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Abstract

We carry out analysis and geometry on a marked configuration space Qi%* over a
Riemannian manifold X with marks from the space R, as a natural generalization of
the work [J. Func. Anal. 154 (1998), 444-500]. As a transformation group & on Q%*

we take the “lifting” to Q%* of the action on X x Ry of the semidirect product of the
group Diffy(X) of diffeomorphisms on X with compact support and the group Ri{ of
smooth currents, i.e., all C* mappings of X into R} which are equal to one outside a
compact set. The marked Poisson measure 75 on Qi%* with Lévy measure ¢ on X x Ry
is proven to be quasiinvariant under the action of &. Then, we derive a geometry on
QE{;* by a natural “lifting” of the corresponding geometry on X x R;. In particular, we
construct a gradient V¢ and divergence div®®. The associated volume elements, i.e., all
probability measures p on QE%* with respect to which V¢ and div® become dual operators
on L2(QH§+; ) are identified as the mixed Poisson measures with mean measure equal to
a multiple of 7. As a direct consequence of our results, we obtain marked Poisson space
representations of the group & and its Lie algebra g. We investigate also Dirichlet forms
and Dirichlet operators connected with (mixed) marked Poisson measures. In particular,
we obtain conditions of ergodicity of the semigroups generated by the Dirichlet operators.
A possible generalization of the results of the paper to the case where the marks belong
to a homogeneous space of a Lie group is noted.
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0 Introduction

In recent few years, stochastic analysis and differential geometry on configuration
spaces have been considerably developed in a series of papers by S. Albeverio et al.
[2-5], see also [26]. It has been shown that the geometry of the configuration space
I'x over a Riemannian manifold X can be constructed via a simple “lifting proce-
dure” and is completely determined by the Riemanian structure of X. The mixed
Poisson measures appeared to be exactly “volume elements” corresponding to the
differential geometry introduced on I'x. Intrinsic Dirichlet forms an operators, their
canonical processes, Gibbs measures on configuration spaces, integration by parts
characterization of canonical Gibbs measures, stochastic dynamics corresponding to
Gibbs measures as well as many other problems were treated in the above framework.

A starting point for this analysis, more exactly, for the defintion of differentiation
on the configuration space, were the representation of the group of diffeomorphisms
Diffy(X) on X with compact support that was constructed by A. M. Vershik et al.
[31] (see also [25, 27, 12]) and the fact, following from the Skorokhod theorem, that
the Poisson measure is quasiinvariant with respect to the group Diffy(X).

On the other hand, starting with the same work [31], many researchers consider
representations also on marked (or compound) Poisson spaces. At the same time,
in statistical mechanics of continuous systems, marked Poisson measures and their
Gibbsian perturbations are used for the description of many concrete models, see
e.g. [1]. Hence, it is natural to ask about geometry and analysis on these spaces.
The first work in this direction was the paper [19], in which, just as in the case of the
usual Poisson measure, the action of the group Diffo(X) was used for the definition
of the differentiation. However, this group proved to be too small for reconstructing
mixed marked Poisson measures as “volume elements,” which means that Diffy(X)
is to be extended in a proper way.

Let us recall that the configuration space I'x is defined as

I'x:={yCX|#(yNK) < oo for each compact K C X },

where #(-) denotes the cardinality of a set. Then, the marked configuration space
QY over X with marks from, generally speaking, a manifold M is defined as

QY == {(y,m)|yelx,me M},

where M7 stands for the set of all maps v 3 x — m, € M. Let ¢ be a Radon
measure on X X M such that (K x M) < oo for each compact K C X and 7 is
nonatomic in X, i.e., 5({zx} x M) = 0 for each x € X. Then, one can define on Q¥
a marked Poisson measure 75 with Lévy measure o.

Of course, one could consider 7 as a usual Poisson measure on the configuration
space I'x .y over the Cartesian product of the underlying manifold X and the space



of marks M, and study the properties of this measure using the results of [2-5].
However, such an approach does not distinguish between the two different natures
of X and M and the different roles that these play in physics. Thus, our aim
is to introduce and study such transformations of the marked configuration space
which do “feel” this difference and lead to an appropriate stochastic analysis and
differential geometry.

In this paper, we will be concerned with the model case where the space of marks
M is just R;. In our forthcoming papers [16, 17], we will generalize our results to
the case where M is a homogeneous space of a Lie group and the marked Poisson
measures are replaced with Gibbs measures of Ruelle-type on Q?}* (compare with
5, 21]).

Let R denote the group of smooth currents, i.e., all C*° mappings X > z
O(x) € Ry which are equal to one outside a compact set (depending on ). We
define the group & as the semidirect product of the groups Diffy(X) and Rf . for
g1 = (¢1,61) and go = (19, 6,), where 1,9, € Diffy(X) and 61,6, € RY, the
multiplication of g; and g5 is given by

9192 = (11 01, 01 (B2 0 Y71)).
The group & acts in X x R, as follows: for any g = (¢,0) € &
X xRy 3 (2,5) > g(x,5) = (1(x), 0(1())s) € X x R,

Since each w € QH){? can be interpreted as a subset of X x R, the action of &
can be lifted to an action on QH){?. The marked Poisson measure 7z is proven to be
quasiinvariant under it. Thus, we can easily construct, in particular, a representation
of & in L*(mz).

We note that the groups of smooth (as well as measurable and continuous)
currents are classical objects in representation theory, see e.g. [30, 8, 9, 32, 12]
and references therein for different representations of these groups. It should be
stressed, however, that our representation of & is reducible, because so is the regular
representation of & in L?(7) (see subsec. 3.5 for details).

Thus, having introduced the action of the group & on Q]i*, we proceed to derive
analysis and geometry on Q?}* in a way parallel to the work [4], dealing with the usual
configuration space I'y. In particular, we note that the Lie algebra g of the group &
is given by g = Vo(X) x C§°(X), where V(X)) is the algebra of C* vector fields on
X having compact support and C§°(X) is the algebra of C*° functions from X into
R with compact support. For each (v,a) € g, we define the notion of a directional
derivative of a function F': Q]_l;}* — R along (v, a), which is denoted by VQM)F . We

obtain an explicit form of this derivative on a special set FCp° (@, Q]i*) of smooth

cylinder functions on Q%, which, in turn, motivates our definition of a tangent
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bundle T(QH){?) of QH){?, and of a gradient VF. We note only that the tangent
space Tw(9§+) to the marked configuration space Q]_I;}* at a point w = (v, s) € Q?}*
is given by
T,(Q%) = L*(X = T(X) + R; 7).
Next, we derive an integration by parts formula on Q;R?, that is, we get an explicit
formula for the dual operator div® of the gradient V* on Q%. We prove that the

probability measures on Q]i* for which V and div® become dual operators (with
respect to (-, ) are exactly the mixed marked Poisson measures

Hus = / T25 I/(dZ),
R4

where v is a probability measure on R, (with finite first moment) and 7,5 is the
marked Poisson measure on Q?}* with Lévy measure zo, z > 0. This means that the
mixed marked Poisson measures are exactly the “volume elements” corresponding
to our differential geometry on QH){?.

T(9§+)>

Thus, having identified the right volume elements on QE{}*, we introduce for each

measure 1,5 the first order Sobolev space Hy (5", i) by closing the correspond-
ing Dirichlet form

& (F.G) = / +<VQF vea), R+)d7ru,a, F,G e FCZ(D,9%),
Q

on LQ(QE?, fyz). Just as in the analysis on the usual configuration space, this is
the step where we really start doing generic inﬁnite dimensional analysis. The cor-
responding Dirichlet operator is denoted by H u _; it is a positive definite selfadjoint
operator on Lz(QX+, ftv,5). The heat semigroup (eXp(—tHilV 6))t>0 generated by it is
calculated explicitly. The results on the ergodicity of this semigroup are absolutely
analogous to the corresponding results of [4]. Particularly, we have ergodicity if and
only if p, 7 = m.5 for some z > 0, i.e., u,; is a (pure) marked Poisson measure.

We also clarify the relation between the intrinsic geometry on Q]i* we have
constructed with another kind of extrinsic geometry on Q?}* which is based on fixing
the marked Poisson measure 73 and considering the unitary isomorphism between
L2(Q v, 7z) and the corresponding Fock space

F(L(X x Ry;5)) = @ L (X x Ry)", nl5°"),

n=0

where L2((X x Ry)",n!5®") is the subspace of symmetric functions from
L*((X x Ry)", n!3®"). Our main result here is to prove that H7 is unitarily equiv-
alent (under the above isomorphism) to the second quantization operator of the
Dirichlet operator H2 ™+ on the L*(X x R,; &) space.

b}



As a consequence of the results of this paper, we obtain a representation on the
marked Poisson space L?(mz) not only of the group &, but also of its Lie algebra g.

Finally, we note that one can construct in a natural way a bijection between the
marked configuration space Q?}* and the “compound configuration” space {2x over
X defined as

Qx ={v() =D seea() |7 E€Tx, 5, €RL}.

rey

The image of the marked Poisson measure under this bijection is the compound
Poisson measure on (2x. So, all results of this paper can be easily reformulated in
terms of compound Poisson measures.

1 Marked Poisson measures

1.1 Marked configuration space

Let X be a connected, oriented C'* (non-compact) Riemannian manifold. The
configuration space I'x over X is defined as the set of all locally finite subsets in X:

Iy :={yCX|#(NK) < oo for each compact K C X },

where #(-) denotes the cardinality of a set. One can identify any v € I'x with the
positive integer-valued Radon measure

D er € Mp(X) C M(X),
rey
where ) _ &, := zero measure and M(X) (resp. M(X)) denotes the set of all
positive (resp. positive integer-valued) Radon measures on B(X).
Let R, := (0,+00). The marked configuration space Q?}* over X with marks
from R, is defined as

0% ={w=(v,5)|v€Tlx, seR]},

where R7 stands for the set of all maps v 3 = — s, € R;. Equivalently, we can
define Q?}* as the collection of locally finite subsets in X x R, having the following
properties:

a)V(z,s), (2/,s) e w: (x,s) # (2, ¢) :>x7éx’}
b) PI'XcUGFX ’

where Prx denotes the projection of the Cartesian product of X and R, onto X.
Again, each w € Q]i* can be identified with the measure

D s € Mp(X xRy) € M(X x Ry).

