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Abstract

We study asymptotic behavior of a Markov semigroup on a von-Neumann
algebra by exploring a maximal von-Neumann subalgebra where the Markov
semigroup is an automorphism. This enables us to prove that strong mixing
is equivalent to ergodic property for continuous time Markov semigroup on a
type-I von-Neumann algebra with center completely atomic. For discrete time
dynamics we prove that an aperiodic ergodic Markov semigroup on a type-I
von-Neumann algebra with center completely atomic is strong mixing. There
exists a tower of isomorphic von-Neumann algebras generated by the weak
Markov process and a unique up to isomorphism minimal dilated quantum dy-
namics of endomorphisms associated with the Markov semigroup. The dilated
endomorphism is pure in the sense of Powers if and only if the adjoint Markov
semigroup satisfies Kolmogorov property. As an application of our general re-
sults we find a necessary and sufficient condition for a translation invariant
state on a quantum spin chain to be pure. We also find a tower of type-II;
factors canonically associated with the canonical conditional expectation on a
sub-factor of a type-II; factor. This tower of factors unlike Jones’s tower do
not preserve index. This gives a sequence of Jones’s numbers as an invariance

for the inclusion of a finite sub-factor of a type-II; factor.
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1 Introduction:

Let 7 = (1, t > 0) be a semigroup of identity preserving completely positive
normal maps [Da,BR] on a von-Neumann algebra A, acting on a separable
Hilbert space Hy, where either the parameter t € R, the set of positive real
numbers or ZT, the set of positive integers. In case t € R, i.e. continuous,
we assume that for each = € Ay the map ¢t — 7(z) is continuous in the weak*
topology. Thus variable ¢ € II'y where II' is either IR or IN. We assume
further that (7;) admits a normal invariant state ¢g, i.e. ¢o7y = ¢Vt > 0.
We continue our investigation [Mol] on asymptotic behavior of the quantum

dynamical semigroup (A, 73, ¢¢) and associated minimal dilated processes.

In section 2 we investigate asymptotic behavior of the quantum dynamical
semigroup (7; t > 0) on Ay. We say (7) is ergodic if {x : 7(x) = x, t >
0} = {21,z € L'} and a normal state ¢q is invariant if ¢o(m(x)) = ¢o(z) for
all z € Ag,t > 0. A normal state ¢q is an equilibrium or strongly mizing state
if ¢p7i(x) = ¢o(z) as t — oo for all = € Ay and normal state ¢ on Ay. Let p be
the support projection of the state ¢y in Agy. p is the minimal element in A
so that ¢o(z) = ¢o(prp). Thus p is a sub-harmonic projection (i.e. 7(p) > p
) for (1) and 7(z)p = 7 (zp)p for all © € Ay. We define the reduced Markov
semigroup (A5, 77, ¢b) by 7F(x) = pri(pap)p for all z € A5, where A} = pAgp.
Let y be the strong limit of 7(p) as t — oo. So 1(y) = y for all ¢ > 0. Thus
(Ao, 74, o) is ergodic if and only if 7(p) 1+ I and (A5, 77, ¢h) is ergodic ( See
Theorem 3.6 in [Mol]). Similar result is also for strong mixing ( see Theorem
3.12 in [Mol] ). All these results suggest while studying asymptotic behavior,
there is no charm lost in assuming that the invariant normal state is faithful.
In this section we aim to refine various sufficient conditions proved in [Mol]

for strong mixing.



In case ¢ is faithful, normal and invariant for (), we recall [Mol] that
G ={r e Ay : 1i(x) = z, t > 0} is von-Neumann sub-algebra of F =
{z € Ao : (") (x) = m(a*x), e (x) 7 (x*) = 7 (xx™) ¥Vt > 0} and the equality
G = L[ is a sufficient condition for ¢y to be strong mixing for (7). Since
the backward process [AM] is related with the forward process via an anti-
unitary operator we note that ¢q is strongly mixing for (7;) if and only if
same hold for (7;). We can also check this fact by exploring faithfulness of ¢
and the adjoint relation [OP]. Thus L' C G C F and equality L' = G is also a
sufficient condition for strong mixing where F and G are von-Neumann algebras
associated with (7;). Thus we find two competing criteria for strong mixing.
However it is not clear whether F = F or G = G. Since given a dynamics
it is difficult to describe (7;) explicitly this criterion G = I is rather non-
transparent. We prove that G = {z € F : nyos(z) = osni(z), Vt > 0. s € R}
where 0 = (05 : s € R) is the Tomita’s modular auto-morphism group [BR,OP]
associated with ¢g. So G is the maximal von-Neumann sub-algebra of A, where
(7¢) is an *-endomorphism [Ar], invariant by the modular auto-morphism group
(0s). Moreover 04(G) = G for all s € R and 7,(G) = G for all t > 0. Thus by a
theorem of Takesaki [OP], there exists a norm one projection [Eg from Ay onto
G which preserves ¢ i.e. ¢olE = ¢o. Exploring the fact that 7,(G) = G, we
also conclude that the conditional expectation [Fg commutes with (7). This
enables us to prove that (Ag, 74, ¢p) is ergodic (strongly mixing) if and only if
(G, 7, do) is ergodic (strongly mixing). Though 7(G) C G for all £ > 0, equality
may not hold in general. However we have
N7(G) =79
t>0 £>0
where G = {z € Ay : (7(z)) = z, t > 0}. G = G holds if and only if
7(G) =G, 7(G) =G forall t > 0. Thus G, = Ni>o 7¢(G) is the maximal

von-Neumann sub-algebra invariant by the modular automorphism so that



(Go, Ty, o) is an k—automorphisms with (Gy, 7;, @) as it’s inverse dynamics.
Once more there exists a conditional expectation Fg, : Ay — Ay onto Gy
commuting with (7;). This ensures that (A, 74, ¢g) is ergodic (strongly mixing)
if and only if (Go, 7, ¢o) is ergodic (strongly mixing). It is clear now that
Go = Go, thus Gy = U, a criterion for strong mixing, is symmetric or time-
reversible. Exploring the criterion Gy = L' we also prove that for a type-I factor
Ay with center completely atomic, strong mixing is equivalent to ergodicity
when the time variable is continuous i.e. Ry (Theorem 2.4). This result in
particular extends a result proved by Arveson [Ar| for type-I finite factor. In
general, for discreet time dynamics (Ao, T, ¢o), ergodicity does not imply strong
mixing property (not a surprise fact since we have many classical cases). We
prove that 7 on a type-I von-Neumann algebra A, with completely atomic
center is strong mixing if and only if it is ergodic and the point spectrum of
7 in the unit circle i.e. {w € S : 7(x) = wxr for some non zero xinApy} is

trivial.

In section 3 we consider the unique up to isomorphism minimal forward
weak Markov [AM,Mol] stationary process {j:(z), t € I, « € Ay} associ-
ated with (Ao, 7, ¢o). We set a family of isomorphic von-Neumann algebras
{Ap : t € I'} generated by the forward process so that Ay C A}, whenever
s < t. In this framework we construct a unique modulo unitary equivalence
minimal dilation (Ap, o, t > 0,¢), where o = (o : t > 0) is a semigroup
of *—endomorphism on a von-Neumann algebra Ay acting on a Hilbert space
Hjo with a normal invariant state ¢ and a projection P in Ay so that
(a) PApP = m(Ao)";

(b) © € Hpp is a unit vector so that ¢(X) =< Q, XQ >;
(b) Pay(X)P = m(n(PXP)) for t >0, X € A;
(¢) {ay,(PX,P)....ap,(PX3P)ay,(PXoP)oy,(PX1P)Q 0 < t1 < ty.. <



th, n > 1}, X; € Ap} is total in Hjp,

where 7 is the GNS representation of A, associated with the state ¢y. We end
this section with a criterion for the inductive limit state associated with a C*
algebra valued quantum dynamical semigroup (B, A; : ¢ > 0,%) of endomor-
phisms to be pure. To that end we explore the minimal weak Markov process
associated with the reduced Markov semigroup on the corner algebra of the
support projection and prove that the inductive limit state is pure if and only

if the Markov semigroup satisfies Kolmogorov’s property introduced in [Mol].

In section 4 we deal with only faithful ¢y and prove that Ay is a factor if
and only if Ay is a factor. Moreover Ay is a type-I (type-1I, type-III) factor if
and only if Ay is also type-1 (type-II, type- III) respectively. In particular we
construct a class of complete boolean algebra of factors [AW]. In section 5 we
find a product system [Ar] when A, is a type-I factor and construct a class of
complete boolean algebra of type-1 factors [AW] appearing canonically with a

continuous tensor product of Hilbert spaces.

Section 6 includes an application of results proved in section 3. We consider
a translation invariant extremal state w’ on UHF, algebra ® z M, and choose
an element ¢ € K, where K, = {v¢ : 9 is a state on O, such that YA =
1 and ¢|UHFd = w}, A is the canonical endomorphism on O; and w is the
restriction of w’. Let (H,,m, ) be the GNS representation of (Og, ). Then
(H,S;, P, V;, ) is a Popescu system [BJKW], where P is the support projection
of the state 1o(X) =< 2, XQ > on the von-Neumann algebra 7(0y4)", S; =
m(s;) and V; = PS;P. Let @ be the support projection of the state 1)q on
the von-Neumann algebra {S;S% : |I| = |J| < oo}’ and Ay = QS153Q
lI| = |J| < oo}. We also set [, = QSi@ for all 1 < k < d and define
Markov semigroup 7 on Ag by 7(z) = ¥, l;zlf. The normal state vy, defined



by ¥o(z) = ¥(QxQ) for all z € Ay, is faithful normal and invariant for 7. We
explore Kolmogorov’s property of the minimal weak Markov process associated
with (Ag, 7, %0) is a necessary and sufficient condition for w’ to be pure. The
result here is more general then what initiated and developed in [FNW1,FNW2
BJKW] for translational invariant state on quantum spin chain. The theory is
further developed when the state is in detailed balance [Mo3] and applied to

study behaviour of the ground state for well known examples.

