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1. Introduction

Joinings, and more specifically disjointness, of measure theoretic dynamical systems were introduced in [16] and has
since become an important tool in classical ergodic theory (see for example [10] and [17] for overviews). In noncommutative
dynamical systems, in an operator algebraic framework, a generalization of joinings in terms of tensor products of operator
algebras has been applied in the study of dynamical entropy [22], and a more systematic study of such generalized joinings
was initiated in [12,13]. An early exploration of disjointness in the noncommutative setting, but from the point of view of
topological dynamics, can be found in [6, Section 5].

However, although the tensor product approach gives a direct generalization of classical joinings, it does have its limita-
tions, for example if one wants to consider noncommutative versions of so-called graph joinings of more than two copies
of the same system. In [12, Construction 3.4] and [13, Section 5] this problem could be handled for the case of two copies
of the same system by considering the commutant of the one copy, since this alleviates commutation problems sufficiently,
but for more than two copies this simple approach does not help. This is unfortunate, as “self-joinings” of this type have
proven very useful in classical ergodic theory; see for example [20,21,11] as sample of papers that have appeared over the
years applying this idea.

In this paper we replace the tensor product with a free product of operator algebras as an alternative way to approach
this problem. In this case we get an analogy rather than a generalization of classical joinings. We could refer to joinings
based on free products as “free joinings”, but since we consider only the free product setting in this paper, no confusion
will arise if we simply use the term “joinings”. We will however consider two types of free products, namely the unital
C*-algebra free product, and the reduced free product of unital C*-algebras with specified states, and will correspondingly
use the terms “joining” and “r-joining”, respectively.

Free products of operator algebras were initially studied in [9,5,23], and useful sources for the ideas and tools from this
area that we will use are [25] and [24]. We can add that free products of operator algebras have already appeared in work
on noncommutative ergodic theory. See for example the recent papers [1,14,15]. In particular we will use a result from [1]
in Section 3.
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We discuss the setting and basic definitions and constructions regarding joinings in Section 2. In Section 3 we consider
disjointness, and in particular how it relates to ergodicity. In the tensor product case ergodicity can be characterized in
terms of disjointness from identity systems [13, Theorem 2.1], and here we explore a similar connection in the free product
case for certain classes of systems. In Section 3 we only consider joinings of two systems at a time, and the goal is to give
an idea of how free joinings compare with tensor joinings in one of the standard applications of joinings (characterizing
ergodicity). Lastly in Section 4 we briefly study multi-time correlation functions. This concept has it origins in quantum
statistical mechanics [7,4], but here we also motivate it from a mathematical point of view in terms of higher order mixing
of strongly mixing systems based on reduced group C*-algebras. We show that multi-time correlation functions and their
so-called asymptotic states (if they exist), are examples of joinings. This illustrates how joinings of more than two copies of
a system occur naturally in applications.

2. Joinings

We fix an arbitrary group G and define a C*-dynamical system, or system for short, as a B= (B, v, 8) where B is a
unital C*-algebra with a state v, and B : G — Aut(B) : g — B8 is an automorphism group, i.e. a representation of G as
«-automorphisms of B, such that vo 88 =v for all g € G. We write 8% rather than Bg, since we will shortly add other
indices and this will then be a convenient notation; 88 is simply the value of the function B at g. The identity of G will be
denoted by 1, so for example 8! =idg. We will call B an identity system if 8% =idp for all g, and we will call it trivial if
B =C15p.

Throughout the rest of this section we consider a family (A,),c; of systems (but keep in mind they all use the same
group G), where we use the notation A, = (A,, i,,®,), and let A := %A, be the unital C*-algebra free product [25,
Definition 1.4.1], and let w :=*,c;u, be the free product state on A [25, Definition 1.5.4]. Using the universal property of A
we can define a free product o of the automorphism groups as follows in terms of a commutative diagram:

Y

AA——A

'

A ——

v

Here v, : A, — A is the injective unital x-homomorphism that appears in the universal property of A. Then one can verify
that poa® = pu for all g€ G, ie. (A, i, ) is a system. In terms of this we give:

Definition 2.1. A joining of (A,),c; is any state w on A such that w o ¥, = u, for all ¢t € I, and such that w o @8 = w for all
g€G. Let J((A).c1) be the set of all such joinings.