(z,8)€w



It is worth noting that, for any bijection ¢: X x R, — X x R, , the image of
the measure w(-) under the mapping ¢, (¢*w)(-), coincides with (p(w))(-), i.e.,

(")) = (@W)(),  weQy,

where ¢(w) = {o(z,s) | (z,s) € w} is the image of w as a subset of X x R,.

Let B.(X) and O.(X) denote the families of all Borel, resp. open subsets of
X that have compact closure. Let also B.(X x R.) denote the family of all Borel
subsets of X x R, whose projection on X belongs to B.(X).

Denote by Cop(X x R;) the set of real-valued bounded continuous functions
f on X x Ry such that supp f € B.(X x Ry). As usually, we set for any f €
Cop(X xRy) and w € Q%

(f,w):/X ) fla,s)w(dr,ds) = Y f(z,s).

Notice that, because of the definition of Q]i*, there are only a finite number of
addends in the latter series.
Now, we are going to discuss the measurable structure of the space Q]_I;}*. We will

use a “localized” description of the Borel g-algebra B(Q5") over Q.
For A € O.(X), define

Ot ={weQy [Pryw A}
and for n € Z, ={0,1,2,...}
Q' (n) = {we Q" [#w) =n}.
It is obvious that

2 = || 2 ().
n=0

Let
Amk = A X RJ’_

(i.e., Ak is the set of all “marked” elements of A) and let
K’I;k = {((:)31,51), coos(@pysp)) € AN 2y #Fapif jF#k }

There is a bijection B
LA S, — Q5 (n) (1.1)

given by
LY (x1,51), - (@0, 50)) = {(21,51), -+ (@ 50)} € Qi (n),
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where &, is the permutation group over {1,...,n}. On A, /&,, one introduces the
related metric

(5[((1’1, 51)7 SRR (xnv Sn))v ((I/lv 8/1)7 R (x;u 8;1))]

= Wiené d" [((Ilv 81)7 ce (:L’n, 871))7 ((I;r(l)v S;r(l))v T (x;r(n)v 8;(11)))}7

where d" is the metric on A7, driven from the original metrics on X and R.. Then,
A, /S, becomes an open set in A”, /&,, and let B(A?, /S,,) be the trace o-algebra
on A, /S, generated by B(A”,/S,,). Let then lS’(Q%+ (n)) be the image o-algebra

of B(A",/&,) under the bijection EE\") and let B(QL") be the o-algebra on Qy*
generated by the usual topology of (disjoint) union of topological spaces.
For any A € O.(X), there is a natural restriction map

DA Q]i* > Q]E*
defined by
Q]i* Swpa(w) =wNAy € Qf*.

The topology on Q]i* is defined as the weakest topology making all the mappings
pa continuous. The associated o-algebra is denoted by B(Qx").

For each B € B.(X x R,), we introduce a function Ng: Q?}* —Zy=40,1,2,...}
such that

Np(w) :=#wNB), we. (1.2)

Then, it is not hard to see that B(Q?}*) is the smallest o-algebra on Q]_I;}* such that
all the functions Ng are measurable.

1.2 Marked Poisson measure

In order to construct a marked Poisson measure, we fix:

(i) an intensity measure o on the underlying manifold X, which is supposed to
be a nonatomic Radon one,

(ii) a non-negative function

X x B(R;) 3 (z,A) — p(z,A) € Ry

such that, for o-a.a. x € X, p(z,-) is a finite Radon measure on R,.
Now, we define a measure o on (X x Ry, B(X x R,)) as follows:

F(A) = /Ap(x,ds) o(dz), A B(X xR,). (1.3)

8



We will suppose that the measure ¢ is infinite and for any A € B.(X)
50 = [ Lol B2 o(d) <, (1.4
X

ie., p(z,R.) € L (o).

loc
Now, we wish to introduce a marked Poisson measure on Q" (cf. e.g. [15, 14]).
To this end, we take first the measure 0" on (X x R;)™, and for any A € O.(X),
a®" can be considered as a finite measure on A”,. Since ¢ is nonatomic, we get
7%%(Dy) = 0, where

Dy = {((z1,51), (22,82)) €Al | 21 =22 } = { (21,22) € X* |21 =22 } x R}

Therefore,
5®N(Agk \ AL =0

and we can consider 7" as a measure on (A", /&, B(A", /&,)) such that
5®n(lek/6n) = 0 (Ami)"™.

(n))

Denote by 5x ,, 1= 5"0(L{") ™! the image measure on " (n) under the bijection

(1.1). Then, we can define a measure A2 on Q%* by

oo

1
A_ L
>\a. = Z n' O-A,nu
n=0
where G5 o == £z on Q" (0) = {@}. The measure A2 is finite and A2 (") = ¢7(Ami),
Hence, the measure

A —5(hm) \A
T3 ‘=€ . )\5.

is a probability measure on B(Q%*). It is not hard to check the consistency property
of the family {72 | A € O.(X)} and thus to obtain a unique probability measure 7z
on B (Qﬁl;;*) such that

= pims, A e O(X).
This measure 75 will be called a marked Poisson measure with Lévy measure o.

For any function ¢ € Cy,(X x R, ), it is easy to calculate the Laplace transform
of the measure 7z

)= | oo o) = 0 (f G DFdnds). (1)
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Particularly, if Cy(X') denotes the space of continuous functions on X with compact
support, we obtain, for each u € Cy(X) such that u(z) <0 for -a.a. x € X

Ly (u):= /QR+ exp [(su, w)] ms(dw)

= [ o0 [ sttt s)

X TEY

= exp ( /X XM(ew(z) — 1)5(dx,ds)).

This formula is also sufficient to define 7.

Example 1. Let p(x,:) = &1(-), * € X. Then, ¢ = 0 ® &1 and 75 is just the
Poisson measure on (I'x, B(I'y)) with intensity o.

Example 2. Let p(z,-) = 7(-), x € X, where 7 is a finite measure on (R, B(R,)).
Now, 0 = 6 = 0 ® 7 and 75 coincides with the marked Poisson measure under con-
sideration in [19]. Notice that the choice of ¢ = ¢ as a product measure means a
position-independent marking, while the choice of a general & of the form (1.3) leads
to a positive-depending marking.

In what follows, we will suppose that the measure ¢ is equivalent to the Rieman-
nian volume m on X: o(dz) = p(x) m(dz) with p > 0 m-a.s., and that for m-a.a.
x € X p(x,-) is equivalent to the restriction of the Lebesgue measure to R, denoted
by A:

p(z,ds) = p(x,s) A(ds) with p(z,s) >0 Ma.a. s € Ry.

Thus, the measure o can be written in the form
o(dz,ds) = p(x)p(x, s) Mds)m(dx).
The condition o(Ayk) < 0o, A € B.(X), implies that the function

Q(xv 8) = p(SL’)p(SL’, S)

satisfies
¢"* e L3 (X;m) @ L*(Ry; \). (1.6)

loc

We will suppose additionally that the following stronger condition is fulfilled:

1/2

(max{1,s}tq(z,s)) " € Li (X;m) @ L*(Ry; A). (1.7)
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2 Transformations of the marked Poisson mea-
sure

2.1 Group of transformations of the marked configuration
space
We are looking for a natural group & of transformations of Q?}* such that

(i) 75 is G-quasiinvariant;
dg*ms

(ii) & is big enough to reconstruct m; by the Radon—Nikodym density —
where g runs through &. Y

Let us recall that in the work [19] the group Diffy(X) was taken as &, just in the
same way as in the case of the usual Poisson measure [4]. Here, Diff((X) stands for
the group of diffeomorphisms of X with compact support, i.e., each ¢ € Diffy(X) is
a diffeomorphism of X that is equal to the identity outside a compact set (depending
on ). The group Diffy(X) satisfies (i). However, unlike the case of the Poisson
measure, the condition (ii) is not now satisfied, because, for example, in the case
Whgre 0 = 0 ® 7, there is no information about the measure 7 that is contained in
di:”, see [19].

This is why we need a proper extension of the group Diffy(X). Let us consider
the group of smooth currents, i.e., all C'"™° mappings

Xz~ 0(z) € Ry,

which are equal to one outside a compact set (depending on 6). A multiplication
010, in this group is defined as the pointwise multiplication of mappings #; and 6,.
In representation theory this group is denoted by RZ, or C5°(X;R4).

The group Diff(X) acts in R by automorphisms: for each ¢ € Diffo(X),

RE¥30 a@)d:=0oy~" € RY.

Thus, we can endow the Cartesian product of Diffo(X) and RY with the following
multiplication: for g1 = (lpl, 91), go = (lpg, 92) S lefo(X) X Rf

9192 = (Y1 0 b, 01 (B2 0 Y1 1))
and obtain a semidirect product

Diffy(X) x R =: &

«

of the groups Diffo(X) and RY.
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The group & acts in X x R, in the following way: for any g = (¢,6) € &
X xRy 3 (5,8) > glo,8) = (0(2), 00W())s) € X xR, (21)

If id denotes the identity diffeomorphism of X and 1 is the function identically equal
to one on X, then we will just identify ¢ with (¢,1) and € with (id, §). The action
(2.1) of an arbitrary g = (¢, 0) can be represented now as

(ZL’, S) = g(Ia S) = 9¢($a S),

where

U(x,s) = (Y(x),5),
O(x,s) = (x,0(x)s).