In section 7 we investigate the tower Ay of factors when Ay is type-11;. In
such a case each Ay is either identical and isomorphic to Ag or is a type-Il,
factor. Moreover jy(I) is a finite projection in A;_; for each ¢ > 0. Thus
we find a canonical tower of type-II; factors M, C M, for s < t, where
M, = jo(I)Ai—ejo(I), t > 0, acting on the Hilbert subspace jo(I). One natural
question that appears interesting: How Jones’s tower of type-II; factors is
related with the tower { M, : t > 0}? Can we recover Jones’s tower by choosing
an appropriate dynamics (Ag, 7, ¢o) in discreet time variable? To that end
let By be a proper finite sub-factor of Ay and ¢y be the unique normalize
trace. We consider the representation of Ay by left multiplication on L?( Ay, ¢)
and a conditional expectation 7 on By defined by 7(x) = EyxrEy, where Fy
is the projection in L?(Ag, ¢y) generated by vectors in By. We prove that
Ay = { Ao, Eyx}” is isomorphic to a proper von-Neumann sub-algebra of M
associated with (Ag, 7, ¢g). Thus [M; : M| > [Ap : By]. So the canonical
tower My C M, of type-1I; factors appears here is different from that of
Jones’s [Jo]. The sequence {[Mj : My_4] : k > 0} of Jones index is an
invariance for the inclusion of the sub-factors. A detailed study, needs to be

done to explore this new invariance, which seems to be an interesting problem!



2 Time-reverse Markov semigroup and

asymptotic properties:

Following [OP,AM], we consider the unique Markov map 7 on Ay which satisfies

the following adjoint relation

Po(01/2(2)7(y)) = ¢o(T(2)o-1/2(y)) (2.1)

for all x,y € Ay analytic elements for the Tomita’s modular automorphism
(0; : t € IR) associated with a faithful normal invariant state for a Markov
map 7 on Ay. For more details we refer to the monograph [OP]. We also quote

now [OP, Proposition 8.4 | the following proposition without a proof.

PROPOSITION 2.1: Let 7 be an unital completely positive normal maps
on a von-Neumann algebra A and ¢y be a faithful normal invariant state for
7. Then the following conditions are equivalent for x € Aj:

(a) 7(z*z) = 7(2*)7(x) and o4(7(x)) = 7(0s(x)), V s ER;

(b) 77(x) = x.

Moreover T restricted to the sub-algebra {z : 77(z) = x} is an isomorphism
onto the sub-algebra {x € Ay : 77(x) = x} where (0,) be the modular auto-

morphism on A, associated with ¢q.

PROPOSITION 2.2: Let (Ag, 74, ¢0) be a quantum dynamical system and
¢o be faithful invariant normal state for (7;). Then the following hold:

(a) G = {x € Ay : i(z*z) = 7e(2")m(x), (zx*) = 7(x)7 (), o5((2)) =
Ti(0s(x)), Vs €R, t >0} and G is 0 = (05 : s € R) invariant and commuting
with 7 = (7, : ¢ > 0) on G. Moreover for all ¢t > 0, 7,(G) = G and the
conditional expectation Fg : Ay — A onto Gy commutes with (7).

(b) There exists a unique maximal von-Neumann algebra Gy € GG so that



01(Go) = Go for all t € R and (Gy, 74, ¢g) is an automorphism where for any ¢ > 0,
T+ = 17y = 1 on Gy. Moreover the conditional expectation Eg, : Ay — Ao

onto Gy commutes with () and (7).

PROOF: The first part of (a) is a trivial consequence of Proposition 2.1 once
we note that G is closed under the action x — x*. For the second part we recall
[Mol] that ¢g(a*JxJ) — ¢o(me(x*)JT(x)J) is monotonically increasing with ¢
and thus for each t > 0 if 7;7(x) = x then 7475(z) = x for all 0 < s < t. So the
sequence Gy = {x € Ay : 7y7i(z) = x} of von-Neumann sub-algebras decreases

to G as t increases to oo i.e. G = ;59 G;. Similarly we also have G = MNi>0 G

Since G, monotonically decreases to G as t increases to infinity for any s > 0
we have Ts((j) = Ni>o TS(.C’;t).

Now we verify that N>, 75(G) = Nesr Niso Ts+(Gt) = Niso Nesr Ts1t(Gr) =
Ni>r No<s<t 7t(Gs), where we have used 7(G;) = G:. Since G, are monotonically
decreasing with ¢ we also note that No<s<; 7:(Gs) = 7:(G¢). Hence for any r» > 0

N7s(G) =6 (2.2)

s>r
From (2.2) with r = 0 we get G C 7(G) for all t > 0. For any t > 0 we also
have 7;(G) C N, 7:(G) = G. Hence we conclude 7;(G) = G for any ¢ > 0. By

symmetry 7,(G) = G for any t > 0.

Since G is invariant under the modular automorphism (o) by a theorem
of Takesaki [AC] there exists a norm one projection Fg : A — A with range
equal to G. We claim that Eg commutes with (7). To that end we verify for

any x € Ay and y € G the following equalities:

< ngJgWO,Eg(Tt($>)w0 >=< Joyjou)o,Tt(SL’)wo >

=< JoTi(y) Jowo, 2wy >=< JgTi(y) Jowo,Eg(x)wy >



=< JgyJgwo, 7t(Eg(x))wo) >

where we used the fact that 7(G) = G for the third equality and range of [Fg

is indeed G is used for the last equality. This completes the proof of (a).

Now for any s > 0 we note that 7,(G) = Niss 7(G) = Niss TsTe(Ge) =
Niss TsTs(Ti—s(Gt))) = Niss T—s(Gr) = Miso Te(Gs4¢) where we have used the
fact that 7_s(G;) € Gs. Thus we have N, 75(G) C Nuzo75(G). By the dual

symmetry, we conclude the reverse inclusion and hence

N Q) = N 7©E) (2.3)

We set Gy = Ns>07:(F). Thus Gy C G and also Gy C G by (2.3) and for each
t > 0 we have 137, = 7;7; = 1 on Gy. Since 74(G) is monotonically decreasing, we
also note that 7(Go) = Ng>o Ts4¢(G) = Go. Similarly 7;(Gy) = Go by (2.3). That
Gy is invariant by the modular group o follows since G is invariant by o = (oy)
which is commuting with 7 = () on G. Same is also true for (%) by (2.3). By
Takesaki’s theorem [AC] once more we guarantee that there exists a conditional
expectation Eg, : Ay — Ay with range equal to Gy. Since 7:(Gy) = Gy, once
more by repeating the above argument we conclude that Egm, = 7,Eg, on
Ap. Since we also have 7,(Gy) = Gy, by symmetry of the argument Eg, is also

commuting with 7 = (7;) u
We have the following reduction theorem.

THEOREM 2.3: Let (Ag, 7%, ¢o) be as in Proposition 2.2. Then the follow-
ing statements are equivalent:

(a) (Ao, 7, ¢o) is strong mixing ( ergodic );

(b) (G, 1, ¢o) is strong mixing ( ergodic );

(¢) (Go, Tt, Po) is strong mixing ( ergodic ).
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PROOF: That (a) implies (b) is obvious. By Proposition 2.2. we have
Egri(x) = mlg(x) for any x € Ag and t > 0. Fix any = € Ay. Let xo, be any
weak® limit point of the net 7(z) as ¢ — oo which is an element in G [Mol]. In
case (b) is true, we find that x,, = Fg(2s) = ¢o(Eg(x)) = ¢o(x)1. Thus ¢o(z)1
is the unique limit point, hence weak* limit of 7;(x) as t — oo is ¢g(x)1. The
equivalence statement for ergodicity also follows along the same line since the
conditional expectation E7 on the the von-Neumann algebra Z = {z : ;(z) =
x, t > 0} commutes with (7;) and thus satisfies EzEg = Egliy = Ez. This
completes the proof that (a) and (b) are equivalent. That (b) and (c) are
equivalent follows essentially along the same line since once more there exists a
conditional expectation from G to Gy commuting with (7;) and any weak* limit
point of the net 7(x) as ¢ diverges to infinity belongs to 74(G) for each s > 0,
thus in Gy. We omit the details. [

Now we investigate asymptotic behavior for quantum dynamical system
dropping the assumption that ¢ is faithful. Let p be a sub-harmonic projection
in Ay for () ie. 7(p) > p for all ¢ > 0. Then (Af, 77, ¢f) is a quantum
dynamical semigroup where A5 = pAop and 77 (z) = pri(pzp)p for x € Al and
oh(z) = ¢o(prp). In [Mol] we have explored how ergodicity ( strong mixing )
of the original dynamics can be determined by that of the reduced dynamics.

Here we add one more result in that line of investigation.