Note that w € J((A))c1) and we call w the trivial joining of (A,)e;-

We will also consider a second type of joining in terms of the reduced free product (R, ¢) := *,c1(A;, i,), the definition
of which is discussed for example in [24]. Here one considers the GNS representation (H,,w,, §2,) of (A,, ). Denoting
H, & (C$2,) by H; and setting

H::CQ@@( &y Hf1®-~-®an>

nz1 “tFFFn

(where we can view £2 as the number 1 in C if we want to be concrete) one can obtain a representation A, of A, on H
(see [25, Definition 1.5.1]), and R is the C*-algebra in B(H) generated by | J,.; A.(A,) while ¢(a) := (£2,a$2) for all a € R.
Defining a unitary representation U, of o, on H, by

Ufm (@), := m(azg(a))ﬂz

for all a € A, and all g € G, we obtain a unitary representation U of G on H by setting U8$2 := 2 and US(x1 ® --- ® xp) :=
(Uﬁx1)® . ~-®(Ulgnxn) for all elementary tensors x| ®--- QX € H; ®---®H; and all g €G. Setting 7 := 1A, : A— B(H)
it can be shown that

Usm(@)2 =m (a8(a))$2
for all a € A and g € G. It can furthermore be shown that
p8(a) :=Ua(U®)"

gives a well-defined automorphism group p : G — Aut(R) which satisfies ¢ o p& = ¢ for all g € G. In other words we have
again obtained a system (R, ¢, p). In terms of this we give:

| Please cite this article in press as: R. Duvenhage, Free joinings of C*-dynamical systems, J. Math. Anal. Appl. (2010), doi:10.1016/j.jmaa.2010.04.025




YJMAA:14946

R. Duvenhage / J. Math. Anal. Appl. eee (eeee) eee—cee 3

Definition 2.2. A reduced free product joining (or r-joining for short) of (A,),c; is any state @ on R such that w o A, = u, for
all ¢ € I, and such that w o p& = w for all g€ G. Let J,((A)),c1) be the set of all such joinings.

Note that ¢ € J-((A,).er) and we call ¢ the trivial r-joining of (A,)¢;-
In the case of joinings we now show how to construct an analogue of (a class of) graph joinings that appear in classical
ergodic theory. We will use this construction in the subsequent sections.

Construction 2.3. Assume that the systems (A,),c; are factors of some system B = (B, v, 8), i.e. there are unital x-homomor-
phisms h, : A, — B such that voh, = u, and B8 oh, =h, oaf. (A simple instance of this is A, =B for all ¢, in which case
we will end up with a so-called self-joining, since it will be a joining of copies of B.) Now we use the universal property
of A to define a unital *-homomorphism §: A — B by § oy, = h, for all ¢ € I, i.e. by the following commutative diagram:

AA——A

17

B

Then we set

A:=voé

which is a joining of (A,),c; as we now show.
Clearly A is a state on A, and Aoy, =voh, = u,. One can view A as an analogue of a diagonal measure. Combining
the diagram for § with the diagram for o, we obtain the commutative diagram

However, combining §’s diagram with

hyoaf

Bz=—""—"A

\X l’“

B

we obtain the commutative diagram

It follows from the two diagrams that we have just obtained, together with the universal property, that 8€ o § =6 o @, and
therefore Aoa® =voBEod=vod=A.Hence A is indeed a joining of (A,).c].

Assuming that G is abelian, we can take this construction further by considering a family g := (g,),e; of elements of G,
and defining a unital *-homomorphism 83 : A — B by §go v, =h, o o using the universal property of A. We then set

AgZZVOSQ

which is again a joining by similar arguments as for A: We obtain (6 o@8) o, =h, o of® from o and 85’s diagrams,
and (8% 083) o Y, =h, o ®® from &z's diagram combined with g% o (h, o a¥)=h, oaf®. Since G is abelian, it follows that
B8 0ds =d50a’.