For any g = (¢,6) € &, denote K, := K, U Ky, where Ky and Ky are the
minimal closed sets in X outside of which 1) = id and 6 = 1, respectively. Evidently,
K,y € Bo(X),

9(Kg)mk = (Kg)mk,

and ¢ is the identity transformation outside (K )mk.
Noting that

97 (,8) = (,0) " (z,8) = (V71,07 o) (w,5) = (V7' (2), 07" (2)s),
we easily deduce the following

Proposition 2.1 The measure 7 is &-quasiinvariant and for any g = (1,0) € &
the Radon—Nikodym density is given by

d(g*o) _ @ (=), 07 (x)s)

o(z,5) = T,8) = Yy
pg( ’ ) do ( ) ) q(l’, 8)9(1') Jm( )>

if (z,5) € {0 < q(x,s) < o0} N{0 < q(¥(z),0 " (x)s) < oo},
pg(:c, s) =1, otherwise,

where JY is the Jacobian determinant of 1 (w.r.t. the Riemannian volume m).

2.2 ®-quasiinvariance of the marked Poisson measure

Any g € & defines by (2.1) a transformation of X x R, and, consequently, g has
the following “lifting” from X x R, to Q]?}*:

0% swe gw) ={gz,s) | (z,5) cw} € QY. (2.2)

(Note that, for a given w € Q%" g(w) indeed belongs to Q5" and coincides with w
for all but a finite number of points.) The mapping (2.2) is obviously measurable
and we can define the image ¢g*75 as usually. The following proposition is an analog
of a corresponding fact about Poisson measures.
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Proposition 2.2 For any g € &, we have

*
g Tg = Tgx5.

Proof. The proof is the same as for the usual Poisson measure 7, with intensity o
and ¢ € Diffg(X) (e.g., [4]), one has just to calculate the Laplace transform of the
measure ¢*7ms for any f € Cy,(X x Ry) and to use the formula (1.5). W

Proposition 2.3 The marked Poisson measure 75 is quasiinvariant w.r.t. the group
&, and for any g € & we have

d(g* )

dﬂ'g

w) =[] v s) (2.3)
(

z,8)Ew

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, the measures g*c and ¢ are equivalent for each g € &.
To apply the Skorokhod theorem on absolute continuity of Poisson measures, we
have to check the integrability condition

\/pE ~1e XX xRy 9),
or the more restrictive one
p] — 1€ L'(X xR4;0)

(see, e.g., [28, 29]). But the change of variables formula gives

/ |Pg(1', s) — 1lo(dx,ds) = / |pg(x, s) — 1| o(dx,ds)
X xRy

(Kg)mk
< 20 ((Kg)mx) < oo.

is equal to the right hand side of (2.3) multiplied by the factor

exp {/ (1-— pg(aj, s)) o(dx, ds)] :
X xRt
Finally, noting that

[ - sana = [ (- s)snas)
XXRJF (Kg)mk

= 5((Kg)mk) - 5((Kg)mk) = O>
we conclude the proposition. W

Remark 2.1 Notice that only a finite (depending on w) number of factors in the
product on the right hand side of (2.3) are not equal to one.
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2.3 Transformations of compound Poisson space and quasi-
invariance of compound Poisson measures

Let us recall that the “compound configuration” space 2x over X is defined as
follows (see e.g. [20, 19]):

Qx ={v() = sea() |7 E€Tx, 5, €RL}. (2.4)

ey

Notice that, for any v € Qx,

{(z,5:) |2 €7} = (1,8) =w € O, (2.5)

where the function s € RY is defined by s(z) = s, x € 7.

Any v € Qy is a Radon measure on (X, B(X)). Hence, Qx can be equipped
with the Borel measurable structure as a subset of M(X) with the vague topology.
Moreover, for any u € Cy(X), we have

(u,v) = Z spu(x) = (su,w)

rey

with w of the form (2.5). Thus, the measurable space (2x, B({1x)) is nothing but the

image of the marked configuration space (Qx", B(Qx")) under the transformation

AF 2w (Zw)() = Y setal) € Qx, (2.6)

(z,52)€EwW

which determines a one-to-one correspondence between Q?}* and Qx. This is why
the group & generates the group ® = {g =ZgZ' | g € &} of measurable transfor-
mations of the “compound configuration” space {1x.

For our fixed measure & on X x R, we define a compound Poisson measure u$?
as the image of the marked Poisson measure 75 under the transformation (2.6), i.e.,

pSt =T s, (2.7)

This definition generalizes evidently the corresponding one from [20, 19] (compare
with Example 2; in particular, uSf  coincides with the 77 from [19)]).

Thus, by using the bijection (2.6) and the definition (2.7), all results of this paper
can be easily reformulated in terms of the compound Poisson space (Qx, B(Qx), u$¥).
For example, we deduce from Proposition 2.3 the QA5—quasiinvariance of the compound

Poisson measure. Namely, the following statement holds.

14



Proposition 2.4 The compound Poisson measure ,u 18 quastinvariant with re-
spect to the group 6 and for any g € &

d(g*ﬂgp) _ 5
W(U)_ I #@.s. (2.8)

(z,s)eZ~ v

Proof. By Proposition 2.3, for any ¢ € &, g*n; ~ 7 and the Radon-Nikodym

derivative has the form (2.3). Since Z is a bijection, the equality (2.7) yields that,

R da* CP
for any g € &, §*uSt ~ uS, and the value of g ,up at a point v € Qx coincides
us

*

e
with the value of Z at the point w =Z"'v. W

U

Remark 2.2 Setting in (2.8) ¢ = o x 7 and §* = Z(¢),1)Z~', one obtains as a
consequence of Proposition 2.4 the result of Proposition 2.8 from [19].

3 The differential geometry of marked configura-
tion space

3.1 The tangent bundle of Q%“

Let us denote by V5(X) the set of C* vector fields on X (i.e., smooth sections of
T(X)) that have compact support. Let also C§°(X) stand for the set of all C*
functions from X into R that have compact support. Then, g := V((X) x C5°(X)
can be thought of as a Lie algebra that corresponds to the Lie group &. More
precisely, for any fixed v € V3(X) and for any x € X, the curve

Rot—y/(x)e X
is defined as the solution of the following Cauchy problem
d v v
@Do(l') =

Then, the mappings {¢}, t € R} form a one-parameter subgroup of diffeomorphisms
in Diffy(X) (see, e.g., [7]):

1Vt € R 1 € Diffy(X),
20V, b € R Q) oy, =7 ..

15



Next, for each function a € C§°(X), we define
0y = 07(z) == "™ € RY,

and {607, t € R} form a one parameter subgroup of R<.

Thus, we can consider, for an arbitrary (v, a) € g, the curve {(¢y,0¢), t € R} in
®. (Notice that this curve does not form a subgroup of &.) Hence, to any w € Q?}*
there corresponds the following curve in Q5"

Rt (¢,00)w e QY.

Define now, for a function F': Q]_I;}* — R, the directional derivative of F' along (v, a)
as

(V8 F)w) = P 0],y

provided the right hand side exists. We will also denote by V¢! and V¢! the directional
derivatives along (v,0) and (0, a), respectively.

Absolutely analogously, one defines for a function ¢p: X x R, — R the direc-
tional derivative of ¢ along (v, a):

(Vo) ,5) = ol (0, 60) .90,y (32

Then, for a continuously differentiable function ¢, we have from (2.1), (3.1), and
(3.2)

X v a v d v
(Vi 0)@8) = (V¥(w} (2), 0 (0] (2))3), 207 ()7, 00| g

d
+ 55V (@), eawz’(:c))) e s

= (V¥ (e, 8), 0@y + 505 (), B0 (2)))e )
a8) + £ a6, o DNyl
= (V¥ 3), o(@)ro) + 52z, S)a(a)
(VR (a,8), (0(a), (@)1 ek (33)

Here,
T(:c,s)(X X R—i—) = Tx(X> + R

and
vXX]R+ — (vX’vR+)’
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where VX denotes the gradient on X and

Vs = sﬁ

0s’

Let us introduce a special class of “nice functions” on QE{}*. We will say that a
function p: X x Ry — Risa C*°-function on X x R, if it is C'"*° with respect to the
gradient V¥ and the usual derivative in s. Denote by @ the set of all C°*°-functions
p on X x R, with support from B.(X x R,) such that ¢ and all its derivatives are
bounded and moreover the following estimate holds for all n € N

’ ’ < Cpp(max{l,s})™ (3.4)

Next, let C°(RY) stand for the space of all C*°-functions on RY which together
with all their derivatives are bounded. Then, we can introduce FC{° (D, Q]i*) as
the set of all functions F': Q?}* — R of the form

F(w) = gr({pr,w),- - (pnw),  w ey, (3.5)
where ¢1,...,oxy € D and gp € C°(RY) (compare with [4]). .FCgo(@,QH;}*) will

be called the set of smooth cylinder functions on Q%.
For any F' € FC° (@,QH){?) of the form (3.5) and a given (v,a) € g, we have,
just as in [4],
F((wzgv 9?)&]) = gF(<3017 (wzjv 0;1)("])7 SRR) <SON7 (wzjv 93)&]))
= gF(<301 © (wzjveg)’w)v SRR} <30N © (wzjveg)’w))v

and therefore

a Spla ,...,(@N,W))(Vfia) Pj, W > (36)
Tj

In particular, we conclude from (3.6) that
View = Vo + Vi (3.7)

The expression of V&a) on smooth cylinder functions motivates the following
definition.