THEOREM 2.4: Let (Ao, 7%, ¢o) be a quantum dynamical systems with a
normal invariant state ¢o and p be a sub-harmonic projection for (7). If
s-limit; 7 (p) = 1 then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) ||¢pT — ¢ol| — 0 as t — oo for any normal state on ¢ on A,.

(b) ||¢PrF — ¢h|| — 0 as t — oo for any normal state ¢ on A5,

PROOF: That (a) implies (b) is trivial. For the converse we write



11

|67 — ¢ol| = Supx:HwHSl‘(th(x) — ¢o(z)| < Sup{m:||m||§1}‘¢7—t(pxp> — ¢o(prp)| +
SUD (2| <1} | 0T (PTPT)| + SUD (110 <13 [T (P 2D)| + SUD <y [T (0720 -
Since 7((1 — p)r) — 0 in the weak* topology and |¢m(zpt)]? <
|o7(xx®)|o(me(ph))| < |]z|[Po(e(ph) it is good enough if we verify that (a)
is equivalent to Supy,. . <13|¢7(pp) — do(prp)| — 0 as t — co. To that end
we first note that imsup;ooSUpP,. |z <1|¥(Ts++(pp)) — do(prp)| is independent
of s > 0 we choose. On the other hand we write 7.(pxp) = 7(pm:(pxpP)p) +
7o(pme(pxp)pt) + 75 (P72 (pP)D) + T (T (PP)pt) and use the fact for any nor-
mal state & we have Hnsup, 5D, (7 (pep)p)| < 12 167, 0))
for all z € Ay. Thus by our hypothesis on the support projection we conclude
that (a) hold whenever (b) is true. u

In case Ay is a type-I von-Neumann algebra with center completely atomic,
then (Ao, 7, ¢o) is strong mixing if and only if G =C [Mol]. This criteria has
been further explored in [Mo3] for an explicit necessary and sufficient condition
on the coefficient associated with Stinespring representation [Da] of a Markov
map. This criteria in particular enable us to construct ergodic Markov map
on a finite dimensional algebra with a faithful normal state and but not strong
mixing. However in case the time variable is continuous and the von-Neumann
algebra is the set of bounded linear operators on a finite dimensional Hilbert
space Ho, by exploring Lindblad’s representation [Li], Arveson [Ar] shows that
a quantum dynamical semigroup with a faithful normal invariant state is er-
godic if and only if the dynamics is strong mixing. In the following we prove
a more general result exploring the criteria that we have obtained in Theorem

2.3.

THEOREM 2.5: Let Ay be type-I with center completely atomic and (7 :

t € R) admits a normal state ¢o. Then (Ag, 7, ¢) is strong mixing if and only
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if (Ao, 7, ¢o) is ergodic.

PROOF: We first assume that ¢, is also faithful. We will verify now the
criteria that Gy is trivial when (7;) is ergodic. Since Gy is remained invariant
by the modular auto-morphism group associated with the faithful normal state
¢0, by a theorem of Takesaki [Ta] there exists a faithful normal norm one
projection from Ay onto Gy. Now since A is a von-Neumann algebra of type-I
with center completely atomic, Stormer [So] says that G is also type-I with

center completely atomic.

Let @ be a central projection in Gy. Since 7(Q) is also a projection and
7(Q) — @ as t — 0 we conclude that 7(Q) = @ for all £ > 0 (center of
G being completely atomic and time variable t is continuous ). Hence by
ergodicity we conclude that () = 0 or 1. Hence G, can be identified with B(K)
for a separable Hilbert space K. Since (7;) on B(K) is an automorphism we find
a self-adjoint operator H in K so that 7,(z) = e™xe ™ for any z € B(K).
Since it admits an ergodic faithful normal state, by [Fr, Mol] we conclude that
{x € B(K) : ze'™ = ¢z t € R} = [, which holds if and only if K is one

dimensional. Hence Gy = .

Now we deal with the general situation. Let p be the support projection
of ¢¢ in Ag. So p is a sub-harmonic projection in A, for () i.e. 7(p) > p
for all ¢ > 0. If (Ao, 7, ¢o) is ergodic then by [Mol, | (A,, 77, ¢)) is ergodic
and s — limity ,o7¢(p) = 1 where A5 = pAgp and 7¥(x) = pr(pxp)p and
oh(x) = ¢o(prp) for all z € Af. Since A} is also a type-I factor and ¢} is
faithful, the reduced dynamics is strong mixing by the above argument. Now

once more we appeal to [Mol, Theorem | to complete the proof. [

We end this section with another application of Theorem 2.3, proving a
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result originated in [FNW1,FNW2 BJKW].

THEOREM 2.6: Let Ay be a type-I von-Neumann algebra with center
completely atomic and 7 be a completely positive map with a faithful normal
invariant state ¢g. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) (Ao, T, ¢o) is strong mixing.

(b) (Ag, Tn, ¢o) is ergodic and {w € S, 7(z) = waz, for some non zerox €

Ao} = {1}, where S' ={w e [ : |w| = 1}.

PROOF: That ‘(a) implies (b)’ is rather simple. To that end let 7(z) = wz
for some = # 0 and |w| = 1. Then 7"(z) = w"x and since the sequence w™ has
a limit point say z,|z| = 1 we conclude by strong mixing that zx = ¢g(z)I.
Hence z is a scaler and thus z = 7(x), z # 0. So w = 1. By taking w = 1, we

also get ergodic property, since by strong mixing x = ¢o(z)I for 7(z) = x.

Now for the converse we will use our hypothesis that ¢q is faithful. To
that end we plan to verify that Gy is only scalers and appeal to Theorem 2.3
for strong mixing. Since there exists a conditional expectation from 4, onto
Go, Go is once more a type-I von-Neumann algebra with center completely
atomic. Let E be a non-zero atomic projection in the center of Gy. Since 7 is
an automorphism on Gy each elements in the sequence {7,(F) : k£ > 0} is an
atomic projection in the center of Gy. If 7,(E) N7 (E) # 0 and n > m we find
that 7, (Th—m(E) N E) # 0 and thus faithful and invariance property of ¢q, we
get ¢(Th—m(E)NE) > 0. Once more by faithfulness we find 7,_,,(E) N E # 0.
So by atomic property of E and 7,_,,(F) we conclude that 7,,_,,(FE) = E.
Thus either the elements in the infinite sequence E,7(FE),....,7"(E).... are all
mutually orthogonal or there exists an integer n > 1 so that the projections
E,7(E), .., 7h—1(E) are mutually orthogonal and 7"(E) = E. However for such

an infinite sequence with mutually orthogonal projection we have 1 = ¢o(1) <
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o(Uo<n<m—1 T (E)) = map(E) for all m > 1. Hence ¥(E) = 0 which is a

contradiction, since F is non-zero and ¢ is faithful.

Thus for any w € S! with w® = 1, we have 7(x) = wz, where v =
So<k<n_1 WTE(E) # 0. Hence by (b) we have w = 1. So n = 1. In other
words we have 7(F) = F for any atomic projection in the center of Gy. Now
by ergodicity we have E = I. Thus G is a type-I factor isomorphic to B(K)
for some Hilbert space I and 7(x) = uzu* for some unitary element in A,.
Since (Go, Tn, ¢0) is ergodic by Theorem 2.3 we have {u,ux}" = B(K), which
holds if and only if IC is one dimensional ( check for an alternative proof that
7(u) = u, thus u = I by ergodicity and thus 7(x) = z for all x € Gy ). Hence
Go = L. This complete the proof that (b) implies (a). |

3 Minimal endomorphisms and Markov semi-

groups :

An Eg-semigroup (o) is a weak*-continuous one-parameter semigroup of unital
*-endomorphisms on a von-Neumann algebra A acting on a Hilbert space H.
Following [Pol,Po2,Ar] we say (ay) is pure if Mg w(A) = L. For each t >
0, oy being an endomorphism, ay(A) is itself a von-Neumann algebra and
thus N> @4 (A) is a limit of a sequence of decreasing von-Neumann algebras.
Exploring this property Arveson proved that (o) is pure if and only if ||y oy —
hocy|| = 0 as t — oo for any two normal states ¢, on A. These criteria
gets further simplified in case (oy) admits a normal invariant state 1)y which
says that (ay) is pure if and only if ||ty — ¥p|| — 0 as t — oo for any normal
state 1. In such a case vy is the unique normal invariant state. However a

pure (oy) in general may not admit a normal invariant state [Po2,BJP] and
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this issue is itself an interesting problem.

One natural question we wish to address here whether similar result is
also true for a Markov semigroup (7;) defined on an arbitrary von-Neumann
algebra Ag. This issue is already investigated in [Ar] where Ay = B(H) and
(1;) is assumed to be continuous in strong operator topology. He explored
associated minimal dilation to an Ey-semigroups and thus make possible to
prove that associated Ey-semigroup is pure if and only if ||¢p173 — ¢o7i|| — O as
t — oo for any two normal states ¢, ¢2 on Ag. In case (7;) admits a normal
invariant state the criteria gets simplified once more. In this section we will
investigate this issue for an arbitrary von-Neumann algebra assuming that ()

admits a normal invariant state ¢y.

