sequence in R. Then

H"® = {(x,) €e H® : 2, =0 if p, = 0}
is a Hilbert subspace of H®.

PROOF. It is clear that HP® is an inner product subspace of H® so
that we only have to show that HP® is complete, i.e. that HP? is closed
in H® which can be shown trivially. Consider any z = (z,) € HP®
and let (z,) be a sequence in HP® that converges to z in H®, where
Tp = (Tng)r € HP®. Then, if we assume that p,, = 0, it follows that
Znm = 0 for all n € N. Now, put w,, = 2, and w, = 0 if n # m and
consider thee sequence (w,) € HP®. We have

lzmll? = (2, 2m)u
= <Z, ’LU>H@

= lim (x,, w)ge
n—oo

= lim (T m, W) g
n—oo

=0,
since , ,,, = 0 for all n. Thus p,,, = 0 implies z,, = 0 and so z = (2,,) €
HP® as required. O

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let (Z(H),w,T,R) be the abstract dynamical
system defined in Proposition 1.1. For any sequence p = (p,) of real
numbers, with p, > 0 for all n € N, such that Y " p, = 1, the

mapping
w:ZH)—->C: A~ an(hn,Ahn>
n=1
defines a state on £ (H) such that wot, = w for allt € R. Furthermore,
the GNS representation of (£ (H),w,7,R) is given by (H?® x, Q,U),

where ™ : L(H) — L(HP®) with w(A) : H?® — HP® . (z,,) — (Ax,)
forall Ac L(H), Q= (\/pnhy) and

(54) Uy : H® — HP® : (x,) (e’iE"tV;*xn)
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for all (x,) € HP® and t € R. Finally, (£(H),w,7,R) is a C*
dynamical system.

Proor. We will have to prove that:

(i) 7 is a *-homomorphism.
(i) w is a state, wo 7, = w for all t € R and
w(A) = (Q,7(A)Q) for all A e ZL(H).
(iii) € is a cyclic vector.
(iv) The GNS representation U : t +— Uy of T is given by (54).
(v) t — U, is strongly continuous and R is a separable Abelian
amenable group.

(i) Let (z,) € HP® and A € Z(H) be arbitrary. It follows that

7 (A) (@) 5 = Y {Azn, Azy) < AP Nzall® = A (@) [ Frve -
n=1 n=1

As m(A) is also clearly linear, m(A) is therefore bounded linear and we
have that 7 : Z(H) — Z(H?®) is well defined. Let (y,) be another
arbitrary vector in HP®. It follows that

(m(A)(z ) ( n)) v
= <($n>: y”)>Hp® :

Thus 7(A") = 7(A)". Since 7 is also clearly linear, 7 : Z(H) —
Z(HP®) defines a x-homomorphism.

(ii) For any A € Z(H) we have that w(A*A) = >°°° | p, (Ah,,, Ah,) >
0. Since {h,} is an orthonormal set and > _, p, = 1, it is clear that
w(l) = 1 where 1 € Z(H) denotes the identity operator. Since w is
also clearly linear, w defines a state on Z(H).
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For any t € R and A € Z(H) it follows that

woT(A) = pulhn, V; AVihy)

n=1

= Z Pn <‘/thm Ae_iEnthn>

n=1

_ ane_iEnt<€_Enthn,Ahn>
n=1

= ipn(hn, Ah,) = w(A).

n=1

Thus wom = w.
For any A € Z(H) it follows that

QAN me =Y _(VPohn V/PuAl) = pulha, Ahy) = w(A).

(iii) Consider any (x,) € H"® and let

oz, ifn <k,
Tnk =19 0 ifn>k

Thus (z,,) = (21, %2, ..., Tk, 0, ...) and it is easy to see that limy_, (T, k) =
(x,) in HP®. For any x,y € H, define an operator x @ y € £ (H) as
follows:

r®y:z—a(y, z)

Az, can readily be seen to be a bounded linear operator. For any & € N
it now follows that

k k

1

T —x, QM Q= Ty @ h pnhn
= (xn,k)

Hence, since (z,) converges to (x,) in HP®, it follows that (x,) €

{m(A)Q: Ae L(H)}. As (x,) € HP® was arbitrary, it follows that
is a cyclic vector of the representation (H?® 7).
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(iv) It follows from (54) and the definition of V;, that for any A €
Z(H)

U (A)Q = Uy(\/pnAhs,)
= (v/pne "V, Ahy,)
= (VPaV; AVihy)
= n(V; AV)Q

= (1 (A))Q.

Thus U is the GNS representation of 7.

(v) Consider an arbitrary convergent sequence (¢,) in R with, say
tn, — t. Let (z,) € HP® also be arbitrary. We wish to show that
Uy, (wy,) — Uy(xy) in H?® so let € > 0 be arbitrary. We know that
lim;HOO(xn k) = (x,) and so there is a K € N such that [[(z, k) —

()] < 57 Since {h,} is total in H, for each n € N,
€
n n <
[, 50 = Sl 9K

for some S,, ;¢ € span {h,}. The mapping R — C : r — €¥" is contin-
uous for all § € R, and so for any > ;"  axhy € span {h,} and 6 > 0
there is an N € N such that

m m
ciEnt; th Z aphy — eiEntV;* Z anhi
k=1 k=1
m
= Zake E+En) tipy, Zake E+En) thy
k=1
m
e
k=1
m
< Dl [EE  GEEN
k=1
)

for all n € {1,...,m}, if j > N. In particular, there is an N’ € N such
that

(55)

iEntiy/* iBnty s *
e A "VtSn,K‘

€
WK
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foralln € {1,2,..., K}, if 5 > N’. It now follows that
||Utj (@n) = Ui(@n HHP@
S ||Utj (xn - Utj (xn,K HHP@ + HUt]- (xn,K) - Ut(xn,K>HHp@
+ HUt(xn,K) - Ut(xn)”HpeB

% + [| U (@n.k) = Uel@n ) || o + g

IN

26 2

— E —zEnt V T K — e~ zEntV an
3

n=1

Furthermore, by (55) and the fact that V. is unitary for all r € R, it
follows for each n =1, ..., K that

I
He ZEnt]V;fjxn,K —€ ZEntV Ty KH
* —iBpt; —iEpty ¥
[V ] e 75
* *
Vi wns = Vi Sk

€ € €
- -
WE WK 9K
€
3VEK

and therefore that
K . i} o 2 2
e—zEnt]- ‘/;jxn,K o 6—7,Ent‘/t xn,KH S

IN

n=1 9
for all j > N’. So we have that
2¢ €2
HUtj(xn Ut Tp HHP@ S 3 + 5 =€

for all j > N’. That is, Uy, (z,) — Us(zy) in HP® as required.
Finally, R is a locally compact group and can easily be seen to
possess a Fglner sequence, for example ({¢ : |[t| < n}),. Thus R is
amenable and of course also separable and Abelian. (Z(H),w, T, R)
now satisfies all the criteria to be a C*-dynamical system. U

Proposition 1.4 provides us with our first example of a C*-dynamical
system, or rather a collection of C*-dynamical systems due to the free-
dom of choice in the sequence p = (p,). Note that the C*-dynamical
system is non-trivial, as H and therefore H?® is more than one dimen-
sional. In fact, both Hilbert spaces are infinite dimensional. It will
be convenient to assign a name to these kind of systems. We adopt
the habit of defining this, and all subsequent C*-dynamical systems in
complete detail.
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DEFINITION 1.5. The Discrete Energy Spectrum System (DESS(p, E,,))
is the C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, R) given by
(i) A = Z(H) where H is a complex Hilbert space with a count-
able total orthonormal basis {h, },en = 9.
(ii) p = (pn) is a sequence in R where p, > 0 for all n € N and
Do Pn = 1.
(iii) w: Z(H) > C:T > pplhn, Thy).
(iv) 7: R — Aut (A) : t = 7, where 7, : 2 — A : T +— VTV, and
V; € 2 is uniquely defined by its action on $) :

‘/;5 hn — e_iEnt hn

where E, € R, for all n € N. E}, F,, ... are called the energy
values of the system.

2. Ergodic properties

To investigate the ergodic properties of our first C*-dynamical sys-
tem, we will utilize the spectral characterizations, and interrelation-
ships, of the ergodic properties derived in Chapter 2. For the examples
of subsequent chapters, however, we will find cases wherein the Hilbert
space characterizations are more efficient.

PROPOSITION 2.1. DESS(p, E,,) is compact, for any p and any en-
erqy values Ey, Fs, ....

PROOF. Let (H®, 7, Q,U) be the GNS representation of DESS(p, (E,))
obtained from Proposition 1.4.

Let (x,) € HP® and € > 0 be arbitrary. Then limy_,o0 (2 k) = (24)
in H?® where (z,)) = (21,22, ..., 2%, 0,...). Thus, there is a K € N
such that

€
H(zn) - (mn,k)HHP€B S 5 vV k 2 K.

Now consider the set

Hq = {(y,) € H*® : y, = h,, for some m, ¢ € N,y, = 0 for all n # (}.

Thus, if 2 € Hg, then z has an element of the orthonormal basis set
{hy} in one coordinate, and zeros elsewhere. It readily follows that, for
any k € N, there is a ¢, € span (Hg) such that ||(zn%) — qrllzee < §.
Therefore
€ €

1) = @illzre < [I(20) = (@ap)llmre + [(@nr) = axcllme < 5+ 5 =€
As € > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that (z,) € span Hg, and as (z,) €
HP® was arbitrary, we have that span Ho = HP®. Thus, if span Hg C
HPS  then HP® = HP? and DESS(p) will be compact by Theorem

uds? uds

4.10.
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Let z = (z,) be any element of Hg. Thus at some coordinate ¢ € N,
g¢ = h,, for some m € N, and g, = 0 for all n # ¢. For any t € R, it
follows by Proposition 1.4 that

UtZ _ (e_iEnt‘/;*Zn)
= (0,...,0,e BV R, 0,..)
= ! En=EIL( 0, hyy, 0, ...)

— ei(Em—EZ)tz

which reveals z as an eigenvector, with unimodular eigenvalues, of {U; :
t € R}. Therefore z € H?S and as z € Hg was arbitrary, we have that

uds

Hq C HP® . As HPY is a vector subspace of HP®, span Ho C H?Y as

uds” uds uds

required. U

In contrast to Proposition 2.1, whether or not DESS(p, E,,) is er-
godic depends on p and the energy values F1, Es, ....

PROPOSITION 2.2. If py, = 1, for some k € N, then DESS(p, E,,) is
ergodic if and only if E,, # Ey, for all n € N\{k}.

PROOF. Let (H®,7,Q, U) be the GNS representation of DESS(p, (E,,))
obtained from Proposition 1.4.

Since pr = 1, p, = 0 for all n # k, and therefore all vectors in HP®
can only have a nonzero coordinate in the k’th position. Assume first
that F, # Ej. for all n € N. Consider any x € H with (x, h,,) # 0
for some m # k. That is, z “contains” an h,, term other than h;. Let
z = (z,) € HP® be the vector with z as its sole coordinate. Then, for
any t € R, it follows by Proposition 1.4 that

UtZ — (e_iEnt‘/;J*Zn>

= (0,...,0,e "BtV 2 0, ..))

= (0,..,0,e""V N " (hy, a)hy, 0, ...
j=1

= (0,..,0,) P Ehy a)h;,0,..).
j=1

In particular, for a ¢’ € R such that (E,, — Ej)t # 2mn for all n € N,
we would have that e!(P==Fi)t" =£ 1 It is then clear that Uy (z,) # (zn).
Hence, the only fixed point of {U; : t € R} in HP?® is the cyclic vector
Q= (0,...,0, hy,0,...).

Conversely, suppose that E,, = Ej, foram # k. Let z = (2,,) € HP?
be the vector with h,, as its sole coordinate. Then, for any ¢t € R, it
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follows by Proposition 1.4 that
Uz = (e7 BtV 2,)
= (0,...,0,e BtV R, 0, )
=(0,...,0,eEn=Bty 0 )
=(0,...,0,hp, 0,...)
= z.

Thus z = (0, ..., 0, hyy, 0, ...) is a fixed point of {U; : t € R} other than
Q= (0,...,0, hg,0,...). Since hy,, hy are linearly independent in H, it
follows that z,Q are linearly independent in H?®. Thus the fixed point
space of U is at least 2 dimensional. Therefore, DESS(p, E,,) is not
ergodic by Corollary 4.3. U

Even if the energy values Ej, Fs, ... are all distinct, DESS(p, E,)
can still fail to be ergodic:

ProrosiTiON 2.3. If pp,pm # 0 for some k,m € N with m,k
distinct, then DESS(p, E,,) is not ergodic.

PROOF. Let (H?®, 7,2, U) be the GNS representation of DESS(p, (E.,))
obtained from Proposition 1.4.