As we will see in the next section (in Theorem 3.3’s proof), the joinings in Construction 2.3 are generally not trivial.
Simple nontrivial r-joinings will also be discussed in the next section.
Another construction that will be used in the next section is the following:

Construction 2.4. Let w be any state on A such that wo v, = u, and let (H,, 7y, £24) be the GNS representation of (A, w).
Set ¥y 1= 7w ()24 and y, := yu o ¥y, and let H, be the closure of y,(A,) in Hy, so we in effect obtain y, : A, — H,.
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It is easily seen that we can take the GNS representations of (A, u,)’s discussed earlier to be given by £, := £, and
7, (a)y,(b) = y,(ab) on the H, that we have just obtained.
Denote the projection of H,, onto H, by P, and set P{ := P,|y, for all ¢,k €. It is easy to verify that P} is the unique
function H, — H, satisfying (P¥x, y) = (x, y) for all x€ H, and y € H,, and we can call it a conditional expectation operator.
Assume furthermore that w is a joining of (A,),c;, define a unitary representation U, of o on H,, by
US 7w (@) 2y = 7w (0tg (0)) 20

and let U, be defined as before. (We can note that if w = u, then (Hy, 7y, £2,) will be (unitarily equivalent to) (H, r, £2)
which we defined earlier.) It is straightforward to show that U§,|HL =U§ for all g and «.
Combining all this we find that
P UZ =UEPf
for all g, ¢ and «, since ((Uf)*PXUExX, y) = (Ufx, USy) = (U8x, U8y) = (x, y) = (P¥x, y) for all xe H, and y € H,.

3. Disjointness and ergodicity

In classical ergodic theory disjointness of two systems refers to them having only one joining, for example any ergodic
system is disjoint from all identity systems and this in fact characterizes ergodicity. The same situation holds in the non-
commutative case in terms of tensor product joinings. In this section we study analogous results in the free product case.
We begin with the relevant definitions in terms of the notation in Section 2, with I = {1, 2}. We will study these two
definitions in turn for two different classes of dynamical systems.

Definition 3.1. Two systems A; and A, are called tensorially disjoint if for every w € J(A1,Az) one has w(ajay) =
1 (ap)ua(az), or equivalently w(azaq) = wa(az)p1(aq), for all a; € A1 and a; € A;.

Definition 3.2. Two systems A; and A; are called r-disjoint if (A1, A) = {¢).

We call the system A, ergodic if

[xeH;: Ufx=xforallge G} =Cg,

In Theorem 3.3 below we have to assume additional structure, namely that the systems involved are actually W*-
dynamical systems. The system A, is called a W*-dynamical system if A, is a o-finite von Neumann algebra and u, is a
faithful normal state. For such a system ergodicity is equivalent to the fixed point algebra

AY :=laeA: of (@) =aforall g € G}

being trivial, i.e. A* = C1,,, according to [8, Theorem 4.3.20].
Theorem 3.3. A W*-dynamical system is ergodic if and only if it is tensorially disjoint from all identity W *-dynamical systems.

Proof. Let A; be an ergodic W*-dynamical system, and A; an identity W*-dynamical system, i.e. oc§ =ida, for all g€ G.
Consider any w € J(A1,A2) and apply Construction 2.4 to see that for any a; € Ay,

USPEys(a2) = P2USYs(a2) = Piya(a2)

since A, is an identity system. However, since A; is ergodic, the fixed point space of the unitary group U; is C£2,, and
therefore P%yz(az) = 2 (az)$2,. Hence

w(aaz) = (y1(a}). y2(a2)) = (11(a}). P1y2(a2)) = p11(ar) 2 (az)

for all a1 € A1 and a; € Ay as required.