To that end, we consider [Mol]| the minimal stationary weak Markov for-
ward process (H, Fy,ji,§2, t € R) and Markov shift (5;) associated with
(Ao, ¢, ¢0) and set Ap to be the von-Neumann algebra generated by the
family of operators {js(z) : t < s < oo, x € Ap}. We recall that
Jstt(x) = S;js(x)Se, t,s € R and thus oy(Aj) € Ay whenever ¢ > 0. Hence

(a, t > 0) is a Eg-semigroup on Ay with a invariant normal state {2 and

Js(Te-5(2)) = Fyau(Ge-s(2)) £ (3.1)

for all # € Ag. We consider the GNS Hilbert space (Hr, ,T4,(Ao),wo) as-
sociated with (Ap, ¢9) and define a Markov semigroup (777) on 7(Ag) by
77 (m(x)) = m(n(z). Furthermore we now identify H,, as the subspace of
H by the prescription 7y, (z)wo — jo(z)2. In such a case 7(z) is identified as

Jo(z) and aim to verify for any ¢ > 0 that
7/ (PXP) = Poy(X)P (3.2)

for all X € Ay where P is the projection from H on the GNS space. We

use induction on n > 1. If X = j,(z) for some s > 0, (3.2) follows
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from (3.1). Now we assume that (3.2) is true for any element of the form
Jsi(x1)...Js, (x,) for any si,89,...,8, > 0 and z; € Ay for 1 < i < n.
Fix any si,2,,58n, 5,41 > 0 and consider X = j; (21)...Js,,, (n41). Thus
Pay(X)P = jo(1)dsy4¢(x1) - Jspse (@ns1)Jo(1). If Spp1 > sp, we use (3.1) to
conclude (3.2) by our induction hypothesis. Now suppose s,11 < s,. In
that case if s,_1 < s, we appeal to (3.1) and induction hypothesis to verify
(3.2) for X. Thus we are left to consider the case where s,,1 < s, < s,_1
and by repeating this argument we are left to check only the case where
Sna1 < 8y < 81 < .o < 810 But s > 0 = s¢ thus we can appeal to (3.1)
at the end of the string and conclude that our claim is true for all elements
in the x— algebra generated by these elements of all order. Thus the result
follows by von-Neumann density theorem. We also note that P = 77(1) is a

sub-harmonic projection [Mol] for (ay : ¢t > 0) i.e. ou(P) > P for all t > 0.

THEOREM 3.1: Let (Ag, 74, ¢9) be a quantum dynamical semigroup with
a normal invariant state for (7). Then the GNS space H,, associated with
the normal state ¢y on Ay can be realized as a closed subspace of a unique
Hilbert space H|p up to isomorphism so that the following hold:

(a) There exists a von-Neumann algebra Aj acting on Hyy and a unital *-
endomorphism (a¢, t > 0) on Ajy with a pure vector state ¢p(X) =< 2, XQ >,
Q) € Hpp invariant for (a; : ¢t > 0).

(b) PAP is isomorphic with 7(Ag) where P is the projection onto H
(c) Pay(X)P =17 (PXP) for all t > 0 and X € Ap;

(d) The closed span generated by the vectors {ay, (PX,P)....as, (PX1P)S) :

0<ti <tae <. <t < .ty, Xq,.,. X, € A[Q,?’L > 1} is H[o

7T¢O Y

PROOF': The uniqueness up to isomorphism follows from the minimality prop-

erty (d). |



17

Following the literature [Vi,Sa,BhP,Bh] on dilation we say (Ao, ou, ¢) is the
minimal Egsemigroup associated with (Ao, 7%, ¢9). By a theorem [Ar, Proposi-
tion 1.1 | we conclude that N> a:(Aj) = L' if and only if for any normal state
Y on Ay, |[oy — || = 0 as t — oo, where (X ) =< Q, XQ > for X € Ay.
In the following proposition we explore that fact that P is a sub-harmonic

projection for (a;) and by our construction a;(P) = Fy 11 as t — oo.

PROPOSITION 3.2: ||¢7] — ¢p|| — 0 as t — oo for all normal state ¢ on

m(Ap)” if and only if ||y — 1|| — 0 as t — oo for all normal state 1) on Aj.

PROOF: Since Fyy 1 1 in strong operator topology by our construction and
7(Ap) is isomorphic to Fy.AjoFy), we get the result by a simple application of
Theorem 2.4. [ ]

THEOREM 3.3: Let 7 = (13, t > 0) be a weak® continuous Markov semi-
group on Ay with an invariant normal state ¢y. Then there exists a weak*
continuous Eg-semigroup o = (ay, t > 0) on a von-Neumann algebra Ay

acting on a Hilbert space H so that
Poy(X)P=7](PXP),t>0

for all X € Ay, where P is a sub-harmonic projection for (oy) such that
a(P) 1 1.

Moreover the following statements are equivalent:

(2) Nizo t(Ap) =C

(b) ||¢77 — ¢o|| — 0 as t — oo for any normal state ¢ on m(.Ag)".

(©) Nizo 7/ (m(Ag)) =C

PROOF: For convenience of notation we denote 7(.Ag)"” as Ag in the following
proof. That (a) and (b) are equivalent follows by a Theorem of Arveson [Ar ]
and Proposition 3.2. Since P> a:(Ap)P = Niso 77 (PApP) = Niso 77 (Ao),
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if (a) is true then we have ;5o 77 (Ag) = {#P : z € L'}. Hence (c) is true. Con-
versely if (c) is true then P ;5w (Aj)P = {2P : 2 €C} . Since N> a(Apo)
is (oy) invariant von-Neumann algebra, by homomorphism property we also
get as(P) Niso u(Ap)as(P) = {zas(P) : z €C. Since ay(P) 11 as s = oo we

conclude that (a) is also true. u

Following [AM,Mol] we say (H, Sy, Fy, Q) is a Kolmogorov’s shift if strong
lim, ooy = [ >< Q. We also recall here that Kolmogorov’s shift property
holds if and only if ¢o(7 ()7 (y)) = do()po(y) as t — oo for all x,y € Ay. In
such a case A = B(H) [see the paragraph before Theorem 3.9 in [Mol] ). If ¢
is faithful then Ay and 7(Ag) are isomorphic, thus (o 7:(Ag) =C' if and only
if ||[¢1 — ¢o|| — 0 as t — oo for any normal state ¢ on Ag. Such a property
is often called strong ergodic property. The following result says that there is

a duality between strong ergodicity and Kolmogorov’s shift property.

THEOREM 3.4: Let (Ag, 7, ¢o) be a Markov semigroup with a faithful
normal invariant state ¢y. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) ¢o(7e(2)7(y)) = do(x)do(y) as t — oo for any z,y € Ay.

(b) ||¢7: — ¢o]| — 0 as t — oo for any normal state ¢ on A,.

PROQOF: For each t € R let A% be the von-Neumann algebra generated by
the backward processes {j%(z) : —oo < s <t} [Mol]. If (a) is true by Theorem
3.9 and Theorem 4.1 in [Mo1] we verify that weak* closure of U;eg Afj is B(H).
Since for each t € R the commutant of A% contains A we conclude that
Nier Ay is trivial. Hence (b) follows once we appeal to Theorem 3.3. For
the converse, it is enough if we verify that ¢o(7:(x)J7e(y)J) — do(x)Po(y) as
t — oo for any x,y € Ay with y > 0 and ¢o(y) = 1. To that end we check the
following easy steps ¢o(7(z)J7(y)J) = ¢o(me(7e(x))JyJ) and for any normal
state ¢, |¢ o7 (Te(x)) — do(2)] < || o7 — doll||Te(2)[| < [|¢ 07 — ol||[x[|. Thus
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the result follows once we note that ¢ defined by ¢(z) = ¢o(xJyJ) is a normal

state. [ ]

THEOREM 3.5: Let (Ag, 74, ¢9) be a Markov semigroup with a normal in-
variant state ¢g. Consider the following statements:
(a) do(7e(2)7(y)) = do(x)do(y) as t — oo for all z,y € A,
(b) the strong lim,, _Fy = [Q >< Q.
() A=B(H)
Then (a) and (b) are equivalent statements and in such a case (c¢) is also

true. If ¢ is also faithful (c) is also equivalent to (a) ( and hence ( b)).

PROOF: That (a) and (b) are equivalent is nothing but a restatement of
Theorem 3.9 in [Mol]. That (b) implies (c) is obvious since the projection
[A'QY, where A’ is the commutant of A, is the support of the vector state in A.
We will prove now (c) implies (a). In case A = B(H), we have N, Ai’] =C,
thus in particular (< at(Ag}) = C. Hence by Theorem 3.3 applied for the
time-reverse endomorphism we verify that ||¢7, — ¢o|| = 0 as t = oo. Now (a)
follows once we appeal to Theorem 3.4 for the adjoint semigroups since Tr =T

Let (B, Ay, t > 0,%) be a unital x—endomorphism with an invariant nor-
mal state ¢ on a von-Neumann algebra B acting on a Hilbert space K. Let
P be the support projection for 1. We set Ay = PBP, a von-Neumann
algebra acting on Hy, the closed subspace P, and 7(z) = PMN(PzP)P,
for any x € Ay and t > 0. Since \(P) > P, it is simple to verify
[Mo1] that (Ao, 7¢, %) is a quantum dynamical semigroup with a faithful nor-
mal invariant state 1y, where ¢g(x) = ¢(PzP) for x € Ay. Now we set
ko(z) = PxP and ki(x) = M\(ko(z)) for ¢ > 0. A routine verification says
that Fgky(x)Fy = ks(ri—s(z)) for 0 < s < ¢, where Fy = A\ (P), s > 0.
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Are these vectors {\; (PX,P)...\,(PX.P)f : f € Hp,0<t; <ty <. <
ty < . tn, X1,.., X, € By,n > 1} total in H? As an example we consider en-
domorphisms on B(H) [BJP] with a pure mixing state, in such a case A, is
only scalers thus the cyclic space associated with pure state is itself. Thus
the problem is rather delicate even when the von-Neumann algebra is the al-
gebra of all bounded operators on K. We will not address this problem here.
Since A\ (P)A, (PX,P).. Ay (PXP)Ho = N, (PX,P).. A\, (PXP)Q) for t > t,,
lim; o A¢(P) = 1 is a necessary condition for cyclic property but not suffi-
cient. However in the following we explore the fact the support projection P

is indeed an element in the von-Neumann algebra N generated by the process

(ki(z) : t>0, x € Ap).