Let x = (x,) be the vector in HP® such that x = hy, and z,, = 0
for all n # k. Likewise, let y = (y,) be the vector such that y,, = h,,
and y, = 0 for all n # m. For any ¢t € R it follows that

Utx — (e_iEnt‘/;*(L‘n)
=(0,...,0,e EntVh,.. 0, ...)
= (0,...,0, e EmteiBmtpy 0, ..)
=(0,...,0, hpp, 0, ...) = x.

Thus x, and likewise y, are fixed points of U. Hence, as x,y are clearly
linearly independent, the fixed point space of U is at least 2 dimen-
sional. Therefore, DESS(p, E,,) is not ergodic by Corollary 4.3. O

By the two above Propositions, any discrete energy spectrum sys-
tem is either ergodic and compact, or compact but not ergodic. Let
us explicitly define two such systems, or at least as explicitly as is
reasonable.

DEFINITION 2.4. Let (F,) be a sequence of distinct real num-
bers. Let p = (p,) be a sequence in R such that p, = 1 for some
k€ N and p, = 0 for all n # k. Let ¢ = (¢,) be a sequence of
non-negative real numbers containing at least two nonzero terms and
such that "> ¢, = 1. Discrete Energy Spectrum System 1 (DESS1)
is DESS(p, E,,) and Discrete Energy Spectrum System 2 (DESS2) is
DESS(q, E,,).
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PROPOSITION 2.5. DESSI is ergodic and compact.

Proor. DESS1 is compact by Proposition 2.1 and ergodic by Propo-
sition 2.2. 0

PROPOSITION 2.6. DESS2 is compact and not ergodic.

ProoF. DESS?2 is compact by Proposition 2.1 and not ergodic by
Proposition 2.3. U
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CHAPTER 4

Reduced Group C*-Algebras

It is possible to construct a C*-algebra from any group, which we
call a reduced group C*-algebra, and given a group automorphism of
the group, we can further derive a *-automorphism on the C*-algebra
such that a state on the C*-algebra can readily be identified, that is
invariant under the x-automorphism. This is all of the ingredients for
a C*-dynamical system with Z action, which we will call a reduced
group C*-dynamical system. We start by establishing the process by
which this is done, and prove some useful results, without making any
assumptions with regard to the nature of the group. By the end of the
first section of this chapter we will know, upon considering any group
with an automorphism, that a functioning C*-dynamical system can
be built on top of it. We will then, in the subsequent section, analyse
the ergodic properties of these systems and find that exactly three
distinct ergodic “profiles” can exist on them: compact but not ergodic,
strongly mixing, and neither ergodic nor compact. In the final section
of this chapter we construct three concrete examples of reduced group
C*-dynamical systems on which these three “profiles” are present. The
group chosen for this purpose is a free group generated from a countable
set.

In contrast to Chapter 3, this chapter’s work does not carry any di-
rect physical significance, however, from a C*-dynamical perspective,
it is very natural. Our interest in reduced group C*-dynamical sys-
tems are twofold. Two of the ergodic “profiles” are new, and we will
find our first concrete examples of C*-dynamical systems with these
ergodic properties among the reduced group C*-dynamical systems.
We already have an example of a system, in DESS2, that is compact
but not ergodic. Secondly, the final C*-dynamical system that we will
construct, on the quantum torus, can be shown to have the same GNS
representation as a reduced group C*-dynamical system, with a par-
ticular group and group automorphism, and therefore have the same
ergodic properties. We will then be spared from performing a sepa-
rate ergodic analysis on this more complicated final system, and will
promptly identify its ergodic properties from the results in this chap-
ter. Specifically, this relates to the so-called cat mappings on the torus
that we will use to construct a C*-dynamical system on the quantum
torus, in the next chapter.

81
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1. Construction of the C*-dynamical System

Throughout this section I' will represent an arbitrary group equipped
with the discrete topology, and p : I' — I' an automorphism of I'; unless
stated otherwise. Our only assumption about I is that it is not trivial,
i.e. it has more than one element. We endow I' with a measure struc-
ture by equipping it with a counting measure p defined on its Borel
o-algebra. Thus, all subsets of I' are measurable and the measure 1 of
any set equals the number of elements in that set.

The Hilbert space L?*(T") is therefore fully realised and we will de-
fine the reduced group C*-algebra as a C*-subalgebra of Z(L*(T)).
To isolate the operators of interest in £ (L*(T")) we proceed by first
identifying a total orthonormal basis for L?(T"), so that, to characterize
an operator in Z(L*(T")) one only has to describe its action on the
basis in such a manner that it is well defined when extended to L*(T).

For all g € I', we define o, : I' = C by

1 ifh=g,
5g(h):{ 7

0 otherwise.

THEOREM 1.1. The collection {0, : g € I'} is a total orthonormal
set in L*(T).

PROOF. Since 8,0, = 0,0, = 0 for all g # hin ', and |§,|? = J,, it is
clear that {9, : g € I'} is an orthonormal set in L*(T"). Consider first an
arbitrary integrable function f : I' — R with f > 0. If s = >} apx,
is a simple function such that 0 < s < f then A = |J,, Ay is necessarily
a finite set since otherwise [.f du > [.s du = co. As each d, is
the characteristic function of the point set {g}, we thus have that
s' =3 gea [(9)dy is a simple function satisfying s < s’ < f. Moreover,
since des f(g)d, is a simple function less than or equal to f for any
finite S C I, it therefore follows that

/f du—sup{/s dp:0<s< fisasimple function}
r r

:sup{/FZf(g)ég dp: S CTis ﬁnite}

ges

—sup{/fd,u:SgFisﬁnite}.
s

Let ¢ > 0 and f € L*(T") now be arbitrary. Hence |f|? > 0 is integrable
so that there is a finite set S C I'" such that

/F\S I d = [P dp= [ 17 de< &
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from which it promptly follows that

I =32 F@alF = [ 17 = 3 706 d

ges geSs

[

< 62.

Thus || f =3 ,cs f(9)d,l| < e and as e > 0 and f € L*(T') were arbitrary,
this show that {4, : ¢ € T'} is a total orthonormal set in L*(T). O

Since {4, : g € T'} is a total orthonormal set in L*(I") we thus have
that, for any f € L*(T)

f = lim s, with s, = Z Qp,q0g

n—ro0
9€Gn

for some scalars a,, 4 € C and finite subsets G,, C I'. As was seen in the
proof of Theorem 1.1, we may take a,,, = f(g) foralln € Nand g € 5,.

The following proposition is elementary and will see multiple appli-
cations.

PROPOSITION 1.2. For any bijective mapping v : I' — T,

(56) [ £dn= [ forau
r r
holds for all integrable f : " — C.

PROOF. Since  is bijective, it is an invertible measure preserving
transformation on I', so that the proposition follows promptly from
elementary measure theory arguments. That is, (56) is first proven for
step functions, then simple functions and then for positive measurable
functions by using the Monotone Convergence Theorem. Finally, the
result follows from the fact that any integrable f is the difference of
two positive measurable functions. Il

PrROPOSITION 1.3. For any bijective mapping v : ' — T,
(57) 9 L*T) — L*(T) : f s fory

determines a unitary operator in £ (L*(T)).
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PROOF. Let us first use ¥ to denote the uniquely determined linear
operator on S(I') := span {J, : h € I'} for which (57) holds. That is,

n

v:S() — S(): Zak5hk = iak((shk °7)
k=1

k=1

: Zakéhk — Zak57_1(hk).
k=1 k=1
For any s € S(I') it follows from Proposition 1.2 that
[9s]1Z2 = lI(s 0 )|
= [I5* 0yl
= |5l
= [IsllZ:-

Thus ¥ € Z(S(T')). By the same argument, ¥~ € Z(S(T")), where
97t f— fo~y~l Hence, by [20, Theorem 2.7-11], ¥ and ¥~! have
unique extensions in .Z(L*(T)).

For any r, s € S(I'), it follows by Proposition 1.2 that

(Or,s)p2 = /Ws du
r

:/Toysdu

r

:/75071 du
r

= (r,soy 7 )pe
= (r,97's) 2.

By the continuity of the inner product, it now follows that (Jf,g) =
(f,971g) for all f g € L*T). Thus, 9" =97, i.e. ¥ is unitary. O

For the bijections of our general group I' of the form
I =T :h—g'h

where ¢ is some element in I, we denote the corresponding unitary
operator given by Proposition 1.3 as A(g). Thus

)\(g)5h - 5gh

for all h € T. A : T — U(L*(T)) is known as the left regular represen-
tation of ', since A(gh) = A(g)A(h) and T" acts on itself from the left
as is clear from A(g)é, = d,,. We use this representation to generate
our C*-algebra.

DEFINITION 1.4. The reduced C*-algebra of T', denoted C}(I'), is
the C*-algebra generated by the collection of unitary operators {A(g) :
geTl}.
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A question that immediately arises is what the general form of
an element of C*(I") is. Since C*(I") is the C*-algebra generated by
{A(g) : g € I'} it follows that any 7' € C¥(I") is of the form

T = lim S,

n—oo

where S, = > 7" V,,x and the V}, ;, are elements in the span of {A(g) :
g € T'}. An element in the span of {\(g) : g € T'} is of the form

Z (ai H )‘(gi,j))

for some g;; € I'. Thus, an operator T € C(I') is the limit of a
sequence of finite sums of finite products of A(¢g)’s. However, this may
be simplified since A(g)A(h) = A(gh) for any g,h € I'. That is, an
element in the span of {\(g) : g € I'} is of the form

(58) Z aiA(g:)

for some a; € C and g; € I'. Therefore any operator 7' € C¥(I) is the
limit of a sequence of finite sums of the form (58).

To define a C*-dynamical system with a Z action we still require
a s-automorphism on C¥(I') and a state that is invariant under the
sx-automorphism. Similar to the way in which a group I' yields the
C*-algebra C*(I"), a group automorphism p of I" can be “expanded” to
define a x-automorphism on C(I'). There are many possible states on
Cx(T), so we will identify a “canonical” one with respect to which the
x-automorphisms created in this way are always invariant.

ProposiTiON 1.5. If p : I' = T’ is a group automorphism, then
the mapping 7 = C*(T') — C*(T) : A UAU", where U : L*(T) —
LAT) : f + fop,is a x-automorphism on C*(T). The mapping
w: CHT) — C : A (01,Ad) is a state on CH(I'), where 1 here
denotes the identity element of I'. Moreover, w is invariant under T.

Proor. By Proposition 1.3, as p is bijective, U is a well defined
unitary operator in £ (L*(T)), and thus 7" : Z(L*(T)) — Z(L*(T)) :
A UAU™ is a well defined mapping. 7’ is clearly linear, and for any
A, B e Cx D),

7(AB) = UABU" = UAU'UBU" = 7'(A)7'(B), and

(A =UAU = (UAU") = 17'(A)".

Thus 7’ is a x-homomorphism, and so to show that 7 is a *-automorphism,
we have to show that 7 : C(I') — C¥(TI") is well defined and bijective.
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To show that 7 is well defined, we will show that 7/(C¥) C C*. Let
g,h € I' be arbitrary. It follows that

7'(A(9))0n = UN@)U 6n
=UNg)onop™"
= U/\(9)5p(h)
= Ogp(n) © P
= Op=1(g)h

where in the final step we used the knowledge that p, and therefore
p~t, is a group automorphism of T'. Thus 7/(A(g))dn = Ap~'(g9))dn
for all h € T, so that since span {8, : h € T'} is dense in L*(T),
m'(Mg)) = A(p~ (g)) € CX(T).

Similarly for any sum of the form

(59) S =Y a\g) € Cy(I)

i=1
it follows from the linearity of 7 that 7/(S) = Y7, asA(p~(g:)) €
C*(T'). For a general A € C*(I'), A = lim S,, for a sequence of finite
sums of the form (59), and as

17'(80) = 7' (A)l = |USU” = UAU™|| = [|S, — Al

for all n € N, it follows that 7/(S,) — 7/(A). However, since C*(I") is
closed and 7'(S,,) € C¥(I') for all n € N, we have that 7/(A) € C(I).

That 7 : CHI') — CX(T') is bijective, follows from the preced-
ing argument which similarly shows, by interchanging U and U", that
UAU € C*(T') forall A € C*(T"). Thus, for any A € C*(T"), 7(U AU) =
UUAUU" = A. Thus 7 is surjective, and injective since 7’ is clearly
injective.

The functional w clearly defines a state on C}(I') as it is linear,

w(l) = 1 and w(R'R) = ||R§,||*> > 0 for all R € C*(T'). For any
A e Cx(I) it follows that

wort(A) = (6, UAU"8,)

where p(1) = 1 since p is a group automorphism. Thus w is invariant
under 7. U

© University of Pretoria



2. ERGODIC PROPERTIES 87

In the proof of Proposition 1.5 we saw that
7(A(g)) = 7'(M9)) = Ap~'(9)).