Definition 3.1 The tangent space 7, (QH){?) to the marked configuration space Q5"
at a point w = (7, s) € Q?}* is defined as the Hilbert space

T,(Q%) : = LA(X — T(X) + R;)
= L*(X - T(X);7)® L*(X = R;7)

17



with scalar product

(VJaVJTw(QM) I/X(<VJ($)Tx(x)aVf(x)Tx(XﬁTx(X)+VJ(SC)RV3(I)R)V(dx)a (3.8)

X

where V1, V2 € T,(Q%) and V,(2)z,(x) and V,(z)g denote the projection of

w? T w

Vo(z) € T,(X) + R onto T,(X) and R, respectively. The corresponding tangent
bundle is
T(Qy) = |J T.(%).
weﬂﬂj‘j

As usual in Riemannian geometry, having directional derivatives and a Hilbert
space as a tangent space, we can introduce a gradient.

Definition 3.2 We define an intrinsic gradient of a function F': Q]_I;}* — R as a

mapping . .
Qy 2w (VIF)(w) € T,(2y")

such that, for any (v,a) € g,

(Vi F)@) = (T°F)w). (0,0)) gy,

By (3.6) and (3.3) we have, for an arbitrary F' € FC:°(9D, Q]i*) of the form (3.5)
and each w = (v, s) € Q%,

agF

(VEF)(w; 7) ({p1, W),
87"]

<g0N,w))VXXR+<pj(x, Sz), r€v. (3.9

Remark 3.1 The operator s% relates to a representation of the group of dilations
in L*(R,) (cf. e.g. [11]). Namely, for any 6 > 0, we put

L*(Ry) 3 () = f(0-) € L*(Rs).
Setting here 0% := e™ a € R, t € R, we obtain
ST )]y = 5 (5)a = (VE* £)(5) = (V™ fa)e. (3.10)
It is easy to verify that the following operator equality holds:
Vi =8, VRS
where the mapping

CYR) > f s Spf = foLl e CYR,)
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is the isomorphism generated by the bijection R, 3 s — Ls = logs € R. Notice
that, if U, is the unitary between the spaces L?(R) and L?(R ) generated by L, i.e.,

if
f(Ls)
U =
(Ucf)(s) Nk
then UEVRUE_ ! coincides with VR+ + %1.
Finally, we note that the condition (3.4) means, in fact, that an R -derivative
of an arbitrary order of a function from ® belongs again to ©.

f S L2(R)a s € R-ﬁ-a

3.2 Integration by parts and divergence on the marked Pois-
son space

Let the marked configuration space Q]i* be equipped with the marked Poisson mea-
sure 7z, and in addition to the condition (1.7) we will suppose that

Va € Hy2 (X x Ry). (3.11)

Here, Hé (X x R,) denotes the local Sobolev space of order 1 constructed with re-
spect to the gradient VX*B+ in the space L2 (X;m) @ L2(R; \), i.e., Hy? (X x R,)
consists of functions f defined on X x R, such that, for any set A € B.(X x Ry),
the restriction of f to A coincides with the restriction to A of some function ¢ from
the Sobolev space H'?(X x R, ) constructed as the closure of ® with respect to the
norm

0 2
Il = /X (19w 9+ 2| el )|+l ) ) Ads).
Xy

O0s

The set FCZ (D, Qﬂfj) is a dense subset in the space
LA (%, B(OY), m5) =: L2 (m3).

For any (v,a) € g, we have a differential operator in L?*(75) on the domain
FC&(D,Q%) given by
00 R
FCr(D,9y") 3 F v+ V{, o F € L*(m5).
Our aim now is to compute the adjoint operator Vg)*a) in L?(mz). It corresponds, of

course, to an integration by parts formula with respect to the measure 73.
But first we present the corresponding formula on X x R,.

Definition 3.3 For any (v,a) € g, the logarithmic derivative of the measure o
along (v, a) is defined as the following function on X x R,

Bloay = B0 + B2
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with
~ VXq(,s)

53(% 3) L= W + div U(:L’)
= LXq(:c, s) v(x v u(z
- < Q(LU, 8) ) ( )>TX(X) +d ( )a

div® = divﬁ being the divergence on X w.r.t. m, and

SQ xT,S
(o) = B )+ )

_ sgp(, )

(. 5) a(x) + a(x).

Upon (3.11), we conclude that, for each (v,a) € g, the function Véﬁh log q is
quadratically integrable with respect to the measure o on any A, € Bo(X x R,).
Therefore, taking to notice that o(Ak) < oo, we conclude that each function B&a),
(v,a) € g, is absolutely integrable on every A, with respect to 7.

Lemma 3.1 (Integration by parts formula on X x R,) For all ¢1, ps € D,
we have

/ (VS o1) (@, 8)pa(z, 5) 5(da, ds) =
XXR+
- _/ e1(z, 3)(vé2§h<ﬂ2)($, s)o(dz,ds)
XXR+ )

- / o1(z, 8)pa(z, 5)5@@) (x,s)o(dz,ds).
XxR4

Proof. Since 37 is exactly the logarithmic derivative of the measure & along the
vector field v, to prove the lemma it suffices to see that, for arbitrary fi, fo €
CP(Ry), a € R, and for m-a.a. x € X, we have by virtue of (1.7)

/R (V5 £1)(8) fals) ple, ds) = / as F1() fa(s)p(cz, $) A(ds)

S§=00

= afi(s)fa(s)sp(x, s)

_ A fl(s)a%(fg(s)sp(a:,s)) A(ds)

=/ F1($)(V* f2)(s) p(x, ds) — : fi(s) fa() 85 (s) p(a, ds).

Here

o)
p(z,) - s%p(:c, S)
5(1 (S) - p(l’, S)

and we have used the formulas (3.10) and (1.7). W

a-+a
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Definition 3.4 For any (v, a) € g, the logarithmic derivative of the marked Poisson
measure 7z along (v, a) is defined as the following function on QE{}*:

Y 3w B, (W) = (B0, w). (3.12)
A motivation for this definition is given by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 (Integration by parts formula) For all F,G € FC° (’D,Q%)
and each (v,a) € g, we have

L (TG @ ms(d) = = [ F@)(VEaG)w) ma(d)

+
X

_/QR+ FW)G(w)B( (@) ms(dw),  (3.13)

X

or
v(va - v(va BETUaa( ) (314>

as an operator equality on the domain FCY° (@, QX ) in L*(m3).

Proof. Because of (3.7), the formula (3.14) will be proved if we prove it first for
the operator V¥, i.e., when a(z) = 0, and then for the operator V¥, i.e., when
v(z) =0 € Tp(X) for all z € X. We present below only the proof for Va, since
the proof for V¥ is basically the same as that of the integration by parts formula in
case of Poisson measures [4].
By Proposition 2.2, we have for all a € C§°(X)

L PO molde) = [ F)GE" ) mna(d).

Differentiating this equation with respect to ¢, interchanging d/dt with the integrals
and setting ¢ = 0, the Lh.s. becomes the L.h.s. of (3.13). To see that the r.h.s. then
also coincides with the r.h.s. of (3.13), we note that

d

SO @),y = —(V2G) (),

‘t:O -

and by Proposition 2.3

[]




Definition 3.5 For a vector field
VY swe V, e TLQY),
the divergence divffa V' is defined via the duality relation

L

+
X

(Vs VOF(W))... (s (dr) = — / F(w) (div?. V) (w) 75(dov)
. (%) o 5
for all F' € FC° (@, Q]i*), provided it exists (i.e., provided

F (Vi VQF(w»Tx (QR+)7T5(dw)

oyt x
is continuous on L?(73)).

A class of smooth vector fields on Q]_I;}* for which the divergence can be computed
in an explicit form is described in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1 For any vector field

Vw) = Y G ay().  weQ rex,

(Aiv2, V)() = D (V) G) (@) + 3 Bl ) ()G ()

Proof. Due to the linearity of V. it is sufficient to consider the case N = 1, i.e.,
V() = G(w)(v(z),a(z)). By Theorem 3.1, we have for all F € FC®(D, QH){?)

-/ AV V) o) = - / GV )Tl

= /Q o (Vi G) (@) F(w) ma(dw) + /Q . G)F(@)B,) (@) ms(dw),

which yields ' )
(@i V)(w) = T2\ Glw) + B7, (@)G(w)

= (VOG() (0,0, () + (T ) G). W
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Remark 3.2 Extending the definition of B™ in (3.12) to the class of vector fields
N
Vi=20=1Gi @ (v5,45) by

N N
Bﬂa Z (vj,a4) + Zl (UJ aa >’
j=

Jj=1

we obtain that
divi - = B™.
In particular, if (v,a) € g, it follows, for the “constant” vector field V,, = (v,a) on
Q%" that
divff&(v, a)(w) = (div?“h (v,a),w),

where dingXM(v, a) = ﬁaa) is the divergence of 0 on X x Ry w.r.t. (v,a):

/X i (V¥R p(, 5), (v(:v),a(x)))T(xys)(XxR”5(d:£,ds)

:_/X el AV (0,0)) (2, 5)5(dr, ds), o € D.

3.3 Integration by parts characterization

In the works [4, 5] it was shown that the mixed Poisson measures are exactly the
“volume elements” corresponding to the differential geometry on the configuration
space I'y. Now, we wish to prove that an analogous statement holds true in our
case of Q%" for mixed marked Poisson measures.

We start with a lemma that describes o as a unique (up to a constant) measure

on X x R, with respect to which the divergence dngXX]R+ is the dual operator of
the gradient VX <&+

Lemma 3.2 Let

VXq(z, )
q(z, s)
2 p(z, s)
p(x,s)

ELlloc()( XR.H?TL@)\), vE VE)(X)’
ELL(X XxRym® ). (3.15)

Then, for every A € O.(X) the measures za, z > 0, are the only positive Radon
measures & on Ay such that divy " is the dual operator on L*(€) of VX "B+ when
considered with domains Vo(A) ><C°°(A), resp. C5%,(Amy) (i-e., the set of all (v, a) € g,
resp. o € D with support in A, resp. Ayy).
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Proof. By using the condition (3.15), the lemma is obtained in complete analogy
with Remark 4.1 (iii) in [5]. Indeed, let ¢;(z,s) and ¢a(z, s) be two densities w.r.t.
m ® A for which the logarithmic derivatives coincide. Then, we get

Vi< logql('xv S) = Vi< lOgQQ(LU, 8)7 v E ‘/O(X)u

0 0
s log q1(x, s) = s logga(x,8) m® Ma.s.,

which yields respectively

1 (z,s) = qa(x, s)c(s),

q1(z,8) = qa(x,s)c(x) m® Aas.