To that end we consider little more general situation. Let By be a C*
algebra, (A, : t > 0) be a semigroup of endomorphisms and ) be an invariant
state for (A, : t > 0). We extend ();) to an automorphism on the C* algebra

B_. of the inductive limit
BO —)At B() —)At BO

and extend also the state 1) to B_., by requiring (\;) invariance. Thus there
exists a directed set ( i.e. indexed by II' , by inclusion Bi_, C B if and
only if t > s ) of C*-subalgebras B}, of B_, so that the uniform closure of
User Bjs is Bl—. Moreover there exists an isomorphism iy : By — By ( we
refer [Sa] for general facts on inductive limit of C*-algebras). It is simple to
note that i, = A; o4y is an isomorphism of By onto B and ¢_,i; = ¢ on
By. Let (H,,m, Q) be the GNS space associated with (B_..,%_+) and (\;) be
the unique normal extension to m(B_)"”. Thus the vector state o(X) =<
Q, XQ > is (\) invariance and (7(Bjo)", A, t > 0,%q) is a quantum dynamics
of endomorphism. Let Gg be the cyclic subspace of the vector {2 generated

by m(Bj). It is simple to check that m(X)Go = Ggm(X)Go for all X € By,
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hence each element in 7(Bp)” also commutes with G). The the map h: X —
G X Gy is an homomorphism and the range is isomorphic to my(By)”, where
(Ho, ™o, wo) be the GNS space associated with (B, ). We identify the range
of h with my(By)”. It is simple to verify that h o \(X) = A(h(X)) for all
X e n(Bj)" and t >.

Let Fy be the support projection of the normal vector state {2 in the von-
Neumann sub-algebra 7(Bj;)”. Fy is a monotonically decreasing sequence of
projections as t — —oo. Let projection () be the limit. Thus () is the support
projection for ¥_, in B_, and @ > |2 >< Q|. We aim to investigate when @

is pure i.e. Q = |2 >< Q.

To that end we set von-Neumann algebra Ny = Fym(Bjo)” Fo and define
family {k; : Ny = 7(B_s)", t € II'} of x—homomorphisms by

kt(.flf) = At(Fo}.CCFo]), T e ./VE]

It is a routine work to check that (k; : ¢ € II') is the unique up to isomorphism
(in the cyclic space of the vector {2 generated by the von-Neumann algebra
{ki(z) : t € v € Ny} ) forward minimal weak Markov process associated
with (No, e, ¢0) where n,(z) = Fyou(FooFy)Fy for all ¢ > 0. Thus Q =
|2 >< Q| when restricted to the cyclic space of the process if and only if
Yo(ne(x)m(y)) = Yo(x)o(y) as t — oo. In fact more is true. To that end let
P be the support projection of the vector state wy in von-Neumann algebra
mo(Bp)” and Ay = Pmo(By)"P. We set 1y(x) = PA\(PzP)P for allt >0, z €
Ao and ¢g(x) = p(PzP).

Thus h(Fy) = P and by homomorphism property and commuting
property with ()\;) we also check that h(Ny) = Ay and h(n(z)) =
h(Fo) A (R(Fy)h(2)h(Fy)) = PA(Ph(z)P)P = 7(h(z)) for all t > 0,
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THEOREM 3.6: The following hold:

(a) k(1) = Fy and ky(1)7(By)"ki(I) = ky(No) for all t € I

(b) (H, ke, Fyg, A, ) is the minimal forward weak Markov process associated
with (No, 7¢, %)

(¢) ¥_n is a pure state if and only if ¢o(7(x)7(y)) — do(x)tho(y) as t — oo
for z,y € Ap.

PROOF: (a) is essentially by our construction and (b) is a routine work. We
are left to prove only (c). For any fix t € II' since ji(Ag) = Fym(By)" Fy,for
any X € B we have QX = QFyX F)Q = Qk;(x)S2 for some = € Ay. Hence
Q = |Q >< Q] if and only if @ = | >< Q] on the cyclic subspace generated
by {ki(x), t € I''x € Ap}. Theorem 3.5 says now that QQ = |Q >< Q] is
and only if ¥g(n(z)n:(y)) — o(x)o(y) as t — oo for all x € Ny, Since h
is an homomorphism and hn(z) = 7(h(z)), we also have h(n(z))n.(y)) =
Ti(h(z))7(h(x)). Since ¢g o h = 1y we conclude that result. |

4  Sub-factors and Kolmogorov’s shift:

In this section we will investigate further the sequence of von-Neumann algebra

Ay defined in the last section with an additional assumption that ¢, is also

faithful.

THEOREM 4.1: Let (Ag, 7, ¢o) be a Markov semigroup with a faithful
normal invariant state ¢q. If A is a factor then Ay is a factor. Moreover

(a) Ap is a type-I (type-1I, type-III) factor if and only if Ay is a type-I (type
-IT | type-11I) factor respectively.

(b) Ap is a hyper-finite factor if and only if A is a hyper-finite factor.

PROOF: We first show factor property of Ajy. Note that the von-Neumann
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algebra Ag} generated by the backward process {j’(z) : s < 0,2 € A} is
a sub-algebra of Ajy, the commutant of Ap. We fix any X € ApNAp in
the center. Then for any y € Ay we verify that Xjo(y)Q2 = X Fjo(y)Q =
Fo X Fyjo(y)Q2 = jo(zy)Q2 for some = € Ay. Since Xjo(y) = Jjo(y)X we also
have jo(zy)Q2 = jo(yx)S2. By faithfulness of the state ¢ we conclude xy = yz
thus = must be a scaler. Thus we have X7jy(y)Q2 = cjo(y)S2 for some scaler
¢ € L. Now we use the property that X commutes with forward process
Ji(z) : x € Ag,t > 0 and as well as the backward processes {j’(z), t < 0} to
conclude that X A(t, ) = cA(t,z). Hence X = c.

Now if A is a type-I factor, then there exists a non-zero minimal projection
p € Ag. In such a case we claim that jy(p) is also a minimal projection in
Aj. To that end let X be any projection in Ajy so that X < jo(p). Since
Fo A Foy = jo(Aoy) we conclude that Fo X Fy = jo(z) for some x € Ay. Hence
X = Jjo(p)Xjo(p) = FoyXjo(p) = jo(xp) = jo(px) Thus by faithfulness of the
state ¢o we conclude that pr = xp. Hence X = jy(q) where ¢ is a projection
smaller then equal to p. Since p is a minimal projection in Ay, ¢ =p or ¢ =0
ie. X = jo(p) or 0. So jo(p) is also a minimal projection. Hence A} is a
type-I factor. For the converse statement we trace the argument in the reverse
direction. Let p be a non-zero projection in Ay and claim that there exists a
minimal projection g € Ay so that 0 < ¢ < p. Now since jy(p) is a non-zero
projection in a type-I factor Ay there exists a non-zero projection X which
is minimal in Ay so that 0 < X < jo(p). Now we repeat the argument to
conclude that X = jy(q) for some projection ¢. Since X # 0 and minimal,
q # 0 and minimal in Ay. This completes the proof for type-I case. We will

prove now the case for Type-II.

Let A}y be type-II then there exists a finite projection X < Fy. Once more
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X = Fy X Fy = jo(z) for some projection z € A;. We claim that « is finite. To
that end let ¢ be another projection so that ¢ < x and ¢ = uu* and v*u = x.
Then jo(g) < jo(z) = X and jo(q) = jo(uw)jo(u)" and jo(z) = jo(u)"jo(u).
Since X is finite in Ay we conclude that jo(¢) = jo(z). By faithfulness of ¢
we conclude that ¢ = x, hence x is a finite projection. Since A is not type-I,
it is type-1L. For the converse let Ay be type-11. So A is either type-II or type-
III. We will rule out that the possibility for type-III. Suppose not, i.e. if A
is type-1I1, for every projection p # 0, there exists u € Ay so that jo(p) = uu*
and Fp = w*u. In such a case jo(p)u = uky. Set jo(v) = Fouly for some
v € Ag. Thus jo(pv) = jo(v). Once more by faithfulness of the normal state
¢o, we conclude pv = v. So jo(v) = uFy. Hence jo(v*v) = Fy. Hence v*v =1
by faithfulness of ¢y. Since this is true for any non-zero projection p in Ag, Ay
is type-111, which is a contradiction. Now we are left to show the statement for
type-I11, which is true since any factor needs to be either of these three types.

This completes the proof for (a).