We include this result as a separate proposition.

PROPOSITION 1.6. For any g € T,
T(A(9) = Ap~'(9))

To summarize, starting with any group I' and group automorphism
we can define a C*-algebra C(I") (Definition 1.4), a x-automorphism
7 and a state w invariant under the 7 (Proposition 1.5). Hence, we
have all of the ingredients for a C'*-dynamical system with a Z action
and since it will be convenient to assign a name to such a system, we
introduce a definition, in keeping with Remarks 1.9.

DEFINITION 1.7. If T is a group and p : ' — I is a group au-
tomorphism, then RG(T', p) = (2, w,7,Z) is a C*-dynamical system
where

(i) 2 = Cx(I)
(i) w: CHT) : A (61, Ady)
(iii) 7 € Aut () is given by 7: C(T') — C*(T') : A — UAU" with
U:L*T) = L*T): f fop
We call such a system a reduced group C'*-algebraic dynamical system
and refer to I and p as its group and its group automorphism, respec-
tively.

2. Ergodic properties

In this section we will set out to prove that the C*-dynamical
systems constructed in the preceding section, i.e. reduced group C*-
algebraic dynamical systems, can only have one of three ergodic “pro-
files”:

(1) Strong mixing
(2) Compact but not ergodic
(3) Neither compact nor ergodic

Which of these a reduced group C*-algebraic dynamical system pos-
sesses, we will find, depends on a very simple aspect of its group au-
tomorphism. This is to be expected, of course, since the group auto-
morphism determines the *-automorphism group of the C*-dynamical
system. That is, the group automorphism determines the time evolu-
tion of the system.

In this section we will carry over the symbols and notations in-
troduced in the preceding section. Specifically, I" is an arbitrary group
with accompanying group automorphism p, which determines a reduced
group C*-dynamical system (C*(I'),w,7,Z). The terms are summa-
rized in Definition 1.7.
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DEFINITION 2.1. For any g € I'\{1}, the set {p"(g) : n € Z} is
called the orbit of p in g. An orbit is called finite if it only contains a
finite number of elements, or infinite if it contains an infinite number
of elements.

Which of the three ergodic “profiles” mentioned above a reduced
group C*-dynamical system possesses, depends on whether its group
automorphism has only finite orbits, only infinite orbits or both finite
and infinite orbits. This is most easily seen on Hilbert space level so we
proceed by first identifying a GNS representation of a reduced group
C*-dynamical system.

LemMMA 2.2, If (CHT),w,T,Z) is a reduced group C*-dynamical
system, and p is its group automorphism, then (L*(T),id,d,,U) is the
GNS representation of the system where U : L*(T') — L*(T') : f +— fop.

PROOF. (L*(T'),id) is a trivial representation of C*(T") with w as
its vector state in d;. Therefore, for (L?(T'),id,d;) to be the cyclic
representation of the system, we only have to show that d; is a cyclic
vector, i.e. that {id(7)0, : T € CXT")} = {79, : T € C(I')} is dense
in L*(T'). Consider any f € L*(T') and let € > 0 be arbitrary. Since
{6, : g € T'} is a total orthonormal set in L*(T") by Theorem 1.1,

m
If =D ady,ll < e
j=1

for some ay, ...,a,, € Cand g1, ..., g, € I'. Since S = Z;nzl a;\(g;) is an
operator in C(I') and S6, = > 7" a;d,, we thus have that [|S6, — f]| <
e. As f € L*) and € > 0 was arbitrary this shows that {T'§; : T €
Cx(I)} is dense in L*(T).

By definition, the GNS representation of 7 is given by the mapping

id(A)d; — id(7(A))dy
for all A € C*(I"), and in particular for all g € G by,
5, = Mg)o1 = UNg)U 6, = UN(g)6, = U3,

Thus the GNS representation of 7 corresponds with U, used to define
7, on span {6, : ¢ € G}. Hence, as {0, : g € G} is an orthonormal
basis of L*(T"), the GNS representation of 7 is U € Z(L*(T)). O

An important observation to be made from Lemma 2.2 is that,
since we are excluding trivial groups consisting of single elements from
consideration, no reduced group C*-dynamical system is trivial. That
is, the Hilbert space of the GNS representation, L*(T"), with total or-
thonormal basis {d, : g € I'}, is not one dimensional.

PROPOSITION 2.3. If all of the orbits of a reduced group C *-algebraic
system’s group automorphism are infinite, then the system is strongly
mizing.
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PROOF. Let p be the group automorphism of a reduced group C*-
dynamical system (C}(I'),w, 7,Z). By Lemma 2.2, 7 has a GNS repre-
sentation given by U : L*(T') — L*(T) : f + fop.

For any g,h € I' and n € N, we have that

<5ga Un5h> = <5ga ‘5p‘”(h)>-

If b # 1, then there is an N € N such that 0,-n@) # d, for all n > N,
since otherwise the orbit {p"(h) : n € N} would be a finite set. That
is, if p~™(h) = g and p~"(h) = g for distinct m,n € N, then {p"(h) :
n € N} can consist of at most |m — n| elements. Since {J, : g € I'}
is an orthonormal set by Theorem 1.1, (6,,U"¢,) = 0 for all n > N.
Hence

(60) nli_)rgo(ég, U"0p) = 0 = (64, 01) (01, ).
If h =1, then U™, = 9y, for all n € N so that
(09, U"0n) = (dg, 0n)
= (09, 01) {01, 0n)
since h = 1. Thus
(61) lim (2, U"y) = (x,61)(d1, y)

n—oo
holds for = = d,,y = &), with g, h € ' arbitrary. Let x,y € span {d, :

g € I'} be arbitrary with, say x = Zle ;g and y = Z;n:l Bibn,. If
on; # 1 for all j, then by the preceding arguments

<Jf7 U’ﬂy> - Z Zmﬁngl, Unéhj> = O

14
=1 j=1

i

for n large enough. Since, (61,y) = 0 in this case, (61) holds. If hy =1
for some k € {1,...,m}, then it again follows that for a large enough n

l
<ZL‘, Uny> = Zmﬁk<5gm Un(shk>
i=1

This show that (61) holds for any x,y € span {d, : g € I'}. That (61)
holds for all z,y € L*T), follows from the fact that {d, : g € I'} is
dense in L*(T") and similar arguments utilizing the triangle inequality,
as in the proof of Proposition 3.1. Thus (C}(I"),w, ,Z) is strongly
mixing by Proposition 3.1 (c). O
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The condition in Proposition 2.3 is in fact an “if and only if” con-
dition which we will not have to prove, as it will be an immediate
corollary of a later proposition.

PROPOSITION 2.4. A reduced group C *-algebraic system is compact
if and only if all of its group automorphism’s orbits are finite.

PROOF. Let p be the group automorphism of a reduced group C*-
dynamical system (C¥(I'),w,7,Z). By Lemma 2.2, 7 has a GNS rep-
resentation given by U : L*(T') — L*(T) : f + f o p. We first prove a
preliminary result, from which the proposition will follow readily.

Consider any g € I" and suppose that {p"(g) : n € Z} is finite.
Then, since U"dy = d,-n(g), {U"0y : n € Z} is finite and therefore
trivially totally bounded in L?*(T"). Conversely, suppose that {U"d, :
n € L} = {0,-n(y : n € Z} is totally bounded in L*(T"). We can then
show that {p™(g) : n € Z} = {p™(g9) : n € Z} must be finite. For
any g,h € T, ||6, — 6nllzz = V2 so fix an € > 0 such that ¢ < ‘/75
Since {dn(g) : n € Z} is totally bounded there is a finite set M =
{1, ..., 2m} C L*(T) such that for any n € Z, ||0,n(y) — 21| < € for some
kE=1,...,m and |05, — z;|| > € for all h # p"(g), since otherwise

18,m(0) — Onll < 10pmg) — 2l + [ — On]| < 2¢ < V2.

Hence, each open € ball centered at z, for £ = 1,...,m, contains at
most one element from {0 : n € Z} and since every element in
{0,n(g) : m € Z} is in one of these e-balls, it follows that {p"(g) : n € Z}
is finite.

Now, assume that (C(I'),w,7,Z) is compact. By Theorem 4.10
and Proposition 4.9, all f € L?(T") have totally bounded orbits relative
to {U" : n € Z} in L*T). In particular, {U"d, : n € Z} is totally
bounded in L*(T") for all ¢ € T'. Then, by the preceding argument,
{p™(g) : n € Z} is finite for all g € G, or in other words, the group
automorphism p has finite orbits.

Conversely, assume that p has finite orbits. Then, by the preceding
argument, J, has totally bounded orbits relative to {U™ : n € Z}
for all g € T in L*(I') = H. By Lemma 4.8 and Proposition 4.9,
span {0, : g € '} C Hygs. Since H,gs is a closed, H,qs = H = L*(T) by
Theorem 1.1. Thus (C*(T"),w, 7,Z) is compact by Theorem 4.10. O

PROPOSITION 2.5. If a reduced group C'*-dynamical system’s group
automorphism has at least one finite orbit, then the system is not er-
godic.

PROOF. Let p be the group automorphism of a reduced group C*-
dynamical system (C}(I"),w, 7,Z). By Lemma 2.2, 7 has a GNS repre-
sentation given by U : L?(T') — L*(T") : f — f o p. Suppose that p has
a finite orbit in h € T'\{1}, i.e. {p"(h) : n € Z} is finite.
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By Corollary 4.3 and Proposition 1.4 we know that (C}(I'),w, 7,,Z)

is ergodic if and only if
Uf=fVnel < feCd
The fact that {p™(h) : n € Z} is a finite set allows us to easily define
an f € L*(T") that is a fixed point of U, but not a constant multiple
of 0;. Suppose that {p"(h) : n € Z} = {h1,...,hn}. It is clear that
D i Oty = D iy Oy I we set f =377 3y, then it follows that
vf=u Z On;

—_

Therefore f is a fixed point of U and since f & Coy, (CH(T),w,7,Z) is

r

not ergodic. U

Since a C*-dynamical system that is strongly mixing is also ergodic,
by Proposition 2.3, Proposition 2.5 has the following corollary.

COROLLARY 2.6. If a reduced group C*-dynamical system, with
group automorphism p, s strongly mixing, then all of the orbits of
p are infinite. Furthermore, a reduced group C*-dynamical system is
strongly mizing if and only if it is ergodic.

Finally, if the group automorphism p has both finite and infinite
orbits, then the system is not ergodic, by Proposition 2.5, and not
compact by Proposition 2.4. For any reduced group C*-dynamical
system with group automorphism p we therefore have in summary:

p has only infinite orbits = strongly mixing
p has only finite orbits = compact but not ergodic
p has both finite orbits and = neither compact nor ergodic

infinite orbits

3. The case of free groups

In the preceding section we learned that to completely specify a re-
duced group C*-dynamical system, we only need to supply a group with
a group automorphism. It was also proven that a reduced group C*-
dynamical system is either compact but not ergodic, strongly mixing
or does not have any of the four ergodic properties that we are consid-
ering. We referred to these as the three different ergodic “profiles” that
are possible. It is now our aim to supply examples of each of these three

© University of Pretoria



92 4. REDUCED GROUP C*-ALGEBRAS

possibilities. With reference to the summary at the end of the previous
section, it is not an altogether difficult exercise to think of three group
and group automorphism pairs that will yield systems having, consecu-
tively, each of these three ergodic “profiles”. It is far more interesting,
however, to consider three reduced group C*-dynamical systems that
share the same group, but with three different group automorphisms.
Ergodic properties depend on the C*-algebra, state and the time evolu-
tion. For any reduced group C*-dynamical system, changing the group
and the automorphism, amounts to changing the C*-algebra, the state
and the time evolution. It would then come as no surprise if the new
system has different ergodic properties. However, if we only change the
group automorphism, then all that changes, is the time evolution of the
system, so we would of course then expect the ergodic properties to be
at risk of changing as well. Therefore, identifying a single group with
three different group automorphisms, such that the resulting three re-
duced group C*-dynamical systems have these three different ergodic
“profiles”, would be a good example this. A group for which this is
readily possible, is the free group of a countable set.

Let S={..., 89,5 1, S0, 51, S2, ...} be a countable set and let Fs be
the free group generated by S. Thus, each element in S is assigned an
inverse S' = {s7! : s € S} and elements of Fy consist of finite strings
of elements of S U S~ with “elimination” taken into account, i.e. any
substring s !s or ss7! is removed. In particular, the identity 1 of Fg
is the empty string. Thus

Fs={ay...a,, : a; € SUS " and a; # a;rll Vi=1,...m—1}.