Conversely, suppose the W*-dynamical system Aj is not ergodic, and set A := A‘l)‘1 and Ay := (A3, (t1]4,,1da,). Then A
is a nontrivial identity W*-dynamical system and also a factor of A; via the embedding h; : A; — A;. Apply Construction 2.3
to obtain the joining A € J(Aq,A2), where we have set B:=A; and hy :=ids,. Now note that we do not have A(a1az) =
m1(ap)pua(ay) for all a; € A1 and a; € Ay, for if we did it would follow that

(m1 (@21, w1 (ha(az)) 21) = A(ajaz) = pa (a]) 2(az) = (1 (a1) 21, 2 (az)$21)

hence 71 (hy(a2))$21 = p2(az)$21, but §2¢ is separating for 771 (A1) (since w4 is faithful) therefore 71 (ha(a2)) = p2(a2)1pH,)-
Since 71 and hy are injective, we conclude that ap = 2 (a)14, which contradicts the fact that A; is not trivial. This proves
that A; and A, are not tensorially disjoint. O

| Please cite this article in press as: R. Duvenhage, Free joinings of C*-dynamical systems, J. Math. Anal. Appl. (2010), doi:10.1016/j.jmaa.2010.04.025 I




YJMAA:14946

R. Duvenhage / J. Math. Anal. Appl. eee (eeee) eee—cee 5

Note that the second part proof of Theorem 3.3 provides an instance of a joining A which is not trivial (when A; is not
ergodic).

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is very similar to the tensor product case in [12,13], but somewhat simpler, since in the tensor
product analogue of Construction 2.3, namely [12, Construction 3.4], we had to resort to Tomita-Takesaki theory. The result
itself is of course not quite the same as the tensor product case, since we have not been able to prove that an ergodic
W*-dynamical system only has the trivial joining with any identity W*-dynamical system.

In the remainder of this section we look at this last problem from the perspective of r-joinings, but only for a very
special class of systems. We find that for this class of systems ergodicity implies r-disjointness from identity systems (i.e.
only the trivial r-joining occurs), which is a better analogy with the tensor product case (including the classical case).

In the rest of this section (and the next) we only consider G = Z. We now consider systems A; and A; of the following
sort: Let I be the free group on the alphabet of symbols S, and let T, be an automorphism of I obtained from a bijection
of S,. We set H, :=I2(I}). Let A, be the reduced group C*-algebra C;(I) and define w,(a) := (£2,,a82,) where £, € H, is
defined by £2,(1) =1 and $£2,(g) =0 for g # 1. Using the unitary operator U, : H,— H,: f— f o TL‘1 we obtain a well-
defined x-automorphism o, : A, — A, :a+> U,aU; which of course gives an automorphism group Z > n + «]' which we also
simply denote as «,. This gives a system A, = (A, i,, &) which we will call a group system. Note that for the generators
A.(g) of A, given by the left regular representation A, of I', (defined as [A,(g) f1(h) := f(g~'h) for f € H, and g,h € I',) one
has the simple relation o, (A,(g)) = A,(T,g). We will consider these systems in the next section as well. The group system A,
is ergodic (as defined earlier) if and only if the orbits (T]'g)nez are infinite for all g e I;\{1}.

Theorem 3.4. Let A; and A, be group systems as above, with A1 ergodic and S1 countably infinite, while A, is an identity system and
Sy is finite or countably infinite. Then A1 and A, are r-disjoint.