For (b) we recall for a factor, hyperfinite is equivalent to being generated
by an ascending sequence of finite dimensional von-Neumann algebras [BR,El].
Let Ag be hyperfinite and {N™ : n > 1} be such a sequence of finite dimensional
von-Neumann algebras. For each n > 1 we set von-Neumann sub-algebras
N € Ap generated by the elements {j;(N™") : ¢t = 57,0 < r < n2"}. Any
arbitrary product of elements in the set is reduced to a product of elements
of at most n2" elements from the set {j;(7,(N™)) : where s, t € {5,0 <
r < n2"}}. Thus each ./\/'[8 is finite dimensional and ascending with n. By the
weak® continuity of Markov semigroup we check that the sequence generates
Ajp. Hence by our earlier remark Ay, is hyperfinite. For the converse we recall

for a factor M acting on a Hilbert space H, Tomiyama’s property ( i.e. there

exists a norm one projection £ : B(H) — M, see [BR1] page-151 for details
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) is equivalent to hyperfinite property. For a hyperfinite factor Ap, jo(Ao)
is a factor in the GNS space identified with the subspace Fp. Let E be the
norm one projection from B(Hp) on Ajg and verify that the completely positive
map FEy : B(Ho) — Ao defined by Ey(X) = Fo E(FyX Fy))Fo is a norm one
projection from B(Fy)) to Ag. This completes the proof. [

Let H be a Hilbert space, B(H) the algebra of bounded operators on H,
and &£ a complete Boolean algebra (complete orthocomplemented distributive
lattice) with minimal element 0 and maximal element 1. I # 0 in £ is an atom
if J < I implies that J = 0. & is atomic if for every J € &£ there is an atom
I < J; & is continuous if it has no atom. A complete Boolean algebra of factors
is a mapping I — R(I) from £ into the von Neumann algebras on H, such that
R(I') = R(I), R(\ 1) = NR(L), R(V 1) = (UR(L.))", R(1) = B(H), and,
for every I € €, R(I) is a factor (I’ denotes the complement of I, and R([)’
the commutant of R(I)).

We set family A,y = A ﬂA’[t, —00 < 5 <t < oo of factors, Afs o) = Als
and A(—ooq = Ajj.

THEOREM 4.2: The map [s,t) — A[s 4 has a unique extension to a complete
boolean algebra of factors if and only if F__j — |[Q >< Q and Fj; — |2 >< Q|

as t — oo.

Proof: By Theorem 3.5 we have F_; — [Q >< Q] as t — oo if and only if
(User Ap)” = B(H). By duality we also have Fl, — [Q >< Q] as t — oo if
and only if ;e Ay = L. Thus A, T B(H) as [s,t) T (=00, 00) if and only if

F_g—1Q><Q|and Fjy — |2 >< Q| as t — o0. |
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5 Complete boolean algebra of type-I factors:

For a type-I factor Ay, Ap is also a type-I factor, thus there exist Hilbert
spaces JFg) and Fy so that H is isomorphic to Fp) ® Fjy and Ajy is isomorphic
to I @ B(Fpp). Since for any t > 0, Ay is a type-I sub-factor of Ay, thus via
isomorphism is also a type-I sub-factor of B(F|y). Thus we also find a Hilbert
space JFjo s so that Fjy is isomorphic with Fj, ® F; and Ay is isomorphic
with [ @ B(F};). Moreover Figs) ® Fis 4 is isomorphic with Figy for any s < ¢.
Since A[p is isomorphic to Ajs, we also verify that F,, is isomorphic to Fjg ;).
Thus the family P, = Fjoy), t > 0 is a product system [Ar| of Hilbert spaces

in Fjy i.e. P, ® P is isomorphic to Py, for any s, > 0.

Moreover for a type-I factor Ay, Kolmogorov’s property of a Markov semi-
group (A, 74, ¢o) is equivalent to strong mixing. Since strong mixing property
is time reversible, by duality Kolmogorov property of the adjoint Markov semi-
group is also equivalent to strong mixing. Thus by Theorem 4.2 we conclude
that the map [s,t) = A has a unique extension to a complete boolean al-
gebra of type-I factors if and only if (A, 74, o) is strongly mixing. In such a
case the pure vector state ¢ on B(H) is quasi-equivalent [BR] to product states
¢_ ® ¢4 where ¢ and ¢_ are the normal states ¢ restricted to Ay and A’[O (

the commutant ) respectively.

THEOREM 5.1: Let (Ao, 74, ¢g) be as in Proposition 4.1 and 4y be a type-I
factor. Then the following hold:

(a) There exists complex separable Hilbert spaces Fp), Fo and an unitary op-
erator Uy : Foy @ Fjo — H so that Ug AplUy = 15, ® B(Fp),

(b) (B(Fjp); %, t > 0,%) is an unital *-endomorphisms, where §,(X) =
Usar(Uo(I7y, ® X)U)Up, t > 0 and X € B(F) and the normal state
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Y(X) = o(Uo(I5, ® X)Us), X € B(Fp) is invariant for (5;);
(c) Let Py be the support projection in F of ¢ and Ky be the Hilbert subspace
Py, then

(i) PoB(Fjp)Fy is isomorphic to mg,(Ao), where 7y, is the GNS representation
associated with ¢g;

(ii) Ugjo(x)Uy = Iz, ® my, (x);

(ili) e, (Te(2)) = Pofi(Pome, (x)Fo) Py for any x € Ay and t > 0;

(d) The von-Neumann algebra generated by {8;(PoxPy) : t > 0,2 € B(Ho)} is
B(F);

(e) The set { B, (PoxnFy)...0u (Pox1FPo) f = f € Ho,x1,,, 2, € B(Hp),0 <t <
... <ty, n > 1} is total in Fy;

(£) Ug FoB(H) FioUy = gy (Ao) @ B(Fp);

PROOF: (a) follows since Ay is also a type-I factor by Proposition 4.1. (b) is
simple to verify. For (c) we recall jo(1) = Fy € Ap. Hence UgFyUy = Ir,®@P
where P is a projection in JFg. However ¢(P) = 1, hence P > F,. We
claim that P = F. To that end note that U(](I]-‘(O ® Py)Us < Fy, hence
Uo (I3, ® Po)Uy = jo(x) for some projection x € Ag. But ¢(z) = ¢o(z*x) = 1,
hence x = 1 by faithfulness of ¢o. Thus UsFyp)Up = I, ® I and U jo(z)Uy =
Pyz Py, where we have identified A4y with B(Ky). Now it is routine to verify (c)
using (b). (d) is rather obvious now by (a) and statement (i) of (c). (e) is trivial
once we use (d). (f) is rather delicate. To that end first note that Fjy € Ay,
the commutant of Ay, in fact little more is true, Fjy € Ag}, the von-Neumann
algebra generated by the the backward processes {j2(x) : t < 0,7 € Ay} and
Ag} C AEO. Thus Ug FloUs = Qo ® 17, where Qg is a projection in Fp. Now we
follow the steps in the proof of (c¢) applied to the backward process to conclude
that @)g is the support projection for 1 once restricted to Ag}. It is simple to



28

note that Uj AS]UO C B(Fo) ® Ix,. We claim that the equality hold. This
follows once we recall from the proof of Proposition 4.1 that von-Neumann
algebra Ay, together with Ag} generate B(H). Since QoB(F(y)Qo is isomorphic
to me, (A)), (f) follows. n

6 Pure state on the two sided quantum spin

chain:

In this section we essentially recall basic facts on Cuntz algebras presented
as in [BJKW] and investigate when a translation invariant state on quantum
spin chain is pure. This in particular answers an important question how
Kolmogorov’s property of the associated Popescu system is related with purity
of the state. Perhaps it is the most interesting application of our result obtained

in section 3.

First we recall that if d € {2,3,..,}, the Cuntz algebra is the universal

C*-algebra generated by elements {s1, $a, ..., S4} subject to the relations:

> sisi=1.

1<4i<d

There is a canonical action of the group U(d) of unitary d x d matrices on
Qg4 given by

By(s) = gls;

1<j<d

for g = ((g;) € U(d). In particular the gauge action is defined by

B.(si) =zs;, z€e ' C U
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If UHF, is the fixed point subalgebra under the gauge action, then UHF, is

the closure of the linear span of all wick ordered monomials of the form

* *
de S

Sip-Si, S
which is also isomorphic to the UHF,; algebra
Mdoo - ®T0Md

so that the isomorphism carries the wick ordered monomial above into the

matrix element
) ®e22)®....@ef(k)@1®1....
and the restriction of 3, to UH F} is then carried into action

Ad(g) ® Ad(g) ® Ad(g) & ....

We also define the canonical endomorphism A on O, by

Mz)= > sus;

1<4i<d

and the isomorphism carries A restricted to UHF, in the one-sided shift
YNRY @ ... > 1Ry @ yo....

on ®7°Mg,. Note that A\3, = B,A on UHF,.

Let d € {2,3,..,,..} and Z, be a set of d elements. Z be the set of finite
sequences I = (iy,1s, ..., iy,) Where i, € Zy and m > 1. We also include empty
set ) € Z and set sy =1 = s}, Sp = Sy ... Si,, € Ogq and s7 = s} .57, € Og. In

the following we recall from [BJKW] a crucial result originated in [Po,BJP].