For any a,b € Fg with, say, a = ay...a,, and b = b;...b,, the group
operation of Fyg is given by:

ab=ay...0p_by...b,
where 0 < k < min{m,n} is the smallest number such that a,, ; # b ".
If ¢ : S — S is a bijection then ¢ can be used to define a group
automorphism on Fg.
PROPOSITION 3.1. If q: S — S s bijective, then
Qu: Fs — Fs:ay...an — q(ar)...q(am)
is a group automorphism on Fg if we define
q1)=1and q(s ') =q(s) ' Vse8.
PROOF. Since g : S — S is bijective, it is clear that
(62) a(s1) = qls2) ™ & s1=s53
for all s1,5, € SUS™! which shows that @, : Fs — Fs is well defined.

1
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Let a,b € Fs be arbitrary with, say, a = ay...a,, and b = by...b,.
Let 0 < k < min{m,n} be the smallest number such that a,, , # b, '
Then, by (62),

Qq(a)Qq(b) = Q(al)u‘Q(am—k)Q(bk)”'Q(bn)
= Qq(al...am_kbk...bn)
= Q,(ab).
Thus @, : Fs — Fg is a group automorphism U
Now that we know that any bijection of S defines a group auto-
morphism of Fg it is a simple matter to identify three bijections that
defines three group automorphisms of Fg that have, consecutively, in-
finite orbits, finite orbits and neither finite nor infinite orbits. This is
simply because it is easy to identify bijections of S that have, consecu-

tively, infinite orbits, finite orbits and neither finite nor infinite orbits,
which then carry over to Fjs.

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let m € N. If we define

qlis—>328i'—>8i+1\V/i€Z

gy g4 s sin Vig{mn:necZ},
& - ’ Smn F7 Sm(n—1)+1 Vnez

_ ) son = sogyry 5 and
qs'S%S'{82n+1'—>S2n+1 VnelZ

then Qq, : Fs — Fs has infinite orbits, Qq, : F's — Fg has finite orbits
and Qq, : Fs — Fg has both finite orbits and infinite orbits.

PrROOF. The proof is elementary. First note that ¢; “shifts” each
element ahead by one, ¢, shifts every element ahead by one, except if
the element is in a mn position, in which case it is moved backwards
by m units, and so creates an infinite series of consecutive “m-loops”.
Lastly, g3 only moves every second element ahead by two.

It is clear that ¢, ¢2 and g3 have, respectively, infinite orbits, finite
orbits and both finite orbits and infinite orbits in S. Therefore, we
only have to understand that these orbits carry over to Fg. Consider
any nonempty string in Fs, say a = ajas...a,,. Then, for any n € Z,

0(a) = ¢ (a1)q} (az)...q7 (am).

In the case of @, since for any s € SU S~ ¢}'(s) is distinct for
all n € Z, it is clear that Q7 (a) # a for any n € Z\{0}. That is, Q,,
has infinite orbits.

In the case of Q,,, we have that ¢5*(s) = s for any s € SUS™!, so
that Q2" (a) = a for all n € Z. That is, @y, has finite orbits.

In the case of Qy,, if a1, ..., am € {S2n41 : 1 € Z}, then Q7 (a) = a
for all n € Z. But if a; € {s9, : n € Z} for at least one i, then g3 will
send a; on an infinite cycle of two “shifts” forwards or backwards so
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that Q7 (a) # a for all n € Z\{0}. That is, {Q}, (a) : n € Z} is finite
for some a € Fs and infinite for others. O

With the free group Fs generated from S, and the three group
automorphisms ¢1, g2, g3 of Fs we can now define the three reduced
group C*-dynamical systems using definition 1.7. For convenience, we
wish to give each a name.

DEFINITION 3.3. The reduced free group C*-dynamical systems
1,2 and 3 (ReFG1,ReFG2 and ReFG3) are the reduced group C*-
dynamical systems with group Fs and, respectively, group automor-
phisms Q,,, Qg and Q. That is, ReFG1 = FG(Fs, Qg ), ReFG2 =
FG(Fs, Qy,) and ReFG3 = FG(Fs, Q).

PROPOSITION 3.4. ReF(G1 is strongly mixing.

PrROOF. Immediate from Propositions 2.3 and 3.2. U
PROPOSITION 3.5. ReFG2 is compact but not ergodic.

PrROOF. Immediate from Propositions 2.4,2.5 and 3.2. U
PROPOSITION 3.6. ReFG1 is neither ergodic nor compact.

PrROOF. Immediate from propositions 2.4,2.5 and 3.2. U
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CHAPTER 5

The Quantum Torus

The quantum torus is a very basic example of a noncommutative
C*-algebra that has come up again and again in the literature over the
past thirty years. In particular, the quantum torus has been studied
both in regard to quantum chaos and quantum ergodic theory in the
physics literature. In [23], Heide explains that, to study and define
quantum chaos, a classical chaotic system can be quantized to study
what footprints of the classic chaotic behaviour remains in the quantum
case, and in [5] it is explained that, as maps on the torus offer canonical
examples of chaotic systems, it is natural to test conjectures about the
quantization of chaotic systems by quantizing such maps. Our interest
lies in the quantization of maps on the torus, as this yields a noncom-
mutative dynamical system on which we can attempt ergodic analysis.
In [17], Klimek and Lesniewski explains that quantization of dynam-
ical systems has two components: construction of a quantized phase
space of the dynamical system, given by a noncommutative algebra
of observables, and defining a time evolution on the quantized phase
space. In [18], Klimek and Les$niewski discusses how quantum ergod-
icity can be defined and interpreted on these quantized systems, and
then proceed to study the ergodic properties of two quantized maps on
the torus, the Kronecker map (translation on the torus) and Arnold’s
cat map (group automorphism on the torus).

In this chapter we will quantize two maps on the torus: We will
first quantize the group of translations on the torus, which should not
be confused with the Kronecker map wherein a dynamic is defined with
a Z action using a single translation on the torus. Instead, we will use
the group R? of all translations on the torus to determine an action.
For our final example we will, similar to [18], quantize the Arnold cat
map albeit in a different manner that fits into our framework, using C*-
dynamical systems. Our approach for both examples will be to start
with the Hilbert space of functions on the torus, L*>(T?), and define two
unitary operators in Z(H), satisfying a certain commutation relation,
that will act as the generators of the quantum torus Ag. We will
then define evolution on 4y by realizing the group of translations, and
Arnold’s cat map as unitary operators in .Z(L*(T?)), and then defining
evolution in terms of these unitary operators. Our approach to quantize
Arnold’s cat map will be significantly simpler than [18] but our ergodic
analysis will mirror the results of [18].

95
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1. Construction of the quantum torus

In this section we will first define what is meant by a quantum
torus, and discuss its relation to the classical torus, before we consider
how a C*-dynamical system can be constructed on top of it. Both the
quantum and classical torus are constructed on top of the topological
torus T? = R?/27Z2. Its algebraic, topological and measure structure
are discussed in the appendix. For the sake of brevity, and to safeguard
the simplicity of the expressions to follow, we will adopt a simplified
notation for functions defined on the torus T? = R?*/27Z*. For any
f:T? - C and (x,y) + 27Z* € T? we will denote the value of f at
(z,y) + 27Z? simply by f(x,y). We will do the same for points on T?
and will write (z,y) € T? instead of (z,y) + 27Z* € T

Furthermore, throughout this chapter, v will denote the normalized
Haar measure on T2 which is compact, and L?(T?) will denote L?(v).

In the following Theorem we define two unitary operators in .2 (T?),
which will be the building blocks of the quantum torus.

THEOREM 1.1. For any 6 € R, let
U@,V@ : LQ(T2) — L2(T2>
be defined by

6

(Ugf)(l',y) - eiwf(xay - 5)

(Vof)a.9) = €1z + & 1)

forany f € L*(T?) and z,y € R. Then Uy and Vy are unitary operators
in £ (L*(T?)). Furthermore

UyVy = eiiOVQUQ.

PROOF. For any f € L*(T?) it follows by the translation invariance
of v that

2 _ _Q 2
[t o= [ (e =5 dviey
, 0
— [ ey = P dv
TQ
:/ Ugf|? dv.
T2

Similarly, fT2 |fI? dv = fT2 |Vof|? dv. Thus Uy and Vy, which are also
clearly linear, are well defined isometries in £ (L?(T?)). Note that by
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a completely similar argument, the mappings Uy, V}, defined by

(Vo) 9) = ¢ F(a,5+ )

(Vif)(w9) = ¢ f(a — 5.9)

for all f € L*(T?), are also well-defined operators in £ (L?(T?)). Clearly
UyUp = UpUp = 1 = VoVy, = VU,

so that, therefore, U, = U," and V, = V,!. Therefore, Uy and V,
are surjective isometries, and hence necessarily unitary by [20, 3.10-6

Theorem (f)].

To obtain the final assertion, let f € L?*(T?) be arbitrary. Then,
for any x,y € R we have that

(UaVof)(,9) = (Us(Vof))(x.3)
= (Vof) (g — )

2
o 0 0
— ezxel(y_g)f(x + 5’ Y — 5)
_ e—ieei(x+g)eiyf(x 4 g’y _ g)
= e eV (Uyf)(x + 37 y)
= e (Vo(Usf)) (2, y)-
ThUS, UyVy = €_i9V9U9. O

DEFINITION 1.2. For any fixed # € R, the quantum torus is the
C*-subalgebra of .Z(L?*(T?)) generated by the unitary operators Uy
and Vg, and is denoted Ajg.

The trigonometric polynomials play a central role in the quantum
torus and that they are dense in C(T?) and L?*(T?) is of fundamental
importance. In order to make the proof of this fact more concise, we
include the following lemma, which is a special case of [6, Proposition
7.4.2] extended to complex functions (see bottom of [6, p. 228]).

LEMMA 1.3. Let p be a regular measure on a compact Hausdorff
space X. Then C(X) is dense in L*(u).

Since the Haar measure v is regular, by definition [6, Section 9.2],
and T? is compact, Lemma 1.3 is applicable to (T?,v).

THEOREM 1.4. The trigonometric polynomials span {E,, ,, : m,n €
N} where Ep, n(x,y) = ™™ are dense both in C(T?) and L*(T?)
in their respective norms.

© University of Pretoria



98 5. THE QUANTUM TORUS

PROOF. Let T' = span {e™%e™ : n.m € Z}. As T C C(T?) and
T? is compact, I' C L?(T?). T is self-adjoint in the sense that it is
closed under complex conjugation. As the constant function 1 is a
function in I', T’ vanishes at no point in T2. T also separates the
points of T? for if (z1,y1) # (2, ys) for some (x1,v1), (T2, y2) € T? then
flxy,y1) # flry,y) if f = e® or if f = e, depending on whether
r1 — Xy # 2mn or y; — ya # 2mn. Therefore by the Stone-Weierstrass
Theorem, generalized for complex functions, [26, Theorem 7.33], T" is
dense in C(T?).

For any f € C(T?), in particular any f € ', we have that || f|, <
|| flloo, so that the topology of L?(T?) restricted to I, is weaker than
the topology of C(T?) restricted to I'. Therefore

(63) clra(re) (') 2 cloere () = C(T?)

by the density of " in C'(T?). By Lemma 1.3, C(T?) is dense in L*(T?)
from which it follows, by (63), that

CILQ(TQ)(F) D ClLQ(’ﬂ‘Q)(C(Tz)) = L2(T2)

which shows that cljz¢p2)(I) = L?(T?). That is, I is dense in L*(T?)
U

By [22, Theorem 2.1.15] we can recover T? from the C*-algebra
C(T?) up to a homeomorphism, and so we refer to C'(T?) as the clas-
sical torus, since, at least topologically, it contains all the information
regarding T?. Hence, the classical torus C(T?) is a commutative C*-
algebra as the algebraic operation is pointwise multiplication of the
complex functions. The question immediately arises: In what way, if
any, does the quantum torus generalize the classical torus? The answer
lies in the choice of the parameter 0. As UpVy = e V,Uy, by Theorem
1.1, it is clear that the quantum torus is commutative if and only if
0 = 0. Thus, the quantum torus, like the classical torus, is commu-
tative if # = 0. More than that, not wishing to increase the suspense
any further, the quantum torus and the classical torus are x-isomorphic
if & = 0. This important result is a consequence of the fact that the
trigonometric polynomials, >~ a;e™®e™¥ are dense in C'(T?), and the
observation that the norm of an operator in Ay is effectively the sup-
norm of C(T?). Before we proceed to prove that the two spaces are
isomorphic, we state the latter more clearly in the following lemma.

LEMMA 1.5. For any g € C(T?), the operator
A LA(T?) — LA(T?) : f = gf
is in £ (L*(T?)), and

Al = llgllc = sup |g(z,y)|.

