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Abstract

Since quite a time there were available only two rathdiadilt and involved proofs, the
original one by Arveson and a more recent one by Liebschetheffact that for every
Arveson system there exists Bg—semigroup. We put together two recent short proofs, one
by Skeide and one by Arveson, to obtain a still simpler oneclwvhbnfies the advantages of
each proof and discards with their disadvantages.

1 Introduction

In [Arv894] Arveson associates with eveey—semigroup? (that is, a strongly continuous semi-
group of unital normal endomorphisms of the algeBi@l) of all adjointable operators on a
separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert spadg a product systent® = (Ei), .., Of Hilbert
spaceds;, a so-calledArveson systemAs Arveson systems classifjp—semigroups up to co-
cycle conjugacy it is natural to ask whether every Arvesostesy may be obtained as the
Arveson system of ai,—semigroup. Arveson answered this question in thienaative sense
in [Arv90n]. However, the proof is long and involves deep lgitia techniques, some of which
first had to be developed in JArv90a, Arv89b]. Also a seconabpdue to Liebschel [Lie03]
appears to be involved.

Recently, Skeide |[SkeD6] and, shortly after, Arveson [A&M@ave given short proofs of this
result. The idea of the proof in [Ske06] is plain and unitadif the constructed endomorphisms
is obvious, while the verification of the semigroup propestys rather tedious. The proof in
[Arv06] has no problems with the semigroup property, whike verification of unitality requires
a computation. In these notes we show that the construdiions[Ske06] and from[]Arv06]
actually are unitarily equivalent. In this way, we can avimi@¢ach proof that part which is less
obvious from its construction.

The main accent in this short note is on establishing unigguyivalence of the two con-
structions. For this to us it appears more convenient taudssérst [Ske06] and then switch to
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[Arv06]. Of course, the whole thing could be prepared alsthenopposite direction. We note
also that here we describe the construction from [Ske086] alitorders in tensor products re-
versed (construction of a right dilation instead of a lefation). This operation does not cause
any complication but facilitates then comparison with tbastruction in{[Arv06]. We should
also say that we leave all details about verification of messlities that go beyond the nec-
essary conditions on square integrability (that is in patér mesaurability) of certain sections
to either of the articles [SkeDB, Arvi06]; see also Renfark 8 r emphasis is on algebraic
problems like associativity and unitality.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout these notes we assume tat= (E),., is a fixedArveson systenof Hilbert
space&;. Algebraically, this means that we have associative ifieationsu; s: E;QEs — Eq,s.
Technically, we assume that the bunBfehas a Borel structure isomorphic to the trivial bundle
(0, o) x Hq for an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert spageand we assume that for every
pair of measurable functions t — x(t) € E; ¢ E® andy: t — y(t) € E; c E® also the function
(t,s) — Us(X(t) ® y(9) € Ei,s ¢ E® is measurable. Every Arveson system in the sense of
[Arv89é, Definition 1.4] fulfills this condition. We will fdbw the conventions i [Arv89a] and
write x(t)y(s) for u;s(X(t) ® y(s)). Associativity simply means then that trpsoducton E® is
associative.

By [Ske06] aright dilation of an Arveson syster&® is a nontrivial (and, therefore, infinite-
dimensional) separable Hilbert spaRewith unitary identificationsu: E; ® R — R which
behave associatively with respect to the product systamtsiie. Writingxh for wy(x ® h), this
means just thatg)h = x(yh) for all x € E;,y € Es,h € R. In other wordsR is a left module
over the ring generated by the semigrdtip

2.1 Remark. A right dilation of E® induces a semigrou = ()., of normal unital endo-
morphism#(a) := w(id; ®@)w; (anddy = idpR) of B(R). It is easy to see that the Arveson
system associated tbas in [Arv89a] isE®.

2.2 Remark. A right dilation induces an essential (that is, nondegergrapresentatio® =
(Pt (o) Of E® N R, namely,@i(x)h := xh. Conversely, ifd is an essential representation of
E® onR # {0} (separable), them;: x® h — ®(x)h defines a right dilation. By Remafk2.1 an
essential representation of an Arveson system induce®ftine, also a unital endomorphism
semigroup having this Arveson system.

2.3 Remark. So far we spoke about right dilations in algebraic terms. that the endomor-
phism semigroup induced by a right dilation be strongly camdus, that is, be ak,—semi-
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group, it is suficient that the right dilation beneasurablein the sense that for every pair of
measurable functions: t — Xx(t) € E; andh: t — h(t) € Rthe functiont — x(t)h(t) be mea-
surable. See [SkeD6, Arvi06] for possibilities for how to dode from this to continuity of the
semigroup. In[[Ske06, Proposition 4.1] there is a self-am@d proof (using only the fact that
unitary groups on a separable Hilbert space are strongtyremus if they are weakly measur-
able) of that a measurable (left or right) dilation giveg fie anEq;—semigroup. A similar result
is [Arv89d, Proposition 2.7].