THEOREM 6.1: There exists a canonical one-one correspondence between

the following objects:
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(a) States @ on Oy
(b) Function C : Z x Z — ' with the following properties:
(i) C(0,0) = 1; (ii) for any function X : Z — L' with finite support we have

ST ADCU, NHAT) >0

IJez
(iii) Yiez, C(Ii,Ji) = C(1,J) for all I, J € L.
(c) Unitary equivalence class of objects (K, 2, Vi, .., V) where
(i) K is a Hilbert space and {2 is an unit vector in K; (ii) Vi,..,Vy € B(K)
so that Y,cz, ViV;* = 1; (iii) the linear span of the vectors of the form V),

where [ € Z, is dense in K.

Where the correspondence is given by a unique completely positive map
R: 04— B(K) so that
(i) Risrs3) = ViV
(ii) w(x) =< Q, R(z)Q >;
(ili) w(sysy) =C(I,J) =< V;Q, VO > .
(i) For any fix g € U, and the completely positive map R, : Oy — B(K) defined
by R, = Ro 3, give rises to a Popescu system given by (K, Q, 5,(V;), .., B,(Va))
where B4(V) = X1<j<a 91V

Let w be a translation invariant ergodic states (extremal states) on UHF,

algebra @ M,. Following [BJKW, section 7], we consider the set
K, ={¢ : 1 is a state on Qg4 such that YA =1 and w\UHFd =w}

K, is a non empty convex and compact in weak topology. K, is a face in the
A invariant states since w is extremal. We recall Lemma 7.4 of [BJKW] in the

following proposition.

PROPOSITION 6.2: ¢ € K is an extremal points in K if and only if 4 is



31

a factor state and moreover all other extremal points have the form 3, for

some z € II'.

PROPOSITION 6.3: Let w be an extremal point in UHF,; C* algebra and
then there exists a von-Neumann algebra M acting on a Hilbert space K so
that the following hold:
(a) M is a factor.
(b) There exists Vi, Vs, ...,V bounded operators on M so that 7°(X) =
Y1<i<a ViX V" on M is an ergodic map with a faithful normal invariant state
¢p on M.
(c) For any I = (iy,1a,...,1),J = (J1,J2, -, jx) With |I| = |J| < oo we have
w(el ®e? @ed ® .. @ek) = ¢o(ViVy).

Conversely any A invariant state w on UHF satisfying (a)-(c) is an extremal

point.

PROOF: We fix an extremal point ¢ in K, and consider the GNS space
(Hrys ™p(Oa), Q) associated with (Og,10). Set S; = my(s;) and consider
the normal state g on 7(04)” defined by ¥o(X) =< Q,XQ >. Thus
(m(Oq)", A, 1) is an ergodic Markov map where
AX) = ) SiXS;.
1<i<d

Let P be the support projection in my(Oq)” of the normal state 1. Thus P
be a sub-harmonic projection for 3, thus by [FR,Mol| we have

PS:P = S:P (6.1)

and the reduce dynamic

7°(z) = Pa(PxP)P (6.2)

on M = Pry(0O4)"P is also ergodic with a faithful normal state ¢ where
¢o(z) = Yo(PzP) for all z € M. Hence M = {V;,V*}" and M is a fac-
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tor, where we defined V; = PS;P for all 1 < i < d. That (c) is satisfied
follows by the relation (6.1). Conversely for any given family of Popescu sys-
tem (K, M, V;, ¢o) we consider the minimal dilation (H,S;, P) as described in
[BJKW, Theorem 5.1] where

(a) H is a Hilbert space and P is a projection so that PH = K;

(b) The family of isometric operators (S;, 1 < i < d) satisfies Cuntz’s relation
d1<i<a 9iS; = 1;

(c) (1= P)SfP =0 and P is cyclic for the representation i.e. the set {Srf :
|I| < oo, Pf=f, f€H}istotal in H.

We define a unique state @ on Oy by prescribing w(srs®) = ¢(V7V;). Thus
the GNS representation associated with (Og4, @) identifies with 7 (s;) = ;.
Now (c) guarantees that A, (P) T I as n 1 co. Hence Theorem 3.6 in [Mol]
ensures that the endomorphism (7;(0q4)”, Ap, ¢u,) is ergodic since the reduced

dynamics (M, 7, ¢) is so. Thus @ is an extremal A invariant state on O,;. =

Y 'n)

Let w’ be a translation invariant ergodic state on UHF, algebra ® z M, and
w be the restriction of w’ to UHF, algebra By = @y My. We fix any ¢ € K,
an extremal point and consider the associated Popescu system as described
in Proposition 6.3. Then a simple application of Theorem 3.6 says that the
inductive limit state ¢_,, on the inductive limit (Og, 1) —=* (Og, 1) = (Og4, 1)

is pure if and only if ¢o (7% ()7 (y)) = ¢o(x)Po(y) for all x,y € M as n — co.

The von-Neumann algebra {S;S% : |I| = |J| < oo}’ acts on the cyclic
subspace H,, generated by the vector 2. This is isomorphic with the GNS
representation of associated with (By,w). The inductive limit (B_., ¢_o ) de-
scribed as in Proposition 3.6 associated with (By, A,,, n > 0,w) is UHF; algebra
®z My and the inductive limit state is w’. Let () be the support projection
of the state ¢ in m(By)” and Ay = Qn(By)"Q. Since A(Q) > @, from the
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identity QA(I — Q)Q = 0 we conclude that (I —Q)S;Q =0 for all 1 <i <d.
However () > P, where P is the support projection of ¢» on w(O,;)”. We
set [; = @QS5;Q and note that (S1S%) = ¢o(lyl5) for all |I| = |J| < oo,
where 9y(z) = (QzQ) for x € Ay. Since N,>1 An(m0(By)”) = L, we have
[|A"(X) — ¢(X)I|| = 0 as n — oo, in particular, A, (Q) T I as n — oco. Hence
{Sif:|I| <oo, Qf = f,f € Hr} is total in H,.

THEOREM 6.4: Let o’ be a translation invariant ergodic state on UHF,
algebra ® z My. Then the following are equivalent:

(a) w' is a pure state.

(b) Yo(mn(z)nn(y)) — Yo(z)tho(y) as n — oo for all z,y € Ao, where n(z) =
> Lixl! for all x € A,.

PROOF: We consider the dynamics (By, A,, %) and appeal to Theorem 3.6. m

That for a given w’, the Popescu system is uniquely determined modulo
a unitary equivalence follows from Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 6.3. Thus
the Markov semigroup (Ag, 77, %) is also uniquely determined modulo a unitary
conjugation. Thus the criterion appeared in Theorem 6.4 (b) is independent

of the extremal point ¢ € K, that we have chosen.

COROLLARY 6.5: Let ' be as in Theorem 6.4 and its restriction w to
UHF, algebra ® M, be a type-I factor state. Then w’ is a pure state if and
only if (Ag, Ny, 1) is strongly mixing. In such a case Ay = M and [, = Vj, for
all 1 <k <d.

PROOF': Since strong mixing is equivalent to Kolmogorov’s property for a
type-I von-Neumann algebra ( see Theorem 4.7 in [Mol]) the first part of the

corollary follows from Theorem 6.4.

Since 7, (®@nMy is a type-I factor, the unique canonical normal endomor-
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phism A : 7m,(@nMy))" — m,(®wMy)" has Powers index d and A(X) =
Y1<k<a SiX S for all X € 7, (®@nMg)" where (S;) are elements in 7, (®nMq)"
satisfying Cunz’s relations. For more details we refer to [BJP]. Since w is an
ergodic state, A,(Q) T I as n 1T I, where @ is the support projection of w
in m,(@nMy)". Since Ay is also a type-I, strong mixing and Kolmogorov’s
property are equivalent. In particular the adjoint Markov semigroup (7;) on
Ay satisfies Kolmogorov’s property, hence by Theorem 3.4, ||, — ¢o|| — 0 as
t — 0. Hence by Theorem 3.3 N,>1 Ay (7 (®wMy)") = L. That is equivalent
to {SS% ¢ |I| = |J| < oo} = m,(®@wMy)”. Since S; € m,(@nMy)" by our
construction we conclude that {S;S% : |I| = |J| < oo}’ ={S5;,SF : 1 <i <d}".
Thus for a type-I factor strongly mixing (Ag, 7., o) system, we find that
Ay =M and [}, = V. ]

The above corollary enable us to construct a pure state on the UHF; algebra
®z Mgy so that its restriction on ®pnMy) is a type-1 factor state (see [BJP],
[BJKW], [Ma2]). For an explicit example of a pure state on ® zM, which give
rise to a type-I1I factor on ®p M,), we refer to [Mal]. Is it possible to construct
a pure state so that its restriction to one sided chain will be type-I17 It is not
hard to realize that it is impossible if we demand hyperfinite type-II; factor

state. A proof and more results follow in the next section.

7 Jones index of a quantum dynamical semi-

group on II; factor:

In this section we continue our investigation in the general framework of section

4 and eventually study the case when Ay is type-II;.

PROPOSITION 7.1: Let (Ao, 7%, ¢9) be a dynamical system as in Theorem
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4.1. If Ap is a type-1I; factor which admits a unique normalize faithful normal
tracial state then the following hold:

(a) Fy =1 for all t € IR;

(b) 7 = (1;) is a semigroup of *—endomorphisms.

(c) Ajo = Jjo(Ao).