(z,y)€T?
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PROOF. Let M = ||g||oo. Thus |g(z,y)| < M for all (z,y) € T? so
that, for any f € L?*(T?)

60 1A= [ 11oP dv <0 [ 1P av =0 pIE

A is clearly linear, and from (64) we can see that A : L*(T?) — L?(T?)
is well defined, that A € Z(L?(T?)) and furthermore that ||A|| < M.
If M =0 we are done, so assume that M > 0.

As |g| is continuous on T?, which is compact, |g(z',y')| = M for
some (2/,y') € T?. Let 0 < ¢ < M be arbitrary. By the continuity of
|g|, there is a nonempty open set (x,y) € A, such that |g(z,y)| > M —¢
for all (x,y) € A.. Since v is a Haar measure, v(A.) > 0 by [6, Lemma
9.2.2]. Define the function

1
v(As)
Clearly f € L*(T?) and ||f]|z2 = 1. Tt follows that

1 2 — 1 2
H‘4f”L2 = \//11“2 |g\/mXA5‘ dv = \/I/(Ae) /Ae ’g’ dv
! —€|? dv

=M —e
Thus ||A]| > |M — €|, and as 0 < € < M was arbitrary, ||A|| > M. O

[:T? = C:(2,y) — Xag-

THEOREM 1.6. If 0 = 0, the quantum torus, Ay, and the classical
torus, C(T?), are x-isomorphic through the mapping

p: C(TQ) — Ay
where (f)h := fh for all f € C(T?) and h € L*(T?).

PROOF. ¢ : C(T?) — £ (L?*(T?)) is well defined by Lemma 1.5, and
clearly determines a homomorphism of C(T?) into £ (L?*(T?)). For any
f € C(T?) and g,h € L*(T?) we have that

(@(Ng. 1) ey = (Fg. 1) = /Tz fgh dv

= (g, fh)
= (g, ¢(f)h)
= (o(f) 9. h).

Hence o(f)g = ¢(f)"g for any g € L?(T?), or in other words, ¢(f) =
©(f)". Thus ¢ : O(T?) — Z(L*(T?)) is a *-homomorphism.

© University of Pretoria



100 5. THE QUANTUM TORUS
Let I' = span {E,,,, : m,n € Z}. For any m,n € Z and h € L*(T?),
(O(Emn)h)(z,y) = ™™ h(z, y) = (Ug Vih)(z,y).

Thus ¢(E,,,,) = UJ*VE so that, since ¢ is a homomorphism, we have
that ¢(T') C A. If f € C(T?) is arbitrary then, by Theorem 1.4, s, —
f for some sequence (s,,) in I'. Since ¢ is linear and norm preserving, by
Lemma 1.5, it follows that o(s,) — ¢(f) in Z(L*(T?)). Therefore,
since Ay is closed in .Z(L?*(T?)), and ¢(T') C A, it follows that o(f) €
Ap. Thus ¢ : C(T?) — A is a *-homomorphism. Moreover, ¢ is
injective since for any f, g € C(T?), if fh = gh for all h € L*(T?), then
f=g

To show that ¢ : C(T?) — Ay is surjective, let A € Ay be arbitrary,
and let (A,) be a sequence in span {UJ'V{ : m,n € Z} converging to A.
Thus (s,) := (¢ '(A,)) is a convergent sequence in C'(T?) converging
to, say, f € C(T?). So, as before, A,, = ¢(s,) — ¢(f) so that by the
uniqueness of limits in .Z(L*(T?)), we have that A = p(f). O

It is worth noting that the x-isomorphism, ¢, established between

C(T?) and A, effectively does a GNS construction of C'(T?). That is,
(L*(T?), ¢, 1) is a cyclic representation of C'(T?).

2. Construction of C*-dynamical systems

To construct a dynamical system on the quantum torus, we look
to the classical torus C'(T?) for inspiration. One can easily imagine
some sort of dynamics on the functions in C'(T?), and since C(T?)
and A are x-isomorphic, the dynamics’ “manifestation” on A, can
be determined. Hopefully one could then generalize the dynamics to
Ay and obtain a s-automorphism, or group of x-automorphisms. For
example, if ¢ : T? — T2, then it would be natural to consider the
following dynamics on C/(T?):

(65) 7:C(T?) — O(T?) : f + foo.

Of course, for it to be well-defined we will have to place some conditions
on ¢, so lets assume that ¢ is a homeomorphism and measure preserv-
ing. From the former it can be shown that 7 is a x-automorphism
on C(T?). If we can identify a suitable state w, then we will have a
C*-dynamical system of the form (C(T?),w, T, Z).

The question now is: Can we generalize (65) to Ay? By Theorem
1.6, the mapping ¢ : C(T?) — Ay where ¢(f)h = fh, for any f €
C(T?) and all h € L*(T?), determines a *-isomorphism between C'(T?)
and Ag. So, for an arbitrary A € Ay, there is a unique f = o (A4) €
C(T?) such that Ah = fh for all h € L*(T?). Hence, we can migrate
(65) to Ay with

(66) T Ay Ay A poTop H(A).
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Thus, for any A € Ay and h € L*(T?)

T(Ah=p(r(e" (A))h =T(¢  (A)h =7(f)h.
That is, Ah = fh and 7/(A)h = 7(f)h which clearly shows (65)’s
“manifestation” on Ay. (66) can be written in a more useful form, if
we define
U: L¥(T?) — LA(T?) : f v fo .
Then U € £ (L*(T?)) is unitary and
(67) Ay = Ay A UAU .

The usefulness of (67) compared to (66) is that, in principle, it can be
directly generalized to Ay with

(68) 7 Ag— Ag: A UAU.

For (68) to be valid, we would require UA,U~' C Ay, however we
would further like (68) to determine a x-automorphism of 4y in which
case we will have succeeded in generalizing (65) to the quantum torus.
So the next question is under what conditions does this occur? This
question is answered, more generally, in the following proposition:

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let 8 € R. Let G be a group and U a unitary
representation of G on £ (L*(T?)) such that U,1 =1 and UgAgUg* C
Ay for all g € G. Define

w:Ag—>C: A (1, A1)
7:G = Aut (Ag) 1 g— T,

7ot Ag = Ag i A UyAU,
Then (Ag,w, T, G) is an abstract dynamical system. Furthermore,
(L*(T?),id,1,U) is its GNS representation.

PROOF. Ay is a C*-algebra by definition and it is easy to see that
w defines a positive linear functional on Ay such that w(l) =1, i.e. w
defines a state. Since UgAgU; C Ay for all g € G, we have that 7,
is well defined for all ¢ € G. That, 7, € Aut (Ay), 7, 0 7 = 7, and
woT, =w for all g,h € G, is established in the same way as was done
for the group of automorphisms in Proposition 1.1 where the state and
s-automorphisms are defined similarly. Thus, (Ay,w, T, G) as defined
is an abstract dynamical system.

(L?(T?),id, 1) is trivially a cyclic representation of (Ag,w, 7, G) pro-
vided we know that {id(T)1 : T' € Ay} is dense in L*(T?). Considering
the operators in Ay that are finite sums of operators of the form U;*Vy

it is clear that, as id(UPV?)1 = UPVEL = e % By, p,
{id(A)1: A € Ay} D span{FE,,,, : m,n € N}.
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Therefore, by Theorem 1.4, {id(T)1: T € Ap} is dense in L*(T?). The
GNS representation is now given by (L*(T?),id, 1, U) since id(7,(A4))1 =
UgAU;1 = U,AU_41 = U,A1 as required in Definition 1.3. O

To apply Proposition 2.1 we have to supply the group of unitary
operators {U, : g € G}. We will derive such a group from the group
of translation maps on the torus, and later from a cat mapping on
the torus, so that by Proposition 2.1 we will then have two abstract
dynamical systems. In the case of the cat mapping on the torus, G = Z,
and so it will be immediate that the abstract dynamical system is a C*-
dynamical system. For the case of the group R? of translations on the
torus, however, we will have to explicitly establish that the abstract
dynamical system obtained from Proposition 2.1 is a C*-dynamical
system, since then G will be equal to R?. We will consider the group
of translations on the torus in the next section.

Proposition 2.1 reveals a remarkably convenient feature of C*-dyn-
amical systems on the quantum torus. If an abstract dynamical system
is constructed in the way described by Proposition 2.1, and it can be
shown to constitute a C*-dynamical system for the particular choice in
G and unitary operators {U, : ¢ € G}, then the system has the same
GNS representation for all values of 6. Recalling from section 2.3 that
all the ergodic properties of a system can be completely characterized
in terms of the GNS representation, on the Hilbert space of the cyclic
representation, it follows that the ergodic properties of a C*-dynamical
system on the quantum torus Ay, are the same for all values of . That
is, the dynamical systems on the classical and quantum torus have the
same ergodic properties and it is sufficient, therefore, to only consider
the classical case, when # = 0, which is precisely what we shall do, if
it simplifies the analysis.

3. Dynamics given by translation

In this section we will use the group of all translations on the torus
T? = T : (z,y) = (¢ + 5,9 +1)

to first define an abstract dynamical system on the torus using Propo-
sition 2.1. In the classical case this dynamic reduces to the shifting of
functions in C'(T?). We will then show that an abstract dynamical sys-
tem created in this way, using translations, constitutes a C*-dynamical
system.

PROPOSITION 3.1. For any (s,t) € R?, let pgy : T*> = T2 : (z,y) —
(x + s,y +1t). Then

Usi: L*(T?) — L*(T?) : f > f o pss

satisfies the requirements of Proposition 2.1 and the resulting abstract
dynamical system (Ag,w,T,R?) is a C*-dynamical system. Further-
more, Ts1(Ug) = €Uy and 7,,(Vy) = " V,.
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PROOF. Let 6 € R and (s,t) € R? be arbitrary. Us, is easily seen
to be linear, and by the translation invariance of v

/1r2|f|2 dy_/1r2‘f(x+s’y+t)|2 dy.

Thus Uy, : L*(T?) — L*(T?) is a well defined isometry in £ (L?*(T?)).
From the definition it is clear that U Uy p = Ugty 41y for any (s',1') €
R?, and in particular, Us,U_5_, = U_; Uy, = 1 which shows that
Us, is invertible and therefore unitary, again by [20, Theorem 3.10-6
(f)]. This also shows that G — Z(L*(T?)) : g — U, is a unitary
representation of G. U,,1 = 1 is immediate.

To show that U, AU,y € Ag first note that the mapping 7/, :
L(LX(T?) : A Uy AU, is a x-automorphism of Z(L*(T?)), as we
have seen before, and is therefore isometric by [22, Theorem 2.1.7].
Now let f € L*(T?) and (z,y) € T? be arbitrary. It follows that

(Us,tUGU;tf) (‘Ta y) = (UGUs*,tf> (x +sy+ t)

A 0
— 61(:1:+s) (U_&_tf) (l‘ +sy+t— 5)
is _ixT 6

= ("Uof) (x,y).
Thus 7} ,(Ug) = €Uy, and similarly 7/,(Vy) = €"Vj. Let
Aj = span {UJ'Vy : m,n € Z}.

Then it follows that
U, AyU,, € A,

since 7, is a *-automorphism. If A € Ay, then A4, — A for some
sequence (A,) in Aj. However, since 7/, is isometric, it follows that
limy, o0 74 (An) = 7.,(A), so that since 7/ ,(T,) € Aj € Ay for all
n € N, and Ay is closed, 7{,(A) € Ay follows. That is, 7/,(Ag) =
Us’tAgU;t C Ay as required.

Thus Proposition 2.1 applies, and (Ag,w, 7,R?) is an abstract dy-
namical system with GNS representation (L?*(T?),id,1,U). We will
now show that it is a C*-dynamical system.

R? is Abelian, separable and locally compact. An example of a
Folner sequence in R? is A, = {(z,y) € R?* : 22 +y? < n?}. Thus R? is
a separable Abelian amenable group.