Therefore, ¢i(x, s) = const g2(x,s) m ® A-as. B
Let v be a probability measure on (R, B(Ry)). Then, we define a mixed Poisson
measure as follows:

uy7g:/ 7.5 v(dz). (3.16)
Ry

Here, w5 denotes the Dirac measure on Q" with mass in w = @. Let M;(Q5"),
[ € [1,00), denote the set of all probability measures on (Q]_I;}*, B(Q%)) such that

/R [(f,w)|' u(dw) < oo for all f € Cop(X x Ry), f>0.
Q +

X

Clearly, .5 € MZ(Q]_I;}*) if and only if
/ Zv(dz) < . (3.17)
R4

We define (IbP)? to be the set of all p € /\/ll(Q]_I;}*) with the property that w +—
(Bl,ay,w) is p-integrable for all (v, a) € g and which satisfy (3.13) with p replacing
7 forall F, G € FC (D, QH){?), (v,a) € g. We note that (3.13) makes sense only for
such measures and that Bzza) depends only on ¢ not on w5. Obviously, since VéEI)R*
obeys the product rule for all (v,a) € g, we can always take G = 1. Furthermore,
(IbP)“ is convex.

Theorem 3.2 Let the condition (3.15) be satisfied. Then, the following conditions
are equivalent:

(i) u € (IbP)7;

(i) p = pyz for some probability measure v on (Ry, B(Ry)) satisfying (3.17) with
=1
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Proof. The part (ii)=-(i) is trivial. In order to prove (i)=-(ii), we have to modify the
corresponding part of the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [5]. We present this modification
in Appendix. H

As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2, we obtain

Corollary 3.1 Suppose that the condition (3.15) is satisfied. Then the extreme
points of (IbP)? are exactly 7,5, z > 0.

3.4 A lifting of the geometry

Just as in the case of the geometry on the configuration space, we can present an
interpretation of the formulas obtained in subsections 3.1-3.3 via a simple “lifting
rule.”

Suppose that f € Cpp(X x Ry), or more generally f is an arbitrary measurable
function on X x R for which there exists (depending on f) A € B.(X) such that
supp f C Ank. Then, f generates a (cylinder) function on Q?}* by the formula

Li(w) = (f,w), w € Q%.

We will call Ly the lifting of f.
As before, any vector field (v, a) € g,

(v,a): X 32— (v(z),a(x)) € Te(X xRy) =T,(X) + R,

can be considered as a vector field on Qi* (the lifting of (v, a)), which we denote by
Lya:

Loy : U 2w = {75} = {2 (v(2),a(2))} € Tu(Qx") = L*(X = T(X)+R;7).
For (v,a), (w,b) € g, the formula (3.8) can be written as follows:
(Lway Lwn) g, (%) = Bieanw e, (w),

i.e., the scalar product of lifted vector fields is computed as the lifting of the scalar
product

{(v(z), a(2)), (w(z), b(2))) 1, ., (xxE 1) = [(2).

This rule can be used as a definition of the tangent space T, (Q%).
The formula (3.6) has now the following interpretation:

(v,a

(Ve )LSD)(w) = L xxz, (w), peED we QE{}*, (3.18)



and the “lifting rule” for the gradient is given by
(VL) (7, 8): v 3 o= V() 5,). (3.19)

As follows from (3.12), the logarithmic derivative BET;’ 0’ Q]_I;}* — R is obtained via

the lifting procedure of the corresponding logarithmic derivative B@a): X xRy —
R, namely,
Bz (@) = Ly (),

or equivalently, one has for the divergence of a lifted vector field:

divy Liya) = Ly xee (v, a). (3.20)

We underline that by (3.18) and (3.19) one recovers the action of V&a) and V%

on all functions from FCP° (@, Q%) algebraically from requiring the product or the
chain rule to hold. Also, the action of divfrza on more general cylindrical vector fields
follows as in Remark 3.2 if one assumes the usual product rule for div_ e to hold.

3.5 Representations of the Lie algebra of the group &

Using the &-quasiinvariance of 75, we can define a unitary representation of the
group & = Diffy(X) x RY in the space L?(m5). Namely, for ¢ € &, we define a

unitary operator

dg=t*7s

(Vs (9)F) (w) == Fg(w)) (w),  F € L)

dﬂ'g
Then, we have
Vi (91)Vr, (92) = Vi, (9192), 91,92 € &.

As has been noted in the introduction, we have the following proposition.
Proposition 3.2 The representation V. of & is reducible.

Proof. Let us suppose for simplicity of notations that o is a product measure:
c=06=0®T,7(ds) = p(s) \(ds) (it will be seen that our proof can be generalized
to the case of a general o without difficulties). Consider the regular representation
of the group of dilations on L?(7):

, 0cR,, pc L)



This representation is reducible (one can also easily see that it is unitarily equivalent
to the regular representation of the additive group R on L?(R), see e.g. [33]). Let H
be an arbitrary subspace of L?(7) that is invariant with respect to this representation
and such that H # {0} and H # L?*(7). Then, the subspace L?(c) ® H of L*(7) is
invariant with respect to the regular representation of the group & on L?(5):

(Ve s) = Flole ) 220w 5), ge®, fel?(@)

For a set T € B(X x R,) denote by By(Q5") the o-algebra on Q5" generated
by the mappings Np (defined by (1.2)), where B € B.(X xR;) and B C Y. By
definition, each BT(QE{}*) is a sub-o-algebra of B(Q%). It is easy to see that, for
any A € O,(X), there is a natural isomorphism between the o-algebras By, (")
and B(Q]f*). Then, by the definition of a marked Poisson measure, we get

L3 (rs) = LA, By, (25), 75) = D25 BOEY), 7)

= P L (n). B (), 72 | Q3 (n))

o0

o7 @) L2 (), BOK (), )

1 - ~
“ e —o(Amk @—L A:Lnk7 ®n)7
n!

where L2(A™, 7)) = (L*(Amk, 7))®", @ denoting symmetric tensor product.

We note that L3 (m5) is a subspace of L3,(rs) provided A C A’, and the whole
space L*(ms) is the “limit” of the spaces L3 (mz) as A * X, i.e., each function F €
L*(75) can be represented as the L?(75) limit of a sequence of functions Fy € L3 (75)
as A 7 X.

Now, for each A € O.(X), we define a subspace Ry of L3 (75) as follows:

Ry =70 @) (12(A;0) © H)*"

n=0
oo

~ 1 - ~
_ —0(Amk) 2/AN. QN Qn
= O ) L LA 0 o W

Again, for arbitrary A, A’ € O.(X), A C A’, we obtain the inclusion Ry C Ry, and
let R be the “limit” of the Rj spaces as A 7 X. Evidently, R does not coincide
with the whole L?(7z) (an arbitrary function from the space

~ X1 . -
=& (Amk) — T2(An. ®n 1\®n
e ke?on!L(A,a )@ (HH)®",
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where H* is the orthogonal complement of H in L*(7), will be orthogonal to all
space Ry with A C A/, and therefore to R).

It is easy to see that, for each fixed g € &, all spaces R, such that K, C A are
invariant with respect to the operator V;_(g), and hence so is the space R, which
concludes the proof. M

As in subsec. 3.1, to any vector field v € Vy(X) there corresponds a one-
parameter subgroup of diffeomorphisms ¢y, t € R. It generates a one-parameter

unitary group
Vi (¥y) = explit ., (v)], t e R,

where J,_(v) denotes the self adjoint generator of this group. Analogously, to a
one-parameter unitary group 67, a € C§°(X), there corresponds a one-parameter
unitary group

Ve (67) := explitl,, (a)]

with a generator I,_(a).

Proposition 3.3 For any v € V(X)) and a € C§°(X), the following operator equal-
ities on the domain FC:* (D, Q]I_fj) hold:

1 1
I, (V) = = Vi + = B,
o (U> Z v _'_ 22 v
1 1
I.(a) = =V + =B
o (a> 7/ a _'_ 2Z a

Proof. These equalities follow immediately from the definition of the directional
derivatives V! and V¢, Theorem 3.1, and the form of the operators V,_(¢¥) and
Vo, (07). W

I

For any (v,a) € g, define an operator
Re, (v,0) = Jp, (v) + I, (a)

By Proposition 3.3,

g 1 .
Rﬂa (’U, CL) = zV(vﬂ) + ZB(U’G)'

We wish to derive now a commutation relation between these operators.

Lemma 3.3 The Lie-bracket [(v1, ay), (v2, az)] of the vector fields (v, ay), (ve, as) €
g, i.e., a vector field from g such that

XX]R+ . XX]R+ XX]R+ o XX]R+ XX]R+ on @
[(U17a1)7(1)2,a2)] o (Ulval) (U27a2) (U27a2) (Ulval) ’

s given by
[(Uh al)a (U27 a2)] == ([U17U2]7 ViiCLQ - VUXQa1>7

where [vy,v9| is the Lie-bracket of the vector fields vy, vy on X.
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Proof. The lemma is obtained by a direct computation if one uses the following
evident relations which hold on ®:

VoV =V Ve = Vi w0102 € Vo(X),

Ve Var = Vs Var =0, ar, a2 € G5 (X),
VIVE -V VY =V, veEVo(X), acCP(X). 1

Proposition 3.4 For arbitrary (vy,ay), (ve,az) € g, the following operator equality
holds on FCZ(D, Q")

(R, (01, a1), Ry (V2, a2)] = R, ([(v1, a1), (v2, az)])

R
RWJ([,Ula 1)2]7 Vi{lQQ - VUX2G1).