3 The first construction

The construction in_[Ske06] follows two steps (here repbdasuitably in terms of right dila-
tions). In the first step, one constructs a right dilationhef discrete subsyste(k,),,; of E®.

In other words, one constructs a separable Hilbert spage {0} and unitary identifications
wn: En® R = Rthat compose associatively with the product system strecflihe construc-
tion of such dilations for discrete product systems is easlvae come back to it in a minute,
because for comparison with [Arv06] we need to make a coaarkbice. Having the right
dilation of the discrete subsystem, the ided_of [Ske06] putdR := (fol E, da)® Rand to write

down for everyt € (0, ), n := {t} (the unique integer such thiat n € (0, 1]) specific versions

of the following isomorphisms
1+t .
f = da) ®R
t

1 t—n
f Eada)®En®|§ ® (f Eada)®En+1®|§
t-n 0

1 t—n
= f Eada)®|§ ® (f Eada)®ﬁ = R (3.1
t-n 0

and show that they iterate associatively. This program s/éok an arbitrary right dilation of
the discrete subsystem, not only for the one we shall considihe sequel, which leads to
something unitarily equivalent td_[ArvD6]. But the veriftcan of associativity is tedious; see
[Ske06).

The concrete right dilation of the discrete subsystem ssiggein [Ske06] is obtained in
the following way. Choose a unit vecterin E;. Forn,m € N define isometric embeddings
En — Emin by X = x€'. (That is, we identifyE,, as the subspacE,e€" = unn(En ® €")
of Emn.) These embeddings form an inductive system. Let us denofthe (completed)
inductive limit. It is easy to check that the fami{ym,), IS compatible with the inductive
limit over m € N, that it defines a unitany,* E, ® R —» Rand that the family of all these, is
a right dilation.

R

1
Ei®R = Et®(f Eada)@oR
0
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So far the construction fronh [Ske06]. For the following seas it is important to observe
that in the construction dR nobody prevents us from exchanging the order of inductiwg li
and direct integral. So let us define the spd€gs= fmm+1 E,da = (fol E.,da)®Ey =: K. The
isometric embeddingg,, —» En€' c Emn.n give rise to isometric embeddings, first, I6f, —
Km:n and, then, oKy — Kmin. Clearly, the inductive limiK := limindy, K over the spaces
Km is justR as we used it above. And because the canonical identifisatidn)) 1) ® Xm
and(f(a — m)xm)ae(m,ml] of K., andK,, are compatible with the inductive structures, aso
and the inductive limiK := limind, K, over the spaceK, are canonically isomorphic. We
will investigate this latter inductive limiK in the Sectioil5. In particular, we will see that it
coincides with the Hilbert space constructed.in [Arv06].

We close this section by analyzing how the dilation consédian [Ske06] looks like in
terms of these inductive limits. A typical elementR®E (fol E,deo)®Ris (f(@))ye(017 ® y With
f(a) € E, andy € R The unitariesy; from [Ske06] as suggested by Equatiénl3.1) act on
X® (f(@)) 01y ® ¥ In Er ® R pointwise on sections. Putting= {t + }, the unitaryw sends the
pointx® f(a)® y (a € (0, 1]) in the section to

(idtsa—n @) (U0 nn(XF(@) ®y) € Enen®R

Thatis,uw; sendx®( f(@)),1;®y to a section irRwhich attimes = t+a—n € (0, 1] assumes
the value i@ o—n ®Wn) (U n(X (@) ® y).

Now recall that the inductive limiR is generated by the increasing sequence of subspaces
En. If y € En, thenw, sends the tensor product of an elemenEjwith y to an element in
Enm C R S0 0nthe level of the spacks the pointx® f )y of the section®( (), 4®Y €
E: ® K, ends up in a point of a section iK,,m. On the level of the spacds,, the point
X® f(a — My (@ € (m m+ 1]) of a section inE; ® K, ends up on the pointf(a — m)y at
B =t+a € (n+mn+m+ 1] of a section irK,,,, wheren = {t + « — m}. In other words, if now
(f(@))oemms1 1S @n arbitrary section i, then the poink ® f(e) ends up in the pointf(a)
of a section irK,,,, at8 with 8 andn as before.