Consider any convergent sequence (sg, t;) C R? with, say (s, tx) —
(s,t), for some (s,t) € R?. We wish to show that so-lim U, ;, = U,
which holds if and only if Uy, 4, f — Us.f for all f € L*(T?). Consider
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first, an arbitrary trigonometric polynomial %™ It follows that
||Usk,tkEm,n o Us,tEm,nH _ Heimsk eintk Em,n - eimsei”tEmmH
— ‘eimsk e'mtk o eimseint’ HEm,nH

so that, since s;, — s and t;, — t, we have that e™™skei"x — gimseint
by the continuity of e"*e"™¥ and therefore that

(69) Usk,tk Em,n — Us,tEm,n~

For any element in span {E,, , : m,n € Z}, say E]]\il a; Ey, . it follows
that

M M
HUsk,tk Z ajEmj,nj - Us,t Z ajEmj,nj H
i=1 j=1

M
S Z |aj| ||U5k7tkEmjanj - Us,tEm]—,nj H
j=1

so that, by (69) we still have that
(70) Uslmtkg — U37tg

for all g € span {E,,,, : m,n € Z}. Now, for any f € L*(T?) and € > 0
there is, since the trigonometric polynomials are dense in L*(T?) by
Theorem 1.4, an f" € span {E,,,, : m,n € Z} such that ||f — f'|| < £.
By (70) there is an N € N such that [|U,,f" — Us, . f'|| < § for all
k > N. It follows that

HUs,tf - Usk,tka S HUs,tf - Us,tf/H + HUs,tf/ - Usk,tkf/H
+ HUSImtkf/ - Usk»tka
=f = FN+Usef = Usrr £l + 1f = £l

cE €€
=3 + 3 + 3= €

for all k > N. Hence, since € > 0 was arbitrary, Us, ;, f — Us.f, and

as f € L*(T?) was arbitrary, so-lim Uy, ;, = Us;. Thus U : (s,t) — Uy,

is so-continuous as required, and all of the requirements are met for

(Ag,w, 7,R?) to be a C*-dynamical system. O

Proposition 3.1 gives us our first C*-dynamical system on the torus.
As with all other examples already considered, and yet to be considered,
we define the C*-dynamical system in full detail for easy reference.

DEFINITION 3.2. For any fixed # € R, the Quantum Torus with
Translations (QTT(6)) is the C*-dynamical system (2, w, 7, R?) where
(i) A=Ay
(i) w: Ag > C: A (1, Al) 2
(iii) 7 : R* — Aut (Ag) : (s,t) — 7o where 7o, : Ag — Ay :
A = U AU, Uy L*(T?) — L*(T?) : f — fops; and
pst T2 = T?: (z,y) = (x+s,y+1)

© University of Pretoria



4. ERGODIC PROPERTIES OF TRANSLATION 105

In the next section, we will investigate the ergodic properties of

(QTT(9)).
4. Ergodic properties of translation

By Proposition 2.1, the GNS representation of QTT(6) as defined
in Definition 3.2 is given by (L?*(T?),id, 1,U).

By Corollary 4.3, to determine whether QTT(0) is ergodic, we wish
to find the dimension of the fixed point space of the GNS representa-
tion. That is, we wish to find all f € L*(T) such that Uy,f = f, or
in other words, such that f = f o py, for all (s,t) € R?. If all such
fixed points are multiples of the known fixed point 1, the cyclic vector
in L?(T?), then the fixed point space is one dimensional and we have
that QTT(0) is ergodic by Corollary 4.3. On the face of it, it certainly
appears to be the case here, as how else could a function f satisfy
[ = fops; for all (s,t) € R? if it is not constant. Note that, this is
obviously true for a function g : R? — C. However, briefly breaking an
earlier rule regarding the tacit understanding that L*(X) is a space of
equivalence classes,

f=FfopsV(st)€eR?
strictly speaking means that
fl = f2 © pPst a.€ v f17f2 € [f]? (Sut) S R2'

The question is thus a measure theoretic problem, and it has a non-
trivial conclusion. We will instead derive a stronger condition than
ergodicity for QTT(), and show that QTT(0) is necessarily ergodic
lest we contradict this stronger condition.

PROPOSITION 4.1. In QTT(0), w is in fact the unique T-invariant

state on Ay, i.e. the only state on Ay such that wo 75, = w for all
(s,t) € R2.

PrOOF. Consider any 6 € R and let w’ be any 7-invariant state on
Ay. Then, for any m,n € Z and all (s, t) € R?, it follows by Proposition
3.1 that

w'(Ug'Vy) = w'(7:,4(Ug'Vy))
_ w/(eimseintugnvg)
— eimseintw/(U;an)'
Since ™™ =£ 1 for some (s,t) € R? it follows that «'(U7VY) = 0.
Since, by the same reasoning, w(Uy'Vy) = 0 for arbitrary m,n € Z

it follows that w = w’ on span {U;'Vy : m,n € Z}. Hence, since
span {Uy'Vy : m,n € Z} is dense in Ay, it follows that o’ = w. O

By Proposition 4.1, QTT(#) has a property called unique ergod-
tcity, which is yet another ergodic property with a slightly different
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origin than the properties that we are considering. Whereas the prop-
erties under our consideration have their origin in measure theoretic
dynamics, unique ergodicity has its origin in topological dynamics.

We will now set out to show that the existence of a second fixed
point of the GNS representation, that is not a multiple of 1, which
is precisely what occurs in a system that is not ergodic, allows us to
construct a second different invariant state, contradicting Proposition
4.1. We will require some preliminary results to construct this second
state in general.

LEMMA 4.2. For any normalized f € L*(T?) for which |f| # 1,
there is an g € C(T?) such that

[(f,9f) —(1,91)] > 0.

PROOF. Since |f| # 1, | f|* # 1. Therefore

(71) v({zeT?*:|f(z)]” >1}) >0, or
(72) v({zeT?:|f(2)]* <1}) > 0.

First suppose that (71) holds. Since {z € T?: |f(2)|* > 1} = U,—,{z €
T? : |f(2)]* > 14 1}, there is an € > 0 such that, if

S={zeT?:|f(2)]*>1+¢},

then v(S) > 0. Let h = |f|*—1so that h > eon S and —1 < h < eon
T2\ S. Without loss of generality we may assume that ¢ < 1 so that
|h| < 1 on T?\ S. By the regularity of v, for any § > 0 we can find
an open set W5 O S such that v(W;\S) < ¢ and since T? has finite
v-measure and is Hausdorff, it follows by [6, Proposition 7.2.6] that
there is a compact set K C S such that v(K) > 0. Choose § = ev(K).
Utilizing [26, 2.12 Urysohn’s Lemma] we now find a g € C(T?) such
that g : T2 — [0,1], g =1 on K and g = 0 on T? \ W;. It follows by
these properties of g that

/hng/Z/hdl/>€I/(K):5
s K

and that

‘/ hg dv
W;s\S

g/ Ihg| dv g/ | dv < ev(K) = 6.
Ws\S Ws\S
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It now follows that

(o)~ (1ot = [ (fPg—g) av

TQ

:/ hg dv

’]I‘Z

:/hg dv—i—/ hg dv
S T2\ S

:/hg du—l—/ hg dv
S Ws\S

> 0.

The result in the case that (72) holds follows by a similar argument,
if we define S = {z € T?: | f(2)|> < 1 — €}, but (71) has to be assumed
not to hold so that A = |f|*—1 is guaranteed to be bounded T?\ S. O

Any normalized fixed point f of the GNS representation can be used
to define an invariant state (f, (+)f) on Ay, however it is not guaranteed
to necessarily be different from QTT()’s state w = (1,(-)1). If a
normalized fixed point f € L?(T?) has the property that |f| # 1, then
we can use Lemma 4.2 to define a state that is different from w, at
some h € C(T?) = Ay, which would contradict Proposition 4.1 in the
case that # = 0. That such an f can be identified when QTT(0) is
assumed to not be ergodic, is established in the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let (L*(T?),id,1,U) be the GNS representation
of QTT(O)=(Ag,w,,U). If [ is a fixed point of U such that [ & C1,
where 1 € L*(T?), then there is a normalized fized point g € L*(T?) of
U such that |g| # 1.

ProoF. Without loss of generality we may assume that || f|| = 1.
If | f| # 1 we are done, so suppose that |f| = 1. That is, v(f~'{1}) =
v(T?) = 1. Define the following two functions:

_ S+l

VST
f+1

h =
I+l

Since f ¢ C1, f # —1 and f # —i so that ||f+ 1] # 0 and || f +1|| # 0.
Thus, g and h are well defined. Furthermore, as a linear combination
of the fixed points 1 and f, g and h are both fixed points of U.

Since | f| = 1, almost all of the function values of g lie on the circle
in C centered at 1+ 0i and with radius m Therefore, if |g| = 1 then
¢ has at most two function values of the form x + iy and x — iy, with
y # 0, and hence f also has at most two distinct function values of the
same form, say, a + b and a — ¢b in T. This is simply because the unit

circle in C and a circle centered at 1+ 0z in C can only intersect at two

© University of Pretoria



108 5. THE QUANTUM TORUS

points. Since f ¢ C1, a+ib and a—ib are the only two function values of
f and they are distinct. That is, v(f~*(a+1ib)) > 0, v(f~*(a—1ib)) > 0
and v(f~'(a +ib)) + v(f~Ha —ib)) = v(T?) = 1.

Similarly, if || = 1, then similar reasoning shows that f has pre-
cisely two function values of the form ¢ + id and —c + id.

Clearly we cannot have that |g| = 1 and that |h| = 1 since f
cannot have function values of the form a + ib,a — b, c + id, —c + id

and simultaneously have precisely two function values. Thus |g| # 1 or
\h| # 1. O

PROPOSITION 4.4. QTT(0) is ergodic.

PROOF. By Proposition 2.1 the GNS representation of QTT(0) is
given by (L*(T?),id, 1, U) which is independent of #, so without loss of
generality we may assume 6 = 0, since ergodicity can be characterized
in terms of the GNS representation. If f € L?*(T?) is any normalized
fixed point of the GNS representation, then

wr:Ag—=C: A (f,Af)
is a T-invariant state on Ay, as for any (s,t) € R* and A € Ay
wf(TSJ(A)) - <f7 Us,tAU:,tf>
Ufs,ftfa AUfs,ftf>

f7 Af>
= wy(A).

=
-

Suppose that, QTT(0) is not ergodic. Then, by Corollary 4.3 we
can find a normalized fixed point f € L?(T?) of the GNS representation
such that f ¢ C1. By Proposition 4.3 we can find a normalized g €
L?(T?) that is a fixed point of the GNS representation such that |g| # 1.
Thus w, is a T-invariant state on Ay. Hence, by Lemma 4.2 there is an
h € C(T?) such that

(73) we(An) —w(Ap) = (g, hg) — (1,h1) #0

where Ay, is the operator in Ag such that A, f = hf for all f € L?(T?).
That Aj, € Ay follows from Theorem 1.6. What (73) shows is that w,
is an invariant state on Ay which is different from w. By Proposition

4.1 we have a contradiction. So QTT(0) is ergodic, and therefore so is
QTT(#) for all 6 € R. d

PROPOSITION 4.5. QTT(0) is compact.

PROOF. By Proposition 2.1 the GNS representation of QTT(0) is
given by (L?*(T?),id,1,U). Let 6 € R be arbitrary. For any m,n € Z
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and (s,t) € R? it follows that

Us,tEm,n(za y) = Emm(l' _I— S, Y + t)

_ ezm(a:—i-s) ezn(y+t)

— eims+intEm’n (l', y>

Thus E,,, is in the eigenspace L*(T?),qs of the GNS representation.
Since {E,,.,, : m,n € Z} densely spans L?(T?), Theorem 1.4, it follows
that L*(T?),4s = L*(T?). Hence, QTT(#) is compact by Theorem
4.10. O

5. Dynamics given by a toral automorphism

In section 3 we used the translations {ps, : (s,t) € R?*} on the torus
to define the the time evolution of the C*-dynamical system QTT(0).
In this section we will instead use a homeomorphic group automorphism
© of the torus, or toral automorphism, to define the time evolution. We
will show that the resulting C*-dynamical system, in the noncommu-
tative case when # = 0, corresponds to a particular case of the the
reduced group C*-dynamical systems constructed in chapter 4, which
will eliminate the need for a separate analysis of the system’s ergodic
properties even when considering the noncommutative case.

For the remainder of this section, ¢ : T? — T? will be used to
denote a toral automorphism. As the Haar measure v is translation
invariant on the torus, that the translations p,; are measure preserving,
is automatic. To establish the same for ¢, however, we will require the
uniqueness, up to normalization, of the Haar measure.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Let v be the normalized Haar measure on T2,
and ¢ : T*> — T? a homeomorphic automorphism. Then

v(p ' (E)) = v(E)
for all Borel sets E.

PROOF. Define a Borel measure u on the T? of T? as follows:
p:B—-R:Ewv(p ()

Since ¢ is continuous and hence Borel measurable, p~!'(%) C 4, by
[26, Theorem 1.12 (b)]. Thus p is well defined and p can now easily
be seen to define a measure on . We can show that p defines a
normalized Haar measure on T?.