In particular,

[Jﬂa(vl)v Jﬂa(v2>] = _ijﬁa([UhU?])v U1, V2 € VEJ(X>7
[x, (a1), Ix, (az)] = 0, a, az € Cg° (X)),
[y (0), Iy (@)] = —ile, (V¥a), v € Vy(X), a € C3(X).

Proof. First we note that Lemma 3.3 and (3.6) immediately imply

Q Q %) R
v(vl az) V( V(W a2) V(Ul,al) - V[(Ulyal on FCy (97 QXJF)’

V2, a2 )7(”27”'2)]

Therefore, by using the chain rule, we conclude that the lemma will be proved if we
show that

Voo Bl — Vi

(v1,01) " (v2,a2)

Bl = DB Ts-a.e. (3.21)

V2 az) (v1 a1) [(U17a1)7(v270‘2)]

But upon the representation
BZZf’a> (w) = (Vézgh log ¢ + div* v + a, w),

we easily derive (3.21) again from Lemma 3.3. W
Thus, the operators R._(v,a), (v,a) € g, give a marked Poisson space represen-
tation of the Lie algebra g of the group &.

4 Intrinsic Dirichlet forms
on marked Poisson spaces

4.1 Definition of the intrinsic Dirichlet form

We start with introducing some useful spaces of smooth cylinder functions on QH){?
in addition to FC° (D, Q]i*). By FP(D,0%") we denote the set of all cylinder
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functions of the form (3.5) in which the generating function gr is a polynomial on
RY, ie., gr € P(RY). Analogously, we define ngO(D,Q%) where fp € CZ°(RY)
(:=the set of all C>™-functions f on RY such that f and its partial derivatives of
any order are polynomially bounded).
We have obviously
FCE(D,0%) € FOX(D, 04,
FP(®,0%) C FCX(D,9Q),
and these are algebras with respect to the usual operations. The existence of the

Laplace transform ¢,_(f) for each f € Cy,(X x Ry) implies, in particular, that
FOX(D,Qy") C L2(n5).

Definition 4.1 For F,G € FCX(D, Q%), we introduce a pre-Dirichlet form as

5%(F,G):/ (VEF (W), VEG(w)) 75 (dw). (4.1)

R
Ry Tw(Q +)
Qy X

Note that, for all F' € FC(D, Qﬂfj), the formula (3.9) is still valid and therefore,

for F' = gp((¢1,"), .-, (en,") and G = go((&1, ), .-, (€ar, ) from FC2(D, Q%)
we have

(VIF(w), VEG(w))

]R =
T (1)

= ZZ %((@1#’)7 . (@N,w>)gi(<§1,w), o w)) X

G
T Tk

N gr 296 e e
=2 5 ene) o low @D g (€ w) o (anw)

x (VX R, VOB rixery ), W) (4.2)
Since for ¢, & € ©, the function

<VXXR+90($> 8)7 VXXRJF&(ZE’ S)>T(x,s)(X><R+) =
= <VX90(x> 3)7 VX&(Ia S)>TZ(X) + VR+90(x> S)VR+€(Ia S)
belongs to Cp,(X x R4) (see (3.4)), we conclude that
(VOF(), V() €L'(rs), F.GeFCX(D,0y),

Q)
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and so (4.1) is well defined.
We will call 57?5 the intrinsic pre-Dirichlet form corresponding to the marked

Poisson measure 7z on Q]_I;}*. In the next subsection we will prove the closability of

Q
2.

4.2 Intrinsic Dirichlet operators

Let us introduce a differential operator HS: on the domain FCg°(9D, Q]i*) which is
given on any F € FC° (D, Q]i*) of the form (3.5) by the formula

(HQUF)(w) =

=-) ((1,w), ., (on, W) (VB VR o) 1), w)

0
X ) 07
X A% pi(x,s)+ s (z,s
/XXR+[ SOJ( ) 88280]( )

0
+ <VX><R+ ].qu(x, 8), VXXRJFSO‘]'(:C, S)>T(zys)(X><R+) -+ 25’%@)(:{:, S) (A)(d.f(:, dS), (43)

where AX denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator corresponding to VX. Since
(VO log g, VI 0w,y € L2(6) N LY(5)

(see subsec. 3.2, in particular, the condition (3.11)), the r.h.s. of (4.3) is well defined
as an element of L?(mz). To show that the operator H% is well defined, we still
have to show that its definition does not depend on the representation of F'in (3.5),
which will be done below.

Let us consider also the pre-Dirichlet operator corresponding to the measure o
on X x R, and to the gradient VX *R+:

EXE (,€) = /X (VO Erp(w, 5), VIEE (2, 8)m, ) (0, O (d, ds)

XR+

= [ U el VA )y + T () VR )] ), (1)
XXR+
where ¢, £ € ®. This form is associated with the Dirichlet operator
HY® = X 4+ HE (4.5)

(o
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on ® which satisfies

5<}XXR+(SO §) = (H XXR+90 £)12), v, £eD. (4.6)

Here, HY and HE * are the Dirichlet operators of VX and V®+, respectively. They
are given by the formulas

Hg p(v,5) 1 = =A% p(x,5) = (V¥ log q(x, 5), V(. 5))7. (),
E%Jrgo(xv 8) - = _ARJrSO(x? 8) o VR+ lOg Q(xv S)VRJrSO(I? 8)7 (47)

where

AR+ = divit+ YR+ = —(VR+ )XVHh
5 0 0 y 0
=" + 25— = s’ — +2V"*.
= O0s? * 0s = O0s? +2V

The closure of the form 8XXR+ on L*(7m5) is denoted by (53<X[R+ D( XXR*))
This form generates a positive selfadjom’c operator in L?() (the so-called Friedrichs
extension of Hf( R , see e.g. [6]). For this extension we preserve the notation H YRy
and denote the domam by D( XXR*)

Using the underlying Dirichlet operator, we obtain the representation

) =) @r] T (l1sh s (o D (T 0y, TS ) k. 0)
Jik=1
M oF
£ 30 S (on, ), o WD ), (48)
=17

The following theorem implies that Hfé is well defined as a linear operator on
FCe (@, QH){?), i.e., independently of the representation of F' as in (3.5).

Theorem 4.1 The operator H% s associated with the intrinsic Dirichlet form 5%,
i.e., for all F,G € FOX(D,0%")

EL(F,G) = (Ho F,G)r2(r,), (4.9)

or

HE = —div; V¥ on FCZ(D,04).

We call Hfé the intrinsic Dirichlet operator of the measure 5.
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Proof. For the shortness of notations we will prove the formula (4.9) in the case
where F,G € FC® (@, QE{}*) are of the form

F=gr((p.w), G=gc({§w)).

However, it is a trivial step to generalize the proof for general F, G.
Let A € O.(X) be chosen so that the supports of the functions ¢ and £ are in
Ank. Then, by (4.1) and (4.2)

£ (F.G) = /Q]R+ 9r (W) ga((§ W) (VT o, V) i), w) 5 (dw)

X
~ 1
= el y / Gio(p(@r, 1) + -+ (@, 50))ga(E (@1, 81) + -+ E(@n, 50)
n=1 &k

X [Z(VXXMM:CZ-, 5:) VB € (2, STy, o (XxRy) [O(d21,ds1) - - - 0 (dzy, ds1)

1=1

_ =1 .
= ¢ (hm) Zl n! /n Z(V;-XXHMQF(SO(%, s1) + -+ 4 @(xn, sn)),

mk =1

V;-XXRJrgG(f(CL’l’ Sl) + -+ é-(xnu STL>)>T(%’51_)(XXR+) 5(d$1, d81> T 5(dxn7 dsn)7

where V™ denotes the VX*®+ gradient in the (24, s;) variables. We note that
the vector field

Viigr(e(@ 1) + 4 (@0, 50)) = g (@1, 51) + -+ + @2, 50)) V7 0 (3, 50)
has support in the z; variable in A and the vector field (function)

, 0
Vit gr(p(n, 81) + -+ 0T, 5n)) = gil@(@1,81) + - - + (T, Sn))sigw(f’% 54)

is bounded, while s;q(x;, s;) is equal to zero as s; = 0 and s; = co for m-a.a. x € X.
Therefore,

_ * 1 " CRL):
e (rG) =t S [ZHéX =i gp(p(a1,51) -+ Pl 50))]| X
n=1 " ALk Li=1
xga(§(z1,51) + -+ &(Tn, 50)) 0(21, 81) - - - 0 (dwyy, dsy)

B [e.e] 1 n
— U(Amk) N " P X
SECDOEY N D ST ICERN R ]

) (VR oy, 5:), VR (i, 80)) 1, (X0

+ gp(e(@r,51) + - + p(n, Sn)){<VXXR+ log q(z;, 5:), VX" ®ro(y, Si))>T(xi,si)(XxR+)
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+ A% p(xi, 81) + Afr (i, 50) } | X
ng(f(xl,sl +§(xna5n)) (d$1>d81) t 5(d$n>d8n)
/ Gw) 7s(dw). W

Remark 4.1 The operator H. 7?5 can be naturally extended to cylinder functions of

the form
F(w) == el peD we Oy

since such F belong to L?(wz). We then have
nge«w = <H3(XR+SO - |VXXR+90|%“(X><R+)aw> el (4.10)

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.1 we obtain
Corollary 4.1 (£, FCX (9D, Q%)) is closable on L*(m5). Its closure (5., D(EL))

18 associated with a positive definite selfadjoint operator, the Friedrichs extension of
HY , which we also denote by H! (and its domain by D(H})).

Clearly, V* also extends to D(E;.). We denote this extension by V.
Corollary 4.2 Let
F(w) = gr({¢1,w), ..., {on,w)), we QY
P1,- - on € DESH), gr € O (RM).