PROOF: Let try be the unique normalize faithful normal trace on Ap. For
any fix t > 0 we set a normal state ¢, on Aj by ¢¢(z) = tro(ay(x)). It is simple
to check that it is also a faithful normal trace. Since a;(I) = I, by uniqueness
¢ = tro. In particular tro(Fy) = tro(ow(Fy)) = tro(Fy), by faithful property
Fy = Fy for all t > 0. Since Fj; + 1 as t — oo we have Iy = I. Hence
Fy = oy(Fy) = I for all t € IR. This proves (a). For (b) and (c) we recall
that Fyji(z)Fop = jo(re(x)) for all t > 0 and j; : Ag = Ap is an injective x—
homomorphism. Since Fy = Fy = I we have ji(x) = Fyji(x)Fo = jo(me(2)).
Hence Ap = jo(Ao) and jo(7:(2)7:(y)) = Jo(me(xy)) for all z,y € A;. Now by

injective property of jy, we verify (b). This completes the proof. [ ]

THEOREM 7.2: Let ' be a pure state on UHF; algebra ®4z My then the
restriction w of w’ to the UHF, algebra ®pn My is not a hyperfinite type-II;

factor.

PROOF: We first recall quantum dynamical semigroup (Ag, 7, ¢9) described
as in Theorem 6.4 and consider associated stationary minimal weak Markov
processes (j;). The von-Neumann algebra Ay is isomorphic to a sub-algebra
of m(@nMy)". In case m(®@nMy)" is a type-1I; factor, Ay is also a type-11;
factor. By Tomiyama’s property [BR] we also note that A, is a hyperfinite
factor for hyperfinite m(®@mnMg)”. In such a case by Theorem 4.1 Ay is also
a type-1I hyperfinite factor. Since Ay is isomorphic to a von-Neumann subal-

gebra of m(®nMgy)"” which is a type-1I; factor, we conclude that A, is also a
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hyperfinite type-11; factor. Hence by Proposition 7.1 (c), (1) is a semigroup
of x—endomorphisms and so g (n:(z)n:(y)) = wo(xy) for all t > 0. Thus by
Theorem 6.4 w is pure if and only if 1y (zy) = ¥o(z)1o(y) i.e. © = Yo(z)! for
all z € Ay. This clearly contradicts that A is a type-1I; factor. [ ]

We continue once more now our general case and fix a type-II; factor A
which admits a unique normalize faithful normal tracial state. Since Ay is
a type-1I factor whenever A is so, we conclude that Ay is a type-Il,, factor
whenever 7; is not an endomorphism on a such a type-II; factor. The following

proposition says much more.

THEOREM 7.3: Let Ag be a type-1I; factor with a unique normalize normal
trace and (Ag, 7, ¢9) be a dynamical system as in Theorem 4.1. Then the
following hold:

(a) jo(/) is a finite projection in Ay and there exists a type-II; factor M,
isomorphic to Ag so that A = My ® B(Fjg) where Fjy is a complex separable
Hilbert space.

(b) There exists a tower of type-II; factors Mo C M,... C M, C .., t>s>0
acting on a complex separable Hilbert space JFy so that Aj_; is isomorphic to

M, ® B(Fy), where for each t > 0, F}; is a complex separable Hilbert space.

PROOF: By Theorem 4.1 Ay is a type-II factor. Thus Aj is either type-1I;
or type-Ilo. In case it is type-II;, Theorem 4.5 says that A_; is jo(Ap), hence
the statements (a) and (b) are true with M,, = jo(Ap) and the Hilbert spaces
Fi are L. Thus it is good enough if we prove (a) and (b) when Ay is indeed
a type-Il factor. To that end we fix a normal faithful trace ¢r on Ay and
consider the map z — tr(jo(z) for x € Ay. It is a normal faithful trace on A,
hence it is a scaler multiple of the unique trace. Thus jy(I) is a finite projection

in Ajp. Now the general theory on von-Neumann algebra [Sak| guarantees the
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result once we recall that jo(Ag) = jo(1)Apjo(). This proves the statement
(a). For the second statement note also that jo(/) is a finite projection in A
for any ¢ > 0, thus jo(/)A—sjo(I) is a type-1I; factor acting on Fy. So once
more we appeal to the general theory [Sak| for isomorphism with M, @ B(F).
The inclusion relations follow from the inclusion relations A_s C Aj_; where

t>s [ ]

We first recall Jones’s index of a sub-factor originated to understand the
structure of inclusions of von Neumann factors of type II;. Let N be a sub-
factor of a finite factor M. M acts naturally as left multiplication on L?(M, tr),
where tr be the normalize normal trace. The projection Ey = [Nw] € N/,
where w is the unit trace vector i.e. tr(z) =< w,zw > for + € M, determines
a conditional expectation E(x) = EoxEy on N. If the commutant N’ is not a
finite factor, we define the index [M : N] to be infinite. In case N’ is also a finite
factor, acting on L?*(M, tr), then the index [M : N] of sub-factors is defined as
tr(FEy) ™', which is the Murray-von Neumann coupling constant [MuN] of N in
the standard representation L*(M,tr). Clearly index is an invariance for the
sub-factors. Jones proved [M : N] € {4cos*(m/n) :n = 3,4,---} U [4, 00] with

all values being realized for some inclusion N C M.

Let Ay be a type-II; factor and 7 be a normal completely positive unital
normal map with a faithful normal invariant state ¢o. We consider the dynam-
ics (Ao, Tn, n > 0,¢0) where 7, = To7...0o7 (n fold ) and 79 = I, the identity
map and the associated tower of II; factors Mg C M; C ..M, C acting on
the complex separable Hilbert space Fy described as in Theorem 4.6. Thus the
infinite sequence of Jones index {[My+1 : My], k = 0,1,..} associated with
the canonical tower My, : k > 0 of II; factors is an invariance for the dynamics

(Ao, T, o). One aim to investigate how this tower (M, :> 0) is related with
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Jones’s tower of type-1I; factors.

To that end we review now Jones’s construction [Jo, OhP]. Let ¢g be the
unique normalize normal trace. The algebra Ay acts on L*(Ag, ¢o) by left
multiplication mo(y)z = yx for x € L?(Ag, ¢g). Let w be the cyclic and
separating trace vector in L?*( Ay, ¢o). The projection Fy = [Bow] induces a
trace preserving conditional expectation 7 : a — FEpaFEy of Ay onto By. Thus
Eomo(y)Ey = Eomo(E(y)) Ep for all y € Ay. Let A; be the von-Neumann alge-
bra {m(Ap), Eo}’. A; is also a type-1I; factor and Ay C A;, where we have
identified 7 (Ag) with Ag. Jones proved that [A; : Ag] = [Ag : By]. Now by
repeating this canonical method we get an increasing tower of type-II; factors
Ay C As... so that [Agr @ Ag] = [Ap @ Bo) for all £ > 0. Thus the natural
question: How Jones tower Ay C A; C ... C A,... is related with the tower
My C M;y..Mj, € My associated with the dynamics (Ao, 7, ¢o)?

To that end recall the von-Neumann sub-factors My C M; and the
induced representation of M; on Hilbert subspace H|_o generated by
{Jo(x0)j-1(x-1)Q : g, z_1 € Ap}. §is the trace vector for My i.e. ¢p(x) =<
Q, jo(x)$2 >. It is the trace vector for M if and only if M; = M, ( for trace
vector we check that ¢o(7(2)y7(2) = ¢(jo(2)j-1(y)jo(2) = ¢o(7(22)y)) for any
x,y,2z € Ay ). Nevertheless there exists a unique normalize trace on M;, being

a type-11; factor.
THEOREM 7.4: [M;: M| > [Ag : Byl.

PROOF: Let ¢ be the unique normalize normal trace on A; and H; =
L?(A1, ¢1). We consider the left action m(z) : y — xy of A; on H;. Thus
mo(Ap) is also acting on H;. Since Egmg(z)Ey = Eomo(T(x))Ey = Eomo(7(x)),
for any element X € Ay, EgX = Egmy(x) for some x € Ay. Thus 71 (Ep) is the
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projection on the subspace { Eqmo(x) : x € Ap}.

For any y € Aj we set
(a) k_1(y) on the subspace 71 (Ey) by j_1(y)Eomo(x) = Egmo(yx) for x € Ay
and extend it to H; trivially.
(b) ko(y)z = mo(y)x for x € Ay

For y, z € Ay we verify that
< Eoﬂ'(](y), ]f_l(l)ko(x)k_l(l)Eoﬂ'()(Z) >1=< E()?T(](y),E(ﬂTo(SL’)E(ﬂTo(Z) >

=< E(]?T()(y), E()?T()(T(ZL’))E()?T()(Z) >1
=< Egmo(y), Eomo(T(2))m0(2) >1

Thus k_1(1)ko(x)k_1(1) = k_1(7(x)) for all z € A,. Note that k_1(1) = m1(Ep)
and the identity operator in H; is a cyclic vector for the weak Markov process
and thus by uniqueness of minimal weak Markov processes associated with
(Ao, T, d0), {k_1(Ao), ko(Ap)}’ is isomorphic to M. Since k_1(1) = m(Ey),
Ay € M. In fact strict inclusion hold unless By = Ay. Thus [M; : A;] > 1.
Since [M; : My] = [My : Ai][ A1 : My] and [A; : Ag] = [Ap : Bo], we conclude

the result. n

Thus for any finite sub-factor By of a type-1I; factor we could associated
via a canonical method a sequence of Jones numbers {[M; : My_4], k > 0}

as invariance for the inclusion By C Ag, where we set M_; = By.
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