Consider any E € % and let € > 0 be arbitrary. Then ¢ !(E) € &
so that by the outer regularity of v there is an open set V 2 ¢ !(E)
such that v(V) — v(e ' (FE)) < e. Since ¢ = (¢~)~! and ¢! is con-
tinuous we have that ¢(V') is an open set. It follows that

(V) = u(B) = v(e™ (V) — v(p™(E)).
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Thus, as £ € # and € > 0 was arbitrary this shows that p is outer
regular. To show that p is inner regular, let V' be an open set in
T? and let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. Then ¢~!(V) is open so that by the
inner regularity of v there is a compact set K C ¢~ (V) such that
v(e™(V)) — v(K) < e. Since ¢ is continuous, ¢(K) is compact. It
follows that

(V) = ulp(K)) = v(e™ (V) = v(K) <«

Thus, as the open set V and € > 0 was arbitrary this shows that
i is inner regular. It is clear that p is finite on all Borel sets, and in
particular all compact sets. Hence, if i is also invariant under the group
operation of T?, then it will define a Haar measure, and in particular
a normalized Haar measure since p(T?) = v(T?) = 1.

Let 2 € T? and E € % be arbitrary. Then z = (2’) for some
2" € T2 It now follows by the invariance of v that

WzE) = ulp()E) = v(zp™ (B)) = v(¢~(E)) = W(E).

Thus p is invariant under the group operation of T? and so u = v by
the uniqueness of the Haar measure up to normalization. Therefore
the result follows from the last two terms in the above equality. U

By [28, Theorem 0.15], the homeomorphic automorphism ¢ of T?
is given by a 2 X 2 matrix
a b
v=(14)

with determinant +1, such that for any ( g ) € T?

x\ (ab x
“\y) \ed y
[ ax+by
-\ cx+dy
The action of ¢! is similarly given by the inverse matrix

1 d —b
ATl =
7 det(A@) ( —¢ a )

so that for any ( i ) € T?
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In Section 3 we used translations on T? to define unitary operators
satisfying the conditions in Proposition 2.1 to obtain an abstract dy-
namical system on Ag. We will now define similar unitary operators
using the toral automorphism ¢ with the aim of applying Proposition
2.1.

PROPOSITION 5.2. Let ¢ : T? — T? be a homeomorphic automor-
phism with det(A,) = 1. Then

U,: L*(T*) = L*(T?) : f+— foyp

is a unitary operator in L (L*(T?)), U,1 = 1 and, for any 6 € R,
UpAgU, C Ag. Furthermore U,UpU, = ei%ﬁVgUg and U UgU; =

- cdf

—15Z e d
e "2 UgVy

PROOF. Let 6 € R be arbitrary. Since ¢ is measurable, ¢~ '(F) €
P for any E € %A, by [26, Theorem 1.12]. Thus, for any f € L?*(T?),
f o ¢ is measurable and since ¢ is measure preserving, i.e. vop ! = v
it follows that

@ [Pa= [ Pegd= [ 7o

Hence, if f € L*(T?), then f o ¢ € L*(T?) which shows that U, is
well-defined. Moreover, (74) shows that U, is an isometry so that since
Uys(foge™t) = fforall f e L*T?), it follows that U, is unitary by
[20, 3.10-6 Theorem (f)].

To show that U<p.,4lgU::7 C Ay, first note that

T L(LH(T?) — L(LA(R?)) 1 A~ U AU,
is a s-automorphism and hence isometric. To see why det(A,) = 1 is
required, define A := det(A,). Let Aj, = span {U}'V} : m,n € Z}. For
any f € L*(T?) it follows that

7(Up) = (U,UpU,f) (x,y)
=Uy(f o He(z,y)
= Uy (fop™") (ax + by, cx + dy)

. 0
— ¢iaztby) (feoep™) (ax + by, cx + dy — —)

2
(5o ()
e (2 1( )
a
2

. b6 0
— i(az+by) -7 7
e f (x+ TN A>

© University of Pretoria



112 5. THE QUANTUM TORUS

Since

(03939) () = (939) (0

=i i(az+by) Q . Q
=e'2e f(a:+b2,y a2>
it is clear that 7(Up) = 2 UIVE € A, if A = 1. We make the
observation that if A = —1, then 7(Uy) € A_y which, since A_y4 is a
different algebra, gives a good indication that the result does not hold in
general when A = —1. It similarly follows that 7/(Vg) = ¢! U5V4 =€
Aj, if A = 1. Since 7' is a x-automorphism we therefore have that
7'(Ay) C A, If A € Ay, then A,, — A for some sequence (A,,) in Aj.
However, since 7’ is isometric, it follows that lim, ., 7/(A,)7'(A), so
that since 7/(A4,) € Ay C Ay for alln € N, and Ay is closed, 7/(A) € Ay
follows. That is, 7/(Ag) = U¢A9U; C Ay as required.
U,1 =1 is immediate. 4

By feeding the unitary operator defined in Proposition 5.2 to Propo-
sition 2.1, we obtain an abstract dynamical system with Z action, which
is thus a C*-dynamical system.

As with all other examples already considered, we define our final
C*-dynamical system in complete detail, in keeping with Remarks 1.9.

DEFINITION 5.3. For any fixed # € R, the Quantum Torus with
a toral Automorphism ¢, (QTA(f,¢)) is the C*-dynamical system
(A, w, T, Z) where
i) A=Ay
(i) w: Ag > C: T+ (1,T1)2
(ili) det(A,) =1
(iv) 7: Ag = Ag : A U AU, U, LA(T?) — LA(T?) : f > fog
and ¢ : T? — T? is an automorphlsm

6. Ergodic properties of a toral automorphism

QTA(0, ¢) shares its ergodic properties with a type of C*-dynamical
system that we have already analysed, namely the reduced group C*-
dynamical systems. In order to notice this note that on Hilbert space
level QTA(0, ¢) is equivalent to QTA(0, ¢) which in turn is precisely
the system in Definition 1.7 for I' = Z? as we’ll now explain. Namely,
we will show that C#(Z?) = Ay and that p is obtained as the “har-
monic dual” of ¢, and that the respective states are naturally identified.
Roughly speaking we simply show that C*(Z?) represents the harmonic
dual of Z?, namely T?, as a C*-algebra C*(Z*) = Ay, and this identi-
fication allows us to see that QTA(0, ¢) is equivalent to Definition 1.7
for I' = Z2.
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We start by identifying the linear isomorphism between L?(Z?) and
L*(T?).

PROPOSITION 6.1. The continuous extension i, to L*(T?), of

v:span {E,,, : m,n € Z} — L*(Z?)
k k

: Z @B n; Z aj‘s(mjvnj)

J=1 Jj=1
18 an isometric isomorphism.

PrOOF. Consider any s € span {E,,, ,, : m,n € Z}, say s = 2?;1 a5 B ;-
Since {0y : m,n € Z},{Ey, : m,n € Z} are orthonormal sets in

L*(7%), LQi’H‘Q), respectively, it follows that
Isl* = lle(s)1*.

Therefore, as ¢ is also linear and span {E,,, : m,n € Z} = L*(T?),
it follows that the continuous extension ¢ : L?(T?) — L*(Z?) is well
defined by [20, Theorem 2.7-11] and clearly also an isometry. Wholly
similar arguments reach the same conclusion for the mapping

1 L*(Z*) — span {8(mn) : m,n € Z}
k k
> i0(my ) P Y B,
j=1 Jj=1
which then gives the inverse of 7. Hence 7 is bijective. Thus 7 is an
isometric isomorphism. O

Proposition 6.1 now allows us to establish the same relationship
between Ag and C*(Z?). Note that for the remainder of this section we
will use 7 to denote the isometric isomorphism defined in Proposition
6.1.

PROPOSITION 6.2. The continuous extension , to Agy, of

7 :span {Ug'Vy i m,n € Z} — C*(Z?)
k k
: ZajUgn]ng = Zaj/\(mj,nj)
j=1 j=1

s an isometric x-isomorphism. Furthermore,
T(A)=ioAoi ' = TAI™!
for all A € Ay.
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Proor. Consider any A € span {UJ'V} : m,n € Z}, say A =
Zjv_ll a;Ug" Vi and any s € span {Ep,,, : m,n € Z},say 5 = Y221 b By, -
It follows by Proposition 6.1 that

Ny No
| As|| = Zang%vgj ZbkEpk,Qk

7=1 k=1
Ny No
=1 k=1 L2(T2)
Ny N

= Zzajbké(mﬁ‘pkvnﬁ-%)
=1 k=1 LQ(ZQ)
N1 Na

= Z a;A(m;, n;) Z b0 (i ar)
7=1 k=1

(75) [As|| = [l (A)(s)]

It follows that this then also holds for any s € L*(T?) and therefore
|7(A)|| = [|A]|. Therefore m extends to an isometry 7 : Ag — CF(Z?).
Wholly similar arguments reach the same conclusion for the mapping

© :span {A\(m,n) :m,n € Z} — Ay

k k
. Mgy
DY aiAmy,ng) = Y a UV
=1 j=1

and a moment’s reflection will show that 79 = @7 = id. Hence 7 is
bijective.

Recall that, for any group I'" and A(g), A(h) € C*(T'), AM(g)A\(h) =
A(gh). Hence, for any m,n,p,q € Z, X\(m,n)A\(p,q) = AX(m +p,n+ q).
It can therefore be easﬂy seen that7 for any A,B € span{Uy", Vi :
m,n € Z}, 1(AB) = n(A)w(B). Since 7 is also linear

7(aA +bB) = an(A) + b7 (B)
T(AB) = w(A)7(B)

for all A,B € Ay and a,b € C. Thus the bijective 7 is an iso-
morphism. To show that it is a k-isomorphism, again consider any
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T € span{Uy'Vy : m,n € Z}, say A = Zjvzl Uy Vy'. Tt follows that

m(AT) = (Z(UB”Z’)*(VS”)*)

= (i Ugmwgm>
= ZA(—mj, —n;)
= (Z A(mj,nj)>
= 7(B)"

Therefore, for any A € Ay, 7(A") = (7(A))", for if (x,,) is any sequence
in a C*-algebra, then z,, — z if and only if 2, — 2", as the norm
of an element and its adjoint are equal. Thus 7 is a *-isomorphism.

For the final assertion first note that, since 7 : L*(T?) — L?(Z?)
is an isometric isomorphism, (Ar~! € Z(L*(Z?*)) for all A € Ay C
Z(L*(T?)). For any m,n € Z it follows that

(U0)d(m,n) = AL, 0)8(m,n)
= O(m+1,n)
= iEpiin
= UoEmmn
= Ul 0

from which it follows that 7(Up) = iUpz " on span {0 : m,n € Z}
and consequently on L?(Z?). Similarly, 7(Vy) = iVyi~!, and so since
7 and [ are isomorphisms, it follows that 7(A) = fA;~! for all A €
span {UJ'Vy : m,n € Z}. Since 7 and 7 are isometric, it follows that
7(A) = TAT™! for all A € A,. O

We denote the transpose of A, by Ag and will now show that
(Ag)*1 is the “harmonic dual” of ¢ referred to earlier.

PROPOSITION 6.3. There is a cyclic representation for QTA(0, @)
and a cyclic representation for RG(Z?,(AL)™"), with respect to which
the dynamics of the two C*-dynamical systems are represented by the
same unitary operator. That is, the GNS representation of the -
automorphisms on Ay and C(Z?*) are given by the same unitary oper-
ator.
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PROOF. By Lemma 2.2, (L*(Z?),id, d(90)) is a cyclic representation
of RG(Z? (AL)™"). Proposition 6.2 identifies a mapping 7 : Ay —
CH(Z*) C ZL(L*(Z?)) that is a s-isomorphism. (L*(Z?),7,d(00)) is the
cyclic representation of QTA(0, ¢) since 7(Ag)C(Z?) and §(g ) is cyclic
for the latter, and

(6(0,0): 7(A)d(0,0)) = (T 60,0y, AT 0,0)) = (1, A1)

for all A € Ay so d,0) indeed gives the state of QTA(0, ¢).