Then F € D(E7) and

(4.11)

N
(VEF)(w; :Zai 01, W), - s {on, w) ) VIR iz 5,).

Proof. By approximation this is an immediate consequence of (3.9) and the fact
that, for all 1 <i < N,

/ (VR G2 o W) ma(dw) = £ (01, 00). (1.12)

Remark 4.2 Let j1,5 € My(Q5") be given as in (3.16). Then, by Theorem 3.2,
(ii)=(i), all results above are Vahd with p, 5 replacing 75. By (4.8) we have
H = H  on FC¥(D,QY").

We note that the r.h.s. of (4.8) only depends on ¢ and the Riemannian structure of
X x Ry. The respective Friedrichs extensions on L?(j,5) again denoted by Hf _
however do not coincide.

34



4.3 The heat semigroup and ergodicity

The results of this subsection are obtained absolutely analogously to the correspond-
ing results of the paper [4], so we omit the proofs.

For j,5 € My(05") let T;ﬁ,a (t) := exp(—tH/?ma), t > 0. Define

E(®,95") = Lh. { exp({log(1+¢),-) | ¢ € D1 },
where 1.h. means the linear hull and

D, :={peDH)NL'(G) | HY My e L'(G)
and —d < ¢ <0 for some ¢ € (0,1)}.

Proposition 4.1 Let j1,5 be as in (3.16). Assume that HgXHh is conservative, i.e.,

/ (H ™ ) (x, 5) 5(d, ds) = 0
XXR+

for all ¢ € D(HZ"™) 0 LYG) such that HX*®¢ € LX), and suppose that

-

(H "+, D) is essentially selfadjoint on L*(3). Then

XXRy

T () exp((log(1 +¢), ) = exp({log(1 +e ™ "), ), peDi, (4.13)
E(’Dl,Q%) C D(H;?V’a), and

H,, exp({log(1 + ¢),-))
= (1 +¢) ' H o, Yexp((log(l+ ), ), ¢ €Dy

Remark 4.3 (i) The condition of selfadjointness of HCLTX “B+on D is fulfilled if X is
complete and |87|rxxr,) € L .(X;m) ® LP(R4; \) for some p > dim(X) + 1.

(ii) Since (exp(—tHCLTXXR*))bO is sub-Markovian (i.e., 0 < exp(—tH(LIXXR*)go <1
for all t > 0 and ¢ € L2(5), 0 < ¢ < 1), because (£ ** D(X*)) is a Dirichlet
form, by a simple approximation argument Proposition 4.1 implies that the equality
(4.13) holds for ¢ > 0 and all p € L'(7), —1 < »p < 0.

Theorem 4.2 Let the conditions of Proposition 4.1 hold. Then E(Dy,Q%") is
an operator core for the Friedrichs extension Hy — on L*(u,z). (In other words:

(H? | E(D, Q%)) is essentially selfadjoint on L*(ju,5).)

Hy,57
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Theorem 4.3 Suppose that the conditions of Theorem 3.2 and Proposition 4.1 hold.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) pv5 = M5 for some z > 0.

(i) (& .. D(E ) is drreducible (ie., for F € D(E; ), & (F,F) =0 implies
that F' = const).

(iii) (T;?u,a(t))bo is irreducible (i.e., if G € L*(u,5) such that Tlﬁ,a(t)(GF) =
GT/ﬁ’&(t)F for all F € L*>(u,5), t >0, then G = const).

(iv) If F € L*(p5) such that T, (t)F =F for all T >0, then F = const .

(v) T;?V’a (t) #1 and ergodic (i.e.,

2
Q
/ (Tuy,a (t)F — /Fd,uu,a) dpyz —0 ast—0

for all F € L*(u,5)).
(vi) If F € D(H,} ) with H} =0, then F = const .

Remark 4.4 Let us consider the diffusion process M on X x R, associated to the
Dirichlet form (55X - D( ;( “®+)). This process can be interpreted as distorted
Brownian motion on the manifold X x R,. More precisely, the diffusion of points
x € X is associated to the Dirichlet form of the measure o, so that it is distorted
Brownian motion on X. The diffusion of marks s,, x € X, can be obtained by the
exponential change of time R 3 t — L7t = ¢! = s € R, in the distorted Brownian
motion on R associated to the Dirichlet form of the measure L*p(x,-). This follows
from the representation (4.4)—(4.7) of the Dirichlet form E(LIX “®+ and Remark 3.1.
The existence of a diffusion process M corresponding to the Dirichlet form
(& ., D(& ) and its identification with the independent infinite particle process
(on X x R,) may be proved by the same arguments as in [4]. By analogy with the
case of the process M on X x R, , one can call M distorted Brownian motion on

Ry
QX .

5 Intrinsic Dirichlet operator and second quanti-
zation

In this section, we want to describe the Fock space realization of the marked Poisson
spaces and show that Hfé is the second quantization of the operator Hé( Ry,

5.1 Marked Poisson gradient and chaos decomposition

Let us define another “gradient” on functions F': Q?}* — R, which has specific useful
properties on the marked Poisson space.
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Definition 5.1 For any F' € FC(D, Q") we define the marked Poisson gradient
VME as

(VMPF)(w, (2,8)) i= F(w+ €g) — Fw), weQy, (r,5) € X xR,
Let us mention that the operation
O swewt E(x,s) € QL
is a mz-a.e. well-defined map because of the property
ma({w = (v.5) € ¥ |z € 7}) = 0

for an arbitrary x € X (which easily follows from the construction of 7z). We
consider VMP as a mapping

VMP FOR(D,0%) 2 F s VMPF € L2(5) ® L*(75)

that corresponds to using the Hilbert space L?(d) as a tangent space at any point
w € Q%. Thus, for any ¢ € ®, we can introduce the directional derivative

(Ve' F)(w) = (V' F(w), ) 12)

_ /X (Pl ean) = F())pla, ) 3(dr, ds).

The most important feature of the marked Poisson gradient is that it produces
(via a corresponding “integration by parts formula”) the orthogonal system of Char-
lier polynomials on (Q?}*, B (Q]_I;}*), 75). Below, we describe this construction in detail
using the isomorphism between L?(75) and the Fock space (see [13, 18, 23])

Let F(L*()) denote the symmetric Fock space over L*(5):

F(L*(3)) = @ FuL*(@))nl,
where - A
FulL*(3)) = (L*(3))"" = L*((X x Ry)",5°")
and Fy(L?(7)) := R. Thus, for each F = (f™)> € F(L?*(5))

HF||.2F(L2(&)) = Z \f(n)\p(&@n)"!-
n=0

By Fin (D) we denote the dense subset of F(L?*(7)) consisting of finite sequences
(fNN_'n € Z,, such that each f( belongs to F,(D) := a.D®", the n-th sym-

n:O?
metric algebraic tensor power of ®:

a. D" =1, h{p®- R, | p; € D}.
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In virtue of the polarization identity, the latter set is spanned just by the vectors of
the form ©®" with ¢ € D.
Now, we define a linear mapping

Fin(®) 3 F = (f™)y s IF = (IF)() = 3 Qu(f Vs 0) € FP(D,0%) (5.1)

n=0

by using the following recursion relation:

Qur1(9®" W) = Qu(¢®™;w) ((w, ©) — (#)7)
— nQu(e®" VR(¢%),w) = nQu-1 (¢®" Vi w) ()3,
Qo(l,w)=1, peD. (5.2)

Here, we denoted by (p)s := [¢do. Notice that, since ® is an algebra under
pointwise multiplication of functions, the latter definition is correct.

It is not hard to see that the mapping (5.1) is one-to-one. Moreover, the following
proposition holds:

Proposition 5.1 The mapping (5.1) can be extended by continuity to a unitary
isomorphism between the spaces F(L*(5)) and L*(rs).

For each ¢ € D, let us define the creation and annihilation operators in F(L*(7))
by

a+((p)¢®n = (p®w®na a- (Sp)w@n = n(% w)L2(5)¢®(n_l)a w €.

We will denote by the same letters the images of these operators under the
unitary 1.

Proposition 5.2 We have, for each ¢ € D,
a” () = V¥, a*(p) = Vi
In particular,
Qu(P1® -+ Bpn;w) = (Viﬁp* - -Vg{f’*l)(w), w e Q{?}*.

Finally, for each ¢ € ® we introduce the Poisson exponential

e(p;-) == ZO — Qnl¢®";) = I(Exp ),
where ) -
Expp = (— <p®")
n! =0
Then, one can show that, for ¢ > —1,
e(p;w) = exp [(log(1+¢),w) = (9)s],  we QY. (5.3)
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5.2 Second quantization on the marked Poisson space

Let B be a contraction on L*(5), i.e., B € L(L*(7), L*(7)), ||B|| < 1. Then, we can
define the operator Exp B as the contraction on F(L?(7)) given by

Exp B | Fo(L?(6)) :=B®---® B (n times), n € N,
Exp B | Fo(L*(5)) := 1.

For any selfadjoint positive operator A in L?(5), we have a contraction semigroup
et t >0, and it is possible to introduce a positive selafadjoint operator d Exp A
as the generator of the semigroup Exp(e™*4), t > 0:

Exp(e ™) = exp(—td Exp A). (5.4)

The operator d Exp A is called the second quantization of A. We denote by H}P
the image of the operator d Exp A in the marked Poisson space L?(mz).

Theorem 5.1 Let ® C Dom A. Then, the symmetric bilinear form corresponding
to the operator HY'Y has the following representation:

(HYPF,G) p2(ny) = /Q . (VMPF, AV G) 125 5 (dw) (5.5)
X

for all F,G € FP(®,Q%").