4 The second construction

In [Arv06] Arveson constructs a Hilbert spakkas follows. LetS denote the space of all locally
square integrable sectioffis= (f(t)),o.) € E® which arestablewith respect to the unit vector
e € E,, thatis, for which there exists arp > 0 such that

fla+1l) = f(a)e

for all @ > ag. By N we denote the subspace of all section§ imhich are eventually 0, that is,
of all sectionsf € § for which there exists any > 0 such thatf (o) = 0 for almost alle > ao.
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A straightforward verification shows that

m+1
() = Jm [ (Fa).gla))da

defines a semiinner product 8rand that f, f) = 0 if and only if f € N. (Actually, we have

T+1
(f.g) = f (F(a). 9(@)) da

for all sufficiently largeT > 0; seel[Arv06, Lemma 2.1].) S8/N becomes a pre-Hilbert space
with inner product f + N, g + N) := (f, g). By H we denote its completion.

After these preparations it is completely plain to see thia¢¥eryt > 0 the max® f — xf,
where
Xfla-t) a>t,

(xf)(@) = {
0

else

defines an isometr; ® H — H, and that these isometries iterate associatively. Sungobf
these isometries is slightly less obvious.

5 Comparison and integration of the two approaches

We claim thatR from Section’B andH from Section# are canonically isomorphic in a way
such that the mappinds ® R - RandE; ® H — H become unitarily equivalent. This shows
immediately that the former iterate associatively (beeabg latter do) and that the latter are
unitaries (because the former are). In this way, we remawa feach construction the most
tedious verifications.

We have already established in the end of Sedflon 3 that thee$pcan be viewed as
inductive limit K over the spaceK, that this inductive limit is canonically isomorphic to the
inductive limitK over the spacek,, = fmm+1 E, da and we have established how tiheact on
E: ® Rwhen restricted t&; ® K.

Le f = (f(a)) be inKy, and define the sectiohe $ by setting

as(mm+1]

— 0 a<m,
f(o) = {

fla—ne neNp,m+n<a<m+n+1

Thenf — f + N defines an isometri,, — H. Morevoer, recalling that the inductive structure
of the family of space&, is given by embeddings that embed the secfieanK, as the section
(f(@—M€") ,cminmens1y INtO Knim, we easily check thd€, — H andKm — Kmin — H coincide.

In other words, we have an isometry frdRe K into H. Moreover, iff isin 8, then there is an
ap > 0s0 thatf~(a +1)= fN(a)efor all @ > ag. In other words, if we choose an integar> ay,
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then up to an element iN the sectionf is the image of the sectioh € K., defined by setting
f(a) = f~(a/) (@ € (m,m+ 1]). In other words, by the imbedding &into H we obtain a total
subset ofH. Therefore, actually we have defined a unit&y-» H. (Note that, actually, we
have identified J oy Km With 8/N.)

Now recall thatw, sendsx® f with a sectionf in K, or, what is the same up to canonical
isomorphism, irkK,, to a section that, for somee Ny, lies partly inKp,m, partly in Ky1.m. In
fact, we may splitf = (f(a)),cmmms1y INtO two parts(f(@)),cmmt—n + (F(@)) semitnme1y With
n = {t} so that the first part ends up .., while the second part ends upkp,1,m. (Note that,
actually, we hav,,m = K,.me C K,.m:1 and the fact thaty is isometric shows even that the
two parts ofx® f end up in orthogonal parts &,.1.m. But this is not the point.) We simplify
life by noting that it is sfficient to consider only those sections for which one of thespar
zero. Let us denote the resultky,, or in K, 1,m by Xf.

It is now completely plain to verify that the sectiorb andxf in $ coincide eventually and,
thereforexf + N andxf + N coincide inH.

References

[Arv89a] W. ArvesonContinuous analogues of Fock spaéem. Amer. Math. Soc., no. 409,
American Mathematical Society, 1989.

[Arv89D] , Continuous analogues of Fock space lll: Singular stale®perator Theory

22(1989), 165—205.

[Arv90a] , Continuous analogues of Fock space II: The spectraidyebrag J. Funct.

Anal. 90 (1990), 138-205.

[ArvO0Db] , Continuous analogues of Fock space IV: essential st#teta Math.164

(1990), 265-300.

[Arv06] ,  On the existence ofgesemigroupsPreprint, ArXiv: math.OA0605215,

2006, To appear in Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. R&tad.

[Lie03] V. Liebscher,Random sets and invariants for (type IlI) continuous tensodgpct
systems of Hilbert spaceBreprint, ArXiv:/math.PR306365, 2003.

[Ske06] M. SkeideA simple proof of the fundamental theorem about Arvesores)sPre-
print, ArXiv: math.OA0602014, 2006, To appear in Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum
Probab. Relat. Top.


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0605215
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0306365
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0602014

	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	The first construction
	The second construction
	Comparison and integration of the two approaches