Next, we show that the dynamics of both systems are given by the
same unitary operator U on L?(Z?). This is in fact very easy to show,
provided we can navigate the sea of notation involved when simultane-
ously considering two C*-dynamical systems’ GNS representations. In
the case of RG(Z?, (AL)™"), the unitary representation of the dynamics,
i.e. the GNS representation of (A7), is given by

—1
Vo LXZP) — LX(Z%) - f = fo (A])
and in the case of QTA(0, ) the unitary representation of the dynamics
is given by
U: LX(Z*) = LX(Z%) : #(A)d00) = 7(U,AU,)S0,0)
: ZAZ_15(070) — ZU@AU;Z_I(S(O’Q)
(1Al = U, AL
We wish to show that V = U. For any m,n € Z it follows that
(UcpEm,n>(37> y) = Em,n(gp(xa y))

- Em,n(ax + bya cT + dy)
eim(a:p—l—by) ein(cx—l—dy)

_ ei(am+cn)xei(bm+dn)y
- EAg(m,n) (ZE, y)
and therefore
Ubpp = UltEy, , = Uy B,
= ZEAg(m,n)
= 5A£(m,n)
o (A1)
=Vimn.
Therefore, as U,V € £ (L*(Z*)) and span {0,,,, : m,n € Z} is dense in

L*(Z?), it follows that U = V. Thus QTA(0,¢) and RG(Z?, (AL)™")
have the same GNS representation. U
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By propositions 6.3 and 2.1 we know that QTA(6, ) and RG(Z?, (A])™)
have the same ergodic properties for all values of 8, and by proposi-
tions 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5 we know that RG(Z?, (A7)~") can have only one
of three combinations of the ergodic properties:

(i) strongly mixing if A7 only has only infinite orbits
(ii) compact, but not ergodic, if Ag only has only finite orbits

(iii) neither compact nor ergodic, if Ag has both finite and infinite

orbits

It is a simple task to find three 2 x 2 integer matrices with determinant
1 having, respectively, only infinite, only finite and a both of finite
orbits and infinite orbits. Let

11
v=(12)

~1 3
=(53)

12
v=(0 1)

A, Ay and As are group automorphisms on Z2 A; only has only
infinite orbits which can be seen by inspection. As only has only finite

orbits as (A42)% = (A43)7% = id. A3 has both finite orbits and infinite
orbits, which can also be seen by inspection. Since A;, As and Aj are
integer matrices with determinant 1 it follows that each, together with
the inverse of its transpose, determines an automorphism on T?. Let

¢1:T* = T?: (2,9) = 22 —y, —2 +y)

¢y : T2 = T?: (2,9) = (22 +y, —32 —y)

¢3: T? = T?: (2,y) = (2, —27 +y)
Then (Af)~" = Ay, (A],)" = Ay and (A],)~" = As. For ease in later
reference, let us devote a final definition to the last three C*-dynamical
systems on the torus using these toral automorphisms.

DEFINITION 6.4. For any 6 € R, the quantum tori with automor-
phism 1,2 and 3 (QTAL(F), QTA2(A) and QTA3(f)) are the quan-
tum tori with, respectively, toral automorphisms ¢, ¢ and ¢3. That
is, QTAL1(0) = QTA(0, ¢1), QTA2(0) = QTA(0, p2) and QTA3(F) =
QTA<07 ¢3>

PROPOSITION 6.5. QTA1(0) is strongly mizing.

PROOF. QTA1(f) has the same ergodic properties as RG(Z?, A;)
which, since A; has only infinite orbits, is strongly mixing by Proposi-
tion 2.3. U

PROPOSITION 6.6. QTA2(0) is compact but not ergodic.
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PROOF. QTA2(0) has the same ergodic properties as RG(Z?, Ay)
which, since A, has only finite orbits, is compact but not ergodic by
propositions 2.4 and 2.5. U

PROPOSITION 6.7. QTAS3(0) is neither compact nor ergodic.

PROOF. QTA3(f) has the same ergodic properties as RG(Z?, A3)
which, since Az has both finite and infinite orbits, is neither compact
nor ergodic by propositions 2.4 and 2.5. U

QTA(6, ¢) therefore gives the same ergodic possibilities as RG(Z?, p)
systems, but it is a different type of example, since on C*-algebra level,
C#(Z?) is “deformed” by 6, and this is of interest in C*-algebras and
even quantum physics, and therefore QTA (0, ) is an important exam-
ple.
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Further Research

The first combination that we did not find a concrete example of
is a system that is weakly but not strongly mixing. There are several
examples in classic ergodic theory of systems that are weakly but not
strongly mixing. However, these systems do not necessarily have a read-
ily identifiable noncommutative analog that is of interest. An example
with a possible noncommutative analog is discussed in [2, Section 2]
where a SL(2,7) action is studied on the 2 dimensional torus T2. In
Chapter 5 the time evolution given by a translation 7' is generalized
from the classical case. That is, if § = 0, then the time evolution
reduces to C(T?) — (T?) : f + foT. The same holds for automor-
phisms on the torus in our QTA examples. So in principle, we could
also attempt to generalize the example studied by [2] to Ay and find an
example of a weak mixing C*-dynamical system, that is not strongly
mixing on the quantum torus. However, such a generalization will
require us to modify aspects of our development of noncommutative
ergodic theory. For example, SL(2,7Z) is not Abelian and therefore in
particular not an Abelian locally compact amenable group. The most
significant casualty in our development forgoing Abelian group actions,
is the Splitting Theorem of Jacobs-Deleeuw-Glicksberg. Furthermore,
as is, we would require SL(2,7Z) to be amenable, and it reasonable to
expect that it is not (see [25, (0.7) Example, p6]). So, our formulation
of the weak mixing property in terms of a Falner sequence will not be
appropriate for such a generalization. Our definition of the strong mix-
ing property, for a Z action, is even less appropriate. One possible way
to proceed is to use the spectral formulations as the definitions them-
selves. For example Proposition 4.7 could be used to define a weakly
mixing system. One would then have to find a spectral characterization
of the strong mixing property as well.

The other combination for which we did not find a concrete exam-
ple is a system that is ergodic, but does not possess the other three
ergodic properties. A natural question to ask is whether, given two dy-
namical systems, a “combination” or “product” of the two systems can
be defined to obtain a new dynamical system whose ergodic properties
derives from its constituents. For example, could two systems with the
same ergodic properties as DESS1 and ReFG be “combined” to form
a system that is ergodic but does not possess any of the other three

119
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ergodic properties? A possible way in which this might be achieved
is through the use of tensor products and joinings of W*-dynamical
systems [11], which are subsets of C*-dynamical systems.
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Appendix : The Torus

There are different ways to define the torus 72. It can be defined as
the quotient space T? = R?/27Z? or as the product space T = S x S!
where S! is the unit circle in C. An incentive to use one definition
over the other can be provided by the structure on the torus that is of
greatest interest. For instance the measure structure on the torus has a
clearer connection with the Lebesgue measure on R? when the torus is
viewed as a quotient space whereas the topological structure is simpler
when the torus is viewed as a product space. This is in contrast to the
group structure on the torus which is entirely straight forward in either
case. We have a greater interest in the group and measure structure
on the torus, however, we would like to know that the torus is compact
and Hausdorff. To obtain the benefit of both formulations we define
the torus as

T? = R?/2nZ>

and show that there is a homeomorphism between T? and 7. We then
gather, and transfer, the compactness and Hausdorff property of T to
T? which will then allow us to equip T? with its measure structure: the
normalized Haar measure on its Borel o-algebra.

PROPOSITION 6.8. The function f : R — S' : o+ € is an open
mapping.

ProoOF. Let V' C R be an open set. Since every point of V is an
interior point of V', it is possible to write V' = (J, cp (20 — T, Ta + 7a)
where, for all @« € A, z, € V and r, > 0. Without loss of generality
we may assume that r, < 7 for all @« € A. Since each of the intervals
(Lo — Ta, To + 7o) has a length less than 27 it is clear that

fa = f|(a:a—ra,xa+ra) : (xa —Ta,Ta + Ta) — Sl
121
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is bijective for all @« € A and that f;! is a branch of the complex
logarithm, and therefore continuous. Hence

f(vV)= U f(Xa —TayTa +7a)

a€EN

= U foc(xoc — Ta, Ly +Ta)

acEA

= U (f;l)il@ja — T, To + Ta)

a€EN

which is a union of open sets. U

The following is an alternative proof that does not directly utilize
the continuity of the logarithm. It is included purely for novelty pur-
poses as the author found it interesting.

PROOF. We start by considering the “distance” between f(x), f(y)
for arbitrary =,y € R :

e — e%|* = |cosx +isinx — cosy — isiny|?

= (cosx — cosy)® + (sinx — siny)?
=2 —2cosxcosy — 2sinxsiny

=2 —2cos(z —y)

We note from this result that if |z —y| € (%, 25), then [e'® —e¥| > /2.
Let z € R, y € [x — 7,2 + m) be arbitrary and consider an 0 < ¢ < 7.
Observing that cosz < 1 — 523 for all € [0,3] we deduce that if

5
% > |z —y| > € then

8
(76) cos(z —y) <1 — Fu P
8 16
(77) 2 —2cos(z —y) > 2F|Q;_y’3 > FGB
(78) e — | > Ke2

where Kk = \/%. The converse of this result thus states that for any

reR yelzr—mae+n)and 0 < e < 5, if [ — €| < kes, then

|z —y| < eor |r—y| > 7. The latter case is impossible since, as noted
earlier, if |z — y| > Z then [e™ — | > /2 = m(g)% > ke

Let V C R be open and consider any z € f(V). Thus z = €™ for some
x € V and since V is open there is a 6 > 0 such that |z —y| < § =y €
V. Let us now consider an arbitrary z° € S', so 2/ = e where without
loss of generality we may assume that y € [z — 7,2 4+ 7). Suppose 2
satisfies |2z — 2| < k62, where § = min {7, §'}. By using the converse
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of the earlier result it thus follows that
|z — 2| < KO? = |z —y| <o
=yecV
= f(y) =2 € f(V)
What this shows is that for an arbitrary z € f(V'), there exist a § > 0

such that z € S' N B(z,k62) C f(V), where B(w,r) is the open ball
of radius r in C centered at w. Since S' N B(z,k62) is open in S!
we therefore have that z is an interior point of f(V') in the subspace
topology. Since z € f(V') was taken as arbitrary it follows that f(V)
is open. U

COROLLARY 6.9. The function f :R? — T : (z,y) — (e, e%) is a
continuous open mapping.

PROOF. The continuity of f follows from the continuity of
f RS iz e®

as follows: Let U be an open set in S'. Thus U = UaeA U, x V, for
some indexed open sets Uy, V, in S!. It now follows by the continuity
of f that

oy = 10 x £71(Va)
acl
which is open in R? since for each a € A, f~1(U,) x f~'(V,) is in the
basis of the R? topology. Thus f is continuous.

To prove that f is an open mapping mapping, consider any open
set in R? of the form U x V where U and V are open sets in R. Since
f is an open mapping it follows that f(U x V) = f(U) x f(V) is open
in S'. Since any open set in R? can be written as the union of open
sets of the form U x V, with U and V open, it follows that f(WW) is
open for any open set W in R2. Thus f is an open mapping U

THEOREM 6.10. The mapping
(79) §:T? = T : (w,y) +20Z* — (e, e")
1$ a group isomorphism and a homeomorphism.
PROOF. ¢ is clearly bijective and with the group operations
T? x T? — T :
(z1,91) + 27Z% X (19,12) + 20Z* = (21 + To, 91 + y2) + 27Z?, and
TxT—T:
(eim’eiyl) x (ei:(;176iy1) N (ei(x1+x2)’ei(y1+y2))

it is clear to see that 0 defines a group isomorphism.
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Consider any open set V C T?. By definition of the quotient topol-
ogy, p~ V), where p : R? — T? = R?/27Z? is the quotient map, is
open in R?. Thus, by Corollary 6.9, f(p~'(V)) is open in 7. Now we
only have to note that, as for any z, v,

(z,y) € p (V) & (2,y) +27Z* € V, and
flz,y) =06 ((x,y) +20Z%) = (™, €")
we have that 6(V) = f(p~(V)) is open.

Conversely, consider any open set U C 7. (f)~'(U) is open by the
continuity of f established in Corollary 6.9. Note that

P p((H)H)) = () (V)
which follows simply because (z,y) € (f)~'(U) if and only if (z,y) +
2n(m,n) € (f)~"(U) for all m,n € Z. Since p~'(p((f)~"(U))) is there-
fore open, p((f)~*(U)) is open by definition of the quotient topology.
Now we only have to note that, as for any z,y

(z,y) € (f)"(U) & (¢,¢") € U, and
plx,y) =67 (e, eY) = (x,y) + 27 Z°

we have that 6~1(U) = p((f)~'(U)) is open.
Therefore, the bijective mapping ¢ is an open mapping and contin-
uous, or in other words, a homeomorphism. Il

In Theorem 6.10 we also showed that T? and T? are group isomor-
phisms of one another and are therefore effectively one and the same
space.

Since S! is compact in the plane, 7 = S! x S! is compact in the
product topology by [21, Theorem 37.3 (Tychonoft’s theorem)]. Hence,
T? is compact by Theorem 6.10. Furthermore, S* x S! is clearly a
compact group, i.e. its group operation is continuous, and so T? is also
a compact group by Theorem 6.10. Similarly T? is Hausdorff since S*,
and hence 7 = S! x S!, are Hausdorff spaces. As a compact group,
in particular a locally compact group, we equip T? with the unique
normalized Haar measure v on its Borel o-algebra 2.

In Chapter 5 we will encounter several instances where the unique-
ness of v and the invariance of v under T?’s group operation are im-
portant.
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