Remark 5.1 The bilinear form (5.5) uses the marked Poisson gradient VMY and a
coefficient operator A > 0. We will call

Erpa(F,G) = / (VMPF, AVMP Q) 23 T3 (dw)

(ohes
the marked Poisson pre-Dirichlet form with coefficient A.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. The proof is analogous to that of Theorem 5.1 in [4]. Us-

ing again the fact that © is an algebra under pointwise multiplication, one eas-
ily concludes that, for any F € FP(’D,QI_;R}*) and any w € QE{}*, the gradient

VMPE(w, (x,5)) is a function in ® and hence
(VMPE, AVMP Q) 1250 € FP(®,Q%),

so that the form (5.5) is well-defined. Then, one verifies the formula (5.5) by using
Propositions 5.1, 5.2 and the explicit formula for d Exp A on F,(D):

dExp A p®" = n(Ap)Qp®nb, pe®d. N
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5.3 The intrinsic Dirichlet operator as a second quantization

The following two theorems are again analogous to corresponding results (Theo-
rems 5.2 and 5.3) in [4], so we omit their proofs.

Let us consider the special case of the second quantization operator d Exp A

where the operator A coincides with the Dirichlet operator Héx Ry,

Theorem 5.2 We have the equality
HI??“* - Hga
on the dense domain FCX(D, Q]i*). In particular, for all F,G € FCX(D, Q]i*)
/QR+ <VQF(M), VQG(M»TW(QEJF) 75 (dw)
X
- /Q - (VPP(), YR 9 G(w) ) o (),
X
or
VQ*VQ — vMP*H§XR+vMP
as an equality on FCX(D, Q5.
Theorem 5.3 Suppose that the operator H(LIXXR+ is essentially selfadjoint on the

domain ® C Dom( (LIXXM). Then, the intrinsic Dirichlet operator Hy. is essentially
selafadjoint on the domain FC® (D, QH){?).

Remark 5.2 Notice that in Theorem 5.3 we do not suppose the operator Hé( Ry
to be conservative. So, this theorem is a generalization of Theorem 4.2 in the special
case where f1, 7 = 75.

Corollary 5.1 Suppose that the condition of Theorem 5.3 is satisfied and let T%(t) =
exp(—tH%), t > 0. Then, for each p €D, @ > —1, we have

T2 (1) exp((log(1+¢), ) = exp [(log(1+e™H> ), Y —((e™= " —1)p)5]. (5.6)

Proof. The formula (5.6) follows from Proposition 5.1, (5.3), (5.4) and Theorems 5.2
and 5.3. W

Remark 5.3 If Hg “Bt g conservative, then
X><]R+

/(e‘tH& —1lpdo=0  forallt>0,

and so in this case (5.6) coincides with (4.13) for p € ©, ¢ > —1.
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6 Appendix

We will prove now the part (i)=-(ii) of Theorem 3.2. To this end, we present first
some definitions and reformulation of known statements.
For any T € B(X) and w € Q]_I;}*, denote wy :=wN7T.

Definition 6.1 For A € O.(X), we define for w € Q%" and A € B(QY")

ﬁimk(w’ A) = /R+ lA(w(X\A)mk _I_ w;xmk) W&(dw/ | NAmk(') = W(Amk)) (6]‘)

Qx

A probability measure p on (Q?}*, B(Q%)) is called a canonical Gibbs measure for
the free case if

p() = [T, 0 8) ().
Q,t
Let G.(o) denote the set of all such probability measures.

For A € O.(X) denote by g(X\A)mk(Q;R?) the o-algebra generated by the o-

+

algebra B X\A)mk(QH){} ) and the mappings N _,. Then, one easily deduces the fol-
lowing proposition.

Proposition 6.1 A probability measure p on (Q]_I;}*, B(Q%)) belongs to G.(o) if and
only if for each bounded measurable function G on Q?}*

E.[G | Bioay, Q)] =15 G p-ae.

Here, for a sub-o-algebra X C B(Q]i*), E,[- | X] denotes the conditional expectation
w.r.t. p and X and

7 G=% G)w) = [ G (w d).

R
+
QX

The following theorem, which is in fact due to [24], see also [10] and [22], can be
obtained from the original one by a simple modification of the proof.

Theorem 6.1 Let i be a probability measure on (Q%,B(Q;R?)). Then, p € G.(0)
if and only if there exists a probability measure v on (R, B(R,)) such that

u:/ .5 v(dz).
R4
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Hence, by virtue of Proposition 6.1 and Theorem 6.1, it suffices to show that if
€ (IbP)? then for p-a.e. w € Q5"

EL[F | B\ (W) = 5(Ami) ™0m) x

/ / (E@is)+Fe@ T Swlh )3(dx1,dsl)...5(da:w( ) ASe(Am)
(6.2)

for all bounded B, (%) measurable functions F': Q%" — R, and all A € O4(X).
Here, the r.h.s. of (6.2) is understood to be equal to F(@) if w(Ank) = 0. So, fix
A€ O.(X).

Claim. Let g = (v,a) € Vo(A) x Co(A), let Ki,...,Kp be arbitrary sub-
sets of (X \ A)ux from Bo(X xRy), and let ¢1,...,on € CG5(Amk). Let G :=
gG(NK1> ceey NKM)> F = gF(<Q01, '>, ey <SONa >) with ga € CﬁO(RN), gr € C](;O(RM)
and n € N. Then

/GI{NAmk:n}vg)va)Ff'u - _/GI{NAmk:n}BZ;ia)FdM'

To prove the claim, for [ € N, 1 < m < M, we choose functions x;, X,u €
65 (X x Ry) taking values in [0, 1] such that

a) x; = 1 on a neighborhood of K, (see Section 2), x; <1,_,, and x; — 15, as
[l — .

b) xmi =1 on K, s = 0 in a neighborhood of K, and x,; — 1k,, as | — oo.

Furthermore, let g € C§°(R) be such that 1y,; < g < L1 nyi- Then, for every
w e Q?}*

G[(CU) = gG(<X1l7w>? ) <XMlaw>) = G(W)
and
g(w) = g((xi,w)) = Ly, =n} (W)

for all [ > I(w). Moreover, for all [ € N, 1 < m < M, we have that VXXR+ X

V‘(XX]i£+ Xmi- Hence,

|||
o
Il

V(U a) =0= V%7G)Gl.
Consequently, since p € (IbP)?,
/ Gliw,,, =n Vi Fdu = Jim / GigiV o F dp
= — lim [/(gzvﬁ,a)Gz + GV i) F du+ /nglFBgia) dﬂ}

_ /GI{NAmk:"}FBZZa) dl/,
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and the claim is proven.
The claim immediately implies that for F' and (v, a) as in the claim

E, [V F | Bi\a ()] = —E u[BE o F | B, (5] peae. (6.3)

Now, set A; := Apx and pick A; € B.((X \ A)mk), @ € N, ¢ > 2, closed under
finite intersections such that

T := (Na,)ien: Ot — Z°

generates B( X\A)m (Q%). Disintegrating p w.r.t. T, there exists a probability kernel
1

X
f: 2 x B(Q%") — [0,1] such that

p = fi(n, dw)(p o T~ (dn), (6.4)

i.e., fi(n,dw) is a regular conditional probability corresponding to E,[- | T = n,
n € Z°. From now on all statements depending on n below are meant as statements
which are true (u o T71)(dn)-a.e. It follows from (6.3) that

/ Ve F(w) filn, dw) = / (57,002 0) F () T, d) (6.5)

for all (v,a) and F as in the claim. Furthermore, since clearly ji(n, dw) is supported
by {T" = n} and since for n € N {w C Ank [ w(Amk) = n} is isomorphic (as a
measurable space) to An "/ ©n, there exists a probability measure p,, on An i invariant
under &, such that for all positive B(Q")-measurable functions G on Q5"

/G(w) f(n, dw) = / Z Ewrsp) T W(X\A)mk) pn(dzy,dsy, ..., dx,, ds,), (6.6)

mk k=1

where n = (n,n2,n3,...) and W(x\a),,. is the unique element in Q( N\ such that
W(x\A)y (Ai) = n; for all ¢ > 2. By the invariance under &, it suﬂices to deter-
mine p, on just one of the n! connected components of A’,. Let ;A7 denote this

component. Hence, it suffices to determine p, on M 1= Ay X -+ X Amk C Amk,
;A\, 1 <1 < n, pairwise disjoint open subsets of A. Therefore, by Lemma 3.2 and
a simple disintegration argument, it is enough to show that, for all ¢; € Cg5 (iAmk)
and all (v;,a;) € Vo(;A) x Co(;A), 1 <i <,

/sol(xl, 1) (VB0 (i, 00)) x (T, 81) -+ + (T Sn) pin(dy, dsy, .. dxy, dsy,)

= — / 5&7%)%(1'1, $1) - - n(Tn, Sn) tn(dx, dsy, . . ., dx,, dsy,). (6.7)
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Because then by Lemma 3.2 we see that p, is up to a constant equal to ¢" on

1Amk X -+ X Ay, hence since p, is a probability measure on Kfnk, it follows that

—n=n

Hn = 5(Amk> g,

and (6.2) follows then from (6.4) since the case n = 0 is trivial. To show (6.7) we
fix i € {1,...,n}. Choosing F'in (6.5) so that F' := []7_,{p;,-) on {w C Ay |
w(Ank) = n}, we conclude that

e (V8 i) - G0 il )
== [y ) o1s0) s ) i, do).
Hence, by (6.6)

n

[ | | (on(xla 31) +oeee on(xnu 3n)) E Vé:}i;%(%, Sk) :U’ﬂ(dxlv dslv SR d(L’n, dsn)
mk j;y, k=1
Ve

__ / S B (T, 56) %
An

mk k=1
n

X H((pj(xl, $1) + -+ ©i(Tn, Sp)) pn(der, dsy, . .., dy,, dsy). (6.8)
=1

Since both integrals are invariant under &,, (6.8) also holds if we inly take the
integrals over ,A”,. But then (6.8) directly turns into (6.7), since ¢;, a; have
support in A;, 1 <7 < n, which in turn are pairwise disjoint. W
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