Proof. The key point of this proof is a recent result by Abadie and Dykema [1, Proposition 3.5] regarding unique ergodicity
relative to fixed point algebras. In the notation of Section 2, namely (R, ¢) := (A1, (1) * (A2, (t2), we have R =C; (I * I32)
(see for example [24, Example 1.9]) and we can view I as the subgroup {g e I'1 * I2: (T1 xT2)g = g} of I'1 x I;, and
Ay = Cj (1) as the fixed point algebra of p. Also keep in mind that Iy % I is a free group on a countably infinite alphabet.
Since ¢ is invariant under p, and can be viewed as an extension of uy to R, it follows from [1, Proposition 3.5] that ¢ is
the unique p invariant state on R which restricts to w,. In particular ¢ is the only r-joining of A; and Ay. O

Note that in this proof we did not use the property w o A1 = w1 of a joining w of A; and Ay, but only wo Ay = up
and w o p = w. So it would seem that unique ergodicity relative to the fixed point algebra is in this situation a stronger
property than r-disjointness from identity group systems. We can also mention that Abadie and Dykema’s result actually
applies more generally than the way that we have used it in Theorem 3.4, but the setting of Theorem 3.4 is a very concrete
situation which illustrates r-disjointness very clearly.

It is not clear if the converse of Theorem 3.4 holds, since the proof technique in Theorem 3.3 relies on Construction 2.3,
which doesn’t apply in the case of r-joinings. Theorem 3.4 would therefore not be very interesting if there were not at
least complementary cases of non-ergodic group systems A; which are not r-disjoint from identity group systems. So let us
provide as a simple example the other extreme:

Example 3.5. Let A; and A, be identity group systems (and in fact, in this example the relevant groups Iy and I could
even be arbitrary, they need not be free, as long as they are not trivial, i.e. I'1 # {1} and I3 # {1}). Remember that as in
Section 2 the trivial r-joining is ¢ given by ¢ (a) = (£2,a$2). Our goal is to exhibit a very simple nontrivial r-joining of A;
and A;. Since we are working with identity systems, any state w on R is automatically p invariant. We only need to check
whether w restricts correctly to A7 and A;. We consider the following variation on ¢: For h € I1\{1} and k € I;\{1}, we
consider z:= 48, ® & € H] ® H5 C H in terms of the notation in Section 2, but in this example &y is the function such that
dp(h) =1 while §,(g) =0 for g € I'1\{h}, and similarly for §;. Then set

24z

€2 + z||
and define the state w by

w(a) = (n,an)
for all a € R. It can be checked, using the definition of A, in Section 2, that w is indeed an r-joining by first considering it
on the generators of Ay and A; given by the left regular representations A1 and A, of It and I3. It can similarly be verified
that ¢ (A1 (A1 (h))A2(A2(k))) =0 while w(A1(Aq(h))A2(A2(k))) =1/2. So w # ¢ is indeed nontrivial, and therefore A; is not
r-disjoint from A.

There has recently been some activity around topics related to [1] and to various ergodicity and mixing conditions more
generally, for example [2,14,15,18]. It might also be interesting to explore where exactly various forms of free product dis-
jointness from identity systems (or from other classes of systems) fit into the hierarchy of ergodicity and mixing conditions.
We will not study this issue further in this paper, and instead now turn to another aspect of joinings.
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4. Mixing and multi-time correlations functions

A variety of mixing (or clustering) conditions for quantum systems have appeared in the physics literature (see for
example [19]), and this is related to so-called multi-time correlations which have been studied in [7,4,3] using free products
of operator algebras. In this section we first study higher order mixing of strongly mixing group systems (as defined in
the previous section) as a motivating example for multi-time correlation functions, and then we show more generally how
multi-time correlation functions fit into a joining framework, although we work in a slightly simplified setting compared
to above mentioned physics literature in order to make the connection with joinings very clear. Throughout this section all
systems have G = Z. We will often use the notation [n]:={1,...,n} forneN={1,2,3,...}.

Recall that a system B = (B, v, B) is called strongly mixing if

lim v(ap" (b)) = v(@)v(b)

for all a,b € B. It turns out that a group system is strongly mixing if and only if it is ergodic (see for example [13, Theo-
rem 3.4]). We now show that a strongly mixing group system is k-mixing for all k € N, i.e. “mixing of all orders”, and we
formulate it in terms of joinings (essentially the same result is quoted in [7, Section 3.1] in a slightly different context and
not in the language of joinings). For fi = (n1, ..., n;) € Z¥ we use the notation i — oo to mean n; — oo, Ny — Ny — 09, .. .,
ng —nNg—1 — Q.

Theorem 4.1. Let B be a strongly mixing group system and consider any k € N. For it € Z¥, let A be the joining given by Construc-
tion 2.3 in terms of I = [k] and A, = B. Then

dim Az(a) = (xe1v) (@)

foralla € x,¢(B.

Proof. Let the dynamics B be given by the automorphism T of the free group I' obtained from a bijection of the alphabet
S of symbols of the group, as explained in Section 3. It is convenient to work explicitly in terms of the index ¢, e.g.
the left regular representation A, = A of I will be indexed by ¢ when we view A(g) as an element of A,. Consider any
g1,....8m € M'\{1} and 1, ..., 1y € I with ¢j # ;4. Since B is strongly mixing, all the orbits of T must be infinite, except

on the identity of I". Hence for fi “large enough” (in the sense of i — co) the group elements T™» g, and T™a g; will have
no symbols in common for any ¢}, # ¢y and therefore

Ai (A (81) - Ay (8m)) =v(A(TM1 g1 ... T"m gp)) =0
but Geerpty) (A, (81) ... Ay, (8m)) = 0, since M (A (gj)) =0. We conclude that for any a in a dense subset of *,c;A, we have

A (a) = (k,e74,)(a) for n large enough, and the result follows. O

This theorem implies for example that
ﬁ1im V(B (@)... 8™ (@) = v(ar)...v(a)
— 00

for all ay, ..., ax € B, which is why we view it as expressing k-mixing.
More generally consider an arbitrary system B = (B, v, 8) and a fixed k € N. For any ai,...,a,n € B and (1, ..., tn € [k]
with ¢j # ;4 for all j we call

Z¥ s v(B™ (ar)... B (am))

a multi-time correlation function of B. All of these multi-time correlation functions are subsumed in the single function
Z¥ 51l — A; where A; is again the joining obtained in Construction 2.3 in terms of I = [k] and A, = B. So our first
conclusion is that multi-time correlation functions are in fact given by joinings. Furthermore, in terms of this notation we
have the following simple theorem regarding an average of the Aj’s:

Theorem 4.2. Let (@) nen be a Falner sequence in the group Z¥. Then

- 1
AN = —— As
EM -Z "

nedy

is a joining of (A,).c1 for every N € N. If w(a) := limy_ oo An(a) exists for every a € x,c;B then w is a joining of (A)),e; where
A} := (B, v, ™) for any m, € Z.
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Proof. The first part is clear. So assume w(a) exists. Then it is clear that w is a state on %,;B, and since Ay is a joining,
we see that w o ¢, = v. Let T denote dynamics on *,c;A obtained from the 8™'’s. Setting m := (my, ..., my) and using the
universal property of the free product one easily finds that

2. A

ne®y-+m

ANO‘L'=
nl

and since (@n)nen is a Folner sequence, which means that

|®n A (DN +1m)|/|PN] — O

as N — oo, it follows that w o T = w so w is indeed a joining of (A)),c;. O

The joining w in Theorem 4.2 is a simplified version of the “asymptotic state” considered in [4], and the fact that it
is a joining as described, corresponds to part of [4, Proposition 3.1]. In that paper they however use a countably infinite
free product instead of #,ciyA, as we did, to allow for variable k, and they use a more abstract averaging procedure. The
essential point remains the same though.

Note that Theorem 4.1 provides an illustration of Theorem 4.2: It is easy to see that ([N]+ sN)nen is a Folner sequence
in Z for any s € Z, and since the cartesian product of the terms of Fglner sequences leads to a Felner sequence in the
cartesian product of the involved groups, we see that

@y = ([N]+2N) x ([N]+4N) x --- x ([N] + 2kN)

provides us with a Felner sequence in Z*¥ for which w(a) := limy_, o An(a) = (x,c7v)(a) is simple to verify for the situation
in Theorem 4.1. In this case of course @ = ¢V is trivially a joining of (A});.
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